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CHAIZAAN AHEARNEs The next item we would turn to
is a continuation of a seri2s of meetings we have Deen
holding on reviewing cperating license applications,
construction permits, @t ceteri. This really relates to a
staff requirements memo, and what action should te taken.

Parhaps, as Harold Centon and staff move to the
table, those who are leaving will leave guietly.

(Pause.)

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Let me see if I can't recall
for us -- w2 had a previous meeting or series of meetings on
this. At the last meeting, we had before us an outline
prepared by a member of Commissioner Gilinsky's staff, and
it was my understanding that we had approved that outline
with the change =-- he had had two groups, a Group 2 and 2
Group 3 plan, and we had agreed to these same groupings.

Is that not what we had dcne?

COMMISSIONER BRADFCRDP: I thought what ve had done
vas approve the NRR proposal that had teen presented to us
the wveek hefore. That is just as far as which piece of
paper wvas involved. It is possible that a little trimming
and hauling are needed to bdriny the two into harmony with
each other, but one dces have to do that.

CHAIZMAN AHEAENE: I gress I amn -- ay

understanding at the time we were discussing it was that it

ALDERSON REPORTING COMFANY. INC.
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vas a sumaacry of what N2R had yroposed., I 4id not recall --

COMMISSICNER ERADFCRDs Let me point out two areas
whizh I think beczame clear in the ccurse of the neeting
vhere the two are not in complete harmony. In the second
paragraph, at the top, it says, "The revised standard review
plan will be substantively similar to the existing SRP." ¥We
then had something of a dialogue on that, and I think it vas
genarally ajreed that the definition of the revised SR3P
should be the cne in the footnote of the staff plan. That
contains a number of chang2s that 30 beyond simply
documenting the relationship of the SRP to the NEC
regulations.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Right, right.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDs And so I would Jjust be
more comfortable using the definition of revised SRP.

| CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes, I had earlier today

distributed a proposed staff requirements memncrandum which
vas my attempt to summarize what we had agreed to, and if
you will note, Item B, which references the sheet that I
just talked about, it does say a footncte should be added
defining "revised SRP,"™ and that is the definition that I
used, the 2ne out 2f =--

COMXMISSIONER 2RADFCRDs Ckay, that is fine, as
longy as it is not 1lso limited dy the zhrase, "will Dde

substantively similar to the existing S}RE."

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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CHAIZY¥AN AEEARNE: Fine, fine.

COMMISSIONER BRAZFC

ra

Ds If we could drep that,
then there is no difriculty.

The next on2 goes the other way, and it is, what
would incline me just tc werk from the staff plan, but it is
down in Item 2 under cperating licenses. The point that I
think Jce made originally in the last session. "licensee
vill de required to identify anéd justify all deviation from
the revised SPE. The staff proposal says, "Justify
daviations in accordanze with the Zingham amendment.”™ That
is safety significant, as we eventually agree on it, and not
all deviations, period.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIZs I think that is a helpful
clacification.

COAMISSICNER ERADIORDs I thought you weuld like
that.

AvuT
caou¥zI

n

SION

(9}

R YENDRIEs That is the direction in
which I was trying to boost the enterprise last tinme,
CEAIRMAN AHEARNE:s All right.
N8, CHILKs It ==
MR, BICXWIT: I am not sure that is what the staff

intended.

COMMISSIONER

a
w
)
-
)
O
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¥R, BICKWIT: Not that that is centrolling, but ay

'y

F -

andarstandiag is that that is not vhat the sta
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CHAISYAN AHEA3RNEs But that certainly is
consistent 4ith tha points Zd was maxing at the end of the
last neetins.

4R, EICKWIT: An applicant for a new aperating
license would not siaply be addressing the significant
safety regulaticns, but would e addressing all applicable
reqgulations.

4R, CASZ: VYes, that was the staff propcsal. All
regulations €zr th2 new applicant.

MR. BICKWAIT: For the new applicant.

