' UNITED STATES
° NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS, REGION I
101 Marietta St., Suite 2900, Atlanta, GA 30323

" ¢ Tel. 404-331-5503

No. 11-84-46 FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Contact: Ken Clark Tuesday, May 10, 1994

NRC REEVALUATING THE RANDOM DRUG TESTING
» REQUIREMENT FOR NUCLEAR POWER PLANT LICENSEES

The Nuclear Reguiatory Commission is reevaluating whether utilities licensed 1o operate nuciear power plants must
conduct random drug testing of those workers who do not perform safety-related jobs, but who have unescorted

access 1o the plant’s protected areas. The Commission is requesting information on several issues to aid the NRC
staff in completing its evaluation.

The reevaluation stems, in part, from a June 1992 decision by a three-judge panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the 8th Circurt, which upheld the random drug testing requirement and, at the same time, questioned the justification
for imposing random drug tests on workers whose jobs do not directly relate to safety — particularly clerical workers.

Since then, the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) Local 1245 has submitted a request for an
exemption from the random testing requirements for certain clerical workers at Pacific Gas and Electric Company's
Diablo Canyon nuclear power plant near San Luis Obispo, California.

As part of its reevaluation, the Commission has identified five approaches:

1. Retain the current requirement that all workers who have unescorted access 10 protected areas be subject to

random drug testing. (A protected area is an area encompassed by physical barriers and security systems and
to which access is controlled.)

!’r

2. Exclude from random drug testing certain groups of workers who have unescorted access 1o protected areas
but not to vital areas. (A vital area is any area that contains vital equipment such as the nuciear reactor and its
major systems. Vital areas are located inside protected areas.)

3. Require random drug testing only for workers who have unescorted access 1o vital areas.

4. Require random drug testing only for workers who have jobs involving safety or security functions, regardiess
of their access to protected and vital areas.

5. Allow use of alternative testing methods (in lieu of urinalysis) for certain groups of workers who have unescorted
access to protected areas but not to vial areas. The random selection process would still be used to select the
workers for the alternative testing.

The central issue in determining an appropriate scope for random drug testing remains the need for a proper
balance between sateguarding individual rights and the NRC's responsibility to protect the public health and safety.

In this regard, the Commission is interested in several related issues including: (1) the threat from deliberate and
accidental acts by individuals who may be influenced by substance abuse; (2) the interactions between changes 1o
the scope of random drug testing and the reduction of safeguards for access into vital areas from protected areas;
and (3) the validity of performance testing measures as an aftemative to drug testing. /
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Written comments on these and related matters should be received by August 8. They should be addressed to the

Secretary of the Commission, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D C. 20555, Aftention: Docketing and
Service Branch.

#*

NOTE TO EDITORS: This information also has been released by the NRC in Washington, D.C.
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Georgia
Power
facing

fine
Plant Vogtle’s

records cited

By Charies Seabrook
STAFF WRITER

ity of diesel generators at the
company's Vogtle nuclear
power plant near Waynesboro.
The NRC also said it is de-
manding additional informe-
tion from Georgia Power re-
mance failures” of six officials
to help the agency determine
whether additional enforce-
ment aCtOns Are NECEssary.
The fine proposed Tuesday
is & civil penaity. It stems from
repeated failures of Georgie
Power's management “to pro-
vide compiete and accuratein-
formanon related to success-
ful starts, failures or problems
occurring with the diesel gen-
erators,” said Ken Clark,
spokesman for NRC's regional
headquarters in Atlanta.

Action invoives "90 accident

Georgia Power has 30 days
to pay the fine. Spokesman Tal
Wright said Georgia Power of-
ficials have not yet decided if
;h:eeompmy will appeal the

The fine follows a lengthy
investugauon into allegatons
that semior Georgia Power
managers made faise state-
ments to the NRC regarding
the reliability of diesel genera-
tors at Vogtle following an ac-
cident at the east Georgia
plant in 1990,

The accident occurred
when a truck backed intw 2
utility pole at the plant and
knocked out electrical power
for 36 minutes. The backup
mmfdhdtomum—
matically and the water tem-
perature of the reactor cooling
system rose 50 degrees befare.
power was restored.

