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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Enforcement Action

The following items of noncompliance were jdentified during the inspection:
Violations: None
Infractions

1. Contrary to 10 CFR 20.32(e), a change was made in the approved security
plan which would decrezse its effectiveness and prior approval for this
change was not solicited or received from NRC. his change related to
the replacement of the cozbination lock on the door of the material
storage vault with a key locgik (See Page No._13 , Report Details)

2. Contrary to 10 CFR 73.2(n) and 3.7.1 of the approved security plan, the
Lock on the door of the material storage vault is a key-lock mechanism
rather than a cozbination lock as specified in the regulations ard as
described in the security plaiyf(Sec Page No.34 _, Report Details)

3. Contrary to Section 5.6 of the approved security plan@nly one formalized
drill of the security organization was conducted vhereas the plan calls for
- conducting of quarterly drills including preparation of outline, evajuatien
of response and management review of wiitten results. Also an annual
report of all érills and summarization of results _has not been completed
and circulated to corporate management for revieq:k (See Poge No.43
Report details)

Deficiencies: Nore

Licensee Action on previously idpntificd matters:

An 1E:111 inspection of S in Transit conducted during the period of

February 18-22, 1975 developed one infraction and six deficiencics. These
{tems of noncompliance were contained in an IE:II1 Jetter dated March 19, 1975
which was responded to by Kerr-McCee on April 8, 1975. The items of non-
compliance licensce response and current inspection findings on these itoms
are as foilows:

IE:1I1 Letter dated March 19, 1975

Infraction:

-

Contrary to 10 CFR 73.31(b), during a shipment of SNM from Crescent, Oklahowa
to Richland, Washingtor on July 20-24, 1974, thcitpdiolclcphoqgjjn the transport
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tractor wWas jnoperable for the outbound portion of the round trip. The
yequired communication was met by thq!&ndiotclcphoqé}in the escort vehicle
and/or by pay-telephone calls.

u-!_rcsponsc dated April 8, 1975

. -

tadio telephonegdn the transport tractor and the escort vehicle shall be
npcrational upon dcparture from terminal, pick-up points and unloading points.
shonld failure of equipment occur between any of these points, the back-up
system shall be utilized until such time as safety permits the delay for
yepairs.

Yhis {neident has been checked vith and was concurred by Tri-State Motor
Pransit Compaony. Kerr-ilcGee was, however, not aware of the situation at the

time.

Kerr-YcGee shall verify equipment operations prior to departure from Cimarron
Facility beginning with the next shipment.

Inspection Findings

The licensce generated procedure K-M-NP-22-13 on April 14, 1975 titled
vgecurity Requiremcnts Prior to Release of Carrier for Delivery and Carrier
performance.” This procedure 2scigns responsibility to the Kerr-McCee
Security Officer and/or his designated alternates 'to use a check list to
verify carrier requircnmonts and rccords covering call-in log, enroute list

of telephone numbers, emergency not ification numbers, cormunications
opcrability, scheduled routes, trailer seals and numbers and certification

of guard qualifications. Included in this procedure are guch items as
confirnation of shipment Ly tclephone and TWX to the consignee, carrier logs,
performance of quarterly audits of carrier performance, semi—annual'fcporto of
shipment jnterception and inspection and annual summary report to Kerr-lcGee
management regarding carrier performance. '

The security officer produced records showing that for shipments which took
place on March 11-13, and April 22-26, 1975 communications equipment was
verified as operable before the shipments left the Kerr-Gee site. A)l other
facets of carrier performance and appropriate records were also checked. The
checklist vas used for the latter shipment. IE: 111 has no further qucstions
on this item.

YE: 111 Letter dated Mareh 19, 1975

Peficiencies:

1. Contrary to Licensing's Modification No. 3 to the Tri-State SNM Scecurity
Transportation Manual at Page 3, Scction V, Paragraph 5, entitled
Wpirearms Training," only onc of eight driver/guards has requalified

. within the six month requircmcntl_.}(_

,
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K-M response dated 4/8/75

1. Documentation has been requested from Tri-State Motor Transit Company
to assurc that each driver/guard used by Tri-State in the transport
of our SNM is currently qualified. Each driver/guard shall be queried
as to their qualification prior to each dcparture. Departure shall
not be allowed unless qualified. Qualifications were verified by
Tri-State on March 7, 1975.

Inspection Findings

Verbal confirmation of the driver/guards qualification with fircarms was
reseived and documented by Kerr-McGee on March 7, 1975. Also verbal
assurances vere reccived on qualifications prior to the March 11 and

April 22, 1975 shipments. It is noted that vritten verification of driver/
guard qualifications for the seven previously nonqualified personncl was
provided to J. A. Hind of IE:1I1 By Tri-States letter dated April 3, 1975,
copy of which was provided to Kerr-HeGee. The Ke: r-lcCee security officer
provided assurances that he will personally review Tri-States qualification
records during his next quarterly audit at Tri-States headquarters in

!
Joplin, Missouri. : |
JE:111 has no further questions on this item.

Lﬁ:ll! Letter dated Yarch 19, 1975

2. Contrary to Section 5.5.7 of the Kerr-McGee Transportation Sccurity Plan
dated February 22, 1974, and spproved by Licensing on March 25, 1974, a
quarterly audit at Joplin, Missouri of the Carvier's (Tri-State) per-
formance was not performed until August 7, 1974 although the first audit
wvas due to have been conducted on or before June 25, 1974.

K-M response dated April 8, 1975

2. Quarterly audits have been conducted in & timely manncr since August 7,
1974.

Inspection Findings

The last auvdit performed at Tri-State headquarters by Fred Weleh, Kerr-McGee
Sccurity Officer was February 19, 1975. Another audit for the next quarter
vas tentatively scheduled for the week of May 28, 1975.

1E: 111 has no further questions on this matter.

: ol
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1E:11]1 lLetter dated March 18, 1975

3. Contrary to Section 5.5.7, Paragraph 2, of the Kerr-McGee Transportation
Sccurity Plan dated February 22, 1974, and approved by Licensing on
March 25, 1974, an in-transit shipment of SN was not intercepted
at a planned stop by Kerr-McGee representatives to examine the drivers
procedurcs and records during the coomi tted-to-six-month interval, No
such interceptions have been performed since approval of the Transporta~
tion Security Plan.

rcgppnnc dated April 8. 1975

The regulation indicates that the truck during a shipment must be inter-
cepted at a planned stop. The stop is, however, not defined. We have

in the past, defined this stop as the Cimarron Facility. As in the
following two discrepancies, a formal record of the required record check
wvas not made, although this check was completed.

