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REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE-UNIT NO. 1
KET NO. 50-373

CYCLE 3 RELOAD

Please provide information on the statys of the 5aW Setpaint
Methodology topical report. [t 1s important that this report be sy
t0 provide the data and information necessary to interpret the
Technical Specification changes of plant setpoints.

Please explain the fncrease in quadrant tils allowed in the proposed Te
Specifications (from 3.4% to 4.92%). VYou state that the increase in
allowable tilt is a resylt of 2n increase in calculated margin. Please
explain how the allowable tilt is calculated from the margin available
and identify how tradeoffs in other core parameters are made to arrive
at the allowable tilt,

Please justify allowing your plant to operate with up to a 25% ti1t
before the plant must be placed in hot shutdown (3.5.2.4.3 on pg. 47

of proposed Technical Specifications). This appears to be an excessively
large tilt and it seems that shutdown should occur well before the tilt
reaches this magnitude.

The proposed Technical Specifications state that above 15% power, the
quadrant tilt will be monitored at a2 minimum frequency of once avery

two hours. Justify not making the rate of tilt surveillance a
function of the magnitude of tne tilt. It seems prudent that once

the tilt exceeds the allowable tilt prior to power reductions, more
frequent monitoring of the quadrant tilt should take place. In the

case at hand, Arkansas 1 is allowed 2 tilt of 4.92% prior to any power
reductions and must shutdown only when the tilt reaches 25%. Between
these two tilts it appears that the tilt surveillance should increase. If
You disagree please Justify your selection of monitoring frequency.

Paragraph 4.1 of your reload submittal stated that"...imoroved test
nethods (dynamic impact testing) show that the spacer grids have a
higher seismic capability..." What are these improved test methods
and where are they documented? -



