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Commissioner Curtiss' comments on SECY-93-044:;

I commend the staff for the thoughtful analysis of the regulatory
options for the resolution of Generic Safety Issue B-56, " Diesel
Generator Reliability", in the subject SECY paper. I believe the
staff's recommendation to adopt Option 4 is a sound approach that
gives due consideration to: (1) the industry's current level of

| performance; (2) the industry's resolve to implement the diesel
generator reliability guidance developed under NUMARC Initiative
5A; and (3) the NRC's promulgation of 10 CFR 50.65, the

,

! maintenance rule, subsequent to the issuance of the proposed
! revision to 10 CFR 50.63. Accordingly, for the foregoing

reasons, I support Option 4. If, however, industry is unable to
accomodate this approach through the integration of the diesel

| generator reliability guidance developed under NUMARC Initiative
SA with the NUMARC Maintenance Guideline for maintenance rule
implementation, I would direct the staff to pursue Option 1.,
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