In order that our operation is adequately deseribed in the Transportation
Security Plan, without decreasing the sccurity, the plan will be revised
to perforn a check of the records cvery three months and audit the calls
to Tri-State during the quarterly audit. :

Inspection Findings

According to Mcssrs.gznnka. Adkissoi?andiﬁclcﬁj}it {s Kerr-Mctue's position

that auvdits perforne before a shipment is dispatched and at the time a return
shipment is received at the Kerr-tcGee site sufficg to meet the intent of the
security plan comzitment. On April 25, 1975, anl. requc»tcdi@. J. Shcllciz
Director of Regulation and Control for Kerr-McCee, to revise the sccuvity

plan to clarify the surveillance comnitment and submit the revision to
Licensing. It was determined thatfhellggfhas not submitted any revisions to
Licensing to date for the reason that the Kerr-licCee pocition docs not decreas?
the effectiveness of the sccurity plan. It is planned however, tO notify
Licensing of the Kerr~licGee position on in-transit audits.

It should be noted that IE:11T has not accepted the Kerr-McGee position in
this matter and by letter dated April 23, 1975, 1E: 111 adviscd Kerr-MeCee that
the matter was being referred to the Office of Nuclear Material Safety and
Sccurity for resolution. by memo to H. D. Thornburg dated Apri) 23, 1975,

our position was stated and request vas made for referral of the mattex by
Licensing. Such reforral was made by IE:NQ on May 27, 1975.

Since a final determination has not been made on this item of noncompliance,
4t is being held open as an "unresolved item."

»
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!n:lil Lcttcr dated March 19, 1975

4. Contrary to 10 CFR 73.70(g) records substantiating the consignee is
notificd imwediately of the time of the departure of shipments were
not being maintained. .

K-M_response dated April 8, 1975

4. Proper notification of shipments to the consignee were made by phone.
However, formal records of this notification were not maintained.
Beginning with the next shipment, a record will be started as proof
of this notification as required by 10 CIR 73.70(g).

!pspcction Findings

Facility records on recent shipments were reviewed to assure that proper
records are being maintained to establish appropriate notifications.

—

Rasimussen of LRDA - Richland by telephone at 1530 hours on March 11, 1975
that the shiprent consigned to HEDL was departing the Kevr-icGee site at
1535 and an ETA at the Richland site was established. A TWX covering
shipment dJetails had been sent to Rasmussen at 1603 hours oa March 10, 1975.
A shipment checklist form was utilized to record this pertinent information.

Shipment of March 11, 1975 - Records reflect thnti&clcﬁhﬂotified Milton

Richland was teleplonically notified byglelchlpt 1410 hours on April 22, 1975
that a shipment consigned to BHEDL had departe: the Merr-McGea site at 1405
hours and an ETA - Richland was established. Also records show that Kenneth
Ridgway of 1E:11] wac telephonically notified of a revised CTD and ETA and a
change in driver/guards on April 22, 1974 and a TVX vas dispatched to ERDA/
MEDL also reporting these changes.

Shipment of Agril 22, 1975 - Records ve fy EI;JZQillinm DeMerchm { NEDL-

1E:111 has no further questions concerning this matter,

1E:111 letter dated March 19, 1975

5. Contrary to 73.70(g) records for return shipments to substantiate the
shipper is notified of the arrival of the shipment at its destination

. were not being maintained.

K-M response dated April 8, 1975

8. Proper notification of receipts to the shipper vere made by phone.
However, formal records of this notification were not majntained.
Beginning with the next shipment, a record will be started as proof
of this notification as required by 10 CIR 73.70(8).

L4




!nsgection Findings

With respect to the March 11, 1975 ghipment of fuel pins to NEDL, this was a
one-way shipment with no return shipment of Pu nitrate from ARCHO. All that
was brought back to Kerr-lcCee was empty birdcages. Mo notification to
ERDA/ARCIIO vas required in this instance. ’

Regarding the April 22, 1975 shipment, the Tri-State truck brought back from
ARCNO/Richland a shipment of Pu nitrate after having delivered the fucl pine
to HEDL. Kerr-McGee records indicate that on April 26, 1975 at 1530 hours,
Welch telephonically advised the ARCIO duty officer, M. L. Thornton, that
the shipment tad arrived at the Kerr-tecCee site at 1510 hours that date.
This telephone conversation was backed up by a TWX to ERDA/ARCHO on April 28,
1975. a4, .

IE:111 has no further questions on this iten.

JE:J711 Letter dated March 19, 1975

6. Contrary to 10 CFR 73.70(g), record information pertaining to shipments
made during the periods July 2-5, 1974, August 31, to September 3, 1974,
September 30 to October 5, 1974, December 17-19, 1974 and January 14~18,

1975 was not maintained at Kerr-licGee. ~

K-M_responsc dated April 8, 1975

6. Records for the shipnent dates {ndicated were sot maintained, but a
request was pade to Tri-State requesting this informzcion. In the future
all such data will be requested and maintained on file.

In order to provide additional assurance that the above items and other
requirements for shipping these nuclear materials ire completed, a prucedure
and check list will be prepared. This will be complete by April 15, 1975.

In reference to the specific deviations sent to Tri-State by you, ve will
request a copy of their response to you and followup with them to determine
proper compliance in their response.

lgppcctton_findings

Kerr-HcGee records were reviewed to assure that record information on gshiprents
(telephone logs, shipping receipts, emergency {nstructionn, escoris, ete.) had
been provided by Tri-SLs . The Kerr-McCGee file has now been documented to
cover shipments made on the above dates and an agreement was reached that
Kerr-MeGee will {avariadbly receive these ghipping documents imrediately upon
completion of cach shipment handled by Tri-Statas.

AE:111 has no further questions on this item.
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Previous to the In-Transit inspection uh!ch rcsnl!&d in the aforementioned

{tems of noncompliance, a follow-up physical protection inspection was
conducted on September 11, 1974 by J. A. Hind, IE:ITI. Resulting from this
inspection were the following items of noncompliance which were presented to
the licensece by IE:III letter dated October 2, 1974 and responded to by
Kerr-McGee letter dated October 25, 1974. The actions taken on these items
of noncomp)iance were evaluated during the current inspection.

IE:I11 Letter dated October 2, 1974 \

1. License Condition 9.3.4 states 4£jhe licensce shall seclect metal,
explosives and special nuclear material dectectors which have the detection
A

capabilities .specifxcd in Regulatory Guide 5.7. . 3’

Part 3.5.1.2 of tho Kerr-tc Security Plan states in parb*EExplosivcé]
\% will be detected bygn cctor installed by April 15, 1974,

73.50(f) (1) states, “All alarms, communications equipment, physical

barriers, and other security related devices or equipment shall be

maintained in operable and effective condition.” o
—— ; e
Contrary to the above, the install xplosive detector s not being

"} maintained in effective condition. onexplogive type substances olie
,'ggxzunef—fvr‘tnstance) also activa he ala To date, your fortn
. _to correct this situation have not been fully effective.

