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'‘Docket Nos. 50-438, 50-439, 50-259,

50-260, 50-296, 50-327,
50-328, 50-390 and 50-391

DPR-79, CPPR-91, and CPPR-92

Tennessee Valley Authority
ATTN:  Mr. S. A. White

Manager of Nuclear Power
0) 38A Lookout Place
1101 Market Street
Chattanooga, TN 37402-2801

Gentlemen:

SUBJECT: NRC INSPECTION REPORT NOS. 50-438/86-11, 50-439/86-11, 50-259/86-43,
50-260/86-43, 50-296/86-43, 50-327/86-73, 50-328/86-73, 50-390/86-27,
AND 50-391/86-26

Thank you for your response of July 10, 1987. to our Notice of Violation (NOV)
Issued on April 27. 1987, concerning activities conducted-at your Bel-lefonte,
Browns Ferry, Sequoyah and Watts Bar facilities. We have evaluated your
responses to Violation A and Violation 8, Parts | and 3, and found that they
meet the r irements of 10 CFR 2.201. We will examine the implementatio” of
your corrective actions during future inspections.

Violation A, Part 3, addressed the timeliness of generic reviews of Signficant
Condition Report SCRWBNEE 8630. Your response clarifies, at paragraph C. on

gg%e 3, that the potential generic condition evaluation memorandum for
W-NE-B 8630 was not issued until June 26. 1986 [vice June 10, 1986 as stated

in the NRC NOV1)' Since the stated date diffﬁrence ould affect the conclu
dons drawn with, respect to timeliness, we have evaluated your response I n

light of the enclosed document (RIMS No. 843 860626 912) that we obtained
separag[ely. Based on this information, we have concluded that the NOV is
correct.

Violation ,. Part 2 tofddressed the evaluation aswWibwm-generic of<pexipansi on shiell
anchor ($0S) failures at Sellefonte and subsequent identification of similar
pLobI ems at Wtts Bar. Your response, at paragraph 3.6. on page 1, states
that:

* The Bellefonte S505 failures were determined to be from a local
surface deficiency of concrete and the Watts Bar failures were
determined to be frominstallation of anchors infloor toppings.
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VA Construction SpecificattionG 32 requires pull-testing of SSDS and
- thal generic review of the Bellefonte problen would not have
S-resulted in any other investigation by other projects. A generic
review was not required.

NRC habkereviewed your response and has determined the following:

- - The pull testing required by Construction Specification G-32 ts not
- valid if leveling nuts are present besinC the base plate. The NRIe
S - has information that, at least at Vatts Bar, leveling nuts exist.

- The surface conditions for soft concrete and for floor topping are

Y very similar - such that anchors do not hold well. This tdamilaity
isght have been recognized if a proper generic review had been
conducted as required.

Se applicable mBellefonte instruction was BNP-QCP-1° .4 Rev. 11 issueda
- July 3, 1984. This instruction (Attachment D, page 3 of 4, paragraphi
o * 10) specificallyt requires the review of all signifiexilonco fonm

" Condition Reports (*Rs) (which this one was] for generic inplica

. tions within the Sellefonte, plant and also for generic implications

within the Constructiton tivision. The divisilow-wide review was to be
- made by the Quality Engineering Section (QES) in Knoxvillwith a.
- resultant mmorandum - which was to be attached to or discusesed in
- the NCR. Youw staff recently determined that no evidence could be
fod-showing that this NCR was sent to QES for review. Records do
. e €Xist for other NCRs. _ .

For the reasons above, the NRC has concluded that the NOV is correct.

It does not appear that additional correspondence conewrint the above issues
mwould result i n corrective action stignificantly different from what You have
al re_*ydcoritted to. Therefore no further response concerning these issues Is
required.

Sincerély,

RIGINAL SGNEl |0
GARY 6 ZECH

Gary G, Zech, Assistant ODirector
for Inspection Programs

TVA Projects Division

Office of Special Projects

Enclosure:
V. S. Raughley Neeorandus
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