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NRC PROPOSES $55, 000 FI NE FOR VI OLATI ON AT | NDI AN PO NT 3

The Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion staff has cited the New
York Power Authority (NYPA) for a violation of NRC requirenents
at its Indian Point 3 nuclear plant in Buchanan, N Y. The staff
has proposed a $55, 000 fi ne.

Based on an NRC engi neering teaminspection conducted at
I ndi an Poi nt between April 7 and May 1, and information gathered
at a July 30 predecisional enforcenent conference, the NRC staff
has determ ned a violation of NRC requirenents has occurred.

The violation involves three exanples of the failure to
correctly translate plant design basis information into energency
operating procedures (EOPs). Design basis refers to the plant’s
original design information, including the facility's safety
features, as well as details of nodifications nade over the
years. Specifically, the repositioning of certain throttling
val ves in the conponent cooling water system and other flow rate
considerations at Indian Point 3 were not properly transl ated
i nto procedures.

In a letter to NYPA, NRC Region | Adm nistrator Hubert J.
MIller said, “These three exanples represent a significant
regul atory concern because they are indicative of inadequate
controls to properly incorporate design basis information into
the EOPs. Apparently, your process did not require sufficient
reviews of EOPs by engineering staff. Furthernore, all three of
t hese exanples were identified by the NRC, raising significant
guestions regardi ng the adequacy of your self assessnents of
EOPs. As such, these violations represent a breakdown in control
of licensed activities, and raise questions both of the adequacy
of your EOPs, as well as the effectiveness of the ECP reviews.”

NYPA has revised the affected procedures and taken a nunber
of steps to prevent recurrence of the violation, including
pl anning to performa broad review of procedures and to review
all EOPs to ensure all applicable design information has been
i ncor por at ed.



NYPA has 30 days either to pay the proposed fine or to
request in witing that all or part of the penalty be w thdrawn.
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