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MINUTES OF THE 412TH MEETING OF THE
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFEGUARDS
AUGUST 4-5, 1994
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND

The 412th meeting of the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
was held at NRC Commissioners’ Hearing Room, One White Flint North
Building, Rockville, Maryland, on August 4-5, 1994. The purpose of
thie meeting was to discuss and take appropriate action on the
items listed in the attached agenda. The meeting was open to
public attendance, except portions that dealt with classified
information or matters of a personal nature. There were no written
statements nor requests for time to make oral statements from
members of the public regarding the meeting.

A transcript of selected portions of the meeting was kept and is
available in the NRC Public Document Room at the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. [Copies of the transcript
are available for purchase from Ann Riley & Associates, Ltd., 1612
K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006.]

ATTENDEES

ACRS Members: Dr. Thomas 8. Kress (Chairman), Mr. William
Lindblad (Vice-Chairman), Mr. James C. Carroll, Dr. Ivan Catton,
Mr. Peter R. Davie, Mr. Carlyle Michelson, Dr. Dana A. Powers, Dr.
William J. Shack, and Mr. Charlee J. Wylie. [For a list of other
attendees, see Appendix III.]

I. CHAIRMAN'S REPORT (Open)

[Note: Dr. John T. Larkins was the Designated Federal Official for
this portion of the meeting.]

Dr. Thomas S. Krese, Committee Chairman, opened the meeting at 8:30
a.m. and reviaswed the schedule for the meeting.

Dr. Kress reported that the General Electric Nuclear Energy
application for certification of the Advanced Boiling Water Reactor
design has been approved by Mr. William Russell. The ASEA Brown
Boveri - Combustion Engineering application for certification of
the System 80+ Standard Plant design was also approved.

Mr. Carroll stated that, subseguent to the ACRS final report, Mr.
Bill Borchardt, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR), sent a
letter to the Committee identifying five additional items of
potential significance regarding the Systea B0+ Standard Plant
design. Mr. Carroll noted that he concludes, along with Dr. Kress,
that none of these items were of substan.e and there was no need
for further Committee review.
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I11. STEAM GENERATOR TUBE INTEGRITY MATTERS (Open)

[Note: Mr. Noel Dudley was the Designated Federal Official for
this portion of the meeting.]

Dr. William Shack, Chairman of the Materials and Metallurgy
Subcommittee, summarized the discuseions held on August 3, 1994,
with representatives of the NRC g.aif and the Nuclear Energy
Inetitute (NEI) rtaff, as well as the author of a differing
profeseional opinion. The discussions concerned a proposed Generic
Letter on an interim tube plugging criteria and a draft cf an
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPR) on Steam Generator

Tube Integrity.

Dr. Shack noted that the value for core damage f{requency used in
the differing professional opinion had been updated by the NRC
staff using different assumptions. The updated values indicated a
lower core damage frequency, which appeared reasonable.

Dr. Shack noted that the present radiological release analysis
provides reascnable assurance that 10 CFR Part 100 limits would not
be exceeded. He indicated that the basis for the present iodine
spiking estimates does not appear to be well developed, and that
the NRC staff plans to perform additional work on quantifying the

spiking.

Dr. Shack commented that the industry supports the proposed Generic
Letter based on the expected economic savings and lower personnel

exposures.

In response to a discussion initiated by Mr. Carroll, Dr. Brian
Sheron, NRR, stated that the mitigating affects of leak before
break assumptions on the possible tube-support plate displacement
during a steam line break would be examined further and reported to

the Committee.

Mr. Carroll questioned the acceptability of a through-wall crack in
a primary coolant boundary. Mr. Lindblad compared the primary
coolant boundary integrity requirements for heavy-wall and short-
wall structures. The ASME code allows heavy-wall boundaries to
contain cracks or linear indications that are not expected to leak
between inspections. On the other hand, the proposed Generic
Letter allows leakage from through-wall cracks in short-walled
structures. Dr. Shack observed that allowing leaks is not good
engineering practice. However, he believed that the staff made a
fairly convincing case that the risk associated with through-wall
cracke in tubes at the core-support-plate intersection is small.

Dr. Catton believed that a preliminary analysis of the impact of a
steam line break on steam generator tubes could determine whether
a problem existed and whether a research program was needed. Mr.
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Timothy Reed, NRR, stated that such an analysis existed and that he
would provide the report to the Committee.

Dr. Kress noted that reliance on a correlation requires a good
database. However, he believed that the database supporting the
empirical voltage correlations is weak. Mr. Carroll noted that the
proposed Generic Letter requires a tube pulling program, which
would continually expand the database. Dr. Shack also added that
the program would ensure the correlations remai-~d valid as the
tubes aged.

In regard to the staff’s presentation on the ANPR, Mr. Carroll
stated that he was discouraged that the staff doee not fully
undersztand what constitutes performance-based regulation. Mr.
Davie and Dr. Catton agreed that the ANPR is very prescriptive
though the staff considers the approach to be performance-based.

Conclusion

The Committee completed a report on this matter during the meeting.
Subsequently, it was brought to the attention of the Committee that
the staff has provided incorrect information regarding the off-site
dose calculations. The staff has submitted revised calculations to
the ACRS for consideration. Conseguently, the ACRS Chairman, in
consultation with the Subcommittee Chairman, decided to defer
issuance of the report until after the Committee had discussed the
revised calculations during the September ACRZ meeting.

III. DOD/DOE NAVAL REACTORS DE3ZIGN (Closed)

[Note: Mr. Paul Boehnert was the Designated Federal Official for
this portion of the meeting. Minutees for this portion of the
meeting are classified and maintained separately.]

