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^1 orth American ' Inspection, Inc. N- N
g

, .s. Box 88 I-
.Leurys Station, PA 18059 -

(215)262 1100

.

August 16, 1985

Director .

' Office of Inspection and Enforcement -

United States Nuclear Regulatory Comission
Washington, D.C. 20555

.

Subj ect: North American Inspection, Inc.
License # 37-23370-01

Referer ce: (A) Docket #30-20982
(B) Inspection EA85-01i

(C) N. A. I. l. 's Letter w/ Enclosures dated 2-21-85
(D) U.S.N.R.C. Letter dated 8-7-85

imposing-Civil Penalties, signed by J.M. Taylor
-

Gentlemen:

) In accordance with Item V of your order imposing civil rnonetary penalties,
North American lnspection is herewith requesting a hearing in the nr.atter con-
cerning said imposition of penalties for reasons as stated in our letter dated
February 21, 1985 with enclosures and attachments.
.

We do not feel, based on your Appendix captioned (Evaluation and Conclusion),
that you have adequately justified the penalties c'efined as Severit.y Level III based
on the U.S.N.R.C.'s' Rules and Regulations that apply to us as a licensee. Being
that this will be my first encounter with such a hearing, I am herewith requestir.g
that I be advised of my rights and the format normally used for a hearing of this
type. Further, is it necessary or permissable for N. A.I.I. to be represented by
Legal Counsel? -

-

.

Respectfully requested,
-

NO T AME IC ' ifgECTION, Ilic..

t .se -,

obert K. Shumway
President

RKS/ces
,

cc: Executlye_Lecal Director, U.S.N.R.C. '
~

.

WaMiirigton, 6T'70555 d6j
y 50% Ol/D{b b &

C Ot1 DESTRUCTIVE ext,MirJATIOt1 SERVICES
Radiography Magnetic Particle + Ultrasonic Penetrants + Leak Testing Eddy Current - Visual
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r -enclusion remission or mitigation of the proposed Imposition of CiviliPe'nalties dated h
.ie above reasons. the NRC staff civil penalties contained therein as set February 6. 2985, the licensee denica

be:. eves that the violation occurred as forth in the Appendix to this Order, the some of the violationa and admita
.

wM As travWy stated, althou;h Director Office ofInspection and others: requests reduction of the seve-ity
the NRC st'aff does recognize that the Enforcement, has determined that the level of the violations; and requests that
1:censee has taken corrective actions, w lations, occurred as stated end that the penalties be waived, claiming that
rnitigation of the proposed penalty is not the penalties proposed for the violations imposition of the civil penalties will be a
warranted.Thus, the do!atien oc' curred designated in the Notice of Violation inancial burden to the company,
as stated and a civil penalty in the and Proposed Imposit on of Civil Provided below are (1) a restatement of
amount of 550h30is apptcpriate. Penalties should be i= posed. each violation:(2) a summary of the

{TR D c. 8M96t9 Filed 6-1545. 8 45 am) IV licensu s nsponsa reMng e
violation: and [3} the NRC's evaluation i

ces coot tsso-cip in view of the fortgoing and pursuant of the licensee's response. I
to section 234 of the Atomic Energy Act [
of 1954, as a:nended (42 U.S.C. 2282. Restotement of Violation A

$cQo 3Zst2hu nsh Pub. L 96-295), and to CFR 2.205, it is 10 CFR M.31(a) requires that no ~ !) hereby ordered that: individual act as a radiographer until
North American inspection, he.; Order The licensee pay civil penalties in the that individual can demonstrate his .
Imp:sinD 0 vil Moneta y Penatties a=ount of Five Thousand DoUers understanding of the instructions which

(55.000) within thirty days of the date of be has received regarding the subjectsI this Order, by check. draft, or money covered in Appendix A of Part M and
Nerth Ame-ican Inspection.Inc 3906 order, payable to the Treasurer of the bas successfuUy ce=pleted a written t

Main Street. P.O. Ecx E5. Lau.ys Statien. United States end me!. led to the Director test and a field examinedon on the-
-

