Septenber 3, 1985

To Bill Dircksl Carl Kanmerer
From Henry Myersl”

Re: Watts Bar Q List

On May 16, 1985, the NRC Director of Licensing sent the TVA
Manager of Power and Engineering & list of questions concerni n%
TVA s adherence to NRC regulations. Item 5 (based on Concern #6)
inthe My 16 letter sought information related to TVA's
conpliance with Criterion i 1, Appendi x B, 10 CFR 50

...identify the docunents that dempbnstrate your conpl i ance

with Criterion I, Appendi x B, 10CFR Part 50, for
maintaining @ Qlist fromthe date of the construction
permit

Among other things, Criterion Il states:

“The applicant shall identify the structures, systenms and
conponents to be covered by the quality assurance Pprogram
and the major organizations participating In the program
together with the designated functions 0 t hese

organi zations. The quality assurance program shal | provide
control over activities affecting the quality of the

i dentified structures, system and conponents, 1o an ext ent

consistent with their inportance to safety.”

on June 5, TVA responded to the May 16 letter. The response toO
ltem 5 (Concern #6), Wwhich did not provi de the docunentation
sought by the NRC the My 16 letter, states:

Presently, TVA has one Q list for WBN (Watts Bar). This Q
list is used by all TVA organizations to identify
safety-related Structures, Systens, and conponents Whose

uality-r%Iated_ activities are to conply with 10 CFR 50,
pendi x B requirenents.

0eo00

Since the issuance of the WBN CP, TVA has continual |y
conplied With this requirement by identifying the SSC to be
covered by the QA program on design drawi ngs. SSC have been
classified according to their inportance to safety. The

classification of each SSC has been documented on design
dr awi ngs.

The June 5 response did not state that TVA has conplied with
Criterion | 1by maintaining a Q list.
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NSRS (Report R-81-14- CEDC(BLN)-20] found, according to
R-84-32-NPS) that:

EN DES failed to develop a single controlled conprehensive
listing of safety-related Systems and conponents for BLN

NSRS Report R-82-02-WBN-07 found that:

There were many differences between the EN DES defined |ist
of QA valves and the CONST defined list of QA valves.

NSRS Report R-82-2-VBN-09 found that:

There was not a conprehensive controlling list of

safety-related structures, systens, and conponents, Nhor Was
there a program to control such a list.

TVA's June 5 response, Wwhich does not address the findings inthe
above referenced NSRS reports, described continuing efforts to
conply with Criterion I'l. TVA stated that in January, 1983

TVA' s desb%n organi zation released the first 'trial use" Q
list for VBN, TVA decided to allow 12 month's trial use and
review by TVA's organi zations prior to its approval and

i ssuance. During this period, the TVA design and
construction organizatiCrs reviewed the Q | st against other
TVA drawi ngs and specifications and the construction
accountability lists. This review verified that the
construction accountability lists were conplete in their

i dentification of SSC that” required QA coverage. Q list

errors and onissions were identified and corrected during
this trial use period.

NSRS Report R-84-32-NPS, issued January 16, 1985, described the
current status of these findings from R 81-14- CEDC(BLN) and
R- 82- 02- VBN

The Office of Quality Assurance closed this itemfor Vatts
Bar, but left it outstanding for the BLN program ... Action
to achi eve agreenent anbng P oC, and CE on the Qlist and
its inplenentation for Vatts Bar was schedul ed to be taken
prior to receiﬁt of an operating license for \atts Bar In
?gggrdance with a conm tnent nige to the NRC on November 28,

Al'so inJanuary 1985 according to TVA's June 5 response to the
NRC, TVA issued an instruction "to i npl ement the Q List. Al t hat

time, the CSSC list was deleted fromthe NUC PR WBN site QA
program "



At present, according to TVX' s June 5 response,

IVA is "reviewing the Q list against the old CSSC list to
ensure that the CSSC list had been conplete when in use.
i.e., that it had appropriately identified the SSC requiring
QA coverage. Since both lists originated fromthe same
source, i.e., design draw ngs and construction

SEecifi cations, We anticipate that this reviewwll verify
that the CSSC list had been adequate. Al TVA organizations
associ ated with WBN presently use the TVA VBN QList to
identify SSC requiring QA coverage."”