The Committee heard presentations by and held discussions with
representatives of the NRC staff and Department of Defense
(DOD) /Department of Energy (DOE) regarding the latest nuclear plant
propulsion design being installed in submarines of the Seawolf
class. A meeting of the Naval Reactors Subcommictee wae held to
review this matter on July 20, 199%. 1In addition, members of the
Committee toured the SEAWOLF construction site at the General
Dynamice Shipyard in Groton, Connecticut, and the Bettis Atomic
Power Laboratory in conjunction with this review on July 1% and
August 2, 1994, respectively.

Conclusion

The Committee issued a classified report to Chairman Selin dated
August 10, 1954, on this matter.
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Iv.

[Note: Mr. Dean Houston was the Designated Federal Official for
this portion of the meeting.]

Mr. Jamee C. Carroll, Chairman of the Plant Operations Subcommit-
tee, indicated that on April 7, 1994, due to operator error and
equipment complications, Salem Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 1, had
experienced a reactor trip and multiple automatic safety injec-
tions. He stated that an Augmented Inspection Team (AIT) had been
formed to study this event and that the AIT report would be the
bagis for the Committee discuesion.

NRC Staff Presentation

Mr. Edward Goodwin, NRR, introduced the subject and the AIT Team
Leader, Mr. Robert Summers, Region I. Mr. Goodwin indicated that
what started as a simple transient was turned into a challenging
event through some work-arounde and human errors.

Mr. Summers, AIT Team Leader, discussed the activities of the AIT
in regard to the Salem Unit 1 reactor scram with subsequent safety
injection and solid reactor coolant system. He described the
configuration of the plant, especially the once-through circulating
water system that was vulnerable to river grass clogging, and the
sequence of events on April 7, 1954. He discussed the most
probable root causes for the overall event, reactor trip, safety
injections and unexpected component response to the first safety
injection.

Mr. Summers summarized the findings of the AIT as follows:

L] No abnormal releasges of radiation to the environment occurred
during the event.

3 The event challenged the reactor coolant system pressgure
boundary resulting in multiple, successful operations of the
pressurizer power operated relief valves and no operations of
the pressurizer safety valves.

® Operator errors occurred that complicated the event.

. Management allowed equipment problems to exist that made
operations difficult for plant operators.

* Some equipment wae degraded by the event, but overall, the
plant performed as designed.
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L] Operator use of emergency procedures was good. However,
procedural inadequacies were noted with other operating
procedures.

» Licensee’'s investigations and troubleshooting efforts were
good.

Mr. Summere concluded with a discussion of generic issues and
generic communications that were identified as a result of this
event. One of these was an Information Notice 94-55: Problems
With Copes-Vulcan Pressurizer Power-Operated Relief Valves dated
August 4, 1994. He agreed to provide copies of this report to the
Committee and did so on August 5, 1954.

Mr. Carroll indicated that an equipment problem, vulnerability of
the high steam flow instruments, was well known and documented in
other notices. He asked if the licensee had a good operating
events assessment program. Mr. Rick Villar, PSE&G, stated that
operating experience was given much attencion by management and
that operating events were discussed weekly. [Note: Mr. Villar
called on August B, 1994 to correct part of his statement to the
Committee. He had erroneously indicated that LERs were part of
this weekly review. He determined later that they were not.]

Mr. Carroll also expressed a concern that the shift supervisor
reassigned a reactor operator to another task at a critical time
during the event. Mr. Villar indicated that PSE&G waes also
concerned about this maneuver and that extensive retraining has
been performed.

Conclusion

This briefing was for information only. No Committee action was
taken on this matter.

V. MEETING WITH THE DIRECTOR OF THE NRC OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR
REGULATION (Open)

[Note: Dr. Medhat El-Zeftawy was the Designated Federal Official
for this portion of the meeting.]

Mr. William Russell, Director, NRR, briefed the Committee regarding
the following items:

1. Senior Management Meeting Review (SMMR) Process

Mr. Russell stated that the staff requirements memorandum
(SRM) of Pebruary 14, 1994, requested the NRC staff to
describe the process and the criteria used in evaluating
plants when identifying those to be placed on the problem
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plant list and the role of NRC’'s various inspections and
reviews in this process.

The NRC Executive Director for Operations (EDO), the Regional
Administrators, and the headquarters program Office Directors
conducted the first periodic senior management meeting (SMM)
in April 1986. Since then, SMMs have been held every 6
monthse . At the January 1987 SMM, management expanded the
scope of issues discussed at the meeting to include signifi-
cant issues at major fuel facilities and material licensees.
Also, in June 1991 management broadened the SMM discussions to
determine those plants to recognize as good performers.

Each semiannual SMM process involves a comprehensive review of
the licensed operating power reactors to identify discussion
plants and potential good performers for review at the SMM.
The process starts with a screening meeting that the Director
of NRR schedules and holds with each Regional Administrator
approximately 2 months before each BSMM. Each reactor’s
performance is reviewed, including inepection findings,
operating experience, performance indicators (PIs), enforce-
ment history, and corporate and plant management activities,
with emphasis on the effectiveness of licensee self-assessment
and corrective actions. Except for the PlIs data, thie
information is also used by the regions in implementing the
reactor inspection and SALP programs.

The SMM review of discussion plants is led by the regional
administrator with input from other sgenior managers. The
managers determine which plante, if any, to place in the
following categories:

Category 1: Plants removed from the problem plant list

Category 2: Plants authorized to operate and that NRC will
monitor closely

Category 3: Shutdown plants requiring NRC authorization to
start up and that the NRC will monitor closely

Plants that are placed in either a Category 2 or 3 status are
referred to as being on the NRC’s problem plant list.

