0,.@ Mc‘,“ UNITED STATES
*

. % NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
g ) ¥ L : HEGION 1V
PR l } B11 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 400
) & ARLINGTON, TEXAS 76011.8064
% &
LA T T A SEP é 2 m
Docket Nos. 50-498
50-499
License Nos. NPF-76
NPF-80

Houston .ighting & Power Company

ATIN® Donald P. Hall, Group
Vice President, Nv-lear

P.0. Box 1700

Houston, Texas 77251

Gentlemen:

SUBJECT: LICENSEE RESPONSE TO NOTICe OF VIOLATION (NRC INSPECTION REPORT
NOS. 5.-498/92-07; 50-499/92-07)

Thank you for your letters dated May | and June 30, 1992. The May letter
submitted information in response to the February 10, 1992, 10 CFR Part 2.206
petition and the June letter responded to our letter and the enc osed Notice
of Violation dated June 1, 1992. We have reviewed the corrective actions that
Mouston Lighting & Power Corpary has taken, as outlined in the Attachment to
the June 30, 1992, let.er, and we find those corrective actions to be
responsive to the specific issues cited in the Notice of Violation. As a
result of our review, huwever, we found that clarification of certain issues
was warranted, as discussed with Mr. W, Jump during a telephor : call on

Avgust 20, 1992,

Additional information about these issues is provided in the Attachment to
this letter. No additiona) response ‘s required for these issues, at this
time.

Our routine inspection program will review tne effectiveness of your
corrective actions. Should you have further questions cuncerning this letter,
we will be pleased to discuss them with you.

Sincerely,

L"- .Z{
(fiames L3 éf??:an

egional Administrator

Attachment: (as stated) 90\
W

¢c w/Attachment: (see next page)
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Houston Lighting & Power Company

cc w/Attachment:

Houston Li?hting & Power Company
ATT*: William J. Jump, Manager
Nuclear Licensing

P.0. Box 289
Wadsworth, Texas 77483

City of Austin

Electric Utility Department
ATTN: J. C. Lanier/M. B. Lee
P.0. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767

City Public Service Board

ATIN: R, J. Costellu/M, 7. Hardt

P.0. Box 1771
San Antonico, Texas 7829°

Newman & Holtzinger, P. C.
ATIN. Jack R, Newman, Esq.
1615 L Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20036

Central Power and Light Company
ATTN: 0. E. Ward/T. M. Puckett
P.0. Box 2121

Corpus Christi, Texas 78403

INPO

Records Center

1100 Circle 75 Parkway
Atlanta, Georgia 30339-3064

Mr. Joseph M. Hendrie
50 Bellport Lane
Bellport, New York 11713

Bureau of Radiation Control
State of Texas

1101 West 49th Street
Austin, Texas 78756

Judge, Matagorda Count%
Matagorda County Courthouse
1700 Seventh Street

Bay City, Texas 77414




Houston | ighting & Power Company

Licensing Representative

Houston Lighting & Power Company
Suite 6]0

Three Metio Center

Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Houston Lighting & Power Company
ATTN: Rufus S. Scoti, Associate
Ganeral Counsel

P.0, Box 61867
louston, Texas 77208
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Houston Lighting & Power Company

bex to DMB:  (TEO1)
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bee w/Attachment distrib, by RIV:

J. L. Milhecan

DRP

Lisa Shea, RM/ALF, MS: MNEB 4503
DRSS-FIPS

Project Engineer (DRP/D)

DRS

Chief, Technical Support Section
J. Gagliardo

L. Williamson

Resident Inspector

Section Chief (DRP/D)

MIS System

RSTS Operator

RI' File

R. Bachmann, OGC, MS: 15-B-18
0. Powers

T. Cexter

RIV Allegation Coordinator

R TR RN,

RIV:OPS:SRI* | SPSS'FIPS* C:TPS* C:FIPS* D:DRSS*

DAPewers/1b_ | TWDexter JEGagliardo BMurray LJCallan

08‘07‘92 08/07 74 08/10/92 08/18/92
| D:DRP_* £ 0:0RS., V]

ABBear: ‘;ﬁcl?ansx', '

08/18/92 % Mssgz e

*Previously concurred
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HLAP's letter _tated, “The understanding from the March briefing
from NRC inspectors was that an apparent violation of visitor
escort requirements due tn tcaining deficiencies existed.”

(1) Our inspectors did not know the root cause(s) of the
apparent violation. In particular, with one
exception, the NRC inspection team did not have any
critical comwents about the training given to security
officers and this exception was not determined by the
NRC inspection team until after the March briefing.

HLAP's Tette: stated, "During the formal NRC exit meeting in
fpril, our manzo~ment became aware of information from NRC
interviews with plant personnel wherein a number of significant
actual visitor contro)l deficiencies were evidently occurring.”

(1)  The meeting referred to in the statemenl given above was
the managemest con -rence conducted on April 14, 1992, not
the subsequent fori.-' NRC exit meeting conducted on
April 14, 1992.

(2) The security manager and other HL&P representatives were
previously informed by the inspection team on March 13,
1992, that visitors had been left unattended. The NRC
inspection team subsequently expected the licensee's
representatives to evaluate this information and provide for
notificatinn to other HLAP managers, as appropriate, within
the licensee's organization. Apparently, however, that
information was not conveyed to senior management.

(3) The NRC inspection team did not identify any visitor escort
violations that "were . . . occurring,” out rather did
identify that such violations had occurred based on
interviews. The NRC inspection team had no evidence of
continuing violations during its presence on site.



