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Kansas Gas and Electric Company, Wichita, Kansas
(Wolf Creek Generating Station) EA 83-32, Supplement II

A Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty in the
amount of $40,000 was issued on March 23, 1983 based on the licensee's
failure to ensure that systems turned over from the construction
contractor to:.the licensee's startup organization were complete and
ready for turnover. - The licensee responded on April 21, 1983 and an
Order was issued on June 30, 1983. The licensee paid the civil penalty
on July 29, 1983.

Long Island Lighting Company, Wading River, New York
(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station) EA 83-20, Supplement II

A Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty in the
amount of $40,000 was issued on April 12, 1983 based on the licensee's
approval of preoperational test results for a diesel generator test even
though test results indicated that one of the test acceptance criteria
was not satisfied. The licensee responded on May 12, 1983 and an Order
was issued on July 15, 1983. The licensee paid the civil penalty on
August 15, 1983,

Mississippi Power and Light Company, Jackson, Mississippi
(Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, Unit 1) EA 83-45, Supplement III

A Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty in the
~amount of $40,000 was issued on June 13, 1983 based on a failure to
control access into a vital area. The licensee responded on July 12,

1983 and, after consideration of the licensee's reply, an Order was issued
on August 18, 1983 for $20,000. The licensee paid the civil penalty on
September 13, 1983.

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation, Syracuse, New York
(Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1) EA 83-16, Supplement II

A Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty in the
amount of $100,000 was issued on April 26, 1983 based on the licensee's
failure to assure the adequate implementation of a quality assurance
program by a principal contractor in that trainees who were not fully
certified performed safety-related inspections and several inspection
reports were signed by certified inspectors indicating they had performed
an inspection, when in fact, the inspection had been performed by the
trainee. The licensee responded on June 30, 1983 and an Order was

issued on August 24, 1983. The licensee paid the civil penalty on
September 22, 1983.

Philadelphia Electric Company, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
(Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3) EA 83-46, Supplement I

A Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty in the
amount of $40,000 was issued on June 13, 1983 based on a violation
concerning the failure to satisfy a primary containment integrity limiting
condition for operation. The licensee responded and paid the civil penalty
on July 12, 1983.
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Th1s refers to the Jnspect1on conducted under the Res1dent Inspect1on Program

by Mr. W. S. Schum of- this office durifig thecperiod-of January *1-315 1983, “of

fact1v1t1es author1zed by NRC Construct1on Perm1t No. CPPR’ 147, and to the
sour . fi Jat *the -¢6
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,hanger. This; aud1t .alsovrevealed numerous:documentatio ef1c1enc1é§*that
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 Gas and Electric Company -2-
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did not affect hardware. Your aud1t however, discovered that some hardware
discrepancies (lack of some heat numbers) ‘were included in this d1screpancy
list. The scope of the problems discovered in this audit were discussed °
during the enforcement conference on February 18, 1983.

Subsequent to this conference new data from two-additional:audits by your QA
-surveillance group, wh1ch uncovered additional anamolies in safety:Systefis turn
~over from construct1on was brought to our attention. - An:audit’ (S-605A) comple
on"February 15, 1983, conducted on instrument tubing connectors reévealed that
nearly half were not tightened to specification, many tube’ ends weré not' debirre
and some ferrules were installed improperly. A second audit (S-618) dated ;
February 15, 1983, :conducted: on. aux111ary feedwater hangers revealed three hange
with some hardware “discrepancies: in a- samp]e of n1neteen hangers 1nspected
hangers had. .received-final:QC acceptance: .’ Y
your 'S artup»groupw1n Jlate vember, 1982u :

d e implemen tion;of:
e rrects, iconstruction-deficiéncies’ i amt1me1y manner. s
"'effect1ve qua11tyeassurance program must-operate at each-tier, from subcon-"
tractor. ‘through:contractor, to the owner. The aspect of your quality assurance.
program,,wh1ch :should:have: assured ‘that-system:and documentation: def’”wenc1es
were 1dent1fhedw tracked,uand resolved,has-brokén down: i In7addition; 'sect1on
14.2.4.2 of. the Nolf Creek Generat1ng Statlon Eina¥ Safety Ana1ys1s”Report
(FSAR) stateswnnA ey i

