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RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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-ITEMS REPORTED DURING NRC INSPECTION
'
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that an audit of the- ,sJ TAppendir B. Technical specification 5.3.2.2.a requires
conformance of facility operation to the provisions contained within the- 9 ^'

..
'

Rnvironmental Technical Specifications -and applicable license- conditionsi _.._&

a. - shall be completed at least once per 12 months. _ , , ,.94t;|%
- . ,, c . m.
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s ' Contrary to the above, inspection of audits conducted during calendar year
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7 1979 and 1980 disclosed the findings listed below. : Q. ;.;f. )g;&.
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Audit of the conformance of facility operation to the provisions contain a k.".w
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J a.+C . ed. within Environmental Technical Specification 3.2, which defines the TM,
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was not. completed...~
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,fMp.g%.Eradiological
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.; - 2 s- Audit N'o N-79-38 of the radiological Environmental Technical Specifica- , ,4
tion 3.2 was inadequate based upon failure of the audit to include radio-

, , ' ' chemical analyses of environmental samples required by the subject ,
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The-Notice of Violation for Item one (1) is correct as stated. j { gge_ya ,
,

-
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The Notice of Violation ~ for Item two (2) is correct as stated. The! -
'

i radiochemical analysis, as completed by Teledyne Isotopes, Inc., was
f verified by a corporate Quality Assurance. Vendor's Surveillance Audit-

in September of 1978, nine months prior to coaducting Audit No. N-79-38.
,

However, this audit (N-79-38) and its refecence to the service of!
'

Teledyne Isotopes was not subsequently validater' in a 1979 annual audit,.

of the contractors' analytical Quality Assurance / Quality Control proce-
- 'dures and program. . ,

, ;-,

2 Reasons for the Violation 2
,

|

Item one (1) of this infraction was [hle to administrative error. Neither
!

- ' the Station nor corporate Quality Assurance groups wne aware that the
radiological portion of the- Environmental Monitoring Audit had not been'

completed for the 1980 year.

Item two (2) of this infraction was due to scheduling of the corporate
Quality Assurance Vendor Surveillance Audit of Teledyne Isotopes, Inc.
every three years instead of annually as required by Environmental
Technical Specification 5.3.2.2.a. The requirement for an annual audit
of the contractor's services had apparently been misinterpreted.

.
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3. Corrective Steps Taken and Results Achieved
-

For item one (1) of the infraction an audit of the radiological and non-
~ radiological environmental monitoring requirements has been initiated.?

,

' [- For ites two (2) an audit of the contractor's services.will be scheduled
"~; to be completed in 1981.

4. Corrective Steps Which Will Be Taken To Avoid Further Violations

With reference to item one (1) of the infraction, an Environmental
Monitoring Audit is to be scheduled annually to include both radiological
and non-radiological aspects of the Environmental Technical Specifica-
tions. The audit schedule issued by the Quality Assurance Department
will further ine re that the referenced audit is completed.

For ites two (2) of the infraction, an audit of the contractor's (Tele-
- ~ dvne Isotopes, Inc.) services will, in the future, be scheduled and

completed on.an annual basis. In addition, the term " periodic basis" as
used in. section 3.3 of procedure- H.P.-REMM-9 (Quality Assurance) in-

reference to conformance of Teledyne's analysis of environmental samples
to applicable standards will be changed to conform to the minimal annual
audit condition imposed by Environmental Technical Specifications

*

5.3.2.2.a.

5. Date When Full Compliance Will Be Achieved

Full compliance for item 'one (1) of the infraction will be achieved on or
.

, about June-1, 1981. &

Full compliance for ites two (2) of the infraction, as redefined in sec-
tion one of the response, will be completed on or about December 31, 1981.
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