Not all plants discussed at the SMM are placed on the problem
plant list. Typically, a plant may be discussed at more than
one SMM before being placed on the list. Exceptions are
plants whose performance has dropped quickly or who have
experienced an event that reveals basic problems.

As a result of SMM discussions, the EDO issues letters tc the
problem plants, alsc may issue trending letters, letters to
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recognize good performers, or direct that a diagnostic
evaluation be conducted at a plant for which additional
information is necessary.

The staff briefs the Commission on the SMM results at a public
meeting approximately two weeks after each SMM. In addition,
the SMM results are communicated to the NRC’s Congressional
Oversight Committees.

Mr. Russell stated that significant improvement in operating
power reactor performance has been observed since 1985 with a
reduction in the average number of reactor trips, safety
systems actuations, personnel exposure and others. However,
even with this overall improvement, the NRC continues to
identify individual plants with marginal performance and
significant operational problems.

The NRC’'s SMM review process has been an effective means by
which plants with actual and potential performance problems
are identified. Only four plants have returned to the problem
plant list after being removed.

2. Customized Inspection Planning Process (CIPP)
Mr. Russell summarized the CIPP as follows:
“ Review of prior inspection results and licensee perfor-
mance through inspection reports, enforcement actions,

SALP, SMM, LERs, Pls, and licensee self assessments.

@ Attempte to apply risk to analyze performance (IPE).

e Development of performance assessment/inspection planning
tree.

@ Multi-disciplined assessment team gite visit.

& Final analysis and development of inspection recommenda-

tions for the upcoming inspection pericd.
The benefits of the CIPP are as follows:

L] To provide integrated assessment of NRC informaticn on
licensee performance. This will be confirmed with on-
site inspection, resulting in inspection plan with
rationale for future NRC activities.

o Optimize the use of NRC resources by focusing inspection
and evaluation activities on sites and areas needing the
most attention.
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5 Matches resources with performance.

Mr. Russell cited the Point Beach site visit by a team of NRC
personnel from headquarters and Region III during the week of
April 18, 1994, as part of a trial program intended to improve
the overall NRC inspection process. The purpose of this
effort was to integrate the results of the recent inspection
efforts at Point Beach, to provide the licensee with the
current NRC view of their performance, and to recommend future
inspection activities. The team identified, for example, the
performance of the control room to be weak, noted instancee of
poor communications, a lack of familiarity, and limited
oversight of plant operatione by senior reactor operators.

3. Construction Inspection Program (CIP) Under 10 CFR Part 52

The sequence of the CIP is construction and preoperational
testing, fuel loading authorization, startup testing, and then
operation.

Under construction and preoperational testing, inspection
activities have to be provided first. These inspection
activities include inspection, testing, analyeis, and accep-
tance criteria (ITAAC) verification, and program inspections.

The ITAAC verification includee the following items:

@ site preparation

“ structure fabrication

1] system fabrication

& system and component functional testing

The program inspections include the following items:

& licensed operator training

3 geite security inspections

3 radiological controls program inspections
e quality control program inspactions

ks other inspections

The majority of the ITAAC items will be met at approximately
80 percent construction completion.
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Mr. Frank Gillespie, NRR, outlined the ITAAC verification
process and cited the high pressure core flooder (HPCF) system
ITAAC for the GENE/ABWR design. This ITAAC requires the HPCF
system flow to be achieved within 16 seconds of receipt of a
simulated initiation signal. Mainly, the ITAAC consists of
three elements: the design commitment; inspections, tests,
analyses; and acceptance criteria.

The NRC staff’'s inspection activity during construction is to
determine, prior to fuel loading, whether the acceptance
eriteria associated with the ITAACs have been met. The staff
is considering several concepts to verify satisfactory
completion of ITAACs such as the bridge concept, sign-as-you-
go (SAYGO), independent NRC inspection, and licensee determi-
nation that all ITAACs have been met.

Mr. Gillespie stated that by the time many ITAACs would be
ready for verification, much construction activity will have
taken place, most of which will have been inspectable only as
it was performed. Therefore, the NRC will need to conduct
inspections throughout plant construction, and the results of
these inspections will provide the bases for final ITAAC
verification.

Mr. Russell concluded that there still is much work to be
performed to satisfy the design ITAAC with the programmatic
ITAAC.

4. Organizational Factors Research Program

Mr. Russell indicated that the organizational factors research
program is continuing only in the area of a PRA model that can
quantify the effects of organizational factor on risk to the
public. The model should offer insights on what aspects of
organizational factors are most important to risk at a given
plant. Currently no specific schedule for completion of this
program has been identified.

5. Lessone Learned from the NRC Staff Review of the Evolutionary
Designs

Mr. Russell stated that the NRC staff is drafting a response
to the ACRS letter of July 13, 1994, addressing potential
areas for the evolutionary designe. After the Committee has
had an opportunity to review this response, Mr. Russell stated
that he is willing to return for further discussion.

Conclusion

During the discussion on the customized inspection planning
process, Mr. Russell indicated that NRR is developing a database
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for the IPE program. He said that a briefing could be arranged as
part cf the follow-up on what NRR is doing to implement the uge of
PRA within the NRC. Mr. Peter Davis, ACRS member, stated that a
joint meeting of the ACRS Subcommittees on Individual Plant
Examinations and Probabilistiec Risk Assessment is scheduled to be
held on September 27, 1994, and it would appear that an NRR staff
discussion regarding this issue would be in order.

In response to a question from Mr. Michelson, Mr. Russell stated
that the NRC staff is drafting a response to the ACRS letter dated
July 13, 1994, on Some Areas for Potential Staff Consideration for
Operating Nuclear Power Plants and the Review of Future Plant
Designs Resulting from the ACRS Review of the Evolutionary Light
Water Reactors. Mr. Russell agreed to meet with the Committee to
discuss this response if the Committee wishes.

