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Georgia Power Company, Atlanta, Georgia
(Hatch, Units Iiihd 2), EA 83:-35, Supplement I

A Notice. of Violatibon and Pr~OpOsed "Imposjtion' of. Civil Penalty in theamount of $40,,00 was' issued 'n tdUre' 2, 1983 based on a Violationh-with
muIt'iple exaple~s of the iicensee's failure to ens"eo•ure proper ýrestorat ionof' electrical cable tray systems and a' po!tioniof related -fire protctionsystem's after t he peforane 6Tfmaintehnance--or m~o'diýfi'cti'ion ',a~ffecýt~ingthese systems. The licehsee 'res ponded and paid the civil penanlty 'o
June-23, 1983'..

Louisiana Power and Light, New Ole s;ouisý3aijna

(Waterford Steam Elect'rict Staýtio•h-Uhi~t •3) EA82-109, Su'p "lI•nintIi

A Notice of V'iolation and Proposed Imposition-of Ci v.il- Penalty in h"the
-amount of $20,000 was issued -on December 6, °1982' based ona- Vol ationof NRC's Quality Assurance requirements' as'_.l ustrated 'by, numerous"deficiencies and discrepancies notedby the lcensees's strtup and' "QA organizatons,-n both the as-bui t conditjon ofb systems' offered.for istartup testingby the prime'contractor and'defi•cencies in thel
support]ing q6ali1ty `documentation. Tha'6ice'nsee respon'dedon January 4,1983. 'An Order'was issued on March16, 1983 'andt'h li cense-e'epaidthe civil peh~ity on April 8, 1983.1 *l

Maine Yankee At6oimc 'Power -ompany d Cugusta, Mainle .. . . '.

(Maine, 4Yihkee -Atomic Power Station), EA, 83-40, Supplement

A•Notlce ofi ol at•ion adroposed mpositirn -of Cii w enalty in nte -.... amount of $40`000d was issued-on-Md. '20, 1'983 based on aVi~oatl on"i nvolving ~a' tedhnifca'l' s$e'i'fi catin "ificatr s im6imld•-nfonra A;"' .r erati on.
eT, reactor was- operate tower f ` approximately '29 - 'y.swi 6'i"tra'inFof the "ii pressure safety inoect'.on (HPSIS),no caale of" e

automatical ly starti ng because 'of the actuati on of'an'I'nter1ock caus-'..by the pnstallation of a grpunding~devlceinthe epump, breaker cubicle.Termaining train ao HS"a so~s6 in6p&AbI6,le Jorxsevhvi orsb: c~aspse>`its associated emergency .-power supp,' ,,IB"d -iset geneatowas' out-of'
.servfce. The licensee responded and :aidth-eciVil penalty"on ,
7j A'e '11, 148 3.' "

No inneapol is,- Minnen'ot&':.
(Monti cello N••cle'ar `Gherating Plan), EA ,83-22 -S`Uppl ement I

-A 'Notice "-Of" Vio'latlon and' Propos§d Impos itd on! 6f 'Ci vil Pe'naltyin bth'e
amount 'of- $20;000was issue" o6n,"-ApreIf'"-1,'. 1983 basend-on ;one - iol at9, on-cofierning'tlie 'falure 'to maTnti#n'primarycontai0ment integrity' fooapproximately 13 days' when It was: required; The licensee respondedand paid the civilt'penalty on May 11, 1983."... .... p t. L , on May,,.
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UNITED STATES

-- =•.,NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

- ~REION v,
611 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 1000

4L ARLINGTON, TEXAS 76011
DE'ý 6 18

Docket No: ;50-382 . 1982
EA 82-109

Louisiana Power" and Light Co'mpany,
ATTN: L. V..Maurini,;Vice, Pre'seidt

N.'uclear Operationsý-
142ADelaronde.Street
New Orleans, %,LoUisiana 70714, - . , • .

Gentlem.en:"

This refers to the inspect ion coiiducted under the Resident Inspecton. ,Program
by Messrs. G: L. Constabl e andJ. E. Cumins offourstaff .duriinig-the-per dd..
May ,16 to July- 15,- 1982, o , act.vi~ties authori zed, by NRC C6struti6 Pe'rmit
CPPR-103 4for ,the Waterford iSteam'Eeti c-Station -Unht.i3•3 '-ad .t itih .dis .-
.cuss~ion ;,ofourfindi ngs•wi'thMess.%D. RB.' Lester ,G. Rogers - and otlier members
of yourstaffat the concl usi on of',theo nspect o6n These findings,- were. also,
di'scussedA durlng the:, ce fhel d-i n,:your, corporate %,,of fi s n..

.August ,20 ;1982,-nd duinga s held .a ili .Waieford. :f6 i Ity
ýon: November '23,ý r1982.`."

