part 2.75016€) jeforzation

Appendix A

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Dow Chezical Company Docket No. 50-264

Based on the inspection conducted on January 10-12, 1978, it appears
that certain of your activities were in noncompliance with NRC require-
ments, as noted below. Items 1 and 2 are i{nfractions and item 3 1s

a deficiency.

1. Contrary to Section 3.3.7(B) of the revised Security Plan for
the Dow TRIGA Reactor Facility vhich was approved April 2, 1976,
access to jwas not controlled on January 10, 1478,
in that NEC inspectors gained undetected and unchellenged accers
through ;he linto the limited access area and further
into thc‘ and the reactor TOOm.

Contrary to Section 3.3.7(C)(1) of the revised Security Plan for
the Dow TRIGA Research Reactor Facility whicl was approved

April 2, 1976, g;,vas observed on January 10, 197L th,; 8 Dow
exployee in the T other than a permanent, ]

_ exployee, was not carrying or displaying his Dow photo
{dentity badge and had not identified himself as a Dow employee
by signing in 8s he entered the building.

Contrary to Section 3.2.5(5) of the revised Security Plan for
the Dow TRIGA Reactor Facility which was approved April 2, 1976,
according to information available in training records and
obtained through interviews, officers of the plant protection
apd security force have attended requalification sessions only

on an annual basis.
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