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United Plant Guard Workers of America
Local 111 P. 0. Box 1410 Paducah, Kentucky

March 13, 2000

Mr. William Travers
Executive Director for Operations
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.206 and other applicable regulations, we request the Commission
modify 10 CFR 76 Subpart E for the following reasons:

1) The Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant processes Cat. Il quantities of special nuclear
material per I0CFR73.2 . These type quantities require a minimum level of security per
10CFR73.67 1o minimize the possibility for unauthorized removal of special nuclear material
consistent with potential consequences. In accordance with 10CFR9S, security is required for
the protection of classified matter at the levels of CRD and SRD. These two security protocols
are not similar,

2) A site that has both special nuclear material security concerns and classified matter concerns
is not adequately addressed by 10CFR76 Subpart E. An example of this disconnect van be seen
in the Controlled Access Area Fence line. The fence line serves as a minimum level of protection
against unauthorized removal of special nuclear material in quantities of 10 and 20 ton cylinders.
The portals and gates are in place to insure that personnel who gain access to the CAA are of the
right clearance or are under escort. It is also designed for the purpose of ensuring that prohibited
articles are not allowed into the controlled area. The missing clement of security is whether the
fence line, which does minimize the unauthorized removal of special nuclear material of 10 and
20 ton cylinders, adequately protects the unauthorized removal of restricted information,
equipment and other materials or the unauthorized access to such materials. The two regulations
were not merged appropriately to address a site that covers the protection of classified
information, equipment and materials and special nuclear material.

3) Other Cat. I facilities seguluted by the Commission do not share the level of concern for
classified matter, equipment and technology that exists at Paducah. In order to protect this
technology, security programs such as escort requirements and physical security measures should
be more stringent.
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4) The scope and complexity of our facility renders it far different from other NRC facilities.
Accordingly, this presents unique problems in relying on local law enforcement agencies to
protect our facility from violent incidents. The Commission typically relies on local law

enforcement to respond to incidents of workplace violence or sabotage. The local law
enforcement agencies in our area have stated for the record that due to a lack of knowledge of the

plant site, the hazards contained in the plant and their limited resources, local law enforcement
should not be viewed as a replacement for on site security response capability. '

5) Should there be a violent incident or act of sabotage the national security interest will be
affected because of the unique nature of the Gaseous Diffusion Plants and the importance of their

continued operation.

6) There are many radiological and toxicological hazards associated with this plant. Should
there be sabotage of any one of these, it could negatively influence the safety of the workers and
the public. This did ot appear W be addressed in the licensing process. Current NRC standards
do not require a security force to be capable of preventing a sabotage event. We request that
these requirements be changed to require an ability to detect, respond to and mitigate threats of

this nature.

7) Current rogulation does not require the security force to be armed or empowered to enforce
the Atomic Energy Act: We request the Commission rules require security officers at the GDPs
10 be armed and empowered to make arrests in limited situations, such as for violations of the

Atomic Energy Act.

We requést that these changes be implemented as soon as possible. Thank you for your
conslderation.

Respectfully,

gohn M Driskillw

Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant
President 111

United Plant Guard Workers of America
767 Dry Dridge Rd

Smithland KY 42081

270-928-2621 home

270-441-6246 work

cc: Site Resident Inspector
International Union
Congressional Delegation



IFRANK-AUGUSTUS

Sheriff of McCracken Counly

301 South 6th Street
McCracken County Courthousa
Paducah, Kentucky 42003

July 10, 18%6 ‘

Bern Stapleton

Szfezuard and Security Associate
United States Enrichment Corp.
6901 Rockledge Drive

Bathasda, MD 20817

Dear Mr. Stapleton: .

*t has reocemtly besa brecught to my zttenzion that Sacurity
personnel a: the Paducah Gaseous DiZfusion Plant.may possibly lcse
their arrest autherity and their ability to o2 armed. This issus=
causes me a great deal of concerum.

