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Mr., F. J. Long, Acting Chief

Reactor Projects Branch 1

Division of Project and Resident Programs
U, S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region 11

101 Marietta Street, N.W., Suite 3100
Atlanta, GCA 30303

Subject: Report Nos. 50-297/82-01 and 50-111/82-02
Gent lemen:

[n response to your letter dated April 21, 1982, submitting the
referenced Inspection Reports and a Notice of Violation, attached are
written statements regarding the alleged violations pursuant to the
provisions of 10CFR 2.201 as stated in Appendix A of your letter.

We concur with the finding stated as Item B in Appendix A, but we
do not think that Item A in Appendix A should be called "Severity Level
V Vielation." The following information from the Federal Register (Vol.
47, No. 46/Tuesday, March 9, 1982/Rules and Regulations 9991, first colums)
supports our position on this matter:

"Because the NRC wants to encourage and support licensag
initiative for self-identification and correction of pro-
blems, NRC will not generally issue a notice of violation
for a violation that meets all of the following tests:

(1) It was identified by the licensee;

(2) It fits in Severity Level IV or V;

(3) It was reported, if required;

(4) 1t was or will be corrected, including measures
to prevent recurrence, within a reasonable time;
and
[t was not a violation that could reasonably be
expected to have been prevented by the licensee's
corrective action for a previous violation."

This incident and the reporting of its occurrence satisfies all five (5)
tests listed in the Federal Register. Therefore, we respectfully request
that the NRC Region I1 Office explain why we received a Notice of Viola-
tion. If the action taken by the Region II Office was appropriate, then

8206220556
SDR ADOCK ogggg ?:131

PDR







Reference: NRC Reports Nos. 50-297-80-01 and 50-111/82-02, Appendix A

l.

STATEMENT OF VIOLATION

10CFR 50.54k requires that an operator or senion operator dicensed
pursuant to Pard 55 be present at the controls at all times during

the operation of the facility. Technical Specification 1.4 defines
operaiion as any condition when the reactor is not securned. Techni-

cal Specitication 1.2.5 requizes, as a condition for aeacton secured,
that power to the controd rod magnets and actuating circuits be awitched
off and the console key nemoved.

Contrary o the above, a licensed individual was not at the controls
during the night of March 11-12, 1982 when the consode Rey was left in
the lock and OV with the contaol room unatitended and locked for appiroxi-
mately Aix houra.

This ia a Severity Level V Violation (Supplement 7.0.).

RESPONSE
al Admission o dendial of the alleged violation.

This incident occurred on March 12, 1982, and was reported to Mr.
Caudle Julian, the inspector from Region II, by telephone on March

12. Mr. Julian arrived on the campus of North Carolina State Uni-
versity on March 15 to begin his week-long inspection. As a result

of our March 12 phone call, he was aware of the incident prior to

his arrival. We discussed the matter with Mr. Julian and submitted

a written report to Region II on March 22, 1982, & copy of which is
attached, in pursuance to NCSU PULSTAR Technical Specification 6.2.7.c.

The rneasorns for the violation if admniiied.
See the attached letter.

Coanective ateps which have been taken and the results achieved.

The corrective measures that have been taken are delineated in the
attached letter. The result of these corrective measures is that
the operators now have an increased awareness of the possibility
of the liklihood of such an incident and will be more careful in
the future.

Conrective steps which will be itaken to avoid further vielations.

An additional step to be taken to reduce the liklihood of a recur-
rence of the subject event will be to increase the intensity of
the "Reactor On" sign in the reactor console. This sign is illumi-

nated when the reactor console key is in the key switch and turned
'.()n" .

The date when full compliance will be achieved.

The Administrative Controls necessary to assure full compliance







Reference: NRC Reports Nos. 50-297-80-01 and 50-111/82-02, Appendix A.
STATEMENT OF VIOLATION

1.

