Babcock & Wilcox

February 17, 1978

Mr. Saul Levine, Director
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

~”

ington, D.C. 20555

very much the opportunity to serve as a consultant to
rch Review Group on Improved Safety Systems for Nuclear
: Plants. 1In the short time that you have had to comply with the
Congressional mandate to develop a plan for developmental safety
research, 1 believe that you and your staff have approached the
in an open and logical way and that you should be commended for
draft plan which you prepared for review at our February 10 meeting.

My purpose in writing to you at this time is to summarize princi-

the
pal points which I made at the two meetings we have had thus far and

to expand upon or add to these points as seems appropriate at this

time. The principal points and comments are as follows:
As a representative of the manufacturing segment of our
industry, I view this expansion of the NRC research charter
from confirmatory-only to confirmatory-plus-developmental
research with considerable apprehension. I believe that
the NRC will have to make an extraordinary effort to manage
' expansion in a systematic, objective way so as toO counter -
oward even greater instability in the
mentation of regulatory requirements.
two meetings have focused on the
f risk assessment methods as one of
for accomplishing this
irch project selection,
ulatory requirements.
to deal with the conflict of
x arise when the NRC is both defining
syste and methods to be used in the design and construc-
tion of nuclear power plants and reviewing these same
systems and methods in an independent way against safety

criteria promulgated by the agency itself. The argument
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ual safety system
necessary, by DOE
ery persuasive in assuaging concern over this potential
F 4 st . 1 addition, the assignment of develop-
h responsibility the NRC blurs
ilities \ n NRC and DOE
this is simply not good managemen
st t nittee on Interior anc
Affairs could have accomplished their objective of
ased developmental safety research in a manner more
er of the two principal government
ies involved in light water reactor research by:

stent with tr

ting the NRC to identify and transmit to
their ideas and recommendations for safety
system improvement which do and will continue
arise as a natural consequence of the NRC's
confirmatory research WOrk. 1L paEiil
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develop a long-term plan
levelopment o or improvec
nuclear power plants' anc
an address ideas arising from
program, ACRS generic
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improvements

. results of its
the NRC for an assessment of
value of regulatory requirement
dustry via Research Information
onsideration in future power plant

ld explicitly identify a high priority

development of criteria and methods for
"improvement' is and what incremental
vy any given improvement would make
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NRC accepts it as ar yjective means for

i is very like that the continued
availability of the nuclear
upon the regulatory agency
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