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April 26, 1983 DISTRIBUTION:
Local PDR
LB #4 r/f
Docket Mos: 50-327 EAdensam
and 50-328 TNovak
CStahle
RBirkel
Mr. M. G. Parris MDuncan
Manager of Power Attorney, OELD
Tennessee Yalley Authority JMTaylor, I&E
S500A Chestnut Street, Tower 1] DLJordan, I&E
Chattanooqa, Tennessee 37401 ACRS (16)

Dear Mr. Parris:

Subject: Safety Evaluation for Environmental Qualification
of Safety-Related Electrical Equipment

RE: Sequoyah Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2

This Yetter transmits the Safety Evaluation along with the Technical Evaluation

Report (TER) for the Environmental Qualification of Safety-Related Electrical

Equipment at your facility. This evaluation is based on vour response to our

nrevious Safety Evaluation, dated Mav 1981 and subsequent submittals dated

September 25, 1981, January 17, April 7, and July 16, 1982, The Safety Evalu-

ation presents the results of the Envirommental Oualification Review for

safety-related requirements. You should provide to us by May 20, 1983, your

plans for qualification or replacement of the equipment in NRC Categories 1.8,

I11.A, 11.8 and 1V as applicable to your plant (presented in the Technical

Evalvation Reports) in addition to the justification for continued operation

(JCO) required in the near term, and the schedile for accomplishing your proposed

corrective actions in accordance with the Eauimment Gualification rule (10 CFR '

29&;9§;, ;ssued on January 21, 1983, Federal Register Yolume 48, No. 15, PP ‘)}4‘7

2729-2734),
cL“@‘l:ii

As indicated in the conclusion section of the Safety Evaluation, we reouest thatpor ! W

you reaffirm the justification for continued operation and within thirty (30) (per ' ¥

days of receipt of this letter, submit information for ftems in NRC categqories ,y+ni8 wP

1.8, I1.A and IV (presented in the enclosed Technical Evaluation Report) for

which justification for continued operation was not previously submitted to the ARD: o &

NRC. In addition, for ftems in NRC Category I1.B, justification for continued S 1 P

operation, if not previously provided, is to be provided within ten (10) days of NX™

receipt of this letter. Should issues or conflicts exist, which prohibit a

response in a timely manner, a 10 CFR Part 50.54(f) letter will be fssued. Guide-

1ines set forth {n paraaraph (1) of 10 CFR 50.49 should be considered in your

justification for continued operation of your facility.

Upon completion of the nlant specific review for all plants, a cross-reference of
non-qualified equipment existing in any plant wil) be conducted hy the NRC staff
to determine 1f the same eauipment exists on ather plants and has heen declared

auvalified. Should the cross-reference fndicate that they do exist in your plant,
the staff will contact vou to reconfirm the qualification of these items for your
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Appendix D of the enclosed TER provides a technical review of the licensees'
statements regarding the JCO that was submitted in the 90-day response to an
earlier staff safety evaluation (published in mid-1981). Appendix D is not
necessarily applicable to the deficiencies identified in the enclosed TER. You
should review all JCOs provided to date to ensure that a JCO exists for a'l equip-
ment which may not be qualified.

As a separate action to your response to this letter, the Commission has promul-
gated an Equipment Qualification rule which in paraaraph (q) of the rule requires
that by May 20, 1983, licensees fdentify electrical equipment important to safety
within the scope of the rule that ‘s already qualified, and submit a schedule for
the qualification or replacement of the remaining electric equipment within the
scone of the rule in accordance with the qualification deadline specified in para-
graph (g). The submittal required by the rule should specifically indicate whether
your previous submittals comply with paragraphs (a) and (b) of 10 CFR 50.49. In
addition, you are requested %o discuss the methods used to identify the equipment
covered by paragraph 10 CFR 50.49(b)(2) and to establish any qualification programs
not previously described for such equipment. This rule s now the focus the staff
intends to rely upon in resolving the EQ program,

The Technical Evaluation Report contains certain identified information which you
have previously claimed to be proprietary. We request that you inform us as
indicated in the proprietary review section of the Safety Evaluation whether any
portions of the fdentified pages still require proprietary protection. It should
be noted that the NRC's policy on proprietary information, as specified in SECY
81-119 is that summary data on equipment gualiffcation testing will not he treated
as proprietary by the NRC. This information shall be submitted within thirty (20)
days of receipt of this letter. A general gufdeline is attached.

Questions regarding the enclosed SE and TER, especially the findings and actions
required, should he directed through the NRC Praoject Manager for Sequovah.

Sincerely,

e

Elinor G. Adensam, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 4
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:

1. Safety Evalaution

2. Technical Evaluation Reports
3. Proprietary Review Information

cc w/encl 1 and 3:
See next page
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SEGUOYAH

Mr. H. G. Parris

Manager of Power

Tennessee Valley Authority
500A Chestnut Street, Tower II
Chattasnooga, Tennessee 37401

cc:

Herbert S. Sanger, Jr., Esq.
General Counsel

Tennessee Valley Authority
400 Commerce Avenue

E 118 33

Knoxville, iennessee 37902

Mr. H. N. Culver

Tennessee Valley Authority
400 Commerce Avenue, 249A HBB
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Mr. Bob Faas

Westinghouse Electric Corp.
P.0. Box 355

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230

Mr. Jerry Wills

Tennessee Valley Authority
400 Chestnut Street, Tower II
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37401

Mr. Donald L. Williams, Jr.
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Drive, W10B85
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Resident Inspector/Sequoyah NPS

¢/9 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

2600 Igou Ferry Road

Soddy Daisy, Tennessee 37379

James P. 0'Reilly, Regional Administrator

U.S. Nuciear Regulatory Commission,
Region II

101 Marietta Street, Suite 3100

Atlanta, Georgia 30303



