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400 Chestnut Street Tower II 4
November 13, 1431(Y 19 Al « 0

Mr. James P. O'Reilly, Director

Office of Inspection and Enforcement

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Region II - Suite 3100

101 Marietta Street

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 >

Dear Mr. O'Reilly:

OFFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT BULLETINS 79-02 AND 79-14 -
BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1 - 50-259

In an August 7, 1981 telephone conversation with members of your
staff, TVA was requested to provide the results of the evaluations
performed upon completion of each unit's inspections for the subject
bulletins. In response to this request, the enclosed table
summarizes the resolution of all significant discrepancies

iscovered during the Browns Ferry unit 1 inspections. As indicated
in this table, all safety problems discovered to date have been
corrected, and other discrepancies have been scheduled for
resolution. If you have any questions, please call Jim Domer at FTS
858-2725.

To the best of my knowledge, I declare the statements contained
herein are complete and true,

Very truly yours,
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
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L. M. Mills, Manager
Nuclear Regulation and Safety
Enclosure
ce: Office of Inspection and Enforcement (Enclosure)
Division of Reactor Operations Inspection
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555
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RESOLUTIONS FOR SIGNIFICANT DISCREPANCIES
BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAK PLANT ONIT 1
(See Footnotes at End of Table)

Problem

Description
Support design problem
Support placement

problem

Gang support has missing
restraint

Restraint R-43 could not
be load-qualified

R-47 not installed
correctly

Anchorsge of piping in
service water tunnel

Leakage of coupling due
to preload by restraint

R-S not installed per
design

Broken supports
Damaged spring
Loss of axial restraint

for R-8, R-18, R-19

R-16 could not be load-
qualified

Lack of thread engage-
ment on snubber R-8§

H 308 installed a: guide

Initial
Evsluation

(Categoxy)®

Evaluation

After 30-Day Analysis

(Categozy)

Not

Not

Not

Not

Not

Not

required

required

required

required

required

required

required

Proposed
Resolution®®

Design and install aditional
supports

Adequate as built

Install per design

Redesign restraint

Install as designed

Install redesigned restraints
and anchors

Redesign restraint

Install per design, with minor
modifications

Install to design condition.
Vibration problem resolved.

Readjust. Replace missing and
damaged components.

Install per design, with minor
modifications

Redesign restraint

Install per design

Install as 3-way restraint to
protect pemetration
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