QUESTI ONS

1. Does NRC staff believe the June 5 response to Item 5 (concern

.6) was an adequate response to the NRC s request for
docunent ati on?

2. Did TVA's method of identifying on design drawings the SSC to

be covered by the QA program satisfy the Appendix B
requi rements?

3. If the TVA method of identifying on design drawi ngs the SSC
to be covered by the QA programsatisfied NRC requirenents, what
reviews and/or audits were conducted by TVA to determine whether..
procurenent of safety related items was carried out Ina nanner

so that safety related items were in fact qualified to perform
their intended function?

4. \Wat reviews have been conducted by NRC to determ ne whet her
TVA conplied with Criterion I1? Did such reviews track Q List
deficiency findings (such as those enunerated bK NSRS) and
corrective actions thereto? Has NRC reviewed the docunents

prepared in response to the NSRS findings? \Were are such NRC
revi ews docunented?

5. Has NRC eval uated the NSRS review which, according to NSRS
R-84-32-NPS, led to R-82-02-WBN-07 and 09 being "closed for

record and tracki ng purposes?" \ere is any such NSRS review and
NRC eval uati on docunent ed?

6. Has NRC reviewed its own inspection findings, TVA responses

thereto, and other comunications with TVA concerning the Q List
i ssue? Were is such review docurment ed?



Septenber 9. 1985

To Bill Dircks, Carl Kanmerer
From Henry Mers,

Re: TVA

The Septenmber 6 neeting bet ween NRC staff and TVA suqgists t he
fol | owi ng questions and comments:

1. Wat did NRC staff learn from the Septemnber 6 meeting that
coul d not have been learned froma witten report? What was the
outcome of the neeting by way of clarifying i ssues oOr
establ i shing the NRC s position on the 1ssues?

2. Wy did NRC staff not ask TVA and its contractors to discuss
during the Septenber 6 neeting the nmost significant findings of
ongoi ng reviews of TVA's nucl ear facilities?

3. TVA has certified in the past that recently di scovered
nonconpl yi ng conditions did In fact not exist. What is the
staff's response to concerns expressed in the September 6 neeting
that the same people. who previously certified conpliance Wth
NRC regul ations, are currentlﬁ responsi bl e for certifying that
nonconpl yi ng condi tions have been i dentified and corrected?

4. In light of problens reveal ed by recent reports prepared by
| NPO, NSRS, Weéstec and Qrc, what is the staff's understandin% as
to the basis for previous certifications that Watts Bar had Dbeen

desi gned and constructed in accord with NRC regulations and TVA
commtnments?

5 \Wat reviews has NRC conducted of the recent findi ngs of
I NPO, NSRS, Westec, and QIC? Wiere are such reviews docunmented?

6. it appears that TVA believes the principal task remaining
prior to certification of Watts Bar readiness for Iicensin? I's
conpl eti on and di sposition of inquiries into allegations O
harassment and intinidation, Does NRC staff agree with TVA that
ttis remains the principal task? [If so, what anal yses or reviews
has NRC conducted to provide the basis for such agreenent? Does
NRC staff perceive any issue that m ght obstruct issuance of a
Low Power Qperating License to Watts Bar 1 prior to February
19867 | f NRC staf? does not perceive any such"issue, gi ven
reports referred to el sewhere i nthis menorandum Wwhat reviews
or anal yses have been conducted to support this perception?

7. \Wat isthe status of the staff’'s review of the structura
steel welding issue? What isthe staff’'s position regarding the
QrC findings regarding the carbo zinc I ssue?



S. \What inquiries are underway to determne why NRC staff were
not fully informed in early 1984 of significant facts concerning
questions raised within TVA about t he adequacy of TVA's
structural steel welding progran?

9 What is the NRC staff's position regarding findings in the
July B. 1985 NSRS report regarding cable installation procedures
(1-85-06- WBN) ?

10. What is the NRC staff's position regarding findings in t he
March S. 1985 NSRS report regarding procurenent QA (R-84-17-NPS)?

11. Does the recent Westec report conflict with previous
submissions fromTVA with regard to environnental qualification?

12. Wat is the NRC staff's position on TVA's plan to correct
deficiencies that have come to light Inrecent reviews by 1 NPQ,

NSRS. Westec. and QIC?



