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In response to your memorandum of February 10, 1977, subject as above,
organization, or

as an enclosure are
SOme general comments,

0. S. Chambers

, Safeguards Program Branch
(’ Office of Inspection and Enforcement
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( v ’ GENERAL COMMENTS ON SAFEGUARDS RULE UP-GRADING

1. Option 3 (Perfom~ance requirements - with detailed system speci-
fications) appcars to be the most attractive option to IE,

_ 2. It is not clear whether the minimum essential requirements are to
o supplement or replace the systems and functions statements that
follow *he narrative statements.

i 3. The minimum essential requirements are easier to inspect than the
narrative statements with their subsystems and/or fumctional
Joy statements.

4. The security plans and/or license conditions must contain detailed
comnitments (hardware, procedures, numbers of people, etc.) which
constitute expression of how thc¢ licensee is going to provide
adequate safeguards.
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