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SUMMARY

Inspection on August 2-6, 1982

Areas Inspected

This special, announced appraisal involved 260 inspector-hours onsite and offsite
in the performance of an Emergency Preparedness Implementation Appraisal,
including administration, emergency organization, training and retraining,
emergency facilities and equipment, procedures, coordination with offsite groups,
drills and exercises, and walk-throughs.

Results

In the area inspected, no violations or deviations were identified. Four
appraisal deficiencies were identified in the following areas: Post Accident
Coolant and Containment Air Sampling and Analysis (4.1.1.5), High Range'

Monitoring (4.2.1.2), Post Accident Airborne Effluent Procedures (5.4.2.9), and
Personnel Accountability (5.4.3.3).
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INTRODUCTION

1

The purpose of this special appraisal was to perform a comprehensive evaluation
of the licensee's emergency preparedness program. This appraisal included an
evaluation of the adequacy and effectiveness of areas for which explicit
regulatory requirements may not currently exist. The appraisal ef fort was
direcied towards evaluating the licensee's capability and performance rather than
the identification of specific items of noncompliance.

The appraisal scope and findings were summarized on August 6,1982, with those
persons indicated in Section 8.0 of this report.

.)
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DETAILS

1.0 Administration

1.1-1.4 Responsibility Assigned, Authority, Coordination, Selection and

Qualification

The administration of the licensees emergency preparedness program was reviewed
pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(1) and (16); 10 CFR 50,
Appendix E, Paragraph IV.A; and the criteria contained in NUREG 0654, Section
II. A and P.

The inspector reviewed Section 5.4 of the licensee's Emergency Plan concerning
emergency organization and control, and discussed administration of the overall
emergency preparedness program with licensee representatives. The licensee has a
full-time Emergency Preparedness Coordinator (EPC) in the corporate structure.
The EPC reports to the Corporate Health Physicist. The EPC appears to have been
delegated sufficient authority to coordinate and implement programs relevant to
radiological emergency preparedness. The licensee has also designated a plant
staff health physicist as the full-time onsite emergency preparedness specialist
at the plant. The plant emergency preparedness specialist reports to plant
management via the radiological protection organization. The plant emergency
preparedness specialist appears to have been delegated appropriate authority to
carry out assigned responsibilities. Based on these findings the previously
identified improvement item in this area (50-416/82-03-01) is closed.

The inspector also discussed professional development training for emergency
preparedness personnel with licensee representatives. Although licensee
representatives indicated they had not received any recent professional
development training in emergency planning matters, they indicated that they
expected to participate in available training courses once the Unit 1 facility
becomes fully operational. The inspector emphasized the importance of this area
and indicated this area would be reviewed during 'uture inspections.

The EPC and the plant emergency preparedness specialist appear to be receiving
continued management support for their respective program functions. Due to the
nature of their work and the need to work with many different groups within the
licensee's organfration, these individuals seem to be receiving high visibility.
Based on the above findings, the Emergency Preparedness Administrative area of
the licensee's program appears to be adequate.

2.0 Emergency Organization

2.1 Onsite Organization

The Onsite Emergency Organization was reviewed with respect to the requirements
of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(1) and (2): 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.A; and
criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II. A and B.

The inspector discussed the emergency organization with licensee representatives
and reviewed selected portions of the licensee's plan concerning roles and
responsibilities of various individuals in the emergency organization. Selected
licensee personnel were interviewed concerning their roles in an emergency. All

1
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individuals interviewed appeared knowledgeable of their roles / responsibilities in
an emergency. All personnel interviewed indicated they had received training in
emergency preparedness.

During the licensee full scale exercise the NRC observers noted that there
appeared to be confusion between the Control Room and TSC over who would dispatch
personnel from the OSC. Section 5.4 and Figure 5-3 of the plan indicates that
the OSC is under the control of the TSC. The inspector interviewed personnel to
determine their understanding of the functional control of the OSC following
activation of the TSC. All personnel indicated that the OSC directions would
come from the TSC. Based on the above findings the previously identified
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/81-44-01; 50-417/81-19-01) is
closed.

During the April 1982 NRC inspection, a review of the emergency plan revealed
that within the emergency organization, key managers reported to the Emergency
Communicator rather than to the Emergency Director. Section 5.0 and Figure 5-3
of the plan has been revised to indicate that key managers would report to the
Emergency Director. As a result of this revision, the previously identified
improvement item in this area (50-416/82-27-01) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's emergency program
appears to be adequate and the previous inspector followup item (50-416/82-03-02)
is closed.

2.2 Augmentation Organization

The augmentation organization was reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(1) and (2); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV. A and criteria in
NUREG 0654, Sections II. A and B.

As indicated by NRC Inspection Report 50-416/82-03, the augmentation capabilities
described in Table 5-1 of the Plan did not meet the recommended staffing guidance
of 30 and 60 minute augmentation times expressed in NUREG 0654. The licensee has
taken action to provide for staff augmentation within 30 and 60 minutes as in
NURtG-0654. The licensee has amended table 5-1 of the Emergency Plan to reflect
the current on-shift and augmentation capabilities. The inspector discussed the
improvements in augmentation and augmentation time with licensee representatives.
The improvements appeared to be adequate; therefore, the previously identified
deficiency in this area (50-416/82-03-03) is closed.

During the licensees full scale exercise an inspector followup item was
identified concerning a need for the Offsite Emergency Coordinator (OEC) and his
staff to maintain contact with the plant during the transit time from corporate
headquarters to the plant. The licensee representatives indicated that radio
communications equipment had been installed in the OEC and his alternate's
vehicles so that they may maintain continuous contact with the plant. Based on
this finding, the previously identified followup item in this area
(50-416/81-44-02; 50-417/81-19-02) is closed.
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i 3.0 Training

This area of the licensee's program was reviewed pursuant to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(15) and (16); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.F; and the
criteria in NUREG 0654, Sections II.G and II.O.

3.1 Program Established

'

The inspector reviewed selected portions of the licensee's plan and emergency
procedures related to training bf various onsite and offsite personnel. The
inspector also reviewed training department records, schedules, and plans.
Discussions of training activities were held with training department and
emergency preparedness personnel. The licensee has defined the essential
elements of the training program for emergency response personnel. Instructors
have been assigned to teach the various courses in the emergency response program
curriculum. The licensee documents attendance at classes and has developed a
system for tracking and managing student participation in the training program.
Student performance is evaluated by means of a written test or by demonstration
of the ability to perform a task.,

The scope and content of the training program appears to cover the roles and
functions of the emergency organization. Appropriate personnel appear to be
included in the training program.

Based on the above finding, this area cf the licensee's program appears
acceptable. The previously identified inspector followup item in this area

(50-416/82-03-04) is closed.

3.2 Program Implemented

The inspector reviewed lesson plans and records of training given to selected
members of the emergency response organization. The inspector. noted that all
personnel involved in the emergency response organization were required to
complete General Training, Rad Worker II Training, and Emergency Preparedness
Training. A review of selected licensee training records and results of
discussion with training department representatives revealed the following
approximate levels of trained personnel in the noted functional areas:

Functional Area Approximate Trained Personr.el
Onsite Monitoring 12
Multi-Media First Aid 200
Search and Rescue 150
Post Accident Sampling 10
Fire Brigade Members 40
Fire Brigade Leaders 18
Offsite Monitoring (Plant Staff) 9
Offsite Monitoring (Corporate Support) 6

Site Access Team 19

The inspector also reviewed the licensee's records pertaining to :he training of
operator personnel in the area of dose projections. A review of 24 operator
records revealed that 18 personnel had successfully completed the course; four

. _ . . ._. _- - , . .- -
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had taken tne course but failed the qualification exam; and in the case of two
individuals, there was no indication that the individuals had taken the course.
This matter was discussed with licensee management. A licensee management
representative stated that the individuals who failed the exam and those who had
not yet taken the course would be given training in dose projection prior to
exceeding 5*. power. The inspector indicated that this matter would be reviewed
in the future.

The inspector reviewed licensee actions on the previously identified inspector
followup item related to Controller Training (50-416/81-44-09). Licensee
representatives stated that the controller roles are described in Corporate
Emergency Procedure 6.7 and plant procedure 10 S-01-23. Licensee representatives
indicated that controller roles would be emphasized in future controller
briefings and that avoidance of prompting by controllers would be stressed.
Licensee representatives indicated this matter was discussed and emphasized
during emergency response exercise followup meetings also. Based on these
actions, the previously identified followun item (50-416/81-44-09) is closed.

Based on the above findings, the training program implementation area of the
licensee's training program appears to be adequate and item 50-416/82-03-04 is
closed; however the item should be considered for improvement:

All operator personnel should satisfactorily complete dose projection
training (50-416/82-57-01).

4.0 Emergency Facilities and Equipment

4.1 Emergency Facilities

4.1.1 Assessment Facilities

4.1.1.1 Control Room

This area was inspected with respect to the requirements in 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E. Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

The inspection involved review of licensee emergency plans and procedures, a tour
and physical inspection of the Control Room (CR), and discussion with licensee
representatives.

During the tour, the inspector noted that essential procedures were in place. A
check was made of emergency equipment which is stored in cabinets in the Control
Room. Checksheets were on hand showing that contents of the cabinets are checked
monthly. All instruments were found to be in current calibration. Five sets of
emergency clothing and emergency breathing equipment were in the cabinets. Spare
filters and other expendables are also on hand. The cabinets are provided with
breakaway locks.

