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I NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Entergy Operations, Inc. Dockets: 50-313; 50-368
Arkansas Nuclear One, Units 1 and 2 Licenses: DPR-51; NPF-6

EA 94-161

During an NRC inspection conducted August 1-4, 1994, violations of NRC
requirements were identified. In accordance with the " General Statement of
Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions," 10 CFR Part 2, Appendix C,
the violations are listed below:

License Condition 2.D (Unit 1) and License Condition 2.c(4) (Unit 2) of the
licensee's facility operating licenses require that the licensee fully
implement and maintain the Commission approved Physical Security Plan,
including amendments and changes made pursuant to the authority of
10 CFR 50.54(p).

Paragraph 1.2 of the licensee's NRC-approved Security Plan states, in part,
that they shall perform all duties in strict accord with ANO and Entergy
Operations Inc. policies and procedures.

Paragraph 6 of Attachment 3 to Security Procedure 1043.040 states, in part,
that if the licensee determines that unescorted access would have been denied
based on developed information, a 1-hour report to NRC is required after
discovery of the new information.

Paragraph 1.3.1 of the ANO Industrial Security Plan requires Entergy
Operations, ANO to meet Regulatory Guide (RG) 5.66 (dated June 1991) guidance.
Paragraph 7.1 of RG 5.66 states that the licensee shall consider information
obtained during the background investigation when making a determination to
grant unescorted access based on the trustworthiness or reliability of the
applicant. Paragraph 7.1 states, in part, that the licensee must consider the
following in making a determination of trustworthiness or reliability: a)
willful omission or falsification of material information submitted in support
of employment or request for unescorted access authorization; b) illegal use or
possession of a controlled substance without adequate evidence of
rehabilitation; and c) a criminal history without adequate evidence of
rehabilitation.

Paragraph 5.12.2 of AND Security Procedure NO. AS.1, Rev. O, dated April 27,
1992, states, " Denial of unescorted access authorization for a period of five
(5) years is based on the following: Conviction of a felony offense within the
five years preceding the date of application other than listed in 5.12.1."

Paragraph 5.10.4 of ANO Security Procedure No. AS.1, Rev. O, dated April 27,
1992, states, "If adverse reliability information is developed during the
course of the background investigation, unescorted access is immediately denied
or withdrawn pending disposition of the adversity."

A. Contrary to the above:

1. On February 22, 1994, the licensee granted unescorted access to an
individual who had been convicted of a felony offense within five
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years of his request for unescorted access. Specifically, a
contractor employee was granted unescorted access despite stating
on his AND Security Questionnaire, completed on January 25, 1994,
that he had been arrested and convicted for a Class D Felony
(Assault), on April 18, 1992.

2. On March 10, 1994, ANO reviewed the employee's criminal history
record from the FBI which stated he had been convicted of the
charge of Battery 2nd Degree in April 1992 but did not deny or
withdraw the employee's access. The licensee did not recognize the
criminal charge as a felony and take action to revoke the
employee's unescorted access until April 7, 1994.

3. On April 7, 1994, the licensee failed to make a 1-hour report
despite discovering that a contractor employee who had been granted
unescorted access would have been denied access if the licensee had
correctly reviewed available information. The employee was granted
unescorted access after he had stated on his ANO Security
Questionnaire on January 25, 1994 that he had been arrested and
convicted of a felony within the past five years. The licensee did
not make a report to the NRC until August 5, 1994. [01013]

This is a Severity Level III problem (Supplement III).

B. Contrary to the above, from May 5-23, 1994, the licensee did not
immediately withdraw temporary unescorted access for an individual
despite receiving adverse reliability information from the FBI indicating
the individual had been arrested for possession of a controlled
substance. Specifically, the licensee failed to deny or withdraw
temporary unescorted access when they became aware that FBI records
indicated that a contractor employee had been arrested for possession of
methamphetamine, a controlled substance. The employee's temporary access
was finally denied on May 23, 1994, when the licensee determined that the
employee was incarcerated in Dallas, Texas for violation of probation for
the above offense. [02014]

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement III).

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201, Entergy Operations, Inc. (Licensee)
is hereby required to submit a written statement or explanation to the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, ATTN: Document Control Desk, Washington, D.C.
20555, with a copy to the Regional Administrator, Region IV, and a copy to the
NRC Resident Inspector at the facility that is the subject of this Notice,
within 30 days of the date of this Notice of Violation (Notice). This reply
should be clearly marked as a " Reply to a Notice of Violation" and should
include for each alleged violation: (1) the reason for the violation, or, if
contested, the basis for disputing the violation, (2) the corrective steps that
have been taken and the results achieved, (3) the corrective steps that will be
taken to avoid further violations, and (4) the date when full compliance will
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be achieved. Your response may include previous docketed correspondence, if
the correspondence adequately addresses the required response. If an adequate
reply is not received within the time specified in this Notice, an order or a
Demand for Information may be issued as to why the license should not be
modified, suspended, or revoked or why such other action as may be proper
should not be taken. Where good cause is shown, consideration will be given to
extending the response time. Under the authority of Section 182 of the Act, 42
U.S.C. 2232, this response shall be submitted under oath or affirmation.

Dated at Arlington, Texas
this 7th day of December 1994
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