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MEMORANDUM FOR: Harold R. Denton, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

THRU: Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

FROM: Frank J. Miraglia, Assistant Director
for Safety Assessment
Division of Licensing

SUBJECT: RECOMMENDED SCHEDULE FOR GESSAR I1 SEVERE
ACCIDENT REVIEW

By memorandum dated June 24, 1983, a copy of which is enclosed, the Directors
of the Divisions of Systems Integration, Engineering, and Safety Technology
proposed an approach and schedule for completing the GESSAR Il severe accident
review in a timely mannér. The proposed approach would include two aspects
of the review not previously considered when the original GESSAR II schedule
was developed. Factored into the proposed review schedule would be the
consideration of external events in the PRA and the use of the new source
%:sr: Psl)'tsenﬂy being developed by the Accident Source Term Program Office
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At the EDO-GE meeting on September 23, 1983, the fono:i‘ng points were made -

._with regard to the GESSAR II severe accident review: . .. - P
XA il) the staff's review of the internal events portion (excluding Rt
v the uncertainty analysis) of the GESSAR II PRA is largely - _

= complete. This review was based on the assumptions and BT

methodologies consistent with an upgraded WASH-1400 type review.

(2) The GESSAR II review will be completed hased on assumptions

and nthodologics which v i be dcvﬂoch by the ASTPO by gk

. December 31, 1983. The staff will no longer continue the Lol
e review of GESSAR I using the assum tions and methodologies

o _consistent with the upgraded WASH-1.00 type review.
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Darrell G. Eisenhut -2-

This spproach clearly involves a number of risks: (a) the discontinuance of
the old approach leaves the staff with no fallback analysis, and (b) the use
of the new approach prior to peer review stards the chance of having to be
redone after the peer review process is complete. It also gives the impression
that we place very little significance on the peer review process. While we
recognize these risks could be significant, we understand that the Technical
Review Divisions lack sufficient resources to do the review both ways (i.e.,
using the upgraded WASH-1400 type source term and the ASTPO source term) and,
therefore, propose to proceed only with the assumptions and methodologies
developed by the ASTPO. Accordingly, we request your approval of the enclosed
review schedule.

It is important to note that the proposed schedule is predicated on the accep-
tability of the external events PRA which GE submitted September 22, 1983, and
the associated uncertainty anmalysis which is due by December 31, 1983, and the
availability to the staff of the revised ASTPO source term nthodo!ogy by
December 31, 1983, It is also important to note that the staff's Sa ety
Evaluation Report is not scheduled to be issued until June 15, 1984, approxie
mately 5 1/2 months after the scheduled availability of the ASTPO source term,
thereby pruviding a reasonable amount of overlap with the peer review process.
Should the ASTPQ source term change significantly as a result of the peer

review process, the Safety Evaluation Report wguld be revised as appropruto., )

Delays in these dates will have corresponding impacts on the review schedule. .
The proposed schedule would delay the issuance of the SER from March 1,.1984 °
-to June 15, 1984, a period of 3 1/2 months, S ® B, ¢ e L
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. ENCLOSURE

ESSAR 11 SEVERE ACCIDENT REVI

Milestone

GE submits external events PRA

GE submits external events uncertainty analysis
Q's received by PM

Q's issued to GE

GE responses to Q's ncﬂ.vcd

Staff positions to GE ;

Safety evaluation fnput to PM

Safety evaluation {ssued

LES

Current

-
.

.
07-01-83
02-01-
03-01-84

Proposed
09-22-83
12-31-83
02-03-84
02-08-84
02-285-84
N4-02-84
05-

06-15-84

“New dates nTatc to cmmﬂ events PRA; internal event Q's are

currently being responded to.



