Melvin N. Browne
Manager, Nuclear Licensing & Operating Experience

( scE& A July 11, 2001

A SCANA COMPANY RC-01-0131

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Gentlemen:

Subject:  VIRGIL C. SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION (VCSNS)
DOCKET NO. 50/395
OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-12
TRANSMITTAL OF EMERGENCY PLAN PROCEDURE

In compliance with 1T0CFR50 Appendix E(V), South Carolina Electric & Gas Company,
acting for itself and as agent for South Carolina Public Service Authority, transmits one
controlled copy of EPP-104, Revision 5, Change H, “Verification of Communications
Operability”.

The effectiveness of the Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station Radiation Emergency Plan is
not decreased by the change to this procedure.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mrs. Donna Railey at (803) 345-4107.

Very truly yours,

=
( /
Melvin N. Browne

DWR/MNB/dr
Attachment

c: (Without Attachment unless noted)
L. A. Reyes (With 2 Attachments)
NRC Resident Inspector
RTS (0-L-99-0354)

File (810.10-2, RR 6000)
DMS (RC-01-0131)

pet’
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EMERGENCY PLAN PROCEDURE
EPP-104
VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY
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INFORMATION USE

Procedure may Be Performed From Memory.
User Retains Accountability For Proper Performance.
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NUCLEAR OPERATIONS
) ATTACHMENT IY
CQPY NO- ISP{ PAGE 1 OF 3
REVISION 19
PROCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A
l. DATE: S4-f5-0f PROC# _E PP~ /oY REV.# .4 CHG. _{F COMM. #
TITLE: ficah L 1ens WY
NEWPROC ___  CHANGE_iz” PERMANENT _& SAFETY RELATED —_—
REVISION ___ RESTRICTED ___ FROM TO QUALITY RELATED :
NON-SAFETY RELATED _~
Il DESCRIPTION:
See @7%964&/ ' @"/Gléna/um 4o /00 ~A
REASON FOR CHANGE: '

SCC, C,Clé/fnolum f‘() /00/:‘/4' é é’é QCZZ—: ) 1Sk |

lil. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE: *YES NO NA
1. Result in significant increased personnel radiation expesure? (ALARA review) o o vl
2. Resuitin a release of effluents to the Environment? - v
3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan? e
4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency =

of Training and Qualification Plans?

-

if any question 1 through 4 is answered “YES®, refer to appropriate section of procedure for direction

i~

Required Reviews: Check ALL selections in first 3 columns for SAPs Other
Reviews: ;
()MCHS | () MNLROE | () MPLE | () GMES ()CWPs | ()ISEG (YNOET | ()QC | WAL }/Discipline&Supérvisor
{(YMDE | () MNPS (YMPSE | ()GMNPO | ()DE () MNTS NPS | DKOR (¥ Q4 14
()MHPS | () MNT ()MSPD | ()GMNSS | () FFD ()Mas (JNTET | ORC | () S"//S‘/O/
()MMPR | () MOPS () SAS {()GMSPD | WHPS () MPR ()opPs ORE | () 7 Bate
()MMS | () MP&S ) QA () CHS {)ISD ()NL&OE | () PSE O 1077 D h/ag
IV.  10CFR50.59 SCREENING REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION ] i /
O REQUIRED [ EXEMPT [J PSRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT: JO/RRSY-s4d
V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL:
QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE QA REVIEW DATE
TELECON BY TELECON BY
SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
VIl. P/CAP ACCEPTABLE?
VI. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: C. YES____ f:jﬁ /
: O}i Date
¥ N. YES NO l: 'I\'} [ l .
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION? YES NO _¥. SESP MSR. Seis
TRAINING REQUIRED?  YES Nno Y vilL. “";“77.2’“5‘"5‘” (As Applicable)
/
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTATION? YES. NO QA Concumence Date
PI/CAP AFFECTED? YES X. AP';,F}(’VAL AUTHORITY:
7 7 /
COMMENTS RESOLVED{_ /;AMM/W
Discipline Sligehvisor
PDiscipli ‘ }e
X. PSRC REVIEW:
A. REVIEWED BY: B. PSRC COMMENTS RESOLVED:
/ ! i
PSRC Chaiman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES NO /

PSRC Chaiman Date




NUCLEAR OPERATIONS oo
C:}P‘( NO ,511 ATTACHMENT Il

PAGE 1 OF 3
PRCCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A

REVISION 19

DATE: [0-R35-00 , PRoC#_EPP-10Y ] REV.#_S cHG. _Cr COMM. #
TITLE: o~ Tt Communicaoas bclc{;;

NEW PROC CHANGE v/ PERMANENT " SAFETY RELATED
REVISION . RESTRICTED FROM TO QUALITY RELATED
NON-SAFETY RELATED

L Jo Heeo F'G-DC-'G"M*IE;.‘-

DESCRIPTION: Teleted Forward E‘ﬁ@% &ps. Cawter frmn Atfachimacd T4

REASON FOR CHANGE: 5S¢ Wit Aisconbmned use of the foctld, aund rownsred referemeca
plans a:.swsfn.é-.ﬁ'sﬂ WA~ Idknﬁi!‘/\ M Rorn. Qborg wieHA

ScEfD o Vie klby, Aated g-2i-co. fpcmbits /RIS lrlarte
riginator O 7 Sign/Print
. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE: *YES Nc:/ N/A
1. Resultin significant increased personnel radiation exposure? (ALARA review) - R ’
2. Resultin a release of effluents to the Environment? -
3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan?
4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency 2~
of Training and Qualification Plans?
*  If any question 1 through 4 is answered “YE.S", refer to appropriate section of procedure for direction
Required Reviews: Check ALL selections in first 3 columns for SAPs Cther
Reviews: i/
{)MCHS | ()MNLAOE | ()MPLE | () GMES ()CWPS | ()ISEG ()NOET | (}QC | M GANSS | Bisciplihd Hipervisar  \
() MDE () MNPS (YMPSE | ()GMNPO | ()DE () MNTS | %NPS ¥OR | & A 19 !éé
()MHPS | () MNT . (YMSPD | ()GMNSS | ()FFD () MQS ONTET [ORC | () i0/2¢/p0
() MMPR | () MOPS () SAS ()GMSPD | p¥HPS () MPR %¥$OPS (JRE | () I pite
- () MMS () MP&S () QA {) CHS ()IsD () NL&OE | () PSE (OTU 1 O /1
IV. 10CFR50.59 SCREENING REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION Or |
0 REQUIRED §] EXEMPT [] PSRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT: [oc.FRS0. s)"%
Digciditie'Supervisor Concurrece
V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL: o
QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE QA REVIEW DATE
TELECON BY : TELECON BY
SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
VIl. P/CAP ACCEPTABLE? N
Vi. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: C. YES___ NO____ / A"’ /
v S
N. YES NO /
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION? YES____ NO RESP MGH. Date |
TRAINING REQUIRED?  YES NO VIIL FINAL QA RE"‘,EJ/V (As Applicable)
/
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTATION? YES____ NO _3/ QA Concurrence Date |

P/CAP AFFECTED? YES IX. APPROVAL A%HORITY:

