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Dominion participants: Tom Szymanski , Tom Brookmire, Rich Ridder, David Tomlinson and Brian Vitiello 
AREVA participants: Don McGee, Philippe Pham, Tom Edwards, Venkata Venigalla, Phi l Lozmack and Gary Clark 

Prior to the call commencing at 3 P.M., the attached request for additional info rmation (RA I) was provided to Dominion. Staff asked 
if there were any questions about the RAJ , and Dominion inquired about the breadth of the scope of the RAI. Staff responded that the 
initial scope in address ing the RAJ would be to determine if the neutron shield temperature, in the radial direction, remained below 
the des ign bas is temperature identifi ed in the amendment request. If a revi sed therm al evaluation determined that the radial neutron 
shield design basis temperature was exceeded, the applicant needed both to identi fy the associated degradation and to propose 
mitigating actions. AREY A then stated previously provided shielding cal culations indicated that, after being in service fo r a long 
peri od of time at temperatures below the des ign basis temperature, the dose rate increased only by 10%. Although staff expressed 
appreciation for this insight, staff stated that using information associated with normal degradation did not clearly reso lve the issue. 
Next, AREVA asserted that changing the thermal modeling assumptions identified in the RAJ would actually lower the predicted 
radial neutron shield temperature. They also emphasized that the thermal calculations reported average bulk temperatures because 
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the des ign bas is neutron shield temperature was an average bulk temperature. Subsequently, staff asked AREY A to ident ify the peak 
radial neutron shield temperature if possible. A REY A provided the requested info rmation, and they identifi ed the temperature 
gradient between the inner radial neutron shield surface and the outer radia l neutron shield surface . In addi tion, AREY A indicated 
that a similar temperature gradient was generated by thermal calcul ations submitted to support approva l of the TN-68 Part 72 
certificate of compliance. Since the peak radia l neutron shield temperature provided by A REY A in response to staffs question 
exceeded the neutron shield bulk des ign basis tem perature, staff indicated that RA T would be revi sed especiall y since insuffic ient 
info rmation had been provided thus fa r fo r the materi als reviewer to determine how the neutron shield would behave locally at 
temperatures above the bulk des ign bas is temperature. The call concluded at approximately 3:45 P.M. 
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