CHAIRYAN AHEARNZ: What other differences did you
£ind, Peter? The reascn I worked from 5ill ¥Yanning's sheet
wvas, it just sesmed to summarize in one place =-- there had
been sevaral shests with rasspect to NERR.

COMMISSIONTR BRADFCRD: QOkay. Ed&, you have now
circulated a ravised fora of yours which I must say appeals
to me slightly mcce, but laet me point cut the one other area
of 1ifference.

The staff proposal works in terms of definitions.
That is, SSR's after a certain date are treated one way.
The suamary hera warks in terms of particular plants, but it
is not -=- it dces not seem rtc me to be right tc have a
situation in which a plant which might suddenly slip three
or four years, and therefore ought (o be treated under the

provision of == f£or plants after a certain date =--

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPAMY. INC.
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CHAIRZAN AEZAENE: I cee.

conNI

uvi

SIONER ERADFORD: =~ should be grandfathered
simply becaus2 it had been. There is a problem the other
vay. You would not wvant a plant which had slipped over the
deadline by a week to suddenly bte dela;ed f£or six months in
order to have to 3o back and suddenly =-- ani behave in a wvay
it had not realized it would have to.

MR. CASE:s The staff thought about that problenm.
There are possible inequities each way. We felt it wvas
better tc specify 1 date and where the weak slip cccurred
one has the exemption possibility.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDs That is what I had in
mind, the aidvantage of using your dates and then exempting
anyone who ==

CHAIRMAN AHEARNEs That is an argument in £favor.

I think certainly history would §ay that it is very likely.

CCUYMISSIONER BRADFORDs At least some of them will
slip for very long reriods.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: VYes, yes.

¥R. CASE: Well, what I did was, as Cecamissioner
Bradford indicated, I rewrote the staff proposal and
circulated copies early this afternoon to try to take into
account the changes that were agreed con last Tuesday, and
put them all == put it so I have Jjust =--

CHAIEMAN AHEARNE: I have in €front of me a revised

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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MR, CASEs That is the one. Yes, sir.

CHAIRYAN ABEAGNE:s Lat's see.

MR, DENTON: I think this one is consistent with
the three points Commissioner Bradford made.

4R. CASE: VYes.

COMMISSIONER ERADFCORDs Yes, it is.

¥R. DENTCN: It goes to the == It has the
footnote, the standard review plan. It distinguishes
Binghaa =~

¥2, CASE:s There is a little change in the
footnote. It says, Civision 1, regulatory juides. I picked
up the language £from Bingham. That is the exact language in
Bingham.

CHAIRMAY AHEARNE: Let's re careful. You wvere
defining a revised standard rceview plan the last several
days.

¥R. CASE: VYes.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: You were nct* saying this is the
Bingham amendment action. You weore revising the standard
review plan.

MR. CASE:s *.: they are exactly the same thing,
because the Bingham amendment says Division 1 regulatory
guiles and the staff position is all cf the other things.

CHAIRYAN AHEAZNE: 4We just asked whether there is

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
400 VIRGINIA AVE, S.W. WASHINGTON, DO .C. 20024 1202) 554-2345
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any substantive iifference tetween the previocus footncte

that you had and this foctnote.,
MR, CASEs Neoo.
CHAIRYAN AFEARNE: ©No diffsrence?

MR. CASE: No difference at 211,

CHAIRYAN AHEARNE: And the wvords that you picked

up to referance, that alsoc does not =--

MR, C3SE: Does not make any difference.

CHAIE¥AN AHEASNE: You will have to pardon me

vhile I reai it, because I 4id not get it uncil Jus
little while ago.

(Pause.)

< a

MR, BICXWIT: The third footnote makes clear the

distinction we just discussaed.

¥R, CASE:s Yes.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes, that seems -- Joe?

CO¥YMISSIONER HENDRIE: YNow that you conme

to dates,

her2 comes the Fort Yud Unit 1, and on some schedule posted

in NRR's offices the SER will issue cn 12/10/81l.

¥R. CASEs 1981.

