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SUMMARY
Scope:

This reactive, announced inspection involved onsite review of an incident in
which approximately 32 kilograms of uranium and lubricant accumulated in the
sump of the 7B rotary pellet press. During the inspection, selected
criticality safety analyses, facility change requests, and procedures were
reviewed and various operations in the Fabrication Area of the facility were
observed. The inspection also included a review of the licensee’s
investigation of this incident and the actions taken to correct the problem.

Results:

The lTicensee had responded to the incident by shutting down the rotary presses
and forming a team to investigate the problem and make recommendations for
corrective actions. At the time of the inspection, some of the corrective
actions that the team had recommended had been taken including: 1) drilling
holes in the cover plate of the 4B press sump, 2) removing the sump cover
plate from the 7B press, and 3) implementing formal, documented requirements
for inspection and cleanout of the sumps on a weekly and quarterly basis.
These corrective actions appeared to be adeguate for the two presses. Other
actions were planned for the 3B press. The licensee also conducted training
sessions for the fabrication operators and maintenance personnel to discuss
the incident, the results of the investigation, and the corrective actions taken.
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Following the investigation of the incident, the team issued a report which
concluded that the administrative criticality safety control for the presses,
i.e., cleaning out the sump areas by the operators, had been lost. Through a
review of licensee documentation and the investigation report of this
incident, the inspector determined that appropriate criticality safety
controls had not been implemented prior to the incident.

Two apparent violations were identified: 1) initiating changed activities
related to the use of the rotary pellet presses without verifying that
installation was in accordance with the nuclear safety analyses, and

2) failure to take adequate corrective actions following an audit (Paragraph
2.b).



REPORT DETAILS

1. Licensee Employees

*R. Armstrong, Senior Engineer, Fuel Quality Control
*G. Bowman, Senior Program Manager, Compliance-Improvement
*J. Bradberry, Regulatory Team, Fuel Manufacturing Operation
*J. Bragg, Team Member, Fuel Fabrication Process & Product Team
*R. Bruce, Acting Hanager, Emergency Preparedness, Security, Material
Contro1 and Accounting
*M. Chilton, Manager, Chemical Product Line
*J. Gallerani, Acting General Manager, GE Nuclear Energy Production
*J. Huffer, Engineer, Nuclear Safety
*B. Kaiser, Manager, Fuel Fabrication Product Line
*R. Keenan, Program Manager, Compliance Auditing
*R. Lewis, Radiation Safety Coordinator
*D. McCaughey, Engineer, Regulatory Team
*S. Murray, Acting Manager, Regulatory & Environmental, Health & Safety
R. Patterson, Team Leader, Fuel Fabrication Produ:tion Team
*J. Piercc, Team Member, Fuel Fabrication Process & Product Team
*B. Roughton, FMO Maintenance Support
J. Taylor, Principal Engineer, Nuclear Safety
*F. Welfare, Manager, Criticality Safety Engineering

Other licensee employees contacted during this inspection included
engineers, technicians, operators, security force members and
administrative personnel.

*Attended the Exit Interview on December 30, 1993 (Paragraph 3).
2. Incident Review (88005, 88010, 88015, 88020)
a. Background

At about 10:30 a.m. on December 21, 1993, a press setup operator
discovered a buildup of sludge in the lubricant sump of the "7B"
rotary pellet press in the fabrication pertion of the Fuel
Manufacturing Operation (FMO) building. The sludge was a mixture of
lubricant and uranium powder (UO,). The geometry of the sludge was
12x20x3{ inches with about 3i inches of lubricant on the top of the
sludge. Following discovery of the buildup, management and safety
personnel were notified and the operation of the rotary presses was
halted. Approximately thirty-two (32) kilograms (kgs) of sludge and
lubricant were removed from the 7B pellet press sump. Later,
approximately eighteen (18) kgs of sludge and lubricant were removed
from the 3B pellet press sump. Only about one inch of lubricant and
sludge was found in the 4B press sump. The licensee determined that
the total amount of uranium involved in the 7B sump area was
slightly more than a safe batch (45% of the minimum critical mass)
for material with an enrichment of five percent (5%), the maximum
enrichment authorized to be processed in the system.
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The licensee formed a team to investigate the incident and determine
what actions would be necessary to correct the problem. Following
compietion of the investigation by the team, an Unusual Incident
Report (UIR) was written detailing the investigation, the team’s
findings, and their recommendations.

