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TRIP 1 ON CONFEE WITH DR. H WS0 AT DWM UNIVERSITY 

On April 9 and 10 I was at Duke University for conferences with Mr.  
Henry Newson, a member of the ACM regarding site criteria, criteria 
for control rods and reactor eontrol systems, standardization of 
hazards reports, and other related matters.  

1. Dr. Nevson believes that the present (final) form of the 
general site criteria developed by We which is now ready 
for transmittal to the Comidssion and, if approved, to the 
Federal Register for 30 days notice, a acceptable. Dr.  
levson believes that ve have been vise in avoiding c•mittent 
to definite mnabers on exclusion distance, population density 
and similar items. He agrees that the criteria in our present 
form will not preclude more quantitative development of cm
prehension reactor site-accident probability formlas mhich 
he believes can and should be developed.  

2. Dr. Newsoa believes that a nalti-factor fbrznal can be 
developed, in which probability uibers can be assigned the 
varios factors, which will yield quantitative definition of 
the degree of safety contained within a give reactor-site 
proposal. He believes that the Ideas presented by Dr.  
MC Ilough at the Msarch meeting were considerabl confused 
a=d Nflubbed" but that a portion of this general approach 
can probably be vorked out satisfactorily. He expects to do 
se work on this but has not yet had time.  

3. W. Newsoa has gone over in minute detail the tentative pro
posals of MM criteria related to control rod and control 
rod systems. Be offered - detailed suggestions on these 
site criteria. He strongly encourages the idea of issuing 
these as general guides and instructions at the earliest 
possible moment.

4. The criteria developed by MM on coataiiwnt was discussed 
at considerable legth. Dr. Nevson believes that it woald 
be very useful.lr this also to be published in our regulations 
but strongly urges that a preamble be prepared which Mould 
make it clear that sontaimuent, as understood to ea external 
building or vessel of se sort, may not necessarily be required 
for Ll reactor facilities. Ve also discussed the merits and
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potentialities of "steam suppression" which offers the possibility 
of lower Capacity pressure buildings around water reactors and Dr.  
Nevaon concurred in the opinion that some mention of this should 
also be included in the coutainaent criteria.  

5. 2he outline prepared by MEM for a standardized hazards report was 
discussed briefly. 7here was not opportunity to consider this in 
detail though Dr. Newson was of the strong opinion that instructions 
should be issued which would require presentation of the hazards 
information ia a standardized form. ]Or# Nevon and the writer will 
discuss this outlin in further detail on April 1 In Washington.
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In ýrith Chpirr.im-n A.c,ý --.. e is to r.-ý'.  
Pc- k'-u2st Collsne in I-dz-ouxi,, he hcs',ýzked u-- to nro-ide hin ir.aris-1-111atel
iAt'.'-- an wcrs to P nunber off cue6tionsvhich will be askad. Cne of t-hese 
questions is: 

1.1hat danuers are ".171ere i r. tablishinc renctors in 

ao,-,uDtýd areas? 

Will you n1c!-se give r.-:c E- _js nn CIM"Or 
aiiniin.;rn to t7ilis -ucs-1v`1 -,-il '-!a do ý-,ut 'L-2ve -.n -,1"d -3 lrý'l 11y Ods

cvs,.ý Z---.n. Tc-n or Iq lines will ED-Lrf ice.  

We nust heve this in-attarial '%.y thme c3o&e of 1AK-1-nevs to--:,ry. !.e 
nuc-t ýeliver -71 --- Swrars to tz-.e Ch-irman.tono-rtu.  
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