Georgia Power Company, At]anta Georg1a s Tt i L TR e
(Hatch, Units 1°and'2), EA 83- 35 Supplement I - S

A Notice of V1o]at1on and Proposed Impos1t1on ‘of C1v11 Pena]ty in’ the
amount of $40, DOO was’ 1ssued on June 2 1983 based on afv1o]at1on w1th

"these systems._ The 11ce ee responded and pa1d the c1v11 pena]ty on
June 23, 1983 S

Louisiana Power and L1ght‘fNem“Orleans;“Lou1s1anak‘
(Waterford Steam- Electr1c ‘Station, “Unit"3), "EA-82-10

d;Impos1t1on§of C1v11 Pena]ty ‘in“ the
- N,December 6,'71982""based 'on “a v1olat1on

‘ of NRC s Qua11ty Assurance requ1rements aszﬁﬂlustrated ‘by" numérous :
' ( / “the'1 ensee s startup and H

, up te

"Support1ng qua11ty“documentat10n., * ic ( pO”

1983. ' An Order ‘was issued -on March 16, 1983° and the” 11censee “paid
_'1 pena]ty on Apr1148 1983

T

Maine Yankee Atom1cQPower Company, Augusta, Maine *
(Ma1neiYankee Atomic . Power, Station),wEA§83f§gd Supplemen

g‘zn xe

. A Notice ¢ on
: amount ff$4 000¥was 1ssued
e POrS: n 2 3

pere
tr n' of the high*pré J !
automat1ca}1y start1ng because of the actuat1on“of_an 1nterTock’caus

e

approximate]y I ‘ e
and pa1d the c1v11 pena]ty on May 115

,.m;. - ‘\




UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
’ﬁ REGION.IV' . S S PR O ST

611 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 1000 N
ARLINGTON, TEXAS 7601

Docket No: ~50-382 ' _ fﬂ ;
EA 82-109 = - : : %“_“ ‘

: ATTN L Vi Maur1n uV1ce Pres1dent,‘ AR
’ “Nuclear" Oper‘at'lons N 2 T S TR L S £
.142 De]aronde Streets:z z: U
New 0r1eans sLouisiana 7

Gentlemen° 9@3.

This refers to ‘the 1nspe i
by Messrs::Gi L; ‘Constabl
May .16 to Ju]y 15, 1982f
CPPR-1

,,vqual1ty assurance proghamsf‘“
" conitrol “over--contractors :to: W
had: been de]egated and ‘deds:

¥nt§tﬁon ‘'of' quali
ﬁihaﬂuLP&L ésolrces! to''qua 11ty assur-

dvaveens® o ant 7 Dwrupen

' CERTIFIED MAIL | Ce e
." . RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED o e
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Louiéiana‘ Pomer and Light Company ~2- OEC 6 1982

P ¥y e

v1o1at1on a-base c1v11 pena]ty of $40 QDO is- norma]]y assessed. However, the
Enforcement - Po11cy permits con51derat1on of m1t1gat1ng circumstances. Based
upon’a“ carefu] review of the circumstances associated with this violation, we.
have“concluded that m1t1gat1on of 50% of the civil penalty is apprOpr1ate.\ .
The bases for th1s mitigation are the corrective action you have initiated (the
extensiv Vrev 0 ofﬁyour system turnover process) and your role in identifying
‘ré > -breakdown of quality assurance:;programs.to:NRC...Therefore,.
"th%,helD1rector of: the: )f;Inspection-and Enforcement,
5 Josed" ot ce;ofiViolation:andiProposed
y. in: the amount .07 :$20,000 as-set:forth:in:the:Notice-
. Th1s -action:is being. taken ‘in-order:to empha512e the
t c1patlon in qual1ty -assurance -activities:and your'
.ensure. that‘contractors are?proper]y 1mp1ement1ng qua11ty

