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ATTH: Mr. William Cavanaugh III Yf -

Senior Vice President ' &' ; -
Energy Supply / 's i

Post Office Box 551
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

Gentlenen:

Thank you for your letter of May 19, 1981, in response to our letter and
Notice of Violation dated April 24, 1981. As discussed by telephone with
Mr. J. P. O'Hanlon and members of his staff and Mr. D. M. Hunnicutt and
other members of the Region IV staff on July 2,1981, we find that additic.ial
information is required regarding violations identified as B, C.3, ar.d D in
our Notice of Violation dated April 24, 1981.

With respect to Items C.3 and D, your application of a 25% allowable variance
to the surveillance interval for those Technical Specification intervals
specified as "not to exceed 18 months" is inappropriate. The surveillance
interval allowance was defined for those surveillance intervals not having a
prescribed tolerance; however, the words "not to exceed" define a maximum
allowable interval and preclude extension using the 25% allowance. With
respect to Violation D, the following correspondence indicatas the intent of
the Technical Specifications to restrict the surveillance interval as stated
above:

1) Prior to Amendment 25 to the Technical Specifications, the periodicity
of Technical Specification 4.11.1 stated, "At least once per mfueling
period (not to exceed 18 months) . . . ."

2) NRC letter dated June 7,1976, discussed the need to change variot:, T
Technical Specifications pertaining to surveillances (including 4.11.1) 5
from a periodicity relating to " refueling period" to state, "at least
once every 18 months" or equivalent. This letter also provided the / l
change in wording for the pmsent section of the ANO, Unit 1 Technical
Specifications.

3) In response to this NRC letter, AP&L submitted the mquested changes in
a letter dated September 30, 1976. In this letter, the periodicity of

Technical Specification 4.11.1 was changed to state, "once every
/18 mnnthe .... a"
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4) NRC approved the AP&L changes pmposed by the AP&L letter dated September 30,
1976, by an HRC letter dated June 1,1977, as Amendeent 25 to the Technical
Specificaticns, and stated in this letter, "During our review, we determined
that modifications to the requested changes were necessary. These changes
were discussed with and agreed to by your staff and have been incorporated."
Approved Arendment 25 revised the periodicity of Technical Specification
4.11.1 from "once every 18 months . . ." as proposed by AP5L to mad "at
intervals not to exceed 18 months . . ." indicating that a +25% tolerance
was not approved. This position has been confirred in a disct . ion with
the NRR Project Manager who indicated that the phrase, "not to exceed
18 months." would in all cases indicate a limiting condition without an
extended tolerance.

With respect to Violation B, your resoonse indicated that the unique design of
the centrol room damper system makes the current test method sufficient to
satisfy the requiretrents of Technical Specification 4.10.2. We will consider
this item as an unresolved item until we have reviewed the specifics of your
equipment and the details of your test procedure.

With respect to Items C.3 and D, you are requested to respond within 30 days of
the date of this letter with a written statement amplifying the information in
your previous letter of May 19, 1981, including: (1) the corrective steps which
nave been taken and the results achieved; (2) corrective steps which will be
taken to avoid further violations; and (3) the date when full ccmpliance will
be achieved. Under the authority of Section 182 of the Atomic Enercy Act of 1954,
as amended, this response shall be submitted under oath or affirmation.

Sincerely.

G. L. Madsen, Chief
Reactor Projects Branch

bcc to Document Mgt. Branch for dist. bcc dist, by RIV
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