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APPENDIX

'

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION !

REGION IV ,

| NRC Inspection Report: 50-382/97-09 License: NPF-38
!

Docket: 50-382 |
'

|

| Licensee: Loulslana Power & Light Company (LP&L)
| N 80
! 317 8aronne Street

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

| Facility Name: Waterford 3
1 -

| Inspection At: Taft, Louisiana [
Inspection Conducted: May 11-15, 1987

i
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inspector: //r (a v ( Nf!<fot.W $ 'Jh$)
C. A. Ilackney, Emergency Preparednp[ Analyst Date -

|

[
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Approved: hh . I~ - fdt 9/f]Fisher,}ITe, uc ear h.Inls and UYle. .

Emergency Preparednons Granch
!

. Inspection Sunwiry
'

| . Inspection Conducted May 11 15, 1987 (Report 50-38?/87 09) i

!
! Arnas insocetod: Routino, announced inspection of notifications and
| UimmunRETonn, changes to the emergoney preparedness program, shif t staf fing i

and augmentation, and licenseo audits and quality assurance.

Rotults: Within the areas inepocted, no ylolations, dovlations, or ,

UdfEfinclos were identified,
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| DETAILS [
: (
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1. Persons Contacted

Licensee
!

*R. Barkhurst, Vice President, Nuclear f
*N, Carns, Plant Manger
*R Azzarello, Emergency Preparedness Manager r

*P. Backes, Nuclear Quality Assurance Manager !
*S, Alleman, Assistant Plant Manager, Technical Services |
*F Englebracht, Manager, Nuclear Operations Administration i

L

* Denotes attendance at exit interview,

The NRC Inspector also held discussions with other station personnel in j
the areas of emergency detection and classifications, protective action

i

recommendations, notification and communications, staffing and i

augmentation, health physics, operations, and emergency response
organization.

2. Proaram Areas _ Inspected

The following arogram areas were inspected. The inspection included
interviews wit 1 cognizant individuals, observation of activities, and
record reviews. The depth and scope of these activities were consistent !
with past findings and with the current status of the facility. [

!

Except as noted, the inspection revealed no violations, deviations. [
deficiencies, unresolved items, or open items. Notations after a specific |Inspection team identify the following: I = item not inspected or only i
Jartially inspected, V a violation 0 m deviation, H = deficiency,
j=unret.olveditem,and0mopenItem.

.

i

inspection Procedurg functional Area and Inspection Requirements I

i

02203 Notifications and Communications !

02204 Changos to [morgency Preparedness Program !

82205 Shift 5taffIng and Augmentation
02210 Licensee Audits and Quality Assurance

3. [xitInterviw i

The NRC inspector mot with the licensee representativos denoted in
paragraph 1 on May 15, 1907, and summarized the scope and findings of the ,

inspection as presented in this report. [
r

Tha NRC Inspector questioned the availab(11ty of a control room ;

communicator for offatto notification In the event of a fire. The person ;
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designated as the control room communicator was also assigned as a member
of the fire brigade. Additionally, the NRC inspector determined from
training record reviews that emergency preparedness training for the shift '

technical advisors (STA) had been terminated. The STA may be used in :special cases to perform as a communicator. Mr. N. Carns, Plant Manager,
stated that both the communicator and the STA training concern would be
reviewed and a response given to the NRC during the week of May 18, 1987.

On May 19, 1987, Mr. N. Carns contacted the NRC inspector and committed to
designate one operator as a communicator and to replace the operator
position on the fire brigade with a security guard. Additionally, all STA

~

,

personnel will receive additional training as emergency communicators.
Both commitments are to be completed by July 1, 1987 ;
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