TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
CHATTAG600GA. -TENNESSEE 37401
5N 1578 Lookout Pl ace

MAR 151988

U S. Nuclear Regul atory Commission
ATTN:  Docunment Control Desk
Mlashington, D.C. 20555

Gent | enen:

I nthe Matter of Docket Nos. 50-259
Tennessee Valley Authority 50- 260
50- 296
50- 327
50- 728
50- 390
50- 391
50- 438
50- 439

INTEGRMTED SAFETY ASSESSMENT PROGRAM (ISAP) Il (GEIFRIC LETTEl 88-02)

Enc-'osed is TVA's response to the sibject getieric letter for the Browns Ferry,
Sequoyah, Natts Bar, and Bellefonte Nuclear Plants. As tndirated in the
enclosure, Vm i sinterestsd In participating i nISAP--II.

| f there are any questtons regarding this matter. please tel ephone
M. K. Brandon at <615) 751-8076. P P

Vej truly yours,
TENNESSEE VALEY AUTHCRITY

R. Oldley, Ddrector
Nuclear Licensing md.
Rpgul atory Affairs

Frnclosure
(c: See page 2
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U. S Nuclear Regul atory Conumission MU|AR ]_5 1988

cc (Enclc~sure):

M. K. P. Barr. Acting Assistant Director
for Inspection Prograns

TVA Projects Division
U'S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region ||
10I Marietta Street, NW Suite 2900
Atlanta, Georgia 30323

M. G G Zech, Assistant Director
for Projects

TVA Projects Division

US. Nuclear Regulatory Conmission

One Vhite Flint, North

11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville. Maryland 20852

Bel | efonte Resident |nspector
Bel [ efonte Nuclear Plant

P.O Box 2000

Hol | ywood, Al abama 35752

Browns Ferry Resident |nspector
Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant
Route 12, Box 637

Athens, Alabama 35611

Sec!uoyah Resident |nspector
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant

2600 Igou Fer-y Road

Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 37379

Watts Bar Resident |nspector
Vatts Bar Nuclear Plant

P.Q. Box 700

Spring Gity, Tennessee 3)381



Encl osure
Integrat:; Safety Assessment Program (ISAP) 11

Pei ppore Format to CGeneric Letter 88-02

Facility Name: Browns Ferry, Sequoyah, Watts Bar, Bellefonte
Wility: Tennessee Valley Authority
IndiviJual Contact Name: M K. Brandon Phone Nunber: (615) 751-8076

An expression of interest wll not be considered a commitnent to participate
on the part of the utility.

1. Muld you be interested inparticipating inlISAP I1? If so, inwhat time
frame?

Yes, inthe follow ng sequence for our facilities

Browns Ferry - first
Sequoyah - second, and
Watts Bar and Bellefonte - after licensed for operation

2. Do you believe that an industry/NRC sem nar consisting of a brief
di scussion by NRC fol lowed by a question-and-answer period would be
beneficial before making a decision?

Yes

3. Muld you be interested in a one-on-one neeting with NRC to discuss your
particular facility or facilities?

Yes, dfter the industry/NRC sem nar.

4. 1fyou remain undecided regarding participation, what additional
infermation do you need i norder to nmake a decision?

N A

5. Do you have any potential concerns about participating inlISAP I?

* The option to Include the schedule for significant items inthe

license condition iscontrary to the intent of the program and shoul d
not be necessary.

* The handling of currently schedul ed, regulatory-driven nodifications

that are shown to be insignificant by probabilistic risk assessment
(PRA) isnot clear.

* The potential use of new licensing criteria isa concern because

requirements could be inposed that lie outOle a facility's |icensing
basi s.
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6. Do you have any suggestions iror program inprovenents or changes?

* The general rule for scheduling discussed on page 2, second paragraph
of enclosure | to GL 88-02. i scontrary to the general principles of
integrated scheduling. Unless there are exigent circumstances, all
I ssues shoul-d N~schedul ed based on their priority and resource
availability.

* Mre PRA guidance from the NRC staff would be beneficial.



