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To Hugh Thompson
rremi Henry Myers

This nmenorandum supplenents ny June 3 nenorandum cocnering the
& Vreview of the Watts Bar Auxiliary Feedwater System (AFW.

QUESTI ONS

1. Did NSRS review the June 5, 1985 response to the NRC letter
dated May 16? Did NSRS concur in the June 5 response?

2. Did the B&V assessment include review of NCR's, NRC
inspection reports etc?

3. Does TVA have a list of specific corrective actions
(e.g. hardware modification, drawing revisions, etc.).resulting
from the B&V review?

4. will B&V certify that the AFW was designed and constructed in
substaintial conpliance with the FSAR-and other conmtnents?

3. W211 NSRS certify that the AFW was designed and constructed
in substantial conpliance with the FSAR and ot her commtnents?

6. :lhlo -iong TVA managers having detailed knowledge of
i;,0JinT,.-entation of QA/QC programs will certify that commitments in
i3 FI R iere fulfilled?

7. hIll  NPSRS staff involved in B&V review certify that, with
respi,..:t 'to areas they investigated, problems revealed by B&v
Tireno *is were ultimately resolved in accord with FSAR

comini tments'?

TVA kEV TASK FORCE CATEGORY 17

One 8&V finding, F-142, fell into Category 13 as defined by the
T'A B' 'V Task Force established to evaluate the results of the B&V
AFW rL'view. F-142 involved erroneous termnation docunentation
that had not been "uodated to reflect the actual configuration."
The NSRS assessnent of the B&Y review supported the Task Force
concl usion that "based on a sanpling of 40 additional AFW
term nation records with no discrepancies that this finding was
an isolated case and no further action is required." (NSRS

R-84-19-WBN, p. 10.) The Task Force conclusion that F-142 was an
i sol ated case appears to haee been based on a review of records,
nut a dtltermination that records were consistent with the actual
corifiguration.

Contr ary to the Task Force Category conclusion and NSRS
concurrence therein, a Duality Managenent St af f (QVS) staff
surveillancu concluded that F-142 "was, and is, not an isolated
case.” The Surveillance Report recommended an "inspection of all
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modiun ,..? L) cable terminations be performed to verify that
taqqi n and identification of individual, conductors are in
accord:ncu oi lith tcaidard electrica drawings and the applicable
connei-tioll dra—ins. " (CateQory 13 QMS Surveillance Report.
11/29/84./

A  ubsequent QMS Surveillance Report EQMS 841210 203(?)3 on the
sane subject dated Decenber 6, 1984 summari zed the findings
cunce:-rninr F-142/Category 13.. Noting again that F-142 was and is
not an isolated case. it said:

i Aseaple of 11 out of 56 cables were reviewed and all cables

were properly ternminated and grounded. However, 10 of the
cabl es exhibited taooino deficiencies and all 11 cable
termnation records exhi bited deficiencies. It is
essenti al t hat these deficiencies be addressee by the
appropriate office and corrective action taken. Thi s Bl ack
and Veatch category cannot be closed wuntil this deficiency

is docunented and the appropriate corrective-actions taken.

Th, F- 142/ Category 13 type deficiencies are the subject of 2
Non- Conf or mance reports WBNQMS8401 and WBNP 5889 which apparently
resul Lted -rom OMS 941210 203 and which remai ned unresol ved as of
LDcebe-r 31, 1934 (and whi ch' may be unresolved as of this date).

How tlJc,-s cho exi stence of WBNQVS8401 and WBNP 5889 jibe with the
rask t Frei ndi ng on Category 13 and NSRS support therefore?
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TVA BV r-31 (FORCE CATEGQRYJ3

One BW fini .  F-142. fell into Category 13 as defined by the
TVA BEV Tasst Force established to evaluate the results of the B&V
AFW  review. F-142 involved erroneous termination documentation
that had not been 'wuodated to reflect the actual configuration."”

The USF: --- *ssment of the B&Y review supported the Task Force

conclus: on that "based on a sanpling of 40 additional AFW
termnation records wth no discrepancies that this finding was

an isolated case and no further action is required." (NSE3

R-684-t-WEEI, p. 10.) The Task Force conclusion that F-142 was an
isolaced case ippears to have been based on alLreview of records,
not a detar-mnation that records were consistent with the actual
configurati on.

Contrary to the Task Force Category concl usion and NSRS
concurrenre therein, a Quality Managenent St af f (OWB) staff
-u-./il.:>nce concluded that F-142 "was, and is. not an isolated

case." rnhe surveillance Report recomended an "inspection of all

mediusn .0.9 KV) cable terminations be performed to Vverify that
tag-.Jin, and identification of i ndivi dual conductors are in
aur d~yncee w th standard electrical drawings and the applicable
CO nec. on rawin. ;s." (Cateqory 13 QWS Surveillance Report.
-_suty.eyquetnt UtliS urveillance Report EQVB 841210 ea")3he

SII"n"e V.--t-ct dated Decenber 6, 1984 summari:od the findings

cuorcer.ninj 1'-142/Category 13. Noti ng again that F-142 was and is
not .o itolate#o case, it said:

Sasanple of 11 out of 56 cables were reviewed arid all cabl es

were properly term nated and grounded. However , 10 of the
cablas exhibited tagging deficiencies and all 11 cable
termnation records exhibited deficiencies. It is
essenti al t hat these deficiencies be addressee by the
.ppropriate office and corrective action taken. Thi s Bl ack
and V .'atch category cannot be closed until this deficiency

is docunented and the appropriate corrective actioni taken.

The F-142/Category 13 type deficiencies are the subject of 2
Mon- CInf or mancw reports VBNQVE8401 and WBNP 5889 which apparently
resulted from OMS 841210 203 and which remmi ned unresolved as of
D. cenber 31, 1984 (and which may be unresolved as of this date).

How dow the existence of WBNQVE8401 and WBNP 5889 jibe with the
Task Forco finding on Category 13 and NSRS support therefore?