Fennsylvania (the " licensee"). is the cf the Office ofInspecbon and subjects covered.
'

holder of License No. 37-23370-01 (the Enforce me nt, USNRC, Wa shington, D.C. ~

Contrary to the above. en October 38
" license") issued by the Nuclear 20555. M a fidd W 6 MhRegulatory Commission (the "NRC") V Pennsylvania. Individuals were

' "
s ad ca ti te-ials i The licensee may. within thL-ty days Permitted to act as radiographers prior'

accordance with con 6tiens specified of the date of this Order, request a to demonstrating thetr understanding of

therein. License No. 37- 3370-01 w as hearing. A request for a hearing shall be the subjects outlined in Appendix A of
add essed to the Director Office of Part 34, prior to passing a written test.

~ }n Apnl 5*1964' Inspecticn and E.nforcement. A copyof and prior to demonstrating theiri=

h / the hearing request shall also be sent to competence touse the licensee's
A safety inspecticn of the licensee's the hecutive Legal Director, USNRC, radiographic exposure devices, survey * ,

activities under the license was Washington. D.C. 20:55. If a bearing is instruments, and related bandling tools. - '

conducted on October 16-19.1964 at the requested, the Commission willissue an Summery officensee's Response
licensee's fadility in Lau ys Station. Order designating the time and place of Regording Violo:lon A
Pennsy!vania, ar.d at a radiography field the hearing. Upon failure of the beensee
s:te in Bethlehem. Penns3 !vania. to request a hearing within thirty deys The licensee concedes that. for 3,

,

Ancther NRC safety inspection was of the date of this Order, the provisions Individual B. management did not
ccnducted on Janua y 10.1985 at the cf this Order shall be effecuve without produce documents to support |
heensee's facility in Laurys Station, further proceedmes and. if payment has Individual Fs radiographer status at the
Pen .sylvania, and on January 16.19E5 at not been made by that ti=e, the matter time of the inspection.

a radegraphy field site in Lebanon. New may be referred to the Attorney General /vRC Evcluation of Licensee's Response
Jersey. As a result of the inspections, the for collectaan. Rescrding Violation A
NRC staff determined that the licensee y;
had net conducted its activities in fulj At the time of the inspection, the. .. i

ecmpliance with NRC requirements. A In the event the licensee requests a licensee's President (who was also the
written Notice of Violation and hearing as provided above, the issues to acting Radiation Safety OfficerJ. the !

P oposed Imposition of Cail Penalties be considered at such bearing shall be: licensee's Operations Manager, and
was sened upon the licensee by letter (a) Whether the licensee violated NRC Individual A.who is the husband of
drud Feb mn A 1ce The Notice requirements as set fo-th in the Notice Individual B. each told the NRC
stated the naidre of the violations, the of Violation and Proposed imposition of inspectors that Individual B was only
provisions of the NRC's requirements Civil Penalties: and qualified to be a Radiographer's
that'the licensee had violated, and the (b) Whether, on the basis of such Assistant. At the time of the inspection
ameunt of the civil penalties. Responser violations, this Order should be and at the enforcement conference on
dated Pebrua y 21 end 26.1955 to the s ustained. November 14.1984, the licensee did not

<

Nctice of Violation and Proposed Dated et Bethesda. Mar %and this 7th day Provide any information to indicate that
!mposition of Civil Penalties were cf Aupst 1953. Individual B bed completed all training
receis ed from the licensee. In addition. For the Nuc| ear Regulate y Cocur.insion. requirements of the license and 10 CFR
st the request of the NRC a financial James ht.Ta%or, Part 34. A recent inspection conducted
at .t was provided by the licensee Duretor. Office ofinspection and on June 13 and 14,1985 at NAl revealed
!q dated April 10.1985. Enfmement. that Indiddual B had completed the

radiographer's examination in AprilIll Appcodix-Evaluation and Conclus,on 1984, but did not compete the required [2bi