Thie briefing was for information only. No Committee action was
taken.

MITTEE HELD ON AUGUST 3, 1954 (OpensCioeedr

[Note: Dr. John T. Larkine was the Designated Federal Official for
this portion of the meeting.)

The Committee heard a report from Dr. Kress on the Planning and
Procedures Subcommittee meeting held on August 3, 1994. The
following items were discussed:

3 - Dr. Kress reported that about
150 applications have been received as of July 29, 1994.
Additicnal applications received through August 31st (the last
day for submitting applications) will be summarized and
provided to the Committee for diecussion during the September
meeting.

members. The criteria may be discussed during the next full
Committee meeting.

€ - Dr. Kress announced that
Mr. Richard Sherry has #ccepted an offer to be an ACRS Fellow.
He is expected to start in August. Four additional candidates
for the ACRS Fellows Program were interviewed during the
August meeting and one will be interviewed during the Septem-
ber meeting. The status of the ACRS Fellows Program Brochure
was also discuseed.
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The ACRS staff agreed to revise the ACRS Fellows Brochure to
achieve consistency with the Charter of the Fellows Program
Subcommittee.

. ACRS/ACNW Office Reorganization - Dr. Kress announced that the
reorganization of the ACRS/ACNW Office became effective on
July 17, 1994. The reorganization eliminated two supervisory
positions, the Assistant Executive Director for Operations and
Chief of the Technical Information Branch. This reorganiza-
tion was initiated in response to the Nastional Performance
Review’'es direction to streamline government and reduce
overhead, and also the Executive Director’s effort to make the
staff more unified.

. Use of Consultants - Dr. Kress advised the Committee that, in
response to a memorandum from Dr. Larkins, dated June 7, 1994,
regarding Mr. Schrock terminating his consulting agreement
with GE, Mr. Rothschild stated that OGC has no objection to
his participating in matters relating to the ACRS review of
the Westinghouse design. However, Mr. Schrock should wait one
year from the date of termination of his contract with GE
before participating in the review of GE SBWR design. Since
the review of the GE SBWR design is likely to be delayed, the
Committee believes that the one year wait will not be an
issue.

@ ACRS Members Handbook - Dr. Kress reported that the Planning
and Procedures Subcommittee discussed the resclution proposed
by the ACRS staff management to individual quesctions and
concerns provided by the members regarding each section of the
ACRS Members Handbook and provided guidance for clarification
and improvement in several areas.

The ACRS staff plans to revise the ACRS Members Handbook
consistent with the recommendations of the Subcommittee and
Executive Director. The revised version will be provided to
the Committee members for final approval.

VII. EXECUTIVE SESSION (Open/Closed)

[Note: Dr. John Larkins was the Designated Federal Official for
this portion of the meeting.]

A. Report and Memorandum

Rep
- (Classified Report to Chairman Selin
from T. S. Kress, ACRS Chairman, dated August 10, 159%4)



412th ACRS Meeoting 12
August 4-5, 19954

Proposed Revigion 3 to Regulatory Guide 1.118, "Periodic
Testing of Electric Power and FProtection Systems," (Draft
Regulatory Guide DG-1028) (Memorandum for Lawrence C. Shao,
Director, Divieion of Engineering, Office of Nuclear Regu-
latory Research, from John T. Larkins, Executive Director,
dated August 11, 1994) - Consistent with the Committee’s deci-
gion, Dr. Larkins informed Mr. Shao that the Committee decided

to review the proposed final version of the Regulatory Guide
1.118, Revision 3, after reconciliation of public comments.

"Reactor Coclant Pump Seal Failure® (Memorandum to Joseph A.
Murphy, Acting Director, Division of Safety Iseue Resolution,
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research, from John T. Larkins,
Executive Director, dated August 11, 1594) - Consistent with
the Committee’s decision, Dr. Larkine informed Mr. Murphy that
the Committee decided not to review the subject proposed
rulemaking package until the staff has reconciled the public
comments. The Committee has no objection tc the NRC staff
proposal to issue the proposed rule for public comment.

B. Foreign Travel

The Committee approved funding support for Dr. Catton to
attend and participate in the Third International Conference
on Containment Design and Operation on October 18-21, 1994, in
Toronto, Canada. The Committee amended its funding approval
of travel expenses for Dr. Davis to attend the same Conference
on Containment Design and Operation.

- Selection of New ACRS Members (Closed)

The Committee discussed the qualifications of candidates nomi-
nated for appointment to the ACRS. The Committee reviewed the
current list of applicants and identified other potential
candidaces not on the list. Among these names, the Committee
picked six highly qualified applicants and potential appli-
cants so that arrangemente could be made for interviewing
these candidates during a future meeting.

B Future ACRS Activities

L] The Committee proposed the following items for discussion
during the meeting with the NRC Commissioners scheduled
on Thursday, September 8, 1994:

- Statue of the ACRS Review of the Evolutionary and
Passive Plant Designs

- Lessons Learned from the ACRS Review cf the Evolu-
tionary Plant Designs

- Protective Action Guidelines
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- Thermo-Lag Fire Barriers

- NAS-NRC Study and Workshop on Digital Instrumenta-
tion and Control Systems

- Selection of New ACRS Members

The ACRS staff was asked to determine what items are of
interest to the Commissioners. It is planned to have
this meeting in the new ACRS Conference Room.

The Committee recommended that representatives of the
Nuclear Energy Institute, formerly NUMARC, be invited to
brief the Committee on its reorganization and activities.
The Committee is alec interested in being briefed by the
Director, AEOD, on items of mutual interest, including
those AECD programs that the ACRSE could have access to.