COMMISSIONER HMENDRIZs It in fact issues on

February l. We now have -- We now have a different
categery =--
¥R+ CASE: Yes.

CONYNISSIONER HENDRIE: I presume this guy

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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shoved back six menths and told to g0 £ile a list of his

deviations according to a d4ifferent rula.

¥3. CASEs If it wer? in the rule, I would tell
¥r. Fort Yud that I would support his request for an |
exemption should he file it.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: The other side of it is,
if you name the plants and if they slip some ==

CHAIRMAN AHEABNE; VYes. Unfortunately, there is
no =--

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: Some vercy long period, you
can shift categories.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: That is right.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs I think what Joe is ~--

CO¥YNISSIONER HENDRIE: I am just looking for it =--

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs: I 4don't disagree with what
you are saying. |

v

CONMMISSIONER HENDRIZ: I am just loocking for an

1=

agreement, becase this puts applicant at risk cf the staff's
ability to zarry out a schedule. That is, if today the
applicant knows that it is scheduled after 1/1/82, and he is
going to fall into Catagory 2, then he can start preparing,
but if he thinks he is in Category 1, and it is the staff's
failure to et there that sinks him, you kncow, there has to
e an accommodation.

COMNISSYIONER GILIASKY: Let me say once again that

ALDERSON REPORTING LOMPANY, INC.
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this little sheet Eill Yanni- 7 grepac.d was nCt meant as a
proposal, It was just a summary, and I think we laft the
dates off inadvertently.

(General laughter.)

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: We were trying to
emphasize the names cof the plants. Now that I think about
it, in some ways it does make sense to 40 it by plants,
because a review gears up for a particular plant. T mean,
you don't gear up for 1982.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: It tells the people at Fort
Mud what group they fall in.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That is right, and a
certain number cf people are warking on that application,
and they have a certain procedure, and so it seems to ne it
probably makes mor=2 sense to do it by plant with an
understanding that if the plant dces slip by years, then it
really ought to go into a different group.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIEs Well, that is sort of the
other way. You put the date, say, but if Wwe preach dates,
there vill be an accommodation, and say, if you slip the
plant out, well, there will be a readjustment for that.

MR. CASEs Most regulations are by dates rather
than dy plants.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNEs I think I share the agreement

that the basic ilea is that if ve, for some reascn, defer

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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our action and really a2iss our date by some amcunt, that
suddenly would £flip from one side to the other ==

COENMISSICNER GILINSKY: That does not mean that
NRC necessarily =--

CHAIRMAN AHEAENE: We have tc examine the reason,
but I would certainly be inclined if it really wvas our
misestimate that led to it --

COMNMISSIONEE GILINSKY: Even if it is the
applicant’s.

MR. DENTON: I have no difficulty in granting some
flexibility to look at the causes for the differences right
there at ths threshold date, and to exercise some judgment.
If ve are in docubt, 7e can come back to you, but I guess in
general if it is slipping a long time, ¥we ought tOo move to
the next category, Sut if it is just our inability to do our
job, and it is not many veeks involved, we should not
penalize them,

¥R. CASE:s Yes.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: There is a related date

sequence that has the same character. Somebocdy who has a

(]

project and the staff SER for the project is projected out
beyond the 1982 3ate, you know, the applicant will

presumably come around to NRR, f£ind out what the scheduling
looks like so he knows that his -- the SER from his project

is out beyoad that, and he says, okay, now I am going to

ALDERSON REPOATING COMPANY. INC.
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have to identify and justify the deviations from the revised
SRP.

It turns out -- this is old Fert Yud again, by the
vay. It turns osut Fort Mud, the SEF is due to issue in
about the middle of February, 1982. That is scon after the
conversion late. In order for i. to issue and cover these
things, the Fort Yud folk have got to see the revised SRP so
that they can vrite to the staff and say, now, here are all
our deviations and our justifications, so the staff can
reviev it and get that in the SESN.

