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..... February 5, 1985

geWS
-The Honorable Lloyd Bentsen
. United States Senator
912 Federal Building
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Senator Bentsen:
,

Thank you _for forwarding the November 26, 1984 letter of Mr. Larry Beeman. We-
have reviewed the concerns raised by Mr. Beeman and are providing you with the
necessary information for your response to him.

The NRC is responsible under the Atomic Safety Act of 1954, as amended, to
assure that licensed nuclear power plants provide adequate protection of the
public health and safety. Consistent with its statutory responsibilities, it
is the policy of the Comission that the. licensing of nuclear power plants
should be conducted in an expeditious manner, consistent with the requirements
of fairness. See enclosed Statement of Policy on Conduct of Licensing
Proceedings. I can assure you that the Comission is conducting the licensing
proceeding'of the Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station (CPSES) in accordance
with applicable laws, NRC regulations, and the Comission's policy statement.

.

The NRC Staff has also formed a special task force to address approximately
500 allegations regarding the adequacy of CPSES plant construction. . The safety
concerns raised in-these allegations involve' complex technical matters which
need to be thoroughly investigated by the NRC to' determine the quality of the
plant's design and construction. Certain of the allegations evaluated to date

-have been shown to have safety significance requiring corrective action by
Texas Utilities. The task' force is making every effort to expeditiously com-

,

plete its evaluation and to present its findings to the Atomic Safety and Li-'

censing Board (ASLB) in the licensing hearings for CPSES.

Additionally, although the plant has essentially been built, there are design
and construction items, modifications, inspections and tests which must be com-
pleted before the CPSES can be licensed. For example, there are several Safety
Evaluation Report outstanding issues which need to be resolved. The more signi-
ficant of these issues pertain to the safe shutdown design of the plant and the

. design of certain emergency. response equipment and related emergency operating
procedures. The plant recently completed major preoperational testing to ver-
ify equipment-operability at elevated temperatures and pressures and the re-
sults of.these tests are being evaluated. These tests must be satisfactorily
performed to determine the plant's readiness for licensing. The applicant re-
cently announced that there are additional tests, inspections and modifications

1that remain to be completed. The applicant expects this effort to delay the-
facility's readiness for licensing by several months.
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The Honorable Lloyd Bentsen -2-
~

I
The NRC is making efforts tc complete the staff evaluations and inspections
at a pace commensurate with the-facility's readiness for operation. The ASLB
.is also making similar efforts to complete the hearing process.

I hope that this brief response and the information enclosed with this letter
will be helpful to you in responding to Mr. Beeman. If I can be of further
assistance, please let me know.

Sincerely,

, y ---
s

'

" ' 'i l ', . L,,.i

I Carlton Kammerer, Director
Office of Congressional Affairs

r Enclosure:
i Statement of Policy on Conduct

of Licensing Proceedings.
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L

Nos.DPR-44 and DpR-56, and (3) the ne Commission has. determined that %e application for the amendments

._

'. s
Commission's related Safety Evaluation' 'the issuance of this amendment will not , complies with the standards and
All of these item' are available for result in any significant environmental' requirements of the Atomic Energy Act

s
public inspection at the Commission's impact and that pursuantto to CFR

of1954.as amended (the Act and the
.

- Public Document Room,1717 H Street, 51.5(d)(4) an environmental. impact Commission's rules and tions.%e
., *

p N.W., Washington. D.C.and at the statement, or negative declaration and r ammt..raa has made appropriate.
I

T Government Publications Section. State , enA rtalimpact appraisalneed findings as required by tne Act and the
, -

Ubrary of Pennsylvania. Education notbe preparedin connection with Commiaton's rules and regulations in 1G, Building. Commonwealth and Walnut issuance of this amendment. CFR ChapterI, which are set forth in the
"

- Street. Harrisburg. Pennsylvania. A copy He licensee's f!!!ng dated August 17, license ===adments. Prior public noticeofitems (2)and(3)may be obtained
- 1979, and its' revision submitted by letter of these amendments was not required*

upon request addressed to the U.S.
dated March.13,1981 are being withheld since th'ese amendments do not involveNuclear Regulatory Commission. 'from public disclosure pursuant to lo a significant hazards considerstion.Washington.D.C.20555, Attention:
CFR 2.790(d). The withheld information ne Commission has determined thatDirector. Division of Ucensing. is ' subject to disclosure in accordance

the issuance of these amendments will
Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 15th day with the provisions of10 CFR 9.12. not result in any significant; of May test. For further details with respect to this environmentalimpact and thati, . est

