
o ENCLOSURE 1

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Florida Power and Light Company
St. Lucie 1

Docket No. 50-335
License No. DPR-67

During the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) inspection conducted on April 5-
May 2, 1987 violations .of NRC requirements were identified. The violations
involved failures to implement procedures and a violation of Unit 1 technical
specifications. In accordance with the "General Statement of Policy and
Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions," 10 CFR Part 2, Appendix C ( 1986), the
violations are listed below:

I

A. Unit 1 Technical Specification (TS) 6.8.1.a, requires that written
procedures shall be implemented covering the activities referenced below:
Applicable procedures recommended in Appendix "A" of Regulatory Guide
1.33, Revision 2, February 1978.

Regulatory Guide 1.33, Revision 2, February 1978, Appendix "A", states,
the following are typical safety-related activities that should be covered
by written procedures; Administrative Procedures, Procedures for Control
of Radioactivity, and Procedures for Performing Maintenance.

Administrative Procedure (AP) 0010432, Nuclear Plant Work Orders,
requires that all modifications performed by Florida Power and Light
Maintenance personnel and maintenance directed work by contractors and
vendors at the St. Lucie Plant be authorized through a Nuclear Plant Work
Order.

AP 0010124, Control and Use of Jumpers and Disconnected Leads, which
requires jumpers (temporary alterations) to be controlled by procedures
or by the use of the "Jumper/Lifted Lead Request Log".

Operating Procedure (OP) 0010129, Equipment Out of Service - Class 1,
requires that appropriate entries be made to the out of service log when
class 1 equipment is removed from service.

Contrary to the above, on April 15, 1987, the licensee failed to properly
implement the procedural requirements for a Work Order, the
Jumper/Lifted Lead Request Log and the Equipment Out of Service Log for
the temporary shifting of the fuel handling building (FHB) exhaust
ventilation radiation monitor suction to the emergency core cooling
system (ECCS) exhaust ventilation system.
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This is a Severity level IV violation (Supplement 1).

B. Unit 1 TS 3.3.3.10 requires that radioactive gaseous effluent monitoring
instrumentation channels shown in Table 3.3-13 shall be operable. Action
statement b. requires that with less than the minimum number of channels
opeable, as specified in Table 3.3-13, the action specified in the Table
be taken. Table 3.3-13, item 5.a. FUEL STORAGE AREA VENTILATION SYSTEM

(Noble Gas Activity Monitor), requires that Action 3 be taken when the
minimum number, one in this case, of channels are not operable. Action 3

requires that effluent releases via this pathway may continue up to 30
days provided grab samples are taken at least once per 8 hours and these
samples are analyzed for isotopic activity within 24 hours.

Contrary to the above, the FUEL STORAGE AREA VENTILATION SvSTEM (Noble Gas
Activity Monitor) for the FHB exhaust ventilation radiation monitor was
rendered inoperable with the ventilation fan continuing to operate
(effluent release) without taking the required grab samples. This
condition existed from April 15, 1987, when a temporary alteration was
made by plant personnel shifting ventilation exhaust, until April 20,
1987, when plant personnel realized that the FHB exhaust fans were still
running.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).
Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201, Florida Power

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORv COMMISSION
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and Light Company is
hereby required to submit to this Office within 30 days of the date of the
letter transmitting this Notice a written statement or explanation in reply
including for each violation: ( 1) admission or denial of the violation,
(2) the reason for the violation if admitted, (3) the corrective steps which
have been taken and the results achieved, (4) the corrective steps which will
be taken to avoid further violations, and (5) the date when full compliance
will be achieved. Where good cause is shown, consideration will be given to
extending the response time.

Luis A. Reyes, Director
Division of Reactor Projects

Dated at Atlanta, Georgia
this~day of June 1987




