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AGENDA

• 8:30 AM – Welcome
• 8:40 – 10:00 AM – NRC’s more significant comments
• 10:00 – 10:15 AM – Break 
• 10:15 – 11:00 AM – Areas where NRC would like further clarifications
• 11:00 – 11:45 AM – Questions on other NRC comments
• 11:45 – 12:00 PM– Next steps and action items
• 12:00 PM - Adjourn

2



TIMELINE

• March 8, 2017 – Letter from NEI to George Wilson transmitting NEI 17-01, 
Revision 0, and requesting endorsement by April 15

• April 7, 2017 – Letter from NEI to CFO requesting fee exemption for “the 
NRC's review and use of NEI 17-01, any future submissions of this 
guidance,” and “any present or future NRC activities performed using the 
processes outlined in NEI 17-01”

• June 1, 2017 - Letter from CFO to Jerud Hanson granting fee waiver 
request for NRC review of NEI-17 -01 and future revisions.

• June 1, 2017 - NRC staff began review of NEI 17-01
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OVERVIEW OF ENDORSEMENT 
PROCESS

• Review and provide comments on NEI 17-01
• Public meetings
• Final NEI 17 - 01
• NRC staff prepares draft regulatory guide (RG 1.188, Revision 2) for ACRS 

review
• Potential ACRS briefings
• 60-day public comment period
• Publish FRN and final regulatory guide with endorsement of NEI 17-01
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BINNING OF NRC COMMENTS BY 
SIGNIFICANCE

1. Comments on statements that could be inconsistent with 10 CFR 54
2. Comments that identify additional information necessary for applications, 

AMPs, and TLAAs 
3. Suggestions that may be useful for applications, AMPs, and TLAAs 
4. Identification of areas where NRC needs more clarification
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1. COMMENTS ON STATEMENTS THAT COULD 
BE INCONSISTENT WITH 10 CFR 54

• “An applicant may choose to submit a technical rationale that demonstrates that the 
CLB will be maintained until some later time in the SPEO, at which time one or more 
reasonable options (e.g., replacement, analytical evaluation, or a 
surveillance/maintenance program) would be available to adequately manage the 
effects of aging.” (p. 13)

– A renewed license can be issued only if actions have been taken or will be taken 
with respect to AMPs and TLAAs to provide reasonable assurance that that the 
activities authorized by the renewed license will continue to be conducted in 
accordance with the CLB (§54.29).

– Promises to submit AMPs or TLAAs after issuance of a renewed license do not 
provide reasonable assurance for approval of an SLRA

• “The technical information includes: (1) the integrated plant assessment (IPA), …. 
(p.14)

– An application must also describe and justify the methodology for scoping of 
SSCs (§54.4) and for screening SCs subject to an aging management review 
(§54.21(a))
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1. COMMENTS ON STATEMENTS THAT COULD 
BE INCONSISTENT WITH 10 CFR 54 (cont.)

• “By analysis, an applicant may be able to demonstrate that it is not possible for an 
aging effect to result in a loss of the SC’s intended function(s) .., therefore, that 
the effects of aging need not be managed.” (p.34)
– This is not valid for TLAAs or for time-dependent, non-TLAA analyses that 

involve the assessment of an aging effect where the assessment is used to 
set the frequency of inspections or other aging management activities for 
managing the aging effect. (§54.3 and §54.21(a)(3))

• When an applicant elects to defer completing the evaluation of a TLAA at the time 
of the SLRA, the applicant should submit the following details in the SLRA … 
(p.49)
– The applicant is required by §54.21(c)(1) to identify and include an evaluation 

of the TLAA in the SLRA, and to demonstrate that the TLAA is acceptable in 
accordance with either §54.21(c)(1)(i), (ii) or (iii).

– The exception to this is TLAAs that are submitted as part of regulatory 
process for Part 50 such as., TS, PTS corrective actions, etc.)  

