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Results: Within the program areas inspectec, one noncited violation was
i%%n{isiua.. For the areas reviewed, the security program appears to be

adequately managed and receives the support of 1icensee management. In NRC
Inspection Resort 50-382/91-01, concern was expressed that the security program
lacked sufftcient management attention in other program areas.

The noncited violation was the result of the review of licensee plans and

| procedures by the inspectors prior to a demonstration of the Vicensee's ability
| to meet contingency requirements. The review indicated that the licensee would
| abandon the secondary a‘arm station duri:g that particular contingenty. The

' physica) security plan and the regulations require that poth alarm stations be
' continuously manned. The procedure contradicted those requirements. The
licensee corrected the protedure prior to the end of the inspection; therefore,
this vielation was not cited in arcordance with NRC Enforcement Policy,

Section V.A,

An additiona)l item of noncomp)iance was identified in the area of assessament
aids. This fssue 1s not being cited because 1t is related to

| Vielation 382/9101+02 which the Vicensee has not resporded to or had the

' opportunity to correct. The )icensee 15 required to address this 1ssue as part
of their =esporse o Violation 282/9101-02.
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