,

i e For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, action, see (1) Amendment No.36 to
to to CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmental -'A

; JohnF.stois, Ucense No.DPR-70 and (2) the impaet statement or negative
#8 M Commission'a related letter to the declaration and environmental impactp$@g" licensee dated May 12,1981. All of these appraisalneed not be preparedin

;

;[ im D* *5-58'88 P''m****8 ==l ltems are avagable for public inspection connectionwithissuance of these
-

at the CWn=l== tan's Public Document amendments." 8" "'**** "'**"' -

Room 1717 H Street. N.W., Washington, For further detaus with respect to this
-

h D.C.,and at the Salem Free Public.

@ (Docket No.50-272) Library,112WestBrosdwsy Salem,
action, see(1) the application for

P amendments dated November 14.1980.
may be obtained upon reques(tNew Jersey. A copy ofitems 1)and(2)(2) Amendment Nos.87 and er to[ Public Service Electric and Gas Co,

Philadelphia Electric Co, Delmarva ~
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear

Ucense Nos. DPR-32 and DPR-37, and
p Power and Ught Co, and Atlantic City Regulatory Commission, Washington. Evaluation. All of theseitems are

(3) the Commission's related Safety<

.: Electric Co.:lasuance of M-t 1,;
D.C.20555, Attention: Director. Division available for pub!!c inspection at the| to Faci!!ty Operating Ucense ofUcensing.

Commission's Public Document Roosap The U.S.Nucleat Regulatory
Deted at asthseda Maryland, this 12th day 1717 H Street, N.W., W D.C.

'

f

Commission {dment No.36 to Facilitythe Commission)has of Ms71 set. and at the Swem ubrary, Co ofissued Amen
p Operating Ucense No. DPR-70, issued to

For the NuclearRegulatory r'-i.a William and Mary, Williamsburg,
6i Public Service Electric and Gas

sie,en A.Varga, Virginia 23185. A copy ofitems (2) and
9 Company, Philadelphia Electric. Diri,f OperedewAsociareAranc6& & (3) may be obtained span requestm,

k. ' Company Delmarva Powerand Usht
jongrin qs, addressed to the U.S. Nuclear

Company and Atlantic City Electric
p o. .w ,,,,,,o ,,, Regulatory r " _ 'n Washington,t

$ . Company (the licensees), which revind ofUcensing.
,ime ,,,,,w, D.C.20555, Attention: Director.Divisica.<

4 the license for operating of the Salem
$ Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No.1 fDocket Nos.50 300 and 80 381] Deled at ne' theeds. Maryland, eis tash day

.

? (the facility) located in Salem County. og g y Sggg, -

f .New Jersey.The amendment is offective Virginia Ekstric and PowW For the Nuclear Regulatory ''-8ad-a
1 as of the date oflesuance andis to be issuance of Amendments to F.acety 8' '' A V''s'm''eaf,f,t W'aessaireAraneth&. fullyimplemented within 80 days of ,

1, Commission approvalin accordance The U.S.NuclostRegulatory jo, gzi,,,,g,,,
I with the provisions of10 CFR

Com-Imalan (the %==taata=) has
, , m ,,,,,,o ,,,,,,,,,,,r

[ 73.55(b)(4). Issued A==ad==='No. er to FacGity
, , , , -

De ====Am.nt adds a license Operating license No.DPR-82 and
*

'

condition toinclude the r w n mi.aia Am nam.no No.87 to FacGity Operating 1Ct.I-41-elcpproved GuardTraining and , Ucense No. DPR-87 issued to Virginia
-

Qualification Plan as part of the license. Electric and Power Company (the Statement of Poesy on Conduct of
.

The licensee's filing. which has been licensee),which revisedTechnical Ucensing Proceedings
).. handled by the Commission'as an

. Specifications for operation of the Surry
*

cpplication. compiles with the standards Power Station. Unit Nos.1 and 2, L Back 8'"*E3
end requirements of the Atomic Energy respectively, (the faculties), located in The Commission has reviewed the

-
~.

t' . Act of1954, as amerided (the Act), and Surry County, Virginia.The docket of the Atomic Safety and*
. the Commission's rules and regulations, amendments are effective as of the date Licensing Board Panel (ASLBP) and the
[f The Commission has made appropriate ofissuance. current status of proceedings before itsfindings as requried by the Act and the These amendments revise the individual boards.In a series of3: Commission's rules and regulations in 10 TechnicalSpecifications to ensure meetings, the Commission has =public
[ CFR Chapter L which are set forth in the redundancyin decay heat removal atlength a!!maior elementsinits

