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NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Toledo Edison Company Docket No. 50-346
Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station License No.NPF-3

During an NRC inspection conducted on February 18, 1992, tnrough April 6,
1992, violations of NRC requirements were identified. In accordarce with the
"General Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement < tions," 10
CFR Part 2, Appendix C, 1991, the following violation is Tisted below:

Technical Specification 6.8.1.a requires that written procedures be
established, implemented and mainta‘ned covering activities recommended
in Appendix A of Regulatory Guide 1..3, November 1972. Regulatory Guide
1.33, Appendix A. Section I, lists proceuures for performing
maintenance.

DB-MN-00001, Rev 1, Conduct of Maintenance, paragraph 6.5.4 requires
that maintenance tasks shall be performed in accordance with Maintenance
Work Order (MWO) packages.

Contrary to the above, on March 1, 1992, personnel performed
troubleshooting activities on Tow vacuum pressure circuitry which was
outside the scope of work as defined by MWO 7-91-0395-01.

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

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201, Davis-ilesse Nuclear Fower Station
is hereby required to submit a written statement ot expianation to the U.S.
Nuclear Reguiatory Commission, ATTN: Document Contral Desk, Washington D.C.
20555 with a copy to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region III, 799
Roosevelt Road, Glen Ellyn, I1linois, 60137, and a copy to the NRC Resident
Inspector at the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Statior, 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 chould
include for the violation: (1) the reason for the violation, or, if
contested, the basis for disputing the violation, (2) the corrective steps
that have Leen taken and the results achieved, (3) the corrective st2ps that
will be taken to avoid further violations, and (4) the date when full
compliance wiil be achieved. If an adequate reply is not received within the
time specified in this Notice, an ocrder or a demand for information may be
issued as to 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 extended the response time.
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R. C. Knop, Chief
Reactor Projects Branch 3

Dated at Slen Ellyn, I1lincis
this 17¢h day of _April 1992




