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The purpose of this letter is to provide comments regarding the
subject proposed rulemaking. In evaluating the proposed rule, we
have also reviewed and hereby endorse the comments piepared by
the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI). In that regard, we believe
that the proposed amendments to Appendix J of 10 CFR 50 will lead
to a substantial and supportable reduction in the irequency of
containment system and component testing. We would, however,
like to draw particular attention to two issues of concern that
are addressed in the NEI comments and which we feel should be
reconsidered prior to issuing the final rule.

L, Reconsider the requirement to change Technicai
Specifications due to the rule change. Requiring separate
Technical Specification amendments prior to .icensee
implementation of performance based criteria will place an
unnecessary administrative burden on both the NRC and the
licensees to implement a program that was designed to
eliminate prescriptive requirements in the first place. A
simple notification to the NRC regarding the Appendix J
option that a licensee chooses to wutilize should be
sufficient and traceable because it will be part of the
individval licensee’'s docket, and;

2. Reconsider the requirement to perform containment visual
inspections at shorter intervals than recommended for the
Type A test. The NRC analysis (Draft NUREG-1493) concluded
that Type A tests, including the visual inspections, are
burdensome and yield insignificant safety benefits.
Therefore, the proposed requirement to continue performance
of such examinations three times every ten years seems
unneces: ry to reasonably assure public health and safety.
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We appreciate this opportunity to offer our comments on the
proposed emendments to Appendix J of 10 CFR 50.

Sincerely,

Vv E. E. Fitzpatrfcﬁ
‘ Vice President
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NRC Resident Inspector - Bridgman
J. R. Padgett



