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The purposs of this letter is to correct a staternent made to the NRC concerning the
Vogtle Project Emergency Planning Procedures contained in ax April 1, 1991 transmittal
to your office. Specifically, on page 12 of attachment 1 of an April 1, 1991 letter to

Ms. Thomas E. Murlev, Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation from Mr R P.

McDonald, Executive Vice President - Nuclear Operations of Georgia Power Company
concerning & 10 CI'R 2 206 petition filed by Messrs Hobby and Mosbaugh, the following
statement was made r=garding notification practices in 1990 at the corporate offices of the

Vogtle Project in Birmingham, Alabama

Vogtle Project emergency planning procedures require the duty manager to
notify senior corporate management, including both Mr Dahlberg and

Mr. Farley, in the event of a sigmificant event at Vogtle The actual practice
regarding ratification is that the On-Call Project Manager or the Director of
Corporate Response contacts Mr Hairston or M McDonald and then

Mr Hairston or Mr McDonald contacts Mr Dahlberg and Mr. Farley...Of
course, f such an event triggers the foregoing emergency notification
procedures, then Mr. Fariey would also be notified .

The first part of the firut sentence is correct in describing the procedures’ requirements to
contact “senior corporate management' in significant events However, the procedures
did not specifically require notifi setion of both Mr. Dahiberg aad Mr. Farley The cacond
sentence accurately describes the sequence of calls: the On-Call project Manager or
Director of Corporate Response notified the on-duty senior corporate executive (which
was required by procedure) and the senior corporate executive made further notifications
(which was not sddressed specifically by procedure).

' The actual procedures refer 10 “Senior Corporate Management.™ “GPC Corporate Managemen™ and the
"Duty Executive’ depending on the type of sign ificant event
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Mr. Willism T. Russell Page 2

We spologize for any inconvenience caused by the inaccuracy. i lsase fee! free 1o call me
if you have any questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

W. George Hairston, 11

U_S Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Mr § D Ebneter, Regional Administrative

Mr D S Hood, Licensing Project Manager, NRR
Mr B R Bonser, Seaior Resident [nspector, Vogtle
Charles Barth, Esq , Office of General Counsel!
Document Control Desk
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Mr. William T. Russell

Duector, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U. S. Nudlear Regulatory Commision
Washington, D. C 20553

Dear Mr. Russell.

Th= purposs of this letter is to correct a staternent nade to the NRC concerning the
Yogtle Project Emergency Planning Procedures contained in an April 1, 1991 transmittal
to yous office. Specifically, on page 12 of attachment 1 of an April 1, 1991 letter to

Ms. Thomas E. Murlev, Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation from Mr R P,
McDonald, Executive Vice President - Nuclear Operations of Georgia Power Company
conceming a 10 CFR 2 206 petition filed by Messrs Hobby and Mosbaugh, the following
statement was made regarding notfication practices in 1990 at the corporate offices of the

Vogtle Project in Birmingham, Alabama

Vogtle Project emergency planning procedures require the duty manager to
notify senuor corporate management, including both Mr Dahlberg and

Mr. Farley, in the cvent of 2 sigmficam event &t Vogtle The actual practice
regarding notification is that the On-Call Prcject Manager or the Director of
Corporate Response coctacts Mr Hairston or Mr McDonald and then

Mr Hairston or Mr McDonald contacts Mr Dahlberg and Mr. Farey.....Of
course, if such an event triggers the foregoing emergeacy notification
procedures, then Mr Farley would also be potified. ..

The first part of the first semtence is vorrect in describing the procedures’ requirements to
contact “senior corporate management™ in significant events. However, the procedures
did not specifically require notification of both Mr. Dahlberg and Mr. Farley. The second
sentence accurately describes the sequence of calls. the On-Call project Manager or
Director of Corporate Response notified the on-duty seaior corporate executive (which
was required by procedure) and the senior corporste executive made further notifications
(which was not addressed specifically by procedure).

' The actual procedures refer 10 “Servor Corporate Management ™ “GPC Corporaie Managemen™ and the
"Duty Executive” depending oa the type of sipuficant event
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We apologize for any inconvenience caused by the maccuricy. Please feel free 10 call me
if you have any questions regarding this matter.
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W. George Hairston, I

Mr S D Ebneter, Regional Administrative

Mr D S Hood, Licensing Project Manager, NRR
Mr B R Bonser, Senior Resident [nspector, Vogtle
Charles Barth, Esq , Office of General Counsel
Document Contro! Desk
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