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. Dear Mr. o' Reilly.

. A o ]. Vlcton Stello |
”i-rEBHQESESEE:\,AlJ_EY'/\erFKDR]T\”y '
: ' CHATTANOOGA. TENNESSEE 37401

400 Chestnut Street .Tower: II

July 23, 1980-4

*Mr. James P. W'Reilly, Director ' . o
Office of Inspection and Enforcement -~
U.S. Nuclear Regylatory Commission
Region II - Suite 100 ' AR
101 Marietta Stree o L

‘Atlanta, Georgia 3 03

: LWATTS BAR- NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1 - NRC—OIE REGION II LETTER RII CJ

50—390/80— 08 - SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION ON TVA'S RESPONSE TO g

"INFRACTION 80-08~01

~‘The subJect letter dated June 26, 1980 requested that VA provide ,
-additional corrective action which will be taken to avoid further non- "
compliance and .the date when full compllance will be achieved. Ihe‘,
following is TVA's response to that request. . '

The plant areas .with open pipe ends. and manways left unattended as-

identified by the NRC resident inspectors, were inspected by. craft. and

engineering management employees. ‘In most’ instances, the findings were'
. confirmed by TVA. TVA recognizes the ongoing problem of keeping. pipe .

ends and manways covered however, the situations as found should not
'have occurred.,

We have taken the following additional steps to strengthen this aspect
of our QA program.1’

1'.'.

5.
| as necessary for violations.

3.

Craft supervision has again emphasized to craft foremen end craftsmen
the necessity of keeping openings covered when left unattended.‘,""

_fCraft supervision has been instructed to take disciplinary action o
,Additional craft employees have been assigned to check work areas.
daily for, .openings left unattended. ' All plant areas have now been -

) inspected, and all unattended openings found have been covered.

‘VMechanical engineering employees have again been instructed to be e
‘ alert for unattended openings when making inspections. -

‘b"\s \0
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Mr. James P. O'Reilly, Director July 23, 1980

We believe these steps have brought this problem under control.
We are in full compliance as of July 14, 1980.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please get in touch
with D. L. Lambert at FIS 857~2581.

Very truly yours,

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

L. M. Mills, Manager
Nuclear Regulation and Safety

cec: HMr. Victor Stello, Jr., Directorl//,
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

i
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. UNITED STATES '
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION o
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 zq le ‘
o

July 11, 1980

TO ALL APPLICANTS‘FOR OPERATING LICENSES AND CONSTRUCTION PERMIT HOLDERS

In the process of establishing priorities for the licensing reviews of operating
license applications, we rely principally on the best estimates of the construction
completion date of utilities. In most cases, this date will be confirmed or
modified by our Caseload Forecast Panel which usually visits a specific plant

site no more than once a year. Because of a number of recent slippages in
applicants' construction completion schedules, we believe it is appropriate at-
this time to request up-to-date schedules from all applicants. Accordingly,

we are requesting you to advise us of your present best estimate of the construction
completion date for your facility (facilities) and fuel load target date so

that we may establish our licensing pricrities based on the latest available

data. For your information, I have enclosed a listing provided to the House
Appropriations Subcommittee of target schedules for those plants seeking

operating licenses in the next three years. Those applicants not listed in

the enclosure should provide the date they plan to tender their Operating

License Application (FSAR and ER) to the NRC.

Upon receipt of your response, we anticipate a potential revision to our present
licensing review priorities. Note that the order of our priorities is somewhat
influenced by a hearing which is required for some of the OL applications.
Inasmuch as we are still limited in our casework by our manpower resources,

we request that your response be as up-to-date as possible.

