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DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Licensee Empluyees

*G. Bolt, Technical Services Superintendent
*C. Brown, Nuclear Compliance Supervisor
*J. Cooper, QA/QC Compliance Manager

*W. Cross, Operations Engineer

*V. Hernandez, Compliance Auditor

*

K. Lancaster, Quality Assurance Auditor
T. Lutkehaus, Acting Nuclear Plant Manager
G. Ruszala, Chemistry/Radiation Protection Manager

*D. Smith, Technical Assistant to the Nuclear Plant Manager
*J. Lander, Maintenance Superintencent

*K. Wilson, Licensing Specialist

*S. Coward, Chemistry/Radiation Protection Specialist

*J. Wright, Nuclear Support Specialist

-

R. Fuller, Plant Engineer
G. F. Cranfield, H.P. Superviser

Other 1licensee employees contacted included three technicians, one
operator.

NRC Resident Inspector

*B. Smith
*T. Stetka

*Attended exit interview

Exit [nterview

The inspection scope and findings were summarized on June 26, 1981
with those persons indicated in Paragraph 1 above. The inspector
stated that the 1licensee's routine airborne radiocactivity survey
program did not meet the requirements of 10 CFR 20.103. 1Tnhe acting
plant manager acknowledged the inspector comments and reviewed the
corrective action the licensee intended to take to improve the air
sampling program. The Chemistry/Radiation Protection Manager was
informed by telephone on June £9, 1981 that violation of 10 CFR 20.103
would but considered a new violation rather than another example of a
violation cited in Region II report 50-302/31-08.






performed by the inspector indicated that due to ventilation dilution
prior to the sample point and the detector sensitivity of the RMA
system it was possible that up to 100 times the Maximum Permissible
Concentraticen (MPC) for particulate material and 1000 times the MPC
for iodine might exist in the air in an isolated cubicle or room.

Since SRWP's rely on the routine air sample program to inform workers
of respiratory hazards, the potential existed for an individual to be
exposed to very high cuncentraticns of airborne radicactive material
without his knowledge and without the benfit o’ protective equipment
to reduce his exposure.

The 1inspector stated that failure to perform measurements of
concentrations of radioactive materials in air for detecting and
evaluating airborne radioactivity in Restricted Areas routinely
entered by licensee employees under standing radiation work permits is
a violation of 10 CFR 20.103. (81-12-01). However, the inspector
stated it would pe considered as another example of a violation
identified in Region II Report 50-302/81-08 for which the licensee has
not had an opportunity to respond.

The acting plant manager stated that the licensee would take the
following action to correct the violation

a. Increase the frequency of routine air sanples taken to comply
with the requirements of 10 CFR 20.103 in areas such as the waste
evaporator rooms, valve galleries, waste gas compressor rooms and
other high potential airborne radioactive contamination areas to
establish a base of information for a permanent change to the
sample proaram. On an immediate basis these samples will be done
weekly. With appropriate data the frequency of sampling may be
changed to no greater than monthly.

At the Jlicensee's <2cretion the Process Monitor System may be
used to replace the above samples provided that:

(1) An evaluation of the appropriateness of this method of
sampling is performed. This ev:luation shall include, but
not be limited to dilution from the source, sensitivity of
detectors and operator training on the meaning of readings
and aiarms in the Control Room.

(2) A periodic check is performed to confirm the validity and
appropriateness of process monitor readings.

The new sampling program was instituted on June 26, 1981 by the
licensee.