Results of the Licensee’s Investigation

(1)

Equipment Operation

The licensee has three rotary pellet presses and various
hydromat pellet presses. The team initially examined the
hydromat pellet presses >nd determined that the design of these
presses prevented a problem with buildup of material in any
inaccessible or unplanned location. These presses were not
enclosed on the bottom and, therefore, any lubricant or other
leakage would drain directly to the drip pan under the press.
As a result, these presses were not required to be shutdown.

The operation of the rotary presses was then reviewed.

Although the licensee had purchased the presses from the same
manufacturer, they had acquired three different models. The
oldest model uses a die lubrication system which is a die
spraying design that results in the majority of the lubricant
accumulating in the sump in the bottom of the press. (The
lubricant is then recirculated through filters and pumped back
to and re-used in the die lubrication process.) At the time of
the incident, this oidest model press, currently designated as
4B, had a standpipe or overflow pipe mounted in the sump. With
the standpipe in the vertical position, Tubricant could
accumulate to a maximum depth of 5 inches in the 4B sump.

The die lubrication system of the other two presses is an
enclosed pressurized system. The system feeds lubricant to
each die location separately. O-rings and pressure fittings
prevent excessive loss of lubricant and manual control valves
control the flow of lubricant to each of the 16 dies. However,
some leakage or seepage of lubricant to the sump is expected.

The investigation team reviewed the maintenance work orders for
the presses to determine if problems had occurred which would
result in excessive leaks of lubricant or powder. None were
found. The team had the lubrication systems tested for
evidence of unusual leakage but none was found. Also,
examination of the presses and the associated drawings
indicated that the design of the presses prevented large leaks
of powder into the sump portion of the press unless one or more
dies and lower shanks were removed before operating the press.
No such problems were found and the team determined that the
presses were operating as designed.
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The inspector reviewed the licensee’s documentation of their
equipment review and selected drawings, and inspected the
presses. The inspector concluded that the licensee’s
determination about the presses appeared to be correct and that
they had been operating as designed. No other problems were
identified.

Procedures

The investigation team reviewed the operating procedures
(entitled Process Requirements and Operator Documents [PRODs]),
associated with the presses. No reference was found that
directed the operators or maintenance personnel to inspect or
to clean out the sump areas of the presses on any periodic
basis.

The team also interviewed the current press operators and
determined that the lower casing areas/sumps of the presses
were only cleaned out during shutdown periods. However, no
evidence could be found that the 7B press sump had been cleaned
out during the last shutdown in August 1993. Interviews with
former press operators revealed that the sumps had been cleaned
out more frequently in the past but no one could remember a set
frequency. 5

The inspector reviewed the PRODs associated with operation of
the rotary pellet presses and found no requirements for any
type of inspection or clean out of the lower portion/sump area.

Criticality Safety Analyses

The investigation team reviewed the original criticality safety
analysis performed for the installation of the first rotary
pellet press. The team determined that the analysis, which was
performed in 1977, appeared to approve the sump based on safe
geometry of a 4-inch slab height. (The first rotary press,
currently the 4B press, was the one that used the lubricant
recirculation for lubricating the dies.) Subsequent approvals
of the other two presses (7B which was installed in 1980 and 3B
which was installed in 1990) were based on the original
criticality safety analysis. Since the sump area was not
affected in the new installations, the portions analyzed in
deta’; in these subseguent criticality safety analyses were
items such as a new pellet takeoff system or controls installed
to prevent the excessive accumulation of pellets when an
operator was not present.

In reviewing the analysis for the last rotary press to be
installed, the team determined that engineering and nuclear
safety personnel had discussed the sump. These individuals
were aware of the design features of the presses that prevented
excessive leakage of lubricant and powder into the sump area
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and that Tubricant and powder could accumulate in this area.
They also understood that the operators, at that time, were

performing frequent inspections and cleanouts of the sumps.

Therefore, they concluded that no excessive accumulations of
material would occur in that area.

The team also reviewed various criticality safety analyses that
were prepared for the High Enriched (HiE) Project (a project to
document the approval of the process for the production of
5.00% enrick>d material). In these anaiyses, the 3B rotary
press was modeled with a 2-inch high catch or drip pan, on the
flcor under the press, full of heterogeneous UD, pellets and a
3-inch slab of optimally moderated homogeneous UO, powder on
top of the catch pan representing the sumps. The team noted
that there were no controls on the height of the material in
the sumps specified in these analyses. Also, no criticality
safety analyses could be found that addressed an accumulation
of material in the sumps at a height greater than 3 inches.

