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CATEGORIZATION GUIDANCE (TAC NO. MA8584)

On October 18, 2000, representatives of the NRC staff, the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI), and
other stakeholders met in Rockville, Maryland. The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the
NRC staff’s initial observations regarding a draft guideline for categorization of structures,
systems, and components (SSCs) for implementation of risk-informed Part 50 Option 2. These
observations were described in a September 26, 2000 letter from David Matthews to Ralph
Beedle. A list of the meeting participants is given in Attachment 1. Handouts provided by the
staff are given in Attachment 2.

As shown in the attached handout, the staff briefly reviewed recent activity associated with
review of the categorization guideline. The staff noted that the observations documented in the
September 26, 2000 letter were consistent with discussions in previous public meetings, with
additional detail and discussions.

Meeting participants discussed the central role of the integrated decisionmaking panel (IDP) in
the categorization process. NEI stated that a draft IDP description has been developed, though
they are concerned regarding the level of detail expected by the staff. NEI plans to provide an
IDP description that provides detail similar to the proposed 10 CFR 50 Appendix T, but has
noted that South Texas Project Option prototype submittals have provided significantly more
detail. NRC representatives said that a level of detail consistent with Appendix T should be
sufficient. Participants acknowledged the difficulty in describing an IDP process that is
objective and repeatable, providing latitude for decisions without reducing the process to an
algorithm.

In the discussion of change control processes, NEI agreed that 10 CFR 50.59 will apply to
RISC-3 SSCs, including when a licensee wishes to change the classification of these SSCs to
RISC-4. Participants also discussed the staff’s view that the PRA must reflect the as-built, as-
operated plant. The staff does not expect that PRA’s will be thoroughly revised for all facility
changes, but does expect that changes will be screened for their effect on the PRA, with
significant changes receiving additional attention.
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NEI agreed that SSC performance monitoring should reflect all failures and unavailabilities.
The staff acknowledged that while the maintenance rule addresses only maintenance
preventable failures and unavailabilities, many licensees may have implemented the rule in a
broader fashion. NEI considers monitoring and corrective action to be predominately a
treatment issue, though the staff noted the importance of these processes for validating
assumptions made in SSC categorization.

The meeting did not extensively address the revisions to the “4-box” diagram defining the RISC
categories, as described in SECY-00-194. NEI said that it considers this topic to be a policy
issue which could be the topic for another meeting on higher-level Option 2 issues.

In SECY-00-194, the staff has said that it holds a goal of no prior review and approval of
licensee’s efforts to implement Option 2 rules. However, NEI is assuming that there will be staff
review of licensee submittals. The basic issues include the level of detail in the guideline
documents, what information will be submitted, and what will be known about implementing
procedures and processes. The staff stated that, whatever form it takes, the process must be
objective, documented, and repeatable.

Participants also discussed selective implementation. NEI believes that the position expressed
in SECY-00-194 that all RISC-1 and RISC-2 SSCs be identified is too restrictive, and will inhibit
Option 2 implementation. NEI stated that, in its view, baseline performance prior to completely
categorizing SSCs is acceptable, and that performance monitoring should maintain that
acceptable level.

For the specific observations described on the last 3 slides, NEI indicated that it understands
the issues, and will provide appropriate discussion in the guideline for those topics. In
particular, NEI agreed to provide guidance to the IDP, consistent with Appendix T, to address
risk indices outside the scope of the PRA, and to provide clarification for the application of a
figure used to ensure defense-in-depth is preserved.

NEI is planning to complete its response to the September 26, 2000 letter in mid-November
2000. NEI would like to have an opportunity to react to the upcoming draft safety evaluation for
the South Texas exemption request before it submits its response to the staff’s letter. NEI and
the staff agreed to additional discussions in telephone calls, as needed. Any draft materials
provided by NEI will promptly be made public.
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