= mined
i license amendment. Prior public notice capability in all modes of operation and licensing procedure. it is clear that a{ cf this amendment was not required

to provide a minimum water level above number of difficult problems face the:. since the amendment does not involve a fuelassemblies during refueling agency as it endeavore to sseetits{ significant hazards consideration. operations. responsibilities in the licensing area.
E
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%is is especially the case with regard to Virtually all of the procedural devices future compliance. At an early stage in 4
. st .fireviews and hearings, where discussed in this Statement are currently the proceeding a board should make all

being employed by sitting boards to parties aware of the Commission's . Orequested for applications for nuclear
.

varying degrees.De Commission's policies in this regard, gpower plant operating licenses.
Historically. NRC operating licensing reemphasis of the use of such tools is When the NRC staffis responsible for g

reviews have been completed and the latended to reduce the time for the delay of a proceeding the Chief g
license issued by the time the nuclear completing lie == ming proceedings. %e Artministrative Judge. Atomic Safety (
plant is ready to operate. Now, for the cuMelines set forth below are not to be and I.icensing Board Panel, should g
first time the hearings on a number of considered aH inclusive, but rather are infonn the Executive Director for
cperating license applications may not to be considered illustrative of the Operations.%e Executive Director for
be concluded before construction is '. actions that can be taken by individual Operations will apprise the Commission g
completed.This situation is a boards. in writing of significant delsys and g
c:nsequence of the Three Mile Island II. General Guidance provide an explanation.The document q
(30) cecident, whichfequired a will be served on all partietto a q
reexamination of the entire regulatory %e Commission's Rules of Practice proceeding and the board.
structure. After DU. for over a year and provide the board with substantial {|III S ecific Guidanoso half, the Commission's attention and authwity to regulate hearing procedures. P

resources were focused on plants which In the Enal analysis, the actions. A. Time =

were already licensed to operate and on constsent with applicable rules, which
the preparatiu of an actia p!an which may be taken to conduct am efficient The Commission expects licensing

hearing are limited primarily by the boards to set and adhere to reasonable @
*

'7oresul accid n good sense, ent, and =anagedal schedules for proceedings.He Boards . . -

a skills of a prest board which is are advised to satisfy hmselves that
Although staff review of pending dedicated to seeing that the process the 10 CFR 2J11" good cause" standard

license cpplications was delayed during
ca. for adjusting times fixed by the Board or '

this period, utilities which had received moves along at an expeditious 7airness. prescribed by Part 2 has actually been %consistent with the demands oiconstruction permits continued to build Fairness to allinvolved in NRC's met before granting an extension of u
tha r_uthorized plants. %e staff is now adjudicatory procedures requires that time. Requests for an extension of time
expediting its review of the applications every participant fulfill the obligations should generally be in writing and

-and an unprecedented number of imposed by andin accordance with should be received by the Board well
herrings are scheduled in the next 24 applicable law and Comminalon before the time specified expires. d

[n
###

vor to duct e in a '"%co e pp ca o r '

licenses. lf these proceedings are not n anner that takes account of the special In accordance with10 CFR 2J15a. G
concluded prior to the completion of circumstances faced by any participant, intervenors should be consolfdated and
construction, the cost of such delay the fact that a party may have personal a lead intervenor designated who has '

could reach' billions of dollars.De or obr obliganons orpossus fewer "substantially the same interest that
Commission will seek to avoid or reduce resources than others to devote to the may be affected by the proceedings and 9

;
such delays whenever measures are proceeding does not relieve that party of who raise [s] substantially the same q

i cv:Jiable that do not compromise the - its hearing ch!Igations.When a questions . . . ." Obviously. no d6

Commission s fundamental comitant participant falls to meet its obligations, consolidation should be ordered that d
,

t3 o fair and thorough hearing procas. a board should consider the imposition would prejudice the rights of any d:

