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SUBJECT REPLY TO NOTICE OF VIOLATION (REFERENCE NRC INSPECTION REPORT NO

50-293/97-0C)

Enclosed is Boston Edison Company's reply @ Notice of Violation contained in the subject

INSpec Hon report
The ?\!IIL‘W*”J commitments are made In this letter

Prior to the present class of license cancidates beginning their on-shift training phase, additional
guidance wili be incorporated into the license candidate shift qualification book. This quidance will
specify that continuous, significant control manipulation by a common mechanism (e Q
recircutation flow or control rod movement) will count as a single significant manipulation

regardiess of the size of the overall plant power change. This action will be completed by January

1, 1998

A requirement for specific review of each license candidate's significant control manipulations by
training department personnel will also be added to the candidate shift qualification book prior to
the present class of license candidates beginning the on-snift phase of their training. This action
will be compleied by January 1, 1998

Please do not hesitate to contact me if there are any questions regarding the enclosed reply

Reply
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Pilarim Nuclear Power Station

Mr. Alan Wang, Project Manager
Froject Directorate 1-3
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Boston Edison Docket No. 50-293
Pilgrim License No. DPR-35

Enclosure 1
Reply to Notice of Violatinn

During the initial licensing ex; | onducted by the NRC the week ay 5 -9, 1997, the lead
examiner identified some of the reactivity manipuiations performed by ou phicants may not have

satisfied the NRC's expectations. This resulted in the following violation C requirements (VIO 50

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

10 CFR 55 31 3

) requires, In part, that applicants for operator licenses must have performed five
significart control mar pulations on the piant that affects reactivity or power level

Contrary o the above, as identified on May 5, 1997, two s )f reaclicr operator applications, dated April
18, 1997, and submitted to the NRC, had documentec manipt yased on credit taken for
nultiple manipuiations due to the extent of the power chang en one manipulation shouid have been

credited. When multiple manipulations due to extended p« changes were removed, one applicant
s

ar ntrol manipuiations, ana the other applicant had three significant control

c
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1hIS IS a severily leve VIOI& i oupplement Vil

REASON FOR THE VIOLATION
An incorrect assessment of conditions substantiat a license candidate's raquired re
manipuiations resuited in this violatio he factors that led to this incorrect assessment

in -j!’{dv N the ’,'i".\‘y‘\ na

An interpretation nat constituted a nificant contror manipulation w

NUREG-1262, “Answers to Questions ¢ Meeting Regarding Implementatic
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Federal Regulations, Part 55 on Operator Licenses”, Regulatory Guide 1.8, “Qualification and raining

of Personnel for Nuclear Power Plants 0 CFR 55.59, “Requalification” and 10 CFR & 3 1(a)(b
Following this review, we established “In-nouse i g Of examples in the candidate shift qualification
DOOK ne listing would provide examples that w satisly the requirement for a singie reactivity

manipuiation for licensing purposes: this list of exampies does not, however, provide limitina conditio

jescribing how the manipulations are to be cx icled
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were submitted o the NRC or (reference BECo letter 2 97 .06 Mhe identified
was entered into our corrective actior }

) process by the generation of Problernr H;,;' it (PR

CORRECTIVE STEPS THAT WILL BE TAKEN TO AVOID FURTHER VIOLATIONS
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present class of license candidates beainning the

I hese actions will be completed by January i, 1998

DATE WHEN FULL COMPLIANCE WAS ACHIEVED

Full compliance was achieversd on June 7 when all required significant reactivity manipulations
nad been compieted for both candidates. Following completion of the last significant reactivity

manipulation, updated license applications for those two candidates were submitted to the NRC