Portable fire extinguishers of various types are located around the perimeter of
the Control Room and are readily accessible.

Instructi as are provided in the Control Room for use of the NRC (ENS & HPN)
communications equipment, and for use of the radio. Communications logs are

a
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maintained in the shift supervisor's office and TSC, and standardized messaga
formats are provided for use in emergencies. Sound powered headsets were found
in their designated storage cabinet, and five throat microphones are stored in
the emergency equipment cabinet.

Based cn the above findings, this area of tne licensee's program appears to be
adequate, and the previously identified inspector followup item in this area
(50-416/82-03-05) is closed.

4.1.1.2 Technical Support Center (TSCJ

This area was inspected with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

The inspection involved review of licensee emergency plans and procedures, a tour
and physical inspection of the Technical Support Center (TSC), and discussion
with licensee representatives.

The TSC is located within the Control Room (CR) design envelope, and apparently
meets the same habitability criteria as the CR. It appears that personnel can
move quickly and safely between the CR and TSC. Communications systems were in
place and operable at the time of the inspection. Telephone systems included
the ENS (in the NRC area), dedicated voice links between the TSC and CR, and
plant and commercial phones. The inspector noted that emergency supplies and
equipment were on hand; also emergency plans and procedures, forms, and other
documents and drawings were available in the TSC.

NRC has been assigned one space at the operations table and one space at the dose
assessment table in the TSC. In addition, communications systems have been
installed in the designated NRC work area. The licensee plans to use status
boards as a means of displaying information until the SPDS is installed. The
previous identified inspector followup item in this area (50-416/81-44-08 and
50-417/81-19-08) is closed.

Based on the review and inspection of the TSC, this phase of the licensee's
program for ERF's is appears to be adequate and item 50-416/82-03-05 is closed.

4.1.1.3 Operations Support Center (OSC)

- This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements in 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

This area was evaluated through review of the Emergency Plan and Procedures,
discussion with licensee representatives, and inspection of the facilities.

The OSC facilities are located as specified in EPP 10-S-01-26, Offsite Emergency
Personnel Response. The Primary OSC is in the Maintenance Building. Chemistry,
Health Physics, and Environmental personnel use the Health Physics Lab. The
Health Physics Lab also serves as a backup OSC if the Maintenance Building
becomes uninhabitable. Telephone and radio communications are available between
the OSC and other Emergency Response Facilities. The previously identified
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-05) is closed.
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Functional control of the OSC is describcd in Section 6.2 of EPP 10-S-01-7,
Activation of Emergency Facilities. The previously identified inspector followup
item in this area (50-416/81-44-01 and 50-417/81-19-01) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this part of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

4.1.1.4 Emergency Operations Facility (EOF)

This area was inspected with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II H.

The inspector took a tour of the interim EOF which is located in tne trai..ing
building south of the plant complex. During the tour, the inspector noted work
locations, space availability and work area layout, radiation control provisions,
emergency supplies and equipment, and status boards.

The status boards were checked for size and clarity and appeared to be adequate.
Provisions are made far display of sufficient data and space Icf t for some trend
indications. There s a window between the Offsite Emergency Coordinator's (OEC)
office and the main 70F room. A tray beneath the window makes it possible to
pass material betweea the rooms. It is also possible to carry on a conversation
between the rooms. Based on the above findings, the previously identified
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/81-44-10 and 50-417/81-19-10) is
closed.

The inspector also reviewed provisions for assessir.g airborne levels of
radioactive material at the EOF. Air sampling equipment is on hand at the E0F
and directions for types of surveys are found in Paragraph 6.3.5 of
EPP 10-S-01-15, Site Access Point Operations. The previously identified
improvement item in this area (50-416/82-27-02) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate, and the previous inspector followup item in this area 50-416/82-03-05
is closed.

4.1.1.5 Post Accident Coolant Sampling and Analysis

4.1.1.6 Containment Air Sampling and Analysis

The post-accident reactor coolant and containment sampling and analysis program
was reviewed pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8), 10 CFR 50,
Appendix E Paragraph IV.E; and selected criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.I.

The inspector interviewed and discussed post-accident coolant and containment
sampling and analysis and related facilities and equipment with the licensee
Plant Chemist, a senior radiochemist and a subcontractor chemistry specialist
assigned to the program. Those interviewed indicated that the licensee selected
and procured a Technology for Emergency Corporation (TEC) post-accident
monitoring system which provided gamma detectors for on-stream gas and liquid
monitoring, instrumentation for isotopic analysis, measurement of hydrogen
concentration in non-condensable gases, gas and coolant grab samples, sample
dilution (1000:1), and analyzers for conductivity, pH, and chloride. Boron would
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~ be analyzed in the hot' laborat'ory. Except for.the grab sample capability, the
~

system was. operated remotely. The sample panel and sample cask were lead
shielded and it appeared that operator dose rate would be consistent with ALARA.
If grab samples were required, a lead shielded cask mounted on a motorized sample
cart was provided for transporting highly radioactive liquid and gas samples to
the hot laboratory.

At the time of the inspection the post-accident hardware was in place except for
the on-line detectors and chloride panel. According to the licensee
representatives these components were expected to be delivered within a two-week
period, and at that time the system would be calibrated and tested.

During the walkthrough, the licensee demonstrated that grab samples could be
obtained and analyzed in the hot laboratory. It appeared that samples requiring
analysis in the hot laboratory could be collected and analyzed within a
three (3)-hour period. Once the remote sample system was operable, samples could
be analyzed in a much shorter time frame.

Based on the above findings, the post-accident coolant and containment sampling
and analysis program is deficient. The following actions must be taken to
achieve an acceptable program:

Prior to exceeding the 5.0% power level, the Post-Accident Sampling and
Monitoring System shall be fully operable; that is, all components in place
and operating properly, calibration and system testing completed, all
required laboratory equipment in place, and a sufficient number of personnel
trained to provided qualified operators available on each shift
(50-416/82-57-02).

4.1.1.7 Particulate Effluent Sampling and Analysis

4.1.1.8 Post-Accident Liquid Effluent Sampling and Analysis

The post-accident liquid and gaseous effluent sampling and analysis system was
reviewed in accordance with NRC Regulations and criteria specified in
Section 4.1.1.5 and 4.1.1.6 above.

The inspector reviewed procedures and discussed particulate and liquid effluent
sampling and analysis with the licensee plant chemist.

The gaseous effluent release points were identified as follows: Radwaste
Building; Turbine Building; Fuel Handling area and Auxiliary Building; and
Containment Building. Each of these areas are monitored for particulate, iodine,
and noble gases. The monitoring systems consist of a General Electric (GE)
System for low level monitoring of particulate, iodine and noble gases, a Special
Particulate Iodine Noble Gas (SPING-4) System for intermediate-level monitoring
and an Accident Range Monitor (AXM) for high level monitoring of noble gases.
These systems were originally tied throu,h a newly developed Air Moni or Panel
for isotopic purposes. Each system also had a grab sample port close to the vent
line for special sampling and an on-line direct radiation monitor which would
autamatically isolate the system (except the standby gas treatment system) when a
predetermined radioactive set point was reached.
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At the time of the inspection the SPING-4 and AXM monitoring system sample lines
were being piped to bypass the Air Monitor Panel because of instrument problems;
however, the GE monitoring system remained fully operational.

The liquio effluent system is monitored and sampled through a sample bank which
pulls liquid samples from each radioactive liquid storage tank. This system is
used for routine sampling and the licensee representative felt that in case of a
post-accident condition, appropriate precautions could be taken in collecting and
analyzing samples on an "as need basis," from this system.

Based on the above findings, the post-accident effluent sampling and analysis
program appears to be adequate.

4.1.1.9 Offsite Laboratory Facilities

The offsite laboratory facilities were reviewed in accordance with the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E.2; and
criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.H.6.C.

The inspector discussed the offs'te laboratory facility capabilities with the
Site Emergency Planning Coordinator. The inspector verified, as documented in
7.0, " Emergency Facilities and Equipment" of the Emergency Plan, the licensee had
developed a method for establishing offsite laboratory facility assistance in the
event of a radiological emergency in which the inplant laboratory became
uninhabitable.

.

The licensee has some on-site capability which includes radiation counting
equipment in the emergency locker at OSC which could be transported to the Site
Access Point (SAP) or E0F. Also at the SAP there is an NaI crystal which could
be placed in a lead shield and connected to the licensee's multichannel analyzer
and computer. The licensee indicated laboratory support was available from the
Arkansas Power and Light Company and Louisiana Power and Light Company
facilities. The Mississippi State Board of Health and the Louisiana Nuclear
Energy Division Mobile Laboratories could be dispatched to the vicinity of the
plant within 2-4 hours of notification and provide environmental monitoring and
beta gamma emmiters (including iodine) monitoring. Additional mobile
laboratories with increased monitoring capabilities are available from DOE Region
III in Oak Ridge, TN (within 12 hours of notification) and EPA Region IV in
Montgome ry , AL, (within S hours of notification). The licensee verifies
periodically that these designated facilities continue to be available for
emergency use.

Based on the above findings, the offsite laboratory facility area of the licensee
emergency preparedness program appears to be adequate. The previous inspector
followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-07) is closed.

4.1.2 Protective Facilities

4.1.2.1 Assembly / Reassembly Areas

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.J.