'd “:5d -Wf:x“ : £ ain
) Jletter andashould fo]]ow}the 1nstruct1ons :in
F \gzyouriiresponses ::Additionallysfyout iresponse shoyld
nned Qﬁqtakengwhlchrwould ensure%that;work completed»pr1or
: i operly iacco 5o Thi

{"to this

v b @ b @w«ﬂ«»’ eeémrfjfh T Saie < s d
qua11ty documentat1on. Your response should also address &easuresataken or ap
planned to ensur ithat your quality: assurancekprocedure ar
ui » cat onArequ1_,H”v @y

i

rected bynth1s 1etter and the enc1osed Appendix”are :not Subject
, clearance procedures of. the 0ff1ce of- Management .and Budget otherw1se
requ1red by the Paperwork Reduct1on Act of 1980 PL 96- 511 . SRR

Slncerely, PN

o Do e | ‘ohn T Coll1ns '
T Y Reg1ona1 Administrator

a4k ~ e AL R e«.‘ B e I PR

Enc]osure-?_;{
Append1x =, Notice

of;V1olat1on and Proposed B ;“}:al Fo8 0t
2 ] Pena]ty ’ i el -

cc w/encl:

F. J. Drummond, Project Support Manager R
T. F. Gerrets, QA Manager _ T e T
D. B. Lester, Plant Manager T T
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APPENDIX : I B PR ) ¢

- NoTICE OF:. VIOLTION. - T L
o — ANDi o N
PROPOSED IMPOSITION OF CIVIL. PENALTY

. R )
i "1‘2&?;‘

Lou1s1ana Power and L1ght Company - “Japlsg?é,’ Dotket No 50-382
Waterford 3 Steam E]ectr1c Stat1on S Construct1on?Perm1t CPPR-103
i . ‘EA :82-109 B e e

“

Dur1ng Apr11 May, and Junevi982¢ BASCC 1suom1tted four: Emergency$Core‘Cool1ng
Systems (ECCS) to the Louisiana Power and Light, Company: (LP&L) sfor ‘turnover.
Following an LP&L audit of these systems, they weré rejected by LP&L. LP&L

. reported its audit findings -tosthe:NRC. «:LP&L -found that records:.for ithese -

systems did not represent their true as-built status. Asxaﬁﬁesult*NRCvtondudted
an 1nspect1on dur1ng the per1od May 16 to”Ju]y 15, 1982

Vil w2

| Dur1ngsth1s 1nspect10n a sngn1f1cant»v1o ,ondofaNRC ?ua}ati:assurance requ1rements
was identified:: “As d1scussed”1n 1nspect1on“reports50-382/82-14 the four<ECCS o ud

systemSAwere not QA/QC acceptab %Installat1on of safety-re]ated 1nstrument%

act1v1t1es and your respons1
. implementing quality assurance programs, the NRC proposes toanmposeaa¢c1
penalty of $20,000 for these matters.
Policy (10 CFR:Part:2:¢sAppendix:
Section’23470f ‘the: Atomic::Energy:
PL '96-295% and 10 : ‘CFR: 2.2205;, <the ‘pa

pena]ty are set«fo h?below*%

20 CFR 50 Append1x58;~' ;
: program shall‘prov1de controF>

‘their 1mportance torsafety Activ1t1es affect1ng qua11ty sha]l‘bé‘accomm
*ﬂp11shed under su1tab1y contro]ﬂedécond1t1onSa"“’ ¥ 2 oatd pert

Yo nnt ronry o CETT S

-y

‘ Contrary to*the above Lou1s1ana Power ‘and: Light Company failed itowod £
adequately control: activities' Jaffectingcthe quality of rsafety-relatedsszerabs
work. Specifically, LP&L failed to ensure that Ebasco Services, Inc., -
construction manager, was adequately controlling the quality of saf Y.
systems and providing the complete and accurate documentation of qua 1ty
required for these systems. This failure is illustrated by the fact that
on April 30, May 20, May 22, and June 22, 1982, Ebasco QA signed four
ASP-IV-50-6 forms 1nd1cat1ng that four safety systems were ready for turn-
over to LP&L. These safety systems were containment spray, low pressure
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Notice of Violation -2 -

,Lanq_high pressure safety injection.