Now, there is also then a contingency which says,
if ve breach on that April 1, 1981 projection, then ve
encumber the ability of Fort Mud to get their stuff tcgether
and in turn get it to us so ve can procduce the SER and the
whole sequence can go.

So, once again, Fort ¥ud is vulnerable to a
stretch sut on our part which they cannot 32 anything about,
and which they would just is soon net be penalized for.

Now, I don't know what you dc about that, bdut I
would say -- what I would suggest is that ve just understand
that if along adbout the first of Narch Harold comes back and
says, well, ve thought ve were jcing to make it by the end
of this month on this SER thing, but it really turned cut to
be 2 hell of a problem, and here are the reasons, ve are

going *o need ansther three months or something like that,

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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then I think we cught to ajree to re-examine tihi
date.

CHAIRNAN AEEARNE: Joe, at that stags,
would lock ©d Case in the >duilding.

(General laughter.)

CHAIRXAN AHEZAENEs So then he can assu
months, siai months.

COMYISSIONER HENLCRIE: Well, you can g
Apcil lst, and that is nct a problen.

“R, DENTON: It only takes a few good
working around the clock.

Seneral laughter.)

COMNISSIONER HENDRIE: 1If there is a ¢

MR. CASE: I would much rather have a
and do the best job we can to meet it, than revi
standard. It won't be perliact. We are going tc
after.

CHAIERMAN AREARNE: You can wvaffle a li
think.

¥5%. CASE: @We should not let the Cest
good., We shoul? amset the 1ate.

CHAIRMAN AEEARNE: All rcight.

¥e ., CASE: 3ut I agree =-

(General laughterc.)

MR, CASE: He ought to be lccked upe.

ALDERSCN REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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CHAIRYAN AHEARNE: Any other comments?

COMMISSICHNER HEZNDEIEs Those were the main ones,
just so that we understcod while we construct a systeam which
operates on certain dates and various people have to do
various things, and undecrstand, if ve are smarter in six or
eight months, why we ousght not to feel compelled to those
dates.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Viz?

CONMISSICNER GILINSKY: On this particular =--

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes, Feter?

COMMISSICNER BRADFORD: No.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: OQkay. Let me then ask, we have
an actual copy, so I assume the staff -- we have approved
this.

MR. CHILK: VYes.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: How long would it take you == I
think last time vwe also agreed we would put this cut for
public commant. Is that cocrrect?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDs Yes.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: How long would it take you to
put this out for public ccmment?

¥R. DENTON: Could I move to the naxt stage?
Because it is tied up.

CEAIRMAN AHEARNE: I think you ar2 sayin¢ == 3Jhy

is there a next stage? #Why can't you put that out?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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YR, DENTONs: We could put these two pages out for
public commant.
MR, CASEs But that will not serve the purpose
that you want. You vant it out for public comment in such a

form that should the Commissicn decide to make it a rule

after thosa public comments, it could 4¢ so without further

public coamment.

8 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes.

9 ¥a, CASEs Tnat reguires putting this in good

10 enough English so people can understand it, putting some

11 substance to it, putting some specifics to it so they knov ==~
12 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: The question you are answvering,
13 Bd, is, you can't do it tonight.

14 MR. CASEs That is true.

15 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I said, vhen could you get it
18 out for public comment?

17 COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: He is just preparing you

18 for the ansver to the guestion.

19 (General laughter.)

20 MR. CASE: I have a prepared answer to that

21 question.

2 (Seneral laughter.)

2 CHAIRMAN AHEAERNE: Bill, how long dc ycu think =--
24 ¥R, CASE: A couple of veeks.

5 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: 3ill?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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¥2., DIRCKXSs I have heard estinmates of a couple of
veeks, Lf we use the normal process. I think we can make
some adjustients to get around the norral process Dy putting
some pecple together and getting it out a kit faster. The
vay ve 40 it, Harold, is, I think, to put together a tean
with your people and the legal staff so it would not be a
sequential type thing, but it would be =~

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: This is a very fundamental
review that we are asking for, and I would think we ought to
ba able to turn t3 ==

MR. DENTON: 1£f we dropped everything, wve could do
it, but it is the fact that wve have it =--

CHAIBRMAN AHEARNEs I am asking the man who ==

MR. DIRCXS: This is a continuation cf a call ve
had yesterday.

