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September 10, 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, Vendor Inspection Branch, Reaion IV
FROM:

R. C., Lewis, Director, Division of Resident and Reactor
Project Inspection

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION DEFICIENCY REPORT - CONFIRMATION OF TELECCN

(AITS NO. F02700286 )

Enclosed is a 10/CFR 50.55(e)/10 CFR 21 report received from Duke

Power Company

This appears to be a generic probiem. Would you

please followup on the generic aspects of the problem with the AE/Vendor?

Should you have additional questions, we will be glad to discuss tham with
you.

£
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Enclosure: as stated

cc: J. Llshinski, RII
Director, RRPI, RI
Director, RRPI, RIII
Director, RRP&E, RV
B. Heishman

CONTACT: A. Ignatonis
(242-5588 )
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W B IR REGIONAL ACTION
Catawba | & ? Licensee 9/9 i COR - Unsuitable Rubber Application to Diesel Followup per
DNS:50-413 Generator Coupiing - Per the 6/23 letter from  MC 2512.
- 5.-414 BDelaval Co. to NRC reporting a Part 21 item, Region IV Notified.
Catawba was listed as one of the plants that Cat X

received an unacceptable governor drive

coupling manufactured by Koppers Co., Inc..

Baltimore, MD. The concern is that Jsoprene

rubber material was used in the coupling. This rubber
tends to deteriorated under 0il and high temperature
condition: which creates the potential of metal

to metal contact between flanges in the coupler while

the diesel generator is running. Metal to metal contact
can give false indication of generator frequency and trip
out the running DG. For corrective action the licensee
will remove couplers having Iéoprene material and replace

wre Y L Ol rs Irivim :
then which—woutd—have Neoprene material. liritten report

due 10, 8.
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(URGENT:i.e. stop other work in progres.; ASAP: Supersedes other scheduled work; ROUTINE: normal
¢ . e

DRAFT: Review/Con qg;ent/51gnature
#wﬁ "&:MJ/; ’y 2
REPORT” SUBMISTEDTTO’ PROCESS : |

TO: INSPECTOR/SECTION CHIEF:
TO: BRANCH CHIEF 5) (3) T fer OF 10/4/02

TO: ENFORCEMENT COORDINATOR:

COMMENT:

SPECIAL NOTE: RETURN DRAFT COPY TO BRANCH SECRETARY AFTER ENFORCEMENT COORDINATOR
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(2) Completed by extra Section Chief, if more
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