—

K-M response dated October 25, 1974

1. DlLicense Condition'9.3.&. Part 3.5.1.2 of Kerr-McGee Sccurity Plan and
Regulation 73.50(f)(1) {E.xplosivc DctectorJ

As described, during the audit by Mr. Mipd, it was determined that other
.. types o pors such as smoke and perfumc¥caused a response in the
instrune 1t should also be noted, hovever, that explosives are
effectively detected as required by regulations and as indicated by the
manufacturer,

Since the instrument was installed in our plutonfum plant, we have
conducted many tests to determine its reliance and effective oporation.
We will continue these tests to improve the effective operation of the
unit. Some of the tests indicate that modifications can be performed to
accomplish this goal. 1In addition to these tests, the operation of this
specific dinstrument will be reviewed with the manufacturer. Other types
of detectors for this application are being fnvestigated.

We expect that these tests and investigations should be completed by
January 1, 1975,

Le rek. s~’.”_'- 75 L
R B

] bus piye 17



W peetion Findings

! 1 (eensee representatives, in concert with the explosive detector manufacturer,
=, owlucted nunerous tests of thqagpdel 1T1-58)cxplosive detector and found that
wmerous spurious alarmsfere caused by cipgatet or cigar smoke, perfume,
.ot powder and hair oi Adjustments could not effectively be made to
~iminate spurious alarfs without affecting the cquipment's capability to
2 Jeteet the presence of explosives. Therefore, it was decided to discontinue
o of the fixed cxplosives detector in thc(?onfinina entrance corridog¥and
\ (v conduct the search of personnel for presence of explosives in thd(mnin
\‘1 h-hb*uainu a hand-held explosives detector, del ITI-Sa-kanuhcturcd by
[}ou Track Instrument Corporation Apparently this instrurfient, whey used as
\ fixed detectorfithin a confintd ared) was adversely affected bygvapors
other than caused by explosive The {nstrument has demonstrated greater
i yeliability when used in a moregopen arcd’ns a hand-held devtca.'—€%

——
e inspector observed use of the detector during shift change and during the
wormal treffic betveen shifts. All inconing cmployees and visitors are
“examined for explosives by the hand-held detector, Sample sources © pla ic
vexplosives, THT and gnnpoudcr@bre used to ascure effcetiveness of the
instrument and to calibrate its sensitivity during the weekly filter change.

1E: 111 has no further qucstibns on this item.

1E:111 Letter dated October 2, 1974 . : G

2. License Condition 9. g8, ¥s .The.liccnscc shall instnfiigzzz::;d
magnetic switeh type yusion alarms on all emergeacy exits and all
normally locked points of ingress and egress in accordance with 10 CFR ;
73.50(d) (1) and (2) and 73.60(e)."

Contrary to the above, you are not in full compliance. Tho!hock air

lock dooi,il still equipped with the plunger type alerm. The othcr‘icn:}
areas are equipped wit alanced magnetic swilcﬁ!?ypc intrusion alarms

as requirved. This is a repeat violation from the May 1974 ingpection.

K-M response dated October 25, 1974

2. License Condition 9.7 = palanced Magnetic Switch

‘I‘hcﬁplm\ced magnetic witcaon theffair lock doo_i)\as now been installed
and was operational as of October 15, 1974, :

It should be noted that sufficient swit.hes were purchased to cover all
requived doors although during the installation one of these
switehes vas found to be defective. This was returned to a supplier
» wnd a now unit requested. The delay in installation was cauced as a
yesult of an excessive delivery time,

hl
L
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' ch}tgg_findings

oo prtal dn question has been fitted with afgqlanced magnetic aln:i}iwitch
. have )] emergency portals at the Pu Plant. The licensce showed that an
SRELLS number of alarm switches had been initially ordered but one switch
(e be returned to the manufocturer for replacement,

. :n Changes

. ated carlier in the Summary of Findings, the licensce, since the last
..cal protection 1nspcction,‘ut threce hole‘in the steel door of the 1
<torage room and has replaced the combination lock of this door with a
rock. The matter of the olcs,in the dooqu pending resolution in
~1sing; the lock change resulted in a citation for noncompliance. (See
_setion No. 2). ,

: |
\11 has no further questions on this item. \ v///,/ |

:omply with License Condition 3.9.18, the licensce has established new
:vilding evacuation routcs, has constructed an additional emergency gate
-~a southvwest section of the protected urca fence and has erected a six

: high fence extending southward to the Decontamination and First Aid
.Jing to assure control and surveillance of personnel when evacuated from
: Pu Buildiang. :

or _Significant Findings

Few persons within the Pu Plant were wearing their identification badges
in elear view. The badges arc normally kept in the breast pocket of
company-issued coveralls. Management was asked to consider requiring
enployees to wear badges in clear sight to facilitate rccognition as an
authorized arca occupant. -

Although Regulatory Cuide 5.20 gpecifics annual physicals for guards, there
are no comuitments made in the sccurity plan to satisfy this standavd.
Management was asked to consider the possibility of scheduling annual
physical examinations and were {informed that this matter will be explored
further by IC:I11 with Licensing. .

grment Interview

* the conclusion of the inspection, a preliminary cloce out was held with
~ru. Janka, Adkission and Welch to discuss the inspection findings and items
* snncompliunce., Representing NRC were J. F. Donahue of IE:I1I and J. W,
viin of 1E:1. A subsequent close out was held with these Kerr=MeGee
enentatives in the prescence of Mr. Morgan Moore, Cimarron Facility Manger.
# rebuttals were offered to the identified items of noncompliance.

"",
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’ REPORT DETAILS
INTRODUCTION AND SCCTE

Persons Contacted

Morgan Moore,\Cimarron Facility Manger

Raymond Jonka,\ Manger, Administration and Accountability

Ronald Adkisson) Supervisor, Safcguards and Security A
Fred Welch, Security Officer . wcwg

Messrs. McCoy, Selmon, Jeffries, Johnsoq}e Cuards

Scope

This inspection covercd the Kerr-McGee Security Plan, portions of License
Conc¢itions MPP-1, Section 3, all of License Conditions MPP-1, Section 9, and
applicablc scctions of 1{ CFR 73. Also covered were licensee actions taken on
items of noncompliance identified during a follow-up inspection of September 11,
1974 and an SN  In-Transit inspection conducted on February 18-22, 1975.

Introduction

An unannounced physical protection inspection was conducted during the period
of May 20-22, 1975 by J. F. Donahue of IE:III, assisted by J. W. Devlin of
1E:I. All facets of the Kerr-McGee security prosram were inspected. In
general, management cooperation was satisfactory and an effective and workable
sccurity program is being carried on.



1. SECURITY PLAN

[70.22(h)] Docs the licensee possess an approved Ph
Sccurity Plan (PSP)?

{70.32(c)] Did any change in the PSP decrease its effectivensss?

i 1 '. AOY wWac hanred B el
If yes, c.\.]v!.:mi&?;_n_rgc_)ci on_the Vault door was changed from

Yes

a c0“%:w‘t1

]wci to a six pin lU"‘](r 1oc}¥:ulmut prior notification to Licensir

(See attac) 1(c' sheet)

A. Did the licensce sccure AEC approval prior

in the PSP which deocreased its effectiveness
(1) If yes, were approvals:
(a) Written

(b) Verbal?