!
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Assembly areas are discussed in EPP-11,15,16, and 25; however, it appears that
they are not addressed in the Emergency Plan. Assembly areas are designated
based upon the type of evacuation and depends on whether personnel are classified
as non-emergency or emergency personnel. During limited evacuation,
non-emergency and emergency personnel from the affected areas report to the HP
Lab for monitoring and accountability. Personnel in unaffected areas report as
directed by supervision or by the Emergency Director over the site PA system.
During site accountability non-emergency personnel report to the OSC (Maintenance
Shop) for accountability, then take action as directed. Emergency personnel
report to the designated ERF. Guidelines on control and operation of the SAP are
provided. The designated assembly areas are primarily used for accountability
and radiological monitoring. According to licensee representatives, the Bechtel
security guardhouse is considered as an alternate location for the SAP. This has
not been designated in the EP or EPP, however. The previously identified
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-27-03) remains open as an
emergency preparedness improvement item pending establishment of an alternate
assembly area.

Based on the above findings, the previously identified inspector followup item in
this area (50-416/82-03-08) which related to the establishment of a program that
provides for protective facilities such as assembly areas is closed.

4.1.2.2 Medical Treatment Facilities

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50(b)(12);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.L.

Two medical treatment facilities are provided. The primary facility is located
at the 93 foot level of the Control Building ir the Health Physics Access Control
Area. The room is loce',ed across the hall from the Health Physics Lab, near the
Decontamination Area, and is accessible to stretcher-carried patients.
Communications are available in the Medical Treatment Room and in the HP Lab.

EPP-19, Personnel Inju ry , provides instructions to be used in various kinds of
accident conditions. Frisking instruments and decontamination procedures will be
available from the Decontamination Area or HP Lab. Medical supplies and
equipment are provided as listed in Appendix B of the Emergency Plan and as
listed on the appropriate forms (HP-1010 and HP-1011).

Alternate treatment facilities are located in the Maintenance Shop which serves
as the OSC in an emergency. Medical and decontamination equipment and supplies
are provided. A shower is available near the opposite end of the building.

,

Emergency dosimetry would be provided from the HP Lab in the Control Building and
from the OSC Emergency Kit in the Maintenance Shop.

Potassium Iodide supplies are maintained in the Emergency Kits and at locations'

: specified in Emergency Plan Procedures 10-S 01-20, Administration of Thyroid
Blocking Agents. A licensee representative stated that multi-media first aid
training is provided as part of emergency training for emergency personnel.

Based on the above findings, this part of the licensee's program appears to be
! adequate, and the previously identified inspector followup item in this area

(50-416/82-03-09) is closed.

|
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4.1.2.3 Decontamination Facilities

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8),
(10), and (11); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in
NUREG 0654, Sections II.J and K,

The inspector evaluated this area chrough a review of the Emergency Plan and
Procedures, discussion with licensee representatives, and an inspection of the
facilities.

The primary decontamination facility is located at the 93 foot level of the
Control Building in the Health Physics Access Control Area. Portal monitors are
in place and friskers are available. Sink; and showers are available, including
one shower which will accommodate a stretcher or a gurney. Decontamination
supplies and procedures are available, and Health Physics assistance is available
if required. Drains from the sink and showers run to the liquid radwaste system.
Drums will be provided for solid waste. Replacement clothing is available in a
cabinet.

Decontamination supplies are available in the Medical Treatment Room in the
Maintenance Shop (OSC). A shower is also available in the building which drains
to the normal drain system. A licensee representative stated that, if required,
the drain could be monitored. Decontamination supplies for personnel and vehicle
use are provided with the Site Access Point emergency kits.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate, and the previously identified inspector followup item in this area

(50-416/82-03-10) is closed.

4.1.3 Expanded Support Facilities

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(13);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.C.

The inspector discussed this area with licensee representatives. Since
nonessential personnel will not be on site, office space and resources in the
Administrative Building will be used for non plant augmentee personnel. There
will be space for several hundred personnel in the Emergency Services Center,
which also includes the permanent EOF. A capability will exist for up to 360
telephones in this facility. The previously identified inspector followup item

in this area (50-416/82-03-11) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

4.1.4 News Center

The news center area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50,
Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E: and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.G. The review
and discussions were held with the MP&L Vice President for In formational
Services. The review included determining the provisions MP&L had made for the
news media center to include such considerations as: telephone service,
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electrical supply to carry TV load, copying, public address system, audio-visual
equipment, and security measures which include media badging and crowd control.
No problems or concerns were noted in the review.

Based on the above findings, this area appears to be adequate. The previous
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-12) is closed.

4.2 Emergency Equipment

4.2.1 Assessment Equipment

4.2.1.1 Emergency Kits and Emergency Survey Instrumentation

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8),
(9), and (10); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraphs IV.B and E; and criteria in
NUREG 0654, Sections II.H and I.

| The inspector reviewed the Emergency Plan and Emergency Plan Procedure EPP-24,
'

reviewed kit inventories, and inspected various emergency kits.

All kits inspected were fotnd to be adaquately stocked. Contents were as
specified in the Plan and Inventory Listing. Instruments were checked and found
to be in current calibration and operable. Ion chamber and GM instruments are
provided in the kits for detection and measurement of radiation. TLD's were
found in the OSC and SAP kits. TLD's could be provided from the HP Office for
reentry teams.

i

Silver-impregnated silica gel cartridges are used by plant teams to collect
airborne radiciodines. The Corporate teams use silver zeolite. The potential
difference in response of these two different types of media to iodine, and
potential calibration problems were mentioned to licensee representatives.

Calibration procedures are in use for all instruments stocked in the emergency
kits. EPP-24 assigns responsibilities and schedules for inspections and

1 inventories of emergency equipment and facilities.

Based on the above findings, this part of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate, and the previously identified inspector followup item in this area
(50-416/82-03-13) is closed; however, the following item should be considered for
improvement:

| Evaluate and compare the response of silver zeolite and silver-impregnated
i silica gel sample media to iodines, to include potential impact on detection

system calibration (50-416/82-57-03).

4.2.1.2 Area and Process Radiation Monitors
1

The area and process radiation monitors were reviewed with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and;

criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

| The inspector toured the facility and observed that area radiation monitors
( ARM's), including the high range dry well and containment monitors were

. .. _._ . - . . - _ - _ _ _ _ _ -- - _ - - _ _ _ - -
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installed. Readouts were available in the control room and the upper cable
spread room. Other ARM's were installed, calibrated and operational with
readouts located in the control room. Correlation has been developed between
high range monitor readings and containment dry-well activity concentration. The
previously identified improvement item in this area (50-416/82-27-04) is closed.

Potential release pathways are monitored for low range releases of radioactivity
by standard effluent monitors (see section 4.1.1.7 and 4.1.1.8 above). Based on
these findings the previously identified inspector followup item in this area

(50-416/82-03-14) is closed.

The inspector determined from discussions with licensee representatives and by
physical inspection of facilities that the high range monitoring system for each
vent point had not been completed. At the time of the inspection the licensee
lacked completion of piping runs and installation of instrumentation. A licensee
representatives stated the final work on the system should be completed within
two or three weeks.

Based on the above findings this area of the licensee's program is deficient.
The following action must be taken to achieve an acceptable program:

Prior to exceeding 5% power, the high range monitoring system (AXM) shall be
installed, calibrated, and acceptance testing completed (50-416/82-57-04).

4.2.1.3 Non-Radiation Process Monitors

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(5),
(8), and (9); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraphs IV.B and E; and the criteria in
NUREG 0654, Sections II.E, H, and I.

The inspector reviewed procedures and discussed this area with licensee
representatives. The inspector reviewed procedure 10-S-01-10, Natural
Occurrences, and determined that the procedure includes actions to be taken on
alarms occurring for the drywell operating basis or safe shutdown earthquakes.
Based on this finding, the previously identified improvement items
(50-416/82-27-05) in this t rea are closed.

The licensee program for non-radiological process monitors appear adequate at
this time. Inspector followup item 50-416/82-03-15 is closed.

. - - _ - - -

| 4.2.1.4 Meteorological Instrumentation
|

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraphs IV.B and E; and criteria in NUREG 0654,
Section II.H and Appendix 2, NUREG 0696, NUREG 0737, and Regulatory Guides 1.23
and 1.97.

The inspector reviewed licensee planning information, licensee procedures, and
discussed the meteorological area with licensee representatives. The inspector
reviewed EPP No. 10-S-01-12, Revision 3, Offsite Dose Calculations, dated
7/30/82. The procedure has been revised to include the definition of sigma-theta

. _ _ .. _ _ _ _
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and its use to determine atmospheric stability class for dose calculation
purposes. The previously identified improvement item in this area (50-416/
82-03-16) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

4.2.2 Protective Equipment

4.2.2.1 Respiratory Protection

This area was inspected with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10)
and (11); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in NUREG 0654,
Sections H and G.

Self-contained breathing devices are reserved for emergency use in the Control
Room and OSC. Spare bottles are available and the capability for refilling
bottles by an air cascade recharging system is currently being installed in the
OSC. Additional SCBA's are available in the fire kits. The TSC does not have
any SCBA's, but escape respirators are available.

Training and fit testing for respirator use is provided for emergency workers.

Based on the above findings, this area appears acceptable and the previously
identified inspector followup item (50-416/8. 03-17) in this area is closed.

