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Emergency Preparedness Section ;
Radiolagical Protection and Emergency Preparedness

Branch
Division of Radiation Safety end Safeguards

SUMMARY

Scope:

This routine, unannounced inspection was conducted to assess the operational
r readiness of the site emergency preparedness program, and included review of
the following programmatic elements: (1) Emergency Plan and associated
implementing procedures; (2) facilities, equipment, instrumentation, and
supplies; ?3) organization and management control; (4) training; and

(5? independent and internal reviews and audits,

; Results:

Emergency facilities and equipment were properly maintained; program
or?anization and management control systems were well establisned; and the
followup and correction of open items from inspections, audits, and drills were
systematic. The overall conclusion of this inspection was that the emergency
preparedness program was being maintained in an adequate state of operational

readiness. '
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REPORT DETAILS

Persons Contacted
Licensee Employees

*}, Beacher, Senior Plant Engineer

8, Blackman, Alarm Station Operator
*S, Bradley, Enaineering Supervisor
*R, Brown, Acting Manager, Training
*C, Christiansen, Supervisor, Safet{ Audit and Engineering Review
*}, Copeland, Supervisor, Material Engineering Feview
*), Gasser, Unit Supervisor
*C. Kitchens, Supervisor, Nuclear Security
*L. Mayo, Nuclear Specialist |
*T. Mozingo, Superintencent, Nuclear Operations
*P, (0'Neil, Security Supervisor
*R, Cdom, Plant Engineering Supervisor
*A, Parton, Chemistry Superintendent

J, Petro, Nuclear Specialist, Scfety Audit and Engineering Review
*J. Roberts, Emergency Preparedness Coordinator
*M, Sheibani, Nuclear Safety and Compliance Supervisor

Other licensee employees contacted included engineers, technicians,
operators, mechanics, and office personnel.

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

*B, Bonser, Senior Resident Inspector
*P, Balmain, Resident Inspector
*R, Stark2y, Retident Inspector

Attended Exit Meeting
Emergency Plan and Implementing Procedures (82701)

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.47(b)(16), 10 CFR 50.54(q), Appendix E to 10 CFR
Part 50, and Section 5.1 of the Emergency Plan, this area was inspected to
determine whether significant changes were made in the licensee's
emergency preparedness program since the inspection in February 1991, to
essess the impact of any such changes on the overall state of emergenc:
preparedness at the facility, and to determine whether the licensee's
actions in response to aciual emergencies were in accordance with the
Emergency Plan and its implementing procedures.

The inspector revi_wed the licensee's administrative program for makin
changes to the Lmergency Plan and Implementing Procedures. A review o
the Emergency Plan Revision 14, dated January 17, 1992, indicated the
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Aggressive audit followup to adequacy of corrective action was reflected
in review of Audit Finding Report No. OP12-91/18 #479, which addressed two
outdated EPIP's in the Supervisor-Nuclear Security (SNS) office. A
followup audit of the EPIP manuals in the Plant Entrance and Security
Building (PESB), the Central Alarm System (CAS) and Secondary Alarm System
(SAS) found outdated EPIPs and this was reported in a Corrective Action
Response Review Comments Sheet for additional corrective action.

*

Documentation of the required annual internal review of the Emergency

Plan and EPIPs was reviewed by the inspector., The review was performed

from May 9, 1991 to June 6, 1991 and documented in VSAER-9]1-154, The

review identified inconsistent Critical Safety Function Status Trees

(CSFSTs) as documented in NRC Inspection Report 50-424, 50-425/91-23, |

Corrective action was complete with the approval of Revision 14 to the |

Emergency Plan on December 23, 1991, 1
:
|

Deficiencies identified during drills and exercises were evaluated for
corrective action, assigned responsibility for the corrective action,
assigned a required completion date, assigned an open item #, and
Tonigored to completion by the onsite emergency preparedness coordinator

tPC). '

Vo violations or deviations were identitied.
Action on Previous Inspection Findings (92701, 92702)

a. {Closed) Violation 50-424, 425/91-23-01: Failure to adequately
implement requirements of Technical Specification 6.7.1.d based on a
classification inconsistency between actual plant conditions versus
events in progress or which have occurred. The licensee response
dated November 22, 1991, was considered acceptable by Region II.
Inspector review indicated the corrective actions stated in the :
licensee response had been implemented, The revised Emergency Plan ;
Implementing Procedure 91001-C dated November 21, 1991 corrected the :
inconsistency.

b. (Closed) IFI! 50-424, 425/91-23-03: Verify completion of Maintenance
Work Order #A0101168 (EOF Ventilation Modification) which is the
final action in response to Violation 50-424, 425/91-08-02, The
inspector reviewed the above referenced MWQ which was approved for
clusecut by Quality Control on December 13, 1991,

Exit Interview

The inspection scope and results were summarized on February 7, 1992, with
those persons indicated in Paragraph 1. The inspector described the areas
inspected and discussed in detail the inspection results. Proprietary
information is not contained in this report., Dissenting comments were not
received from the licensee,



