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S*ptember 5,1983

To Mel Silberberg
,

From: Herb Isbin 4.Q !
'

l

Within the past month, a variety of nocounts has been made available with
the implication that the present NRC Source Terms will be shown to be much too
conservative. I am referring to the following publications as examples:

EPRI J, July /Aug 1963 (Reactor Aooidents: AGlobalRassecsssentofConseguncoc)i

ANSNews,Aug1963(expoetationsoftheANSandIDCORstudies)
,

'

Cham Engr Prog, Aug 1963 (R. C. Yogol's Robert E. Wilson Award Lecture)
*

Congressional Research Servios Review, May 1983 (Potentisl for Redooing
the Prediated Consequenoes of maelear Power Plant Aooidents)

NuelearSafety,May/ June,1963(LVRSafetTRccearchatEPRI: AnUpdr.tc)
AIF INF0, Aug 1963 (reference to and enolosure of EPRI J article; reference

. to the NRC draft rer:,r'. on the Prioe-Anderson Act)

Additionally, the Sept 26-29, 1963, ANS Topical Moeting and the Oct 30-h'ov 3,1963:.
ANS Winter Meeting will include discussions of the source terms. I am planning
to attend the Topical Meeting. All inpute to your Office are to be received
without bias and must be judged with the standards you are establishing.

You have set goals for improving the data base and this is being accespanied
by a program for verification and validation of models. The need and importanoe
of sensitivity analyses have been recognised. (However, the oral presentations
at the July 28-29, 1963, Peer Review Group Meeting did not match my expecte.tions.)
The methods and criteria you have established for reosiving peer and advisory
inputs are more than adequate; however the difficult assignment is what you do

,! with the inputs to)chtain prompt and effective resolutions. I ees the elements
for tha bookkeeping, but I do not know how you are handling the technical
arrangements for the resolution and effective incorporation of any input ont

scenarios, data base, and modelling.

You have established important and parallel efforts to aus ent the activitica
, thr< ugh the use of ad hoo study groups, such as the one for evaluating modes end
I location of oontainment failures. Key elemente are the participants you have

invited, the assigenents being given, and the leaderchip being provided.
Results from these groups have yet to be made available. -

I expect the tempo and challenges of the inputs to intensify, placing-
increasing demands on your Office to receive and evaluate improvements in the

I data base, modelling, and in the evaluation of the course of portnisted nooident:.
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The concluding thought is that although you have a well oonceived program,
increased 14tention must be given to be b rough, competent, and oritioal
evaluation of the many inputs you have already received and will be receivingi
the resulting impact on the 3CL etudies, the establish.nent of an improved date,
base, and the noserance that you are developfag the proper analytical tools
for evaluating ocuseguences.
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