“_d‘bd construct1on;‘a documented reviewis: conducted~by”“5
‘ersonnelmto ver1fy that the phys1ca1 1nsta11at1on 1s in
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"as Turnover and, may be performed on. a,system or subsystem bas1s k
Upon comp]et1on of the Turnover review, custody of::this :system or-
subsystem w111 be transferred to the KG&E startup organ1zat1on._”_

Append1x%B and theﬁcomm1tments 0 your FSAR is' a s1gn1f1cant v1olat1on of NRC

'h1ch; n" : ‘jl» 2 ThlS
c

c ry leO CFR 2; nAppendlx C.: ,The base va]ue for'a" Sever1ty
Level, III v1o]at1on is+$4035000.. The Enforcement Policy permits® thé: considera-
tion. of factors -in:mitigation .or-aggravation of the.proposed penalty. Based on
our rev1ew of the c1rcumstance5msurround1ngfth1s violation; we determined that
yourruntlmely notif1cat1on of i the condition-under:the’reporting: cr1ter1a of 10
CFR 50:55(e) was:also.a: .violation: - .We-consideredithis -violation asia"factor
that would.cause: us%toxra1se the amount .of ‘the proposed penalty. ' Weé.decided,
however, because the violation was discovered as a result of a thorough and
objective audit conducted by a component of your quality assurance® group and-
the corrective actions you have proposed, including the temporary ‘stop ‘work
order on system turnover you instituted, that a further increase in the amount-
of the civil penalty was not warranted.
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Kansas Gas. and ‘Electric Company -3-

After consultat1on with the D1rector of 'the Office of Inspection and Enforce-

ment, I have been authorized to issue the ‘enclosed Notice of Violation and
Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty in the: :amount :of. .$40,000 as set forth

in the Notice appended- to this letter. This action is being taken. in order to

emphasize the importance, that the NRC p]aces on.your quality .assurance program

. and {our respons1b1l1ty to ensure that it is properly. 1mp1emented at a]] o
./leve S. 4 ‘

You are required to rESpond to this letter and should follow the instructions
in the Notice when preparing your response. Additionally, your response’
should. address.. actjons planned or. taken which would ensure "that -work: comp]eted
Jnr1or.to the identification. of th1s breakdown. wasaproperly accomplished. ; This
-sh0u,‘u1nc1ude a complete review of safety -related: systems :which have.been O
turned,over from(construct1on to startup,- These actions. should. include -veri- .
fication of as-built p]ant conf1gurat10n and review .of related quality docu-
mentat1on Your response should. also address measures- taken-or. planned- to:

ensure that your qua11ty assurance procedures'are adequateaand that -asz bu1]t
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d1rected by th1s 1etter and the enc]osed Append1x are not subJect.

By

The responses




NOTICE 0F VIOLATION .

" Kansas, Gas ‘and ETectric:Company « - . - -  -Docket-No. 50:482
Wolf Creek. Generating: Station.. = - Construction Permit: -CPPR-14
: EA .83-,1,8 -

fite t ‘certain p1pegspools and pipe:
as,not be1ng properlywa11gned not be1ng*1nst IIed"or

3. Documentat1on review, and sy§tem wa]kdown 1nspect1on pr1or to turnover
4. Qua11ty assurance»act1v1t1e$*affect1ng construct1on and: turnover

In order to emphas1ze the 1mportance of- your part1c1pat1on in qua11ty assurance
activities and.your responsibility-to ensure. that. contractors are properly
implementing quality. assurance, programs, the NRC :proposes to impose a civil

penalty for these matters. ' In‘accordance with the NRC Enforcement Policy B
(10 CFR-Part 2, Appendix’ C) ©47:FR:9987- (March 9, 1982)\ and pursuant'to )
Section 234 of:the-Atomic.- Energy Act-of 1954, as amended ("Act"), 42 U.S.C.
22824+ PL-96<295,,:.and 10: CFR-,2: 205;: the part1cu1ar v1olat1ons and the assoc1;ted i

c1v11 pena]ty,are set, forth. beIow-

IVIOLATION ASSESSED CIVIL PENALTY

.10 CFR 50 Append1x B, Cr1ter1on IT, requires that; "The quality assurance
program shall” prov1de .control ~over-activities affecting.-the quality of the
identified structures;-systems,: and components to an extent consistent
.with their importance to safety. Activities affecting quality shall be
accomp11shed under suitably- contro]led cond1t1ons.“
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~Notice of Violation : ,£i2“3? P . I T A T S