The inspector also reviewed the various criticality safety
analyses. The criticality safety analysis associated with the
installation of the first rotary press did apparently consider
a buildup of uranium powder in the lubricant sump and was
annotated to provide a 1-inch hole in the side of the sump at a
height of 4 inches from the bottom of the sump. This would
have provided an engineered centrol for the geometry of the
sump. Although there was no evidence that this control
(drilling a hole) was ever impiemented, the licensee believes
that an overflow pipe or standpipe was installed as an
alternate method to meet this requirement. When the other
presses were later installed, however, the overflow was not
included as a part of the criticality controls for those
presses.

Nuclear Safety Audits

Condition S-1 of Special Nuclear Materials License No. SNM-1097
authorizes use in accordance with the statements,
representations and conditions of Part I of the license
application dated October 23, 1987 and the supplements thereto.

Part 1, Chapter 2, Section 2.8.1, Criticality Safety &
Radiation Protection Internal Audits, reguires, in part, that
violations of lTicensed conditions identified during quarterly
audits shall be communicated to the Area Manager. Written
notification of such violations shall be provided to the Area
Manager. Corrective actions shall be documented in writing and
approved by the Area Manager.

The investigation team also reviewed nuclear safety audits
performed in the peilet press area. One routine Nuclear Safety
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Engineering (NSE) quarterly audit in 1989 had addressed a
problem concerning accumulation of material in the 4B sump and
the height of the overflow pipe installed in the sump. During
the audit of the fabrication area on June 19, 1989, a mixture
of lubricant and uranium powder was noted in the sump area of
the 4B pellet press. Also, the overflow pipe or standpipe,
which was necessary so that material could not accumulate to a
depth exceeding 4 inches, was found to be too long. The sump
was subsequently cleaned out and between 1 and 2 inches of
sludge were removed.

A meeting was held on June 21, 1989, to discuss the problem of
sludge buildup in the sump and the possible corrective actions
to be taken. In attendance were personnel from management,
the fabrication operation, manufacturing engineering, and NSE.
It was decided to cut off the over flow pipe or standpipe that
was attached to the sump to a level that would maintain a
4-inch safe slab height. A second corrective action was to
request the press operators to record filter changes (of the
lubricating system) and sump cleanout to determine if cutting
off the fill pipe adversely affected the press operation.

As a result of this audit, corrective actions were apparently
taken including cutting off the overflow pipe or standpipe and
establishing an inspection routine for the standpipe. (At the
time of the December 21, 1993 incident, this standpipe was 5§
inches in length.) The Nuclear Safety Release/ Requirements
(NSR/Rs), however, which are part of the PROD and stipulate the
criticality and radiological safety requirements for an area or
operation, were not updated to include that engineered control.
Also, no procedural requirement was implemented to control or
inspect the sump area. Nor were actions taken with respect to
the 78 pellet press to add an engineered control to prevent
accumulation of material in the sump area of that press to a
height of greater than 4 inches.

The inspector informed the licensee that failure to take
corrective actions, following the audit in June of 1989, to
provide the 7B pellet press with a criticality safety control
to prevent accumulation of material in the sump area to a
height of greater than 4 inches after doing so for the 4B
pellet press was an apparent violation of License Condition
S-1.

Conclusions

Condition S-1 of Special Nuclear Materials License No. SNM-1097
authorizes use in accordance with the statements,
representations and conditions of Part I of the license
application dated October 23, 1987 and the supplements thereto.
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Part 1, Chapter 4, Section 4.1.1 of the license application
states that ihe preferred method for assuring nuclear
criticality safety in production gquantities of fissile
materials is by the use of safe geometry.

Part 1, Chapter 4, Section 4.2.2.4 of the license application
states in part that criticality safetyv analyses shall take into
consideration the possible buildup of fissile material in
inaccessible or unplanned locations.

Part I, Chapter 4, Section 4.2.1]1 of the license application

states that engineered controls must be capable of performing
the criticality safety purpose for which they are specified,

and must be verified as being properly installed prior to the
first use with fissile material.

Part 1, Chapter 4, Section 4.2.12 of the license application
states that procedural controls require human intervention in
detecting an undesired condition and/or implementing corrective
action. Procedural controls must be implemented by formal
written procedures.

Part 1, Chapter 2, Section 2.7 of the license application
states that licensed material processing is conducted in
accordance with properly issued procedures or instructions.

Part I, Chapter 2, Section 2.7.3 of the license application
requires that changed activities not be initiated until the
nuclear safety analysis demonstrating safety of the activity
has been completed, a preoperational inspection has been
conducted to verify that the installation is in accordance with
the nuclear safety analysis, and appropriate procedures and/or
instructions are in place.