Future Meeting Agenda

Appendix IV summarizes the proposed items endorsed by the
Committee for the 413th ACRS Meeting, September 8-10, 1594,
and future Subcommittee meetings.

The 412th ACRS meeting vas adjourned at 3:15 p.m. on Friday,

August 5,

1994.
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Federal law (5 U.S.C. 8501-8509) contained throughout the UCFE Labor Market information (LMI)

provides unemployment insurance
protection to former (or partially
unemployed) Federal civilian
employees. [t is referred to, in
abbreviated form, as “UCFE." The forms

Handbook are used in connection with
the provision of this benefit assistance.

Extension
Bureau of Labor Statistics

Cooperative Agreement (CA)
1220-0079; BLS LMI 1A, 1B, 2A, 2B

State or local governments

Form No. "::"' Frequency ‘w,"“.""l por
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771 total hours.
Cooperative Agreements between BLS woman safe and healthful working Record of Examinations for Hazardous
and SESAs are entered annually in canditions. data are used to Conditions
order to provide the 'Lm statistics. The  evaluate the cb:avm of Federsl and é::ﬁln:l
agreements provide the besis for State programs to prioritize scarce
sdmunistrative planning, financial resources. (This information collection ~ Businesses and other for profit; Small
planning, and monitoring. request (ICR; includes “OSHA Records;  businesses or organizations
Prenotification of Exempt Empioyer” 2,170 respondents; 508.5 a hours
Extension ts which was per response; 1,103,445 total hours.
Employment Standards Administration  previously included in the ICR Requires of surface coal
Establishment Information r”m.d under OMB Number 1220 mines and surface facilities to keep
1215-0008; WH-45 and WH-45 (Sp.) 0029.) records of examinations results
On occasion for hazardous conditions. Records
Businesses or other for profit; Non-profit Extension consist of the nature and location of any
institutions; Small businesses or Office of the American Workplace hazardous condition found and the
organizations Airline Employee Protection actions taken to abate the hazardous
5,000 mpommo mlnm;- ‘:; (26 CFR Part 220) condition.
response; hours; L] 1208-0322 hington
Form WH-45, when completed by On occasion; semi-annually ,uisym“ - IRy o
employers, is usad :lblhhm dstermine Businesses mpo:d::h" for-profit . Kensoth A. Mills
coverage of various s 1,240 ts; .3 average hours per ) .
that are being considered for response; 372 total hours. Dopartmantal Closrance Officer

investigation under the FLSA.
Extension

Bureau of Labor Statistics
12200045, BLS 9300
State and local governments; Farms,

Businesses or other for profit; Small

business or zations
280,000 respon . 56 minutes per

response; 275,000 total hours.

The Annual Survey of Occupational
[njuries and linesses is the primary
indicator of the Nation's progress in
providing every working man and

The Airline Deregulation Act (ADA),

section 43(d) muu the Secretary of
Labor to establish & program to
implement the first-right-of-hire
provision of the ADA. This program, as
outlined in 20 CFR 220 includes two
specific information collection
requirements: (1) an airline job vacancy
list; and (2) & semi-annual report of
designated employees hired Both
repants are required by the ADA.

Extensias
Mine Sefety and Health Administration

[FR Doc. 94-1797% Plled 7-22-94; 8 45 am|
BLG COOE o 1638

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMME S SI0ON

Advigory Commities en Resctor
Sataqrurte Mesting Agonas

In sccordance with the purposes of
Sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232b), the
Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards will bold a meeting on




‘2

37788 Fodural Register / Vol 50 No. 141 / Moaday, Iuly 25, 1984 / Notices

August -5, 1994, in Conferencs Room
T2B3, 11545 Rockville Pike, Rockvile,
Maryland

Thursdey, Augwst ¢, 1904

e . -

Subcommitiee on matters related o the necessary (o choae portioos of this eting
conduct of ACRS business and iotarnal noted above © discams isdoemation Lt
Organizations) and personnel mattars relathig  Lnwnives tae wwrnal POIORnN) nuss ned
to the ACRS staff members practices of this ad pe S

A portion of 141+ sewsion may be closed o US.C 552b (c)X2): to discuss information the
e wiarier

| relste soiety 1 (nternal release of which would represent & cjear!y
830 AM-845 AJL-OVGW"*M'.” persoanel rules s0d practices of this sdvisory '
the ACRS Chauman (Opeg p— ACRS

Chauman will mﬁ:{ rvn::t:
regarding conduct Cawwmi 23
comment briefly regasding iterms of curvent
inlerest During this sesskon, the Comes ittes
will discuss priorities fr preperstios of
ACRS reports

845 AM~1015 AM. Siwacn Gamarsior
Tube Integrity Mattass (Gipan)— The
Lommutes will basr presentstions by and
hold discussions with representatives of the
NRL siafl regurdang o Profesd (aner

Letter on Vol Basod Rapair Criteria for
Westinghouse Generstor Tubes, and
an Advance Netics of Prepossd

TPRATTINR §LONN RESIWEOr sTrverbhence e

maintesance. Repressataives of the \ndustry

will partictpats, us & riete
10I0AM-108PM. DOE Nerwol)
fieactors Design (Closed)—The Commuttes
will hear pressatations by and hold
discussions with representatives of the NRC
staff and Department of Defense (DODY/
Department of Energy (DOE) regarding the
slos! Duclowr propulsion design being
ustalled o of the Seawolf cless

This portion of the moeting will be closed
1 discuse classified tnformetion spplicable
10 LAus mating.