)

[70.32(d)] For changes in the licensee’s PSP which decreased its
cffectiveness, did the licensee submit an application to amend his
license or to change the Technical Specifications incorporated in

his license?

[70.32(¢)] Were any changes made to the PSP which did not

decrease its effectiveness?

o

If yes, list changes.

A Sample window in Pu Duilding.

B.
C
D

.

{70.32(¢)]  Did the Nicensee maké chanzes in the PSP which did
decrease its effectiveness without proper notilications?

w)3=

not




Jiem of Nonconmpliance - Section 1.2

puring the course of this inspection, it was noted that the licensgce
modified the door of the material steorage vault. In addition to*ggtting 3
three portholesyjn thégmetal door, reported in IE:III letter date ’
Getober 2, 1974 to N D. Thornburg,ﬁhc locking mechanism - a dial type
combination lock, was replaced by a six pin Sargeant and Greenleaf key

Jock J Since replacement of the lock represented a significant decrease in
the protection afforded the vault door and this change was not specifically
reported to Licensing for approval es required by 10 CFR 70.32(e), the
licensee was found to be in noncompliance.

With respect to the hree holes Cut‘ZE!the door, Licensing, by letter !

dazed April 4, 1975, requested K-M to submit revisions of appropriate rages
of the PSP for Licensing review and approval. As of the date of this
inspection K-M had not submitted the requested revisions. Further, in a
te)ephone conversation held on June 3, 1975 between the inspecter and
George McCorkle of Licensing, it was developed that Licensing had no
knovledge of K-M's action in changing the locking mechanism and no requests
for exceptions have been submitted by K-M. (See Infraction No. 1, Sumnary
of Findings)

T P
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"I FACILITY UCKNﬂZCONDYHONS}VGLFXCEFHONS

Attach current copy of specific license conditions applicable to the facility and
comment on cach condition as to compliance or noncompliance.

Anendment MPP-1 to License SNM-1174, Section 9 License Conditions dated

March 6, 1974 as subscquently amended, were reviewed. All Conditioms, 9.1
through 9.18.6, were covered with no items of moncompliance being disclosed.
Certain of the license conditions in Section 9 are no longer relevant since
submission of pertinent data or physical medifications have been accomplished.
License Condition 9.3.10 was for a one-time calibration test which has becen
completed. License Conditions 9.18.1 through 9.18.6 related to time

extensions which have expired. It is understood, through telcphone conversation
with George McCorkle (Division of Safeguards) that the K-l license is

scheduled for revision and reissuance.

With respect to Section 3 license conditions, covered during this inspection
were 3.9.11, 3.9.12, 3.9.13, and 3.9.18 (1) through (5). These conditions,
whilé appearing in a section relating more specifically to material
accountability, pertain to physical sccurity requirements and hence were
covered during this inepection. Other conditiens in Section 3 were covered,
in part, during the IE:III inspection of March 6-12, 1975 (Repert No.
070-1193/75-04)
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.
IIl. SECURITY ORGANIZATION
X . \
). [PSP]ILC-9.1][70.32(¢)] Does the current facility org'ani/ntion
chart indicate all individuals, groups, or organizations responsible
for sccurity? A new position, manager -of Safeguards and Not entirely
Security vas added to the table of orgal1izatioQ.(See attached sheet)
2. Doss the sccurity organization assure continuous responsibility
for physical protection practices by:
A. [73.50(2){1)) Using a sccurity organization including guards,
to piotect the facility and SNM, and Yes
B. [73.50(2)(2)] Maintaining at least one (1) sccurity
supervisor onsite at all times? Yes
3._[73.5C(a)(3)] Has the licensee established written sccurity
procedures which document:
A. The struciure of the sccurity organization, and JYes :
B. The dutics of guards, watchmen and other individuals
responsible for sccurity at the site? . Yes
4. Arc the following employees used to protect the facility: .
A. Guards, : Yes
9
B. Watchmen, and/or : ; No
C. Other individuals? No
5. Are the following contracted individuals used to protect the
facility: !
_A. Guards, No
»”’ .
. . B. Watchmen, and/or \ No
C. Other individuals? ; oty et No

Tha: //‘,C"“’ be 'e/é”.;'i{- e ol { .



Comment on Section 111, Item 1

Since th~ last inspection, a change in e sccurity organization has taken
place. Previously the Sccurity Officerszircd Nclch:ikcporlcd directly to
the Manager of Administration and Accountabilily (Bgymond Jan&éjx A new
position was created as Supcrvisor of Safeguards and Segurity an its
ingymbei 54zgpnald Adkisson [ito whom]/Welcl fhow roports.L dkiss Nrcpor(s
td Jankalfpho reports quﬁorgan Moore . J\Cimarron Facility Manager. The
functional responsibility of the Security Organization 1is unchanged.

-6~
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11-2

Were the following individuals trained prior Lo
wolirity duties:
Yes

DNA

and/or
DNA

Saiduals?

: training? _Oklahoma City Police, K-M security officer.

~tsutum used by the licensee for {raining purposes in
th AEC furnished Regulatory Guides for:

.

e lon be r:”/m;-./ Pyl X

*3] Points of Law, - Yes ¥
:7]  Security Skills, and Yes o
‘71 Local Sccurity Matters? ; Yes .
_ . i

Is the licensee using qualified guards and ‘

. - —— Yes |
> protect the facility” |
|

, i ‘

- +ions of all individuals used for sccurily purposcs |
|

3 S LR . : Yes

and ‘oral examinations after training, ‘
b Yes |

;#0 training, and/or |
Yes \

|

|

1



11.

12

13.

14,

13

List equipment used by the following individuals to protect the facility:

A. Guard;j(38¥alibu revolvers, niLL sticks an%lz guagc&hotguns

B. Watchmen, and/or

C. Other individuals. _-

[73.2(c)) Is cach guard on duty equipped with a loaded fircarm? ves

A. Describe fircarm (at least .38 caliber). % % liber - mostly Smith and Wesso-
or Colts.
Has suparvision of the licensee’s security organization inspected all
security equipment in the past three (3) months? Yes
: /
or

What were the results of this inspection? Equipment operated satisfactorily

was otherwise in usuable condition.

7}«.,: /'/-;':‘ (wn Ae 'rP/Pf,"d/ ’ fa)-/

-18-
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. 173.50(a)(4). 73.50(N(4)] Is the equipment provided to the
wollowing individuals by the lcensee adequate to aid in protecting

the facility? ; Yes
A. Guards, Yes i
B. Watchmen, and/or . % 4 &

¢ Other individunls?. x e

[{73.50(a)(4))] Have all guards and watchmen employed by the
licensce for physical protection purposes: -

A.  Demonstrated their ability to understand the facility’s .

sccurily procedures, Yes

How? Written test and annual reviéw and test c_énm,r_tgd during
April 1975.