Upon consideration of the licensee's in the licensee's February 21 and 26, practical factors test until February
reponses and the statements of fact. 1985 and April 10.1985 responses to the 1985. Since Individual B performed as a
eap!anations.and a guments for Notice of Violation and Proposed radiographes without having satisfied

"

i
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the required p egra:n for qualification. survey and control access to the storage Res:o:em5n! ofViofollon D -

the viclation remains as stated. bay adjacent to the end of the building .mCFR 31% gires that N
The fact that indjvidual C also where radiegraphy was taking place. entrance Mor pessend as to;1 rfe- ed as e .wegrapher witk.ut and in this stea. the NRC Inspector the high radiation area in a pennanentccinpetmg the required traininF was not rneasured a radiation dose rate of 00 ra6egraphk installation how both6s; uted in the licensee s response. milbrems per hour. Although the vis.ible and audible warning signals toTherefore. the vietation remains as , licensee controds that Bethlehem was warn of the presence of radiation.Theprepcsed. sware ofits radography at:Mty and visible signalis required to be actuated

Renc:ement ef Vic1ction B restricted persor.nel from being in the by radiation whenever the soerroe is
e es e c= in! remen es

b LG 34 4; uq itu 6e r.diogr.pher ad rmed the inspectors that the@ir Fireexp sed arid the audible signalis
required to be actuated when an ettemptor radiographer's assistant to catntain

6tect surveClance of the cperation to Marshau was reqsd Io enter chis area is made so entee the installation while
-otect against unautherized entry into a pui 6cah W E:,s mihne to=M the srutce is exped.

5;h ra6ation area'bove, en October 18.
the Be thlehem facihty. The licensee Cc.ttrary to the above.as of October

Contrary to the a acimom; edges that it 6d not maintain 19.1964.,the pe manent radiographic
1sR at a fald site in Bethlehem. direct seveillance of this area, insra!]atron Ir.eted in the Leerys
Pennsvivanis, a high radiation area Therefere. the violations remain as Station. Pennsylvania facihty did not

' existed in a building adjacent to th, proposed. hm the requi ed warning signals
~

area where radiographic operaticns Res:::ezent of Violadon C2
*

wc e being perfo med. end dited Suzunary ofLicensee's Response
survei!!ance was not maintained to 10 CR 2010Mb) requires that Regonhng Violadon D
protect *Eainst unauthorized entry into- radiuicnlevels in unrestricted areas be
the h:gh ra6aton area. limited ec that an indiddual who was The licensee contends that the facility

Ber:n:ement of Violc:icn C1
contin:o: sly p esent in the area ceu!d loceled in Lac ys Station. Pennsytvenia'

, g ,g ss not a pe :nenent radiographic
*S' *U '2 0 CFR 20.1C5(b) requi es that milbrems in acy hour or 100 millirems in

ru6aticn lesels in t=resticted areas be-- any seven consecutive days. NRCEvolucnon of Licerrsee's Response
heited so that as mdiddual who was Contrarv to the abon, oo October 4. Retardirg Violazian D

uld
U2 19R ra6atienleveis in excess of the 10 CFR 34.29 defines a pennanentn rece des ex s

milbrems in a:y hour or 100 milbrecs in limits set forth in 20 CFR m105(b) radies aphicinstallation as ". . .a
existed in a restaurant which is located shielded insta!'.ation or structureanv seven ecnsecutive days.

Centrcry te the above, on October 18. 4 fut hm 6e hcensn's facihty m designed or in'tnded for radiography
19R at a field site in Bethlehem. Lawys Station. Pennsylvania in v.tich and in which radiographyis regularly
Pen sylvaria,radiationlevels of:00 radiegraphy took place. performed **
rni!1irems per hour existed in an Sumecry of Licensee's Response - In their response, the licensee

