
La Salle 2 
4Q/2008 Plant Inspection Findings 

Initiating Events 

Significance:  Nov 17, 2008 
Identified By: NRC 
Item Type: NCV NonCited Violation 
Unauthorized Transient Combustibles 
A finding of very low safety significance and associated NCV of Technical Specifications was identified by the 
inspectors for the failure to implement a fire protection program procedure for combustible controls. Specifically, the 
inspectors identified three examples where transient combustible materials were staged adjacent to cable risers 
contrary to the licensee’s procedure for combustible controls. The licensee subsequently removed the transient 
combustible materials and entered the issue into their corrective action program.  
 
The finding was determined to be more than minor because, the finding was similar to IMC 0612, Appendix E, 
Example 4.k, in that the transient combustibles presented credible fire scenarios, which could affect equipment 
important to safety. The issue was of very low safety significance because, the finding represented a low degradation 
of the licensee’s combustible controls program. Additionally, this finding has a cross-cutting aspect in the area of 
Human Performance for the Work Practices component because, multiple examples were identified where transient 
combustibles were staged contrary to site procedures. [H.4(b)] 
Inspection Report# : 2008007 (pdf)  

Mitigating Systems 

Significance:  Dec 31, 2008 
Identified By: NRC 
Item Type: NCV NonCited Violation 
Failure to Incorporate Regulatory Guide 1.9 Testing Methodology into Procedures 
The inspectors' identified a finding of very low safety significance (Green) and an associated NCV of 10 CFR 50, 
Appendix B, Criterion XI, “Test Control”, for the failure to establish a minimum DG run time of at least five minutes 
when performing the hot restart test as is called for by Regulatory Guide 1.9, “Selection, Design, Qualification, and 
Testing of Emergency Diesel Generator Units Used as Class 1E Onsite Electric Power Systems at Nuclear Power 
Plants”, Revision 3. While reviewing DG testing and maintenance methodologies at LaSalle Station as a part of 
operating experience smart sample OpESS 2008 01, the inspectors identified that licensee procedures for performing 
the DG hot restart test did not include a minimum run time requirement of five minutes as is required in Regulatory 
Guide 1.9, “Selection, Design, Qualification, and Testing of Emergency Diesel Generator Units Used as Class 1E 
Onsite Electric Power Systems at Nuclear Power Plants”, Revision 3. The inspectors noted that the licensee is 
committed to Regulatory Guide 1.9, Revision 3 for testing of the site’s DGs as is noted in Appendix B of the LaSalle 
County Station UFSAR. Regulatory Guide 1.9, Revision 3 section 2.2.10 stated in part “Demonstrate hot restart 
functional capability at full load temperature conditions ... by verifying that the emergency diesel generator starts on a 
manual or autostart signal, attains the required voltage and frequency within acceptable limits and time, and operates 
for longer than 5 minutes.” The inspectors noted that licensee procedures which performed the hot restart test were 
solely based on acceptance criteria specified in the station’s TS Surveillance Requirement 3.8.1.15 which did not 
include the minimum five minute run time. The inspectors noted that the licensee’s TS Bases document described the 
minimum 5 minute run time for those surveillances which required it as a TS acceptance criteria by stating in part, 
“the surveillance should be continued for a minimum of five minutes in order to demonstrate that all starting transients
have decayed and stability has been achieved.”  



The inspectors subsequently reviewed operator logs to determine if the DGs had been run for the minimum five 
minutes when hot restart testing had been last performed. The inspectors identified that on September 19, 2007 the 1A 
diesel was run for only three minutes and on October 9, 2007 the 2B diesel was run for only two minutes when the hot 
restart test was last performed.  
 
Inspection Report# : 2008005 (pdf)  

Significance:  Nov 17, 2008 
Identified By: NRC 
Item Type: NCV NonCited Violation 
Failure to provide a sprinkler system for Fire Zone 4F3 
A finding of very low safety significance and associated NCV of the license condition was identified by the inspectors 
for the failure to install a sprinkler system. Specifically, the licensee had installed a pre-action spray system above the 
suspended ceiling in Fire Zone 4F3 instead of a pre-action sprinkler system as specified by the Fire Protection Report. 
The licensee subsequently entered the issue into its correction action program.  
 