-. hi s •in'specti,6nigidentified a pi infi'cntWcn 4vi o 1i6ndfiNRC 0 r " 1 't•s5 ,i-1 s-
str~ate s by ynumerours ondefciencies' n -rep cn- es and Aisnares , -

A ': Qoganizations in as-~th o ~ 4s~ r,
s tar•tIes ti ngby •r .d d.ff•-,- "sn

qualit kdc~Ien i oi'A oned rafr. :i 11ýý.ý, wý*•d-.by,• Mr,. •,G4..•. be f6• 234.o:•..

192'metnteprincipal ~cz~se-,.o~f 'thfii brekd~wa Was, i'nsuffilci ebt p a r~~ ta-
tianby"LouisiJana 0Power `:and` n•i6g tn-.-.....~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~- fa~e toeecs"atq e:'es I Pe
quail ty assurance programs. Lee
corttol :over,'contractors ,ýto-t whom pl emiendatton ofý qu -assura ams
had, .been jde.lepgated, 1:and dedicateid.on 1y nfi',i mtnaV!L-t -&L
ancea-nprograms.y-:n;- aiR LP&L ,resurces- to qual;ty asosur-

The Nuclear Regulatory ,Commi ssioacvi:1 eig t. _emphasAis, on the needr, ic -ensees
to maintain 'proper control over all§:a¢ts' e ofsAfetyrr--'e`,atec activities. jThis
-ncludes the i mplementat on of a Iqu6s,,apre ' •o ,th deqti1fi.es. and
corrects constructiion deficienciesn 'in a melkmanner. ' Aneftfetivequal ty
assurance program must operate at each-t.ier, from subcontractor through contractor
to the owner. Whi 1 e.-we recogni.ze! ý.that•,the .qual-i-ty assurance, program, did not
total y breakdowni, tre was a breakddwn in 'te sUbtie•iprograms OfT your contractor
and subcontractor. This violation is categorized at a Severity Leve.lIIIas

decie "nthe NRC "Enforcernent'po iky-pqli'vtiedi n- hte''I ýFied~eral ~R-egjiste'
47 FR 987 (March 9" "i982): Acdirigto'this p1iic"i;.for£-asevie'r•ty Level III

CERTIFIED MAIL .
RETURNR~E=F REQUESTED

|
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Louisiana Power and Light Company -2- DEC 6 1982

violation a base 6civil]penalty of $40 lS,•noýrmaýlly assessed. However, the
Enfo`rceme-nt Policy peormfits consideratioh 'of mii gating circumstances. Based
uponaýý carefui review of the circumstances associated with this viblat-ion,-we
have•concluded that mitigation of 50% of the civil penalty is appropriate.",
The bases for this mitigation are the corrective action you have initiated (the
extensive revision of-your system turnover process) and your role in identifyingand -repo-'ing-then breakdown of quality assuranqce;:programs. to- NRC. Therefore,
after consultation.with the Director of. the 0,lfice of",Inspection and Enforcement,
I have bee -authorized -to6--issue-the enc-losed Nti ce.fokfViol ati oný andi'Proposed
Imposht-i'6n Civil Pen'alty in the amount of4$20,.00 as ;set.forth-•in; nt, NoticeI -:- - "-; :, •:• • • )• •: : I. • '" -' ;• ... . _.. .: , ..... ' ,-. ..;-.. . . • n t e N t c
appended-'t tils' leter. Thisaction is sbe ng-taein'order.to bemphasize the
importancof 'ui participation:. in q. ual ity: assutance .ctivities -and your
responsibIlity to Seisuie.that contractors.areý,properly iimplementinng.u- Uaity><.
assurance p uogramse .

You e requiredtot,,respond -tq t•hi 4,;!eTt-ter andkshoul d'follow"'the istructionsln
the Appendi .whe. . •pYpgyourresponse sh 4uAdalso A iade y iyout.i`spn s e• 6taenhoru I- "d
adndr aciti onsuitphJatnydort qhich qaoiydsu ncpredt.at "Work u c ate t ha•. " r

d t os breodkdown..w as'•propeorly aýtNcco.Rimpshed.i-:-., T his s•ishoul d

plannedto ensuere:'that yoeure quaf t the sufanc procedures 'ae d outheranitha
fur ther Penorcperm e actiok, RisprronAte. o 0 L-.

