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FILE NO: NG-4013 (B) & (R) SERIAL NO: NG-76 042-, 

Mr. Roger S. Boyd, Acting Director 
Division of Reactor Licensing i 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission ,ULA0P 
Washington, D. C. 20555 S oCMISSO 

M ail cion f 

CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
BRUNSWICK STEAM ELECTRIC PLANT UNIT 2 

DOCKET NO. 50-324 
AND H. B. ROBINSON STEAM E IC PLANT UNIT 2 

DOCKET NO.  

Dear Mr. Boyd: 

In answer to your letters of December 18 and December 23, 1975, con
cerning guard response requirements to possible threats which might be encoun
tered at Company operating nuclear power reactors, the implementation of our 
security programs requires essentially the same guard response as set forth in 
10 CFR 73.50(g)(2). In all circumstances, the security guard force will first 
evaluate the threat and take immediate appropriate action to neutralize or 
stabilize any actual threat. The situation shall be reported to plant super
vision who shall make the decision as to whether or not local law enforcement 
agencies (LLEA) will be notified. The primary basis for the decision to notify 
LLEA is the determination that an actual threat exists and the requirement for 
additional assistance, however the security organization does not institute 
calls to LLEA on their own volition.  

It is not the intention of the Company to notify LLEA of every alarm 
which occurs on our Security System. The Company feels very strongly that calls 
to the LLEA must be based on an actual threat and the requirement for additional 
assistance beyond the capability of the contract guard force and plant personnel.  

Very truly yours, 

A. Jones 
CRG:ka Executive Vice President 

Engineering, Construction & Operation 
cc: Messrs. N. B. Bessac 

B. S. Furr 
C. R. Gibson 

E. G. Hollowell 
J. B. McGirt soC 
E. E. Utley 
M. A. McDuffie 
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