_.safety-injection, safety injection tanks, anc e
i firecords specified that these

. - The pertinent fabrication. and 1 stallationi’records
.- ...systems were. ready fo turnovi , ntly, the LP&L construction QA and
' startup.organizations: rejected all four,syst rriover: packages due to
numerous_findings which the quality records and.exception l1ists did not
ately.identify. These findings included previously unidentified
11at rors:;: assbu: t&qkawigg§th§tbd§d¢ﬁd§;métChmactuaJnfie]d,

ons which included ork: that was. not :in-

hd specifications, QC inspections that had
‘installations, and.QC records that were
ilt _These deficiencies 'in the
ali en-identified by LP&L

< L

T nsitd
jance; with-procedure

oo Gg_lﬁp ¥ 3 btk B QL
.- .not;identified unacceptable, fi

rawings.
e

avoid; further: -~

_ - wi, _achieved. .Consideration
mg*tbh%gdba,cQUSeashqyn*Q$Uﬁdet;the~» :
( ZBZ}gthi"?esponéefshallgﬁejédb—a~?

SR R I

thin :the:same itime.:a@s::provi or ithe: response. requi red;:a_bby;e?r.un‘d,e“f‘.. .
10.<GFR 2.:201;i the Louisiana::Power:.and;L ghtgcompanygmayipayfkhé@civﬁTxpenaJty'in
theTamouhtaofﬁ$20y000aor%may;prote§t<1mp051tiondof,the,civil penalty ‘in whole or
in- part by a:written answer.. Should. the Louisiana Power.-and Light Company. fail

ame itime.:as G

ﬁ%fh1n>

to answer within the time .specified,

the. Director, Office of Inspection and
Enﬁqrcemen;,:wiJ14issue,anrprQQnEImpgsipg.thehciVjT”penalxy;ihttheﬁamount:pro-
posed above. Should the Louisiaha'POWér’and’Eiﬁﬁt'Céﬁﬁany7e1éﬁf"tB”fﬁTé“éﬁ"w
answerisin:accordance with ‘10 .CFR- 2. protesting the civil penalty, ‘such answer
may :::(1): den e zviolationTistedin: Notice-in:whole .or:in part;- -
(2).:demonstrate extenuating: circumstan 3) show error:in this: Notice, or
(4) ShOW@cher&fe&SODSQWhM@thgﬁﬁenaltyg§ﬁQUWdant be imposed. -In,-addition to
protesting the civil penalty in@Who]é:bﬁ'inzpart;vsuch:answer,maygrequest'mitiga-
“tion of the penalty. In requesting mitigation of the proposed penalty, the five
factors contained -in Section 10(B): of: 10.:CFR. Part 2,:.Appendix. C: should be
addressedsﬂmAny,written:answéﬁ;ineaccocdanteuwithAlo’CFR 2.205 should be. set

" R

P
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"Notice of Violation -3-

forth separately from the statement or explanation 1n rep]y pursuant to
but may incorporate by specific reference (e.g., c1t1ng page and’ paragra :
to avoid repetition. The Louisiana Power and Light Company's attentionis: d1rected
to the other provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, regarding the procedure for imposing a
civil penalty. ' ' , -

Upon failure to pay any civil penalty due, which have been subsequently determ1ned
in -accordance with the applicable provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, this matter may be
referred to the Attorney General, and the penalty, unless comprom1sed :remitted,

or mitigated, may be co]1ected by c1v11 act1on pursuant to- Section 234c of :the
Act, 42 U.S.C. 2282. 4 by an

. A * L .
Hii A R ROy

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

w7 /M
/John T.. Collins i
DEC 6 B8R - Regional Administrator

()

Dated at Arlington, Texas - “14'”” S
th1$f3day of December 1982 | a G
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