GREEN - Topics/comments addressed in the 9/7/2016 presentation and/or discussion

BLUE - Topics/comments to be placed in the "Parking Lot" and addressed in a future meeting

YELLOW - Topic/comment needing more information to understand the concern

- - Topics/comments not directly related to 50.59 (or Appendix D); will not be addressed in Appendix D meetings
DRAFT Comments on Definitions

# Section, Comment Proposed Resolution (Correction, addition, Status
Category | Page, Line deletion, future phase activity, etc.)
10 Multiple The term “equivalent to a licensing condition of Not credible” and similar terms | NEI should eliminate the use of the term To be
'T'miz‘gg; Sections are found throughout the document. Issuance of licenses, including conditions, | “licensee condition” which has a very specific addressed in
(9/7/16) are discussed in 10 CFR 50.50, while license amendments are discussed in 10 | meaning to the NRC Staff. Evaluation
CFR 50.90. Itis unclear what the term “equivalent to a licensing condition” - Or - discussion
means with regards to the provisions of 10 CFR 50.50 and 10 CFR 50.90. NEI should present where the term “licensing
Please discuss why the term is being used and how it relates to the provisions | condition Not Credible” is used as well as other
of 10 CFR 50.50 and 10 CFR 50.90. similar terms in the document relates to the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.50 and 10 CFR 50.90.
NRC Staff is not aware of any “licensing conditions” of “Not Credible” or
“Credible.”
12 Section 2, There appears to be a number of technical terms used within the body of NEI should provide references to the definitions | 9/7/2016
gg:t“en&t “Definitions” Appendix D that have not been defined, but have significant bearing on the for these terms. NRC noted
(9/7/16) meaning or interpretation of key concepts in the document. “critical digital
review” and
“discernable”
as examples.
definitions
agreed to on
may revisit as
NRC review
and guidance
adjustments
progress.
Working
definitions
agreed to on
11/2/12016;

may revisit as
NRC review
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16
CCF Unlikely
&

Not Unlikely

(6/14/16)
9/7/16

2.3(1)

and guidance

Section 2.3(1) defines the term “CCF Unlikely”.

NEI 96-07 Section 4.3.5 states:
“The possible accidents of a different type are limited to those that are as
likely to happen as those previously evaluated in the UFSAR. The accident
must be credible in the sense of having been created within the range of
assumptions previously considered in the licensing basis (e.q., random
single failure, loss of off-site power, etc.).” [emphasis added]
Itis understood that two new terms (i.e., “CCF Unlikely” and “CCF not Unlikely”)
were created to capture the decision made as a result of applying the
emphasized text in the quotation; however, this concept is applied much more
frequently in Appendix D and-than in the body of NEI 96-07.

Furthermore, the emphasized¥his criteria is problematic for introduction of

digital technology to a plant because it may not be clear how Digital CCF
postulations are “within the range of assumptions previously considered in the
licensing basis.

adjustments
progress.

NEI should provide some examples how a Digital | “CCF

CCF postulation is “within the range of Unlikely”

assumptions previously considered in the terminology

licensing basis.” has been
deleted.

This issue is related to Concern No. 12 as

expressed by the NRC on October 9, 2014.

NEI should include a statement that if a

modification includes aspects that were

previously not considered in the FSAR, then the

licensee should use the range of assumptions

that would be typically considered in licensing

those aspects.
“CCF
Unlikely”
terminology

has been
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Internal
Consistency

HIS

Inconsistent
Terminology

23(2)

Section 2.3(2) defines the term “CCF Not Unlikely”™:
“Obtained from the CCF Susceptibility Analysis, a technical conclusion of
"CCF not unlikely" is equivalent to a licensing condition of credible and/or as
likely to happen as those malfunctions described in the UFSAR.”

NEI 96-07 Section 4.3.5 states:

“The possible accidents of a different type are limited to those that are as

~ consideration of CCF. deleted.
“‘CCF
Unlikely”
terminology
has been
deleted.
NEI should ensure the proposed guidance and “CCF
examples are consistent with 96-07, or justify the | Unlikely”
need to use alternate criteria and guidance for terminology
DI&C. has been
deleted.
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‘Hazard
Analysis”
terminology
has been
deleted.

“Layers of
Design”
terminology
has been
deleted.




' - Topics/comments addressed in the 9/7/2016 presentation and/or discussion

- Topics/comments to be placed in the "Parking Lot" and addressed in a future meeting

YELLOW - Topic/comment needing more information to understand the concern

- - Topics/comments not directly related to 50.59 (or Appendix D); will not be addressed in Appendix D meetings

“Variety”
terminology
has been
deleted.
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