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MDORANDUM IVR: James M. Taylor, D:ecutive Director
for Operations

>

ITO4: 1 J. Chi Secretary >

SUBJECT: SDCV-90-139 - RESIONSE 70 WESTDCHOUSE ELECIRIC
ODIGORATION ON DESIGi CERTIFICATICH IVR AP600

The Ccunission (with all ctmnissioners agreeirg) has approved the
re wrs.lation to issue the letter of response to Mr. Slember, of Westirghouseg-

Electric Corporation, on Design Certification for AP600, subject to the
modifications outlined below:

1. Substitute the followirg for pragraph two in order to :: ore clearly
state imC's intended review process:

An a result of departures from traditional light water reactor
design mnoepts associated with the passive A E R design philosophy,
the staff is approaching the review of these designs in a cautious
and methodical manner in order to identify key Mwa and to

-

effectively use resources. The Oxunission has concluded that the
AIRR Utility Requirements Document should play a significant role in
the determination of the regulatory approach for passive plants. An
expeditious review of the AIHR Utility Requirements Wment for
passive plants will utilize NRC Insources efficiently and should
provide significant regulatory feedback to the nuclear irdustry. We
recognize, however, that early dialogue with the nuclear vendors
reganlin) their specific passive designs will be an important factor
in reachiry regulatory decisions. Therefore, the staff will
continue interactions with both the Electric Power Research
Institute (EIRI) aml Westirghouse to facilitate the fomulation of
regulatory positions for passive designs.

2. Substitute the following for paragraph four:

"Ihe Oranission has requestod the staff to keep abreast of
activities of the irdividual verdors so that the staff will be
prepared to review the safety analysis reports when they are
received. Also, the staff will consider the information provided in
the AP600 IRB in conducting the review of the AINR Ut.ility
Requirenents Wm=nt; however, technical ard policy decisions will
be made in the context of the AIMR Utility Requirements Document
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review. With this understandirg, staff will also pmvide you with
early cornents on the Plant Description report, whicn you have

;
already sutnitted. No ocanment with regard to unresolved policy
issues will be provided until these issues are decided in the AIMR

,

Requirements Mment review.

"Accordirgly, I suggest that you coordinate closely with EPRI to
prwide input consistent with your proposed design ard to receive
information relative to technical ard policy decisions made. Se
en=halon will consider the need for and importance of formally
reviewing the IRB document once major decisions are made in the
context of the EPRI document. I am confident that this preaa, '

designed to provide generically applicable positions on advanced
reactor policy issues, will support Westinghouse's intent to submit
the standard safety analysis report in June 1992."

Following revision the letter should be signed ard forwarded to Mr. Slember.

Se Comntission requests that the staff complete review of the EPRI Passive
Requirements document before conducting formal reviews of specific designs in
order to preclude the situation the NRC currently faces with regard to
evolutionary plants where significant technical issues have been addressed and
resolved for individual verdor design, using the licensees review bases as the
vehicle for reaching an agreement with the vendor, prior to the resolution of ,

'

those issues in the EPRI require:cnts document.

Ctzstissioner Remick expressed the view that staff should continue its
technical review activities on any matters which are unaffected by technical '

policy issues awaiting ACRS review ard comment or by policy issues awaiting
Ctzstission disposition.

Comntissioner Roberts noted that he is concerned that the interactions with
EPRI Eny not be movirq as expeditiously as they should ard that perhaps the
incentive is not there for reaching resolution on same issues. He would be
interested in hearing frum the staff on ways the ocumtission could streamline
the resolution agreement process.

(EDO) (SECY SUSPDISE: 6/8/90)
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