/

COMMENTS RESOLVED / (Wil . Traiging Completed D,
Dite 174
rocedure Approval/Concurrence ate
X. PSRC REVIEW:
A. REVIEWED BY: B. PSRC-COMMENTS RESOLVED:
/ / :
PSRC Chairman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES NO /

PSRC Chairman Date




SAP-139

ATTACHMENT Il
PAGE1 OF 3
REVISION 19
PROOEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A
l. DATE: £2-2 c-oa PROC.# _EPP-/fo ¥ : REV.#_.$§_  CHG._~ COMM. #

TITLE: _Vewr:" ; o : o /,;4/.,

NEWPROC ____ CHANGE__»~ PERMANENT _ .~ SAFETY RELATED

REVISION  ____ RESTRICTED FROM TO QUALITY RELATED

NON-SAFETY RELATED _o~

Il. DESCRIPTION: A 0/ o{ /V& %e \5’: 3

REASONFORCHANGE: fFnsive sivers Gre pot dscdiiad Fo—

/"Jam/-e,,,;,, ce reARASCHns Sridi— 74) ﬁ /J‘
/ ¢ aém&%,w‘ Lotnare Sendy 4
Ongmator SlQ"/Pﬂm

. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE:

1. Resutt in significant increased personnel radiation exposure? (ALARA review) e ___é
2. Resultin a release of effluents to the Environment? e
3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan? «
4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency
of Training and Qualification Plans?
*  [f any question 1 through 4 is answered "YES", refer to appropriate section of procedure for direction
Required Reviews: Check ALL selections in first 3 columns for SAPs Other
Reviews:
()MCHS | ()MNLE&OE | ()MPLE | () GMES {) CWPS () ISEG (YNOET | (H)QC | ()
() MDE () MNPS ()MPSE | ()GMNPO | ()DE { Y MNTS (v)’FIPS QR | ()
() MHPS | () MNT ()MSPD | ayGMNSS | () E (ymQs (ONTET | ()RC | ()}
() MMPR | () MOPS () SAS {)GMSPD | (wHPS () MPR (yopPs {(YRE | ()
() MMS () MP&S ()QA () CHS ()isD ()NLROE | ()PSE OTU 10
IV. 10CFR50.58 SCREENING REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION

[0 REQUIRED m EXEMPT [J PSRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT: EQ~S ta

Dighpline Sup#rvisor Concurrence

V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL:

QUALIFIED REVIEWER __ DATE QA REVIEW DATE
TELECON BY TELECON BY
SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
Vil. P/CAP ACCEPTABLE?
VL. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: C. YES NO__ /
_ NL&OE Date
N. YES NO /
? — ———
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATloyES NO_& RESF WGR B
TRAINING REQUIRED? YES NO Viil. FINAL QA “Eﬂﬁ‘i" (As Applicable)
. /
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTATION? YES NO QA Concurrence Date
P/CAP AFFECTED? YES ‘/ . APPROVAL Am?f Fﬂm
/ i
COMMENTS RESOLVED! Traifipg Conjpletey e
/Procedure Approval/Concurrence Date
X PSRC REVIEW:
A. REVIEWED BY: B. PSRC COMMENTS RESOLVED:
/ /
PSRC Chairman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES NO /

PSRC Chairman Date




'NUCLEAR OPERATIONS SAP-139

ATTACHMENT IV
COPYNO.__ |5 PAGE 1 OF 3
7 REVISION 18
PROCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A
L DATE e PROC2_£ PP~/OY REV.#_&5 CHG._£  comms
TME: Voo ficabon __of Communicahbns O perak:/ ity
/
NEWPROC ___  CHANGE_ i~ PERMANENT _y~ SAFETY RELATED -
REVISION ___ RESTRICTED FROM To QUALITY RELATED

NON-SAFETY RELATED _v

V. 10CFR50.69 SCREENING REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION

V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL:

Béfcm%f”ﬁ& s*tfs."?'?'d and Alf. 1-D to_read Plant Racliahen Alarm.
ange B Al o and §.3.3.F. 10,a. o | WR.
3)&1;2. A 1-8 Ttem#= 2, F.0 "LLEA%’f

REASON FOR CHANGE: ) Clars: ‘ e st
l_)—’:: G/ Siren repaiss ; ‘};8,-{ h‘:’:“;;’rlf:;fhrm.sm%g’bc, heard oo ng s

#
3DRe Pé:.“( b;: negs cad:b c. ’-'»:ne/\c > 4/@/6»:”7 ' oukensgdl

Origiet S aPrint
. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGENEW PROCEDURE: - *YES - NO NA

1. Result in significant increased personne! radiation exposure? (ALARA review) v

2. Result in a release of effiuents to the Environment? Y

3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan? v

4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency =

of Training and Qualification Pians? :
v Wany quution‘lthroughfisanswered"rss‘,referto appropriate section of procedure for direction.

REQUIRED REVIEW AND COMMENT: REQUESTED REVIEWS
() MOPS ()MHPS ()GMNFO (J)QA . ()TU  ()ISB ()
() MMS  ()MDE OGMES ()QC (JCHS ()RC
() MQS ()MNT (YGMNSS ()SAS (JRPS ()

() MPSE ()MNLBOE ()GMSPD (JMNTS ()PSE ()
() MCHS ()MNPS (yOPS (NPS (JDE ()

0 REQUIRED %_EXEMPT 3 pskRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT:

QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE ﬂ/ QA REVIEW TE
TELECON BY TELECON BY

SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE

VB PICAP ACCEPTABLE?
VL DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW:

C.YES___ NO____ Ny
/ N Date
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATloVs_ NO I N. YES NO /

RESP. MGR. Date
TRAINING REQUIRED? YES NO viL FMOAWW)
J
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE |wmymom YES___ NO QA Concuitrence Date
P/CAP AFFECTED? YES NO = APPROWM:
COMMENTS RESOLVED; [85-G-d0 Sy Completed
Discipiine Supervisor Date

X. PSRC REVIEW:

A. REVIEWED BY: B. PSRC COMMENTS RESOLVED:
S !
PSRC Chairman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES NO /

PSRC Chairman Date




NUCLEAR OPERATIONS ATTAGHMENT IV

COPYNO.__[5"1 PAGE 1 OF 3

REVISION 18
PROCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A

L DATE //~30-F& proca_£PFPH/0Y EV.8_S PN coMMm. #
me: VeriFieafhion a[ Commumica Tlens @ﬂa_m e

NEW PROC CHANGE L~  PERMANENT SAFETY RELATED
REVISION RESTRICTED FROM T0 QUALITY RELATED
NON-SAFETY RELATED |

i BESCRPTION: O Cligmgs 2.6 Yrowa EPP-60l do NL~[22.CD Sechimg §.3.1. L. |
S.3.2.F. 1 ad 5 %KIWEPP ~00t to Al~{27,

REASONFORCHANGE: There ¢4 io lovssr an EAL vx EPP-0OI assezeded i~
EWSS perubl Luk,,. EWss Maf.uu\olf{ﬂ ,Q,,‘Mm a | hr r ’,,_-,LILD o NRC
w\&wr&aﬂ\u— U\u'{"’\. NL {22, _j/,scw”qu-,__ ,&Qcé&v'zajg,

Originator < _Signerint 9 |
W. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE: - *YES | NO NA
1. Result in significant increased personnel radiation exposure? (ALARA review)
2 Result in a release of effluents to the Environment? ’V"D
3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan? .
4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency [y
of Training and Qualification Plans? - .

