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1. Persons Contacted
Licensee staff

*D. Carlson, Regulatory Assurance, NRC Coordinator

*G. Diederich, Acting Site Vice President

*J. Dietz, Radiation Protection Shift Supervisor

*M, Friedman, Technical Lead Health Physicist

*D. Hieggelke, Health Physics Services Supervisor

*W. Huntington, Superintendent, Technical Services (outgoing)
*M. Ingoid, Radiation Protection Technician

*K. Kociuba, Superintendent, Quality Verification

*J. Lewis, Operational Lead Health Physicist

*J. Lockwood, Supervisor, Regulatory Assurance

*L. Oshier, Corporate, Radiation Protection Liaison

*M. Reed, Superintendent, Technical Services (incoming)
*J, Schmeltz, Superintendent, Production Services

*G. Spedl, Station Manager

*J. Terrones, Quality Verification Inspector

*D. Trager, Training Department

111inois Department of Nuclear Sateiy

*J. Roman, Resident Engineer

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
*C. Phillips, Resident Inspector

The inspector also interviewed other licensee personnel in various
departments in the course of the inspection.

*Indicates those present at the exit meeting on January 8, 1993.

2. Changes (1P 83750)

The RP department has undergone minor personnel changes since the last
inspection, One member of the technical health physics group has
transferred to Cresden Station. This individua!'s responsibilities,
which included calibration of an assortment of monitors and meters, and
completion of radioactive waste shipment documentation, will bLe
dispersed between two other members of the technical health physics
staff. A corporate health physicist is also temporarily assigned to the
station to aid in the turnover of these activities, The inspector noted
no negative effects on the RP department as a result of this change.

No violations or deviations were identified.
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Permits (RWPs) for appropriateness of the radiation protection :
requirements hased on work scope, location, and radiological conditions. |
All RWPs reviewed conveyed accurate information regarding radiological

information based on recent survey results and had undergone appropriate
supervisory review,

No violations or deviations were identified.

6.  Contamination Control (IP 83750)

Contaminated area in the station did not significantly increase since
the last inspection., The station 1s continuing its policy to address
source term reduction efforts prior to performin? decontamination of
large areas which are contaminated with low levels (< 1,000 dpm/100cm*)
of contamination,

Personnel contamination events (PCEs) recorded for 1992 totaled 235
versus a goal of 295 for the year. The station's 1993 PCE goal is 150,
12 PCEs had occurred for the year at the time of the inspection.

No violations or deviations were identified.

7. Maintaining Occupational Exposures ALARA (1P 83750)

Total station dose for 1992 was 1,067 person-rem versus a goal of 1,213
person-rem. Current exposure data for the Unit 1 outage was continuing
to be below projected goals. Exposure totals at the time of the
inspection for the Unit | outage were 360 person-rem, with a projection
that the final totals for the outage will be less than the outage goal
of 390 person-rem, The completion of this outage under the established
goal appears to be the realization of station efforts to involve
contract personnel in the early stages of ALARA planning incorporating
improvements from lessons learned in previous outages, and successful
hydrolazing activities to reduce general and local area dose rates. The
station's exposure goal for 1993 is still undetermined due to outage
work scope uncertainties for the 1993 fall Unit 2 outage.

| The inspector reviewed the changes made to ALARA staffing during the
Unit 1 outage with respect to the enhanced interface of the contract
staff and the RP department., The ENC group has hired on a full time
[ ALARA coordinator. This individual’'s responsibilities include providing
the early ALARA reviews of work to be performed by the contract staff
and subsequently perform the associated ALARA pre and post job reviews
for such activities. Overall, the inclusion of such an individual has
been an improvement and the inspector will continue to follow the
' development of this new program at the station.
|

No vielations or deviations were identified.
‘ 8.  Radiclogical Events
LER 92-014-00 High Radiation Area Boundary Violation
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individual started work at LaSalle Station. A1l reviews indicated that
the whole body count system was functioning correctly and that the RP
stari involved with the incident at the time performed all actions
acco~4ing to station procedures. The i.spector reviewed the actual
whole body count records and determined that the identification of the
Cr-51 photopeak was an error. The associated error with the identified
peak was greater than fifty percent. Licensee staff agreed with this
assessment that the identification was an error,

Findings:

The LaSalle Station aspect of this concern could not be substantiated.
The inspector discussed possible changes to current station procedures
to help preclude recurrence of such false identification, and cpecific
actions RPTs should take if such suspect identifications occur in the
future. However, the overall concern will remain open until concerns at
two other Commonwealth Edison stations can be resolved.

No violations or deviations were identified.

Tours

During the course of the inspection the inspector made several tours of
the radiologically controlled area. The inspector also observed several
ongoing work activities during the inspection. All radiation monitoring
equipment observed during the tours were in good working order and
current calibration. Minor posting and housekeeping problems observed
by the inspector were immediately resolved by licensee staff.

No violations or deviations were identified.

Exit Meeting

The scope and findings of the inspection were discussed with licensee
representatives (Section 1) at the conclusion of the inspection on
January 8, 1993, Licensee representatives did not identify any
documents or processes reviewed during the inspection as proprietary.
Specific items discussed at the meeting were as follows:

* The non-cited violation associated with LER-92-014 concerning a
high radiation boundary violation.

* The initial findings of the concern review.

* The effectiveness of the addition of ALARA coordinating staff to
the ENC group.

* The good performance of the station during the current Unit |
outage.



