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From: Marvin Mendonca
To: Wade Richards
Date: 06/29/2007 1:02:06 PM
Subject: Requestion for Additional Information

Wade,

Attached is the request for additional information we discussed. Your timely response is needed to
support completion of the review. Please provide me a date, when you feel you can provide a response.
In accordance
with 10 CFR 50.30(b), your response must be executed in a signed original under oath or affirmation.

Regards,

Mary
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NIST RAI Response Review

The following questions are numbered to correspond to NIST's May 30, 2007, response
to request for additional information.

2.1 Provide a reference to the mentioned previous response or a copy of the
response.

2.2 Provide a reference to the mentioned previous response or a copy of the
response.

4.2 Provide revised Figures 4.2.3 and 4.2.4, which were not attached to the
response.

4.9 Provide justification for the conclusion that there are no lifetime issues regarding
the strength of the Al or the bumup of the Cd used in the poison tubes. The
neutron flux and duration of exposure should be compared to design limits for the
tubes to ensure the tubes will continue to function as designed under the most
limiting conditions for the license renewal period.

4.25 Provide an update to Table 4.2.3. Alternatively, remove or commit to remove
Table 4.2.3 from the SAR, if the SAR contains all necessary information
elsewhere.

4.28 Provide or reference analysis to support the conclusion that there would be no
fuel damage from the decreased flow through the fuel elements cooled by the
inner plenum. Also, the response should discuss how poison tube buckling
would be detected and what actions would be required as these considerations
may affect the consequences of such an accident

4.35 Provide the alloy or alloys, which compose the core frames and cladding.

4.36 Provide an update to Table 4.2.3. Alternatively, remove or commit to remove
Table 4.2.3 from the SAR, if the SAR contains all necessary information
elsewhere.

4.39 Provide the pressure of the helium left in the voids in the shim arms.

5.7 Provide verification that the nominal air supply pressure in the response is
capable of operating the valves, and that the larger pressure is not required to
operate the valves.

5.12 Provide clarification on the temperature range for TR-1 in degrees C. Verify that
TR-1 is a temperature difference instrument. Verify that the SAR gives the
correct temperature range for TR-1. Note TR-1 was not included in the RAI.

13.9 For each accident analysis, provide the limiting assumptions, conditions and
safety system settings and where these limiting assumptions, conditions and
safety system settings are required by Technical Specifications as required by
10CFR50.36. Compare the assumptions, conditions and safety system settings
to those in ANSI 15.1 and NUREG 1537, which are applicable to test reactors.
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The response should provide a distinct set of information regarding accident
scenarios so that a determination can be made that each accident scenario
assumed the most conservative conditions allowed by the Technical
Specifications. The information should show that the TS limits are supported by
the appropriate accident analyses.
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