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Honorable Lando W. Zech, Jr.  
Chairman  
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission  
Washington, D.C. 20555 
 
Dear Mr. Zech:  
 
SUBJECT:  ACRS COMMENTS ON DRAFT NUREG-1225, "IMPLEMENTATION OF NRC  
          POLICY ON NUCLEAR POWER PLANT STANDARDIZATION"  
 
During its 318th meeting, October 9-11, 1986, the Advisory Committee on  
Reactor Safeguards discussed the referenced draft NUREG-1225, "Implemen- 
tation of NRC Policy on Nuclear Power Plant Standardization."  A sub- 
committee meeting on this matter was held in Washington, D. C. on  
October 8, 1986.  
 
We are in general agreement with the draft NUREG-1225, but we have the  
following observations:  
 
1. It is not clear that the proposed NUREG-1225 will be published for  
   public comment.  We believe that the Commission would benefit from  
   and should seek public comment on the design certification rule- 
   making options.  Also, if informed comment is to be obtained during 
   the rulemaking process, we think that the criteria and threshold 
   for standing and interest for participation in the legislative or  
   adjudicatory rulemaking hearings should be made clear.  We under- 
   stand that the provisions for participation will be defined in the  
   notice of rulemaking in the Federal Register for the specific 
   rulemaking proceedings; this should be so stated in draft NUREG- 
   1225.  
 
2. We do not consider that the scope and level of detail of informa- 
   tion required for design certifications are adequately defined in  
   draft NUREG-1225.  It should be made clear that, in addition to 
   providing a level of design detail equivalent to that required by 
   10 CFR 50.34(b) for a final safety analysis report, an applicant 
   for a final design approval (FDA) should be prepared to supply such 
   other information as is customarily required by the NRC Staff to  
   perform a final safety analysis report review.  
 
   Since an FDA for a final design must be issued before the design  
   can be certified, the certification process ideally should require 
   little additional design information if that supplied with the FDA  
   is adequate.  However, the scope of design presently described in  
   Section 3.1.3, "Design Certification Concept," of draft NUREG-1225 
   is not adequate and needs to be expanded and better defined. 
 
   We believe that the expansion and clarification of information  
   requirements for an "essentially complete design" should have input 
   from the principal cognizant NRC Staff reviewers and various industry  
   organizations experienced in such matters. 
 
3. It should be made clear that portions of a design which has re- 



   ceived design certification by the NRC are not thereby certified 
   for other applications.  
 
The ACRS would like to be kept informed regarding this matter.  
 
                                    Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
                                    David A. Ward 
                                    Chairman 
 
Reference: 
Draft NUREG-1225, "Implementation of NRC Policy on Nuclear Power Plant  
Standardization," undated, Handout during 318th ACRS meeting, October 
9-11, 1986  
� 