".Contrary to the above, the Kansas Gas and Electric Company ‘failed to,
“adequately controliactivitiés affecting’the” quaI1ty of ‘safety- reIated -
© work, Specifically;’ the Borated Réfueling Water Storage System: and the -
- Puxiliary Feedwater System were turned over from*the’conStruction =~
contractor to the KG&E’startup organization ‘on October 283 1982;- and e
. November 23, 1982, réspectively; following final” quality assurance checks
with qua11ty documentat1on and hardware d1screpanc1es wh1ch were not '
listed: on- the turnover except1on 11st R '

Th1s is a Sever1ty LeveI III V1oIat1on (Sdbblgménttil?}‘?,};i;jf”ff
C1v11 PenaIty '$40, OOO ks L LA

we ,Ls" £y '“} B £y H .\." I PR S

f‘VIOLATION NOT ASSESSED A’CIVIL PENALTY

10 CFR 50 55(e) requ1res that the hoIder of ‘a construct1on perm1t shall .
notify the Commission of each deficiency" *found” ir ‘design and construct1on,
which if uncorrected ‘could adverser.affect the safety of pIant operat1ons _
‘The regu]at1on further réquires . that 6 - f the construct1on perm1t
“'sha¥l notify the-appropriate “NRC” reg1ona1 off1ce w1th1n 24 hours after’the
deficiency was found.

turnover pract1ces that were“d1scovered dur1n
"+ +.completédon ‘January 413791983, *IPréliminary noti tion . 10 1
office was not provided until January«21,#1983; "+ v 0% F

This s a Sever1ty LeveI IV v1oIat1on (Supp]ement II)

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2. 201 the Kansas Gas and EIectr1c Company
is hereby required to submitito the" D1rector Office of Inspection-and
Enforcemént, USNRC, wash1ngton, DG, y 20555 *within 30 days of the date of this,.
Notice a wr1tten statement tion;’ 1nc1ud1ng ‘for ‘each alleged - o
violation: (1) admission or’denia "thé alleged violdation; (2) the reasons:
for the violation if admitted; (3) the .corrective steps ‘which have been taken
and the results achieved; (4) the_corrective steps which Wikt be'taken to- avo1d
further violations; and (5) the date when full comp11ance will"be “achieved.”
‘Consideration may be given to extending the. response time for good cause shown.
~ Under the authority of Section 182 of the Act, U.S.C. 2234, this’ response shaII
be submitted under oath or affirmation. :

IR E TR

1.A-249




Notice of VTQ1ation -3 -

Within,the same time as, provided for.the response requ1red above under .
10 CFR 2. 201 the. Kansas Gas .and, Electric: Company., may; pay the civil. penalty in
the. émount of $40 000 or: maywprotest imposition . of. the.civil. -penalty in whole
or’in part: by a. wr1tten answer. . Should the. Kansas, Gas and.Electric. Company
fail to, answer w1th1n ‘the. t1me spec1f1ed .the. Director, Off1ce of Inspection
and, Enforcement, will.issue.an order, 1mposqng the:civil penalty in:the amount
aproposed ab;ge.,,Should.the Kansas Gas .and E]ectr1c Cpmpany elect to file an
answer in accordance with 10 CFR 2.205. protest1ng the civil penaltys-such
answer may: (1) deny the violation listed in this Notice in whole or in part;
(2) demonstrate extenuating.circumstances;:(3): show.error in this Notice, or
(4) show other reasons why. the penalty should not be.. imposed. -.In:addition to
protesting the civil.penalty in whole or in part, such answer may request
mitigation of ‘the penalty. In requestingsmitigationiof:the proposed.penalty,
the five factors contained 4n Section IV.B of :10°CFR" Part 2, Appendix C ‘should
be ;addressed... Any wrltten ,answer-inraccordanceswith- 10 CFR»Z .205°should be set
.forth{separately fromathe statementvor exp]anatlon 1n“rep1y pursuant to -
- R.2.20) i .eference -(es g., c1t1ng page and

i

Ioné of 10 CFR 205 regard1ng)the

able provvs1ons of 10 CFR 2. 205 “this

e A General,:and.the-penalty; unless .
; ted, -on;mitig wimay-be collected. by c1v11 action pursuant

to “Section 234c of the Act 42 U S C 2282 b v )

o inm oo FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

e n e , John :T..- Co111ns
AT Reg1ona1 Adm1n1strator

_Dated at Ar11ngton PTexas
eth1s,42 day of.. March,1983
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