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sentlemen:

Thank you for your letter of October 16, 1980, in response to our letter and
Notice of Violation dated September 24, 1980. As a result of our review, we
find that additionu.i information is needed. Specifically, we continue %o

fee'! that you were in noncompliance as specified in Item A of the above Notice
of Violation and you are requested to respond within 20 days of the date of
this letter with a written statement indicating tne corrective steps which
w111 De taken to ensure that your requalification program will, in the future,
e implemented on a continuing basis.

Ahile we can appreciate the impact of plant activities an requalification
tra‘ning, we feel our position in this matter is not without merit. One
function of the requalification training prcgram is to identify those areas of
operator knowledge that are deficiant and to provide retraining activities in
thesa areas in a1 timely fashion. We intarpret the intant of the word 'contin-
Jous' in Apoendix A to 10 CFR 55 to mean that the period between the time an
individual has demonstrated a weakness n in irea ind that noint in time where
the weakness is corrected should be minimum. Please note that it is the
surpose of 10 CFR 35 to assure that the operators have a level af comprenension
t0 perform adequately in any and all operational occurrences. 7our referencs
“0 the iverage gJrade on tne annual axamination deing icceptapie is caorvect:
nowever, in Jection [II.3 of your aporoved requalification arogram vou 2stablisn
that 30% correct is the acceptable score in 2ach category. Our review of the
results of the 1980 examination revealed that several sperators scored less
“han 30% in a number of categories. These weaknessas snoula nave seen
:orvecied 'n 3 timely manner is ‘naicatad adove.

d@ gntinue Ic “eel that you were “n eviation from sour commitments mnace in

/our pproved requalification progran. [n yourletter you note Lhat Jou do
not consider that the area of ‘Station QA orogram as related to station

8¢C11 280045



Nebraska Public Power District odn ovemper 13, 1980

operations” must be specifically covered on annual 2xams. However, your
approved requalification orogram states, “A planned lecture series snall be
presented covering, as a minimum, those areas [as listad in the requalification
srogram] wnere annual examinations indizate 2 need for adgitional training.’
The requalification program states that the area Station QA program as

related to station operations” will be one of the areas included in the program
and thus should have been covered in the annual exam. [n 2 subseguent
inspection, we will review your JA retraining program anc verify that all
operators have received the training and have been eximined on :the material.
Further, we recognize that the area of "Staticn QA program as related to
station operations” is not an area aadressed in 10 CFR 35, Appendix A. You
nave the option of removing your commitment to include this area in your

annual operator requalification examination, provided you comply with the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.54, paragraph i-1.

[f you have any further gquestions regarding this issue, we voula be pleased
to discuss them with you.

Sincerely,

G. L. Madsen, Chief,

Reactor Operations and
Nuclear Support 3ranch