– .
7



2.  COMMENTS THAT IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION NECESSARY FOR 

APPLICATIONS, AMPS, AND TLAAS 
• Consideration of Operating Experience

– GALL-SLR Appendix B states: 
The systematic review of plant-specific and industry OE, including relevant 
research and development concerning aging management and age-related 
degradation ensures that the SLR AMPs are, and will continue to be, 
effective in managing the aging effects for which they are credited. The 
AMPs should either be enhanced or new AMPs developed, as appropriate, 
when it is determined through the evaluation of OE that the effects of aging 
may not be adequately managed. AMPs should be informed by the review 
of OE on an ongoing basis, regardless of the AMP’s implementation 
schedule

– Pages 14 and 15, Section 2 titled “Overview of Part 54” should note that the 
application needs to consider significant age-related plant operating 
experience that have occurred because either the program did not include 
monitoring activities to detect the aging effect or the program activities failed 
to detect aging degradation in a timely manner.  
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2.  COMMENTS THAT IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION NECESSARY FOR APPLICATIONS, 

AMPS, AND TLAAS 
• “Changes and clarifications to the above guidance documents suggested by 

license renewal stakeholders and approved by the staff can be 
communicated via license renewal interim staff guidance (LR-ISG).” (p. 12)
– Document should reference interim staff guidance for SLR (SLR-ISG)

• Figure 4.2.1:  ”Identification of AERMs,” flow chart rectangle that states 
“Identify and Describe Exception.” (p.32)
– If the SLRA is referencing an GALL-SLR AMP, the applicant needs to 

provide a justification on why the applicant’s modified program, with 
respect to the identified exception or exceptions, is sufficient to maintain 
the CLB

• Figure 4.3.1:  “AMP Review,” flow chart diamonds that state “Can a 
previously approved NRC AMP be credited?” and “Is plant AMP consistent 
with previously approved NRC AMP?”, p 39
– The standard of comparison in the SLRAs should be made to GALL-

SLR AMPs only.  Use “NRC AMP for SLR” or GALL-SLR AMP in order 
to clarify that previous AMPs in GALL Rev. 1 and Rev 2 do not apply. 
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2.  COMMENTS THAT IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION NECESSARY FOR APPLICATIONS, 

AMPS, AND TLAAS 
• Chapter 2, “Overview of Part 54”  (p. 14 information in an SLRA)

– The regulation in 10 CFR 54.13 requires information in the SLRA to be 
complete and accurate in all material aspects.  Therefore, the initial 
submittal  must contain sufficient information necessary for the NRC 
staff to complete its review, which could necessitate including specific 
portions of supporting documentation information in the SLRA.  

– If an AMP in NUREG-2191 will be credited in an SLRA, it is incumbent 
on the applicant to verify that the conditions and OE at the plant are 
bounded by the conditions and OE for which AMP in NUREG-2191 was 
evaluated.

f
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3. SUGGESTIONS THAT MAY BE USEFUL FOR 
APPLICATIONS, AMPS, AND TLAAS 

• Add a reference to alternate pressurized thermal shock (PTS) rule, 10 CFR 
50.61a

• Remove reference to 71002 inspections 
• Section 4.7 of NUREG-2192 (SRP-SLR) provided an expanded list of 

potential plant-specific TLAAs.  For plant-specific TLAA discussion in NEI 
17-01, NEI should consider making the list of potential plant-specific TLAAs 
consistent with those in Table 4.7-1 of the SRP-SLR report.

• Include more detailed discussion of OE and enhancements of the AMP due 
to OE in the discussion of each AMP, for example, instances where OE has 
demonstrated that AMPs were not effective during the PEO. 

• Consider adding criteria that would call for the SLRA to be peer reviewed by 
other licensed utilities or in combination with an industry organization.
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4.  IDENTIFICATION OF AREAS WHERE NRC 
NEEDS MORE CLARIFICATION

• Use of commodity groups, p. 28

• First paragraph, p. 33

• Section 4.3.3 – Use of AMPs Previously Approved by NRC, p. 42

• Not clear what NEI is referring to in “The TLAAs are based on the current 
operating term (e.g., 60 years).”  Does this statement mean that a 40-year 
analysis in the CLB previously qualifying as TLAA in an original license 
renewal application would no longer need to be identified and evaluated as 
a TLAA in the subsequent license renewal application for the facility?  (p. 
48)
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NEXT STEPS

• Possible discussion at September 2017 public meeting
• Other public meetings 
• NEI submits final NEI 17-01, Revision 1
• NRC prepares and issues DG 1.188, Revision 2
• DG reviewed by ACRS
• ACRS meeting
• FRN providing 60-day comment period on DG
• ACRS review of final package (possible ACRS meeting)
• Publish FRN and RG 1.188, Revision 2 and endorsement of 

NEI 17-01
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QUESTIONS OR DISCUSSION OF 
OTHER NRC COMMENTS
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