. ENCLOSURE 1
| . NOTICE OF VIOLATION |
Duke Power Company T o Docket Nos. 50-269, -270, and -287

- Oconee 1, 2 and 3 o _ : L1cense Nos. DPR-38, -47, and -55

During an' NRC. inspection conducted on January 5 - February 1, 1992,'vio]ations
of NRC requirements were identified. In accordance with the "Genera] Statement

. of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Act1ons,“ 10 CFR Part 2,. Append1x c
_(1991), the v1o1at1ons are listed be]ow ‘

A. Technical Specification 6.4.1 requires'that the'Stationvbe'operated and
maintained -in accordance with approved procedures and that appropriate
written instructions be provided for activities involving nuclear safety.

Procedure 0P/O/A/1503/09 Documentat1on of. Fue] Assemb]1es"and/or
Component Shuffle Within a Spent Fuel Pool, controls the movement of fue1
assemb11es and control elements within the spent fue] _pool. B

Contrary to the above, procedure 0P/0/A/1503/09, Documentation of Fuel
Assemblies and/or Component Shuffle Within a Spent Fuel Pool was
inadequate-in that it did not contain guidance or precautions against
moving a fuel assembly containing a control element to the holddown spring -
replacement storage rack location. - This resulted in damage to a Un1t 2
fue] assemb]y and contro] rod on January 29, 1992

' _Th1s is a Sever1ty Leve1 Iv V1o1at1on (Supp]ement 1).

B.'; Techn1ca1 Spec1f1cat1on 6.4.1 requires that the station be operated and
' ma1nta1ned in accordance with approved procedures

Wm1ntenance Directive 7.5.3, Work Request Imp]ementat1on, requ1res that
}d1sconnect10n/reconnect1on of wiring be documented and 1ndependent1y
ver1f1ed on Section V of the work request ”Add1t1ona1 Sheet".

Contrary to the above, on January 12, 1992, Maintenance D1rect1ve 7.5.3
was not followed during the performance of work request 91020832, Perform -
Diagnostic Test on 2HP-26, in that wires were d1sconnected/reconnected and -
replaced during the performance of the work request and not properly
documented and 1ndependent1y ver1f1ed on Section V of the work request.

~This is a Sever1ty Leve] IV V1o1at1on (Supplement 1) and app]Jes only to
Unit 2. : : -
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| . - C. Technical- Specification 6.4.1 requ1res that the stat1on be. operated and

'ma1nta1ned in accordance w1th approved procedures

Operat1ng ‘Procedure OP/O/A/1107/O3A Charg1ng Standby Busses From Lee '

Steam Station, Step 3.2.3 requires that a Lee gas ‘turbine be started per

section 3.0 of the Lee Steam Station Emergency Power or Backup Power to
- Oconee procedure :

Contrary to the above, 0P/O/A/1107/O3A was not fo]]owed in that on
January 13, 1992, Step 3.2.3 was not performed and the Oconee Standby

‘Busses were- connected to the Lee station switchyard rather than an
isolated Lee gas turbine resulting in an unqua11f1ed power source be1ng
connected to the standby busses : .

Th1s is a Sever1ty Level IV V101at1on (Supp]ement I).

D. Techn1ca1 Spec1f1cat1on 6.4.1 requ1res that the station be operated and -
ma1nta1ned in accordance with approved procedures. .

Ma1ntenance Procedure MP/O/A/1720/10 System/Component Hydrostat1c Test
requires that loosened instrument test tee fittings be t1ghtened and
1ndependent1y ver1f1ed prior to return1ng instruments to serv1ce

_ Contrary to the above, on January 27, 1992 the Unit 1 reactor coo]ant
makeup pump pressure and flow 1nstruments were returned to service after a
hydrostatic test without the test tees being tightened resulting in a test
tee cap blowing off when the pump was started for performance testing.

- The procedure steps verifying that the test tees had been tightened had
been signed off in the procedure as having been accomplished.

‘This is a Severitvaeve1fIV_Vio1ation (Supplement I) and applies on1y to
Unit 1. : v o _ -

Pursuant to the prov1s1ons of 10 CFR 2. 201 Duke Power Company is hereby
required to submit a written statement or explanat1on to the U.S. Nuclear -
Regulatory Commission, ATTN: Document Control Desk, Washington, D.C. 20555 with
a copy to .the Regional Administrator, Region II, a copy to the NRC Resident

‘Inspector at the facility that is the subject of this Notice, within 30 days of

the date of the letter transmitting this Notice of Violation (Notice). This
reply should be clearly marked as a "Reply to a Notice of Violation" and should

include for each violation: (1) the reason for the violation, or, if

contested, the basis for disputing the violation, (2) the corrective steps that
have been taken and the results achieved, (3) the corrective steps that will be
taken to avoid further violations, and (4) the date when full compliance will
be achieved.  If an adequate reply is not received within the time specified in
this Notice, an order may be issued to show cause why the Ticense should not be

" modified, suspended, or revoked, or why such other action as may be proper

should not be taken. -Where good cause is shown, cons1derat1on w111 be given to
extending the response t1me :

Dated at Atlanta, Georgia

- this 27th day of February 1992