200 PM 300 P M. Reactor Trip Event at
Salem Urut 1 (Openj—The Committes will
heer presansstions by end botd dwcues ong
with representatives of the NRC stafl
regarding the April 7, 1094 resctor rip event
@t the Selem Nuclear Plant, Unit 1 amd the
findings aed mcommendstions of ke
Augmented Inapection Team (AIT) which
IDvestigeted this event.

J00 PM~515 PM  Selection of New
ACHS Members (Open/Closed)—The
Lommn v will discuss quabifications of
cand dakes sown s for EpPo et (o the
ACRS.

A portion of this seescm will be chosed to
discuss msttars Uhe release of whick wowsd
represcil & clearly unwerteniad W vasion of
personal peivi

515 P M ~645 PM. Preparation of ACES
Reports (Open/Closed —The Committes wil
discuss gropossd ACRS reports oo mstsers
considered during this meet.

A port.on of this session will be closed w
discuss # proposed ACRS repart on the DOD/
DOE Naval Reactors Dusign that will involve
discrenon of claserfied informetion

Friday. August 8. 1994

BI0AM-BISAM C)pon!n’ Remarks by
the ACRS Chaumen iOpan)—Tos ACRS
Chauman will make OpenIng recnarks
regard ing conduct of the meeting

BISAM-045 AM Masting wih the
Director of the NRC Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation | NRR} (Opes)—The Comm ttiee
Will meet with M W.T. Russell, Dureciar of
NER 1o diacuss items of murual ueTost

945 AlL-10.30 AM. Report of the
lManming and Procedures Subconmmittee
pen/Closed )—The Cormmittes wit! heur

port of the Mlanning and Procsdures

unwarranted uovesion of persona) privacy per
Ca-nmmmmmmu-m 5 USC 552b¢c) (8) and 1o discuss privileped

would represent s cleariy unwarranted and classified informstion perSUSC 552b
rvemon of persoue) privecy K1)

1045 AM~11.35 AM. Future ACRS Furiher informatron regerding lopacs 1o be
Activitses (Opas )~ The Commities will Grecuseed. whether 1be rseting has been
dascuss WL proposed (or consdersiion

— cancetiod or rescheduied. the Chairman s
108 bubure ACRS maeeting. ruhing on requests ior Lhe opportunity 1o
1113 AM-~1130 AM.. Recoaciliation of prevent oral stetements and the time #l otred
mmmw LMC.hmmbvconum.ng‘ne
(Opet)—The Cammities will discuss

ACRS Bxocutrve Davector Dr jobe T Larkine
responses from the NRC Executive Dirsctor (telephone 301-415-7361) between ? 10
hOponOomtonuntAcmt-ommcnumd AM and 415 PM EST
fecommendations '
1130 AM~1230 P M. Strotegic Planaing Dated: July 19. 1994
(Open)—The Commitise will discuss items of Andrew L. Bates,
signtficant tmportence to the ACRS end Advisory Cammbﬁmmmnr Officer

Comwmission. {FR Doc. 9417990 Flied 7-22-84 8 45 am)
130PM-~500PM Preparation of ACRS

Reports (Open/Closed )~ The Committes wil] 0 COOE Ts0-1-u
discuss proposed ACRS PRPOYtS O (X LLaws R e

cansidered during this mesting Edtson Co.; Notice of Issua
A portion of this session deskimg with the mwn“. Facility Op.ntingc.
LA L

ACRS report on DOD/DOE Naval Reactors
dengn wiih be ciows i to dimcuse ctesvrfied
lnfosmation. Meswe 80-341

500 PA~5.15 P Activities of the ACRS - : !

idrwidnal Mambers (Opes j— The U.S. Nuciear Regulatory

The Committes will hear reports on the Commission (Commission) hes issusd
sctivities of ACRS Subcommittees and Amendment No. 101 to Facility
individua! members Operating License No. NPF—43 issued 1o

S5I15PM ~530PM.. Miscellansous Detroit Edison (k.;nn the boenses),
(Open }—The Committes will discuss m,uyu‘cd I

which revised the T
:‘mgm’::’d v ",h;.m"d“‘ Specificetions fos operation of the Ferm)
dlmdmmmml prineil mehtybc‘duuow&mmy.
d PEOVICES Enelings as Mume @0 Michigam. The smendssent is effect: ve

. of information pecs it &s of the date of wsuance with full
Procedwess for the conduct of and implementation within 45 days
PATLLIDEM 0D 10 ALRS Dheediings wers The amendment modified the

published in the Federal Ragimer oo
Septemabes 30, 1903 (86 FR $1118) tn
accordance with thess procedures, oral or
written statements may be presented by

members of the public, electronic
will be permitiad only during the open

Technical § to make
changes 1o job tithes tncluding o
provisios for future title changes made
changes 1o the onsite review
orgenization (OSRO} membership and
ions of the .and questions mey  CErtain changes to the overtime controls
mu anby by of the Cormmitree The application for the amendment
its consultants. and stafl. Persons desining ro complies with the standards and

make oral statements should notify the ACKS requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
Exacutive Director, Dx. John T. Larkime. as far of 1954, &s amended (the Act) and the
lnldvmcoup!t:::”n m'”&m Commiseion's rules end regulstions
MTaRgeRent can ® allow The Commisson has mede sppropriate
coreary Uma duriag the mwetizg for ruch findings as required by the Act end the

slatemmeats. Use of still motios picture, and ‘ )
sslovision ras dwring this meeting may Commission's rules end regulations i

be limited to selected portions of the meeting 10 CFR Chapter |, which are set forth
&s determined by the Chetrman. Information  Lhe license amendment
regarding the tioe to be set aede for this Notice of Consideration of Issuance of
' ) Amendment and Opportunity for

