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VIRG'NIA_ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY

NORTH ANNA POWER STATION UNITS 3 AND 2
INSPECTION FEPORT NOS. 50-338/00-29 ANQ 50-330/90-29
RESPONSE TO THE MOTICE OF VIOLATION

We have reviewed vour letter ! February 1, 1991
A r“‘ rir /\r’r(\:i 0!"rv\

November 18, 1880 throuq

spection Report Nos. 50-338/90

on is attachedg

aur letter transmitting the Notice ot V
: !
l

ety evaluations should be pertormec
\:F SAR 7'\(4 second is that procedures and
design basis of the plant. Te address the
ocedure SE AF) 0002 was revised
quidance for reviewing operating configu
required. In adadition, licensed operato
preciude operating outsige the assuy

s reviewed and approved. Also. the prog

T o),
v ;) o

mnt

UFSAR to ensure the system being ¢

Nangyt

ddress the second issue, the Desigr f"-af;»} ntec
0cess {0 review station documents and opsarating ¢
,: )’F\‘.(‘"’" ,—1".,; :}r\

aw station gocuments ang system operating Ct

nte ara ammnr
2MS afe app

4 1 p atim
d"\’ er u‘-taff*‘. U




r [ ey

pc: U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissiof
101 Marietta Street, N.W
Suite 2900

Atlanta, (Georgia 30323

'\4( '\\A 5“ l e % S" 14
NRC Senior Resident Inspecto!
North Anna Power Statior



COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA )
)
COUNTY OF HENRICO )

The foregoing document was acknowledged before me, in and for the
County and Commonweaith aforesaid, today by J. P. O'Hanlon who is Vice
President - Nuclear Services, for W. L. Stewart who is Senior Vice
President - Nuclear, of Virginia Electric and Power Company. He is duly
authorized to execute and file the foregoing document in behalf of that
Company, and the statements in the document are true to the best of his

knowledge and belief.
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Acknowledged before me this Z':"- day of | 4/_{2’:42/ L, 199/ .
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My Commission Expires. kj{/ﬂ’?! T/ , 199¢.
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Notary Public
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STATEMENT OF VIOLATION

During an NRC inspection conducted between the period of November 18 through
December 18, 1990, violations of NRC requirements were identitied. In accordance with the
"General Statement of Palicy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions," 10 CFR Part 2,
Appendix C, (1990), the violation is listed below:

A. Technical Specification 6.8.1 requires that written procedures be established,
implemented and maintained covering the applicable procedures recommended in
Appendix A of Regulatory Guide 1.33, Revision 2, February 1978. Included in Appendix A
of Regulatory Guide 1.33 are procedures for operation of the service water system

Contrary to the above, operating procedures for the service water system were
inadequate in that neither Procedure 1-OP-49.1, Revision 18, Service Water System
Operation, nor other service water operating procedures specified that required
alignments to reduce flow to the component coeling water heat exchangers be made in
order to assure design basis flows to the recirculation spray hea' exchangers, during all
periods of time when a service water pump is inoperable. This procedural inadequacy
cuntributed to a degraded recirculation spray system condition occurring during the 1990
Unit 2 refueling outage.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Suppiement 1),

RESPONSE TO VIOLATION

1. ADMISEION OR DENIAL OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION
The violation is correct as stated.

2. REASON FOR THE VIOLATICN

The violation was caused by not appropriately applying the requirements of Technical
Specification 3.0.5 10 the shared Service Water (SW) System when Unit 2 was shutdown
and Unit 1 remained operating in Mode 1 - 4. Standing Order 165 and subsequent
revisions were developed to address the adequacy of SW flow during a Design Basis
Acc'ent (DBA). However, the Standing Order failed to address emergency electrical
power source requirements. Specifically, when the Unit 2 emergency diesei generator
was out of service for extended maintenance, as allowed by Technical Specifications, the
corresponding SW pump did not have its respective emergency power source available
Therefore, during a DBA the EW pump could not be assumed to be available due to the
loss of emergency electrical power. During this plant operating configuration,
conservative controls were not fully established to ensure design SW flow to the Unit 1
Recirculation Spray Heat Exchangers during a DBA.
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CORRECTIVE STEPS THAT HAVE BEEN TAKEN AND RESULTS ACHIEVED

Y

4. CORRECTIVF STEPS TO BE TAKEN TO AVOID FUTURE VIOLATIONS

THE DATE WHEN FULL COMPLIANCE WILL BE ACHIEVED




