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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHCRITY

CHATTANCOGA. TENNESSEE 37401
SN0C Chestnut Street Tower 11

JA¥ 231879

Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Attention: Mr. S. A. Varga, Chief
Light Water Reactors Branch No. 4
Division of Project Management
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dear M:. Varga:

In the Matter of the Application of ) Docket Nos. 50-327
Tennessee Valley Authority ) 50-328

Enclosed is TVA's revised response to Quality Assurance Branch
question 2 on our application for the Sequoyah Nuclear Plant trans-
mitted by your letter dated September 20, 1978, to N. B. Hughes. This
revised response will be incorporated into the Sequoyah Nuclear ?lant
Final Safety Analysis Report by Amendment &0.

Very truly‘yours,
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"J. E. Gilleland
Assistant Manager of Power
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indicate improper control system response as would be indicated by a failure
to meet a primary Acceptance Criteria discussed in the preceding paragraph.
Since this secondary test oljective is concerned only with control system
optimization and not with the basic design function of control systems and
has no impact on plant safety, it is not appropriate to include the
particular variables monitored or evaluation criteria associated with

this test objective in the FSAR.
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