. unrestr:cted area of an adjacent building Regerdgg Pio/ctidn C2 indcates nat de Ws StaHon facihty
when ra6cgraphy was being ccnducted is e shielded stuctme and also .,
usin; a cobalt-dsource. Access to this The licensee contends that the in& cates that two diUerent r.diography
arts was not centrciled for the peposes radiationlevels outside the licensee's firms have pedonned adiog aphy there
of radietion proteciion. facility in Larys Statien. Pennsyh ania since a:least 11 7,. Fether. Information

never exceeded the limits of10 CFR supp!ied by thelicensee to the NRC
Su :mcry cf Licensee's Response in6cated thrt this facility was used'0'10e.,

Resctdeg Vio!c: ions B cnd C1 repr.lativ between April and October 1.
^

The licensee's response states that as /v~RCErcluction cfLicensee's Aasponse 39a siice the facihty is shielded.
a service cc:npany they were Regardig Mo/c:mo C2 apparently intended for ra diogra phy,
suborinate to Be6Jehem Steel Thelicensee's survey report for and radic;raphy was regularly ,
Corporatien's Radiation Sciety Prcgrarn- October 4.1W. whiCh was eMralDed at pe rmed there, the 1.aurys Stal30D
The licensee's censu!tcnt states that the the ti=e cf the NRCinspection. facility rnet the defin.! tics cf a
NRC inspecter did net identify the area indicated that a radiatio::lewl cf two **per:nasent radio;:raphic installatics"
correct!). access was !!mited and millirerns per hour existed at :00 feet as defined by 2D CFR 34.2&). *Iherefore,
p.. ...'. .m/ : . f.:cnce ..cs from the socce in all directions.While shee tne r@ep wayning signals were
may:tained.The consultant father n t bstaDed, a dation o!)D UR M

se bnsee now contends tf;st this
states. *. . .where the readings were recorded survey is in e ror, the licensee

'' * ** P#*M* * *

taken by the inspecor m the adjacent
bay w as at an overhead roll-t.p position does not prodde the reascas wty the Resto:ement of Vio/c: ions E.J. E.2. and
and w as the worst exposu e con 6 tion rd &. s.m .was incorrect and EJ
for the day. . did not provise any scio meta.cc in their. 10 CFR 72.Ma) eequires that licensed

respecse regar&ng the acrual radiation meterial being tansported comply with
NRC Erc/ cation of Licensee's Re ;cnse levels messced by the rsdiographer in .the applicable requirernents of the
Re; ceding Pio/c:lons E cod C1 the unrestncted area in the vicinity of regulations ap .ropriate to the mode of

,) The licersee's contentice. that it is
,

the Laurys Station facility. This would transport of.the Department of
subordinate to Bethlehe= Steel's include the areas outside the unshieJded Transportation in 49 CTE Parts 170-189.
Rad.atjen Safety Propam is inco rect. bay doors on the south side of the 1. 49 CFR 172 40Mc) requires that
and demonstrates an inadequate facility and allother areas to which pacines containing radioactive MI
undcn'znding of the respons!bihties of access is not controlled by the licensee. =atenal with radiation levels in excess
an NFC licensee.The inspectors Therefo c. the deletion ternains as cf 50 milbrem rer hoe at the package
obsen ed that licensee persennel 6d not propored surface or 1 mtSirem per hour at three

I'
_ _ _ _ . _ __ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -__ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ .
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feet he affixed with a Radioactive compliance with DOT regulations, the storage form" was.being used as a
'

Y 111 label, failure to imphment these procedures .utization log.Thelicensee states thatary to the above. on October 19. and comply mi the appropriate the storage utilization log would have1 A.. radioactive exposure device regulations were the bases for the been co=pleted when the radiographer'se .h bM; 36:tien levrls of 60 millirem vio?a tion. Therefcre, the dolations shift was completed.per hour at the surface and 1-2 millire n remain as preposed.
per hcur at thtee feet s as transporied h7.C Eve'luation of Licensee's Response

.

withnut e Radioactive Yel:cw lillabel Restctement of Violation F .Reiciding Violation C
a!!aed to the device. 10 CR SC3'b] requires that a