4.2.2.2 Protective Clothing

The area of protective clothing was reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in
NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

Protective clothing is stored and available for emergency use in the Control
Room, OSC, and TSC. The clothing is inventoried monthly. A contractor will
provide protective clothing during normal operations which will also be available
for emergency use. At this time there are approximately 6,000 pairs of

: protective clothing stored onsite which will be available for emergency use.

Based on the above findings, this area appears adequate and the prviously
identif f ed inspector followup item (50-416/82-03-18) in this area is closed.

!
4.2.3 Communi_ cations'

This area of the licensee's program was evaluated against the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(6), Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria is NUREG 0654,
Section II.F.

Section 7.5 of the Emergency Plan discusses communications systems to include
commercial telephones, MP&L company telephones, dedicated telephone systems, and
VHF and UHF radio capabilities. The licensee has a 24-hour per-day capability to
notify NRC, state, and local agencies. Backup communication systems for
contacting NRC, state and local government agencies exist.
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The inspector also reviewed the licensee's program for communications drills.
The licensee's provisions for communications drills are found in Section 8.3.2 of
the Emergency Plan. The inspector reviewed documentation of the monthly
communications drills held during the period March-June 1982. The inspector
noted from the selected records examined that followup action had been taken on
problems observed during the drills.

The inspector also discussed communications systems and procedures with control
room personnel . All personnel interviewed appeared knowledgeable of system
operation and procedures. The inspector had no further comments on this matter.

Based on the above findings, this portion of the licensee's program appears
adequate. The previous inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-19) is
closed.

4.2.4 Emergency Corrective Action

Corrective actions were reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and criteria in
NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

Section 7.9 of the Plan has been revised to include the location of the damage
control equipment cabinets. EPP-24, however, had not been revised to spe-ify the
location of the kits. A licensee representative indicated that once they decided
on the permanen' iocation of the kits, it would be specified in the EPP. The
inspector observed the location of the kits and interviewed members of the damage
control team. The kits are presently located in the Maintenance Shop and
personnel were familiar with their locations.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears
adequate, and the previously identified inspector followup items in this area

(50-416/82-03-20 and 50-416/82-27-06) are closed.

4.2.5 Reserve Emergency Supplies and Equipment

The area of reserve emergency supplies and equipment was reviewed with respect to
the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E;
and criteria in NUREG 0654, Section II.H.

In the first phase of an emergency, the licensee plans to rely on supplies and
equipment maintained onsite to support emergency operations. The licensee plans
to obtain further supplies and equipment from the Middle South Utilities System,
nearby vendors and other utilities via the INPO Fixed Facility Agreement.

The licensee's onsite supplies are generally controlled by the Min / Max
computerized inventory system. Administrative Procedure 01-S-09-1, Procurement
of Material . Equipment and Services, describes the administration of materials
program. Minimum and maximum levels of supplies have been established. The
computer prints a weekly listing of all supplies which are at or below the
minimum levels. Any of the craft and service organizations can independently
draw items from the system.

__
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The inspector reviewed the computer listing of materials maintained by the
system. Some items of common use by different organizations were considered to
have marginal minimum levels established and the listing did not appear to be
ccmplete.

The inspector discussed the levels and type of supplies with licensee personnel.
The licensee was in the process of entering other supplies, already available
onsite, into the Min / Max inventory system. The licensee representative indicated
that the emergency reserve needs and reorder delay time considerations have been
factored into the establishment of the minimum levels.

Based on the above findings, this area appears adequate; however, the following
area should be considered for improvement:

The licensee should continue the process of including all sur ,. lies and
equipment used to support emergency operations in the Min / Max System along
with the specification of appropriate minimum stockage levels
(50-416/82-57-05).

4.2.6 Emergency Transportation

Emergency Transportation was reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(8); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E. Paragraph IV.E, and criteria in
NUREG-0654, Section II.H.

The inspector reviewed licensee procedures relevant to emergency transportation
and discussed the emergency transportation program with licensee representatives.
EPP-28, Control of Designated Emergency Vehicles, contains guidance on the
administration and control of emergency venicles. During a previous inspection
(NRC Inspection Report 50-416/82-27) it was noted that the Pian did not contain
appropriate references to these emergency vehicles. Section 7.11 of the Plan has
been revised to include reference to emergency vehicles. Improvement Item
50-416/82-27-07 is now closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensees' program appears adequate
and the previously identified inspector followup item in this area
(50-416/82-03-21) is closed.

5.0 Procedures

5.1 General Content and Format

The area of general content and format of implementing procedures was reviewed
with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E,
Section IV.B; and the criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.C, D. H and I.

The licensee's emergency plan implementing procedures generally specified the
individual or organizational element having the authority and responsibility for
performing the tasks covered by the procedure.

Emergency Action Levels (EALs) and Protective Action Guides (PAGs) were specified
along with the emergency actions or protective actions to be impiemented. Action
steps appear to be displayed in a step-by-step sequential fashion.
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Procedures generally described and highlighted the prerequisities and conditions
that must exist before the specified actions are to be performed, as well as the
precautions and limitations to be observed during the performance of the actions.

Guidelines were provided for each area in which the user of the procedure is
permitted to exercise judgment-in the implementation of specific actions, the
application of protective actions or the reenmmendation of protective actions.
Routine procedures generally did not indicate levels that would alert the user
that an EAL had been reached. For example, the chemistry procedures do not alert
the user to the emergency classification status and the reporting requirements if
greater than 0.2 pCi/ml dose equivalent I-131 is routir21y measured. Also
radiation monitoring procedures do not indicate to the team when field
measurements corresponds to an emergency classification.

Implementing procedures refer the user to other procedures already in existence
(chemistry, health physics, etc.) to complete detailed actions. Those references
generally appeared in the body of the procedure at the point at which
implementation of the other function or procedure it to be performed or
considered. References were available to the user.

The procedures had sign-of f sheets, data sheets and checklists where appropriate.

Based on the above findings, this area appears to be adequate; however, the
following item should be considered for improvement:

Where appropriate, the routine procedures should be revised to alert the

user that an EAL has been reached (50-416/82-57-06).

5.2 Emergency, Alarm and Abnormal Occurrence Procedures

The emergency, alarm and abnormal occurrence procedures were reviewed with
respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E,
Paragraph IV.B: and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.D, H and I.

During a previous inspection (NRC Inspection Report 50-416/82-27) it was noted
that abnormal operating procedures (Off Normal Event Procedures) referenced the
Emergency Plan Implementing Procedures (EPP) in c generalized manner. Further,

there was no emergency procedure for complete loss of DC power. The emergency
,

procedures (EP), alarm procedures and off normal event procedures weret

reevaluated. The Off Normal Event Procedures have now been formally issued for
use. References to the EPPs still tend to be generalized by statements; such as,

| "This procedure may interface with the Emergency Plan"

The licensee had elected to include specific references to the EPPs in the Alarm
Procedures and not the Emergency Procedures. The rationale was that there was an;

alarm which corresponded to each EAL and thus the emergency classification. It
was recognized that all EALs were not necessarily signaled by an alarm; these arer

generally covered by of f normal event proceudres.

| The inspector, along with operations personnel, tested some of the alarm
i procedures to determine if they appropriately referenced the EPPs. All of the

alarm procedures tested containing parametric values which corresponded to EALs
appeared to reference the EPPs; however, those alarm procedures containing

|
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non parametric values did not direct the operator to EPPs. Based on the above
findings, the previously identified inspector followup item in this area
(50-416/82-03-23) remains open as an emergency preparedness improvement item
pending appropriate revision of alarm procedures.

5.3 Implementing Instruction

The area of implementing instructions was reviewed with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.B and the
criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.C, D, H and I.

There were implementing instructions for each class of emergency contained in
EPP-2, -3, -4, and -5. Implementing instructions are written for the Emergency
Director.

The implementing instructions included the scope of the authority and
responsibilities in the Emergency Director and orchestrated the implementation of
othar procedures.

The instructions describe the specific emergency action levels and planned
response actions required to be considerd or implemented in response to each
class of emergency.

EPP-1 was reviewed and compared with Appendix 1 of NUREG-0654 to ensure that
events were classified in accordance with the NUREG criteria. The licensee's
classification appeared to address the major initiating conditions in Appendix 1
of NU UG-0654. Event classification and initiating conditions will be included
in the NRC Emergency Plan review.

Based on the above findings, this portion of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate, and the previously identified inspector followup item (50-416/82-03-24)
in this area is closed.

5.4 Emergency Plan Implementing Procedures

5.4.1 Notification

i This area of the licensee's program was reviewed with respect to the requirements
of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(5) and (6); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.D; and the
criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.E, F, H and J.

The inspector reviewed the licensee's procedures relating to notification of both
the plant staff and offsite response personnel. The inspector also discussed
this matter with licensee representatives. All personnel interviewed appeared to
understand the licensee's program for notification, and the system available to
make such notification.

Based on the above finding, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
| adequate. The previously identified inspector followup item in this area

(50-416/82-03-25) is closed.
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5.4.1.1 Alerting and Notification System

:

The licensee's system for alerting and notifying the general public in an
emergency is specified in Section 7.5.4 of the Emergency Plan. The system
consists of sirens and tone alert radios. Forty-one sirens have been placed in
the 10-mile EPZ (28 in Mississippi and 13 in Louisiana). Tone alert radios have
been placed in areas of high population density such as hospitals, schools,
banks, and selected businesses. There are 26 tone alert radios in Louisiana and
42 in Mississippi.

