
August 18, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR: James M. Taylor
Executive Director for Operations

FROM: Samuel J. Chilk, Secretary

SUBJECT: SECY-92-215 - REVISION OF 10 CFR PART 100,
REVISIONS TO 10 CFR PART 50, NEW APPENDIX B
TO 10 CFR PART 100 AND NEW APPENDIX S TO 10
CFR PART 50

The Commission (with all Commissioners agreeing) has approved the
issuance of the proposed documents with the changes discussed
below and in the attached pages for a 120-day public comment
period. Additionally, the Commission certifies that this rule
will not have a significant economic effect on a substantial
number of small entities pursuant to the Regulatory Flexibility
Act of 1980 (5 U.S.C. 605 (b)). The Commission also notes the
items contained in paragraph 3. of the staff's recommendations.

The Federal Register notice should solicit comments on the pros
and cons of grandfathering existing sites with an exclusion area
less than 0.4 mile for the possible placement of additional
units, if found suitable from safety considerations.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 9/20/92)

The Federal Register notice should be modified such that the
intent of proposed revisions that impose new requirements are
clearly stated in the rule and the associated regulatory guide
contains surrogates for their implementation.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 9/20/92)

The proposed regulatory guides and SRP should be modified to
ensure that figures and tables in the regulatory guides clearly
define the units used (e.g., annual probabilities) and that a
list of references be included, where appropriate.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 9/20/92)

_________________
SECY NOTE: THIS SRM, SECY-92-215, AND THE VOTE SHEETS OF ALL

COMMISSIONERS WILL BE MADE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE 10
WORKING DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS SRM
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Staff should also seek international comments on the 0.4 mile
exclusion area and population densities in order to obtain a
broader range of insights on this matter.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 6/1/93)

The upcoming advanced notice of rulemaking on 10 CFR Part 50
which deals with decoupling the site from the source term should
include a request for public comment on reconsideration of
current requirements on Emergency Planning Zones.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 9/20/92)

Attachments:
As stated

cc: The Chairman
Commissioner Rogers
Commissioner Curtiss
Commissioner Remick
Commissioner de Planque
OGC
OCAA
OIG



August 18, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR: James M. Taylor
Executive Director for Operations

FROM: Samuel J. Chilk, Secretary

SUBJECT: QUESTIONS ON SECY-92-215

Commissioner de Planque requested staff response to the following
questions when the final rule package is forwarded for Commission
approval:

1. With respect to the five year update on manmade hazards,
what has been the experience from cases such as San Onofre
where such updates were required, or from any other
instances? Discuss the number and significance of concerns
and the implementation with respect to the value of a five
year (or some other frequency) update.

2. Further detail is needed on how staff would propose to
consider both the deterministic and probabilistic seismic
hazards with "comparable weight", particularly if the
controlling earthquakes from the two approaches are
dissimilar.

3. Staff should provide a more detailed discussion of the
relationship of the early site renewal process and the
proposed changes to Part 100. For instance, what is the
purpose of the proposed change to Appendix Q to Part 52? If
possible, provide a "timeline" example of how the 40 year
projection of population distribution would apply for a case
of an early site permit review under Subpart A of Part 52, a
renewal of such a permit, a review under Appendix Q or a COL
review under Part 52 where no early site review was done.

4. Based on the sample comparison of present population density
with the projections that were made at the time of
licensing, give an estimate of the error of those
projections and the implications for the proposed population
density criteria.
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5. What has been done with respect to population distribution
in environmental reviews associated with "CP/OL" recapture?
What does staff intend to do for license renewal?

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 6/1/93)

cc: The Chairman
Commissioner Rogers
Commissioner Curtiss
Commissioner Remick
Commissioner de Planque
OGC
OCAA
OIG


