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Summary: ‘

Inspection on October 30-31, 1978 (Report No. 50-142/78-03)

Areas Inspected: Routine, unannounced inspection . of licensee action on
previous inspection findings; licensee's approved security plan; protection
of SKM; security organization; access control; alarm systems; keys, locks

and combinations; communciations system; surveillance; procedures; security
program review; and protection against radiological szbotage. The inspection
involved 12 {nspector-hours onsite by one inspector.

Results: Of the 11 areas inspected, no {tems of noncempliance or deviations
were 1dentified in 9 areas; two daviations vere identified 1n two areas
(Paragraphs ¢ and 7),
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Ivan Catton, Director, Nuclear Fnergy Laboratory

Neil C. Ostrander, Manager, Nuclear Energy lLaboratory

"Chuck" Ashbaugh, Security Officer, Nuclear Energy Laboratory
Harold V. Brown, Environmental Health and Safety Officer

John Everetts, Radiological Safety Officer

G. J. Ares, UCLA Police Department

‘r. Phil Arncld, Electrician, UCLA

*Denotes those attending exit intarview.

2. Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

3. Security Plan

The Security Plan for the UCLA Training Reactor Facility now
consists of documents submitted by UCLA letters dated June 20,
1975, July 15, 1975, October 21, 1975, and April 1, 1976, ex-
cluding Appendix B to the letter dated April 1, 1976 (Appandix B
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contains background information which §s not part of ihe secur-
ity plan), May 26, 1976, June 9, 1976, and Pugust 3, 1975. The
foregoing Cocuments are identified and approved as the licensea's
cecurity plan in a letter from KRR dated September 13, 1276,

The licensee has submitted to 1icensing, a new sacurity plan
dated Janvary 20, 1977, and three amendments to the January
1977 security plan have also been submitted. The inspactor
determined that NRR has not yet approved in writing the new
security plan or amendments.

The inspectcr found the following conditions during 2 visual
inspection of the on October 31, 1978.

The interic. walls are to be redescribed in RAmendment
0. & to the licensee's security plan to be subnitied to
hRC November 30, 1978.
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Protection of SHM

The inspector determined through intarvisw of licensee employees

that the licensee preszntly has in its possession 2.0 kg of Special
Nuclear Material in the form of 93% enrichad uranfum (fuel plates,

fuel scraps and uranyl nitrate) and two 32 gm Py - Be neutron sources.
The U-235 1s Yocated as follows: 3.6 kgs U-235 is in @

0.7 kg 1s in the radicactive storage pits, and 4.7 kgs is nonirradiated

fuel stored in The .7 kq of {rradiated
fuel in as cefined by 10 CFR
73.6(b). The total non-exempt SWM presently located at

is 5.4 kg.

On September 6, 1978, the licensee reguested by letter to the
Department of Energy (DOE), Washington, D.C., permission to ship
the {rradiated fuel plates (.7 kg) to the DOE reprocessing plant
in 1daho. DOE 1s presently reviewing their request.

The licensee has not been asked by NRR (licensing) to provide
the security stipulated in 10 CFR 73.50 or 10 CFR 73.60,

No items of noncompliance or deviations were fdentified.
hccess_Control

The inspector examined the licensee's procedures and hardware
used to contro) access to the Nuclear Energy Laboratory. The

licensee 1s controlling access as indicatad by the approved
security plan except that the licensee has

instead of as indicated in the approved security plan.
NMRR was notified by licensee letter dated March 10, 1978, that
the number of had been increased to

The Yicensee's new security plan, amendment three, submitted to
NRR on March 10, 1978, Paragraph I1.A. states that the reactor
control room

The inspector determined this has not

W (32 2790 INFOCIMATIOR



yet been implenented. The reactor contro!nfoom is current]g

The new security plan has not been approved in writing
by NRR,

6. Alarm Systems
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procedure 1s currently being formulated and
will go into effect prior to Jaruary 20, 1978."

The inspector also de-
termined through interview of licensee enployees on October 31,
1978, that the 1icensee has not yet prepared or implemented an
5 as committed to in their letter to
Region V, dated Necenber 21, 1977.

Keys, Locks and Combinations

The inspector examined keys, locks and combinations and related
equipment used to control access to security areas. The licensee
is using

The licensee is controlling the issue of keys to the
. and maintains
is conducted by the NEL Security Officer. Duriig
the last the Security Officer determined that
a University employ~e had misplaced his access key
on March 15, 1978. On October 5, 1978, the 1icensee's security
conmittee revicwed the question of the misplaced

0 C2 2790 INFORMATION



o

and determined that was not necessary, This action is
consistent with the licensee's procedure "LHEL Lock and Koy System
Culdelines,” dated Decenber 10, 1978,

The 1icensee in response to the prévious inspection (50-142/77-02)

by letter to Region V, dated December 21, 1977, stated, in part, in
Paragraph B,1:

The inspector determined by testing on October 31, 1978, that

The 11~
censee (NFL) orovided documentation that they had discovered

The finding by the {inspector that the licensee has not:énﬁured
that all doors/latching mechanisms are in proper working order,
represents a deviation from the licensee's commitment to Region V.

Communications

The inspector examined the licensee's facilities for internal
communication and communication with the cognizant local law
enforcement agency.

No ftems of noncompliance or deviations were fdentified.

Surveillance

The inspector examined the licensee's practices and procedures
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No ftems of noncompliance or deviations ware fdantified.
Procedures

The inspector determined the licensee has procedures for reacting
to unauthorized intrusions into security areas, bomb threats and
acts of civil disorder.

No ftems of noncompliance or deviations were identified.

Security Program Review

The inspector examined the licensee's program for review of the
NEL security activities and precedures.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were fdentified.
Protection Against Radiological Sabotage

The Vicensee's approved security plan describes controls on
access to and except as noted elsewhere

in this report the licensee has provided the controls conmitted
to 1n the approved security plan.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.
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Exit Interview

The inspector ret with 1icensee representatives (denoted in
Paragraph 1) at the conclusion of the inspection on October 31,
1978. The inspector summarized the scope and findings of the
inspection. The licensee made no commitments as to corrective
action proposed or planned for the deviations fdentified by the
inspector.
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