*

If any question 1 through 4 is answered "YES", refer to appropriate section of procedure for di

REQUIRED REVIEW AND COMMENT: REQUE&I‘% REVIEWS:
() MOPS ()MHPS {(}GMNPO () QA O

QO
() MMS ()MDE (JGMES ()ec  ()CHS ()BC
() MQS ()MNT (JGMNSS ()SAS  XIHPS 0
() MPSE ()MNLZOE ()GMSPD ()MNTS ()PSE () 0O
() MCHS (JMNPS YXOPS  YINPS ()DE () O
V. 10CFR60.59 SCREENING REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION d
] REQUIRED p. EXEMPT [J PSRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT{RLFED.S
V. JEMPORARY APPROVAL: :
QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE QA REVIEW DATE
TELECON BY TELECON BY
SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
Vil PICAP ACCEPTABLE? ]
V1. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: C. YES NO A— i
NLEOE Date
N. YES NO H— /
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION?. YES___ NO v/ eSS —
TRAINING REQUIRED? YES____ NO_\/ Vi FNALQAREVIEW(Asl'\f/bpﬁabIe)
A— /
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTATION? YES___ NO QA Concurrence Date
PICAP AFFECTED? YES___ NO 3/ IX. APPROVAL AUTHORITY:
S [
COMMENTS RESOLVED: %}4_&% $r u.‘.\’.!-;thg’/ [2-23-98 - Tmﬂ*ﬂ%ﬂe‘ﬂﬂ Date
tscipline Supervisor Date < 1 72/25/58
Procedure Approval/Concurrence Date |
X. PSRC REVIEW:
A. REVIEWED BY: B. PSRC COMMENTS RESOLVED:
[ !
PSRC Chairman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES NO !

PSRC Chairman Date




NUCLEAR OPERATIONS RTTAGHMENT IV
COPYNO.___ 15T | PAGE 1 OF 3

REVISION 18
PROCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM -A
L DATE fa(&(ﬂ’ pROC# _EPP= 164 REV.#_ 5~ cHG._C—  comm.#
TME VERIE eATierf oF Communcations OPELsTICITY
Newproc __ cHange_X  PerMANENT _X SAFETY RELATED
REVISION __ RESTRICTED FROM TO _ QUALITY RELATED

NON-SAFETY RELATED X

. DESCRIPTION:

#f/—- /"E- ﬁprfC‘r NEL COCAT I1ONKS IF CitMmanNiapLTIANS ERatPMIENT
IN THE BAck-uP £oF -

REASON FOR CHANGE:
Rescarion sF THE TBaci-ap EOF Z Z f 7 :
e — Onginatos ign/Pri
. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE: *YES
1. Resuttin sigrﬁﬁwnt increased personnel radiation exposure? (ALARA review) o '
2. Resultina release of effluents to the Environment?
3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Pian?
4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency
of Training and Qualification Plans? - )
*  Ifany question 1 through 4 is answered "YES", refer to appropriate section of procedure for Hi
REQUIRED REVIEW AND COMMENT: REQUESTED REVIEWS;

JX MOPS JMHPS ()GMNPO ()QA  ()TU 1015 N §)
() MM5 ‘()MDE (OGMES ()0C ()CHs ()RC |
() MQS ()MNT ()GMNSS ()SAS ()HPS sd;u{yf
() MPSE ()MNLEOE ()GMSPD ()MNTS ()PSE ‘() )
— () MCHS ()MNPS ()OPS  MNPS (JDE () O
V. 10CFR50.69 SC NG REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION
[0 REQUIRED EXEMPT [ PSRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT: 72 CAR S0.54(

V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL:

QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE X Ny QA REVIEW
TELECON BY TELECON BY

SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE / FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
Vi P/CAP ACCEPTABLE? py)
V1. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: C. YES NO A {
v Y T
N. YES NO !
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION? YES___ No _¥ AT o
TRAINING REQUIRED?  YES NO o VIIL. FINAL QA REVIEW (As Applicable)
/
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTA QA Concurrence Date
P/CAP AFFECTED? YES IX. APPROVAL AUTHORITY:
B, 7/i ¢z !
COMMENTS RESOL' Training £ampleted Date
. ﬁ:r/“(— YR 742471
rocedure Approval/Concurrence Date
X. PSRC REVIEW:
A. REVIEWED BY: B. PSRC COMMENTS RESOLVED:
_ / !
PSRC Chairman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES NO i t

PSRC Chairman Date




NUCLEAR OPERATIONS ATTACHMENT IV

COPYNO.___I87 PAGE 10F 3
REVISION 18
PROCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A -
L LATE: OY19/97 PROC# _E PP-/o% REV.# 5 cHe._ A3 COMM. #
TITLE: Vﬁ:v‘:Ef‘E&z "én Q_é Cﬂmm“nl‘dA'?éIéﬂJ QM‘I%IZ/(/
NEWPROC ___ CHANGE i~ PERMANENT _—~ SAFETY RELATED _
REVISION ____ RESTRICTED FROM TO QUALITY RELATED

MNON-SAFETY RELATED _ &~

il. DESCRIPTION:

Covreuz /9,47:);474bn eryor In c//}ﬁ7t 4 /@/35«5/ Es

REASON FOR CHANGE:

Inf mation fldl caUSE A L C/{AAjc 4
Pm’;mo; 2,,,,, ‘A’, we o patiati Ao O Crants

P re /raca/a,—c_

__ Originator Sign/Print
fil. WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE: R *YES - NO N/A

1. Resut in sigrificant increased personnel radiation exposure? (ALARA review) [l

2. Resutt ina release of effluents to the Environment? [l

3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan? [V

4

Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency —
of Training and Qualification Plans? :

=

REQUIRED REVIEW AND COMMENT: REQUESTED REVIEWS:
() MOPS ()MHPS  ()GMNPO (JQA  ()TU ~ ()ISD (Y_QA_ '
() MMS  ()MDE ()GMES ()QC ()CHS ()RC W GMANSIS

O MQS ()MNT ()GMNSS ()SFADG @FPS () 0
() MSCE ()MNL&OE ()GMSPD () (OSCE (O)___ 0O
{) MCHS ()MNPS PS PS ()DE QO O
V. 10CFR50.59 SCREE REVIEW/SAFETY EVALUATION .
[ REQUIRED EXEMPT [] PSRC SUPPORTING DOCUMENT: /2 CER52.5Hd
V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL: ' /4 174 {
QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE / # QA REVIEW DATE
TELECON BY TELECON BY
SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
Vil. P/CAP ACCEPTABLE? A,
Vl. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: C. YES___ NO /
\/ NLEOE Dat
N. YES NO /
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION? YES____ NOV_ AESPWGH. 5o
TRAINING REQUIRED?  YES NO _Y viL F'W-Q““E"Wﬁfm)
/
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTATION? YES___ NO QA Concurrence Date

DL APPROVAL AUTHORITY:

Traini eted Date
S 77 (o Ll /9/22/77
Procedure Approval/Concurrence Date

B. PSRC COMMENTS RESOLVED:

X. PSRC REVIEW: v l
A REVIEWED BY:

/
PSRC Chasman Date Responsible Manager Date

COMMENTS: YES NO

PSRC Chairman Date
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NUCLEAR OPERATIONS SAP-139