After the accident, the
NRC ordered the utility to
keep the plant’s nuclear reac-
tors shut down until it could
demonstrate to federal reguli:”
mthatthebackupnnnn

ago,” Wright said. “But they-
were honest mistakes and un-
intentiona).” '
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Georgia P
to face hefty fine

® Utility may be fined for information it gave
about Plant Vogtle emergency generators
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WASHINGTON — The Nuclear

ower Co.
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letes nuciear power plants, alse
has demanded additional informs:
tion on the actions of six company
officials to determine whether
“additional enforcement actions
are necessary '’

The proposed fines foliow &
nearily four-year investigation into
the March 1990 site ares emergen-
ey et Plant Vogtlie ~ the second
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nuclear emergency alert

fication.
he was declared
plant after off-site
was lost when & truck
into & transformer and the
rems on-tine backup

fafled to sturt.

* A former manager ot the plant,

len Mosbasugh, later sccused

» Power managers of lying
the NRC about the relisbility of

¢orrect the dats in 8 timely man-
mmww»w

[ ——— e

T

pensity of $80,000.
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“The NRC ls very concerned
ubut“th.:u vbhuoaa;"' the sgen-
cy 88 8 letter to y.
“Clven the importance :’
NRC's having complete and accu-
rate information before making &
restart decision, the licensee's

(Georgis Power) performance
was une Koy

The NRC considered the com-
pany's actions a Severity Level Il

violation, the second b t. The
violstion egqumtes to & eivil

of “very significant concern. it in-

volves the actual or high potential

impact on the public. Our enforce-

ment Actien states it was not be-

cause of an actusl threat, but of &
| threat."

The NRC Increasad the penalty
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Utticials

may face
penalties

® Nuclear Regulatory
Commission continues collecting
information on senior executives
at Georgia Power

By John Winters
Staff Writer

WASHINGTON -~ Senior Georgia Power offl-
clals could be removed from any involvement
with Plant Vogtle based on the outcome of the
Nuclear Regulatory Commissions's further inves-
tigation into the plant’s 1990 site ares emergency.

For now, the NRC, which oversees nuclear
power plants such as Plant Vogtle outside
Waynesboro, Ga., Is collecting additional infor-
mation on company officials.

The NRC could decide to take no further ac-
tion, issue additional fines or order Georgia Pow-
er w‘knp certain officials from working at Plant
Vogtle. .

eorgia Power aiready is facing a $200,000 fine
levied last week because company officials gave
the NRC erroneous information about the rell
ability of emergency backup generstors.

The NRC used that information to aliow the
plant to restart the reactor, which had been shut
down after losing all on-site and emergency pow-
er in the March 20, 1990, incident.

During the investigation, at least one internal
NRC report determined Georgia Power officials
intentionally lied to the NRC. Another repoft,
though egreeing Georgla Power gave incorrect
information and at times acted with “‘careless
disregard,” found no instance where any compa-
ny officisl detiberately lied.

““They hsve been cited (fined) for incomplete
end incorrect information, but they have not been
cha ged with deliberately doing it,"” NRC spokes-
man Ken Clark said. “The NRC staff will review
the additional information provided to determine
whether additional enforcement is appropriate.”

In 8 prepared statement, company spokesman
Tal Wright admitted the company made mis-
takes. but said they were unintenticnal and em-
ployees acted honestly. '

“Until now, the company and the individuals
have not had an opportunity to present our side,
and that's why the NRC ls asking for more infor-
mation.” he said. “We think it's unfair and pre-
mature to assume these questions are an indica-
tion anyone did anything wrong before we have
had & chance to tell our side of the story.” )

The NRC has requested additional information
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NRC may decide to restric

Officials:

neer, now project engineer, and Michael Hor-
ton. then manager-engmeering suppert, now insccurate or
; manager. NRC.”

project
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