August 30, 2000

Dr. Dana A. Powers

Chairman

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

SUBJECT: ACRS LETTER DATED JULY 20, 2000, “NUCLEAR ENERGY INSTITUTE
LETTER DATED JANUARY 19, 2000, ADDRESSING NRC PLANS FOR RISK-
INFORMING THE TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS IN 10 CFR PART 50"

Dear Dr. Powers:

The subject letter to Chairman Meserve discussed the Nuclear Energy Institute’s (NEI's)
January 19, 2000, letter, as well as the NRC staff’s work to risk-inform the technical
requirements contained in 10 CFR Part 50. More specifically, your letter provided two
recommendations with respect to this work. These recommendations, and our responses, are:

ACRS Recommendation 1: The staff should proceed with finalizing the framework for
risk-informing the technical requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, including the prioritization
criteria, and use the information in the NEI letter, as appropriate.

Staff Response: We agree. We are continuing to use the framework, to revise it to
reflect your comments as well as the comments of others, and to apply it in the
evaluation of 10 CFR 50.44 (“Standards for combustible gas control system in light-
water-cooled power reactors”), 10 CFR 50.46 (“Acceptance criteria for emergency core
cooling systems for light-water nuclear power reactors”), and other sections of 10 CFR
Part 50. We intend to provide a revised version of the framework to the Commission for
their information, and as background for recommendations on modifying 10 CFR 50.44,
at the end of August 2000.

ACRS Recommendation 2: The staff will want to interact further with the industry to
determine the benefits and burden reduction that could result from changes in rules in
light of risk information.

Staff Response: We agree. We are planning to have additional public meetings and
workshops to discuss our work, including obtaining input on the benefits of possible
changes to various sections of 10 CFR Part 50.
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Your letter also discussed alternative approaches to risk-informing 10 CFR 50.46, including
potential changes to ECCS success criteria and the definition of challenges to the ECCS. As
you know, we are now considering possible changes to Section 50.46; your ideas on this are
thus particularly timely and will be considered as we proceed.

Sincerely,
/RA/

William D. Travers
Executive Director
for Operations

cC: Chairman Meserve
Commissioner Dicus
Commissioner Diaz
Commissioner McGaffigan
Commissioner Merrifield
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