ATTACHMENT IV

COPY NO. 151 PAGE 1 OF 3
PROCEDURE DEVELOPMENT FORM - A

REVISION 17

—
I DATE: - PrROC.#_LEPP— 104 REV. # _5 cHG. A comm. #
TImLE: YEr Lo Y. PERATILITY

NEW PROC CHANGE x_ PERMANENT SAFETY RELATED
REVISION RESTRICTED ____ FROM TO QUALITY RELATED

NON-SAFETY RELATED
23/ 77

X

. DEscmmON@age.—c——edA-d—A-#aa«-w-‘h—V Addd st=p 4.1C, Alded
Sectone 510, Added Admehndt 5T T pg zoP
fzx’/i'l

REASON FOR CHANGE: "} ol e meeheatsm +o 'hb"}-o-"-'o\ Aot 'Fawmv\S
aapability F ELS - the Shée oL locel

3ouuv\mc~—+s QRAST cotl-y . %& QM_&‘%(’S
nator sign/Print

ML  WILL THIS REVISION/CHANGE/NEW PROCEDURE: * YES NO N/A
1. Resultinsignificant increased personnel radiation exposure? (ALARA review) /
2. Resultina release of effluents to the Environment? >
3. Degrade the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan? ) ) [t
4. Degrade the safeguards effectiveness of the Physical Security, Safeguards Contingency ____ [y

or Training and Qualification Plans?
* if any question 1 through 4is answered “YES”, refer to appropriate section of procedure for directian.
REQUIRED REVIEW AND COMMENT: REQUESTED REVIEWS:
('rﬁz(yﬁ () NLaoE (g‘gﬁs () GMNPO (

(

(
(-—)'Q -mPs {)SCE () GMNSS ( {
0aQc {OTU ()bE 0 ( (

~
LI )

IV. 10CFR50.59 SCREENING REVIEW/ EVALUATION
O REQUIRED b EXEMPT F@RC,A;;SUPPORT!NG DOCUMENT: 8CAK.5D. @)

y s
7 7}
V. TEMPORARY APPROVAL: 4 v f/
QUALIFIED REVIEWER DATE m/ QA REVIEW DATE

TELECON BY TELECONBY
SHIFT SUPERVISOR DATE FINAL APPROVAL REQUIRED BY: DATE
VI. DISCIPLINE SUPERVISOR FINAL REVIEW: VIi. P/CAP ACCEPTABLE? M—
/ C. YES___ NO__ /
PSRC REVIEW PRIOR TO IMPLEMENTATION? YES NO NL&OE Date
N. YES NO /
TRAINING REQUIRED? YES___ NO __/ — U RSP MGR Date
IF YES, PRIOR TO PROCEDURE IMPLEMENTATION? YES_ NO __ | ViIi. FINAL QA REVIEW (A;Vpliable)
P/CAP AFFECTED? YES !
/! QA Concurrence Date
COMMENTS RESOLVED: lzg 47
iscioli X. APPRO AUTHORITY:
FC ot 1905797
TRAINING COMPLETED: Approval/Concurrence Date
Discipline Supervisor Date
X. PSRCREVIEW: /V /ff
A. REVIEWEDBY: B. PSRCCOMMENTS RESOLVED:
/ /
PSRC Chairman Date Responsible Manager Date
COMMENTS: YES___ NO__ /

PSRCChairman

Date




EPP-104, Verification of Communications Operability
Revision 5, Change H

Addendum to PDF-A, Section II

Description and Reason for Changes

Page 1

Change Description:

Changed Section 3.1.2 from “all tests” to “regularly scheduled tests” and added
Reference 2.13 NEI 99-02 Regulatory Assessment Performance Indicator Guidelines.
Reason for Change:

To have the definition of Percentage of Operability of the EWSS in the procedure match
the definition used in NEI 99-02.

Change Description:

Changed Note 5.1.3 from “one-hour” to “eight hour”.

Reason for Change: .

This change updates the procedure to the requirements of 10CFR50.72.

Change Descrlptmn. :

Deleted Steps 5.3.2.A.6 and 5. 3 3A.6 Station Switchboard Operator

Reason for Change:

The Station Switchboard Operator has been eliminated and replaced with a automated
answering system.
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Description:

Change step 5.2.7.C and Att. I-D to read “Plant Radiation Alarm”.

Reason for Change:

Clarify which alarm will be heard during test.

10CFR50.54q Evaluation

This is change does not affect sections in 10CFR50.47 or 10CFR50 Appendix E.
This change is administrative in nature. This change is to clarify that only the
Plant Radiation Alarm will be sent over the speaker at the Circulating Water
Intake. Therefore, this change does not decrease the effectiveness of the
Radiation Emergency Plan. This change does not require further revision of the

‘Radiation Emergency Plan or Emergency Plan Procedures.

Description:

Change 3.2.2.L.4.a and 5:3.3.J.10.a to 2S MWR.

Reason for Change:

To give siren repairs a higher priority MWR.

10CFR50.54q Evaluation

This is change does not affect sections in 10CFR50.47 or 10CFR50 Appendix E.
This change is administrative in nature. The priority of the repair of sirens is not
mentioned in the Radiation Emergency Plan. . Therefore, this change does not
decrease the effectiveness of the Radiation Emergency Plan. This change does
not require further revision of the Radiation Emergency Plan or Emergency Plan
Procedures.

Description:
Delete from Att. I-B ltem # 2.F.2 “LLEA Radio”.
Reason for Change:

Radio channels to Newberry and Fairfield Counties replaced this radio.
10CFR50.54q Evaluation

Due to the age of this radio it was replaced with radio channels on the 800 mhz
radio system.

10CFR50.54q Evaluation

This change affects 10CFR50.47(b)(5) and 10CFR50.Appendix E (IV)D. This
radio is a backup system to the telephones for the notification of state and local
govemments. The radio was replaced because of its age and the difficulty in
obtaining repair parts. The new channels are part of the current radio system
utilized by the site. The radio is not identified in the Radiation Emergency Plan.
Therefore, this change does not decrease the effectiveness of the Radiation
Emergency Plan. This change does not require further revision of the Radiation
Emergency Plan or Emergency Pian Procedures.
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1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of this procedure is to provide guidance for verifying that
communications designated for use during an emergency are operational.

This procedure provides a method to document the tests of the emergency
communications equipment.

20 SCOPE

This procedure is applicable to all SCE&G who verify that communications
designated for use during an emergency are operational.

Changes and revisions to this procedure must ensure compliance with the
requirements of 10CFR50.54.q. A 10CFR50.59 review is not required.

3.0 REFERENCES

FEMA-43, Standard G;ide for the Evaluation of Alert and Notification Systems for

Nuclear Power Plants.

NUREG-0654/FEMA REP-1, Criteria for Preparation and Evaluation of
Radiological Emergency Response Plans and Preparedness in Support of
Nuclear Power Plants.

10CFR50, Appendix E, IV,E,9 a-d.

10CFR50.72.

EP-100, Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station Radiation Emergency Plan.
Emergency Planning Telephone Directory.

EMP-170.003, Waming Siren Maintenance.

NL-122, Regulatory Notification and Reporting.

