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tJ. S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn'ocument Control Desk
Washington, D. C 20555

Gentlemen!

Re> Turkey Point Units 3 and i
Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251
Reply to Notice oi Violation
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Florida Power 0 T ight Company has reviewed the sub) ect
inspection report and a response is attached.

Very truly yours,

M. F. Con@a
Senior Vi

HFC/S DF/gp

Attachment

resident - Nuclear

cc: Dr. O'. Nelson Grace, Regional Administrator<
Region EI, USNRC
Senior Resident Znspector, USNRC, Turkey Point Plant
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REI TURRET POINT UNITS 3 AND 4
DOCKET NOe 50-230'0 231
Tg I88PECTION RIP|IT ,?5%5 16 6 251"88 ll
WINDZNOl
10 CPR SOo54 p)(2) requires licensees to submit "a report containing a
description each change within two months after the chang» is made" when
making a chan e to the security plan which would not decrease the effectiveness
of the plan.

Contrary to the above, in a letter dated April 11, 1988> Revision 13 to the
Physical Security Plan was transmitted to aha NRC. This revision contained a
discussion of a change to the contractor entrance building which wae implemented
December 28, 1987. This fails to meet the two months reporting requirements,

RESPONSE>

1) FPL concurs with the finding.

2) The cause of the violation is personnel error end inadequate procedures.
The Site Security Group failed to officially notify the Corporate Security
Group of the need to revise the Security Plan. hdditionally, at the time
of the event, there were no formal guidelines for review, approval and
submittal to the NRC of Security Plan changes ~

3) h draft of "Letter of Instruction (LO'.) for Security Plan Changes" has been
prepared for review and comments Thil Letter of Instruction provides
requirements for review, approval and submittal to the NRC of Security Plan
changes. Corporate and site security are currently working to this draft LOI.

4) The review process will be re-evaluated to ensure it properly delineates the
requirements for review, approval and submittal oi Security Plan changes to the
NRC. h corporate procedure will be issued that defines end controls this
process+

5) Compliance with the draft LOI discussid in item 3 above was achieved by
August 26, 1988.

Pull compliance for item 4 above will be achieved by October 1, 1988.
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L-88-365

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Gentlemen:

Re: Turkey Point Units 3 and 4
Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251
Reply to Notice of Violation
Ins ection Re ort 88-16

Florida Power & Light Company has reviewed the subject
inspection report and a response is attached.

Very truly yours,

Senior Vi President — Nuclear

WFC/SDF/gp

Attachment

cc: Dr. J. Nelson Grace, Regional Administrator,
Region II, USNRC
Senior Resident Inspector, USNRC, Turkey Point Plant
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RE: TURKEY POINT UNITS 3 AND 4
DOCKET NO. 50-250, 50-251
IE INSPECTION REPORT 250«88-16 6 251-88-16

FINDING:

10 CFR 50.54(p)(2) requires licensees to submit "a report containing a
description of each change within two months after the change is made" when
making a change to the security plan which would not decrease the effectiveness
of the plan.

Contrary to the above, in a letter dated April 11, 1988, Revision 13 to the
Physical Security Plan was transmitted to the NRC. This revision contained a
discussion of a change to the contractor entrance building which was implemented
December 28, 1987. This fails to meet the two months reporting requirements.

RESPONSE:

1) FPL concurs with the finding.

2) The cause of the violation is personnel error and inadequate procedures.
The Site Security Group failed to officially notify the Corporate Security
Group of the need to revise the Security Plan. Additionally, at the time
of the event, there were no formal guidelines for review, approval and
submittal to the NRC of Security Plan changes .

A draft of "Letter of Instruction (LOI) for Security Plan Changes" has been
prepared for review and comment. This Letter of Instruction provides
requirements for review, approval and submittal to the NRC of Security Plan
changes. Corporate and site security are currently working to this draft LOI.

4) The review process will be re-evaluated to ensure it properly .delineates the
requirements for review, approval and submittal of Security Plan changes to the
NRC. A corporate procedure will be issued that defines and controls this
process.

5) Compliance with the draft LOI discussed in item 3 above was achieved by
August 26, 1988.

Full compliance for item 4 above will be achieved by October 1, 1988.
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P. O. BOX 14000, JUNO BEACH, PL 33408.0420

AUGUST 2 6 19BB

L-88-365

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Gentlemen:

Re: Turkey Point Units 3 and 4
Docket. Nos. 50-250 and 50-251
Reply to Notice of Violation
Ins ection Re ort 88-16

Florida Power & Light Company has reviewed the subject
inspection report and a response is attached.

Very truly yours,

W. . Conw
Senior Vi President — Nuclear

WFC/SDF/gp

Attachment

cc: Dr. J. Nelson Grace, Regional Administrator,
Region II, USNRC
Senior Resident Inspector, USNRC, Turkey Point Plant
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ATTACHMENT

RE: TURKEY POINT UNITS 3 AND 4
DOCKET NO. 50-250, 50-251
IE INSPECTION REPORT 250-88-16 6 251-88-16

FINDING:

10 CFR 50.54(p)(2) requires licensees to submit "a report containing a
description of each change within two months after the change is made" when
making a change to the security plan which would not decrease the effectiveness
of the plan.

Contrary to the above, in a letter dated April 11, 1988, Revt,sion 13 to the
Physical Security Plan was transmitted to the NRC. This revision contained a
discussion of a change to the contractor entrance building which was implemented
December 28, 1987. This fails to meet the two months reporting requirements.

RESPONSE:

1) FPL concurs with the finding .

2)

3)

The cause of the violation is personnel error and inadequate procedures .
The Site Security Group failed to officially notify the Corporate Security
Group of the need to revise the Security Plan. Additionally, at the time
of the event, there were no formal guidelines for review, approval and
submittal to the NRC of Security Plan changes.

A draft of "Letter of Instruction (LOI) for Security Plan Changes" has been
prepared for review and comment . This Letter of Instruction provides
requirements for review, approval and submittal to the NRC of Security Plan
changes . Corporate and site security are currently working to this draft LOI.

4) The review process will be re-evaluated to ensure it properly delineates the
requirements for review, approval and submittal of Security Plan changes to the
NRC. A corporate procedure will be issued that defines and controls this
process.

Compliance with the draft LOI discussed in item 3 above was achieved by
August 26, 1988.

Full compliance for item 4 above will be achieved by October 1, 1988.
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