The siren system vendor is the Alerting Communications of America Company (ACA).
The systems are the rotational type and according to licensee information rotate
at about 3 to 4 revolutions per minute. Licensee records indicated the system
was tested prior to and during the 1981 full scale exercise. The inspector

j reviewed selected test results and acceptance criteria for the tests. According
i to licensee representatives further sound level measurements studies were
2 conducted in December 1981 at each siren location. As a result of the study

several sirens were repositioned and additional sirens were installed in order to
optimize the system according to licensee representatives.

The inspector discussed use of the alert and notification system with a
representative of the Claiborne County Civil Defense Department. The individual
described the system operation and discussed the mechanism for authorizing,

use/ activation of the system. The county / parish government (s) in the 10 mile EPZ
is (are) currently responsible for operation of the system; however, maintenance
of the system is borne by the licensee. A local contractor in Port Gibson has
been hired by the licensee to perform required and scheduled maintenance on the
system. Licensee representatives indicated that the local government agencies
conduct periodic tests of the system. The licensee had no records of these tests
and indicated such recordkeeping was a local government responsibility. The
licensee was reminded that it is a licensee responsibility to ensure that an,

adequate alerting and notification system exists to include assurance that tests
are conducted at the proper frequency. The merits of closely following the test

| program was pointed out.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program is acceptable.

5.4.2 Assessment Actions

: This area of the licensee's program was reviewed pursuant to the requirements in
; 10 CFR 50.47(b); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, paragraph IV.B, and the criteria in
i

NUREG-0654, Section II, I and II.K.

'

Based on the findings presented in section 5.4.2.1 through 5.4.2.13 below, the
licensee has demonstrated that a program involving necessary accident assessment
actions has been developed and incorporated into plans and procedures.
Consequently, the previous inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-26)

! has been closed.
!
l

.__
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5.4.2.1 Offsite Radiological Surveys

The area of offsite radiological surveys was reviewed with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8), (9) and (11): 10 CFR 50, Appendix E,
Paragraph IV.B and E; and criteria of NUREG-0654, Section II. H, I and K.

The inspector reviewed procedures EPP-10-S-01-14, Offsite Radiological Monitoring
and Corporate Procedure 6.14, Radiological Assessment Field Team Monitoring,
reviewed monitoring kit contents and discussed the program with licensee
representatives. According to the procedure, the team dispatched from the plant
has the capability to perform analysis of radioiodines and particulates in the
field. The procedure states that field teams are to use the nearest pay phone as
means for backup communications. The equipment list in the procedure provides,

for a roll of dimes to make phone calls. Data sheets are to be returned to the'

SAP Coordinator or Radiation Emergency Manager.
i

Based on the above findings, the previously identified improvement items (50-416/
82-27-09, 50-416/82-27-10 and 50-416/82-27-11) in this area are closed.

5.4.2.2 Onsite (Out-of Plant) Surveys

This area was reviewed and considered adequate during the special emergency
preparedness inspection of April 1982. No further reviews were conducted during
this inspection.

1

5.4.2.3 In-Plant Radiological Surveys
f

The area of in plant radiological surveys was reviewed with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(8) and (11); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph
IV.E and criteria of NUREG-0654, Section II.K.

The inspector reviewed procedures EPP 10-S-01-13, Onsite Radiological Monitoring,
RPP 08-S-02-50, Dose Rate Surveys, RPP 08-S-02-51, Contamination Surveys and
RPP 08-S-02-52, Airborne Radioactivity Surveys.

EPP 10-S-01-13 references RPP 08-5-02-21, 08-S-02-22 and 08-S-02-24; however,
correct procedures for conducting dose rate, contaimination and airborne surveys
are RPP 08-S-02-50, 51, and 52. Discussions with the licensee indicated that
numbering of the procedures had been changed and the HEP procedure did not reflect
that change. EPP 10-S-01-13 was revised while the NRC appraisal team was onsite
and identified the proper RPP procedures.

Data record forms to be used by the in plant monitoring teams were not provided
in the procedure nor was the appropriate HP form number. The procedure was being
revised to include the form number. Provision for collection of data sheets was
addressed in the procedure. Based on this finding, the previously identified
improvement item (50-416/82-27-12) is closed.

Based on the above findings this area of the licensees program appears adequate;
however the following item should be considered for improvement:
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Revise survey procedures to either (1) include survey forms or (2) reference
form number and specify the place where the form may be obtained
(50-416/82-57-07).

5.4.2.4 Primary Coolant Sampling

5.4.2.5 Primary Coolant Sampling and Analysis

5.4.2.6 Containment Air Sampling

5.4.2.7 Containment Air Sampling and Analysis

The post-accident coolant and containment sampling and analysis program was
reviewed pursuant to the requirement of 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E;
and selected criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.I.

The inspector reviewed the recently developed post-accident procedure,
08-S-04-904, " Post Accideret Monitoring System (PAMS) Operations," 08-S-04-905,
" Post Accident Sampling / Analysis," and Chemistry Instruction Procedures
referenced in the above procedures. These procedures were evaluated by the
inspector during a walk through to determine personnel familiarity with the
procedures and procedural applicability.

Procedures 08-S-04-904 and 08-S-04-905 listed above provided direction for
calibrating, standardizing and operating the post-accident monitoring system
includir.g grab sampling and on-line analysis. The procedure detailed operating
techniques, sample points, counting subsystems, channel sequence of tasks,
functions to be performed, special equipment requirements, safety guides,
radioactive limits, health physics responsibilities, elements to be analyzed,
proper labeling, logging and documentation of samples, contamination and
radiation precautions and hot laboratory techniques.

Collection and analytical procedures used both for grab samples and hot
laboratory analysis or on-stream analysis, as indicated by the licensee, could be
completed within a three (3) hour period.

| Based on the above findings, the post-accident coolant and containment sampling
and analysis procedures appear to be adequate.

5.4.2.8 Post Accident Stack Effluent Sampling

5.4.2.9 Post Accident-Stack Effluent Sampling Analysis

The post-accident stack effluent and analysis program was reviewed pursuant to
; the requirements of 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E and selected criteria
! in NUREG-0654, Section II.I.
|

| The inspector reviewed Surveillance Procedures 06-CH-SV41-M-0013, "Radwaste
i Building Ventilation Exhaust Gaseous Isotopic," 06-CH-SV41-M-0017, " Gaseous
i Release Points Iodine and Particulate," and 06-CH-ID17-V-0032, "INOP Gaseous

Monitor Analysis." These procedures were used for routine sampling and could be

:

{
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used for post-accident sampling provided that proper precautions and controls
were implemented. The inspector discussed radiation control problems which could
be encountered while securing, transporting and counting samples. Procedural
controls could be used to make improvements in this area. This matter is
discussed further in section 5.4.3.1.

The currently planned system would be capable of monitoring for particulate,
iodine and noble gases and to cover low, intermediate and high range activity by
using three separate monitoring systems. Readout instruments (cpm) and recorders
were located in the control room and conversion graphs were available to convert
cpm to pC1/sec.

The current procedure for effluent sampling requires modification. The procedure
as written fails to incorporate changes resulting from system modification. A
licensee representative acknowledged that these changes were necessary.

Based on the above findings, the following deficiency must be corrected in order
to achieve an acceptable program:

Existing stack effluent sampling and analysis procedures fail to reflect the
operation of the sampling / analysis system as it is currently designed

(50-416/82-57-08).

5.4.2.10 Post Accident Liquid Effluent Sampling

5.4.2.11 Post Accident Liquid Effluent Sampling Analysis

The post-accident liquid effluent sampling and analysis program was reviewed
pursuant to the requirements of 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.E; and
selected criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.I.

The inspector reviewed and discussed the liquid effluent sampling and analysis
procedures with the licensee representative. Surveillance Procedures
06-CH-SG17-0-0641 through 06-CH-SG17-0-0045 detailed the routine sampling and
analysis of the liquid effluent stored in the various hot storage tanks to
determine the radioactivity content of each batch of radioactive liquid waste
prior to its release to unrestricted areas.

A licensee representative indicated that due to design and capacity
considerations disposal of liquid radioactive effluents should not pose a

i problem. The licensee representative further stated that methods used for
routine sampling and analysis could be modified to accomodate the post accident
situation or if necessary new procedures could be developed since disposal of
liquid wastes would not likely be an immediate problem.

Based on the above finding, the liquid effluent sampling and analysis area of the
licensee's program appears to be adequate.

; 5.4.2.12 Radiological and Environmental Monitoring Program
i

The above area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR
50.47(b)(19): 10 CFR 50, Appendix E. Paragraph IV.B; and specific criteria in
NUREG-0654, Section II.I.

|
t
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The Grand Gulf Nuclear Station has a routine environmental monitoring network
which includes 84 TLD stations,11 air sampling stations, wat::r sampling sites,
sediment and vegetation sampling. This network will be used in emergencies.
Procedures 08-S-06-1, 2, 4, 5, 10 for environmental monitoring address methods
for taking samples. Analysis of samples are performed under contract by
Eberline, Inc. During and after an accident certain activities in the
environmental program would be the same as normal operations; however, other
activities to include the frequency of sampling would be increased depending on
the emergency situation. Although the emergency plan addresses organization and
use of offsite monitoring teams the procedures do not clearly address
responsibilities nor do they spell out the expected functions of the
environmental programs in a post accident situation. Additional analysis and
monitoring resources will be provided as necessary by Arkansas Power and Light
Company.

