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3
o NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

$e #' ' E WASHINGTON, D. C= 20555<

February 7, 1991
.....

Docket No. 50-328

Hr. Oliver D. Kingsley, Jr.
Senior Vice President, Nuclear Power
Tennessee Valley Authority
6N 38 Lookout Place
1101 Market Street
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402-2801 .'

Dear Mr. Kingsley:

SUBJECT: FIRST 10-YEAR INTERVAL INSERVICE INSPECTION PROGRAli, REVISION 14
(TAC 59458) - SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR ptANT, UNIT 2

In the letter deted November 9,198P, the Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)
submitted Revision 13 of the first 10-year interval inservice inspection (ISI)
program for the Sequcyah Nuclear Plant, Unit 2. The program was submitted for
review and evaluation of its compliance with the 1977 Edition with Addenda
through Summer 1978 of Section XI of the American Society of Mechanical
Engineers Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code (Code) and the NRC-imposed augumented
and accelerated field weld inspections.

For the Unit 2 ISI Program, TVA submitted 14 requests for relief from the
requirements of the Code: 151-1 to 151-14 The staff has reviewed and evalu-
ated the ISI program for Unit 2 and the 14 requests for relief from the require-
ments of the Code for Unit 2. The staff forwarded its sefcty evaluation'of the
151 program in its letter dated April 19, 1990. In that evaluation, we deter-
mined that 10 requests for relief were acceptable: ISI-1, ISI-3 to ISI-6, ISI-8
to ISI-10, 151-13, and 151-14. In that evaluation, we incorrectly referred to
the 1977 Edition with Addenda through Summer 1989 of Section XI of the Code for
Unit 2 when we shculd have referred to the 1977 Edition with Addenda through
Sunner 1978 as given above. As discussed in the Safety Evaluation issued
April 19, 1990, we determined that these requests are acceptable except for the
following four requests: ISI-2, ISI-7,151-11, and ISI-12. Of these four
requests,.one was withdrawn (ISI-11), one is not needed (ISI-12), and two were
postponed (ISI-2 and 151-7). In the staff's letter dated April 19, 1990, TVA
was granted the following requests: ISI-1, ISI-3 to ISI-6, ISI-8 to ISI-10,
ISI-13, and 151-14 Where the relief request status was '' Granted with augu-
mented requirements," the augumented requirements are as stated in the Safety
Evaluation issued with the letter,

TVA submitted Revision 14 to this program by letter dated June 12, 1989. Thisi

| revision was characterized by TVA as including minor programmatic changes,
| editorial changes, corrections to typographical errors, and no new relief
I requests or conunitments. In the letter dated July 12, 1990, TVA provided addi-

tional information concerning five requests for relief for Unit 2. One was
Relief Request 151-3 which had been modified by Revision 14 to include 18 addi-

.

tional weld joints for which the licensee required relief. The others were
Relief Requests 151-1, ISI-2, ISI-6, and ISI-8.
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In reviewing this new material, the staff concluded that this additional
information necessitates modifications of the Safety Evaluation on the ISI
program for Unit 2 which was issued in the letter dated April 19, 1090. The
staff accepts adding 18 additional welds to' Relief Request 151-3 and the
proposed modifications to the augmented requirements for granting relief for
Relief Requests 151-1, ISI-6, and 151-8, based upon the additional-information
provided. Relief Request ISI-2 remains postponed. This is discussed in the
enclosed safety evaluation.

Granting relief from Code requirements is authorireo by law where (1) the proposed
-

alternative would provide an acceptable level of quality and safety (pursuant
to 10 CFR 50.55a(a)(3)(i)) and (2) the Code requirement-is impractical and the
alternative requirement will not endanger life or property, or the common defense
and security, and is in the public interest (pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(g)(6)(1)).
For the five requests where additional information was provided, one remains
postponed (i.e.,151-2) and four as modified by the additional information are
acceptable _(i.e., 151-1,.151-3,ISI-6,andISI-8). We have detennined that for
these four modified relief requests the Code requirements are impractical to
perform at Unit 2 and the alternative requirements will not endanger life or
property, or the common defense and security, as.d are in the public interest
considering the burden that could result on TVA if the Code requirements were *

imposed on Unit 2.

Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(g)(6)(i) of the Commission's regulations,
TVA is oranted the following requested relief from the Code, as documented in
the encIosed safety evaluation: 151-1 with the revised augmented requirements;
151-3 for the additional 18 valves listed in TVA's letter dated June 12, 1989;
ISI-6 with the revised augmented requirements; and ISI-8 with the revised
augmented requirements. Where the relief request st&tus is granted with
revised augumented requirements, the revised augmented requirements are as
stated in the enclosed safety evaluation. The granting of these relief requests
is contingent upon all other requircments of Section XI of the Code being met
for inservice tests and system pressure tests of the compontnts affected byt

| thes'e relief _ requests.
.

! . Any significant prograr. cha.2es such as edditional requests for relief should'

be submitted for staff review ind shou 16 not be implemented prior to approval
by-the-staff.

_

i

1

! _ A summary of the requirements and the bases for granting the relief requests are
contained in the enclosed safety evaluation and in the safety evaluation issued
April 19, 1990. We conclude that the sequoyah Nuclear Plant, Unit 2, Inservice
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Inspection Program, Revision Id, with the additional infor:netion in the July 12,
1990 letter and the reliefs granted, constitute part of the basis for TVA
neeting the requireirents of 10 CFR 50.55a and the Unit 2 Technical Specifica-
tions. With the reliefs granted, we also conclude that Unit 2 is in compliance
with the Code of record for Unit 2, cited above in the first paragraph.

Sincerely,

PD {"
A

FrederikJ.Hebdon,Directr
Project Directorate 11-4
Division of Reactor Projects - 1/II
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Saf ety Evaluation

cc w/ enclosure:
See next page
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meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50.55a and the Unit 1 Technical Specifica.,

tions at Sequoyah Nuclear Plant, Unit 1. With-the reliefs granted, we.also
conclude that Unit 1 is in ecmpliance with the Code of record for Unit 1, cited
above in the first paragraph.-

Sincerely,
Original signed by
Suzanne Black for

.

Frederick J. Hebdon, Director
Project Directorate 11-4
Division of Reactor Projects . 1/11
Office of Nuclear . Reactor Regulationi

. Enclosure:.

Safety Evaluation

ec w/ enclosure:
.See next page
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CC:
Mr. Marvin Runyon, Chairman Mr. Jack Wilson, Vice President
Tennessee Valley Authority Sequoyah Nuclear Plant
ET 12A 7A Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Drive P. O. Box 2000
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902 Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 37379

Mr. Edward G. Wallace Ms. Marci Cooper
Manager, Nuclear Licensing Site Licensing Manager

and Regulatory Affairs Sequoyah Nuclear Plant-
Tennessee Valley Authority P. O. Box 2000
SN 157B Lookout Place Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 37379
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402-2801

Mr. John B. Waters, Director County Judge
Tennessee Valley Authority Hamilton County Courthouse
ET 12A 9A Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402
400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902 Regional Administrator, Region II

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mr. W. F. Willis 101 Marietta Street, N.W.
Chief Operating Officer Atlanta, Georgia 30323
ET 128 168
400 West-Summit Hill Drive Mr. Paul E. Harmon
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902 Senior. Resident Inspector

Sequoyah Nuclear Plant
General Counsel U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Tennessee Valley Authority 2600 Igou Ferry Road
400 West Summit Hill Drive Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 37379
ET 11B 33H
Knoxville, Tennessee _37902 Mr. Michael H. Mobit;, Director

Division of Radiological Health
Mr. 0 wight Nunn T.E.R.R.A. Building, 6th Floor
Vice President, Nuclear Projects 150 9th Avenue North
Tennessee Valley. Authority- Nashville, Tennessee 37219-5404
6N 38A Lookout Place
1101 Market Street Tennessee Valley Authority
Chattanooga,_ Tennessee 37402-2801 Rockville Office

_

11921 Rockville Pike
; Dr. Maak 0. Medford Suite 402
Vice President, Nuclear Assurance, Rockville, Maryland 20852

Licensing and Fuels
Tennessee Valley Authority
6N 38A Lookout Place
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402-2801
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