(General laughter.)

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: syr estizate is?

MR. DIRCKXSs I would say =-- this is Friday =-- next
veek, and Lif ve have to pull people off cther things in the
agency, ve will do it.

%R, CASE: Could I make it contingent on something
you are going tc 32t to next?

CHAIRMA. AHEARNE: I am not sur2 why it has to be.

¥%. CASE¢ Becauss the same people who are going

to 40 that, at least scme are going to have to work on the

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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status report to the Congress, which has a statutcry
deailine of =--

CHAIZ¥AN AHEARNE: Yes, but remember, the status
report t3 the Congress is 2 status repert. Where are you?

¥P. CASE: We have been. That is where we are
returning to next.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: It is where are you? It is
vhere are ysu? It does not say we must be anywhere,

(3eneral laughter.)

MR, DPENTON: ©We have a status report.

CHAIBMAN AKEARNE: If it is all done =--

ME. DENTON: It is not current. If ycu want it
revritten, it is the same people who would be decing the
other.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: 1Is this a status report, or is
this a program =--

¥R. DENTON: This is 3 status report <o the
Congress on where we are today, and ve would e prepared to
seni this.

CHAIRYXAN AKEASNE: If this is where you are, then
you are not reflecting any decisions we hava not nade.

¥RB. CASE: It reflects the decision ycu just made.

CHAIRMAN AREASNE: This will go ocut in the next
veek or two.

“Re DENTONs We are hoping that is the result.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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CEAIEMAN ARHEAENE:s I don’t know.
CIMMISSIONER GILINSKYs This is the standard

problem that no map can be gerfact Ltecause =--

MR. DENTON: There are severial sor+t of lcose ends
that wve need to =--

CHAIRM4AN AHEARNE: It is not just a status report.

¥R. DENTON: We have a status report that I think
represents where we are taday and can 3o to Ccngress if you

concur, and that is where we are, so these pages I would

|
f
Seneral laughter.)

propose to send to Congress tomorrow, Saturday, if you
concur in thise.

Ckay, than there is a1 related CP pclicy paper
vhich ve need to say what we just adopted.

CHAIRMAN AHEAENE: The CP policy paper. I thought
all ve really had to do was to add -- I thought we basically
agreed to the CP policy paper. We had tc add =-- revise it
that the CP applicants -- provide -- the document, et
cetara, et ~otari.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Yes.

CHAIRMAN AHEAFNE: I thought that was --

MR. CASEs VYou are saying we would add the CP
requirement to the =--

CHAIRYAN AKEARNE: The proposed =--

¥YR. DENTON: That wculd be a self-contained sort

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY 'NC.
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of document. It is all ready tc go.

42, CASE: That is part of the samne people ~--

M3. DENTON: It is ready to go if ve add that, so
vhat we have then -~

CHAIRMAN AHEASNE: What I am really confused Dby,
frankly, is why it takes so many pecple tc wWwrite a status
reporte.

¥R, DENTON: It dces not. It is done. I hope
that is done.

CHAIRXAN AHEARNE: I am nct sure, the way you
raise it.

MR. DIRCKS: It could be done with adjustments. I
mean, ve can ==

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I still don't understa.c why it
is going to take us more than a week or sc to get this out.
Let us move to your status report then. I guess you would
prefer us tc just sit here and read it.

¥R, DENTONs: No. Let's come back to the =--

(General laughter.)

MR. DENTON: I am still not entirely clear on one
aspect of this. We have informed Congress, then, with this
draft or some similar draft of the status 0of where we are on
Bingham. We have issued a gclicy statement for comment on
CP papers that pick up the additional requirement here, so

the remaining issue is pursuant to Bingham, you get public

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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comments on our plan to implement Singham, and that is the
one we are talxing abcut.

