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j Dear Dr. Murley: ,

We are pleased to accept your invitation to participate in a Region 1 PRA
Workshop and would be interested in giving two presentations during the first
day. Our recently completed IDCOR IPE has provided valuable insights into
risk evaluation and would make for an interesting presentation. We also
believe that recent experiences with E0P's and training have provided
interesting insights regarding this interface in relation to risk assessment.
The attached abstracts provide additional information.

I Please let us know if these proposed topics are acceptable. If you have any
questions, please contact Mr. Ray Harris at (215) 770-7862.

Very truly yours,,

%
H. W. Keiser
Vice President-Nuclear Operations.

Attachment

; cc: Document Control Desk (original)
; Mr. L. R. Plisco - NRC Resident

Mr. M. C. Thadani - NRC Project Manager
Mr. Kenneth Murphy - NRC Region 1
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ABSTRACT

Application of the IDCOR Individual
Plant Evaluation to Evaluation and

Management of Risk for the Susquehanna
Steam Electric Station

P. R. Hill, C. A. Kukielka

The paper shall cover the PP&L approach to risk evaluation and management.
The IDCOR Individual Plant Evaluation (IPE) methodology has been adopted for
ese in risk evaluation, but with modifications to more accurately reflect
actual Susquehanna design, equipment, and procedures. The IPE process, as
implemented by PP&L, is intended to more accurately represent the capabilities
for accident response specific to Susquehanna. A number of these plant
specific capabilities in combination with more extensive transient and event
sequence snalysis have resul'ed in very low plant damage frequency estimates.
By accounting for differences from previous risk assessment practices the
results can nevertheless be reconciled to the Reactor Safety Study (WASH-1400)
and to the Accident Sequence Precursor Study (NUREG/GR-2497).

A few examples of application of the IPE results to evaluation of plant
modifications to Susquehanna are presented. In addition, current weaknesses

in the Susquehanna IPE are identified and future actions to improve the IPE
are discussed.

ABSTRACT

Implications of Risk Assessment
on Emergency Operating Procedures
Susquehanna Steam Electric Station

G. L. Merrill

By definition, the BWR Emergency Procedure Guidelines provide operational
guidance for any mechanistically possible plant condition which can be
practicably addressed, irrespective of the probability of its occurrence.
These guidelines are then translated into Emergency Operating Procedures.
This process creates some problems which can be solved using the PRA.

The resultant Emergency Operating Procedures are excessively compicx. The
complexity adversely affects useability and cannot be solved by more operator
training. The PRA can be used to simplify the procedures and to ensure that
operators are most proficient in handling more probable transients.

The generic Emergency Procedure Guideline does not provide the optimum plant
specific guidance. The PRA, the specific facility design, the utility's
commitment to training and Management's philosophy can and should be used to
modify the generic Emergency Procedure Guideline into a plant specific
guideline as permitted by NUREG 0737 Supplement 1.


