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MEMORANOUM FOR: Distribution

FROM: William F. Kane, Acting Chief
Standardization Branch, 0PM

THRU: Denwood F. Ross, Jr., Acting Director
Division of Project Maiagmeest

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED TMI-2-RELATED
- REQUIREMENTS FOR NTCP APPLICANTS

The TMI-2 Action Plan sets forth proposed reguirements stemming from

the THI-2 accident to be addressed by licensees of operating plants

and applicants with plants under construction. Except for a few

instances, the Action Plan does not address requirements to be addressed
by near-term construction permit NTCP, applicants, i.e., those appli-
cants with pending construction permit applications. Construction permit
applications are currently pending far six plants - Pilgrim 2, Perkins 1-3,
Allens Creek 1, Pebble Springs 1 & 2, Black Fox 1 & 2 and Skagit 1 & 2.

In an effort to establish for Commission consideration proposed require-
ments to be addressed by NTCP applicants, we have established within the
Standardization Branch a group composed of selected individuals who had .
served on the Lessons Learned and Bulletins & Urders Task Forces and the
NRC Special Inquiry Group. The proposed requirements, whirh are based
‘on Oraft 3 of the TMI-2 Action Plan, are to be reviewed by the NRC staff
and the ACRS, and will be presented to the Commission for its considera-
tion in the form of a Commission Paper. d

The group.-hias proposed a number of categories of requirements to be assigned
to the action items of Draft 3 of the TMI-2 Action Plar. These requirement
categories are described in Enclosure 1. The group has also asdigned a
requirement category to each of the action items of Draft 3 of the TMI-2
Action Plan. These assignments are presented in Enclosure 2. Enclosurc 2 e
is based on Table 1 of the TMI-2 Action Plan and includes Tables C.1, C.2
and C.3 of Appencdix C to the Action Plan which describe Action Items I11.K.1,
I1.K.2 and IL.K.3, respectively.

In order to assist us in our efforts to establish proposed requirements,
the NTCP applicants - Boston Edison Company, Duke Power Company, iHouston
Lighting and Power Company, Portland General Electric Company, Public Service
Company of Gklahoma, and Puget Sound Power and Light Company - have formed
the NTCP Applicants Group (Applicants Group,. On iarch 19, 1930, we net

with representatives of the Applicants Group to discuss our plans for estab-

1SNing propeskd requiremnen e addregsed by | applicants.
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At our request, the Applicants Group formed a Working Group to undertake
an effort in parallel with ours to propose requirements based on Draft 3
of the Til-2 Action Plan to be addressed by the NTCP applicants. On March
[ 28, 1900, we met with the Working Group to evaluate the progress made up
S to that time. Ouring the meeting, we compared our requirement category
T assignments for each of the action items with those of the Working Group.
‘ Although several ditferences in requirement category assignments were
. fdentified, the Working Group's requirement category assignments were not
- substantially different from ours. For those action items for which differ-
ences in requirement category assignments were identified, we and the
Working Group discussed the bases for our respective assignments and agreed
to reevaluate aur respective requirement category assignments in light of
the others' bases.

On April 2, 1930, we met again with the Applicants Group to discuss the
progress made up to that time. As a result of this meeting, as well as our
previous meeting with the Working Group, we made several changes to our
proposed requirement category assignments. These changes have already

been reflected in Enclosure 2. ;g

We are scheduled to discuss our proposed requirements with the Til-2
Accident Implications ACRS Subcormittee at its April 9, 1980 meeting. We
plan to discuss our proposed requirements with the ACRS Full Committee at
its May meeting and hope to receive a letter from the ACRS in mid-iHay. We
also plan to present our proposed reguirements to the Commission for its
consideration in the form of a Commission Paper in late-May or early-June.

In order for us to have the benefit of your comments pricr to the April 3,
1580 ACRS Subcommittee Meeting, we request that you provide us with your
comments by noon, Tuesday, April 8, 1980. If you would Mke any discussion
or further information concerning this matter, please contact me immediately.

origirel sigued PY

William F. Kane, Acting Chief
Standardization Oranch
Oivision of Project Managenent

Enclosures:

As stated

Uistribution:

R, Mattson R. Purple
U. Eisenhut R. Uenise
S. Hanauer . Grimes
R. Vollimer J. Scinto
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Criteria for Category

ent is not zpplicable to CP

for any of the following reasons:
ni» be addressed in the OL
&tion or by licensees

is nct directed to utilities

It coes nct apply to plants of the type
now undergding CP review

It h
s

een (or will be) superseded by
e restrictive requirement in the

és
or
ion Plan

il
ct
@) It nas &lresady been completed

The reguirement is applicable to C? appli-
cants and is sufficiently clear that
differences of opinion between the staff and
the CP applicants, as to tne néture of the
commitment, are highly unlikely to occur and
there is reasonable assurance that the commit-
ment will be implemented properly prior to

the OL.

The requirement is applicable to C?
cants and recuires the submittal of
information in advance of the FSAR

appli-
certain
such

that the staff can determine whether a fac111t3

should be recuired to meet a certain require-
ment.

The requirement is applicable to CP applicants
but is such that a commitment alone is not
sufficient to provide the staff reasonable
assurance that che requirement will pe imple-
mented properly prior to the OL. .herefore,

a general ciscussion of how the requirement
will be m2t is required.

The reguir
cants butz

of how tnes
requireg ;

staff re*s
..ent Vu‘ I :
informati
consisten

ment is applicable to CP appli-
is such that & cetailed explanation
requirement will be implemented is
icr to the C? in order to give the
le assurance that the reguirz-
molemented properly. The gdetail
ired would be at a level
the CP? stage of review.
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