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NOTICE OF VIOLATION '
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As a result of the inspection conducted on May 28-30, 1985, and in accordance
with the General Policy and Procedures for NRC Enforcement Actions, (10 CFR
Part 2, Appendix C), the following violation was identified:

Section 2.C 3 of Amendment No. 8, License No. R-79, dated April 16, 1985,
states:

"The licensee shall maintain and fully implement a'11 provisions of the
Commission's approved physical security plan, including amendments and
changes made pursuant to the authority of 10 CFR 50.54(p)."

! Page 11 (Detection Devices or Procedures) of the licensee's approved Physical
Security Plan (PSP) submitted by letter dated December 14, 1979 states in
pert, the Intrusion System is intended for use when the building is not
occupied by staff members.... The system is designed such that loss of power
will activate the alarm, upon which, the building will be occupied by either
staff or security personnel.

j Contrary to the above, the inspectors confirmed through interviews and record
review that the reactor facility building was unoccupied and the intrusion *

system was not in use or operational during two instances described below:

a. On July 13, 1984, the reactor facility was left unoccupied, locked and
the intrusion system inactivated for spproximately 82 minutes while the '

reactor staff attended a luncheon.
i

! b. On May 19, 1985, during a planned power outage, the reactor facility was
'

unoccupied and the intrusion system inoperative (no power) from 8:30 a.m.
to 2:30 p.m.

<
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This is a Severity level IV violation (Supplement III). t

| Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201, you are required to submit to
! this office within thirty days of the date of this Notice a written statement
'

or explanation in reply, including for each ites of noncompliance: (1) cor-
rective action taken and the results achieved; (2) corrective action to be
take:r to avoid further noncompliance; and (3) the date when full compliance
wil1 @e achieved. Consideration may be given to extending your response time
for good cause shown.
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Nuclear Materials Safety '

-and Safeguards Branch
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