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United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission K5
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Attention: Uffice of Nuclear Reactor Regnlaiion (/
Mr. Rebert W. Reid, Chief /)// 'Z]/\
Operating Peactors 3Branch #4 Ly
Division of Operating Reactors i <

Reference: (1) Liceuse Mo. DPR-26 (Docket No. 50— 309) v Vs
(2) MYAPC letter to USNRC dated January 29, 1979 (WMY 79-7) “’f“)
(3) MYAPC letter to USNRC dated March 23, 1379 (WMY . ->~26) -
(4) USNRC lectter to MYAPC dated June 29, 1979

Dear Sir:

Subjects: Malne Yankee Cecurity Contingency Plan

Enclosed as Attachment A, is Maine Yankee's response to your questions
regarding the Security Contingency Plan wiich were forwarded in Reference (4).
In conjunction with our response effort, we have revised various areas of the
Contingency Plan which was inftially submitted in Reference (3). A complete
resubmittal of the entire updated Contingency Plan is algso enclosed.

Maine Yankee has developed contingency plans for those events which
sfgnal che beginning or aggrovation of a security contingency (Reference
10CFR73, Appendix €, paragriph 24). Tn reference (4) you have requested
contingrrry plans for events which in themselves do not meet this test.
Peither "Loss or Degradation of Security ﬂyﬂtrus" nor "Aberrant Behavior
on the Part of an Faployee", for example, by themselves ecle nrly signal the
initfacion of a contingency, nor does "Unavailability of a Member of Security
Force"

Both security system failures and unavailability of security force
menbers would normally be expected to result from causes not related to
security such as rardem component failure or persounel injury or illness.
However, thaere is the chance that should a security contingency arise,
these cvents :-;\-y mmxr ard perhaps would be detected first, Therefore,
Maine Yankece has developed plans for thesa potential signals which are

dedieated to '.’wm_. ining the presence or absence of more certain signals,

followed by termination or exit to the appropriste plan. .
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In the same vein, Maine Yankee views aberrant behavior in geaeral

on the part of an ermployce to be a potential but unlikely signal of
iviflatinn of a security rwutfngcnvy. Specific types of aberrant

havior would clearly signal a contingency. These behavior typ
‘1"“dy fncluded as initiatd ¢ ks for cther plaus,; so no addi
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contingency plan is required. Other types of aberrant behavior would nol

be security related, so no plan is required.

The attached information, along with the entire Security Plan, Is

considered proprietary and shall be withheld from public disclosure pursuant

to 10 CFR Part 2.790.

We trust the additional information prouvided hercin
fhould you have any questions, please contact us.

Very truly yours,
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sufficient,

MATNE YANKEE ATOMIC POWER COMPANY

A -

Robert H. CGroce
Licensing Fanginecer
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1.) Attachmeat A
2.) Chapter 8 Contingency Plan Copies 1-5

10 CFR 2.720 INFORMATION
Withhold Altachment
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