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Inspection Summary

Inspection on August 16-18, 1978 (Report No. 50-182/78-02)

Areas Inspected: A routine unannounced inspection was performed

in the areas of logs and reco.ds, audits, requalification training,
procedures, surveillance, experiments. The inspection inveolved

17 inspector-hours onsite by ome NRC inspector.

Results: No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified
in five areas, and one item of noncompli.nce in one area;

an operator cperared the reactor with his license expired.
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Procedures

lity procedures were reviewed to verify that adequate
was provided for safety-related cperations and that
tive procedural control had been implemented. The
responsibilities of the operator is established. The procedures
were noted to be in the process of updating to conform with the
proposed Technical Specifica:i:ns. Several areas were pointed
out as needing more precise gq;danhe. particularly th
administrative procedures. he licensee agreed to review
these areas. The licensee also agreed to review and develop
a system to indicate the latest revision on the p ccedure.
items of noncompliance or deviations were id 4+ in thi
area.

of- surveillance re nd procedures was performed
y thai :Le —r:g:am we 3 ; i he requirements.
surveillance cedures appea y adequate
:h required The procedure pro verify
he procedur compatible and meet the requirements
he ;roposed T i al Specifications. The surveillance
indicate he program has been performed. The
eview also appears to ‘e satisfactory in this area.
noncompliance or dev .ations were identil ied in this

The experimental record 3 edures were reviewed
that the experiments i in accordance with
stated requirements. } ndicated the e.pe
were : 1 wi

The review
operating

speration




9.

withdrawn 3cm so the rod dropoff may be noted. The log and
record review indicated that this was the only licensed
function performed. The licensee was informed that this item
was considered to be an item of noncompliance (deficiemcy) with
the facility license.

Management Interview

A management interview was held with the licensee's representatives
(as denoted in paragraph 1) at the conclusion of the inspection
and in a subsequent telephonme coumunication. The following items
were included in the discussion.

a. The licensee stated a review of procedure subject and content
would be performed using the latest revision of the
proposed Technical Specifications as the basis for the
areas to be included. (Paragraph 3)

b. The licensee acknowledged the apparent item of noncompliance.
(Paragraph 8).



