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Overview for this evening

e Who we are

e« Why we are here

¢« Overview of new program

o Key benefits of the new program
e What’s in it for you

e Your questions




Who we are....

= The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is a
Federal Government agency with the mission
of ensuring adequate protection of the public
health and safety as it relates to the peaceful
use of nuclear materials in the United States.




Overall NRC Activities

= Ensure nuclear plants are designed, constructed, and
operated safely.

x |ssue licenses for the peaceful use of nuclear materials in
the U. S.

= Ensure licensees use nuclear materials and operate plants
safely, and are prepared to respond to emergencies.

= Ensure that research provides the technical bases for sound
rules and regulations.




A Typical Power Reactor




Per_fonnance Trends

Maintaining Safety

= Goal - No Statistically Significant Adverse Industry Trends
in Safety Performance

Average Number of Significant Events




Industry Performance Indicators
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Current Oversight of
Nuclear Power Plants Reflect:

» Maturing industry,

» Maturing technology,

» |mproved plant performance,
= Improved regulatory tools.




Four Key NFé)C1= Obijectives
NRC Oversight

= Maintain safety

» Enhance public confidence

= Improve effectiveness and efficiency

= Reduce unnecessary regulatory burden




Our revised process . ..

. Based upon a logical and sound
framework

. Utilizes objective indicators of
performance

. Utilizes inspections focused on
key safety areas

« Provides for a more consistent and

objective process




KEY ASPECTS OF THE NEW
PROCESS

e Baseline Inspection Program
» Performance Indicators

e Thresholds for Action

e Action Matrix

« Enforcement outcome




- ASSESSING PERFORMANCE

e Objective Indicators ——

e Inspection Program




Assessment .-“Inspect.ion Findings
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Assessment - Performance Indicators
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NRC Oversight Program

Internet address

http://www.nrc.gov/NRR/OVERSIGHT/index.htmI




Continued emphasis on safety

o Strict standards, daily
monitoring will continue

« Clear, consistent objectives,
focused on safety

« NRC monitoring results
easier for public to
understand and more readily
available
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How the Public Benefits

» More information, more often, more
readily available, more understandable

. Predictable and consistent actions by
the regulator based on plant
performance

« Focus on most significant issues
enhancing safety |
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What will the public see?

Public meetings to provide direct
information and opportunity to
provide input

Performance Indicator data will be o~
available on NRC public WEB site g2
Periodic reports on NRC WEB sitciis "
WEB ADDRESS: 4
— www.nrc.gov/NRR/OVERSIGHT/index.html

16




