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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
CHATTANDOGGA, TENNESSEE 37401

400 Chestrut Street Tower TT

April 8, 198)

Director of Nuclear Reactor Requlation

Attention: Mr., A. Schwencer, Chief
Licensing Branch Yo, 2
Divigion of Licensing

U.8. Nuclear Requlatory Commission

Washinmaton, DC 20558

Dear Mr, Schwencer:

In the Matter of the Application of ) Docket Noe, 50~327
Tennessee Valley Author!ity )

Pursuant to the Sequoval Muclear Plant (SMP) license condition, DPR-77 {tem
2.¢. (24) , concerning oxpliance with Requlatory Guide 1.97, Revision 2, ™A
will provide a detalled schadule for compliance by June 30, 1981,

TA initiated a detailed program of design evalvation for all of {ts nuclear
plants in August 1972, 7This program has resulted i{n the upgrating of accident
#nd status instruments €0 be used by control room operating personne) in
assesgment of plant and environs oonditions, Thess improvements in
instrumentation have been defined on the Sequovah docket in ™A's responses to
the requirements of each of the following: MURRC-0578, NUREG-058%, NURRG~
(0588, WMRAG-0654, WMIREG-069€, and NMUREG~07237,

These instrimentation improvements related to Regulatory Guide 1,27 have been
or will be incorporated {nto the NP Final Safety Analymic Report (PSAR) and
the SHNP Radiologica! Emergency Plan,

e current Reqgulatory Guide 1,97 evaluvation program for 8% is » four-sten
plan. The plan will:

(1) Coalesor the ramirements of the ontrol room review (NMWERG-0700), the

radiological smergency program (WMUREG-0696), the ™I-2 requirements
MURM-07137), and the deqrade® core task fores review;

{(?2) Independently evaluate from first principles the requirement for tvpe A,
type B, type C, and type D variablee;
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{(3) Bwaluate the current denign againet Reoulatory Guide 1,97; ad

(4) Imtermine feasibility of compliance Atk Requlatory Cuide 1,97, Pevigion
2, incluling cost and schedule,

Ar a result of our Requlatory Guide 1.97 evaluation program, we have developed
some general and spocific concerne., We heve been working with the etaff oo
resolve these ooncerna, Generslly, ™A is concerned that we are properly
resolving the espparent conflicts in requirements of Regulatory Guide 1,97,
Revislon 2 and other NRC recquirements. TVA finds that for the MIP there are
some PUR variables for which we might see’ an exception to the previeions and
whelules of the guide.

fome examples of our specific concarne ahont Regulatory Guide 1,97, Revizion 2
requirements for S0P unit 1 ares

(1) What are e ungrade requirements for qualifics © -. isolation,
anbiguity, and human fectors? These regquirer - = 10 extensively
impoct our schelule conmitments already made,

(2) what are the schedule requirements for {mplement.: .on for core
thermoocouple®, primary containment isolation valve position, primary
coolant radiation mnitors, and particulate and halogen radiation
monitors consldering the Aiffioulties i~ procurement and technioal
feacibility?

(3) ¥hat will the impact of a change in radiologica) source terme he? A
potential change in source terms zhould he considered in the Acvelorment
and proourement actions,

(4) "hat is the purpnse for hoth the reactor conlant level an’ core exit
extended range variable being category 1?7 "hese requirem-nts for
category L gppesr to impact the installation schedule,
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We will continue to work with the NRC staff to resoive the abowve conoerns
before our June 30, 1987 submittal,

If you have any questions, please get in touch with D, L. Lashert at
TS 857-2581.,

Very truly vours,
TRNMSSE? VALLEY NMYMORITY
CY W Wil

L. M, Mls, Manager
Mlser Teorlation an? Safety




