
Weber, Michael

From: Weber, Michael',-
Sent: Friday, September 24, 2010 8:40 AM
To: Sheron, Brian
Subject: RESPONSE - Periodic with Commisioner Ostendorff

Thanks, Brian

From: Sheron, Brian
Sent: Friday, September 24, 2010 8:37 AM
To: Borchardt, Bill; Weber, Michael; Virgilio, Martin; Ash, Darren; Johnson, Michael; Leeds, Eric; Wiggins, Jim; Miller,
Charles; Haney, Catherine; Dapas, Marc; Reyes, Luis; Satorius, Mark; Collins, Elmo; Howard, Patrick; Boyce, Thomas
(OIS)
Subject: Periodic with Commisioner Ostendorff

On Thursday, September 2 3rd, I had a periodic with Commissioner Ostendorff.

1.) The first item he brought up was SOARCA. I had heard that he thought the staff was not going to be
providing a copy of the SOARCA report to the Commission in October. I explained the history of
SOARCA (when it started, and why it was being done). I told him that at the RES program briefing to
the Commission last February, we raised the issue of performing a level 3 PRA study since it was 20
years since we issued the level 3 PRA study referred to as NUREG-1150, and the SRM said the
Commission was conditionally supportive of the proposed effort, but instructed the staff to develop a
plan with options and report back to the Commission.

I said that the SOARCA peer review committee, the SOARCA steering committee, and the ACRS all
recommended that the staff conduct an uncertainty study on the SOARCA analyses before issuing the
report as a final document. Thus, we were recommending that we provide the Commission with a draft
of the report in October, we issue the draft for public comment in December, and we provide the
Commission with a final report, including recommendations regarding if and what kind of further
analyses should be done, next June.

I said that if we also decided to move forward with performing updated level 3 PRAs, it might not make
any sense to perform any more SOARCA analyses. Thus, I said our plan was to provide the
Commission with a recommendation for an integrated plan on how to go forward in June. He said that
was acceptable to him.

Finally, the Commissioner asked if the SOARCA results could be extrapolated to SMRs. He mentioned
the SMR applicant's concerns about control room staffing, security, and EP. I said I did not think the
SOARCA results could be directly used for SMRs because of the significant differences between the
SMRs and the current plants.

2.) The Commissioner asked about the risk-informing security workshop that was held at Sandia last

week. I explained that it was held as part of our response to a user need from NSIR, and the purpose
was primarily for the participants to brainstorm about what they thought could and couldn't be done in
this area. I told him that Sandia plans to issue a report on the workshop results and recommendations
by 11/30/10.

The Commissioner talked about the possibility of using risk techniques to assess (for a given threat,
e.g., an assault on a plant by armed intruders) the extent and probabilities that the intruders could
penetrate the various defenses of the plant. I said I would check and see if this was discussed at the
workshop.
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