Please provide your response within thirty days of receipt of this letter.

incerely,
z;tresi[é. ysenhut, girector

__—Pivision off Licensing
N /0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
As Stated

cCs w/encl:
Service List
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Plant Tendgrea Docketed Tendered Docketed
Zinmer } 5/15 9/15 6/15 9/75
Fermi 2 10/74 4/15 10/74 4/15
Midland 2 8/77 nW/n 3/18 - 418
Midiand 1 .8/ W 3/18 4/78
Harble Hill 6/79 3/82F 6/19 4/83E
Comanche | ' '
Peak 1 3/18 5/18 318 /19
South Texas'1 5/78 /78 5/18 7/18
Salem 2 8/ /1 NN N
Susque- 4/18 1/18 5/78 6/78
hanna ‘
Susque- “a/18 1/78 5/18 6/78
hanna 2

TABLE 1 ’

TARGET DATES OF LICENSING STEPS FOR PLANTS SEEKING

SER

OPERATING LICENSES IN THE NEXT THREE YEARS

ENCLOSURE 1

/79

3/81¢E

10/82E

10/82€

1/84E

3/81E

11/82€

10/n
2/81t

2/81E

SER * Hearing** Const, Comp.***.  ASLD** oL
ACRS Suppl. DES FES* Start Comp. App.kst. NRC Est. Decision Issued
EAST CENTRAL AREA RELIABILITY COORDINATION AGREEMENT
39 10/80¢ 10/76v 6/77 . 6/79 12/80t 8/80E 2/81[1' 2/81E 2/81E
4/81E 6/81¢ 12/80€ 5/81c - 7/81E 9/81E 6/81E .11/81L 11/81E  11/81¢t
6/81E 8/81E
11/82E 1/83E 6/80E 11/80E 2/83t 8/8B3C 4/84E 4/84F 10/83E  4/84t (1)
11/82E 1/83E 6/80E 11/80E 2/B3E B/83f  9/B4E 9/84E 10/83E  9/84t (1)
2/BAE 4/84E 11/83€ 4/84E '8/B4E 1/85E 4/82E 4/85€ 3/85€ 4/85c€ (2)
ELECTRIC RELfABlLlTY COUNCIL OF TEXAS
4/81E 6/81E 9/80E 2/81E  9/B1F 12/81E 3/81E 2/82¢ 2/82E 2/82t
12/82¢E 3/83E 4/82E 9/82E 4/83E 1/83F 9/83E 9/83E 9/83E 9/83t I
MID-ATLANTIC AREA COUNCIL _
2/79 4/80E(LP) 10/72 473 None Req‘'d 2/80 4/80E NA 4/800 (L)
10/80CL(FP 10/80t (Fp)
3/BiE 5/81E 6/79 11/80E 6/8lF 8/8IE 4/81 10/81¢ ~ 10/81E  10/81E
12/80E  V1/81E _ 3/81E
3/81E 5/81E 6/79 11/80c 6/81¢ 8/315 4/82¢ 4/83t 10/81¢ 4/83L
12/80E 1/81C 3/81E




1-29

FSN( ‘ t _stue Hearing®® Const, Comp,*** ASLU* oL
Plant . Jendered Pocketed  Tendered Ducketed Ser ACRS Suppl., (L) £ES Start Conapr, App.bst. EC Lst.  bDecision  Issued

HIN-AFERICA IRTERPOUL NE THORK

Cpasalled 978 /17 W6 s/l ~ 9/u0E W/BUE 127008 3 V78 None  Reyq'd  G/UDE  12/BUE - HA 12/0ut
LaSalle 2 9716 5111 /176 5117 9/00f WAL 12780 Y AT Hone  Rey'd  b/BIL . 2820 NA 2/
Byron ) 6/718 118 6/18  \\/16  10/BiE W/HE /82 2ME T/ 2/U2E A/ 4/B2¢ 1/82€ 6/u2e 1t
~ : v ' 8/80C 10/BML C 12/800 :
1 tyron 2 6/70 n/e 6/18  11/18  10/81E WL e 2/810  J/BIE 27020 A/u20 /U3 1/83¢ 67921 1783
’ ‘ T _ o 6/81E 10/8)E - 12/80E
Braldwood ) 6/18 /I8 6/74 W1y 10/81E e i/ueE V/RIE  6/B3E  2/u2E A/u20  5/BIE  6/BAE 6/02¢ o/uAL
' ' v _ 7/83F W0/BIE 12/03¢€ :
iiratdwood 2 6/78 1/ia o/14 W/lu 10/HIE Wele /e 1/83E  6/83E  2/H20 A/W2L 4/BAL  6/H5E 6/02¢ 67150
i , 7/83E V0/U3C 12/63L
Callaway | 10/79 B/BUE  )0/79 12/80F  6/82€ B82e /w2 JBIE 12/8E  9/U2E LOJURE WO/UZE  12/82E 12/026  V2/u2¢
Clinton | 12/179 /808 12/79 . BIE  9/82C JOJ82E L1820 LO/BME 3JU2E 12820 VWL 4/82E 3/83E S V715 T V2K 1§