EPP-002, Communications and Notification.

EPP-021, Activation of the Early Warning Siren System (EWSS).
EPP-026, Operation of the Siren Control System.

SAP-143, Preventative Maintenance Program.

NEI 99-02, Regulatory Assessment Performance Indicator Guidelines

Page 1 of 16
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4.0 DEFINITIONS

Definitions

4.1.1  EWSS Annual Operability - The percentage of operability of the Early
Warning Siren System (EWSS) for a 12 month period.

4.1.2 Percentage of Operability of the EWSS - The total number of sirens
tested divided into the number of satisfactory tests, for regularly Chg H
scheduled tests.

5.0 CONDITIONS AND PREREQUISITES

The required frequency for verification of communications (telephone and/or
radio, as applicable) operability is as follows:

5.1.1  Monthly tests will be conducted with State and county govemments within
the 10.mile Plume Emergency Planning Zone (EPZ).

5.1.2 Quarterly tests will be conducted with federal and State agencies within
the 50 mile Ingestion EPZ.

5.1.3  Annual tests will be conducted among VCSNS, state and county
Emergency Operation Centers and Radiation Monitoring Teams.

The EWSS shall be tested at the following frequency:
52.1  Asilent test of the EWSS shall be performed at least every 14 days.

5.2.2 A growl test of each siren shall be performed at least monthly, and when
preventive maintenance has been performed.

5.2.3 A complete cycletest (full system activation) shall be performed at least
annually.

Plant Emergency Alarms shall be tested weekly, nomially on the first scheduled
workday, satisfactory results will be signified by the approval signatures on the
PMTS sheet. There is no requirement for a data sheet.

The Plant Emergency Alarm Warning Lights shall be tested quarterly.

School Monitor Radios shall be tested annually.

When a test is conducted on the DHEC radio, ensure the radios are separated by
a distance of at least 15 air miles.

Page 2 of 16
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Designated telephone numbers in the Emergency Planning Telephone Directory
shall be verified quarterly by the Emergency Services Unit (ESU).

All tests shall be documented in accordance with SAP-143, Preventative
Maintenance Program.

Communications with the NRC shall be tested monthly in the Control Room, Chg
TSC and EOF, as applicable. G

The ESU shall ensure all tests specified in this procedure are performed and
documented.

The 75% operability of the EWSS is based on the acceptance criteria for the
Public Response Survey conducted during the final acceptance test of the EWSS
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

The Public Address Speakers at siren locations #9 and #45 are not considered
part of the EWSS.

Annual preventative maintenance activities on sirens will be performed in
accordance with SAP-143 and EMP-170.003.

EPP-026 Attachment VI provides a list of sirens, siren locations and the company
supplying power to the siren. i

RTU STATUS indicating a RESTART indicates the RTU had a power fluctuation
and has lost the data gathered during a test. This condition does not indicate a
failure of the siren to properly sound. A retest shall be done of the siren and the
results recorded on the original test documentation.

Communications to the State and local governments via fax using the VCS Chg.
Emergency Information System (EIS) shall be performed monthly. Test A
results will be documented using Attachment I-A.

6.0 PROCEDURE

in-Plant Communications

6.1.1  The ESU, or designee, shall perform communications tests and record
results on Attachments I-A, I-B, I-C, or I-E.

6.1.2 The person performing the test shall verify that the method of
communication is operable, as follows:

A. A ringdown telephone shall contact the party it is intended to reach. | Chg.

B

Page 3 of 16
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B. The all-call function shall simultaneously contact all parties it is
intended to reach.

C. A nommal telephone circuit shall be able to reach the number dialed.
D. A radio shall be tested to ensure it is operable.

E. The Plant Page shall be tested to ensure each set can page and
‘communicate with another set.

F. The NRC telephones shall be tested to ensure that they contact
another telephone with a callback.

G. A fax machine shall be tested to ensure it can send and receive
messages.

NOTE 6.1.3

Failure df an ENS telephone is an eight-hour reporfable event in accordance
with 10CFR50.72.

6.1.3 If there is a failure to be able to notify the NRC via the Primary dialing
path (70-0-NRC Number)} and the Altemate dialing path (9-NRC Number)
the Control Room/SS will be notified. The SS (or his designee) shall:

A. Notify the NRC Operations Center via cell phone or satellite phone.

C. Notify Telecommunications and Emergency Planning Personnel of
the failure.

C. When the telephone service is restored, notify the NRC Operations
Center.

6.1.4  The person performing the test shall record the results in the Test
Results space on the appropriate attachments. If the test results are
unsatisfactory, contact the applicable maintenance group for repair and
notify the SS.

6.1.5 When the equipment has been repaired, the ESU, or designee, shall test
the equipment and document the test.

Plant Emergency Alarm Warning Lights and Speakers

6.2.1  Announce over Plant Paging System, the weekly Emergency Alarm Test.

Page 4 of 16
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A weekly test of the Plant Fire Alarm shall be conducted by Operations
personnel as follows:

A. Simultaneously depress both FIRE ALARM buttons on the FIRE
AND SECURITY panel (XCP-6040).

B. Verify the CONTROL ROOM SPEAKERS MUTED light is
" illuminated.

C. Verify with personnel located in the buildings that the alarm can be
heard.

A weekly test of the Plant Radiation Alarm shall be conducted by
Operations personnel, as follows: .

A. Simultaneously depress both PLANT RADIATION buttons on the
FIRE AND SECURITY panel! (XCP-6040).

B. Vérify thé CONTROL ROOM SPEAKERS MUTED light is
iluminated.

C. Verify with personnel located in the buildings that the alarm can be
heard.

A weekly test of the Reactor Building Evacuation Alarm shall be
conducted by Operations personnel, as follows:

A. Simultaneously depress both REACTOR BLDG. EVACUATION
ALARM buttons on the FIRE AND SECURITY panel (XCP-6040).

B. Verify that the red flashing waming lights on the 463’ Turbine
Building or other locations are functional.

C. If the Reactor Building is occupied during the test, ensure the alarm
is heard.

If a Plant Alarm Test is unsatisfactory, promptly notify the ESU and
contact Electrical Maintenance to begin repairs.

Document the results of the Plant Emergency Alarms on the PMTS
sheet. There is no requirement for a data sheet.

Quarterly Test of Plant Emergency Alarm Waming Lights and Speakers

A. Dispatch available Electrical Maintenance personnel to the
Circulating Water Intake Structure.

Page 5 of 16
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B. The quarterly test of the Plant Emergency Alarm Waming Lights
shall be conducted in conjunction with a weekly Plant Alarms Test
by the Operations Department and documented on Attachment I-D.

C. Station personnel shall verify Plant Radiation Alarm can be heard

over the speaker at the Circulating Water intake Structure and CE:hg.
. documented on Attachment I-D.
COs— D. Contact Security at the Central Alarm Station
T 1. Instruct them to contact a minimum of 3 security personnel
' and verify the alarms can be heard throughout the plant.
2. Document the results on Attachment I-D of this procedure. If
the alarms cannot be heard in an area(s) of the plant, initiate
an MWR for repairs.
E. * If the testis unsatisfactory, promptly notify the ESU and contact
Electrical Maintenance to repair.
F. Retest of the equipment will be documented on the MWR.
— -NOTE 6.3
Prior to testing the Early Waming Siren System, ensure the Siren Control
System Computer is designated as PRIMARY Mode and the printer is ready
to operate. EPP-026, Operation of the Siren Control System provides
instructions on changing the Mode.
NOTE 6.3 Chg
F
Prior to testing the Early Waming Siren System, ensure Maintenance
Personnel do not have a siren disabled for Preventive Maintenance purposes.