%erefore, the Commission is issuing of sanctions against the offending party, intervenor. l
i

tiu policy statement on the need for the A spectrum of sanctions from minor to HoWever, consonant with that e

balanced and ef!Icient conduct of all severeis available to the boards to condition, single. lead intervenors (
phases of the hearing process.The assist in the management of should be designated to present f
Comission appreciates the many - proceedings. For example, the boards evidence, to conduct cross. examination. 9
difficulties faced byits boards in could warn the offending party that such to submit briefs, and to propose findings e

conducting these contentious and conduct will not be tolerated in the of fact. conclusions oflaw, and I
complex proceedings. By and large, the future. refuse to consider a filing by the . argument. Where such consolidation has f
boards have performed very well.%is offending party, deny the right to cross- taken place, those functions should not I

| document is intended to dealwith evamine or present evidence, dismiss be performed by otherintervenors t

problems not primarily of the boards' one or more of the party's contentions, except upon a showing of prejudice to 1
,

own making.However, the boards will impose appropriate sanctions on such other intervenors' interest or upon I'

pl:y an important role in resolving such counsel for a party, or in severe cases. a showing to the satisfaction of the i

difficulties. dismiss the party from the proceeding. board that the record would otherwise !
Individual adjudicatory boards are In selecting a sanction, boards should be incomplete. 8

.

encouraged to expedite the hearing consider the relative importance of the - .

process by using those management unmet obligation. Its potential for harm C Negotian.on e

| . mithods already contained in Part 2 of to other parties or the orderly conduct of %e~ parties should be encouraged to
th) Commission's Rules and the proceeding. whether its occurrence negotiate at all times prior to and during 1

Regul:tions.ne Commission wishes to is an isolated incident or a part of a the hearing to resolve contentions settle I

cmphasize though that,in expediting'the pattern or behavior, the importance of procedural disputes, and better define '

hnrings, the board should ensure that the safety or environmental concerns issues. Negotiations should be '
'

the hzarings are fair. and produce a raised by the party. and all of the monitored by the board through written
rec:rd which lesde to high quality circumstances. Boards should attempt to reports. prehea' ring conferences, and
decisions that adequately protect the tailor sanctions to mitigate the harm telephone conferences. but the boards
public health and safety and the caused by the failure of a party to fdifill should not become directly involved in
cnvironment. its obligations and bring about improved b negotiations themselves. ,

,

' '
.
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D.BoardManagement ofDiscovery
such contentions can be .H=In=ted from witnesses on the strad at the same time!

-

.fk d hk the proceeding: and (b) to have the
so that each witness willbe able toapee7he*by osure of parties negotiate a resolution, wherever i

Infamadon in beWon of b possible of all or part of any contention comment immediately on an opposing )
.

parties which is nievant to the subject still held vaBd and important.Thp witness * answer to a question. Appendix l
matter olved the settlement conference is not intended to

A to to CFR part 2 explicitly recognhes '

, , replace the prehearing conferenas that a board may Badithelpfulto take
diminawd b ht nWence W be providedby10 CFR 2J51a and 2752. expert testimony from witnesses on a

round-table bae's after the receipt ingieusented at hurtag can be stipulated F. 71melyAulihgearrplubearig evidence ofprepared testimony.
orotherwiselimited to that which is Moffere
relevant.ne t'a==l==taa is concerned J. Filigo[!N.e.JFindigsofrect
that the numberoflaterrogatories b Bosaslag boards shoddIssa andConclusionsaflaw
served la some cases may place an timely rulings on all matters.In
undue burden on the parties, particular, rulings should be issued on parties shouldbe expected to Ble

1

particularly the NRC staff, and may, as a crucial or potendally disposidve luuss
proposed Andings of fact and i

consequence, delay the start of the at the earliest practicable Juncture in the cM hdhlumWeb%
hictmg without reducing the scope or proceeding. Such rulings may eliminate have raised.The boards.in hir !

O the need to adjudicate one or more discretion. may refuse to rule on an
[

Co sion ves that h subsidiaryissues. Any mling which issue in their initial decision if the party -

bene 8ts now obtained by the use of would affect the scope of an evidendarY raising the issue has not Bled proposed 1
.

interrogatories could generally be cresentation should be rendered well findings of fact and conclusions oflaw. I.

before hpruentation in quadon. K. in/tia/ Decisions )
.

,

and
cens a pmped ab M regulate the the should

be decided,the numberof boE )the ty ext owouldlimit the numberof also be rendered wly,
gg .i mmtlegalorpolicy question lasues.Interrogstories rty could fue, abunt

is presented on which Ca==laala" and the size of the record compGed. *a ruling by the t a greater
number oflaterrogator;ee is justified. guidanceis needed,a board should Dese factors beer on the length of time :

promptly refer or certify the matter to it will take the boards to issue initial i
decisions.%e Commission expects that 'propowd tu e am a

that.they may limit the number of the A a nd th b a sointmosatories in accordance with the should exercise its best judgment to trY '

to andcipak cmcialissuu which may decisions willissa as soon as' ggw%%wENYk''dIy boards should

E fi"htfactandb made .

ion ''8"
Judge o ccontentions,but also any discovery C. 5.w .syDispos/flon Licens Board pane ould schedule

-

conducted thereafter.The Commission
rgain endorses the policy of voluntary In exercisingits authorityla to an assigmnents so est eher &e!

