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January 20, 2015

Mr. Scott A. Morris 
Director, Division of Inspection and Regional Support
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Subject: Revision to Page 9 of NUMARC 93-01, “Industry Guideline for Monitoring the Effectiveness of 
Maintenance At Nuclear Power Plants” to Reflect Position on FLEX Equipment

Project Code: 689

Dear Mr. Morris:

When the industry undertook the Diverse and Flexible Coping Strategies (FLEX) initiative in 2011, the efforts
required spanned multiple disciplines and called for cooperation from many areas of plant operations. 
Throughout this process, several questions have arisen regarding appropriate treatment of FLEX-related 
equipment in the 10 CFR 50.65 (Maintenance Rule) scoping procedures. Industry Maintenance Rule and FLEX 
experts have agreed that FLEX equipment need not be scoped into the Maintenance Rule unless meeting other 
specific scoping criteria, for example, if a utility elects to credit FLEX equipment in an Emergency Operating 
Procedure with a mitigating function. This conclusion was documented in a position paper, which is included in 
this letter as Attachment 1. 

The NRC staff has suggested a revision to the industry implementation guidance for the Maintenance Rule, 
NUMARC 93-01, “Industry Guideline for Monitoring the Effectiveness of Maintenance At Nuclear Power Plants,” 
to reflect this interpretation. Although the industry agrees that this supports long-term regulatory stability, the 
regulatory guide endorsing NUMARC 93-01, RG 1.160, “Monitoring the Effectiveness of Maintenance at Nuclear 
Power Plants,” was revised in May 2012. This means that, per Management Directive 6.6, “Regulatory Guides,” 
which states that “RGs will typically be evaluated every 5 years,” RG 1.160 will be evaluated for revision in 
approximately two years. Given limited industry and NRC resources, a comprehensive revision to NUMARC 93-
01 and subsequently RG 1.160 merely two years prior to a scheduled revision review is not efficient, and the 
industry therefore proposes NRC endorsement of a one-page change to Page 9 of NUMARC 93-01, provided in 
Attachment 2, via Interim Staff Guidance. This approach will eliminate unnecessary revisions to RG 1.160, and 
will also provide a more immediate documented NRC position on the issue.
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In addition to this one-page change, as part of the upcoming revision review for RG 1.160, the industry will 
issue a revision to NUMARC 93-01 to include this change, and will also conduct a review of the document for 
additional potential improvements to clarity. This document will then be sent to the NRC for endorsement as 
part of the regular review and update process for RG 1.160.

We appreciate your consideration on this matter. Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Victoria Anderson

Attachment 

c: Mr. Jeremy Bowen, NRR/JLD/PPSD/JOMB, NRC 
Mr. Aron Lewin, NRR/DIRS/IRIB, NRC
Mr. John McHale, NRR/JLD/TSD, NRC 
Mr. Chris Regan, NRR/DIRS/IRIB, NRC


