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Duke Power Company

ATTN Mr W. R M 1 1um
Vice President

Oconee Nuclear Station

P. 0. Box 1436

Seneca S 29679

UBJECT NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND PROPOSED IMPOSITION OF CIVIL
$330,000 (NRC INSPECTION REPORT NOS. 50-269. 270 AND

287/97-07, AND 50-269, 270, AND 287/97-08)

PENALTIES

Dear Mr. McCollun

On June 6, 1997, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) completea two special
inspections at your Oconee Nuclear Station (ONS) During the inspections, the
NRC examined the facts and circumstances surrounding an April 21, 1997,
unisolable, reactor coolant leak on Unit 2 and a May 3. 1997. event which
resulted in degradation of the nigh pressure injection (HPI) system during
unit 3 cooldown The results of the inspections were discussed with members
Of your staff on June 6, 1997, and were formally transmitted to Duke Power
Company (DPC) by separate letters, both dated June 27 1997 An open
predecisional enforcement conference was conducted in the Region 11 office on
ily 23, 1997, to discuss the apparent violations, the root causes. and vour
corrective actions to preclude recurrence of the violations A summary of the
conference was sent to DP( by letter dated July 29. 1997

Based on the information de veloped during the 1ir spections and the information
that you providea during the conference, the NRC has determined that
violations of NRC requirements occurred The violations are cited in the
enclosed Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalties
(Notice), and the circumstances urrounding them are described in detai)

n
the subject inspection reports

N 1 )
violation A in Part 1 of the Notice involves the failure to meet Technical
specification (TS) operability requirements for the Unit 3 HPI system
specifical ly, between at least May 1 and May 2, 1997, and potentially
&5'(’ 4] 199/ when Oconee Unit 3 reactor coolant was above 350 degrees
ranrenheit (°F), the HPI system would not have been able to perform 1t
te 3 2 \ g nn \ & - \ ol ’ 1 .

intended safety fu'u. tion 1n that there was inadequate level in the letdown
storage tank (LDST) to provide the necessary net positive

required for HPI pump operability On May 3, 1997, d

r

auring
shutdown, two of the three HPI pumps were camaged due to the
positive suction
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