149 CFR 172.5N(a) requires that a physical radiauon survey be made after 10 CFR 34.::7 requires that a leg be

schicle carrym{:w.ckages bearing theeach radiograph 2c exposure to maintained current where devices arepa
TrJr. 2..:. c YL. II::c.ci be determine that the scaled source has g , ', ~,,~ t , ~---- - - ' 6 h h dd * "* '

r"' E I***r
if' entries are made when use of theplacarded on each end and each side been retumed to its shielded position. l

with " Rad oactis e" placards. The entire circurnference of the deuce is complete and the device is
Contra y to the above. on October 19. radiopaphic exposure device must be retened to the storage location.ne

19M. a rac+oactise exposure device that survesed and.if the device has a source stcrage utilization log is intended to
should have been labeled with a pide tube. the sevey must include the reccrd the locahon of the exposure ,

~

Radioactive Yellow 111labei was entire length of the Fuide tube. devices when they are in the $ eld.The
>

transported in a vehicle which was not Contrary to 6e a bove. on October 18. NRC inspe.ctor veri 5ed, while reviewingproper!y pla carded. 1964, a radiopapher's assistant did not the for=, that a device had been
3. 49 CFR 173 44B(a) requires ea ch perform a suney that was adequate to. recoved from storage and the storageshipment of radicactis e material to be deter-ine that the scaled source had uti!!za tien leg was not completed tosecured in crder to prevent shihing returned to its shielded position in that ref;ect this re= ovid. Herefore, the j

.

during normal transportatien cencitiens. the sun ey did not include the entire vio|ation remains as proposed. '

Contrary to the above cn Ocicber is, circur .ference of the exposure device
ISM. a radicactive expcsure device was and the entire length of the guide tube. Res:ctementof VioloD.on Rtransp.rted without being sec ed to the
sch c e in or er to pres ent s S mmcy ofL/censee's Response 10 CFR 2MDB|b) requires that a report. . . *
during r.o mal transpcrtation. E E yjoyo:jon y be sent to the NRC of an indidduars

*N exposure to ra distion when beSummcry ofLicensee *s Response h b ''" * " *

Rescidity Vic!ctions E 1. E.2. cnd E 3 I|" .'j ',f' *,'W*;gy,g,3y,te =inales MoymenL
Sg Ccntam to the above. since April 5,

"censee states ". . . management
-

p I dise!osed that there nists a
1:censee urges these requirements be 1su, four s.ncmduals teminated

la. nderstanding in part cf this a r.inistered and implemented with e=ployment, but as of October 19.1964,
6scretion.procedure." referring to 49 CFR 171 te=ination reports were not provided to

the NRC.through 177. The licensee ccntends that NRC Evoluctica of Licensee *c Response *

the NRC insvector 6d not sitness the EeEcid;ng Violctica F Summcry ofLo.censee's Response
use cf the t ack but obtained hearsay The ceanin; cf the require;nent is A#IO#d/#8 "I#l#U## N
info =atien from a bcensee er plo3 ee c:can namely, that a complete survey cf The licensee acknowledges this "
and contends that the rnaterials were in the entire circuzference of the expost.re viola tion.storage. The licensee also contends t'at cevice and the en ire length of the n'de
the procedure in its manual specibes ~.be must be made after each faiCEvcluc* ion cfLicensee's Responsecomphance with DOT regulations. ra dopaphic exposure. The inspectors Aegarding Violction H
NRC Erc/cetion of Licensee 's Response cbserved thet neither In6vidual B nor
Rego? ding Viole: ions E 1. E2. cnd E3 1.ndividual C pe formed these surveys es No evaluation required.

required. Therefore. the violat>on Res:ctement of Violab,an kAt the time of the inspection.the
inspectors w ere info med by !icensee rernains as proposed The inspector

personnel that the vehicle they had roted that Individual A. the only
.

