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sames L. Kelley, Esq. k}\
Acting General Counsel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

In the Matter of Virginia Electric and Power Compza
(North Arna Nuclear Power Station, Units 1 and 2)
Docket Nos. 50~338 OL and 50-339 OL

Dear Mr. Kelley:

Pursuant to the recently approvad procedures for Staff notification of Boards
and the Commission of new information which is relevant and material to NRC
licensing proceedings, I am sending for the Commission's information the
attached copy of a letter dated October 24, 1978 from J. Sutherland of Region Il
of the NRC's Office of Inspection and Enforcement to VEPCO, with attached Notice
of Violation and Inspection Report No. 50-358/78-28. The attached Notice of
Violation is relevant to the referenced proceeding which was the subject of
ALAB-491, and which is now before the Commission for consideration pursuant
to 10 CFR § 2.707. Since the time has not yet expired for VEPCO to request the
NRC to withhold information contained in the attached documents which it believes
to be proprietary, the Staff is not sending copies of the attachments to the public
document rooms nor the service list at this time. Upon a determination by the
Staff that the information contained in the attachments is nct proprietary, the
Staff will make a public distribution of copies of the documents.

Also attached is a copy of a letter from VEPCO to J. O'Reilly dated October 11,
1978. This letter was sent in response to the Notice of Violation attached to
Inspection Report Nus. 50-338/78-21 and 50-339/78-22,, which I sent to you
on October 11, 1978,

Sincerely,

~ Stuart A. Treby 7
Assistant Chief Hearing
Counsel for NRC Staff

Enclosure: As stated

o3 See page 2
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cc.

w/copy of VEPCO ltr. dtd.
10/11/78

Dr. Paul W. Purdom
Mr.R. B. Briggs
Michael W. Maupin, Esq.
Dr. Kenneth A. McCollom

Anthony Gambardella, Esq.

Mrs. June Allen

Mrs. Margaret Dietrich
Mr. Dean P. Agec
William H. Rodgers, Esq.
John L. Runzer, Esq.

Mr. James M. Torson

Richard Foster, Esq.

Mr. Bradford Whitman

Mrs. James C. Arnold

Mr. William Warren

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Panel

Docketing and Service Section
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¥r. Jazes P, 0'Reilly, Director Serisl No. 550/091878

0ffice of Inspection and Enforcesant PO&M/DLB:acd
U. 9. Nuclear Regulatory Commissica Docket Wo. 50-338
region II License No. NFF-4

101 ¥arfetta Street, Suite 3100
Atlanta, Ceorgia 30303

Dear ¥r. 0'"eilly:

Ve Lave reviaved your lettor of Septesmber 12, 1978 in referexce
to the inspection conducted at Sorth Arma Pover Statiom om Jaly 17-28, 1978 acd
reported {a IZ Taspectica Feport No. 57-333/76-21. Our respomse to the speci-

fZ¢ violation {s attached.

Ve have daterzfsed that no propriatary (nformstion is contained ia
the report. Accordiugly, the Virginiz Rlectric acd Fowver Ccazany interposes
20 objecticm to the inspecticn report being made a matter of public disclosura.

Very truly yours,

& N Fratluso

C. M. Stallizgs
Vice Presiient-Power Sapply
aad Produetion Operaticems

Actachnent

ec: ¥r, Aldert Schvancar
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NO. 30-338/78-21

NRC COMMENT'

Unit 1 Technical Spacificatien 6.9.1.9 requires, in part, that
written reper*s of the types of eveats listed ir that specification be
submitted tc rector of the Regional Office within 30 days of the’
occurrence . event. Similarly, Specification 6.9.1.8 requires
that written reports for events of the types in that specification be
submitted within 14 days of the event occurTence.

Contrary to the abcve, eleven of the first thirty-eight Licensee
Zvent Reports for calendar year 19738 were submitted frem one to four days
later thaa requited. Three of these were 14 cday reports and eight were
30 day reports.

This is an infraction.
RESPONSES

1. Corrective steps which have been taken by the licensee and the
rasults achieved:

Iaternal review and routing in the corporate office has been
reduced in the pre-transmittal stage of LER preparation such
that finalized reports now are prepared and seat to the NRC
on or before the date required.
Additionally, the corporate office has developed a schedule
for LER preparation, SNSOC review and corporate office handling.
This schedule is a guideline and will further improve the
ability to meet the appropriate transmitcal date.

2. Corrective steps which will be taken:
Yo future corractive steps are required at this tize.

3. The date when full compliance will de achieved:

Full compliance has been achieved.