Based on the above findings, this area appears acceptable; however, the following
area should be considered for improvement:

Procedures should be revised to specify clearly the expected responsibility
and function of the environmental program in a post accident situation
(50-416/82-57-09).

5.4.2.13 Dose Projection

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(9);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.B; and the criteria of NUREG-0654, Section
II.I.

Procedure EPP 10-S-0-12, Offsite Dose , Calculations (ERFIS Computer Backup) was
reviewed by the inspector. The procedure provides for the implementation of the
accident assessment scheme. The dose assessment calculation is - based on a
straight line gaussian model using actual meteorological data. Section 6.2 on
source term does not explicitly address how to obtain the source term from
release point information available.in the Control Room. Training of personnel
involved in making dose calculations instructs the individual in what monitors

; should be read and how to read the graphs which provide activity concentrations.
!

| The procedure identifies information neeaed to make calculations such as
~

'

meterological data and survey data. The procedure addresses action levels and
j protective action guides for making recommendations. Default and empirical data
l are p"ovided in the event of instrument failure and there are provisions for

incorporating field monitoring data when available. Based on the above
information, the previously identified improvement item (50-416/82-27-08) is
closed.

The computerized method of dose calculation (ERFIS) is still not installed but is
planned to be operational by October 1982.

This area appears adequate; however, the following item should be considered for.
improvement:

.
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Provide instructions for determining - source term (Section 6.2 of EPP
10-S-0-12) from monitor readouts in the Control Room (50-416/82-57-10).

5.4.3 ' Protective Action

The area of emergency protective actions involves procedures required for
radiation protection during emergencies, evacuation of owner controlled areas,
personnei accountability, personnel monitoring and decontamination and onsite
first aid and rescue. The licensee's procedures for protective actions during
emergencies were reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10)
and (11): 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.B and criteria in NUREG-0654,
Section II.J, K and L.

Accountability, evacuation, monitoring and decontamination of personnel in the
protected area appears adequate; however, locations outside the protected area
such as the administration building and Unit 2 construction site are not
adequately addressed in the procedures. Evacuation of the entire site' is
addressed in EPP 10-S-01-11; but control of those people outside the protected
area are not addressed. Accountability, according to EPP 10-S-01-16 will only be
performed inside the protected area. Only those individuals evacuating the
protected area will be directed to the Site Access Point (SAP) for monitoring and
decontamination. This program area is discussed further in subsection 5.4.3.3
below.

Based on a review of licensee records, review of licensee procedures, and
discussions with licensee representatives the licensee appears to have
established a system of procedures related to the overall area of protective
action; therefore the previously identified inspector followup item in this area
is closed (50-416/82-03-27).

5.4.3.1 Radiation Protection During Emergencies

Radiation protection during emergencies was evaluated in accordance with the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(11), and NUREG-0654, Section II.K.

An overall procedure governing the implementation of the radiation protection
program during emergencies was not available. Routine radiation protection,

! procedures referenced do not reflect applicability during emergencies. Personnel
[ dosimetry, exposure records, access control, dose assessment and limiting of
f exposure are only covered in standard procedures and only with regard to normal
i operating conditions.

| EPP 10-S-01-18, Personnel Search and Rescue, provides formal procedures for
permitting exposure of personnel to emergency exposure limits.,

,

| Based on the above findings, this portion of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate; however, the following item should be considered for improvement:'

Develop an overall procedure for radiation protection during emergencies
which assigns responsibilities and priorities for health physics activities
(50-416/82-57-11).,

!

!
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'5.4.3.2 Evacuation of N ner Controlled Areas
~

- Evac atto obowner controlled areas was reviewed with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) and (11); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph
IV.B; and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.J, K and L.

The inspector reviewed the procedure EPP 10-S-01-11, Evacuation of Onsite
Personnel and Section 6.5. of the Emergency Plan and discussed evacuation with
the licensee.

The licensee procedures provide for evacuation and warning of personnel in the
owner controlled areas. Licensee security personnel are responsible for ensuring
personnel in the owner controlled areas are warned and evacuation action is
initiated. The security organization will be responsible for traffic control
during an evacuation. The licensee has worked with local and state government
agencies in ide.ntifying evacuation routes from the site.

Within the plant, signs are posted' stating "this way out." If alternate routes
must be taken for evacuation, announcements will be made over the PA system. The
plan and procedures indicate that transportation from the site will be via
personal automobiles. Based on this finding, the previously identified
improvement item in this area (50-416/82-27-14) is closed.

5.4.3.3 Personnel Accountability

The area of personnel accountability was discussed with licensee management
representatives at the entrance meeting. Licensee representatives indicated that
they were prepared to demonstrate personnel accountability by a drill. However,
the drill would only involve accounting for personnel within the Unit 1 protected
area and did not involve other onsite work areas in close proximity to the plant.
The inspector indicated that in order for the drill to be considered an
acceptable demonstration of personnel accountability that onsite work areas
outside the protected area must be included. This would include personnel in the
Administrative Building, Unit 2 Construction Site, and the Engineering Support
Building. In subsequent telephone conversation following the appraisal this
matter was discussed with MP&L corporate representatives. Licensee
representatives indicated that the personnel accountability system would be
expanded to include the other work areas onsite such as the Administrative
Building, Unit 2 Construction Site, and the Engineering Support Building. The
-licensee also indicated an accountability drill would be held in order to test
the system.

Based on these findings, the previously identified unresolved item
(50-416/81-44-08) is now closed and an emergency preparedness deficiency is
identified. The licensee was reminded that prior to exceeding 5% power that this
deficiency must be resolved.

~

Based on the above findings this area of the licensee program is deficient. The
following action must be taken to achieve an acceptable program:

Develop a personnel accountability system which includes all major onsite
work areas and demonstrate the workability of the system by a drill

~~

(50-416/82-57-12).
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5.4.3.4 Personnel Monitoring and Decontamination

The area of personnel monitoring and decontamination was reviewed with respect to
the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) and (11): 10 CFR 50, Appendix E,
Paragraph IV.B; and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.J, K and L.

The inspector reviewed EPP 10-S-01-21, Evacuating Personnel and Vehicle
Contamination Control, and Section 6.6 of the Emergency Plan. The procedures
provide for radiological monitoring and decontamination of non-emergency workers
evacuating from the site when directed by the Emergency Director. Licensee
representatives stated that the " site" includes only those locations within the
protected area. Personnel in the administration building, Unit 2 construction
areas and other locations outside the protected area will not be monitored and/or
decontaminated before leaving the owner controlled areas. The restrictive
definition of "onsite" being just the Unit 1 protected area is unacceptable. As
a result of this definition of "onsite" the licensee programs for both personnel
accountability and decontamination / personnel monitoring tend to be
non-conservative. The relationship between the onsite personnel accountability
program and a program dealing with personnel monitoring / decontamination was
discussed with licensee representatives. The inspector pointed out that during
the development of corrective action measures necessary for resolution of the
personnel accountability function (paragraph 5.4.3.3 above) consideration should
also be given to impact the chosen course of action will have on the area of
personnel monitoring / decontamination.

Monitoring and decontamination of non-emergency worko 3 leaving the protected
area will be performed at the Site Access Point (SAP). Contamination levels are
specified for personnel, vehicles, equipment and supplies. Based on this
finding, the previously identified improvement item (50-416/82-27-15) concerning
decontamination of supplies, instruments and equipment is closed. The procedure
does not provide a form for recording the names of individuals surveyed, the
extent of contamination and the method and results of dccontamination. The
procedure does, however, state that data sheets generated will be given to the
appropriate individual at the SAP.

This area of the licensee program appears acceptable; however, the following
areas should be considered for improvement:

Provide a form or a reference to the form number in the procedure for
recording data on personnel surveyed and decontaminated (50-416/82-57-13).

Make provisions for decontamination of personnel under the licensee's
control who normally work outside the Unit 1 protected area (owner
controlled area) (50-416/82-57-14).

5.4.3.5 Onsite First-Aid / Rescue

The area of onsite first-aid and rescue was reviewed with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10) and (11): 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph
IV.B; and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.J, K, and L.

The inspector reviewed EPP 10-S-01-18, Personnel Search and Rescue, EPP
10-5-01-19, entitled Personnel Injury and Sections 6.7 and 7.8 of the Emergency
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Plan. The inspector determined that the procedures adequately addre sed the
methods for receiving, recovering, transporting and handling injured incividuals
who may also be contaminated. The procedures provided for radiation protection
of the team. The inspector also reviewed selected training records related to
first-aid / rescue (see Section 3.0 above).

Based on the above findings, this area appears adequate.

5.4.4 Security During Emergencies

This area was reviewed with *espect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(10);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.B; and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.J
and K.

This area was evaluated through discussion with licensee representatives, review
of the Emergency Plan and Procedures, and review of Security Procedures.

The licensee discusses security responsibilities during emergency conditions in
Sections 5.2, 5.4, 6.5 and Table 8.2 of the Emergency Plan: EPPs-11, 16, and 22;
and Security Section Procedure 11-S-81-7.