ACRS Exscutive Director prtor w0 (e Hearing in connection with this action
meeting Lo view of the possibubsty that the was published in the Federa! Register
schaduls for ACRS mesiiag ey be sdpsted September 2, 1993 (S8 FR 46664) N
by the Chavrman as nacsssary to facitimie the uest f beast tition for
conduct of the meeting, us plannungto T J et or & hearing or petition for
sttend should check with the ACRS leeve to intervene was filed following
Executive Director f such resched!ing lh("' potice, A requested title change to
would result ip major inconvenience TJ 6 ¢-2‘8 was withdrawn by the

| have determined in accordance with Ucensee's lotter date 7, 1994 a¢ it was no
Subsection 10(d) P L. 92467 they it i longer needed
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SCHEDULE AND OUTLINE FOR DISCUSSION
412TH ACRS M EETING
AUGUST 4-5. 1994
Thursday, August 4, 1994, One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville
Maryiand, Commissicners (onference Room

s

30 8:45 A. .M ¢ Qpening Remarks by the ACRS Chairman (Open)
| 1.1) Opening Statement (TSK/SD)
1.2) Items of Current Interest (TSK/JTL/SD)
1.3) Priorities for Preparation of ACRS Reports (TSK/SD)

oteam Generator Tube Integrity Matters (Open

(WJS/NFD)

Z2.1) Remarks by the Subcommittee Chairman

2.2) Briefing by and ciscussions with representatives of
the NRC staff and Nuclear Energy Institute regarding
the proposed Generic Letter on Voltage-Based Repair
Criteria for Westinghouse Steam Cenerator Tubes. and
an Advance Notice of proposed Rul2making regarding
steam generator surveilllance and maintenance

Break

” DOD/DOE Naval Reacors Design (Closed) (CM/PAB)
3.1) Remarks by the Subcommittee Chairman
3.2) Briefing by anu discussions with representati
the NRC staff ard Department of Defense
D0D)/Department of Energy (DOE) regarding the latest
nuclear plant proyulsion design being installed ir
submarines of the Seawolf class
(Note: This portion of the meeting will be closed to
v_‘d1SCUSS classified information applicable to this matter

LUNCH

(JPEﬁQLUr Irip Event at Salem Nuclear Plant. Unit ! (Open)
(JCC/MDH)
4.1) Remarks by the Subcommittee Chairman
4 2) Briefing by and discussions with representatives of

event at the Salem Nuclear Plant, Unit 1 and the
and recommendations of the Augmented

|

{

| se

; the NRC staff regarding the April 7. 1994 reactor trip
| ‘

Inspection Team (AIT)




30 43¢
5) 3:686 - &35 PM S;;2£§+QQEQI_NQMJMH§ilkmD££§ (Open/(Closed)
(4:.86-4: 16 Break) T/ JTL/CAH)
o A4S 5.1) Remarks by the ACRS Chairman
5.2) Discussion of the qualifications of the candidates
nominated for appointment to the ACRS
(Note: A portion of this session will be closed to discuss
matters the release of which would constitute a clearly
P unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.)
6) 545 - 6:45P M. Preparation $f ACRS ggQgEag (Open/Closed)
Sels 1scussion of propose reports on:
£:30- 645 PM. < 6.1) DOD/DOE ﬁaval Reactors Design (Closed)
(CM/PAB)
Peo-2:50A M -5 2) Steam Generator Tube Integrity Matters
455530 P M, (Tentative) (WJS/NFD)
(Note: A portion of this sessio. dealing with the proposed
ACRS report on DOD/DOE Naval Reactors design will be closed
to discuss classified information.)
Fr 994, One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland
ference Room
7 8:30 - B:3BAM.  [Dpem n (Open)
(TSK/SD)
10
8) 8:35 - 945 AM
8.2) Briefing gy and d1scuss1ons with Mr. W. T. Russell,
= Director of NRR, on items of mutual interest
I:08 1130
9) 445 - H-3BAM ' r i
en/ (TSK/JTL)
Re gcrt of the Planning ad Procedures Subcommittee on matters
ated to the conduct of ACRS business, and organizational
and personnel matters relating to ACRS staff members.
(Note: A portion of this session may be closed to discuss
organizational and personnel matters that relate solely to
the internal personnel rules and practices of this advisory
Committee. and matters the release of which would constitute
5 1 oS a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.)
5 !
10:30 - #6045 A M. BREAK
|1:320 1210
10) 645 - L1345 A-M F (Open) (TSK/SD)

1scussion of the recommendat1ons of the Planning and
Procedures Subcommittee regard1ng items proposed for
consideration by the full Committee during future meetings.



+4—5+00—515P-M

1o)—b 35230 M

“00 pm-13.1) DOD/DOE

(Open)

Discussion of responses from the NRC Executive Director for
Operations to comments and recommendations included 1n
recent ACRS reports

Bmm.l.c_ﬂ.gﬂnms (Open) (TSK/JTL)
iscussion of 1ssues of significant importance to the ACRS

and the Commission

LUNCH
Roow T BEJ

gr.emnm.%ﬂms_ﬂ% (Open/Closed)
1scussion O ﬁroposed reports on:

aval Reactors Design (Closed) (CM/PAB)

13.2) Steam Generator Tube Integrity Matters (Tentative)
(WJS/NFD)

(Note: A portion of this session dealing with the proposed

ACRS report un DOD/DOE Naval Reactors design will be closed

to discuss classified information.)

iti f ACR it ividual
n)
Discussion of the activities of the ACRS Subcommittees and
individual members

(Open) (TSK/JTL)

Comp ete discussion of matters considered during this
meeting and matters considered but not completed during
previous meetings as time and availability of information

permt

NOTE: o Presentation time should not exceed 50 percent of the total time
allocated for a specific item. The remaining 50 percent of the
time is reserved for discussion.

