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U.S. flVCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISS10f1

REGION !!!

Reports No. 50-456/92008(DRSS); 50-457/92008(DRSS)

Docket Nos. 50-456', N457 Licenses No. NPF-72; NPf-77

Licensee: Connonwealth Edison Company
Opus West til
1400 Opus Place
Downera Grove, IL 60515

Facility Harre: Braidwood County Station, Units 1 and 2

Inspectico At: Braidwood Station

Inspection Dates: March 23-27, 1992

Inspectors: Q l . b lanott 4//d'/P
J. L. belangeN Date
Senior Physical Security inspector

% 9 Gk n\ &
J. R. Kniceley' Date
Physical Security inspector

ApprovedBy:b.pl / F '

n
M mes R. Creed, Chief Date

JefeguardSection

Inspection Surrary

Inspection on March 23-27,1992 (Reports flo. 50-456/92008(DRSS);
50-457/92008(DR55))
AreasInspectd: Routine, unannounced physical security inspection involving
lianagement Support, Security Progr0m Flans, and Audits; Protected and Vital
Area Physical Barriers, Detection and Assessment Aids; Alarm Stations and'

Communications; Training and Qualificatian; and a Review of Previous
inspection Findings.
Results: The licensee was found to be in compliance with URC requirements.
Two previously identified items were closed. Two open items were noted.,

t

| The open items related to the need for managen:ent review of the security
| plan to extract outdated material, and ineffective astragals on two vital
; area doors. We also observed that security training and qualification

records lacked organization,
t
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fianagement support for the physical security program was considered good. The i
requirement for an annual audit was met, but the training and t perience of the

; Quality Assurance auditors were not conrensurate with the scope, complexity and j
nature of the physical security program. The requirements for physical

,

! barriers for the protected area met the general performance objectives of '

10 CFR 73.55(a) and were considered excellent. \' ital Area barriers met i4

i general performance requirements. Performance tests of vital and protected
'

j area intrusion detection devices showed that the systems performed well. The
'

| licensee's training and qualification program met plan requirements and was
.

; considered good. !
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