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Mr. Edson Case - May 31, 1977

Acting Director

What is most disturbing about the NRC position is its apparent reliance on
the automatic protection svstem (inteimediate rate trip in this case) instead of
insisting that design changes be made or that rechnical specifirations and
procedure changes be adopted that would specifically preclude the use of certain
control rod patterns and limit the amount of reactivity that can be added by
moving a rod one notch at any time during normal reactor Cperation,

The operator has been and sh 17 Lc the first level of protection, with the
automatic protective system 2. a packup to respoad to abnormal events. An
operator has the right to expect that actions he takes which are permitted by
the technical specifications will not result in an uncontrollable situation anc
the necessitv of automatic protective actions,

It is therefore requested that the NRC require that appropriate changes be
made iu the technical specifications aud operating procedures or the design of
boiling water reactors to ensure that the amount of reactivity added via control
rod movement during normal operations is limited to that which will result in &
rate of power increase which is readily controllable by the operator. The NRC
should also review the maximum and minimum rod worth values used in accident
analyses for 'ndividual BWRs to ensure that in all applicable cases the rod
worths used are greater than (or where appropriate less than) those which could
occur during any xenon condition at any time during a fuel cvcle.

Sincerely,
.
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T. K. DeBoer, Director
TKD :mfh Technological Development Programs

cc: Mr, Myer Bender, Chairman, ACRS