The team concluded that the presses were operating as designed
and that some seepage of lubricants and powder to the sump area
was expected. Assumptions were made by engineering and nuclear
safety personnel that accumulations of lubricant and powder
would be routinely cleaned out as had been the practice in the
past. Requirements to perform the cleanouts were not
documented. The team concluded that the root cause of the
problem was a lack of documentation in the analysis packages
and in operating procedures (PRODs and NSR/Rs) which resulted
in the loss of an administrative control.

The inspector concluded that the "practice" of cleaning out the
sumps, which would have been an administrative control, was not
documented or made a requirement in any procedure. The
engineered control of drilling a hole to provide for geometry
control of material accumulating in the sump was apparently
never implemented. Therefore, neither engineered nor
administrative criticality safety controls were implemented for
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the sumps of the rotary presses with the exception of the
standpipe that was apparently added to the 4B press in 1977.

If the standpipe was cut off to the required length following
the NSE audit in 1989, as required by the documented corrective
action, it was subsequently modified and its height was
increased.

The inspector informed the Ticensee that initiating changed
activities related to the use of the rotary pellet presses
without verifying that installation was in accordance with the
nuclear safety analyses was an apparent violation of License
Condition S-1.

Corrective Actions

Following the conclusion of the investigation, the team made various
recommendations concerning what actions needed to be taken to
correct the problem. These were divided into immediate and future
actions.

(1) Immediate Corrective Action Recommendations

- Physically modify the 7B and 3B sumps to prevent
significant accumulations of lubricant or powder in an
unanalyzed location.

- Physically modify the 4B press to limit the height of the
sump liquids to less than the analyzed 3-inch height.

- Implement a routine and thorough cleanout of powder in the :
upper hood in order to further minimize leakage to the '
lower casing/sump area.

- Implement and document a routine, weekly inspection and
cleanout of the lower casing area.

- Implement and document a quarterly inspection and cleanout :
of the lower casing area to include removal of the back of ;
the press housing.

- Hold roundtable meetings with fabrication operators and
maintenance personnel to discuss the incident, the results :
of the investigation, and the corrective actions.

- Have the operators and maintenance personnel identify ;
similar potential locations of gradual accumulations that |
are not routinely inspected and cleaned. |

Although not completed during the period of the inspection, the
licensee also planned to drill two holes along the bottom
portion of the side of the 3B press and remove the drain plug
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as part of the immediate corrective actions. This would allow
drainage of Tubricant and other material from the sump area.
The licensee planned to drill two other holes 3 inches up from
the bottom of the sump of the 3B press to preclude a problem if
the bottom holes were to become plugged. The lubricant,
because it would accumulate on top of the powder/sludge, would
still flow out the top holes into the drip pan and alert the
operator that there was a problem.

(2) Future Corrective Action Recommendations

Have Chemical and Fabrication personnel inspect equipment
in their areas to determine if there are locations where
uranium could accumulate that have not been analyzed or
that are not routinely inspected and cleaned out.

- Have the independent Compliance Auditing group re-evaluate
the criticality safety analyses of the various areas as
they are routinely audited and determine whether or not
the controls established are adequate and are in place.

- Have Criticality Safety Engineering and Technical Resource
personnel review the investigation report in order to
sensitize themselves to the concerns and the issues
presented.

During the period of the inspection, the inspector reviewed the
recommended corrective actions and observed the presses to determine
what had been done to prevent recurrence of the accumulation
problem. The inspector noted that three holes were drilled in the
4B press sump cover plate so that lubricant would overflow into the
drip pan under the press if too much material were to build up in
the sump. This would give the operator an indication that there was
a problem. The sump cover plate was completely removed from the 7B
press to allow free drainage of material to the drip pan.

The licensee alsc implemented a set of Temporary Operating
Instructions (T01) which stipulated that the lower portion of each
press be cleaned and inspected once per week (not to exceed seven
working days). This was to be documented in the production log. If
the operators noticed an accumulation of powder greater than 1-inch
thick, they were to notify their coordinator immediately. The
applicable NSR/Rs were also revised to require an extensive
quarterly cleanout and inspection of the sump areas of each press.
This was to include removal of the back of the press (which would
allow better visibility and facilitate cleanout).

Following modification of the 4B and 7B presses and review,
approval, and implementation of the TOI, the licensee conducted
training for the fabrication operators and maintenance personnel.
The training was giver by the Team Leader of Fuel Fabrication
Production. He reviewed and discussed the incident, the results of
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the investigation of the incident, and the corrective actions taken
and to be taken. The modifications to the presses were reviewed and
the 101 was read and discussed. A1l personnel were also asked to
inspect eguipment in their areas to determine whether or not other
locations existed where uranium could accumuiate without being
readily detected.