e Number of cogies of the presentation materials to be provided to

the ACRS - 3
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Adame
Allenspach
Bagchi
Bennett
Capra
Crutchfield
Donoghue
Eckenrode
Elliot
Fleishman
Goodwin
Grimes
Jacobson
Kadambi
Kopp
Kudrick
Lange

Li

Lyons
Marino
Marinos
Mayfield
Mendonca
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NRR F. Miraglia
NRR J. Monninger
NRR J. Murphy
NRR H. Pastis
NRR S. Richards
NRR S. Rosenberg
NRR C. Serpan
NRR M. Slosson
NRR J. Sorensen
OCM/KR J. Stone

NRR R. Summers
NRR M. Tayler
NRR A. Thadani
RES M. Thadani
NRR C. Thomas
NRR 8. Weiss

NRR J. Wermiel
NRR C. Willis
NRR G. Zech

RES J. Zimmerman
NRR

RES

NRR

NEuGuEXZvwoqQo

. Alf

Barbeito
Bell
Gunter
Ludursky
Mocre
Pearson
Trotyter

. Villar
. Weltz

Naval Reactors
Bechtel

NEI

NIRS

Bettis

SNC

NSP

EPRI

PSE&G

EPRI

RES

NRR
NRR
RES
NRR
OCM/KR
NRR
NRC RI
OEDO
NRR
NRR
NRR
NRR
NRR
NRR
NRR
NRR



APPENDIX 1V: FUTURE AGENDA

, September 8-10, 1994, Rockville, Maryland.
During this meeting, the Committee plans to consider the following:

(Open) - The Committee will hear presen-
tations by and hold discussions with representatives of the NRC
staff regarding the proposed Generic Letter on Digital I&C Systems
Retrofits. Representatives of the industry will participate, as
appropriate.

Westinghouse Steam Generator Tubeg (Open) - The Committee will hear
presentations by and hold discussions with representatives of the
NRC staff regarding the revised calculations for radiological
consequences of main steamline break associated with degraded steam
generator tubes.
\ Revisi : T 1 ) _CFR_E | “Pri
Y : w -

Reactors" (Open) - The Committee will hear presentations by and
hold discussions with representatives of the NRC staff and Nuclear
Energy Institute (NEI) regarding the proposed revisions to Appendix
J to 10 CFR Part 50.

(Open) - The Committee will meet
with the NRC Commissioners to discuss items of mutual interest.

(Open) - The Committee will hear
presentations by and hold discussions with representatives of the
NRC staff regarding the proposed final version of the Regulatory
Analysis Guidelines document. Representatives of the industry will
participate, as appropriate.

(Open/Closed) -
The Committee will hear a report of the Planning and Procedures
Subcommittee on matters related to the conduct of ACRS business and
internal organizational and personnel matters relating to the ACRS
staff members.

- * (Open) - The Committee will hear
presentations by and hold discussions with representatives of the
NRC staff regarding the proposed final version of NUREG-1465.
Representatives of the industry will participate.

(Open) - The Committee will hear
presentations by and hold discussions with representatives of the
NRC staff and NEI regarding the issues associated with the vessel
head penetration cracking.
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412th ACRS Meeting

- The Committee will he;r presenta-

qran

(Open)
tions by and hold discussions with representatives of the NRC staff

regarding the Generic Letter on Core Shroud Cracking in BWR Plants.
Representatives of the industry will participate, as appropriate.

(Open) - The
Committee will discuss responses from the NRC Executive Director
for Operations to ACRS comments and recommendations included in

recent ACRS reports.

(Open/Closed) - The Committee will
.iscuss qualifications of canaidates nominated for appointment to
tne ACRS.

Subcommittee Activities (Open) - The Committee will hear reports

from cognizant Subcommittee Chairmen regarding the activities of
Subcommittees.

Miscellaneous (Open) - The Committee will discuss miscellaneous
matters related to the conduct of Committee activities and complete
discussions of topics that were not completed during previous
meetings as time and availability of information permit.



[Note:
prepared for Committee use only. These documents must be reviewed
prior to release to the public.]

APPENDIX V
LIST OF DOCUMENTS PROVIDED TO THE COMMITTEE

Some documents listed below may have been provided or

MEETING HANDOUTS
AGENDA DOCUMENTS
LTEM NO.
4
1. ACRS Presentation on Operating Reactor Events, dated

10

August 4, 1994 [Viewgraphs]

NRC Information Notice 94-55: Problems with Copes-Vulcan
Pressurizer Power-Operated Relief Valves, dated August 4,
1994

Meet i ith the Dj ¢ the NRC Offi £ Nuc]
Regulation (NRR)

3a.

Wa

8.

SECY-94-113, Senior Management Meeting Review Process,
dated April 22, 199%4

Memorandum to ACRS Members from Medhat El-Zeftawy, dated
August 3, 1994, regarding Meeting with the Director of
the NRC Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, with
enclosures [Handout #8.1]

Customized Inspection Planning Process, dated August 1994
[Viewgraphs]

Letter to R.E. Link, Vice President, Wisconsin Electric
Power Company, from T.0. Martin, Deputy Director, Region
111, NRC, dated May 24, 1994, regarding Point Beach
Evaluation and Assessment Team Site Visit, April 18-22,
1994, with enclosure

Construction Inspection Program, dated August 5, 1994
[Viewgraphs]

Final Draft Minutes of Planning & Procedures Subcommittee
Meeting, dated August 3, 1994 [Handout #9.1]

Memorandum to ACRS Members from Sam Duraiswamy, dated
August -, 1994, regarding Future ACRS Activities - 413th
ACRS Meeting, September 8-10, 1994, with enclosure
[Handout #10.1])
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