
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 
CHATTANOOGA TENNESSEE 37401 

40O Chestnut Street Towe Ur 

April 12, 1962 

300-50-3M/81-26 
111121-50-390/81-31, -391/81-30 

51.3. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
netiona ri 
ATTN: James P. 0'Reftlyg Regiona Administrator 
101 Marietta Street, Suite 3100/ 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Deer 1*r. O'Reilly: 

33QYAH WCXLRAR PLANT UNIT 2 AND IIAITS BR HOCLEAR PLANT 
REPORTABLE DUFICIUCT - INCUISTUIT 11TABLISUUIT OF INSECTI 
PROGRAM - SQRD-50-328/81-26, - IIBRD-550-390/81-31, -391/81-30 

The subject deficiency ws initially reported to flC-OIN, Region iI, 
Inspector P. A. Taylor an Marob 24g 1981 as NCR'a SNP NIS 8117 and 
VUN 1311 8108. Our final report on the subject deficioeny for the 
3equcyab and Watts Bar Nuclear Plants was submitted to your office 
Februairy 269 1962. As discussed with A. Rardin and R. Butcher an 
March 22,0 1962 and with 3. Butcher an April 6, 1982, we are 
enclosing our revised final report for Sequcyah (Enclosure 1) and 
our first supplsmental report for Watts Bar (Inclosure 2). Our next 
report for Watts Bar will be tranmaitted an or before June 29, 
1962.  

If you have any questions, please get in touch with Ralph Shell at 
P75 858-2676.  

Very truly yours,, 

T3IMMIS= VALLEY AUTHORIT 

Nuclear Regulation and Safety 
Inc losuroa 
cc: Mr. 1. C. DeYoung, Director (Enclosures) 

Office of Inspection and Enforcement 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555 
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ENMLOSIJRE 1 
SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLUNT UNIT 2 

REVISED FINA REPORT 
INCONSISTENT ESTABLISHMIENT OF INSPECTION PROGRAM 

NCR SNP NEB 8117 
SQRD-5O-328/8 1-26 

Description of Deficiency 

Before January 16, 1979, TVA's Office of Engineering Design and 
Construction (OEDC) Procedure OEDC-QAP 10.0, Revision 0, required that 
the Division of Construction (CONST) be responsible for providing 
construction inspection requirements. On January 16, 1979, OEDC-QAP 10.0 
RI was issued to require that the Division of Engineering Design (EN DES) 
supply inspection requirements to CONST. Subsequently, OEDC-QAP 10.0 Ri 
was superseded by the OEDC QA Program Requirements Manual (PRM) which 
also required that EN DOS supply inspection requirements to CONS?.  

In actual practice, EN DES has sp~ecified certain inspection requirements 
(both general and specific) to CONS? both before and -since January 16, 
1979, and CONST has implemented these requir ements; however, EN DES has 
failed to develop a comprehensive, documented program to implement the 
OEDC QA PRM requirement. Therefore, EN DES's current program does not 
ensure that adequate inspection requirements are or have been supplied to 
CONS?.  

Safety Implications 

Most of the inspection requirements for the Sequoyah Nuclear Plant (SNP), 
were established before January 16, 1979, when the responsibility for 
establishing the construction inspection requirements was changed from 
CONST to ENDES. Even though EXDES did not hivea completeprogram for 
establishing inspection requirements for CONS?, EN DES has 3pecified 
certain requirements and CONS? has implnemeted them. In those instances 
where inspection requirements have not been established by EN DES, COWS? 
has established and implemented the requirements.  

Before Sequoyah Nuclear P.1int unit 2 fuel load, EN DES reviewed selected 
inspection requirements established and implemented by CONS? at Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant. This reviiew dealt priua-ily with ascertaining whether or 
not the inspection requirements were adequate to ensure that the affected 
equipment was ready for preoperational tests. Results of this sample 
review indicated that the inspection requirements established and 
implemented by CONS? were adequate to enjiure thAt the affected equipment 
was ready for preoperational tests.
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The above results prov.' issurance that the inspection requiremesnts 
specifhied by both ENi M and COWS? are sutfficient to ensure that there 
are no safety-related concerns which could adversely affect the safe 
operation of the SEP unit 2. Thus, TVA has concluded the subject 
report need not be reopened for SEP. In adt..It ion, since SEP and Watts 
Bar Nuclear Plant CUBE) are similar, any deficient areas identified 
during TVA's investigation of the subject deficiency for WEE will 
also be inv9stigated at SEP. Any deficiencies identified at SEP wiil be 
resolved under the existing CA program.  

Corrective Action 

Eone required.



RI ILOSURI 2 
WATTS BAN NUCLEAR PLANT 

UNt I AND 2 
IcUSTruw ESTABLI38NT OF INSPECTION PROGRAM 

10 CPR 50.55(e) 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 

NBRD-50-390/81-31t -391/81-30 

Description ot Deticigucy 

Before January 16, 1979, TVAts Offtice of Engineering Design and 
Construction (OEDC) Procedure OEDC-QAP 10.0, Revision 0, required that 
the Division ot Construction (CONlST) be responsible for providing 
construction inspection requirements. On January 16, 1979s, OEDC-QAP 10.0 
RI was issued to require that the Division at Engineering Design (El DES) 
supply inapection requirements to COWS?. Subsequently, OEDC-QAP 10.0 R1 
was superseded by the OEDC QA Program Requirements Manual (PRM) w'.tich 
also requ.Lred that EN DES supply inspection requirements to COWS?.  

tn actual practice, EN DES has specified certain inspection requirements 
(both gnmeral and specific) to CONS? both before and since January 16', 
1979, and CONS? has impleimented these requirements; however, EX DES has 
tailed to develop a comprehensive, docu meted program to implement the 

OEDC QA PRM requirement. Theretore, EN DES'j current program does not 
ensure that adequate inspection requirements are or have been supplied to 
CONS?.  

Safty~ Implications 

Since EX DES has tailed to develop after January 16, 1979, a documented 
program which would consistently establish inspection requireuents of 
activities atfecting quality tor CONS?, there could be some components 
installed atter that date in essential safety-related systsjms that have 
not been adequately inspected. These components may be detective and 
could tail, which could result in multiple tail ures of safety-related 
systems. Such a condition could, if lett imoorrected, jeopardize the 
sate opta -tion ot the plant.  

Interim Prog 5 C5 

TVA has determined that certain inadequacies exist in the Watts Bar 
Construction Requirements Manual. TVA is investigating the inadequacies.


