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SUMMARY

Scope: This routine, unannounced inspection entailed 30 inspector-hours cnsite
fn the areas of the radfation protection program and radioactive solid waste
program including organization and management controls, training and

qualifications, facilities and equipment, audits, exposure contro! programs and
followup of previously fdentified 1items.

Results: Of the areas inspected, no violations or deviations were identified.
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REPORT DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Licensee Employees
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Cox, Technical Services Superirtendent
Deal, Station Healtk Physici
Hartzell, Complia ce Engineer

. Barrett, Training Supervisor

Duckworth, Rauwaste Chemistry Coordinator
Kinard, Health Physics Staff Coordinator

. Mode, Health Physics Coordinator
. McNamara, Health Physicist

Courtney, Health Physicist
Harris, Chem stry Supervisor
Leroy, Licensing Engineer

Wilson, Health Physics Supervisor
Wray, Health Physics Supervisor

ther licensee employees contacted included technicians, operators, and

office personnel.

NRC Resident Inspector

*P. H. Skinner, Senifor Resident Inspector
*P. K. Van Doorn, Senior Resident Inspector

*Attended exit interview

Exit Interview

The 1rspection scope and findings were summarized on October 25, 1985, with
those persons indicated in Paragraph 1 above. Licensee representatives
expressed no disseriing opinions on the findings.

The 1inspector described the areas inspected and discussed in detail the
inspection findings. The licensee did not identify as proprietary any of
the materials provided to or reviewed by the inspector during this
fnspection.

Licensee Action on Previous Enforcement Matters

This subject was not addressed in the inspection.

Scope of Inspection

Prior to the issuance of an operating license for Unit 1, the facilities,
equipment and programs fo- the health physics and radicactive waste
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of the Unit 1 Technical Specifications requires that each
staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifi-
N18.1-1971, except for the Radiation Protection
N18.1-1971 requires that technicians have 2 years
experience and should have a year of related training; supervisors
(foremen) should have 4 years experience in the discipline he super-
vises. The inspector reviewed the qualificatfons of two health physics

technicians who were rated "ANSI qualified" in <he last year, of the
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The inspector reviewed the licensee's program for i
general employee radiation protection training, new emp]
and transient worker training The inspector determi
programs » specified in a management appro
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Facilities to support the health physics program are shared between the
‘ These facilities were previously inspected arc discussed in
Report Nos. 50-413/83-38, 50-413/84-41, 50-413/84-47 and
The inspector toured the equipment ceccrtamiwation
xaundry. respirator decontamination facility, instrument
storage and issue room and various control points for the radiation
control area (RCA). All facilities were equipped and operable

The inspector discussed any needed facility changes for Unit
sor

2
[
operations with the cognizant supervi s. With the exception of
changes to the RCA and the resulting addition of control points, no

major changes to facilities are planned or consicdered necessary.

The inspector review ed the licensee's program for identifying problems

with faci]ities quipment or practices, and discussed changes to
facilities made as the result of identified problems with several

upervisors. In addition to changes made as the result of identified
problems, the ALARA Committee is tasked with fdentifying and initicting
changes to redu&e personnel exposures. The inspector observed that
suppiemental shielding had been provided for the stack monitors to
reduce the background in the event of an accident. Many of the changes
discussed are considered minor but indicate that an ongoing review
«ffort is being made. The irspector verified that when shielding or
modificatiocns were made on equipment for Unit 1 based on identified
probiems, the modifications were also incorporated for Unit 2
equipment.
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nuclear s ions he program for Catawba i o
program. No changes were made due to the scheculed
Operati procedures which had been issued for
Unit 2 s they were written as station procedures.

Test procedure TP/0/B/1500/11 was prepared and performed to determine
xCh

angers could be sluiced to the solid waste
spector reviewed the completed test procedure and
verified the proper review and approval of changes; identification and
correction of deficiencies; completed results and retest as appropriate
following deficiency correction or modification. The remainder of the
solid waste system had previously been tested prior to the Unit 1
startup.
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The inspector discussed the offsite disposal of solid wastes with the
cognizant supervisor, and was informed that a contract for disposal is
in existence for the station. ho contract changes or modifications are

provide these services for Unit 2. The inspector had no

No violaticns or deviations were identified.

Review of Inspector Followup Items

(Open) IFI 413/84-41-01, Snubbers in High Radiation Areas. A station

Problem Report has been submitted to Design Engineering to reanalyze

the snubbers so they could be treated as supports., and thus not require
inspection in accordance with Technical Specifications 3.7.8. Other

alternatives are also being evaluated. The review is intended to be

complete before the first surveillance period.
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