Technical Specification 6.2.7 requires that the Reactor Safequards
Advisory Group (RSAG) shall meet at least every six calendar months.
Contrary to the above, RSAG meetings were not held at least every

six calendar months in that, no meetings were held in the intervals
of August 7, 1978 to April 15, 1979 and November 19, 1980 to March 19,

1982,

This is a Severity Level V Violation (Supplement I.E.).
RESPONSE

a) Admission or denial of the alleged violation.

b)

c)

d)

The Reactor Safeguards Advisory Group fully acknowledges and
admits that the above-stated violation is correct.

The reasons for the violation if admitted.

The Reactor Safeguards Advisory Group has concluded that the
reason for the violation is oversight and lack of attention to
insuring that the reactor appraisal inspection visits were per-
formed at the proper intervals required by the Technical Speci-
fications.

Corrective steps which have been taken and the results achieved.
See ltem d) below.
Corrective steps which will be taken to avcid further violations.

The Reactor Safeguards Advisory Group held a meeting on March 31,

1982 to specifically address Items c¢) and d). In this regard, it

was concluded that:
The management of the scheduling of all future Reactor Safe-
guards Advisory Croup reactor appraisals will be performed by
Mr. D, W. Morgan through the auspices of the Radiation Protec-
tion Office. Such reactor appraisals will be held at intervals
no longer than six months. Furthermore, as a matter of business
during any given appraisal visit, the date and time for the next
such meeting will be established.

The Minutes of this March 31, 1982 meeting are attached in support

of this letter.

The date when full compliance will be achieved.

The administrative controls necessary to insure full compliance
have already been established and upon commencement on May 18,
1982, full compliance will be achieved.

L. W. Seagondol} Chairman
Reactor Safegudrds Advisory Group
North Carolina State University at Raleigh



REACTOR SAFEGUARDS ADVISORY GROUP
MINUTES - MEETING 1981-82/1 31 March 3982

29 March 1982 - 1:00 P.M. Room 1121 Burlington Engineering Laboratories

In attendance: Dr. L. W. Seagondecllar, Chairman; Mr. D. W. Morgan;
Dr. Jimmie J. Wortman

Visitor: Mr. T. C. Bray
I. 1ITEMS FOR REACTOR SAFEGUARDS ADVISORY GROUP (RSAG) CONSIDERATION
A. Discussion of Recent Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Inspection

The RSAG members were informed by Chairman Seagondollar of the results
of a recent NRC Inspection which points out that even though the RSAG met
several times during the period from January 1979 to date, there were two
occasions when such meetings were not properly spaced in time to meet the
condition that "independent appraisals of reactor operations’ be made evervy
six months.

It was concluded that in order to insure that this circumstance does
not arise again, the management of the scheduling of all future RSAG
reactor appraisals will be performed by Mr. Morgan through the auspices
of the Radiation Protection Office. It was further concluded that such
reactor appraisals will be held twice annually in the months of June and
December or as close thereto as possible. Furthermore, it was concluded
that as a matter of business during any given appraisal visit the date
and time for the next such meeting will be established. In this regard,
the first appraisal of reactor operations for 1982 will take place on
May 18, 1982 at 9:00 A.M.

B. Discussion of RSAC Duties

A full discussion of the history of the development of the RSAG and
its duties was held to further familiarize Dr. Wortman with the overall
mission of this group.

C. Review of Draft Appraisal Checklist

A draft appraisal checklist was prepared by Mr. Morgan for the con-
sideration of the RSAG members. It was concluded that each RSAG member
would consider the checklist along with the larger question of defining
the scope and content of future reactor appraisal visits. This topic
is to be further discussed during the Mav 18th meeting.

D. Agenda for Mav 18, 1982 Appraisal Visit

It was concluded that the RSAC will consider the question of how the
ALARA Radiation Protection philosophy is being factored into the reactor
operations program during this appraisal visit.

IT. ITEMS REFERRED TO RSAG BY THE RADIATION PROTECTION COUNCIL (RPC)

No items for review bv the RSAC have been transmitted from the RPC
since the last RSAG meeting.

Distribution: APPROVED:
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Mr. L. T. Caruthers
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