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PROPOSED ENFORCEMENT ACTION AGAINST THE INDIANA AND
MICHIGAN ELECTRIC COMPANY FOR THE DONALD C. COOK
NUCLEAR PLANT
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in a letter cated March 27, 1981, the licensee stated, "The
attachment to this letter dewnnstratcs that the Cook PIant is
already in compliance with the applicadble provisions of

Appendix R, noted above, which Mr. Eisenhut's letter requires

to be backfit." The cttachment stated, "This attachment provides
our response to Sectfon II1.G, III.J, and II1.0 of Appendix R to
10 CFR 50 as required by 10 CFR 0. ‘8( Vi8). The information
and references proviced below demonstrate compliance with those

sections of Appendix R and, cs such, no further p1ant
modifications are necessary.”

The letter was signed by R.S. Hunter, Vice President

Indiana
and mcMgan E1¢ctr1c Company

: e SO ‘ﬁ_& cetermined
dur ng & 5p é?J eam Inspection concucted off April 12 through 16,
and further inspections on May 14, and June 10, 1982, that D.C.
Cook was not in compliance with Sections 111.G, III, J and I11.0
of ix R in numerous significant nspectsP
e —— ¢ <0 e e
results of that inspection was fs on September 22, 193

(Enclosure 3),
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10 CFR 50.54(u) requires each licensee to submit tc the NRC
plams for coping with emergenctss neeting the standards of
10 CFR 50.47(b) and Appendix E of Part 50. On Janvary 26,
1981, the 1icensee submitted to NRC 1ts Emergency Plan. The
e Plan stated that the Emergency Operations Facility s
required to provide continuous coordination and evaluation of
activities during an emergency having or potentially Raving
envirommental consequences. The Plan states, *Once activated
and staffed, the function of the EOF shall be to evaluate the
mgaitude and effects of actual or potential radiological
releases from the plant and Lo recosmend appropriate offsite
protective measures. To accomplish these functions, vacilities
shall be provided for appropriate areas of the EOF for the

evaluation of a1 pertinert radfological, meteorological, and
plast system data.”

The W staff conducted a special appraisal of the 1icensee's
e preparedress
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Regfon I11 fssued an NOV on June 30, 1982 citing the l{censee
for violations fdentified during the appraisal. Im the cover
Tetter, Mr. Keppler, the Regiona) Administrator, {ndicated that
the Plan wisrepresented the facts relevant to the state of
preparecness of the EOF and "appears to be another case of lsss
than candid representations to the NRC staff.® The letter
Indicated that further enforcement action on the matter would be
forthcoming. The licensee responded to the NOV on July 30, 1982
and denfec that misrepresentations had bnn_.y__dq.,
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In the attachment to the March 27, 1981 letter, the licensee
described 1ts compliance with Appendix A to BTP 9.5-1 t7 show
it was in compliance with Appendix R, In describing 1ts
capability to achieve safe shutdown in the event o/ a 1yis of
offsite power the 1icensee stated, "we have provides in hoth
Units 1 and 2 Tocal manual control capability of the eme ‘yency
diese) generators as part of the alternate local shutdown
system in accordance with Unit 2 license condition 2.C 2.(0)(c).
This provides the local shutdown system with the canatility of
performing 1ts function given a loss of offsite power."

* -




¢ b 4
The Commiss‘oners

T s n July 11, 1977, the staff
requesied t @ 1TCensS¥® provide information concerning
unprotected openings 1n area” protected by gas agent

extinguishing systems, The Vicensee's respcnse dated August 19,
1977 stated, "There afe no unprotected openings in the boundaries
of ang area in Unit 1 protected by a gas agent extinguishing

systmv. . . all ventilatiun openings are equipped with
elf-closing 4 . : {
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Reccmmendation:
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