I coi Mt h ecio•n4c fteg -nR les A ofnisrator, ;".r
- l pen1d0, de noticfieedeVoation Redgula ons, a c l er etter a t ncor

wil b/eplced inteNC:ulcDcmn~om-

Th JDruesonsedrectd byuprthis le er .-and the "klosd Apeixr no t
To te cer anet po Management and. .. Bde oh-ei er
De.u red bsther PaptanaerworkReduction Ac ', 190 L 96-51...f uri~r efqj'rqemRegionaln. Administratorpr

Enacosrde: wit -; t "Rule .'atceý. at2

AppJtendix, -C otie of Vioerlatio RgatiQnd ,:.a Pr posed ._hs:ete an h-tnls
Imoi ti n ,o Civ4i4NR- Penalty ý,Dp eto

Fh.J. Drummonde-ý,,yq d P Ojecth supporttMnaer:an .h,-eic1osd-ApdxarIntsujt
h- F. Geres QA Manager 2,

D.ýq B.;LesterPante ManagerdBuge~ohew
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APPENDIX

NOTICE OF ýVIOLATION:"
AND'

PROPOSED IMPOSITI5FFOF CIVIL.PENALTY¥:,

Louisiana Power-.and Light Company - Docket. No.. 50-382
Waterford 3 Steam Electric Station Construction Permit: CPPR-7103

'EA 82 '109j 0

ed t

Durinhg April, May;'and- June'1•982,,•EBASCO' s7ubmitted 1fdur Emergency.":Core fCool•ing
Systems (ECCS) to the Louisiana Power and LightýCompany •(,LP&Lý) •for :•:turno, ver.,:,,,r
Following an LP&L audit of these systems, th1ey were"rejected ̀byLP&L. LP&L
reported its audit findings .-to .the, •NRC, .,": LP&L found that :records-for :these
systems did not represent their true as-built status. As a result NRC-conducted
an inspection during the peri.od May 16 "to'July 15, 1982.

During4thisiýnspection ar si1nificantv 'NCquality assurance requirements
was ididft.ifi ed.::' -As di-scussed'"Lin- ":in'spect:i6n repdrt4 50-t382/82-.14,i. :thi hfourrýECCS• *-C4
systemfsi-Awer-e noitw,QA-,/QC-' accept'Cable. ý,ý;'"I~ns~tal 1 Ia't~ion. o~f -safety-ýre'.1a-ted ",.instruments, ý
impulse epipinhg 4as4found--tbihave• beenAeimprope:rlY .c'onductedd and'rd6cumentied2 .'Furtjier
NRC and' -LP&L, revlieWs Aident.ififeidhangeroweId' e14and& orientati,6on problemsi oving1,v frig
these ýs~afety-rrel~ateid ytems f. f~ -

In order' to emphasi'ze6,'the.-impor'tance of ydu'r ,partiic.,ipati'on- ,irn.qua~iity assurance 7

act i v ities -:and your -respons.i b 1li ty to6 ensur'e 1.that4'contractOrs.. are, p.prperly,:;
implementing quality assurance programs, the NRC proposes- to imposie"a• ci .v.ij ,
penalty of $20,000 for these matters. In accordance with the NRC Enforcement
Policy (10 CFR Part -,MAppendr6 -C). 47-FRi. .9987. (March' 9,-.,. •1982) ,anrd =pursuarto to .
Section~ 2.3"of ,the Atomi2c:3Energ95Act4!'6'f 95W, tas, amended4(#Act4-)!', '42' UJS-'.4I•2282, I

PL 96-295< and -10 ZCFRi 2.205;, 4the 'pa! ilrtfiirevi o1ati ons land tiiwi J-.
penalty are-,set' for-th! bao " s .... ., b

-,•: '; '- '" -.. ,•. • .: •; 1'"

VIOLATION:ASSESSED CIVIL. PENALTY !o

110 :CFR :50 Appendix B," Criteripon Il, requires that, "The quality assurance
program sha l 'provide controil- over 4activitesi afecttng t'he quality of the
Identi. ed, structures, systems, arid .components'to, anm iexten•t',ýconsistent with
their i•mportance to safety,.,'- 'Actt•ivities ,atffecting'-qualýityk.,shall 'bei--accom-
p i shed underm..sui tably, cbntrol-:1edcOndintidns'.,' . '.

Contrary tod',the above ,Louifsiana P6wieii'a4we Li•digh t Company- faiiled to6,
adequately control activities' affectiWg Cthe. quality •of rsafety-re,-tl'ated'ý- - bt
work. Specifically, LP&L failed to ensure that Ebasco Servicqes, Inc., .as
construction manager, was adequately controlling the quality of safety-
systems and providing the complete and accurate documentation of quality.
required for these systems. This failure is illustrated by the fac•c:tthat'
on April 30, May 20, May 22, and June 22, 1982, Ebasco QA signed f.rour
ASP-IV-50-6 forms indicating that four safety systems were ready for turn-
over to LP&L. These safety systems were containment spray, low pressure
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Notice of Violation -2-

.safetyJinjection, safety injection tanks, and high pressure safety injection.

