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Nuclear regulators have cited Duke

Znergy for a lapse in safety after an un-
letected crack caused ong of the Oconee:
Nuclear Station’s three reactors to shut?':j

lown.

The station — 30 m s weet- Qf Gr’ee .

Duke cited for Oconee nuclear

NRC W111 1ncrease scrutmy after crack spurs shutdown

__ville on Lake Keowee — will be placed
.7 under heightened scrutiny. by the U.S.
* . Nuclear Regulatory  Commission, and

forcement ‘action,” the NRC

“Wednesday in-a violation notice. :
“Duke Energy has taken initial cor- -

rective actions at the Oconee plant, and

: the supplémentali inspection is an impot-

,McCree, NRC regional. adm1mstrator,
f?-sald mastatement,, T

. the violation is considered “escalated en- .
said

_ peal,” Duke spokeswoman Amanda Dow

contlnues o operate safely,”- Victor

“The NRC has given Duke an opportu-
nity. to appeal the decision, which was
made aftera regulatory conference two
weeks ago, but “there are no plansto ap- -

See OCONEE Page 4A

tant- step in helpmg us’ ensure the plant‘ Frdade

A whlte fmdmg is cons1d—

safety significance,
‘The finding will vesultina -

| Savannah River Site Watch,
said that the NRC's action
was significant and a good
.signregulators are taking the

- | safety lapse seriously..

PE 1 N

c1s1on " Dow sdid. “We appre-
ciate that they allowed us to
predent our perspectlve of
the issue”:; + . ;

‘The statlon S 4(}-year-old;

Unit 1 reagtor was forced to
shut-down last-November af-
ter- a radioactive leak ,was
found, resulting froma crack.
inthe h1gh pressure m_] ection
system., :

_ The. crack was promptly
repaired, .and the . station
deemed:to be operatmg safe-r
ly, Dow said. g
+-“There was no unmed1ate
safety..concern because the .
crack. was .repaired,” the
NRC said in a statement, “but -
the NRC determined that the
method used by the plant to
check for cracks did: et pro-. .
vide - acceptable coverage
and did not identify the erack
before it began leaking.”

The cempany was cited
with a “white finding.” The
NRC yses a color-coded sys-

-em to assess regulatory per-
‘ormance at nuclear plants —
-anging in increasing sever-

tyfrom green to whrte toyel-
ow to red.

| finding, I find it encouraging

* that the NRC has held Duke
. réspongsible for.a matter of

- safety significance and not
swept’ the issue under the
rug,” Clements said.

In its notice to Duke, the .

NRC said that it agreed with

only part of Duke’s assess--

ment of the crack.
In a eonference July 31 in

Atlanta the station’s top lead- -

ership accepted responsibil-
ity for safety violations that
‘let the crack to goundetected
for years,
stopped short., of. agreemg
of lapse in oversight.
There’s no - doubt we
missed the bar;” Preston Gil-
lespie, senior vice president

for Duke Energy’s nuclear-

operations, told regulators.
In June, the NRC issued a -
notice to Duke of an “appar-

ent vielation” that had a safe-r

eredto be of low-to-moderate

| supplemental . 1nspectton by
8 regulators, - ;
' Tom Clements, director of -
the nuclear watchdog group

' “As it is unusnal for the
B NRC to make ‘even a white -

though . they-‘

| “We respect the
. NRC’s decision. We
‘appreciate that they
. allowed usto
present our
pe*rspectwe of the
- issue.”

. AMANDA DOW Duke
' spokeswoman

ty mgmfwance of “greater

. Duke before makmg a final -
, détermination on the sever-
1ty of the penalty. L

_nificance” and.presented in-.
- formation from'its engineers
—and private* consultatits to’
- make-a case for a lesser pen-.
alty e

tion. revealed: .that it had.
changed its 1nspect1on proce-

deadline to update protection
| standards by N mber2016

. than'green” and ordered the - Dit
- conference to  hedr- from |

. - Duke representatwes ap- | f
i gued that the:violation. was’ '_
| one of “very low safety ‘sig-|:

The companys presenta-

dures in 2004 in. such a way-

|
~ The November - orack-is-
the second apparéfit violation
the company has faced in the
past - yeat, “when regulators
_threatened civil fines for the
“l.company’s: repeated nussed _
| deadlines "in ig - fire-:

. The agency 5 clmed toi im-
pose civil finés but ordered. "
Duke to_adhere to a strict -

- In 2010, the.

‘sures and’ gave'the company - -
tWo years to complete them;. -
1 'sur "2 :

2015, ;
The NRC declmed ;grant ik
the extension-and ordered'a - |
riNovember 2016 completton. R
The company said it-is.on ..
target to meet that deacllme

that . 1t eouldn’t detect the .

flaw in a weld in its “high-

. Pressure injection system,” °

which is used to help cool the

_, reactor in’case of an emet-

| gency,
The crack wasn’t revealed

untilthe leak was first detect-

ed onNov, 8, according to the

presentatmp, and the unit

was shut down.

A report by an indepen-

dent consultant determined

that " the crack was- slow-

‘forming and not a risk to fail
suddenly.. The crack oc-
“curred in a weld that strug-
gled to withstand vibration in
the injection system, accord-
ing to the Duke presentation.



