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7 hBORANTXN FOR:

L. J. Evans Jr., Chief, Requirements Analysis Branch..] F!DI: , SG

O. S. 01 ambers, Safeguards Program Branch, OIE
SUBJEC1':

STATUS REPORT - UPGRADE RULE ACTIVITY
,

I have no comments concerning the comIn response to your memorandum of February 10,1977
explicitness of the three narratives.pleteness, orga,nization, orsubject as above,

Attached as an enclosure aresome general coments.

x,- *
1 ./

D kiPbbl!--.
O. S. Chambers
Safeguards Program Branch

' Office of Inspection and Enforcement
'

Enc 1:

As stated above

cc: N. N. Haller
D. R. Giapell
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GENERAL C004EVTS ON SAFEGLIARDS RULE UP-GIADING?
-

-!. . .

'~'- 1. Option 3 (Performnce requirements - with detailed system speci-
.O fications) appears to be the most attractive option to IE.

' '

2. It is not clear whether the minimum essential requirements are.to
['!;f7* supplement or replace the systems and functions statements that

.
follow !.he narrative statements.s

6

3. The minimum essential requirements are casier to inspect than the
. narrative statements with their subsystems and/or functional

". E -
statements.
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4. The security plans and/or license conditions must contain detailed
comitments (hardware, procedures, numbers of peopic, etc.) which
constitute expression of how the licensee is going to provide
adequate safeguards. -
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