Why does it take so long? =~ assume in that same
paper we will talk adout our approach for OL's as well as
Bingham.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes. This document we Jjust
approved is a comprehensive plan which covers all operating
licenses, all plants that have not yet finished construction
and construction psrmits.

MR, CENTCN: How many Federal Register notices?

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: That is a Federal PRegister
notice. We just approved it.

MR. DENTON: All right, all plants ==

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes, we Jjust approved the NER
plan.

¥R. DENTON: What would you put in the notice on
CP's then?

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Remember, the CP? section, there
are some action plan items going out, and I would put in
reference t> the fact that it should be revised to propose
for comments that CP applicants document and Jjustify
deviations from the SRP and Reg. Guides as approved by the
Commission.
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¥R. DENTON: I want toc understan?d the number of

2 notices, and I thiak I do.

3 CHAIRMAN AHEARNZ: I see two notices only. One

4 notice, the one we approved on Friday, August 1, updated to
5 incorporate the fact that w2 have this, and another piece,
8 but I assume since it was Friday, August lst, it is

7 relatively well along.

8 MR. CASE: It is all done except for this point.
3 COMMISSICNER HENDRIE: That is the NTCP.
10 CHAIRMAN ABEARNE: Yes, and then there is ancther

11 Federal Register notice. This is the ccmprehensive =--

12 MR, CASE: Fine, but that would also include CP's,
13 even though you had =--

4 CHALRHAﬁ AHEAENE:s That is what it says.

18 MR. CASEs Can I make one more point, toc make sure
16 you understand? We will have to go out again for comment on
17 the Bingham plan when the details are developed.

18 CHAIRYAN AHEARNE: I understand. I understand.

19 This is a very major --

20 ¥R, CASEs All right, understocd.

21 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Peter?

2 COCMMISSICNER BRADFORD: I think we ara doing fine.
P (Seneral laucghter.)

24 MRe CASEs If I could only get this other piece of
25 paper.
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o aneAaniniA AVE S W O WASHINGTON DC. 20024 202)8RA.2%8 200



10
n
12
13
14
185
16
17
18

19

21

24

23
COMMISSICNER Z2RADFORD: Z=verything, I am sure, ve

have decided seems right.
CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: This is the status report that

y2u need to be able to send by the 28th.

MR. CASE: Yes.

M2, DENTON: And I would propose =--

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Is the same as what is
in =-

MR. CASE:s No, it is modified.

COMMISSICNER GILINSXYs This is the thing you said
you would turn out todavy.

MR. CASEs Yes.

MR. DENTON: TI would not propose to go into this
today then in +iew of this schedule, just leave it with you
for comment.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: I give you my proxy.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: For the status report.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: For the status report. Why
don't we tell -- I am willing to just let Harold do it, but
it is probably better if John reviews what Harold has done.
I give you ay proxy, and I say, get it out.

' COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Chiefly status.

MR. DENTON: We will avait ycur comments cn the

status regcct.

~AMMT
N W s e s

o

SIONER GILINSKY: I have a guestion on a
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related matter.

CHAIREAN AHEAR2NE: Yes.

COMMISSICONER GILINSKY: What is the standing of
this Enclosure 27

CHAIRMAN AHEAZNE: This is tc which?

MR. CASE: Yo standing except to explain the
difficulty 2f the problem we are working on.

COEMISSIONER GILINSKY: In reading it, I vas a
little concarned =-- let me say more than a little concerned
that in deciding what is of safety significance, or I guess
the words are "particular significance,"” you found that
containment systems were in the gray area, and there were
arguments one way and arguments the other wvay.

I would have thought that it is pretty clear that
containment systems are of particular significance. Am I
misinterpreting this?

MR. CASE: I kind of have the view that every
regulation you say is not particularly safety significant
vwill have § ==

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: It is one thing to say --

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: There are only five
Commissioners. Give each one a safety systenm.

(General laughter.)

