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stances surrounding the event, the technical specification violation and
a list of similar events was given. Supplemental information was provided
for seven of the eight events.

The largest percentage (38%) of the LERs were attributed to personnel error,
"Component Failures" and "Design, Maintenance, and Construction" each
comprised 25% of the total. Twelve percent of the events were classified
in the "others" category.

General Comments on Both Units

It is difficult to evaluate the significance of the LERs which were submitted
because there are so few. Keeping this in mind, it appears that personnel
errors may present the major area where improvement could be made. This
differs from most other SALP review where component failures usually are

the major cause for event reports. In conclusion it appears that the licensees
submittals are acceptable but very few in number.
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Karl V. Seyfr Chief

Reactor Operations Analysis Branch
Office for Analysis and Evaluation
of Operational Data