6.3 Early Waming Siren System
6.3.1  Silent Test

A. The silent test of the EWSS is the responsibility of the Operations
Department.

B. Obtain the EWSS key from the Control Room Supervisor’s Key Box.
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Insert the key into the Siren Control Console’s SYSTEM Switch in
the Control Room and tum the key to the ON position.

Verify the SYSTEM READY Indicator Light is illuminated. The Siren
Controi Console is now operational.

Place the CALL SELECTOR Switch to ALL CALL.

Press and hold the SILENT TEST button until the light illuminates.
It will take a minimum of 3 seconds.

Tumn the key to the OFF position and return the key to the Control
Room Supervisor's Key Box.

Once the system has completed the Silent Test cycle after

approximately 20 minutes, the results of the silent test will be printed

at the Siren Control System Computer designated as PRIMARY
Mode.

If the per_centage of operability for the EWSS is less than 75%,
declare the system inoperable and accomplish the following:

Ch
1. Refer to NL-122 for reportability requirements. D 9

2. Notify the ESU, who will contact the appropriate group to make
repairs.

Notify the ESU of any sirens reporting a failure.

Attach the results to the PMTS and forward to the ESU.
The ESU shall:

1. Review the printout of the test.

2. Record siren(s) failures on Attachment iil.

3. Notify the appropriate group to make repairs to any inoperable
siren(s) utilizing Attachment {ll.

Page 7 of 16
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4. If there is an electrical repair, the ESU will generate a plant
MWR and forward it to Electrical Maintenance. The following
guidance will be used to establish the priority:

a. 28 -The percentage of siren operability is greater than Chg.
or equal to 75%. E

b. 1 -The percentage of operability is less than 75%.

6. Update the percentage of operability of the EWSS on the ESU
computer network.

M. When a failed siren is repaired, perform a silent test on that siren.
If the retest is satisfactory, return.the siren to service. Document
the retest on Attachment lil.

‘N. Attach Attachment Ill to the PMTS package when all retests are Chg.
- complete. A B

6.3.2 Growl Test

A. Prior to conducting a Grbwl Test, ensure the following are notified:
1. SCANA, Public Affairs
2. Control Room Personnel
3. NRC Resident Inspector
4. State Emergency Preparedness Division
5. County Emergency Preparedness Offices CHG -
B. Growl testing of the siren system is the responsibility of the ESU.
C. The tester shall verify operability of each siren by sending a growl
test signal using the Siren Control System computer designated as

PRIMARY Mode.

D. The results of the grow! test will be printed at the Siren Computer
System terminal designated as PRIMARY Mode.

Page 8 of 16
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Once the test has been completed, the ESU shall:

1.

10.

Ascertain the numbers and locations of sirens that failed to
operate.

Poll the siren(s) that failed to verify the operability status of the
siren(s).

Record the cause of the failure on the printout.

Do a FIELD RTU RESET, as follows:

a. Press the F2 key to display the Directory Screen.

b. Move the cursor to the I;IELD RTU RESET block.

c. Pressthe "1" key.

d. ) Press the ENTER key.

If the RTU STATUS indicated a RESTART do a retest of the
individual siren. Indicate the results of the retest on the

printout.

If necessary, correct the siren numbers and percent operability
on the printout.

Record siren failure(s) on Attachment Il

Notify the appropriate group to make repairs to any inoperable
siren(s) utilizing Attachment 1.

If there is an electrical repair, the ESU will generate a plant
MWR and forward it to Electrical Maintenance. The following
guidance will be used to establish the priority:

a. 2S - The percentage of siren operability is greater than
or equal to 75%.

b. 1 - The percentage of operability is less than 75%.

Update the percentage of operability of the EWSS on the ESU
computer network.

Page 9 of 16
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If the system-wide growl test success percentage forthe EWSS is
less than 75%, declare the system inoperable and accomplish the
following:

1. Notify the SS. The SS should refer to NL-122 for reportability Chg
requirements.

2. Notify the appropriate group to make repairs.

When a failed siren is repaired, perform a growl test on that siren. If
the retest is satisfactory, return the siren to service. Document the
retest on Attachment Il

Attach Attachment Il to the PMTS package when all retest are
complete. .

Complete Cycle Test

A

Prior to conducting a Complete Cycle Test, ensure the following are
notified:

1. SCANA, Public Affairs
2. Control Room Personnel
3. NRC Resident Inspector
4. State Emergency Preparedness Division
5. County Emergency Preparedness Offices
CHGH
The complete cycle test is the responsibility of the ESU.
Obtain the EWSS key from the Control Room Supervisor's Key Box.

Insert the key into the Siren Control Console’s SYSTEM Switch in
the Control Room and tum the key to the ON position.

Verify the SYSTEM READY Indicator Light is illuminated. The Siren
Control Console is now operational.

Place the CALL SELECTOR Switch to ALL CALL.

Press and hold the ACTIVATE button until the light illuminates. It
will take a minimum of 3 seconds.

Page 10 of 16
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Tum the key to the OFF position and retum the key to the Control
Room Supervisor's Key Box.

Once the system has completed the Activation Cycle, an Activation
Report will be printed at the Siren Control System Computer
designated as PRIMARY.

1.

Once the test has been completed, the ESU shall:

Ascentain the numbers and locations of sirens that faiied to
operate.

Poll the siren(s) that failed to verify the operability status of the
siren(s).

Record the cause of the failu-l;eon the printout.

Qo a FIELD RTU RESET, as follows:

a. i Press the F2 key to display the Direcfory Screen.

b. Move the cursor to the FIELD RTU RESET block.

c. Pressthe "1" key.

d. Pressthe ENTER key.

If the RTU STATUS indicated a RESTART, do a retest of the
individual siren. Indicate the results of the retest on the
printout.

If a siren indicates a failure, personnel may be dispatched to
the siren location to interview residents in the immediate area
to determmine if the siren sounded. The name of the residents
shall be recorded with the results of the interview to determine

if the siren activated properly.

If necessary, correct the siren numbers and percent operability
on the printout. '

Record siren failure(s) on Attachment 11l

Notify the appropriate group to make repairs to any inoperable
siren(s) utilizing Attachment 1.

Page 11 of 16



EPP-104
REVISION 5

10. If there is an electrical repair, the ESU will generate a plant
MWR and forward it to Electrical Maintenance. The following
guidance will be used to establish the priority:

a. 28 - The percentage of siren operability is greater than
or equal to 75%.

b. 1 - The percentage of operability is less than 75%.

11. Update the percentage of operability of the EWSS on the ESU
computer network.

K. If the percentage of operability for the EWSS is less than 75%,
declare the system inoperable and accomplish the following:

. : Ch
1. Notify the SS. The SS should refer to NL-122 for reportability| p I

requirements.
2. Naitify Electrical Maintenance to make repairs.

L. Update the percentage of operability to the EWSS on the ESU
computer network.

M. When a failed siren is repaired, perform a complete cycle test on
that siren. If the retest is satisfactory, return the siren to service.
Document the retest on Attachment lil.

