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ENCLOSURE 1

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Duke Power Company Docket Nos. 50-413 and 50-414
Catawba Units 1 and 2 License Nos, NPF-35 and NPF-52

During the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) inspection conducted on
January 6,1991 through February 2,1991, violations of NRC requirements were
identified, in accordance with the " General Statement of Policy and Procedures
for NRC Enforcement Actions," 10 CFR Part 2, Appendix C, (1990), the violations
are listed below:

A. Technical Specification (TS) Section 6.8.1, requires that written
procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained covering the
activities referenced in Appendix A of Regulatory Guide 1.33, Revision 2,
February 1978. Implicit in this requirement is the stipulation that the
procedures be adequate for the task being performed.

Operations Management Procedure (OMP) 1-8, Authority and Responsibility of
Licensed Reactor Operators and Licensed Senior Reactor Operators,
Section 7.0, Authority and Responsibility of Licensed Reactor Operators,
Part 7.2.B. requires that the Operator at the Controls (0ATC) shall:
a) be knowledgeable of the unit status at all times; b) ensure the unit is
safely operated in compliance with Technical Specifications and operating
procedures; and, c) ensure that control room instrumentation is routinely
surveyed and information from this survey is evaluated to assure safe unit>

operation.

Station Directive 2.12.7, Fire Detection and Protection, assigns the
ultimate responsibilities of ensuring that the plant fire detection and
protection requirements are met to the Fire Protection Console Operator
(FPCO). Among the FPC0's duties and responsibilities are the monitoring
of alarms on the Fire Protection Console (FPC), which is located in the
control room, and the verification of fire detection and protection system
impairments to ensure that fire watch surveillances are conducted as
required.

Contrary to the above:+

1. On January 8, 1991, the Unit 2 0ATC was not knowledgeable of the-unit' ,

status, in that for a period of approximately 10 minutes after
receiving a Steam Generator Level Deviation alarm and noting a high
steam generator level in generator 2A, he did not adequately monitor
the indicated level instrumentation for that generator to effectively
evaluate available information in order to assure that the unit was
operated safely, in compliance with operating procedures. This
ultimately resulted in a feedwater isolation and an inadvertent ESF
actuation.
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Duke Power Company 2 Docket Nos 50-413 and 50-414
Catawba Units 1 and 2 License Nos. NPF-35 and NPF-52

2. On January 8,1991, procedural instructions detailed in work request
3848MES were inadequate in that the work request instructions had
incorrectly specified the piecement of electrical jumpers. These
erroneous instructions resulttd in an inadvertent Auxiliary Feedwater
auto-start signal while person'el were per' 'ing wiring corrections
to the ATWS Mitigation System Actuation Cirs try (AMSAC) on Unit 2.

3. On January 26, 1991, the Fire Protection Console Operator failed to
investigate the cause of a Diesel Generator 1B C0 trouble alarm to7
determine if the system was impaired and if a rire watch was
required.

This is a Severity Level IV Violation (Supplement 1) and applies to
Units 1 and 2.

B. Technical Specification, Section 3.6.5.5, requires the personnel access
doors and equipment hatches between the containment's upper and lower
compartments to be operable and closed when the unit is in Modes 1 through
4. With a personnel access door or equipment hatch inoperable or open
except for personnel transit, the door / hatch is to be restored to its'

operable or closed position within 1 hour or the unit must be placed in at
least hot standby within the next 6 hours.

Contrary to the above, on January 10, with the unit in Mode 3, the-

emergency personnel hatch in the barrier between the Unit 1 upper and
lower containment compartments was determined to be inoperable in that the
hatch was found closed but not secured. This hatch had apparently been
inoperable since January 4, 1991, when the unit was shut down for a forced
outage.

This is a Severity Level IV Violation (Supplement 1) and applies to
Unit 1 only.

C. Technical Specification, Section 3.5.2, states that for Modes 1, 2 and 3,
two independent ECCS subsystems shall be operable with each subsystem
including an operable ND pump and an operable flow path capable of teking
suction from the FWST on a Safety Injection signal and automatically
transferring suction to the containment sump during the recirculation

j phase of operation.

Action Statement a, of TS, Section 3.5.2 states that with one ECCS
subsystem inoperable, the inoperable subsystem must be restored to - '

operable status within 72 hours or the unit must be placed in at least HOT
STANDBY within the next 6 hours and Hot Shutdown within the following 6
hours.

1

Technical Specification 3.0.4 requires that entry into an operational modeI

or other specified condition snall not be made when the conditions for the
Limiting Condition for Operation are not met and the associated Action
Statement requires a shutdown if they are not met within a specified time
interval.
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l Duke Power Company 3 Docket Nos. 50-413 and 50-414
Catawba Units 1 and 2 License Nos. NPF-35 and NPF-52

Contrary to the above requirements, Unit I was taken from Mode 2 to Mode 1
with the 1A ND pump inoperable, a violation of the requirements of
TS, Section 3.0.4.

This is a Severity Level IV Violation (Supplement 1) and applies nit 1
only.

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201, Duke Power Company is hereby
required to submit a written statement or explanation to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, ATTN: Document Control Desk, Washington, DC 20555, with
a copy to the Regional Administrator, Region II, and if applicable, a copy to
the NRC Resident inspector within 30 cays of the date of the letter
transmitting this tiotice 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 take and the
results achieved, (3) the corrective steps that will be taken to ; void further
violations, and (4) the date when full compliance wili he Nhieved. If an

adequate reply is not received within the time specifit ' in the flotice, an
order may be issued to show cause why the license should not ce modified,
suspended, or revoked, or why such other action as may be proper should not be
taken, Where good cause is shown, consideration will be given to extending the
response time.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

bn 5

Alan R. Herdt, Chief
Reactor Projects Branch 3
Division of Reactor Projects

Dated at Atlanta, Georgia
this 27th day of Feb. 1991
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