HORTHEAST POMER COURDINATING COURCIL

Shureham 915 V/16 9/1% 1716 9/60¢ 10/80€ l2/uec >3/” 10717 1/8VE  8/81E  Vi/BUE  1u/81E 10/81L

ll)/lll(‘

SOUTHEASTERN ELECTRIC RELIABILITY CUUNCIL

farth -

Aina'2 5/13 $/13 6/70  6/10 6/16 un 4/R0 (LP) J2/72  4/13 W16 6/11 4780 A4/00 N/ Ame ()
: W/soc{ie) 915 9/15 12715 wmoQer)

Sequoyah 1 12/13 1714 (3) {(3) /19 5/19  2/80 (LP) 1/7Y  1/18 None  Req'y 2/40 2/80 HA 2/ (1r)

: v 9/goc(re) ‘ 1714 111 ' 2115 Y7o (1)
Sequoysh 2 12/1¥ W (3 ) L 5/19 5/01E w1 None  Heg'd  B/80E - 5/8)E HA S/uhL

14 174 2115



FSAR :

Plant Tendered Docketed Tendered Docketed
HcGuire 1 4/74 5/74 4774 5/74
McGuire 2 4/ 5/74 a/14 5/74
Watts Bar 1 - 6/76 10/76 (5) (5)
Walts Bar 2 6/76 10/76 (5) (5)
Suimer | 12/76 N 12/76 2N
Farley 2 8/13 8/73 8/13 8/73
Bellefonte | 2/78 6/78 2/18 . 6/18
Bellefonte 2 2/18 6/78 2/18 6/18
Catawba }' 3/19 10/80¢€ 3/19 10/80E

' Grandv ) : ‘
Gty 4/18 6/18 4/18 6/78
. Waterford 3 9/78 12718 9/78 12/78
" Wolf Creek 2/80 3/81E 2/80-  10/8IE
Diablo " 10/73 10/73 8/7 8/71
Canyon 1 .
Diﬂl)!_(_) '
“ Tanyon 2 10/73 10/73 8/n 8/7\

SER

ACRS

-3 -

SER®
Suppl.

DES

FEs*

Const. Com

SOUTHEASTERN ELECTRIC RELIABILITY COUNCIL (CON'T)

3/78

3/18

1/81E
1/81¢
8/80t

8775

2/82E
- 2/82¢
8/82E

5/81E

_ 5/8IE

1/83E

4/78.
4/18

2/8\E
2/81E
9/80E

6/75

3/82E
3/82¢
9/82¢

SOUTHWEST POWER POOL

7/80E

7/80E

4/81E
4/81E

- 11/80E

7/BOE(LP
12/80E (FP

6/82E
6/82E
10/82E

6/8VE
6/81E
2/83E

8/81€
8/81E

4/83t

10/75.
10/75

6/18
6/18
6/79

1774

2/81¢
2/81¢€
5/82¢

2/81E

3/8E

9/82€

4/76

4/76

12/18
12/18
9/80t

12/74

1/81E
7/81E
9/82E

1/81E
8/81E
10/82t

WESTERN SYSTEMS COORDINATING COUNCIL

10/74

10/74

1/18

1/18

5/80E(LP)
1/81 (FP)

1/81 (FP)

12712

12/72

5/73

5/73

Mearing** Pkl ASLBA# oL
start Gomp. App.tst. ﬂﬁk’ﬁst. Decision lssued
8/78 8/18 5/80¢L 11/80E A/19 11/80E (4)
im 4/77
8/78 B/718 1/82E 2/82t 4/79 2/8B2E (4)
YA VAN
None Req'd 9/80E 5/81E NA 5/81t
None Heq'd 6/8B1E  3/82E NA 3/82L