The inspector observed the physical modifications that the licensee
had made to presses 4B and 7B and reviewed the TOI and *he revised
NSR/Rs. 1t appeared that the modifications that had b :n made (and
those planned for the 3B press) and the inspections and cleanouts
that had been formally documented would preclude & buildup of
material in the sump area of the presses. The inspector also
attended one of the training sessions for the operators and
maintenance personnel. The training appeared to be adequate.

Two apparent violations were noted as discussed in 2.b above.
Exit Interview

The inspection scope and results were summarized on December 30, 1993,
with those persons indicated in Paragraph 1 above. The inspector
described the areas inspected and discussed in detail the inspection
results and observations. No dissenting comments were received from the
licensee. Although proprietary material was reviewed and discussed
during *he inspection, proprietary information is not contained in this
report. The inspector noted that the licensee had responded to the
incident by shutting down the rotary presses and forming a team to
investigate the problem and make recommendations for corrective actions.
At the time of the inspection, some of the corrective actions that the
team had developed had been taken including: 1) drilling holes in the
sump area of the 4B press, 2) removing the sump cover plate from the 78
press, and 3) implementing formal, documented requirements for inspection
and cleanout of the sumps on a weekly and guarterly basis. These
corrective actions appeared to be adequate for the two presses. Other
actions were planned for the 3B press. The licensee also conducted
training for the fabrication operators and maintenance personnel to
discuss the incident, the results of the investigation, and the
corrective actions taken.

Two apparent violations were identified: 1) initiating changed
activities related to the use of the rotary pellet presses without
verifying that installation was in accordance with the nuclear safety
analyses, and 2) failure to take adequate corrective actions following an
auvdit,
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in prior reviews for the Yankee Nuciear  guides currently being developed or
Power Station. The plant was licensed  improvements i all published guides
before the requirement for issuance of 8 are encoursged at any time. Written
Final Environmental Statement. commerits may bc submitted to the
Agencies and Persons Consulted g::::l:o;zy‘ ?'m o? ;mn rmation and
The NRC staff reviewed the licensee s  Publications Services, Office of
request and did not consult other Administration. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
ERENCILS OF PErsons.

Commission. Washington. DC 20855,
Finding of Ne Significant Lmpact Regulatory guides are available for
inspection st the Commission's Public
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statement for the proposed exemption. guides may be purchased from the
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For further details with respect to this gg::‘m gg“ Bolxl m'm ting
action. see the application for exemption Wuhx'nnon. DC 20013-7082. telephone
dated May 22, 1992 which is available 12-2171. Issued
for public inspection st the L303) 9152000 or (mw,nm’hludn
Commission's Public Document Room. guides may also be < fom Ge
71201 Street, NW.. Washington. DC o o anding on otk ot e
20555, and at the local public document ohe s
room st Greenfield Community College.

this service may be obtained by writing
1 College Drive, G field. m‘s:s Port Royal Road. Springfield.

Massachusetts 01301, — ‘
- Autbority: C. 552(a).
d?&ﬁasmm.uwtmmum Dated st § lie. ) iand. this 30th day
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For tho' Nuclear li;:uhtofy Commussion For the N oy €
: ¥, Eric §. Beckjord. Director,

Acting Directar, Non-Power Reoclors.
Decommussioning and Environmental Project Office of Nuciear Regulotory Research.
Directorata. Division of Reoctor Projects— [FR Doc. #2-16224 Piled 7-6-92 845 am|

HI/IV/V, Office of Nuciear Reactor BRLING COOE TSI0-91-48
Regulaton.

[FR Doc. $2-16232 Flled 7-5-82 2.45 am)

__ Conducting Open Enforcement
Contersnces; Pobicy Statement
Reguistory Guides: issuancs,
Avasabity AcewcY: Nuclear Regulatory
The Nuciear Regulatory Commission Cotunisvion.
has issued 8 revision 1o @ &dl in “'hu ACTYOR: Policy statement.
Regulatory Guide Series. series
been developed to describe and make susMaryY: The Nuclear Regulatory

Commission (NRC) is issuing this policy
statement on the implementation of &
two-year triel program to allow selected
enforcement conferences to be open to
sttendance by 4ll members of the
~eneral public. This policy statement
“.sgcribes the two-year trial program
« 4d informs the public of hov’ to get

evaileble to the public such information
a8 methods scoeptable to the NRC staff
for implementing specific parts of the
Comnussion s regulations, techniques
used by the staff in evaluating specific
problems or postulated accidents, and
dats peeded by the staff in its review of
applications for permits and licenses.

egulatory Guide visicd information on upcoting ope.
u?.wm for a,&m and " enforcement conferences.
Reportung Occupauonal Radiation pATES: This trial program is effective on

Exposure Data.” describes an
acceptable program for the preparation.
retention. and reporting of records of
occupational radistion exposures. It
includes copies of NRC Forms 4 and § 1
and detailed instructions on completing
them.

