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HEMORANDUM,FOR: ~Dr.~ Paul-S.'Shewmon, Chairman
..

'. Advisory Consnittee on Reactor Safeguards
,

;'

:' -FRON: William J. Dircks'' .

:
i

[ Executive Director for Operations

i- ' SUBJECT: f.0f3ROL ROOM HABITABILITY
" '

-

,

'

'

. .
. .

-In your letter of August 18th, the Advisory Committee on Reactor :
P LSafeguards; reported to Chairman Palladino the1results_of its deliber -

ations on. control room habitability. The letter noted numerous4
,

. allegations related to deficiencies in the maintenance of. engineered
,

; . safety features intended to assure habitability of control rooms at
. operating plants, examples of inadvertent degradation of the leak -,

!- tightness of control-rooms, errors in design and installation, and
.

' inadequacies -in personne1' training and use of infomation resources. |
These concerns relate to both-the licensing process (including technical .!

'

: specifications),and-totheinspection-process. Implementation of the !

committee's recommendations could involve significant changes in regu-
|

'

latory requirements and, therefore,"nust be carefully considered.. We
propose to' evaluate these recommendations and to report to the committee '

;

our plans for control room habitability _ improvements. j
.

,.
.

.
..

. !
' Many operating plants received their licenses prior to the full develop- '

ment.of current requirements for control ._ room habitability. system
I- designs. The scope of the present staff review, pursuant to the General
; Design Criteria (4 and 19) of 10CFR 50, Appendix A, is manifested pri-

marily in Standard Review Plan sections 6.4 and 9.4.1. A THI-related ?
*

(NUREG-0737 Item III.D.3.4) action has required many licensees to pro- '
,

pose. modifications needed to meet current design requirements. In many .!
r

cases reviewed-to date, these modifications will involve substantial and !
: costly redesign and installation efforts. The comittee's findings and !

recomendations are potentially timely.for the use of this multi-plant !,

action as a vehicle to remedy habitability system design deficiencies. :

. The comittee's detailed recomendations, however, consider possible_ j
additions to current regulatory requirements whose safety significance '

.

has not been evaluated by the staff, and that can result in increased
!. demands upon staff and industry resources for implementation. !
i- ;
;- The contribution of the degradation of control room environment to
; public risk has not been established.. It is not perceived to be high, ( *

however, in large part due to the' provision of auxiliary shutdown panels'

and the THI-related removal of many diagnostic and accident management [y/)b ,,

functions from the control room to the technical support center. We b :[ concur with the committee's opinion, however, that the prevention of j
causes of inpaired performance by licensee personnel under accident ''-

situations is sufficient motive for careful consideration of potential*

,regulatory. action.,
1
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Chairman Palladino -2-

Although the staff participated in the subcommittee and full comittee
acetings on control roon habitability, it was ur. aware of many of the
concerns identified in the connittee letter. As a result the staff is
unable to respond quickly while still giving the committee's concerns
due consideration. Therefore, we propose to present to the comittee,
by the end of the calendar year, interpretations of each of their
recommendations and proposed plans for inplementing any which are
considered to require regulatory action. This period of time will
permit us to evaluate each proposal, its safety significance, resource
requirements, and to evaluate steps to correct potential deficiencies.
Any staff proposed requirements would, of course, be submitted to the
Coanittee for Review of Generic Requirements for its review and
approval.

(Signed) William l.Dircks

Willian J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations
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Chairman Palladino -2-

Although the staff participated in the subcommittee and full committee
meetings on control room habitability, it was unaware of many of the
concerns identified in the committee letter. As a result the staff is
unable to respond quickly while still giving the committee's concerns
due consideration. Therefore, we propose to present to the committee,
by the end of the calendar year, interpretations of each of their

.\recommendations and proposed plans for implementing any which are
considered to require regulatory action. This period of time.will \

permit us to evaluate each proposal, its safety significance, resource
requirements, and to evaluate steps to correct potential deficiencies. '

Any staff proposed requirements would, of course, be submitted to the
Committee for Review of Generic Requirements for its review and .(

7 approval. We will, thereafter, report to you the results of these \
evaluations. / \

}

William J. ircks
Executiv Director for Operations

cc: Commissioner Gi 'nsky
Commissioner Ahea e
Commissioner Rober
Commissioner Asselst' e
OPE
OGC
SECY

DISTRIBUTION:
HRDenton DEisenhut DZiemann
EGoodwin SHanauer DCrutchfield
RMattson RVollme egan
RWHouston HThomp on P Connor
LHulman PChe Cas Denton/Funches
WDircks WSn er PDR

TRehm LR enstein- PBrande erg - 12237
V5tello W ohnston DMeyer
JRoc iErnst LPDR
RMinogue TIppolito KJohnson - 1 7
RDeYoung WMinners CPaul
GCunningham WGammill ED0 RF
JDavis 0Parr JRead
CMichelson VBenaroya TQuay

SECY82-0866(3)
CENTRAL FILE ' EDO

n , ,, \ $Y'&
:U.... .. ns.l.;ne

. .. .NRR... .015:DN.
su-- > . es.d.w.1...... RRu,ay,,,,[.. . ggp.. . php[ as.Igtsg, ,,,omc, . .

L ,,,,c, , an,,, R(,, ,,,9n, R,M,a b, HDent,gn,,, , , ,RDe,Y,9,ung ,, ,.. ,, ,

9.I.g(82, , ,, , 9f,,$(8,2,,,,,, ,,, 9/j,/82 9/f[82, 96,(82 9L,,/82 9/,,$,82,em> , ,

Nnc ronu ais oo-am ancu oao OFFICIAL RECORD COPY usam mi_mm

..