B. Demonstrated their ability to exccute all required dutics, and

How? On-the-job performance

C. Requalificd at least annually? ' Yes

flhe each indiviiual used for sccurity purposes been tested and
requalified according to the following schedule?

/. [73.50(2)(:D) " Annually - General duties and :csponx‘ilvilitics Yes

. [RG-5.20) Semi-aunually - Specific dutics and responsibilitics ‘ bR

—77”5 ,Q'Gjt Can éc /‘(/’--_ '9»‘_/ - *‘*./
| OERNRARGOORIE
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1ni-5

’ . .

C. [RG-5.20] Semi-annually - Communications equipment

n. [RG-5.20] Semi-annually - All other security equipment
(i.c., arms qualiﬁc:tion) ;

&F
E.  [RG-5.20] Annually - Medical examinations
i
18. l’73.50(g)(‘.‘)] During this inspection period, did the sccurity
organization detect the abnormal presence or activity of persons
or vehicles (unusual occurrences) within an:

g -

C
D

Yes

Not_committed to

annual physicals in !}

A. Isolation zone, No
B. DProtected arca, i No
Material access arca, and/or No
. Vital arca? No
19. Upon dctccliox{ of unusual occurrences within the TA, :
Isolation zone, VA and MAA, how did the sccurity
organization demonstrate their capability of: ~
‘A [73.50)(2)D) Determining the existence of 2 threat, DNA
DNA

B. l73.50(g)(2)(ii)] Assessing the cxtent of the hreat, and

age run be /~€/¢°<-f°1/ 1 7‘37‘&/

St ' =30
\

- O

'S
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- »d l73.50(g_)(2)(iii)] Taking immediate measures to ncutralize the threat
by onc of the following mwans: '

(1) Appropriate action by licensee guards, or DNA
(@) Calting for assistance from LLEA, or o
DNA

(3) Performing both items 1 and 2 above? __

-



-

1v. PHYSICAL BARRIERS AND LIGUTING

\'_!.SO(b)(l)] Has the licensee located Vital Equipment (VE)
within Vital Arcas (VA's)? : ' : Yes

' 1.‘3.50(1))(1)} Has the licensce located VA's within a PA? . Yes

['IS.SO(b)(l)] Docs access to VA's require passage through at

1east two physical barriers? ) Yes

o Are physical barriers surrounding PA’s in accordance with

73.2()? Yes

. If not, explain:

5. 173.500)(3)) Is cach PA physical barrier scparated from any other
physical barrier designated 2s a physical barrier for VA's and MAA'S? Yes

N

(73.50(L)(3)], (73.50(b)(4)] Is an isolation zone cstablished zround
any portion of a building wall used as a physical barrier to the PA’s? Yes

7. Do all physical barriers of VA's and MAA's meet the qdalihcalions

of 73.2(N)? Yes
2 113.2(0()) Do door, window and ‘opening covers in walls serving
as physical barriers 10 the PA. MAA and VA provide sutficient
strength that the integrity of the wall is not lssencd? Yes
7 13.5000)(N] Docs the licensee moniter or prriodically cheek
(a1 least once a day) the intervening space between the PA Yes Fence
physical bariier and VA and MAA physical l‘.x::x-;.us? i
JL/ on cach sh

Ths pue Con ke r—e’""‘f’ — | .



10.

12.

13.

14,

15.

//// "1‘1/( i

\,\' :

. 5
V-2 AL
>

[73.50(L)(4)] Docs the licensee continuously monitor the PA

isolation zonc? Yes

alarm, of fence line.

How?

7 \- .

Functional test performed by inspectors established its effectiveness.

{73.50(N)(1)), {73.60{d)(1)] Is the licensee maintaining physical

barricrs in an operable and effective condition? Yes
[PSP) Docs the licenses inspect ail physical barriers used for
physical protection purposes at 3 frequency of not less than Yes
once per day? : o
[73.50(b)(5)] Is each isolation zone and all clear areas it
iluminated sufficiently to aid guards and watchmen in their Y -L%nlliul‘
responsc to the breaching of any physical banier? utcie_ons e
S.E. Sic

(73.50(b)(5)) Arc isolation zoncs and clear arcas illuminated
not less than 0.2 feet candles at all times? Yes

’ \
Are all entrances to the PA, VA, MAA illuminated sufficiently
to aid guards or watchmen in performing access coatrols? Yes




1v-3

—

ency lighting that is capable of .
trols points? 2 B el

ternal illumination not on

16. Docs the licensee have emerg
iluminating all facility access con

Describe methods of providing emergeney lighting.
r control room.

Encrgency Power. One light off, top of staircase moto

-_—
.

evels in jsolation zone exce

ed. 2 fc.

Light 1

iem to turn lighting *“on and c’f.”

¥7. _Describe mechan




‘o

P

.

i B. Locks, and

V. KEYS, LOCKS, AND COMBINATICNS

—_—

(73.50(c)(7)]  What controls does the licensee utilize to minime
the possibility of compromisc for:

A. Keys, Card keys jssucd to employees for access to main gate. Card

key also serves as ID.

“

B. Locks, and Keys

’ 72
)i.yault door 546 Special six tumb]cr}' (Q\j
N .

C. Combinations? #pu’except outer door - 30 day change for change room

doors Lo process area, push button.&omhination on vault door

‘changed to key.k

[73.50(c)(7)]v Upon evidence of compromise, did the licensee p-romptly
change:

A. Keys, - None

B. Locks, and . : Detected

C. Combinations? '

(73.50(c)(7)] Upon termination of any employee having access,
did the licensee promptly change: .

A. Keys, , . : Eol U

C. Combinations, and Yes

Card Key retricw:

! D. Other security related equipment?

*Proccdu.rc KM-RC-22-8 Rev. 1. Date 6/4/74 "Changing of locks and
combinations." :

’ -

p\}n can lz& rF/"._;o{ 1" "o{..‘



4. 173.50()N)], (73’
maintained for €O
for physical protec

§. Do all facility loc!

the required specif

Vault - key is:
key issued.

edicof 6 pin t
Ycdico[Mortise




6.

Vi PERSONNEL AND VEIICLE CONTROLS

[RG-5.20] Doss the licensee have at least onc vehicle dedicated
fo sccurity operations? ' ]

173.50(b)(4)]  Are parking facilitics for both employces and
visitors, located outside the isolation zone? -

(73.50(c)(6)) Under emergency conditions, does the licensee
permit private vehicles within the PA?

173.50(c)(5)] Are drivers of delivery and service vehizles
escorled at all times v:hi_'.c»wit?un the PA?

[73.50(¢)], [73.60(2)(5)] Does the licensee check the

jdentification and authorization for cach vehicle entering
a PA, VA, and MAA?

[73.50(c)(1)) Does the licensce assure that access to VA
and MAA is limited to individuals who require access 10
perform their duties?

