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Inspection Summary: Special Unannounced Physical Security Inspection on
October 23, 1987 (Report No. 50-219/87-37)

Areas Inspected: Circumstances surrounding a licensee identified degraded
vital area barrier and the licensee's corrective actions.

Results: One apparent violation was identified: a vital area barrier was
found to have been degradeu for a period cf about ten days with no compensatory
measures implemented.
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1.

Persons Contacted

*J. Barton, Deputy Director, OCNGS

*J. Sullivan, Jr. Plant Nperations Director

*M. Heller, Plant Licensing

*R. Ewart, Plant Security

*R. Pezzella, Plant Security

A. Farenga, Plant Security

R. Brown, Plant Operations Manager

D. Pietruski, Group Shift Supervisor, Plant Operations
B. Cowirt, Health Physics, Nuclear Support Services

J. Wechselberger, NRC Resident Inspector

"present at the Exit Interview
The inspectors also interviewed other licensee personnel,

Onsfte Followup of a Report of a Non=Routine Event

a. Background

TRIS PARALOA 6 4 ronTa e casenn:
"l'_f. “y —,"..'. "EIXU’Q‘QDS
" " ] L] ' "):“"f\
I':.‘l . ' N .?.'.'..‘;‘u‘.uu
Lr‘;; ".' ',“:.'-. : « Liti i} LI\ALLY

- .'\"»“".

TH!SPI‘}T??S"‘JN?!:NQSlFEGUARDS

INFG™ T 5 00T 3T £0n pusLI
DISSLOSUE, 17 15 (NTENTID
WFTBLANK, o CNALLY

THIS PAOACEARH ONTAINS $a7 75y
L4 ..l.“' Lot ] "V’- " J ‘Ros
INFQT V2T 5 " 1€ X7 Fon puaLe

DISSLOSURE, 17 45 INTENT:
LEFT Bt < (NTENTIONALLY



NRC Findings

THIS PARAGRASH CONTAINS SAFEGUARDS
INFORMATION 21D 1S NOT FOR PUBLIC
DISCLOSURE, 115 INTENTIONALLY

LEFT BLANK,

THIS PARAR 250 Apieep oy

Il.\"h'-\‘-\ ‘.- . 4 v P"!n“‘pm
o™ : "U3LIC
Di: S INTEATIONALLY

LE: r :Ju"\‘.\"‘:\-



THIS PARAGRAPH CONTAINS SAFEGUARDS
INFORMATION **0 1S DT FOR PUBLIC
QISCLOSURE, 1115 INTENTIONALLY

LEFT BLANK,

The NRC-approved Oyster Creek Physical Security Plan, Revision z¢,
dated Mar.h 30, 1987, Section 5.3.1.2, Physical Structures, states,
in part, that:
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The NRC-approved Oyster Creek Physical Security Plan, Revision 22,
dated March 30, 1987, Section 5.3.1.4, Security Posts, states, fin
part,that:
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The NRC-approved Oyster Creek Physica) Security Plan, Revision 22,
dated March 30, 1987, Chapter 9, Special Security Measures During
Refueling/Major Maintenance Operations, states, in part, that:

YHIS rl’t"t’}?‘-. {‘GN’”NQ S‘;["“‘Q

'hfo-t-:z O e e N "qg b ;: i Ds

DISSLLunE 13 .‘,ME,;T":\"“UJ!C

ek LY. it ) i .C"

LEFY &1 any P
Fatlure to comply with the commitments in the NRC-approved Security
Plan, fn that a vita) area barrier was degraded and no compensatory
action was implemented, is an apparent violation of NRC requirements
(50-219/87-02).



Exit Interview

The fnspectors met with the licensee representatives indicated in
paragraph 1 at the conclusion of the inspection on October 23, 1987,
to review the purpose and scope of the fnspection and to present the
findings. As compensatory action for the degradud VA barrier, the
licensee had conducted a search of the upper level of the VA and com=
mitted to conduct a search, prior to restart, of the next Tower leve!
for unauthorized materials that could have been introduced from the
upper leve!.

Written material was not provided to the licensee by the inspectors
during the inspection.

Subsaquent NRC and Licensee Actions

During telephone conversations with the licensee subsequent to the
inspection (on October 26, 1987 and October 28, 1987), the licensee
was advised that a search should be made of the entire VA to ensure
that no unauthorized materials had been introduced. The licensee
agreed to this and stated that the search would be completed prior
to startup. Conduct of the search will be confirmed by the NRC
Resident Inspectors.