Security is responsible for protected area personnel accountability and traffic
control once an evacuation has been initiated. During a site evacuation, the
Shift Security Supervisor is also responsible for ensuring all GGNS MP&L property
is evacuated. Security performs their normal functions during radiological
emergencies in addition to the above mentioned items. The previously identified
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-28) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
edequate.

5.4.5 Repair / Corrective Actions

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(13);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E. Paragraph IV.H; and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.K.

The inspector discussed this area with licensee representatives and reviewed
EPP's -022 and -024. Secticns 6.4, 7.9, and 8.6 of the Emergency Plan were also
reviewed.

The procedures discuss Rescue and Damage Control Equipment, Maintenance and
Inventory of Emergency Equipment and Supplies, and Corrective Action. Location
of the Damage Control kits is also specified. EPP-022 provides guidance on
information to be determined and furnished to the teams prior to entry. The
previously identified inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-29) is
closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

.
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'5.4.6 Recovery -

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(13);-
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.H; and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section II.M.

This area was evaluated through discussion with licensee representatives, review
of EPP 10-S-01-22, Reentry and Recovery, and review of the Emergency Plan.

Organizational authority for declaring that a recovery phase is to'be entered is
assigned to the Offsite Emergency Coordinator in EPP 10-S-01-22. Section 9.3 of
the Emergency Plan specifies items to be considered in the areas of plant
operating csnditions and radiological conditions when making the decision to
enter the recovery phase. Consultation and notifications are also discussed. Key
positions in the recovery organization are discussed in Section 5.6 of the
Emergency Plan. The previously identified inspector followup item in this area

(50-416/82-03-30) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

5.4.7 Public Information

; The MP&L public information program associated with the operation of the Grand
Gulf facility was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR
50.47(b)(7); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.D; and criteria in NUREG-0654,
Section II.G.4

| The review consisted of discussions with licensee representatives'and review of
| licensee procedures. Topics covered in the review included: identification of

organizations involved in news dissemination and their locations and ways of
contacting them; methods for coordinating internal dissemination of information
to the various locations and individuals; interim provisions for initial
dissemination of information to the news media prior to establishment of the
licensee's news center; identification of the utility spokesman; identification
of information sources to be used by tnc spokesman; provision for coordinating

.

information among the various spokesmen of the organizations and groups; and
! provisions for rumor control. Based on the review it appears the . licensee has
j established a program for public information dissemination; therefore, the

previously identified inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-31) is!

closed.

; Based on the above findings, this area appears to be adequate; however the
| following areas should be considered for improvement:
i

| Provisions for coordinating information among the spokespersons of the
i various organizations and groups having a role in emergency information

dissemination should be more specific (50-416/82-57-15).
!

Procedures for rumor control are lacking in detail and should be more
speci fic (50-416/82-57-16).

:

1

i

w__
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5.5 Supplementary Procedure

5.5.1 Inventory, Operational Check and Calibration of Emergency
Equipment, Facilities and Supplies

This area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.47 (b)(8);
10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV. ; and the criteria in NUREG-0654, Section
II.H.

This area was evaluated through review of EPP-24, pertinent forms HP-1010 'and
HP-1011, and inspection of various Emergency Kits.

The EPP provides a general listing of supplies and equipment. Specific listings
for each kit are provided on the HP forms. The frequency of inventory and check
for each type of equipment is specified in the procedure. In addition to
specifying inventory frequency, the procedure requires inventory after each use
of the equipment. Calibration frequencies are specified in the calibration
procedure for each type of instrument. .The procedure also assigns responsibility
for the equipment checks and correcting deficiencies. The previously identified
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-32) is closed.

Based on the above findings, this part of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

5.5.2 Drills and Exercises

The area of drills and exercises was reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(14); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.F; and the criteria in
NUREG-0654, Section II.N.

EPP-23 and CEPP-6.7 implement the provisions of the plan relative to' drills and
exercises. The program is administered by a corporate Emergency Planning
Coordinator and a plant Emergency Planning Coordinator. Drill and exercise
scenarios are developed in ajvance by a scenario development team.

The inspector identified several items of concern with EPP-23 such as:

(1) Although Section 5 clearly defines a drill and an exercise, Section 5.3
states: "The general term " drills" will be used in lieu of drills and/or
exercises." The terms " major drills" and " limited drills" are used without
definition. This leads to confusion when the word " drill" may be used to
represent a drill and exercise, an exercise, or a drill.

(2) Section 6.1.11(4) suggested that participants in an exercise could review
and approve the exercise.

(3) Section 6.1.13 indicates that the Site Emergency Planning Coordinator will
complete the Drill / Exercise Evaluation Report. Further "the report should
include any recommendations of improvements in procedures, equipment,
training or administration." The report is submitted to the Plant Manager.
No further distribution or disposition is indicated. The Emergency Planning
Coordinator's are tasked to " prepare a punch list to correct the major
deficiencies." Based on the procedure and discussions with the Emergency

!
a

1
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Planning Coordinators, there is little, if any, management involvement in
the selection of appropriate improvement items, the assignment of personnel
to resolve the deficiencies or to assure that appropriate actions have been
taken. Further the Planning Coordinators indicated that " punch lists" of

,
the final resolution of the deficiencies were not maintained.

|

(4) The procedure does not contain provisions for backshift drills with the
exception of the Fire Brigade.

(5) Section 6.1.3 states: "Each fire brigade shall be drilled at least semi-
annually"; however, Section 8.3.2(c) of the Plan states "a drill shall be
conducted on a quarterly basis . The requirements for fire drills are"

.

not found in the tech specs, but rather the FSAR. The FSAR, Table 9A-4,
suggests that Fire Brigade drills would " comply" with 10 CFR 50, Appendix R,
Section III. This position was further clarified in the April 14, 1982
letter from L. F. Dale to Harold Denton. Enclosure #1, Section 9B.11.2
states "each fire brigade shall be drilled at least per quarter."
Therefore, the drill frequency committed to in the letter is in apparent
conflict with the EPP. The licensee revised the procedure to correct this
item during the appraisal period.

Based on the above findings, this area appears to be adequate; however, the
following area should be considered for improvement:

Revise EPP-23 to make a clear distinction between drills and exercises, and
include the condition that some drills will be conducted on the backshift
(50-416/82-57-17).

5.5.3 Review, Revision and Distribution

The area of review, revision and distribution was inspected with respect to the
requirements of 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Section IV.G; 10 CFR 50, Paragraph (b)(16)
and NUREG-0654, Section II.P.

NSAP 2.13, 2.4 and EPP-24 governed the annual review of the Plan and implementing
procedures. The responsibility for the review has been assigned to the Emergency
Planning Coordinators. EPP-24 did not specify a review frequency for the plant
EPP's. Licensee representatives indicated that the EPPs would be reviewed in
accordance with normal plant administrative procedures. These procedure however
specified a 12 month review frequency. EPP-24 was amended during the appraisal
period to require an annual review of the implementing procedures.

The plan and procedures have been reviewed, approved and updated. Changes have
been distributed in accordance with an approved distribution list.

Telephone numbers are reviewed quarterly. The inspector randomly selected names
from the emergency roster and verified their correct telephone r. umbers.

Based on the above findings, this portion of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.
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5.5.4 Audit

The area of audit was inspected with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR 54(t)
and NUREG-0654, Section II.P.

The Manager, Quality Assurance is responsible for conducting an independent audit
of the emergency preparedness program. The inspector reviewed the Quality
Assurance Master Audit Plan and discussed the proposed September 20, 1982 audit
with QA personnel. The Master Plan specified a 24 month audit frequency rather.
than a 12 month frequency. Also the scope of the audit, as specified, did not
consider all areas required by 10 CFR 50.54(t). Appropriate changes were made .
during the appraisal period in the Master Plan to reflect a 12 month audit
frequency and to extend the scope of the audit.

Based on the above finding, this portion of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

6.0 Coordination with Offsite Groups

This area was reviewed with respect to the require,aents of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(3) and
(12); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.A. and criteria in NUREG-0654, Section
II.A, B, E, and L.

6.1 Offsite Agencies

The inspector reviewed agreements between the licensee and federal, state, and
local government agencies, and private sector organizations which were provided
as an annex to the latest revision of the emergency plan. The inspector
determined that there had been no changes since the last inspection nor were any
changes contemplated according to licensee representative. The inspector
interviewed the Administrator of the Claiborne County Hospital, Chief of Police
of the City of Port Gibson, Director of the Claiborne County Civil Defense, and
Chief of the Claiborne County Fire Department. The inspector discussed the
licensee-agency agreements with each of these individuals. The inspector also
discussed emergency preparedness matter via telephone with the Director of the
Mississippi Radiological Health Branch. All individuals contacted indicated that|

! they believed their respective agency could and would carry out their commitments
in an emergency situation. All individuals indicated that the licensee had made
training and orientation briefings available to them within the past year. The

! Claiborne County Hospital Administrator indicated that at least three hospital
: staff members had been given the opportunity to attend specialized radiation
; protection ' training courses at Oak Ridge during the past year. The inspector
I also toured radiation accident management facilities at the hospital. The

inspector noted that certain specialized decontamination supplies and equipment
were on hand at the hospital .

| The inspector discussed coordination of local plans with licensee representatives
and local government representatives. E presentatives of the Port Gibson Police

i, Department and the Claiborne County Civil Defense organization both indicated
i that they saw no difficulty in implemer.ing their respective plans. They both
~

indicated that past drills showed that they had workable plans. Based on these
; findings, the previously identified mprovement item in this area (50-416/
'

82-03-33) is closed.
1

L
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Training of offsite agency personnel is addressed in Corporate Procedure 6.7,
entitled Training and Drills, and in Section 8.2.3 of the Grand Gulf Emergency
Plan. The licensee has committed to annual training for local support
organizations. According to licensee representatives, training for local
government representatives was held on February 25 and 27, 1982. The licensee's
emergency plan describes the training objectives for offsite agency -training
programs.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears to be
adequate.