173.50(c)(5)] Doces the licensee physically escort all visiters
within the PA by using:

A. Guards,

B. Watchmen, and/or

C. Other individuals?

(73.50(c)(1)), 173.50(c)() cubsequent to search, are drivers
of delivery and service vehicles escorted at all times while
within the PA?

gt oo b ek o Bl

+ =27~

o I -

Not at prescent

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
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% [73.50(c).(‘3)

I, [73 70(¢)
register prior

o being

l, 173 70(d))

Are ) Visitors req
Permitted jnto p

uired to
A's and VA's?

10. 173.60(::‘:':7)}

Are
o cac), MAA?

authorized ir‘.:fx"»':du:.’s used to CSnliol accrss



M B e

VIL. BADGING

8 173.50(0)(3)) Has the licensce Provided picture badzees 1o all
individuals who are authorized a5Cess to the PA without vscort?

2. l73.50(c)(4)], l73.50(c)(5)l Has the licensee prow’dcd'spccially
coded badzes to non-cscortey individua)s which indieate PA's, VA's
and MAA's o which access authorization has been authorized?

o l73.50(c)(5)) Docs the licensee provide badges to all visitors
to the pA? :

4. l73.50(c)($)) Do an non-picture visitor badges indicate that
" an escory IS required?

S. [73.50(c)(5)j Are individuals not employed by the lice See
who require frequent ang eXtended access 1o 4 PA or vu
Provided pictyre badges which:

A Are picked Up on entrance to the PA, and
B. Are returned each time he leaves the PA?

6. 173.50(c)4)). (73.50(c)(5)] Do badges for individuals w)o

require frequent and/or extended access to MAA's, VA% and
A's indicates: ‘
A Noncmploj'cc * No escort, Tequired,

B. Areas 1o Which access js authorized, and

(14 Periog for which access s authorizeq?

-~ l73.50(c)(3)), l73.50(c)(-1)] Do an facility badacs indicate

areas to which aceess authorization is granted?

Thr ﬁf}e ‘ton b2 Fe/e.
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TRERICEIARINE

VII-2
\

Describe badges used at the, facility. Plnstiggo,moi yicture badges Ped and Khite

strip - unlimited access = no escort required. Red-Pu Plant-No escort

adnittance permitted if approved by a work schedule maintained by Guard.

Gold - U Plant employee - escort required in Pu Tlant,

White - Escort required (mairly for visitors) sign log-

Pink No Health Safety traivning - must sign log and

)
Crecn be provided with escort.

How zre badges protgeted agoinst compromise? ____Security Officer controls

camera an rtridges in locked cabinet.
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VIIL

[73.50(c)( 1)), 173.50(c)(2)] Docs
identification (ID) and access autho
to the PA and VA for:

A. Personnel, visitors and employc
B. DPackages?

[73.50(c)(1)] Does the licensee p
following manner:

A. A physical scarch, or

B. Usec equipment capable of dzt
be used for industrial sabotage

Does the licensee perform the foll
and vchicles prior to entry into a

A. [73.50(c)(1)] Al individuals,
B. [73.50(c)1))] A random scar
C.  [73.50(c)(1)] AN hand carric
)

[73.50(c)(2)] A random scai
packages? Packages to Waic
opened. These are items

Are random scarches of ALEC<lear
frequency to assure that each emy
s scarched at least once per mon
records)?

[73.50(c)(1))  Are drivers of deli
scarched prior to entry into the |

*Active Q&L AAs are possessed by a numb
personnel scarch procedure.  All cwplo




VIii-2

-‘,"t,(;ﬂ(u)(G)) Except when packages are scarched prior to entry
cito a PA and the package has been tampersafed and escorted
ww an Al or is immadiately escorted by two (2) Al's to the
\'\A, does the licensee paiform package scarches for the
Colowing items prior to entry into any MAA:

\ Fircarms, and : Yes ;
3. Explosives and incendiary devices, and : : Yaa
> Counterfcit items which could be used for theft or v
diversion of SNM? es
* '73,60(b)) When exiting from 2 MAA, unless exit is into a
santiouous MA N, is the licensce making scarches for concealed
3M of the foliowing:
A. Each individual, : ' Radiation Monitor
5. Each vehicle, and .. Do Not Enter
€.  Each package? ; Not Permitted

A:e pecords maintained of all routine scarches performed?

if not, explain. No Records,100% scarch entering, metal detector and gamma

fecan exitiné.

frseribe methods employed by the licensee 1o perform searches. ___Megal

Yteetors, sniffovs, radiation monitors.

I S W G G S S—
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IX. SNM CONTROLS

1. [73.50(L)(D)], (73.60(a)(2)] Has the licensee located MAA's only

Pu. Bldg.
Yes

within 2 PA?

2. Arc 2ll physical barricrs and access controls for cach MAA used
by the licensee to control the use and storage of SNM described

Yes

in the PSP or license condition?

3. [73.50(b)(2)] Does access to cach MAA require passage through

Yes

at least two (2) physical barriers?

4. [73.50(c)(4)], [73.60(a)(5)] Docs the licensee assurc that access
to SNM is limited to individuals who require access to perform.

Yes

their dutics? ok
5. [73.60(a)(1)] Except for sciap SNM containing less than 0.25
grams U-235 per liter, does the licensce store and process SNM

Yes

only within the confines of a MAA?

6. [73.60(a)(1)] Does the. licensee prohibit activitics other than
those that require access to SNM or cquipment employed in
processing, usc and storage of SNM within any MAA?

o

Yes

If no, explain:

o 7. 173.60(2)(3))] Does the licensee store SNM not in process in a:
_*A, Vault, O,Em room no lonper qualifies as a vault per 73.2 becausc of

dification to the door and locking mechanis

B. Vault type room? Reeite as item of nmoncompliance = Sce

33~

- - I’“‘

This PAMC Cun be relonl o IR

at tached sheet.,




Item of Noncomplinnce, Section 1X.7

The room which serves as the central storage location for SNM ncither

qualifies gs a vault or vaUIt-L;S; room at the preseat time. Al!houih

there is ,otion-dctcctig alarm¥ithin the raFm and aXcontact alarodfon

|
|
the door Xit is Lhd‘hoor nd locking mechanis®which fail to meet ¥ uire-
door which reduccs the

ments. rce holes haye been cufgigfthe stee

i{ntegrity of the barrzggkand this matter is currently being revicwed by
Licensing. (Reference letter dated April 4, 1975, R. G. Page ¢t W, J. <
shelleyX: :

According t&red \-.‘clch}’the ombination locgon the SNM storage room was <
replaced by a‘?ix pin key-locl&in about January, 1975 because of the frequent
malfunctioning of theggombination locg pclcﬂacknoulcdged that he had not -
gsolicited approval for this lock change from Licensing because he did not
consider that it decrecased the security of the storage roonm. The inspector
pointed out that in Section 3.7.1 of the K-M security plan it is stated,

“a combination lock is installed in the metal door of a three positional

dial type changeable combination meeting the Undervriters Laboratorics
standards. . .’ Further, the inspector quoted 10 CFR 73.2(m) which states,

“Lock in the case of vaults or vault type rooms means a three position,
manipulation resistant, dial-type, built-in combination lock or combiration

ﬁadlock. e

Because the existing lock fails to meet sccurity plan commitments and the
intent of Part 73.2(n), a citation for noncompliarce vas issucd. (Sce

Infraction No. 2 - Summary of Findings)



b) €) Is eae, out
fect from 1), Perimeter fo

IX-2

cacl vault vault type room Used (o Store
a Separate MAA?

iched Uranium (Ev)
ed Oultside Storigs area?

side Storane area located A least 2
ncing of the

Protecteg awa? -

DNA

er conlaincrs ied to store
8¢ areag?