'"'" 3"

inspected wes used the previous day to qualified individual perfor=ing m requirn thaGeemd anaMal be

t anspc-t licensed matenal an:i that Se ra6cF aphy the day of the inspectien. possessed and used in accordance with

t uck was in the same con 6tien when
id survey'the guide tube. statements, re;:esentat2cns, end -

precedures cc=tained in the applicationt', in emem-. rA. - w .i .. P wa s the Restatement of Violation C dated January m.1934, and lettern dei.dprevious day. 10 CFR >4.27 requires that a utilization Ma ch 2219M and May 4.1964.
The NRC utilizes obsen ations by the log be rnaintai .ed indicating the plant or lie:n 5.3.3 cm page 5.2 of theinspectors. statementa by licensee site where the radiation expsoure app!!catico dated January 31, w48,personnel. records rnaintaincd by the evices are used. reqcites that as person hired with. l. censer a .d measurements rnace by Contrary to the above, on October 19 radiographer caedentials from anotherinspectors as the bases fer detemining IcM. a cobalt.63 exposure device was co=pany co:=plete a practicalccmp!!ance with NRC regu!stions and used at a field site in Bethlehem,

license cen6tions. !n this instance. NRC pennsylvania, but such use was not * pg.formance e xamination before being
r easurement of the radiation lesels i-dicated in the utihzation log. assigned to pedorm radiography.
fro aekage in question ana Contra y to the above, as of january

,

, g. . Response 11,1955, a pen.cn hired with
,

...n, tYe e r d ions o
s

.sportcf Rescrding Vio|ction G ra6cgraphe: credentials from anothern.
:be packa;c provided the bases for the The licensee contends that this was a ec=pany did amt complete a practical [23,,,,<

aclatien. Tur$er. regarding the misunderstandir:g by the NRC inspector per'crmance examinaban before being
icensee's p ocedures which specify ', because he thou;bt the " check-out and asstgned to perfcrm radiography.



.

T**: ,

t
.,

.
,

.

Federal Register / Vol 50. No.159 / Friday. August 16,1985 / Notices 33333

Samecry cf Licensee's Respor.se At the request of NRC Region 1. the - and January $ 1985 (49 FR 252) and (50
Regerding Victation 1 licensee submitted rmancial statements .FR 3051) sespectively.

The licensee does not deny this iri suppen of 6is position indicatmg that The amendments as proposed by the
it has a substantial accumulated debt. It licensee,would change the Unit 1 *. . . . . ." * * * " * " '

,
further maintains that this civil penalty. Technical Specifications as follows:(1)

NRC Erclection of Licensee 's Response when eoupled with current tax liabihties page 3/4 3-55/ Table 4.3.6-1: Changing
Regercing ViolctwnI and operating costs will force the Channel Calibration surveillance

No evaluatica required. ecmpar.v to. file for protection under the intervals to be less conservative than
. Federal Bahkruptcy la ws. Chapter 11. the present requirement. Fxperience has

Restatement of Violc.:icn /
M C Eva'c'.;cn of Licensee's Response shown that electrical equipment will

n C:n 04.Ci.) requires that. dun.ng
radiography cperations. the scaled to P;rposed/mposition of Civil tend to dnft or fail and as a result

p fgj,3 surveillance requirements were
source assembly be secu ed in the established.ne frequency of
sh eided pesition each time the source is The Enfo cement policy makes clsar surveillance has been based on the
retumed to that position. that is not tne intent of a civil penalty to difficulty in conductmg the surveillance

Contrary to the above. cn January 16. put a licensee out of business or test and the consequence of equipment
los3. a radiegrapher perfermed a adversely affect a licensee's ability to failure.The staff has defined the
nun:ber of radiegraphic exposures and safely conduct licensed operations.The required surveillance intervals on a
cranked the source from the end of the assessment of a civil penalty should genene basis in the standard Technical
guide tube to the shielded posit on in the take into account a licensee's ability to Specifications. The licensee has
ex;esce device each time, but did not pay. However, after the staff analysis of proposed substantial departures from
secue the seu ce between each the financial statement submitted w:th the requirensents in the standard
expesce. the licensee's letter of April 10.1985,the Technical Specifications, but has not
Sum ncry cf Licensee's Response NRC is not cerwinced that civil provided an acceptable basis for this
ReEC~diat Vic!c!ical penalties of the magnitude proposed departure from the staffs judgment.