Comments and suggestions in
connection with items for inciusion in

July 10, 1982 while comments on the
program are being received. Submit
comments on or before the completion
of the trial progrem scheduled fo. July
Comments received after this
will be considered if it is practical
10 do 80, but the Commussion is able to
assure considerstion only for comments
received on or before this date.
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ADORESSES: Send comments to: The
Secretary of the Commussion. U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Washington. DC 20855. ATTN:
Docketing and Service Branch.,

Hand deliver comments to: One White
Fiint North, 11555 Rockville Pike.
Rockville, MD between 7:45a.m. 1o 415
p.m.. Federal workdays.

Copies of comments may be examined
at the NRC Pubtic Document Room. 2120
L Street. NW. (Lower Level).
Washington. DC
FOR FURTHER BMPORMATION CONTACT:
James Lieberman. Director, Office of
Enforcement. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Washington, DC 20555
(301 -504-2741).

BUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The NRC's current policy on
enforcement conferences is addressed in
Section V of the latest revision to the
“General Statement of Policy and
Procedure for Enforcement Actions.”

appendix C that was published on
February 16, 1082 (57 FR §791). The
Enforcement states that.
“enforcement erences will not
normally be open to the public.”
Howm Conmnw ission has decided
to imp! s program to
determine whether to maintain the
current policy with regard to
enforcement conferences or 10 adopt @
new policy that would allow most
enforcement conferences to be open to
attendance by all members of the public.

Policy Statement
Position

The NRC is implementing # two-year
trial program to allow public
observation of selected enforcement
conferences. The NRC will monitor the
program and determine whether 10
establish & permanent policy for

ing open enforcement
conferences based on an assessment of
the following criteria:

{1) Whether the fact that the
conference was open impacted the
NRC's sbility to conduct 8 meaningful
conference and/or implement the NRC's
enforcement program:

(2) Whether the open conference
impacted the licensee’s participation in
the conference;

(3) Whether the NRC expended &
significant amount of resources in
making the conference public: and

(4) The extent of public interest in
opening the enforcement conference
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(2) lovolves significant persannel
failures where the NRC has requested
that the individual(s) invoived be
present at the conference;

{3) Is based on the findings of an NRC
Office of Investigations [Of) repoet. or

(4) lnvolves safeguards information,
Privacy Act information. or other
information which could be considered
propnetary.

Enforcement conferences involving
medical misadministrations or
overexposures will be open assuming
the conference cas be conducted
without disclosing the exposed
individual's name. In addition,
enforcement confarences will not be
open to the public if the conference will
be conducted by telephone or the
conference will be conducied st s
reletively small licensee s facility.
Finally, with the approval of the
Executive Director for Operations.
enforcement conferences will not be
open to the pubtic i special cases
where good cause has been shown after
balancing the benefi! of public
observation againal the potential impact
on the sgency's anborcement sction io &
particulur case.

The NRC will strive to conduct open
enforcement conferences during the
'wo-ysar trial program i sccordance
with the [ollowing three goals: -

(1) Appraxamasely 25 percent
eligible enforoement conferences
conducied by the NRC will be open for
pubilic observeuon;

(2) Al leas! ane open enforcament
conference will be conducted in sach of
the regional offices. and

(3) Open enforcememt conferences
will be conducred with e variety of the
types of Lhicensees.

To avoud powential bias in the
selection process and to attemp! Lo meet
the three goxls stated above, every
fourth eligbie enioroement conference
involving one of three categones of
lcensees wili normelly be open 1o the
public dunng the vl program.
However, in cases where there 15 “&h
ongoing sdjudicatory proceeding wi
one or more intervenors. enforcement
conferences involving issues related (o
e subject matter of the ongaing
sdjudication may sisc be opened. For

the purposes of this trial program, the

As soon as it is determined that en
enforcement conference will be open to
public observation. the NRC will arally
notify the licensee that the enforcement
conference will be open to public
observation as part of the agency's trial
program and send the Hcensee s copy of
this Federal Register notice that outlines
the program. Licensees will be asked to
estimate the mumber of participants it
will bring to the enforcement conference
so that the NRC can schedule an
appropriately sized conferencs room.
The NRC will also notfy sppeopnase
State linison officers that an
enforcement conference has been
scheduled and that it is open W public
observation

The NRC intends 1o snnounce open
enforcement conferences 1o the pubhic
normally st least 10 working days @
advance of the enforcement conference
through the follownng mechamsme:

(1) Notiows postad i the Poblic

le-'&- lephon snd

(2) te L]

(3) Toll-free electronic :.ndbn board
messages.

