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ABSTRACT

the third cuarterly report to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
rogress at Lawrence Livermore Laboratory in the Inspection Methods

or Physical Protection project. Besides presenting the activities and

findings of the project's third quarter, this report details additional

changes in the tasks and deliverables as requested by the NRC offices of

Nuclear Regulatory Reseacch (RES) and Inspection and Enforcement (IE)
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and IE approve the methodologies proposed for evaluating procedures

described in this report, we will expand our work on these methodolog

The Site-Specific Physical Protection Equipment Survey produced

questionnaires from 9 of the 48 power reactor sites and 20
reactor sites. This is insufficient data for the Physical Protection
Profiles. At the request of RES and IE, we developed an abbreviated

form for IE physical protection inspectors to use in gathering the

data during their normal on-site inspections.
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loped modules will be field tested 1in i orm by IE Regional

and will be modified as necessary before final acceptance by IE

The IMPP team will participate in some of these [lelc 3, as selected by IE.

Inspector Training

.

The previous inspector trainine *- %« will expand to provile orientation to
inspectors who perform 2 td tests on our new modules, and to include

training on the use of added IMPP modules,
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Additional training needs were also suggested by one or more participants,
These include subjects such as lighting and CCTV, psychological testing,
communications, security during outages or construction, and issues such as

security force fatigue and vigilance (particularly for those working two jobs).

PP Procedures Trips

J. Savage traveled to the NRC Region I1II office in Glen Ellyn, Illinois,
September 24-26, 1279, to converse with J. Donahue on physical protection
procedure evaluation and to study the Region Til file of licensees' procedures,

PHYSICAL PROTECTION PROCEDURES STUDY

One of our original subtasks was to study methods of evaluating the
administrative and operational (A&0) procedures used in physical protection to

determine whether further work would yield a significant payoff.

We have completed this subtask and have submitted a draft of our report on
this study, The Feasibility of Field Evaluation of Physical Protection

Procedures, to RES and IE for review and comment.

RES and IE will determine from their review of the methodologies proposed in

the draft repc 't whether further work in procedures evaluation is worthwhile.

PHYSICAL PROTECTION EQUIPMENT SURVEY

The returns of the site-specific physical protection equipment suriey were
disappointing. A recap of these returns is given in Table 2.

The low quantity of returns makes an insufficient data base for developing the
Physical Protection Profiles. The data obtained will provide insight into the
equipment actually being used by the licensees, but this data is useful at
present only for limited guidance in developing the inspection modules for

power reactors.
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