The finding was determined to be more than minor because, the installed spray system was less capable than a 
sprinkler system in that, a fire would be permitted to grow to a larger size and cause more damage as a result of 
delayed system actuation. The issue was of very low safety significance due to remaining mitigating system 
capability. 
Inspection Report# : 2008007 (pdf)  

Significance:  Mar 31, 2008 
Identified By: NRC 
Item Type: NCV NonCited Violation 
Unacceptable Preconditioning of MSIV prior to performing ASME Stroke Time Testing 
The inspectors identified a finding of very low safety significance involving the unacceptable preconditioning of the 
Unit 1 Main Steam Isolation Valves (MSIVs). Specifically, the inspectors identified that the licensee performed 
maintenance on the MSIVs prior to performing the American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) required 
inservice testing (IST). The inspectors concluded that pre-stroking all the MSIVs during the limit switch calibration 
and replacing the ASCO test solenoid valve on the ‘D’ MSIV unacceptably preconditioned the valves and as a 
consequence masked the results of the as-found closing stroke of the MSIVs. A non-cited violation of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR), 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion XI, “Test Control” was also identified for the failure to 
establish test procedures that appropriately demonstrated that a safety related component will perform satisfactorily 
in-service.  
The inspectors determined that the finding was more than minor because it is associated with the equipment 
performance attribute of the Mitigating Systems cornerstone, and it affected the cornerstone objective to ensure 
availability, reliability, and capability of systems that respond to initiating events to prevent undesirable 
consequences. However, since the MSIVs would have been able to perform their safety function, the finding was 
considered to be of very low safety significance. The finding is also related to the cross cutting area of Problem 
Identification and Resolution (PI&R). Specifically, the finding is related to the Operating Experience component 
(Aspect P.2(b)) because the licensee did not properly use and evaluate relevant operating experience information 
received from other Exelon plants, nor apply it to the station procedures. Corrective actions by the licensee included 
additional examination of the MSIV maintenance practices to further evaluate preconditioning cases.  
 
Inspection Report# : 2008002 (pdf)  

Significance:  Mar 31, 2008 
Identified By: NRC 
Item Type: FIN Finding 
Failure to Restore Available Seismic Monitoring System Channels to an Operable and Available Status in a 
Timely Manner 
The inspectors identified a finding of very low safety significance involving the licensee's seismic monitoring system. 



Specifically, the inspectors identified that the licensee had not appropriately prioritized restoration activities for three 
channels of the station's seismic monitoring system following a scheduled instrument calibration surveillance during 
which a fourth channel had failed calibration. During several ensuing weeks, the licensee missed several opportunities 
to identify the exact nature of the problem and restore the three potentially available and operable channels of the 
system to service.  
Because the seismic monitoring system was not within the scope of 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, no violation of 
regulatory requirements was identified in conjunction with the finding. The licensee entered this issue into their 
corrective action program (CAP) as issue report (IR) 725240. Corrective actions planned and completed by the 
licensee included sending out an internal operating experience communication on the seismic monitoring system. In 
addition, the inspectors determined that the finding was related primarily to the cross cutting area of PI&R as defined 
in NRC IMC 0305, "Operating Reactor Assessment Program," since the licensee did not take appropriate corrective 
actions to address the partial restoration of potentially available channels of the seismic monitoring system in a timely 
manner (Aspect P.1(d)).  
 
Inspection Report# : 2008002 (pdf)  

Barrier Integrity 

Emergency Preparedness 

Occupational Radiation Safety 

Public Radiation Safety 

Physical Protection 
Although the NRC is actively overseeing the Security cornerstone, the Commission has decided that certain findings 
pertaining to security cornerstone will not be publicly available to ensure that potentially useful information is not 
provided to a possible adversary. Therefore, the cover letters to security inspection reports may be viewed. 
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Last modified : April 07, 2009 