N. Attach Attachment Ill to the PMTS package, when all retest are
complete.

6.4  School Monitor Radios

6.4.1

The ESU is responsible for the verification of operability of the School

Monitor Radios.

NOTE 6.4.2

Prior to testing, the ESU shall ensure coordination between the station and
the schools.

6.4.2

The School Monitor Radios shall be tested annually by the ESU, as
follows:

A. Obtain the EWSS key from the Control Room Supervisor's Key Box.

Page 12 of 16
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B. Insert the key into the Siren Control Console’s SYSTEM Switch in
the Control Room and tum the key to the ON position.

C. Verify the SYSTEM READY Indicator Light illuminates. It will take a
minimum of 3 seconds.

D. Keythe SCHOOL MONITOR MICROPHONE and hold down.

E. '~ Read the message below into the microphone

Thisis a Drilll  This is a Drilll This is the V. C. Summer Nuclear
Station testing the School Monitor Radios. (Repeat)

F. Release the microphone key to deactivate the system.

G. Tum the key to the OFF position and return the key to the Control
Room Supervisor's Key Box.

H. Document the test on Attachment Il by coritacting the holders of
School Monitor Radios and verifying operability.

I. I aradio fails to receive the test, contact the appropriate
maintenance group to make repairs.

J.  When a failed School Monitor Radio is repaired, perform a test of
that radio and retum it to service when the test is satisfactorily
performed.

6.5 Public Address Speakers

6.5.1

6.5.2

S

The ESU is responsible for the verification of operability of the Public
Address Speakers.

The Public Address Speakers shall be tested quarterly, as follows:
A. Ensure personnel! are in position to hear the speaker.
B. Obtain the EWSS key from the Control Room Supervisor's Key Box.

C. Insert the key into the Siren Control Console’'s SYSTEM Switch in
the Control Room and tum the key to the ON position.

D. Verify the SYSTEM READY Indicator Light illuminates. It will take a
minimum of 3 seconds.

E. Keythe PUBLIC ADDRESS MICROPHONE and hold down.

Page 13 of 16
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Read the message below into the microphone

This is a Drill! This is a Drill! This is the V. C. Summer Nuclear

Station testing the Public Address Speakers. (Repeat)

Release the microphone key to deactivate the system.

“Tum the key to the OFF position and retum the key to the Control

Room Supervisor's Key Box.

Document the test on Attachment I-B by contacting personnel at the
Speakers to leam if they heard the announcement.

If a Speaker is inoperable, notify the appropriate maintenance group
to make repairs. If there is an electrical problem, the ESU will
generate a plant MWR and forward it to Electrical Maintenance.

The priority of the MWR shall be 2S or greater.

When a f_ailed speaker is repaired, perforrh a test on that speaker
and retumn it to service when the test has been satisfactorily
performed.

Emergency Response Data System (ERDS)

6.6.1 A quarterly test of the ERDS shall be performed by the ESU normally on
Thursday of the sixth complete week of the quarter.

6.6.2 The test shall be coordinated with the NRC Operations Center.

6.6.3 The test will demonstrate the ability to:

A
B.
C.
D.

Establish a link with the ERDS in accordance with EPP-002.
Transmit all parameters in the plant’s ERDS database for two hours.
Reconnect the ERDS upon a loss of telephone connection.

Terminate the ERDS link in accordance with EPP-002.

6.6.4  Test results shall be documented on the PMTS sheet. If the test results
are unsatisfactory, contact the applicable maintenance group for repairs
and notify the SS.
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Public Information Brochure

6.7.1  Aninformation brochure to the public within the plume exposure pathway
shall be published annually.

6.7.2  The brochure development will begin in the third quarter of each year and
will normally be accomplished by the SCANA Public Affairs Department.

6.7.3  This brochure shall be reviewed and approved by the ESU prior to
distribution.

Information for Transient Population

6.8.1  Signs located throughout the plume exposure pathway provide the
transient population instructions on obtaining local emergency
information should an emergency or accident occur.

6.8.2 These signs shall be inspected annually for legibility and information,
using Attachment 1V, which also includes an assessment of the need for
signs at additional locations.

Badge Accountability Printer

6.9.1  Request personnel in the Access Portal to send a printout to the TSC
Badge Accountability Printer.

6.9.2  Verify the printout is legible.

Emergency Information System (EIS) Communication verification.

6.10.1 In conjunction with the monthly test of the ESSX lines or separately,
notify the State and local govemment waming point dispatchers that a
test fax will be transmitted to them and they will be called to verify receipt.
Document on Attachment I-A page 2 of 2.

6.10.2 Generate an Emergency Notification Form using EIS and transmit it using
the Initial Notification fax group.

6.10.3 Wait four minutes and call the dispatchers either individually or using the
group call option in ESSX and verify receipt and legibility. Document on
Attachment V.

6.10.4 Upon successful completion of this test, stop and restart EIS to clear all
data.

6.10.5 If any location failed to receive a legible fax, notify the appropriate group
for repairs.
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6.10.6 If EIS faxing capability cannot be repaired by the end of the current shift,
notify the duty Shift Supervisor that manual faxing of Emergency
Notification Forms must be performed until repairs are effected.

6.10.7 When repairs are complete and a successful retest has been performed,
notify the duty Shift Supervisor that EIS is repaired and can be used for
faxing.

7.0 RECORDS
All of the attachments to this procedure will be retained in accordance with the

Document Management System (DMS).

8.0 REVISION SUMMARY

Added Section 4.15 to define an RTU RESTART and to provide instructions for
what to do when ong is received. This is being incorporated per letter from
Motorola dated April 15,1997.

Added Step 3,5 &6 to Section 5.3.2.E to provide better guidance for the
performance of Growl test.

Added Steps 3,5,6 & 7 to Section 5.3.3.J to provide better guidance for the
performance of the Complete Cycle Test.

Changed the Title Page from “STATION ADMINISTRATIVE” to “EMERGENCY
PLAN”. This was a typographical mistake from the previous revision.
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PMTS NO.

VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY
(MONTHLY TEST)
ITEM # EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION TEST RESULTS | MINIMUM COMMENTS
SAT | UNSAT | QUANTITY

1 A. ESSX Comm.Equip. and Programs in TSC
State Emerg. Ops. Center
Fairfield Co.
Newberry Co.
Richland Co.
-__Lexington Co.
State Warning Point
- “All Call’
B. CR ESSX Telephone
C. EOF ESSX Telephone
2 NRC Telephones
1 - Control Room
ENS
2 - TSC Command Center
RSCPL
ENS
3- TSC NRC area
PMCPL 1 Chg
HPN 1 : A
5- EOF Command Center il
RSCPL
PMCPL
ENS
MCL
HPN
6 - EOF NRC Area
ENS
MCL
3 TSC Badge Accountability Printer 1

Chg
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*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.



EPP-104
ATTACHMENT I-A
PAGE 2 OF 2
REVISION 5
PMTS NO.

VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY
(MONTHLY TEST)

VERIFICATION OF EIS COMMUNICATIONS

Notify the State and local government dispatchers of the test
fax:

NAME TIME

State Warning Point

Newberry County

Fairfield County

Lexington County

Richiand County

Generate the ENF and transmit to the Initial Notification fax
group:

Time of transmission:

i Call the Warning Points and verify receipt of legible faxes:
(Denote specific problems and corrective actions in the

remarks section.) _
LEGIBLE?) TIME
(YES/NO) RECEIVED

State Warning Point

Newberry County

Fairfield County

Lexington County

Richland County

. Remarks:

Satisfactory Test:

SIGNATURE
Date:

“If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.

Chg.




EPP-104
ATTACHMENT I-B
PAGE 1 OF 2
REVISION 5
PMTS NO.
VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY
(QUARTERLY TEST)
ITEM # EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION ‘ MINIMUM COMMENTS
QUANTITY
1 Plant Status Communicator Network 5 3
A. Control Room
B. TSC
C. EOF

2 Technical Support Center
A.__Engineering Area
1 - Telephone Lines
2 - Plant Page
B. NRC Area
1 - Telephone Lines
2 - Plant Page
C. Westinghcuse Area
1- Telephone Line
D. _ Aschitect/Engineer Area
1 - Telephone Line
E. Command Center
1 - Plant Page
F. Commununications Area
1 - Telephone Lines
2- 800 mHz Radio
3 — Telecopiers
G. Media Area
Telephone
H. Chemistry/Administration Supervisor Area
1 -Telephone Lines
2 -Plant Page

*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.




EPP-104
- ATTACHMENT |-B
PAGE 2 OF 2
REVISION 5
PMTS NO.
VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY
(QUARTERLY TEST)
ITEM # EQIUPMENT DESCRIPTION TEST RESULTS | MINIMUM COMMENTS
QUAN
e

Hatde
NS

3 Operations Support Center
1 -Telephones

2 -Plant Page
4 CREP Room . Al

1 - State and Counties Notification Telephone 1

2 - One Telephone Line ’ 1 .
5 EOF : Be e e e

A Fax 2
B. EOF Environmental Base Radio 1
C. EOF State (DHEC) Radio Tranceiver 1
D. EOF State (EPD) Radio Transceiver 1
E 1
F. 1
M

Westinghouse Telephone Line
Architect/Engineer Telephone Line
onitoring Team
1 - HP Lab Radios
2 - Environmental Lab Radios
7 Public Address Speakers

1 - Speaker #9 1
2 - Speaker #45 1
3 - School Monitor Radio Transmitter 1
8 Review Emergency Planning Telephone Directoty and N/A
Call Tree .

*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.




EPP-104
ATTACHMENT I-C
PAGE 1 OF 1
REVISION 5§
PMTS NO.
VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY
(ANNUAL TEST)
ITEM # EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION TEST RESULTS MINIMUM COMMENTS
) SAT UNSAT* | QUANTITY

1 Fairfield County Emergency Operations Center (EOC) N/A

2 Newberry County EOC N/A

3 Richland County EOC N/A

4 Lexington County EQC N/A

*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.




to verify the plant alarms can be heard in the plant.

; EPP-104
ATTACHMENT I-D
PAGE 1 OF 1
REVISION §
PMTS NO.
VERIFICATION OF
PLANT EMERGENCY ALARM WARNING LIGHTS AND SPEAKERS
(QUARTERLY TEST)
ITEM # EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION TEST RESULTS | MINIMUM COMMENTS
SAT UNSAT* | QUANTITY
1 Plant Emergency Alarm Warning Lights
A. Diesel Generator Room A 2
B. Diesel Generator Room B 2
C. _ Turbine Building 412’ 4
D.__ Turbine Building 436' 4
E. _ Turbine Building 463' 1
F. _Auxiliary Building 485’ 1
G. _ Auxiliary Building 388’
(1 in each Charging Pump Rm.) 3
2 Speakers at Circulating Water Intake Structure-(Plant 1
Radiation Alarm only)
3 Contact Security personnel located throughout the plant 3

*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.

Chg
E




l : EPP-104

ATTACHMENT I-E
PAGE 1 OF 1
REVISION 5
PMTS NO.
VERIFICATION OF COMMUNICATIONS OPERABILITY - BACKUP EOF
(QUARTERLY TEST)
ITEM# | EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION [EST RESULTS ' MINIMUM f COMMENTS

SAT UNSAT* | QUANTITY

1 Rooms 1109 and 1110

A. _Telephone extensions and instruments 9

B. _ED to OEC Ringdown (931-5552) 1 '

C.___ED Briefing (931-5992) 1

D.  Plant Status Communicator (931-5128) 1 cha
2 Communicator Room

A. _Telephone extensions and instruments 2

B. Fax extension (ESSX 251-6256) and Machine 1

C. ESSX Line (256-6255)

é Room 1112
A. Telephone extensions and instruments 2
B. Fax Extension

-

4 AP Card Room
A. Telephone extensions and instruments 1

*If tho test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.
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EPP-104
ATTACHMENT I
PAGE 1 OF 1
REVISION 5
PMTS NO.
VERIFICATION OF SCHOOL MONITOR RADIOS
(ANNUAL TEST)
ITEM # EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION TEST RESULTS MINIMUM COMMENTS
. SAT UNSAT* | QUANTITY
1 School Monitor Radios in schools:
A.  Kelley Miller School 1
B. McCrorey Liston School 1
C. Pomaria-Garmany School 1
D. Litile Mountain School 1
E. Mid-Carolina High School 1
F. Chapin Elementary School 1
G. _ Chapin High School 1
H. Chapin Middle School 1
. Mid-Carolina Middle School 1

*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.




EQUIPMENT TROUBLE REPORT

EPP-104
ATTACHMENT il
PAGE 1 OF 1
REVISION 5

PMTS NO., if applicable:

Siren # Trouble Indicated Corrective Action Date of Retest Results Initial
Notified Communications Dept. Date Signature
Repair Activities Complete Date Signature

RETURN TO EMERGENCY SERVICES UNIT UPON COMPLETION.




EPP-104
ATTACHMENT IV
PAGE 1 OF 1
REVISION 5
PMTS NO.

TRANSIENT SIGN VERIFICATION

ITEM # "EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION TEST RESULTS MINIMUM COMMENTS
SAT UNSAT* | QUANTITY

Glenn's 6 to 10 - Hwy 215

Tanner's Grocery - Hwy 215 & 99

Salem Crossroads Store - Hwy 215 & 34

Berley's Store - Hwy 34 & 28

Frick's Grocery - Hwy 76 in Lt. Mountain

Wicker's Store - Hwy 213

Shealy Brothers Store - Pomaria

Ray Blair's Store - Blair

OR[N BN —

Overlook Park - Hwy 215

10 Hwy 215 Boat Landing

11 Highway 99 Lake Monticello Boat Landing

12 Entrance to Broad River Water Fowl Area

13 Cannons Creek Boat Landing

14 Highway 99 Causeway

15 Heller's Creek Boat Landing

16 Lake Monticello Sub impoundment Entrance

17 Pinner's Bridge Primitive Boat Landing

18 Hwy 34 Primitive Boat Landing

Ol= ||| alalalalalalalalaialalalia

19 Offsite Holding Area Signs

*If the test results are unsatisfactory, contact the appropriate maintenance group for repair and notify the Shift Supervisor.

Are additional signs needed at other locations? Yes/ No (Circle one). If yes, specify location(s)