Pen establishment of the toll-free
message systems, the public may call
(301} 4824732 to obtain & recording of
upcoming open enforcement
conferences. The NEC wall iesoe another
Federal Register notioe atver the tol-free
message syptems are evtablished.

To senist the NRC i making
eppropriate arrangements to support
public observation of enforcement
oonferences, individusles 1o terested m
attending & particular enforcement
conference should notify the individusi
identified in the menf notice
announcing the open enforcement
conference no leter then five business
days prior to the enforcement
conference.

L Conduct of Open Enforcement
Conferences

in eccordence with current prectice,
enforcement conferences will con* e
to normally be held at the NFC regional
offices. Members of the public will be
allowed sccess to the NRC regional
offices to atlend open enforcement
conferences in sccordance with the
“Standard Operating Procedures For
Provyvding Security Support Por NRC
Hearings And Meetings” published
November 1, 1591 [58 FR 58251). These
procedures provide that visitors may be

practice. The enforcement conference
will continue 1o be & meeling between
the NRC and the Lcensee. Whiie the
enforcemeni conference s open for
public observation. it is not open for
public participstion.

Persons attending open enjorcemen:
conferences are remunded that (1) the
spparent violabons &l open
enforcement conferences are subject 1o
further review and may be subject 1o
change pnor to any resulling
enforoement acton and (2) the
statements of views or expressions of
opinion made by NRC employees at
open enforcement conferences or the
lack thereof, are not ttended to
represent final determingtions or beliefs.

Ln sddition to providing comments on
the agency’s trial program in accofance

uubmltwﬂﬂuconmumyuaﬂy
to the regional office. These comments
will subsequantly be farwarded to the
Director of the Office of Enforcement for
review and consideration.
.p;lodulo&ﬂh' M. this 7th day of july
1

For the Nuclesr Regussiory Commission
Samrosl | Chilk,
Secretary of the Coovmsmian.
{FR Doc. 82-16233 Filed 7-9-82. 845 a.m. |
LG CODE ToR0-4 0

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

SUMMARY: In scoordence writh the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1880 (title
44, US. Code, chapier 35}, this notice
announces & request far clenrance of &
revisad information collection, to sdd
form RI 36-7 to the Apphcation for
Refund of Retirement Deductions
{CSES). OPM must bave SF 2802
completely filled out and signed before
peying & refund of retirement
contributions. SF 28028 must also be
compiete i there are spouse(s) or former



£1154

Federal Register / Vol 57. No. 175 / Wedneaday, September 9. 1982 | Notices

Detod August 71 1982
Marvie M. Fooks,

Director. Office of Trode Adkatonent
Assirtance

[FR Doc. #2-21838 Flied 9802 £45 am|
L) COOE @ -5

Job Training Partnership Act:
Announcemaent of Proposed
Noncompetitive Grant Award
AGENCY: Employment and Training
Administration. Labor,

ACTOMK: Notice of intent to award &
noncompetitive grant

SUNMMARY: The Employment and
Training Administration (ETA)
aonounces ity intent t¢ awerd 8
noncompetitive grant te The Institute for
Workplece Learning of the American
Society for Traloing end Developmant of
Alexandria. Virginis for the provision of
specialized services under the authority
of the Job Training Partnership Act
UTPA)

DATES: It is anticipated that this grant
sward will be exscuted by September
25,1992, and will be funded for twelve
months. Submi! comments by ¢:45 pn.
(Eastern Time), on September 24, 1982

ADORESSER: Submit comments

this proposed sesistance award tax US
Department of Labor. Employment and
Training Administration room C-4308,
200 Consttution Avenua NW,
Washingion. DC 20210 Atention: Willie
Harris Reference FR-DAA-004