! 4%..r. and encourages the boards, the course of a hearing. the mead has ban completedinevidual
t in consultation with the parties,to should encourage the perdes to invoke Ad=laiatradw Judgw am fra to write -

estabhsh time frames for the completion the summary disposition procedure on initial decielons on those applicadons!

af both voluntaryandinvolun issues where there is no genuine issue of where construction has been completed.,

discovery.Each individual shaR material fact so that evidentiary hearing issuance of such decialm shonW take
,

determine the method bywhichit timeis not annecessardy devoted to pacedence om o&erraponsGriuda.
suchissues. ,

IV. Canclusion
. e ode $c! [e. am not E Dia/Br/efk.PrefiledTest/morirundted to, written mports from the Outlines and Cross-Kram/ notion Plane

This statement on adjudicationisin
I support of the Commission's effort toparties, telephone conference caHs, and Allor any combination of these complete operating license proceedings.; status report conferences on the record. devices should be required at the conauctedin a thorough and fairIn virtuaRy all lastances. individual

boards should schedule aninitial
discretion of the board to expedite the "*""*'. before the end of construction.
orderly presentation by each party ofits As we have noted, that process has not,conference with the es to set a case.no Commission believes that in the past., extended beyond completiongeneraldiscovery edule immediatel

-

after contentions have been adadtted y cross-examination plans, which are to DIplant construction. Because of the
be s'ubmitted to the board alone, would considerable time that the staff had to*

.K. Settlement Confmace be of beneBtin most
. board must decide wbroceedings. Eachspend on developing and carrying out

thaaing boards are encouraged to ~ch device or safety improvements at operating
*

h:Id settlement conferences with the devices would be most fruitfulin . reactors during 1979-1980. in the wake
parties. Such conferences are to serve managing or expediting its proceedag of the %ree Mile Island accident, this

bylimiting unnecessary direct oral historical situation has been disrupted.the purpose of resolving as many
,

contentions as possible by negotiation. testimony and cross examination. Totwstablishit on a reliable basis
Th2 conference is intended to: (s) have I. Combin/ngRebuttalandSurrebuttal requires changes in the agency mvlew
thi parties identify those contentions no Testimon7 and hearing process, some of which are

the subject of this s6atement. ,
1:nger considered valid or important by For particular. highly technical issues. As a final matter, the Commissionth;ir sponsor as a result ofinformation boards are encouraged during rebuttal

observes that in ideal circumstancesgener ted through discovery, so that and surrebutta!to put opposing operating license proceedings should not

'
.
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' bear the burden cfissu:s that ours d3 public f:mm f;r bro:d technic.1 perr procedures guidis f:r such e broad '
' now. Improvement on this score review and und1rst:nding c,f th2 undertding ths NRC is interest:d in
depends on more complete agency procedures guide. The IEEE conference obtaining the advice and particiaption of

,

revi;w and decision at the construction will be held October 25-28,1981. in many competent parties. including the.

permit stage.That in turn depends on a Washington D.C. and the ANS ' nuclear industry and probabilistic - [
change in industrial practice: submittal conference will be held April 4-7.1982. analysis experts from within and *
(f a more nearly complete design by the Anumberof technicalspecialists without the nuclear industry.%us the
rpplicant at the construction permit comprise the Technical Working Group.. NRC seeks to initiate and support a
stage..With this change operating These Individuals, from within and from project to develop a procedures guide, a c
license reviews and public proceedings outside the nuclearindustry, will method for systematic probabilistic risk g
could be limited essentially to whether participate as authors of the various assessments of nuclear power plants. - g

parts of the procedures guide. A number j, g D'## gthe facility in question was constructed '
in cecordance with the detailed design of peer reviewers, also from within and -

,
approved for construction and whether. outside the nuclear industry,will The project envisioned is to develop a g
sign'ficant developments after the date participate on a regular basis to provide Procedures Guide for the systematic
cf tha construction permit required broad input to the work. Financial application of probabilistic and h
modifications in the plant. support of these technical specialists is reliability analysis to nuclear power e

Dated at Washington. D.C., this :oth day of being provided by the NRC, the plants.%is Procedures Guide is g
May 1981. Department of Energy, the Electric expected to define the acceptable g