No

DNA




IX-3

jo. 173.60()4)] Do the containers used for storing LU serap
in an oulside storage area contain less than 0.25 grams
U-235 per liter (~1 gm U-235/gal) per coniainer? ‘ Yes

17, 173.60(a)(4)) Is each perimeter physical barrier of each 2 i
unoccupicd outside storage area used for storing EU scrap L ’-\
protected by: Two patrols per shift |
outside gate - fence cy
one inside paarol) ,

1
A. Tandom gvard or watchmen patrols at intervals not 2/
exceeding 4 hours, or '

B. An active intrusion alerm? -

a4

S;rap stored in 55 pal.

¢ L‘j"' G ;T

18. Describe EU scrap being stored in an outside storage arca.

19. How does the licensee control waste SNM? __Stored in waste weigh caluras withi

MAA until reprocessed, Columns. sitvated within, the processiug area.

——————————————

Lo RAAEL por S .

B
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X. DETECTION AIDS

[7}‘)%7\' Y(4)) Arc responses 1o all unust occurrences within
the isolation zonc made by an arim d member of the securily

"

organization

(73.50(c)(1)) (73.60(1 \ CVICeS ent used by
“I(‘ Lcensce | scarcl ydividual ai bl ()(
detecting t) -csence of (must meet the require s of
RG 5.7)

J

A. Fircarms,

~jate in at

rcspol
annunciators

A. Within a protected ared and protected as a VA, and
B. At another location, not necessarily onsite?
(73.50(4)(2)), [73.60(c)] Arc emergency exits continuously
alarmed for

A.




X-2

[73.60(2){3)) Ase all vault type rooms used to store SNM
equipped with intrusion alarms? :

[73.50(4)(2)], [73.60(c)] Are the following areas protected
by an active intrusion alarm: '

A. Vital arcas, and

B. Material access arcas?

Arc facility alarms systems instalied in a manner such that
cach alarm system:

A. 173.3(1)) 1s capable of annunciating by means of
audible and visible signals, and

‘B. [73.50(d)(1)] Components are self-checking and tamper
indicating?

C. [73.50(d) 1)) Is equipped with an emergency power
source, that is protected as a VA, and that would permit

24 hours of continuous operation after the loss of
primary power?

D. [73.50(d)(1)] Annunciales at the onsite central manned
(primary) station to indicate:

(1) The type of alarm (intrusion, emergency, ete.), and

(2) The location of each alarm?

9. [73.50(0)1)] Do the following alarm systems meet the

. performance and reliability levels specified by GSA Interim
Federal Specitication W-A-00450 B (GSA-FSS):

A. Intrusion alans,
B. Emergency alarms, and

C. Line Supervisory systems?

. be re/\’-w'}'{m*h 7‘:'}-/

”hd p"jn (o

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes‘

(Dicscl' gencrsz:
Yes s

Yes

~ Panel
Yes Display

Yes

Yes




10.

11

12.

13.

14.

. -

X-3
[{73.50(")(2)], [73.60(d)(2)} s cach intrusion alarm functionally
tested ‘or operability and required performance at the following
times:

A. Beginning and end of cach interval for which it is uscd Y
: : es
for security, but .

B. Not less frequently than once every seven (7) days 'Yos
when in use?

Emergency Exit Doori
' 2 alarmed - Main door, /
[73.60{c)] Is each unoeupicd MAA locked and protected by o, = ’ . ‘
“rag” d rmed guard.
an active intrusion alarm? ; o -

[73.50d)(], 73.607d)(1)) Is the licensce maintaining

intrusion alarms in an operable and effective condition? Yos—

Doecs cach alarm system operate in a manner to adequately
protect the arca for which it is used? : Yes

Is cach mechaniczl of electrical search device used to perform it
scarches at the facility cquipped with an alarm mechanism? ll o

[73.50(N(N], [73.60(d){1)] When in use, docs the licénscc Checked once a day

make a daily inspection of dstection aids used to perform kecond shin}
scarches? il




X1. COMMUNICATIONS

(73.50(g)(1)) Mas the licensce established liaison with Law
Enforccment Authoritics (LLEA') Gave luchcon meeting

last fall to all local PD and FBI.

Lecturc on Shil jdentity._shipments. s
Name of LEA ' Guthrie, OK

What is the committed response time and manpower to be
provided by LEA?

Manpower Allotted : . 22 {7 theio Sherif:

:

Response Time —onc unit

Date of Agreement o January., 1924

Update agreement w/lLogan County &,

[73.50(c)(1)] Is continuous communication czpability provided
.with the central continuously manned (primary) station for
each of the followirg individuals on duty:

A. Guards, and ‘ ; Walkie Talkie

B. Watchmen? DN

[73.50(c)(1)] Is an individual on duty at the PA
continuously manned (primary) station capable of cailing
for assistance from:

A. Each guard on duty,

B. Each watchman on duty, and

C. LLEA’s

Has the licensce provided equipment, delegated authority and
responsibility to the individual on duty at the PA continuously
manaed (primary) station for calling for assistance from the
above pcrsons? :

7. 173.50(c)(3)] Is the continuously manned (primary) alarm
station cquippsd with conventional telephone service and
two-way radio voice communication with LLEA'S?

#Pu guard post has authority to call LLEA without checking supcrvision.

In emergency the guards way also call in personnel as required before notifying
gupcrvi sion, .
| o . ~40- s




XI1-2

8. [73.50{c)(3)] Does cach two-way radio voice communication

system that is used for physical protecticn purposes terminate .
within the continously manned central (piimary) station that ‘ Yes
is located within a PA? '

) . N,

9. [73.50(c)(4)], [73.50(N(1)] Does each communication system
have the capability of remaining in an operable and cffective

|

| !

’ o .
|

condition after the loss of the primary power sowce? £Batterics¥ Yes
10. [73.50(N)(3)] Are all communication equipment tested for ' oy

operability and performance not less frequently thap once

at the beginning of cach “security personnel work shift? Yes

11. [73.50(1)(1)]), [73.60(d)(1)] Are all sccurity related devices
mazintzined in an operable condition? Yes




—

XIl. SECURITY EDUCATION

Docs the licensee routinely indoctrinate new employees on
physical protection practices employed at the facility?

Is the indcctrination given prior to being permitted access
to vital equipment, VA's, MAA's, and SNM?

