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Dar Mfr. O'Reilly: 

WATTS_ BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNITS 1ID M2 - FAIWU ETO EVALUATE OPERATOR 
ACTIONS TO RELIGN DCV TRA3N A - URD_50_i390/82-19, WBRD-50-391/82-41 
FINAL REPORT 

'The Subject deficiency was initially reporte to NRC-OIB Inspector 
12--.1.Crlenjaic an May 10j, 1982 In accordance with 10 CFR 50.55(e) as NCR 
1311 QAB 8203. Interim reports were sbmitted on June 8 and September l4, 
1982, ad Jinuary120 and aty 24t 1983. Enolosed Is our final report.  
T/t no longer considers 10 CFI 50.55(e) applicable to this deficiency.  

If you bave any questions, pleae get in touch with R. R. Shell at 
M 65842688.  

Very truly yours, 

TEINNESEE VALL AUMTORITI 

L. 14. Mills, dae 
Nuclear Licensing 
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MCLOSUbst 

WATTS BAR WUoe BAo FNT oN UUJoT 1 iD c 
FAILURE TO Wk ft= OPENATOR ACtWO 10 UMAIN C TANA 

-VDD-WO390/=82A"# IID-W0391/82-M1 
10: CI 50.55() 

ftsor1Ltion of -Dofcec~~o 

CertIn innualý operator notionsar--eurdtajsthepii( o 
~5erl'. valves associated with: heat.h 

e..gs after a design 'basis accident.- he-arect on the surbn 
the iterim period- before these -nnual actions, had not been evaluated, 

Failure to evaluate this interim period during Initial design was caused bl 
the fact that bands-off operation for a definite period of time following 
an accident'vas not a-formal design requirement. It was not documented In 
any regulatory document, Industry standard, TVA design criteria document, 
-engineering procedure, or in the Safety -Analysis Report.  

Safety Imlications 

Wbfre the CCS valves are repositioned, the DCV flow rate to the CC5 heat 
:exchangers -will be greater than required, thereby diverting water- from 
other system users. However, It is not -obvious that flow would be less 
than. the design requirements for any system user since certain major loads 
would not be aligned during this Interval and since river water elevation 
would be -normal.  

An analysis has been performed to evaluate DRCV system perforwios during 
the Initial 10 -minutes. following a design basis accident. It was found 
that the system is able to deliver design flow to all loads during the 
perid. TVA has, therefore, determined this condition Is not adverse to 
the safe operation of the plant and Is no longer reportable under 10 CPU 

Thene Is still no regulatory requirement or Industry standard requiring 
bands-off operation for a definite period after an accident. However, ANSI 
MOM/AS 51.11, "Proposed American National Standard Criteria for Safety.  

Related Operator Actions** was Issued for troial use In Januaty 1977. in 
future plants, this docusent, or revisions of it, will be used as a guide 
In evaluating problem of this nature.
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