SUPPLEMENT AL INFORMATION The
Employment and Training
Administration (ETA) announces its
intent to award & noncompetitive grant
10 The Institute for Workplace Learning
of the Amencan Society L Treining
and Development The Grantee shall
exiract multicultural instruments for
dissenunation to the public sector. The
compilaton of multicaltural
programming tools will represent the
state-of-the-art in the private sector and
will be complied in & practitionars
toolkit This kit will be mede svsileble
1o [TPA stefl members throughout the
netion. thus providing & valusble
resource for the [TPA system. ss weF as
providing J[TPA practitioners with
information they can share with
employers in need of Techmical
Agwtgtancs. '

Funds for this activity are suthortzed
by the job Training Partnership Act, &s
amended Tite I'V—Federally
Admunustared Programe. The proposed
funding w approxumately SRE.000

twelve months

Signed ot Washington, DC oo August 2,
1982

James C. Dol

ETA Gram Offices.

[PR Doc. §3-21637 Plled 3882 448 am)
SRS CTUON oW

T

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Specisl Emphasis Panel In Mechanical
and Structursl Systeme; Meoting

In sccordance with the Federal
Advisory Committes Act (Pub. L. 82483,
a8 smended), the National Science
Foundation announces the followtnyp
meeting,

Date and Time: Seplamber 17, 1982 10 s.0m
to 6 pan Seplamber 18 1982 8302 W §

'?hnﬂohdnmmcovm'nﬂm
Rbods Islend Avenos #t 17t Streel NW.,
Washington, DC.

Type of Maeting Closed.

Cewtacx Person: Drs. Jobo B Scald and Ken

1108 Natiooal Science Foundation, 1800 G 8L
NW. Washington DC 20550 Telephons: (202)
IST-S542

Pury »ee of Meeting: To provide advice and
recoEnmenda tions concerning proposels
sobmitied w0 NSF for financial support.

Te review and evaiuste Large
Structwrel and Building Sywtems and
Structrel Syslenus and Construction
Processes research proposals as part of the
seisction process for awards.

St loads bt o s
reviewwd Include ation of & proprietary
or confidential nature. inchading technical
informetion: financial deta. wuck s salariex
cad personal aforme tioe
individusls assoctatnd with e
Thess matisrs ary examp! wader $ USC
5520(cl (€ and i6) of the Cormrnment i the
Sanshine At

Reason for Lots Noticw Difficulty
arranging & suitable meettny thme for o8
committes members

Deted Seprember § 1982
Modeetine Royern
Acting Comenittee Manage men! Of icer.

(FR Doc. 82-2676¢ Fllad 0542 845 anef
BRLMG COOE PRES-3-
e et e b b .

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Ywo-Year Trisl Program for

Conducting Open Enforcement
Contersnces, Avalablity of Tol-Free
Phone Number . -

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulstory
Conmmisssan.

ACTIONE Policy statlement supplement
SUMSLARY: The Nuciewr

< Commission (NRC) is issuing &

supplement to Its policy statement that
establishes & two-year triel program foe
conducting open enforcement
conderences. The purpose of thie
supplement s to inform the public of the
toll-fres phone pumber that may be used
to nrt information og upcomung cpes
enforcement conferencen.

EFFECTIVE OATE Seplember 8, 1982

FOR FURTHER IFORMATION CONTALT.
James Lieberman Director. Office of
Enforcement. US. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Weshinglon, DO 20558
(301 -504-2741)

SUPPLEMENTARY BFOrMATION Ou July
10, 1962 (57 FR 30782). the Commission
published a policy statement on the
implementation of & two-year trial
program o allow selected enforcement
conferences to be open to public
observation. The policy statement
explained that the NRC would announce
opex enforcement conferences (o the
public normally at least 10 working deys
in advance of the enforcement

conference through the following
mechanisms

{1) Notices posted in the Public
Document Room:

(2) Toll-free telephone messages: and

(3) Tol-free electronic bulletin board
messages.

Atthcnmthop;.'h:ylummwu
published, the tol- message Fysiame
were not available and & commercial
phone number was provided pending
establishment of the toll-free message
systems. Although the toll-free
electronic bulletin board message
system is still unsvailable. the public
myaﬂ(:‘l!)w.uob:‘mo .
reCo upco! i open oreemen
ood::t?cu The an:g will issue another
Foderal Regisier notice after the toll-free
eiectronic bulletin board message
syviem is established

Dated st Rockville, MD, this 24 day of
September 1982
For the Nuctear Keguiatory Commission
James Lisberman,
Director. Offce of Enforcement.
[FR Doc. #-21634 Filed $-8-82 84 am)
BRLIO CODE THR0-41-4

ACTIoNe Notics of et to astablish &
local public document rooem in the
vicinity of Hematite. Missour, for