Is there a continuing reindoctrination program in cffect
at the facility? (Drills)

Docs the licensee have an outline of all securily
indoctrinations used at the facility?

Yes

Yes

Sec attnchcd shf;
for details

Yes




Item of Moncompliance - Section XII.3

Section 5.6 of the K-M sccurity plan states, “The sccurity officer designs
drills to test cach phase of the security program with one drill occurring

at least quarterly. The outlinc of the drill and the evaluation of the
responsc is described in writing by the security officer and circulated to
facility managenent for their review. At lcast annually, all drills and
their results are summarized by the security officer in writing and circulated
to Yerr-tcCee hKuclear Corporation Management for their review. Corrective
action determined as a result of observation of inadequacics in the drill are
determined jointly by the security officer, manager of administration and
accountability and the corporate security officer, and reviscd proccdures

and additional training immediately instituted.”

Contrary to this comnitment, only one formalized drill was conducted on

April 24, 1975 and this drill was documented in the files. No other drills

wvere conducted, no outlines were prepared, only ome summary rcport was circulated
to facility management for review. Also, although the sccurity program has been
in effect for over one year, no annual report of drills and their results have
been surmarized in vriting by the security officer and circulated to corporate
managenent. (See Infraction No. 3 - Summary of Findings).

This pyt

im
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\ < . oubs AND REPORTS

S S S —

1. [73.50)3)]  Does 10 (L oseee maintain written security
procedures, which dov. o

A. The structure of e prysal protection organization,

B. The detailad dutios of the following individuals
gesponsible for soolnty ot the site:

(1) Guards (ir-l:0.:2 or contract),

(2) Watchmen, 224

(3) Oiher indivilusly used for physical protection

purposes’?

2. [73.50(a)(4)] Dees the licensee maintain records of training
-

for:
A. Guards, and
B. Watchmen? : .

3. [73.50(a)(%)
qualification

I D52 the lizensee maintain records of the

i T
Y 2L

A. Guards, and

B. Watchn

4. [73.50(2)4)
of all guard
purposcs?

>t

5. [73.70(2))

al‘ld addicne :
Note: Adidrenten not posted since Karen Silkwood affair.

6. 1[73.70(1)i
names, adedi
have ates e

ceeen
a

| Imes the licensee keep requalifications records
. ool watchmen used for physical protection

{100 the licensse maintain records of the names
of all Al's?

Lo the lcensee maintain records which indicate
Camd Badee numbers of individuals authorized to
v atal equipment, SNM, MAA's, and VA'S?

This pve’('\m te releu;n-/ pem Jv}d/

*
Yes - P.S.P 5.2

5.3.3

Company Emploveces

None

Emergency Procedur
Use Emp. 6.2.7 of

PCSOP.

Yes

DNA

Yes

DNA

Yes

: Yes (Note)

Color coded badze

—
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evords mzintained to indicate control of ali badges issued
.o employees who have been fumished picture badaes to Yes*
.\-? -

- weeotds maintained of specially coded and numbered badges
. coployees and non-employces which indicate VA's and
\'s to which authorization has been granted? ' Yes

**(c)] Do records of the regztratica of visitors to cach
nclude: &

Name of visitor, Visitor logs

‘Visitor Logs

Purpose of Visit,

Date, . Visitor logs
Visitor logs

Time in and out,

Visitor Légs

Employment affiliation,

Visitor Log§

Citizenship,

Name and badge number of escort, and _ Visitor Logs

Visitor Logs

Name of individual visited?

"(h)] Does the licensce maintain up-to-date records and
‘»n procedures used for the control keys, locks and Yes
“inations? '

(h)) Docs the licensees procedures reflect aceess controls

nehividuals, vehicles and packages at cach eatrance to the PA'? Yes

e¢)) Does the licensee maintain recerds which indicate

smdition of all security related equipment? Yes

1l be noted that old and/or extra Photo Badge inserts ave stored
open folder on top of a desk, not in a Jocked container,

Thi pye con be relessed 1n hohi] |

. !
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. licensee documented timme and manpower

{iom the security organization and from
: *Yes

No}kandom Patrols

visensee maintain records of random ’
. Twoyper shift,

—schedoted "

s being maintained of all individuals
wmally unocuupicd VA, which include:

Yes

. 3 Yes

Yes s
, and N Yes

Yes

.

icensee maintain records which document
tours and inspeciions, and Yoo
znd maintepance on:

Yes
°Is,
¢ Yes
ns, : :
“ns equipment, and | Yes
"/ 1elated devices? Yes %
. :
eeneee have records of tests performed

volation zone and clear arcas are
Yes

Mo 0.2 feet candles at allstimes? PR %

“This pr4€ (o be refessnl " '/Dt‘/»

[T ep— | :
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18. [73.70(N)] Dp records of alarm system aétivitics include:

A. Fach onsite alarm annunciation, : R AR S

B. Llocation of each alarm, false alarm and alarm checks, and Yes

C. Tamper indication alarms?

19. [73.70(N) Do records indicate the following data on ecach

- 20. [73.70(f)) Does the licensee maintain a detailed record of

21. Docs the licensee maintain an outline of all aspects of

alarm annunciated:

A. Type of alarm, . %

B. Location of cach zlarm, . <
L. Alann circuit, . Yes
" D. Date of ::l'arm, and ‘ Yes
E. Time of alarm? ; Yes

response by facility guards and/or watchiwen to cach alarm

and/or other security- incident? . Yes

Guard Training on Vidc
Tape. Employce trainin

the sccurity cducation program (See PSP)?
) Prog (Se¢ ) not dovhrmuntou-

22, [73.71(v))  During this inspection period were there security

/

-

incidents which involved:

- A, Attempted theft of SNM, No
B. *Suspected theft of SNM, No
C. Attempted diversion of SNM, No K
D. Suspucted diversion of SNM, and No

E. Acts of: :

77—,{5 p&‘;e Con Ag re/ew“-/ i fa"/ A

-l Ve
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(1) Industria]l sabotage and

(2) Suspocted or attempred 2cts of industrial
subotu;2?

23. [{73.71¢0)] Did tiie licensee immadiately ieport sceutily
inciderts of any of )¢ above items to RO?

24. 172 7000 Was a wridten repoit of investization of (b above
e repeiten o RO wikhin 15 days from e date of e

jutid repoud? :

L]

5. 175.71(0)1  Woes ol sulstandive ad:-hitionael wfonination zathic, «
subzegueia o the waitden report dimediately reported to 207

'
’

)

26, 170.5202))  Vas the dicens:e submatied a2l reports to RO whie™

'

contuin wescnptions woad (e effects of all chian2es in the
facility ¥SI17?

27, 17C.32(.)) Were aii chenges in the licensee PSP sob wetiii
to PO within twe mondis after the cflective dute of i
charngss?

*Change to »auit doer, decreasad over wll pretection.

T his p-)je (on be P(/e,,.‘n"/ B foﬁ/
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