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(4) APS letter from E. Van Brunt to G. Knighton, dated November 23, 1083
(in which APS restated its Mav 17, 1983 position but orrnneous?v
added that the occurrence of a boron dilution event does nnt affect
the reactivity contrnl function)

(5) APS letter from E. Van Brunt to G. Knighton, dated February 14, 1984
(whick supercedes the November 23, 1983 response, restates APS's
position provided in May 17, 1983 and requests an appeal meeting)

Hith regard to other PWR plants (both ORs and OLs), the staé is requiring
that a source rance neutron flux monitor he prnvided as part of the remnte
shutdown capability which is independent of the control room. DNuke Power
Company (Mefyire and Neonee) has successfullv appealed this recuirement
because its plante have a dedicated remnte shutdown svstem and alsn hecause
nakeup water €nr the reactor can onlv come from horated sourres. MNo other
NL utilities have appealed this staff position.

Hith recard to Appendix P reguirements, althouch the reaulatinn is addrecsed
to plants licensed prior to January 1979, the Cormicsion has approved a
recormendation that, for OLs issued after September 30, 1981, utilities be
required to identify differences between Appendix R recuirements and the
design and procedural methods proposed for their plants. Also, the Appendix R
requirements are included in the Standard Review Plan.

Prigina! gj

EA Vo P,
E. A, Licitra, Proiect Manager
Licensing Branch No. 3
Division of Licensina

Attachments:
As stated

cc: D, Eisenhut
R. Mattson
L. Rubenstein
0. Parr
J, Wermiel
N, Fioravante