12/80E 2/81E  12/80E 12/80E 4/8\¢ 4/81E
10/80t 12/80E 2/81E
None Req'd 6/80C 1/80E NA 7/80E(LP)
o - 12/80E(FP) .
. None Req'd 1/828 7/82t NA 1/82t
None Req'd 6/83t 6/83E NA 6/83E
12/82E 2/83t 4/83t 4/8B3E 4/83E 4/83E
None  Req'd 9[BIE 9/81¢ NA 9/81E
9/81E 12/81t 10/81E 2/82€ 2/82¢ 2/82E
7/83E 8/83t 10/82€ 10/83t 10/83E 10/83t
10/71 8/80F 5/80E 5/80L 10/860E /808 (Lp)
12/76 12/16 V/8vE(re)
10717  8/80E 3/81E 3/81E 10/80¢t /81t
12/16 12/16




" B ‘ -4?

: i £ SAB o , stn ‘ Nearings®  Const, Coup.*** AsLues UL
Plant fendered Docketed Tendered Dacketed SR ACHS - Supp! . pEy  fEs* start Cowp. App.Lst, HRC Est, pecislon Jssued

WESTERH SYSTCMS COORD LHATING COUNCIL (CON'T)

San

(nofre 2 /16 yn /16 yn 8/80F 9/B0E  V2/B0E W76 10606 VBIE 4/ME - FL/U0E 5/01t 6/MIE  b/ulL

- ‘ ’ 10/80E Vh/u0C /81t

nalre 3 /e yn /176 yn B/00E /B0 12/60E 11778 1O/BUE. 1/ULE a/uiE yMe  S/u2e o/l s/ua
‘ _ . . . 10/800 V1/00E WL

Hash tayton 3/18 6/18 12116 an 3/02¢ Arn2c 1/u2¢ \JBIE 6/BIE  tone . Req'd 82t 1/02€ m /820

Huledr 2- : | | | :

fale o L . ] ) , . ' ‘

Vérde 10479 12/80E 12779 /B0 B/B2E 5/82€ 1/m2e J/BIE V2/BVE  B/82E W0/m26  WjueL 12/82 12/826  V2/u

Tl
-



ASSUMPTIONS USED FOR PROJECTING TARGET SCHEDULES

Commission decision on full-power NTOL requirements made in June
1980.

Commission decision on treatment of Class 9 accidents in NEPA

'statements adopts staff recommendation in SECY 80-131 and is

made in June 1980.

PrOJected safety reviews are generally scheduled to start 33 months
pr1or to construction completion dates 1nc1ud1ng time for ACRS
review and hearings.

Projected environmental reviews are generally scheduled to start
24 months prior to construction completion dates including t1me
for hearing.

For plants with construction comp1etion dates before the end of
1982 the target schedules for OL review were developed, based on
the NRC construction compTet1on dates, on a plant specific basis
to minimize delays in OL issuance.
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Date entered is for last supplement to SER/FES isghed;'

FOOTNOTES FOR TABLE |

" Denotes estimated date

 Where two entries are made, first entry concerns radiological

safety matters and second concerns environmental matters. A
single entry indicates Hearing and/or ASLB decision considered

~ both radiological and safety matters.

b & &

The difference in estimates for construction completion, be-
tween the applicant and NRC, is attributable to an independent
assessment by the NRC staff of factors affecting construction
completion. Generally, the NRC staff estimates are more con-
servative (i.e., later completion dates) and are based upon
actual experience in constructing similar plants. Second unit
of a dual unit facility is usually completed about 18 months

after first unit.
denotes low power

denotes full power

Applicant construction schedule slipped from 11/80 to 4/84 due

to foundation problems with auxiliary building and financial
considerations.

Work stoppage order issued by NRC in August 1979 for QA-related

~ problems on safety portions of facility. NRC estimates about

(3)

(4)

(5)

18 months before full-scale construction will resume. Thus, the
large difference in construction complete dates.

Environmental reviews for Sequoyah 1 and 2 were conducted under

a lead agency agreement with TVA. TVA's final environmental
statements (FES) incorporatad and addressed the AEC's comments

on the respective draft statements. The FES's were then accepted
as the NEPA statements for the project.

Schedule shown assumes hearing record will not be reopened for
TMI-2 issues. If ASLB reopens record, full power OL issuance
may be delayed. o

TVA's FES for Watts Bar 1 and 2 were considered to be the _
environmental report submitted to NRC. NRC then issued its own
DES and FES for project. '