The: pertinentfatbr ication and- instal7lýatiýon',ýr.,ords specified that these
...systemis were ready. for ,turnovers Sub-eqb~-ntly, the LP&LUconhtruction QA and
star•. s~ u~p•.•og ons i ýe d !l-lfo-"ve I temturnover packages'due to

numerous findings which,.•t'equality rec6rdss',_.nd except;ioh lists did not

,.accurately identify. These findings included previously unidentifjied
installa1itio eros asrbuilt. drawingis that. di d ,not Match, Actual -,fiel d..

1la~~fl, feld:int~aiatinS hic inlu6d Wrk that 'was- no-t
-- conmpj 1 ani-eWjth- prot -ed•r'•s•iand, specificatiOns, QC i nspedtiOns 'that had

.... notienifiedl Unacceptableiield• installations, and'9C records that were

`notconsistent .,withfi cu'rrentaiAbuilt drawings.-These deficiencies in the

-ýcorvr ofa ti viti~l ateicti' ult s~ld~h~,be et ie by, LP&L
prjyorto' system .tuh~e&'j,'~

Thi s i s ,a Severi ty ~LevebJIPiltn (upeent )

.... •Penaltyh -. po 0.O0n ,

the p ro.i , si•,ons-of 1OCFR,2.201, LOUisiana' Power and Light

oPshereby' requedtsbi D.-O,,Qff ice ;of Inspecti~o'n and
R C.hce enz,'R h...., .... ngt.u..D:..C 20555- Within. 3O. days o the6 date, otth•i K's

Notice......t"en:!tatefe•,ArO.:.lanati on ic,,each Vaioilegedyi.: ati on:-

v ...ol..........on ......... ,-dm ttd (Y he 6 iv' .s.psŽwh ch •ihtave en taken ,id. the :i•:
resul~ts e achieved;•d. (4). o.theorr.ctives
violati. ons;a ) th tewhen-.full opace wil b achieved. Conside rati

may-.be. gi~ven• t~o. extendinl te esp~o~netim ,-for. o~od cause: shown;.. Under .the

mitted tinder-oathoraffirmation , 6.
b m~

Wi thi;n the- same i ti me6 qsprvded' 'f.r the response, required. above under h

10 G•FR: 2:-201,:i t~he Loui siana',•..Powe~r,. and Li•,ght. C:omp~any'.may, pay •.the• ci.vil r;penalt•y i n

the 'amount of.f i$20-,000: or';may ~protest -imposi ti on. of the .civilI penal ty -in whole or~

in part..by- a. written answer.. Should d.the ;Loui si ana Power ',and: L.i:ght .Company. failI.to answer within the timespecif~i~edtheDirectr, offTice of Inspection.and
Enforcemen, wil issue anorder, i mpos i nghi th alhe amount pro-

posed above. Should the Louisiana Piower :and Liglht Co)'mpany .el~ect t:6'file an"-
answero. t ntaccordance d"with10 n FR u 2.205protesting the civil penalty, such answer
may: (1): deny t6)he Viote or tn bpat;

(2):'demonstrate extenuati ng. c~i:rcumst.iances.; 'i,(3) ,show .error. :i n thi s' •Notice, or.(4) showYother reasons whythe, lpoenaltyishould not be imposed. -Inaddition to

protesting the civil penalty "in •whole 'or in. part',.su'ch: answer may. request mi~tiga--.tion of the penalty. In requesting mitigation of the proposed penalty, the five

factors contained in Section O(B): of 10 CFR Part 2, Appendix Cf ishould bet

Saddres sed.'• ..Any wriTtten :answer ;.inh accor~dance .wi~th .10 :CFR 2.205. should -be.set

it,¢ ath. .'or

th cmout :ý-o:"ý2--0 0~ , .ma •o I tet -. i : : stinf.t. • eii e at nwhIe o
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Notice of Violation 3 .

forth separately from the statement or explanation in reply. pursuant, to 10 CFR 2.201,
but may incorporate by specific reference (e~g.,citing page and"p~aragrp hni'ibers)
to avoid repetition. The Louisiana Power and Light Company's attention :is di-rected
to the other provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, regarding the procedure for imposing a
civil penalty.

Upon failure to pay any civil penalty due, which have been subsequently determined
in accordance with the applicable provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, this matter may be
referred to the Attorney General, and the penalty, unless compromised,,remitted,
or mitigated, may be collected by civil-action pursuant to-Section 234c.of the
Act, 42 U.S.C. 2282.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION:'1-F.O - ý ý ý I - . . - ý .N ' ý :

Jhn T.• Col lins
Regional Admi ni straitorDEC 60

Dated at Arlington, Texas
this bday of December 1982
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