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Inspection Summary:

Inspection on April 22-24, 1981 (Report MNo. 50-201/81-03) _

Areas Inspected: routine unannounced inspection by a regional based inspector
oF the Radiation Protection Program including: outstanding items, special
work permit, annual report, termination report, dosimetry, audits, routine
surveys, bioassay, whole body count, instrument calibration, DOP test,
posting and labeling, and facilities and equipment. Shortly after arr1ya1,
areas where work may have been performed were examined to review radiation
control procedures and practices. The inspection involved 18 inspector-hours
onsite by one regional based inspector.

Results: Of the 13 areas inspected, no items of noncompliance were identified
Tn 12 areas. One apparent item of noncompliance was identified in one area
(Backup man failed to sign the special work permit, paragraph 3).
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DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Mr. C. Alday, Operations Mar2ger

Mr. J. Duckworth, General Manager

Mr. J. Meade, Training Coordinator

Mr. G. Metzler, Health and Safety Supervisor
Mr. R. Smokowski, Health and Safety Manager

Mr. D. Wilcox, Health and Safety Specialist

The inspector also interviewed other licensee employees during the
course of the inspection. They included the Assistant Operations
Manager, and Health and Safety personnel.

Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

(Closed) Noncompliance (201/80-06-02) Failed to maintain survey
records. The licensee stated that the corrective action taken was a
Health and Safety Department review uf monitoring practice and follow=
up documentation. The inspectcr reviewed a memo dated February 6,
1981 that summarized the Health and Safety Department review.

(Closed) Noncompliance (201/80-06-01) Failed to sign Special Work
Permit (SWP). The inspector reviewed a memo dated February 6, 1981
that was distributed to appropriate personnel with reference to the
importance of complete documentation on the SWP. This item was noted
again during the inspection.

Special Work Permit

As the inspector reviewed completed Special Work Permits (SWP) for the
period January through March, 1981 for completeness, he noted that an
SWP dated February 13, 1981 required a "back-up man," and he also
noted that the back-up man had not signed the SWP, SWP No. 9721, "(1)
Calibrate instrument (2) Lube valves" in FRS-WTA lower level. FRS is
the Fuel Receiving and Storage area and WTA is the Water Treatment
Area, a “igh radiation area.

The inspector was informed by a licensee representative that the work
had been done on the date cited above.

Technical Specification 7.1.4 states, "Detailed written procedures,

run sheets, letters of authorization and extended work procedures

shall be provided for operation of the plant. In addition, procedures
for handling abnormal operating conditions and for radiation protection
shall be provided." Item 3.4 of Section 3, Special Work Permit (SWP),
of the Health and Safety Manual, developed pursuant to the ahove
states, "All entries into zone 4 areas or high radiation areas require
a Special Work Permit (SWP).




Whenever anyone except Health and Safety has to work alene in a zone

4 or high radiation area, a qualified ir<:vidual must be assignec to

check on the wellbeing of the person in work area. This back-up

person must sign the SWP on the front beneath Health and Safety Technician."

Guring Inspection 80-06 the inspector noted that Supervision was
required to approve Special Work Permits wnen entries are made {.to
zone 4 areas or high radiation areas. The inspector also noted that
an entry was made into a high radiation area on September 2, 1980 and
the Special Work Permit had not been signed to indicate approval by
Supervision. This was cited as an item of noncompliance.

The inspector noted that failure to sign the SWP as required represents
noncompliance with the Technical Specification. (»!-03-01)

This is a Severity Level VI Violation.

Annual Report

10 CFR 20.407(b) requires the lizensee to s.ibmit personrel exposure
and monitoring reports t: iiwe Oirector of Management and Program
Analysis, USNRC, within the first quarter of each calendar year.

The inspector reviewed the licensee's report that was submitted to the
Director on February 20, 1981. The report indicated that 83 people
had been monitored during the year, and the maximum cose reported was
between 0.750 and 1.00 Rem for two people. The inspector verified
that the maximum exposure received was 850 millirem by one employee.

No items of noncompliance were identified.

Termination Report

10 CFR 20.408 requires a licensee to submit to the Director of Managemerc
and Program Analysis an individual's exposure report when the individual
terminates employment with the licensee.

10 CFR 20.409 requires the licensee to also notify the individual when
the exposure information is being submitted as required by 10 CFR
20.408.

The inspector reviewed documentation which indicated that the regquired
reports had been submitted to the Director and to the one individual
who terminated employment with the licensee during 1980.

No items of noncompliance were identified.

Dosimetry

The inspector reviewed dosimetry records for approximately 30 emplayees
for the period January-March, 1981 to determine if the licensee was in
compliance with the regulatory requirements. The records indicated

the exposures for the period reviewed were well within acceptable
limits.










14.

15.

No items of noncompliance were identified.

Facilities and Equipment

The inspector toured the facilities and examined equipment and in-
strument. ;ion to verify that the items were available for use and
maintained in an operable state. The inspection included examination
of continuous air monitors, survey metors, the stack monitor, and area
monitors.

No items of noncompliance were identified.

Exit Interview

The inspector met with licensee representatives denoted in paragraph

1) &t the conclusion of the inspection on April 24, 1381. The inspector
summarized the purpose and the scope of the inspection and the findings
as presented in this report.