Power Research Institute, and many methodology for performance of suchFor the Commission. ,-

Samuel J. Cha.
. organizations in the nuclear industry. studies.The Procedures Guide is g

A Steering Committee has been ' expected to address the following
Secretary @e Commission. formed as an independent group to subject areas: (1) system reliability 8
inon.awswn. m aos-l provide direction and planning for the analysis. (2) accident sequence
sua caos mes - project.De Steering Committee will be classification. (3) frequency assessment &

the final approval body for the for classes of accident sequences. (4) a:
procedures guide. estimation of radiologic release @Development of a Method for The project will produce a procedures fractions for core melt accident w

,

Sy;tematic Probabilistic Risk guide that can be followed for sequences, and (5) consequence 11-Assessments of Nuclear Power Plants
'

probabilistic analysis of accident analysis.For each of these subject m
AGENce. Nuclear Regulatory sequences, system failure probabilities, areas, the Procedures Culde should in
Commission.

.
radioactivity release, and accident delineate (1) acceptable analytic N

ACTION: Announcement of Grant Award consequences.The NRC may adopt part techniques. (2) acceptable assumptions p!.
cnd M;eting Schedule. or all of this guide later. However, this and modeling approximations including se

project will be completed upon
. the treatment of statistical data. Ti

sussesAny:The NRC Office of Nuclear publication of the procedures guide. common cause failures and human cc
Regulatory Research has recently following the ANS conference in 1982. errors. (3) treatment of uncertainty (4) Gb
r. warded grants of financial assistance NRC has established a file on this acceptable standards for pr-
t) two technical societies to coordinate activity in the Public Document Room at documentation, and (5) quality control. re;
efforts to develop a Procedures Guide 1717 H Street. N.W., Washington D.C. De Procedures Guide is expected to o;
f:r the performance of probabilistic %e plan and rationale for this define a practical scope of analysis for ret
analysis of the safety of nuclear power activity described below was prepared such systematic review conductedin the op.

plants. Each society will hold a by interested parties from the NRC, the next few years.Thus, the Procedures ' Aktechnical conference to provide a public technical societies and the nuclear Guide might recommend omission, its
forum for broad technical peer review. Industry before the activity was simplification, or postponement of some ReL
DATas: October 25-28,1981. IEEE undertaken.This plan was the basis of elements of a complete analysis.lfit coi
Conference. Washington D.C. agreement for this project. It should be does, the Procedures Guide may or may eff
April 4-7.1982. ANS Conference. noted that this project is intended on!Y not include specific guidance on when of:.

Pon rusm0En INFORs4ATION CONTACT; to prepare a technically sound or how to address these elements later. hek

Mr. Robert Bernero. Office of Nuclear procedures guide for probabilistic %, Guide may be adopted and tm
Regulatory Research. U.S. Nuclear , analysis of nuclear power plants, it is modified under other auspices later, but im;
Regulatory Commission. Washington, not intended to develop regulatory this project will end with the first ir
DC.20555 (Telephone:301-443-5036). policy. . publication of the Procedures Guide. p%g
supptassastrAny snrons4ATl0sc Plan ne NRC sees this situation as a asj-

unique opportunity to use the resources pa,
Overview J.Bachicund . of two technical societies, the Institute 'Ifd

#%e NRC Office of Nuclear Regulatory Since the completion of the Reactor of Electrical and Electronics Engineers
Research has recently awarded grants Safety SNdy (WASH-1400) the NRC has (IEEE) and the American Nuclear 4. e
(f financial assistance to two technical beca exploring ways to systematically Society (ANS), to develop and review
societies to coordinate efforts to develop apply probabilistic analysis to nuclear statements of useful PRA methodology g,

* e Procedures Culde for the performance power plants.The NRC,in its Interim and recommend applications.The
tf probabilistic analysis of the safety of Reliability Evaluation Program (IREP) technical society activities envisioned [y
nucirr po~wer plants.The granti are for which is now underway,is developing are two conferences linked by a series

co@q|co
$238.000.00 to the Institute of Electrical and giving trial use to a procedures of workshops which will prepare
and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) and guide which could be the basis for material for the conferences The IEEE is |

E
$228.000.00 to the American Nuclear systematic analysis of all nuclear power seen as the principal host of the first of C
Society (ANS). Each of the societies will plants, a National Reliability Evaluation these conferences, the Review

g

hold a technical conference to provide a Program (NREP). Before sett!!ng on any Conference, because their membership

.
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