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Nuclear Power Reactors against Industrial Sabotage";
Memorandum for Samuel J. Chilk; undated.

Minogue, R. B.; "SECY-76-242C - Physical Protection of

Rusche, B. C. and Chapman, K. R.; "Design Basis Threat
Information,/Response Force Requirements (73.55)";
Memorandum for Chairman Rowden, Commissioner Gilinsky,
and Commissioner Kennedy;

In developing consistency issues that arise from a compurison of 73.50
and 73.55, the approach has been taken that this comparison must in-
clude not only the rules, but also, all the related supporting docu-
ents which will be issued to the licensee to guide his response. The
consensus of this panel is that total consistency in the objectives of
all documents which are published in connection with the rules will
significantly simplify their application. Consistency in format and,
to the extent possible, content is also desirable.

COMPARISON OF RELATED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

This memorandum first undertakes to compare, where a comparison is
possible, the objectives of all documents to be published in conjunction
with revised 73.50 and proposed 73.55. This comparison was undertaken
by defining five mandatory objectives and an optional objective ordi-
narily pursued by the NRC when promulgating a rule. These objectives
have been stated in the form of questions to be answered by NRC docu-
ents and are shown in the first column of Table 1. The two remain-
ing columns of this table give the titles of the documents which are
intended, as of this writing, to provide arswers to the stated questions
for proposed rules 73.55 and 73.50, respect’'vely. The dashed lines in

the final column indicate that documents to answer the stated questions

have not as yet been defined.
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1 Comparison of NRR/NMSS Rulemaking Approach

Question NRR Approach NMSS Approach

What is the fundamental objective . 73.55 paragraph (a) . 73.50 paragraph (a),(b)

of this rule?
What essential general requirements . 73.55 paragraph (b) through (h) . 73.50 paragraph (f) through
and supniementary design guidance

is provided to assist the licensee . Interim Acceptance Criteria . Reagulatory Guides
meet the objectives of the rule? Document**

What threats are/are not included? . Interim Acceptance Criteria
Document**

What form should the licensee/ . Interim Format ard Content
applicant response take? Document**

How will the response be graded? . Interim Acceptance Criteria . License Review Plans
Documant**

*What is an example of satisfactory . Interim Acceptance Criteria
response? vocument

*Optional
11

***Regulatory Guides will be developed from interim acceptance criteria
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CONT

TENTS

For the sake of a comparison of contents, rule 73.55 was assumed to

exist as stated in Reference 4 and amended by Reference 5.
was taken as stated in Reference 1 and expanded by Reference 2.

Rule 73.50
Because

of the fluid status of 73.50, no attempt was made to do an exhaustive
Rather points of significant difference have been highlighted

comparison.
below.
Subject
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Physical

Security

Organization

Several outsiders and
1 insider.

Specification of minimum
and nominal number of
individuals in armed re-
sponse force (5,10)

Allows armed response
individual along with
guards in armed response
force.

LLEA mentioned but no

specific role assigned

Requirement for full-
time member of security
organization who can
direct physical security
activities.

Requirement for written
physical security pro-
ceduras.

Barriers required but
no statement of rol
in alarm protection or
defe » positions

ent for isolation
Juirement

ted area and
zone.

147
ation re

73.50

(Includes Kasun's
system specification)

Classified number of
outsiders and insiders

No specification of
number in responding
force.

Response force consists
only of guards.

LLEA plays prominent
role.

No requirement for
authority in physical
security.

No such requirement.

Requirement for hardened
barriers to protect alarms,
defensive positions.

jo isolation zone
requiremen

No specific illumination
requirement stated.
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Search all packages.

No such specific
requirement.

No such requirement.

Duress alarm system
for guards.

Only radio communication
required.
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specification.
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