I urderscand tke polics operaticn ol the Paducah Gaseous Diffusion
Flant is responsible for the protection of classified naterizl,
sensitive puclezr material, govermment preperty, 2azd Over 2,200
employees situated on 3,423 acres, including 748 acres of fenced
area. 1In contrast, the McCracken County Skeriff's dapartment 1S
respoasible for patrolling over 250 square miles in order to mee:
the reeds of ocu=r Ceunty's citizers. Since I took office in 1884,
citizers' calls for law enforcement have increazsed by 253,000 calls.

srime ig on the risa in McCracken County aand dua to finazeizl

constraints, my department has enly 17 full-:iime rozd deputiss IS
haadle these incraases.

I am extremely cozxcsraed that Lf a major proplen should ariss at
the Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant it would be ex:tremely difficule
for my department to provids proper security for such a sizarie
site until more enfsrcement could arrive. I£ 2 hostile sitvasicn
saould occcur, I could not guarantee adequita personnel oI reszonss
time due to Qur dacartment's Tanpower shcorcage. wnern oaly sasonds

ke many miautes &3

maccer ! am very much afraid it would :ta
adaquately raspond.

scther isaus thaat must be addressed i3 our officzIs! 1a:k_cf
xacwledge in regard to the actual facility and surrounding grouacs.

A5 roted abgve, the immense size cf this facility poses masy
layaas

groclams in regard to providiag adequate safsty o plant emg.
as wail as my deguties,

\
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[FRANK AUGUSTUS
Sheriff of McCracken County B .o

301 South 6th Street
McCracken County Courthouse

Paducah, Kentucky 42003

Page 2 ' July 10, 1994

In my opinion, the current Ssecurity staff is of immense valus to
the safety of tha Plant facilicy and the emplovesas that work
within, I fully understand the move toward privatizacics
necessitates many changes in operations that hawve besn ir place for
wany years. I would like to strongly recommend, bowever, rhat a
long sericus 1sck be takex aC propcsed changes in the securitv
force at the Paducah ?lant befors a final decisiox is mada. I 2z
Sure that your utmose concern, as well as it is mizne, is for ¢t
safety of the People of McCracken County as well as tkhe safakeepi
of cthe Plant, wharhnar ip remaics a govarnment facility eor

privatized in the futura.
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I would be more than Nappy to discuss ehis master wita YOU in more
catail at vour convenience, Plaag feel free to ca2ll me.

Very truly yours,

~—;’ P

Trank Auguszils
Mclrzcken Coun Ly Sherifd



1400 Broadway
P.0. Box 2267
Paducah, Kentucky

42002-2267 1

Kermit Perdew

Chief of Police

502-444-8590
Fax: 502-444-0629

Qzean Dodd
Assistant Chief of
Investigation
5024448349

Paul Carter
Assistant Chief of Patrol
502-444-8651

PATROL DIVISION
502-444-8548
Fax: 502-444-8665

RECORDS DIVISION
502-434-8534

DETECTIVE DIVISION
502-444-8553
Fax: 502-575-8635

DRUG DIVISION
502-444-8555

TRAFFIC COORDINATOR
5023448638

Oct. 23, 1998

Bill Richardson

U.S. Secretary of Energy
¢/o Lockheed Martin
Kevil, KY 42053

Dear Secretary Richardson:

The Paducah Police Department has supported and will continue to
support the Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant. There is an
agreement of support signed by our current mayor to provide
assistance to the plant in the event of an emergency.

However, the extent of our ability to respond is, at this time,
limited.

In the event of a security emergency, our response time would be
a minimum of 15 minutes. The number of officers able to respond
would be minimal, We normally have seven officers working at any
given time. Only a portion of those officers would be able to
respond, as we could not strip the dity and leave it without police
protection.

We have no program in place for call-out of officers for an
emergency. Our department has no special weapons team to field
if needed.

We have agreed to provide a bomb technician if needed at the
plant. However, he currently does not have a bomb suit.

All in all, our response would be dictated by our ability to contact
officers at home. Iam unable to provide a time parameter on their
response.

In years past, the capabilities, equipment and training of plant
personnel made our response less critical. It placed us in a support
role.
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As Chlef of Police of Paducah, I believe plant security should return to the Ievel of
preparedness at which they were In the past.

Current world and national affairs dictate that sleepy middle America can be a target.
itis mcumbent that plant security be prepared.

Respectfully,

Kermit A. Perdew
Chief of Police _