COXMMISSIONZR GILINSKXY: It is one thing to say

there are ragulations abcocut any safaty system. They may lbe
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minor, but =--

YR. DENTON: You are looking at a rather
mechanical process. We defin2 some systems wvherebly you
would eliminats rejulations as test runs to see what would
fall out and now d4id that, and I guess containment fell out
vith certain assumptions which were -- Ecb, do ycu want tc
talk to that?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: If this is in the gray
area =--

¥R. DENTON: We will deal with that issue in the
longer-term comment about how we are geing to implement
Bingham. That is why it is so difficult tc define what is
or is not. I would like to whittle the list docwn, but it is
very difficult to £ind one that you cannot determine =--

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: It seems to me that there
may be regulations that deal with containments that are of
minor significance, just as there may te regulations that
deal with emergency cooling systenms.

MR+ CASE: There are really not that many.

COMMISSICNER GILINSKY: 32ut when you talk about
those systeas, I have troubles.

¥YR. DENTON;: We could =-- that paper =--

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs Cur recent discussions,

o« DENTCN: Wwe are not advocating any of the

three ways in the paper. They say, if you cut it using
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these criteria, here is what stays on the list.

¥2, BAER: I would like to make two comments.
First, whichever -- the two or three criteria that wve have
tested in each case, containment ended up being particularly
significant. In terms of an exauple, I picked containment
because I could talk about it. It Wwas a convenient one to
talk about at two levels, first of all, whehter or not
containment vas particularly significant, and then the point
you just maie in the paper that there is something like five
of six GDC on containment, and at least in my mind in two
different categories of significance, there were two GDC
that dealt with the need for containment and the design
basis, fundamentals of its design basis, and then four or
five others that dealt with the details of the design, and
to my mind they were two different categories, and I use
that as an example.

8ut all the criteria that we have thus far tested,
containment did pass the mark of being particularly
significant.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That is the right answver.

(General laughter.)

CHAIRMAN AHEABRNE: Let me ask a couple of =-- I
guess just to make sure I understand nmy view, is, what ve
are doing is approving for comment this approach as cpposed

to approving the approach.
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02D¢ Right, right.

CHAIRMAN AHEAENE: Ckay. Seccnd guesticn.

CONMISSIONER BRADFORDs <Zxcept for the six-month
separation -~

CHAIRYAN AHEARNZ: Yes. The second is, I think
last time -- I had raised an issue, and I thought we
agreed. That is the guestion on how the Fsderal Fegister
notice would raise the issue of how should the plan De
implemented, whether it should de technical specifications
or some other meehod.

COMMISSIONER BPRADFORD: That is right.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE:s And then the final is, and I g0
back to the Reg. Guide 1 issue, I have been informed that
under Division 2, research and test reactors, and Division
S, materials and plant protection, Divisicn 8 is
occupational health, and I was not clear thenrn what we end up
stickiag Division 1 regulatory guides. #What do we exclude?

MR. CASEs If you excluded some Reg. Guide that
vas used as a staff position in the licansing of reactors,
you would pick it up under the té:m “staff position.”

CHAIRMAN AHKEARNE: I see. Ckay. All riche,

COMMISSICNER BRADFCRD: As early as possible next
veek ve should read thrcugh this and give ycu cur commentse.

CHAIRYAN AHEARNE: All richt. Any other?

~~ re~TAY L
COMMISSIONER H

m

NCRIEs What?
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R BEADFCRD: Just a status report.
(Seneral laughter.)
CCEMISSICHNER EHENDEIE: e did not give up his
proxy, just you andi me.
General laughter.)

COMMISSICNER HENDRIEZ: Let's see 3 two-twe vote.

(8]

Can we ask the guestion in such a way that you and I win?

(Seneral laughter.)

CHAIRNAN AHEARNE: A status report is to tell you
wvhat the status use.

(General laughter.)

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: It sounds to me that I
vould have an urhill fight unless I could show you ==

(General laughter.)

CHAIRIAN AHEARNEs All right.

(dhereupon, at 3:C8 pem., the meeting was

concluded.)
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