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SUBJECT: Comments on Draft NUREG-1022 Revision 3 (Docket ID NRC-2011-0237)

Dear Madam:

Entergy Operations, Inc. and Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc. (Entergy) are providing this
letter in response to the NRC request for comments on the subject Draft NUREG-1022,
Revision 3, "Event Reporting Guidelines: 10 CFR 50.72 and 50.73" as published in
76 FR 63565 dated October 13, 2011. Entergy has been an active participant in the NRC
and industry meetings concerning the potential revisions to NUREG-1022 and endorses the
comments provided by the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI).

The NEI comments were developed with the input of individuals who implement the subject
reporting requirements every day. As evident from the NEI comments, there are significant
differences of opinion between the industry and staff regarding the actual safety impact of
the guidance presented in the draft revision 3 of NUREG-1022. We also believe that many
of the changes proposed represent substantive changes to previously documented positions
associated with these rules and that the regulatory analysis does not provide a complete
representation of the impact of the proposed changes. In the one instance where the
regulatory analysis does acknowledge that a change in regulatory position is being made
(the scope of systems reportable under 10 CFR 50.72(b)(3)(v), 50.72(b)(3)(vi),
50.73(a)(2)(v), and 50.73(a)(2)(vi)) our belief is that it underestimates the impact of the
change on plant resources by more than an order of magnitude.

We believe that these changes could have the unintended consequence of diverting
attention to issues of very low safety significance and thereby possibly misrepresent the
safety significance of some events to external stakeholders. Of specific concern are the
changes to the reporting requirements of 10 CFR 50.72(b)(3)(v), 50.72(b)(3)(vi),
50.73(a)(2)(v), and 50.73(a)(2)(vi). These changes, if implemented, will have the effect of
requiring licensees to report events or conditions as a "loss of safety function" where the
event or condition would not impact systems which have a safety function and where no
function is lost (safety or non-safety).
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Entergy believes that the NRC should not issue NUREG-1 022 Revision 3 as written and
encourages the NRC to continue the dialog with the stakeholders to develop a guidance
document that better represents all valid points of view on complying with the original intent
of the rules.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Bryan Ford at (601) 368-5516.

Sincerely,

BSF/ RWB