(55.000) will put this licensee out of The*efore,the staff has denied theThe licensee stated , . we do not business. Although it is conceded that licensee *a request. (2) Page 3/4 3-8:cons; der scree to have, g the same the company may have a cash flow Incorporating a quarterly surveillance
"

meaninE es lock,. Otherwyse, why problem, the licensee's net sales for the interval for the channel functional testwcullboth wcrds be usec m paragraph last nine menths of CY 1964 should for the Scram Discharge Volume (SDV)
'O Crn 34Ma) afblif one werd meant enable the licensee to pay the civil float switches.The staff has denied thise same as be'h. The licensee stated peahy and to sdely conduct licensed request and requires the licensee to testat the radiographer picperly suneyed operations.This is especially true since on a month! basis.The objective of the, hsa oa s a no as 3

much of the company's debt is owed to SDV modification was to provide,
either its majority or minority reliable mstrumentation which canwas under his constant surveillance at stockholders. accommodate a single random failure org

" "#j"N## potential common cause failures for all'

1.7C Ercluction cf Licensee's Response postulated SDV filling events.The basis
RcEcn'mE Pio/ctwn / The licensee's response does not for this denialis the same as that stated

Tht require nent in to CFR H U to justify withdrawal of any of the above. Additierally, experience has
secure tha sou ce assemb:y m the violations. or reducing the severity level shown thet problems beve been
shielded positjen each time means that cf the violations. Accordmgly, civil experienced in the pest with these SDV

retract the sorce to the shielded
"

penalities cf Five Thousand Dollars a.re float awitches and these problems havethe licensee must do more than merelv
t= posed. been discovered as a result of the

surveillance tests.Therefore, the staffpes.nen and keep it under observation- [TTs Doc. es-m:0 Tiled MS-es: e.45 am]
Some pesitive action is required to finds the monthly testing interval to

.. coc, ,_
pres ent the inadvertent release of the serve a useful purpose. (3) Page 3/4 5-5/
source frem the shielded positien if the Insert A Including a new surveillance
desice er trank is moved. Fct most requirement to test the LOCA/ false

%,i wo, r,c, ,3g73
radiographic sccces this rnay indeed LOCA logic in support of two unit
mean usmg the locking device en the Pennsylvanta Power and Ught Co.et operation.The staff has denied this
mum Eu' the receirement 1o secce it al.; Denla! cf Amendrnent to Faclitty proposal due to the potentially long time
after each exposuie is separate from the operating Ucense and Opportunity for la ses between, testing of the LOCA/
requi ement to keep the scurce locked if Hearing fa se LOCA logic.The staff fmds that
it is net under direct sun cillance. In this the licensee's proposal does not provide
case the device was not locked or The U.S. NucIcer Regulatory good assurance that the LOCA/ false
othe wise positivel) secutd betw een Commission (the Commission) has LOCA logic will be surveilled on an
exposures and the violation remains as derued in part requests by the licensee appropriate schedule.The staff
proposed. for e. mend:nents to Facility Operating understands that the licensee han

Utense NpF-14, issued to the undertaken a study to determine more
. Summcry ofLicensee's Response to . pennsylvania power and ught accurately an appropriate surveillance

reposedImposition of CivilPenclitses Company, for operation of the requirement based on this study. It is the
Tr;e licensee maintains that the civil Susquehanna Steam FJectnc Station, staff's understanding that when this

penaltv should be withdrawn due to its Unit 1 loca ted in Luzerne County, study is completed the licenace will
financial condition. It claims to have Pennsylvania. The Notice of submit it to the staff along with a A
been in business only a short time Ccnsideration ofIssuance of request for new surveillance
(appresimately 16 monhis) and to has e Arnendrnents was published in the requirement for review and approval. (4)
been undercapitalized item the autset. Federal Register on December 31.1964 page 3/4 7-0 through 3/4 7-30/Smibbers:
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