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updates were performed for 1986 as appropriate. However, during a review 
of several procedures which support the Emergency Plan, a procedure was 
identified which had not been updated in a timely manner. - Specifically, 
in June ·1986, an error in a conversion factor was identified in AP-5.20, 
"Radiation Monitoring System Ventilation Vent Monitors Alert/Alarm," and a 
formal deviation was written. Although this deviation was reviewed by the 
Station Nuclear Safety and Operating Committee no action had been taken to 
date to correct the error. Follow-up on the r·evision to this procedure 
will. be reviewed at a future date. 
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Inspector Follow-up Item (50-280, 281/87-12-02): Untimely implementation 
of corrective action to a known error in AP-5.20. 

During the period of March 1986 to May 1987 .several revisions were made -to 
the Emergency Plan and Implementing Procedures. Upon Regional review no 
changes were identified to have decreased the Plan's effectiveness. It 
was determined by transmittal letter review all these changes were 
submitted to the NRC within 30 days of the effective date as required, 
with one exception. In a letter dated June 5, 1986, from the licensee to 
the NRC Region II, it was identified that several revised Implementing 
Procedures had not been submitted as required. Upon identification of the 
problem, the licensee performed an internal audit of the procedures to 
ensure that all revisions were properly transmitted, those that were not 

· were sent, and a 30 day commitment was entered into its interna 1 
Commitment Tracking .System to ensure future transmittals were timely. The 
inspector noted the implemented corrective actions, and found no submittal 
probl€ms after July 1986. · 

The inspector reviewed the licensee's program for distribution of changes 
to the Emergency Plan and Implementing Procedures. Examination of 
selected controlled copies indicated that the appropriate onsite persons 
were sent copies of the changes made since the last routine inspection. 
Although no controlled copies of the Plan and procedures were found to be 
out-of-date, the inspector did observe that the licensee had failed to 
remove old, uncontrolled emergency procedures from the LEOF Corporate 
position packets. The licensee did rectify this problem during the 
course of the week; however, the procedures stil 1 remain uncontrolled. 

· The maintenance of these packets will be reviewed at a future date. 

Inspector Follow-up Item: (50-280, 281/87-12-03): Failure to remove old, 
uncontrolled procedures from the LEOF Corporate position ·packets. 

Discussion with licensee representatives· concerning modific~tions to 
facilities, equipment, and instrumentation indicated that several changes 
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