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Mr. J. P. O'Reilly, Director

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Region II g
101 Marietta Street, Suite 3100

Atlanta, GA 30303

Re: Catawba Nuclear ftation
RII:RJH
Inspection Reports: 50-413/79-12 and 50-414/79-12

Dear Mr. O'Reilly:

In his August 15, 1979 letter, Mr. C. E. Murphy of your office requested
that Duke Power Company make a response supplementing our August 6, 1979
submittal concerning the above referenced Inspection Reports. Attached

is Duke's supplemental response.

Vepy truly yours,
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William 0. Parker, Jr.
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DUKE SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO

DEFICNEICY SO-413 & 414/7%-12-02

QAP PROCEDURE P-1

Below is Duke's supplemental respconse to each generic example cited by
Mr. R. J. Hardwick in Deficiency SO-413 & 414/79-12-02, concerning QAP
Procedure P-1!.

A sample of approved documentation has been reviewed as an indicator
to see if a generic problem exists. No significant discrepancies
were identified.

- Approved documents which were placed in QC hold and required QA
Engineering and Service approval will be reviewed. Clarifications
will be made on documents which have QA program jeficiencies. Full
compliance will be achieved by Octobter 1, 1979.
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