
NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Commonwealth Edison Company Docket Nos. 50-237; 50-249 i

Dresden Station, Units 2 and 3 License Nos. DPR-19; DPR-25

During an NRC inspection conducted on July 5 through August 15, 1994,
violations of NRC requirements were identified. In accordance with the
" General Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions,"
10 CFR Part 2, Appendix C, the violations are listed below:

1. 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion XVI, Corrective Action, required that
conditions adverse tc quality be promptly identified and corrected.

Contrary to the above, degraded voltage calculations for six circuits,
including the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) pump room cooler
fans, were determined to be inadequate on two occasions, the first in
January of 1992 and the second in December of 1992. The adequacy of the
design was not verified until April 1994.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).

2. 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion XI, Test Control, required that test
procedures include provisions for assuring that all prerequisites for a
given test have been met and that the test results be evaluated to
assure that test requirements have been satisfied.

Contrary to the above, on June 16, 1994, (Unit 2) and on May 10, 1994,
(Unit 3) the semiannual high radiation sampling system operability tests
were conducted with the building supply fan secured which conflicted
with the prerequisite to have building ventilation in a normal lineup.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).

3. 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, Instructions, Procedures, and
Drawings, required activities affecting quality be accomplished in
accordance with documented instructions, procedures, or drawings.

a. Dresden Administrative Procedure 7-04, " Control of Temporary
Alterations," listed a plugged floor drain as an example of a
temporary alteration.

^Contrary to the above, on August 3,1994, all floor drains in the
Unit 3 reactor feed pump room were plugged in preparation for
painting with no temporary alteration initiated or approved.

b. Dresden Administrative Procedure 12-25, " Radiation Work Permit
Program," stated workers will follow the requirements of the
radiation work permit (RWP).
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Notice of Violation 2

Contrary to the above, on August 8, 1994, on several occasions two
laborers did not follow the requirement of the RWP to perform a
hands and feet survey prior to leaving the Unit 2 high radiation
sampling system building.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).

4. 10 CFR 50.73 required the licensee to report any operation or condition
prohibited by the plant's technical specifications in a licensee event
report within 30 days.

Technical Specification 3.7.A.2.b.(2)(a) required a combined leak rate
of less than or equal to 60 percent of La for all testable penetrations
and isolation valves subject to Type B and C tests except for main steam
isolation valves.

Contrary to the above, containment isolation valves 3-1601-31A&B failed
the local leak rate test in excess of Technical Specification
3.7.A.2.b.(2)(a) leakage limit in September 1991; however, the failures
were not reported in a licensee event report.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).

5. 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Section III, 0.2 stated that containment
penetrations subject to Type B testing shall be Type B tested prior to
returning the reactor to an operating mode if the penetration was opened
following a Type A or B test.

Contrary to the above, between 1987 and 1992 the Unit 3 torus to reactor
building relief check valves (3-1601-31A&B) hinge pins were removed and
replaced per procedure on a quarterly basis without performing a local
leak rate test of the flange upon completion of the surveillance.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).

With regard to violations 1, 2, 3, and 4, pursuant to the provisions of
10 CFR 2.201, Commonwealth Edison Company is hereby required to submit a
written statement or explanation to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
ATTN: Document Control Desk, Washington, D.C. 20555 with a copy to the
Regional Administrator, Region III, and 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 or a Demand for Information may be !
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Notice of Violation 3

issued to show cause why the license 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, consideration will be given to extending the response
!time.

With reguid to violation 5, the inspection showed that steps had been taken to
correct the identified violation and to prevent recurrence. Consequently, no |

reply to that violation is required and we have no further questions regarding {this matter.

|

Dated at Lisle, Illinois

this M// day of August 1994
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