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EXE CUTIV £F SUMMARY
Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1, 2, and 3
NRC Inspection Report 50-5628/98-13; 560-529/98-13; 50-630/98-13

This routine, announced inspection focused on the licensee's physical security program

The areas inspected included access contro! - personnel, packages, and vehicles; protected
area physical barriers; plans and procedures; review of security event logs; contingency plan
implementation; management support; security program audits; and followup of previously
identified items. Significant improvements continue to be noted in the security program

Plant Support

- A very good program for searching personnel, packages, and vehicles was
maintained (Section $1.1)

. A proper protected area barrier was in place (Section $2.1)
. Changes to security plans were reported within the required time frame. Revision 40

to the physical security plan was a violation in that changes were not made in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.54(p). Implementing procedures met the performance
requirements i the physical security plan (Section S$3.1)

. A very good security event reporting program was in place. The security staff was
correctly reporting security events. The security field reports were accurate and neat
(Section S3.2)

B The licensee effectively implemented the safeguards contingency plan in response to
a bomb threat. (Section $3.3)

. Senior management support for the security organization was very good. The
security program was implemented by a well qualified and highly professional staff

(Section S6.1)

. Audits of the security, access authorization, and fitness-for duty programs were
effective, thorough, and intrusive (Section $7.1)
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