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Mr. Cliver D. iings)ey, Jr.
Senior Vice President, Nuclear Power
Tennessee Valley Authority
6N 3BA Lookout Place
1101 Market Street
Chattanooge, Tennessee 374022801
Dear Mr, Kingsley:
SUBJECT: FIRST 10-YEAR INTERVAL INSERVICE INSPECTION PPOGRAM (TA( £9457) -
SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNIT 1
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Mr. Oliver D. Kingsley, Jr. “Z

For the Unit 1 181 Progrem, TVA submitted 13 requests for relfef frow the
requirements of the Code: 181-1 to 151<13, As discussed in the enclused SE, we
have determined that nine of these requests may be grented, Of these rine
requests, we have determined that the Code requirements for eight requests,
1811, 1813 to 181-6, 1S1-8, 1S1-10, and 187+13, ure impractical to perform at
Unit 1 and the alternative requirements will not endanger 14fe or property, or
the comnon deferse and security, and are in the pubiic fnterest considering the
burden thet could result on TVA 1f the Code reouirements were imposed on Unit 1,
For the remaining relief reguest, 151<9, we heve determined thet the groposed
alternatives to the Code requirements Wil provide an scceptable level of
quality end sefety st Unit 1,

For the four relief requests we could not grant, one was withdrawn
one 15 nut needed (1$1-12), end two are postponed (181+2 and 18]~

Granting relief from Code requirements 1s authurized by lew whers

propesed alternative would provide an occegt;blo Tevel of quulity w*

safety (pursuant to 10 CFR 50.8%0(a)(3)(1)), (2) compliance with the spect .ec
requiremerts would result 4n hardship or unusue) difficulties without a coupen-
sating fncrease in the level of quality and safety (pursuant to 10 CFR
50.55a(a)(3)(11)), or (3) the Code regu1rem0ut is impractical and the :
tive requirement will nct endanger 141 or property, or the common defen. .1
sccurity, erd 15 in the public interest (pursuent to 10 CFR 50.55a(g)(6)(1)).

Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR 50,65a(e)(3)(1) end 10 CFR 50.%58a(g)("* (1) of
the Conmission's regulations, TVA is grantod the following requeste.
relvefs from the Code, as documented in the enclosed SE: 1S1-1, 181.3 to
161+6, 1S1-B to 15110, and 181-13. Where the relief stotus 1s "Granted
with sugmented recuirements,” the augmentod requirerents are as stoted

in the SE. The grarting of these relief requests 1s cortingent upon al)
other requirenents of Section X1 being met for inservice examinations,
inservice tests, and system pressure tests of the componerts offected by
these relief recuests.

Any significant program changes such es additiona) requests for relief
should be submitted for staff review and should not be implemented prior to
épproval by the staff,

A summary of the requirements and the bases for granttng the relief requests
are contafred in the enclused SE. We conclude that (1) the Unit 1 1SI Program,
Revision 14, with the additional {rformation in the January 25 and July 12,
1990 Tetters and (?) the reliefs granted constitute pert of the basis for TVA
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ﬁr. OViver D, Kingsley, Jr. wie

Inspection Program, Revision 14, with the sdditiona) information ir the July 12,
1980 Yetter and the reliefs granted, constitute pert of the basis for TVA
meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50,5%& and the Unit 2 Technical Specifice.
tions. With the reliefs granted, we also conclude that Unit 2 1s in compliance
with the Code of record for Unit 2, cited above 1n the first paragraph.

Sincerely,

Original signed 'y
Suzanne Black \ ur

Frederick J. Febdon, Director
Project Directorate 11-4

Division of Reector Projects - 1/11
0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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Mr. Oliver D, Kingsley, Jr.
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Mr. Marvin Runyon, Chafrman
Tenressee Valley Authority
ET 12A 7A

400 West Summit Hi11 Drive
Knoxvilie, Tennessee 37902

Mr. Edward G, Wallace
Ferager, Nuclear Licensing
and Regulatory Affairs
Tennessee Valley Authority
5N 15678 Lookout Place
Chattanooga, Tennessee 374072-2801

Mr., John B, Waters, Mirector
Tennessee Valley Authority
ET 12A 92

400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Mr. W, F. Willis

Chief Operating Officer

ET 12B 1€B

400 West Sunmit Mi11 Drive
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Generel Counsel

Tennessee Valley Authority

40C Vest Summit Hi1Y Drive

ET 11B 33H

knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Mr., Dwight Nunn

Vice President, Nuclear Projects
Ternessee Velley Authority

6N 38A Lookout Place

1101 Market Street

Chattanpoga, Tennessee 37402-2801

Dr. Mark 0, Medford

Vice President, Nuclear Assurance,
Licensing and Fuels

Tennessee Valley Authority

EN 3BA Lookout Place

Chattanouga, Tennessee 37402-2801

Mr, Joseph Bynur, Acting Site Director

Sequoyah Nuclear Plant
Tennessee Valley Authority

P, 0. Box 2000

Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 37379

Ms. Marci Cooper

Site Licensing Manager
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant

P. 0. Box 2000

Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 237379

County Judge
Hemilton County Courthouse
Chuttanooga, Tenuessee 37402

Regionel Administretor, Region 1]
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
101 Merietta Street, N.W,

Atlanta, Georgia 30323

Mr. Paul E, Harmo,

Senior Resident Inspector
Sequoyah Nuclear Plart

U.f. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
7600 Tgou Ferry Plad

Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 3737¢

Mr, Michael H, Mobley, Director
Vivision of Rediological Health
T.E.R.AA, Building, 6th Floor
150 9th Averue North

Nashville, Tennessee 37219-5404

Tennessee Valley Authority
Rockville Office

11921 Rockville Pike
Suite 402

Pockville, Maryland 20052



