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Very faw peoplie in Regulatory know of the use of the special LOCA 1imit
curve for the Oconee 1 reload because we have been aware of its use only
since Tuesday afternoon (December 3). It is most probable that BAW's
misconception concerning remarks 1 may have made was caused by some other

AEC person who miscontued my remarks and passed this on to BAW licensing
personnel.

We subsequentially learned from B&W on Friday, December 6, 1974 that our
understanding of the LOCA curve * sed for the Oconee 1 reload was incorrect.
Jerry Mazetis has evaluated the LOCA curve (different from the one he
previously evaluated) used for the Oconee 1 reload and has found that 1t
is not acceptable. He has determined an acceptable LOCA curve for Oconee 1
reload, and B&W (Brunson) is currently determining the Tech Spec changes
needed for congurrence with Mazetis' LOCA 1imit curve.

This incident can be used to show Bén that it had better improve the
clarity of its communications (in this case, the reload report) to us.
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Core Performance Branch
Directorate of Licensing
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