~

6.2 General Public

The licensee's public information program is described in Section 8.7 and
Appendix H of the licensee's Emergency Plan. According to the plan, information
on emergency preparedness will be provided to the general public on an annual
basis. The licensee has disseminated brochures on emergency preparedness to
members of the general public within the 10-mile EPZ. The brochure specifies how
the public will be notified of an emergency and what action should be taken. A
licensee representative stated that besides mailing of the brochures to members
of the general public in the 10-mile EPZ, that copies were also provided to key
local government agencies and some state agencies. The Claiborne County Civil
Defense organization distributes the brochures to local establishments. The
licensee has placed emergency information in the Port Gibson telephone directory.
A licensee representative stated that similar information would be placed in
telephone directories in Tensas Parish, Louisiana in the future.

Members of the licensee's organization also participate in speakers bureaus as a
means of informing the public on nuclear energy and emergency preparedness. A
licensee representative stated that during the past year they went on a
door-to-door tour in certain areas of Claiborne County to explain the Grand Gulf
emergency preparedness program and the Grand Gulf emergency information brochure.
The licensee has designated specific individuals in the company as points of
contact for the dissemination of information to the public.

| Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears
adequate. The previously identified inspector followup item in this areai

! (50-426/82-03-34) is closed.

6.3 News Media

The news media area was reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(6)(7); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.D; and criteria in
NUREG-0654, Section II.G. The review was conducted with the MP&L Vice President
for Informational Services. Areas reviewed included procedure and plans for
familiarizing the news media with emergency plans. The licensee has established<

| points of contact for release of public information and has allocated space for
| their use during emergencies. The licensee has a program to provide the news

media with information about radiation, normal plant operation versus accident;

i sequences. The information program has been conducted at least once during the
past year. The licensee intends to conduct the program annually.

,

I

i
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Based on the above findings, this area appears to be adequate. The previous
inspector followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-35) is closed.

7.0 Drills, Exercises, and Walk-Throughs

7.1 Program Implementation

The area of drills and exercises was reviewed with respect to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.47(b)(14); 10 CFR 50, Appendix E, Paragraph IV.F; and the criteria in
NUREG-0654, Section II.N.

The inspector reviewed the documentation of the Drills and Exbrcise program. All
drills and exercises appear to have been conducted in accordance with procedures.
However, it was difficult for the inspector to determine the final disposition of
some drill-identified improvement items due to informal processing and
documentation systems. This matter was apparently complexed to some extent by
the fact that certain records were maintained in the corporate office and not at
the site. The licensees policy of discarding " punch list" entries once action
items had been resolved also contributed to the difficulty in reviewing drill
records. The inspectors discussed the merits of good recordkeeping with the
Corporate Emergency Preparedness Coordinator and the Corporate Health Physicist.
It was emphasized that NRC would rely on licensee records in many cases as a
means of demonstration of compliance with regulatory requirements. The need to
establish and adhere to written approved administrative procedures related to
record retention was also discussed with licensee representatives.

7.2 Wal k-Through Observation

During the appraisal, walk-through observations were made in the program areas of
offsite monitoring, emergency detection and accident classification, notifica-
tion, post accident sampling and analysis, and dose assessment. Based on the
successful conduct of these walk-throughs the previously identified inspector
followup item in this area (50-416/82-03-36) is closed.

7.2.1 & 7.2.2 Emergency Detection and Emergency Classification

Walk-through evaluations were conducted in the area of emergency detection and
emergency classification. Licensed operator personnel were selected at random
for this evaluation. The personnel were given certain avent parameters. The
personnel were then requested to evaluate the situat'sn and to classify the
accident. All personnel observed properly evaluated and classified the accident
situation. All personnel observed appeared to be familiar with the emergency
procedures related to Emergency Action Levels and accident classification.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears
adequate.

7.2.3 Emergency Notification

The inspector requested that certain operator personnel demonstrate their
understanding of notification procedures since operator personnel may be called
upon to act as emergency communicators. The individuals observed were asked to
describe how they would conduct notifications to appropriate plant staff and to

,
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offsite agencies. The individuals correctly described how they would go about
the notification process and all appeared familiar with notification methods and
procedures. One individual was asked to point out which communications systems
would be used for notification purposes. The individual correctly identified the
systems which would normally be used.

Based on the above findings, this area of the licensee's program appears
adequate.

7.2.4 Dose Assessment Walk Throughs

Walkthroughs of EPP 10-S-01-12, Offsite Dose Calculations (ERFIS computer backup)
were performed on two shifts in the Control Room. A shift superintendent and'an
operator performed the calculations. Both individuals were familiar with the
procedures and cognizant of the information needed to perform dose projections.
One individual misread one of the graphs used to determine the source term. A
licensee representative stated that the graphs would be revised to allow easier
reading of the graph. The individuals were able to perform the calculations
quickly and efficiently.

Based on the above findings, this portion of the licensee's program appears
adequate; however, the following area should be considered for improvement:

Revise the graph for source term determination to make it easier for the

user to read (50-416/82-57-18).

7.2.5 Post-Accident Sampling and Analysis

| 7.2.6 Containment Air Sampling and Analysis

The plant chemist, a senior radiochemist, and subcontractor chemistry specialist,
who have had training and have been assigned responsibility for obtaining

[
post-accident sampling data were interviewed and walk-throughs were conducted to
determine their skills in an emergency situation pertaining to post-accident

i

| primary coolant and containment sampling and analysis. The walk-throughs were
| directed toward each individual's training, operation of equipment, sample

handling and analysis, counting techniques, procedure familiarity, and
performance of assigned tasks.

Each individual observed appeared to be capable of performing tasks in an
acceptable manner. According to licensee representatives additional senior
chemists would be training in the near future to be able to perform these taska.

Based on the above findings, this portion of the licensee's program appears to be .

adequate.

7.2.7 Offsite Monitoring Walk Through

The offsite environmental monitoring team was made up of two health physicists.
The team operationally checked and inventoried the kit used to make surveys. The
team was familiar with monitoring locations and knew how to avoid traversing the
plume except when necessary. Communications were simulated when appropriate.
Procedures were available and the team adequately demonstrated the use of

L
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instrumentation used to find the plume and take and analyze an air sample. Data
were recorded on a standard form which ensured that all pertinent data were
recorded.

The corporate offsite monitoring teams were not available for a walk-through test
and were not observed; however, a monitoring kit was inspected and training
record; were reviewed. -

A previous inspector identified followup item (50-416/81-44-11 and 50-417/
81-44-11) identified problems encountered by the offsite monitoring teams. The
problems the team encountered that were associated with operability of survey
instruments, format of survey records, and capabilities for radiciodine
assessment now appear resolved; hence, this item is closed.

Since the corporate team was unavailable for participation in a walk-through
evaluation, the previously identified matter concerning their familiarity with
the terrain and routes about the site could not be evaluated. This matter
remains open as an emergency preparedness improvement item.

Based on the above findings, this area appears adequate; however, the following
item should be considered for improvement:

Corporate teams should be familiar with the terrain and routes about the
plant (50-416/82-57-19).

,
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8.0 Personnel Contacted

8.1 Licensee Personnel

Name Title

*C. K. McCoy Plant Manager
J. D. Richardson Mrnager, Nuclear Support and Licensing '

*R. A. Ambersino Assistant Plant Manager
*L. McKay Corporate Health Physicist
*R. Weedon Chem and Rad Control Superintendent
G. Lee Training Supervisor

*P. Sudnak Training Coordinator
Gerald Baker Mechanical Supervisor, Team Leader
William Bradley Mechanical Supervisor, Team Leader
Ron Moomaw I&C Supervisor, Alternate OSC Coordinator
Elbert Wilson Electrical Superintendent, Alternate OSC

Coordinator |
Dudley Wells Health Physics Supervisor

* John Vincelli Rad Control Superintendent
R. D. Brown Chemist
Fred Short Rad Engineer
Sam Roberts Material Superintendent
G. A. Ellis Security Supervisor
Winstrom Edge Plant QA
Cliff Heard QA Representative
Curtley Hayes Plant QA
Steve Humphreys Operator
Larry Moulder Shif t Superintendent
Marlin Clifton Radiochemist II
George Richardson Subcontractor Chemistry
Bill Bearden Shift Superintendent
Gil Johnson Superintendent of Operations

* Pattie Benedict Emergency Planning Coordinator
* Clark Gulley Staf f HP-Emergency Preparedness
Walter Cade Operator

8.2 Other Organization

S. L. Jennings, Chief Claiborne County, FD
H. Jones, Chief, Port Gibson, PD
E. P. Spencer, Administrator, Claiborne County Hospital
A. C. Garner, Director, Claiborne County, CD
Eddie Fuente, Mississippi Radiological Health Branch

8.3 NRC

*A. G. Wagner. Senior Resident Inspector
D. Scott, Resident Inspector

* Attended the management exit interview,

i
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