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Page Comment  

1 (M1) Comment will be 
addressed outside of 
guidance (e.g., tabletops and 
pilots). 
 
(S2) Paragraph modified to 
identify that Rev 0 applies to 
power reactors. 
 

1 
 
 
 

 

(M3) This compliments 
existing processes such as 
73.58, it does not replace. 
 
 

1 (F4) – No change made.  The 
safety focused results from 
prioritization will be utilized 
in plant’s existing scheduling 
processes. 
 

1 (F5) – The intent is to utilize 
information that is readily 
available. 
 
(F6) – Sentence retained. 
 
(M7) – See comment (M3). 
 

1 (S8, F9) – Revised as “actions 
taken to address inspection 
findings”.  Additional 
guidance added on page 2.  
For the purposes of 
scheduling, the importance of 
a planned activity to address 
a finding can, and often will, 
be different from the original 
SDP significance (e.g., comp 
actions taken, considering 



NRC COMMENTS TO NEI 14-10 “GUIDELINES FOR PRIORITIZATION AND SCHEDULING IMPLEMENTATION” 

2 
 

one of multiple actions 
taken). 
 
(F10) – Comment 
incorporated.  Statement 
included in “Additional 
guidelines on scope of 
prioritization process” page 2. 
 

2 (F11) – Non-regulatory issues 
with potential safety impact 
will be included as part of 
prioritization.  Bullet revised 
to make this clearer. 
 

2 (F12) Added a sentence 
linking reliability to direct and 
indirect enhancement of 
nuclear safety. 
 

3 (F13) – Wording was added to 
address comment. 

3 (F14) – Referenced item was 
changed and moved it to 
“Other considerations”. 

3 (F16) – Bullet revised to 
identify both Physical Security 
and Cyber Security; note was 
added that security, EP, and 
RP are generally consistent 
with ROP usage. 
 

3 (F17) – See above. 
 

3 (F18) – See above. 
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3 (S19, F21) – Added sentence 
stating there could be direct 
and indirect impact on 
nuclear safety. 
 
(M20) – Agree; no change 
was made. 
 

3 (AMZ22) – Added sentence 
stating there could be direct 
and indirect impact on 
nuclear safety. 
 
(F23) – Section numbers, 
where decision attributes are 
discussed, added. 
 

4 Comment not incorporated; 
predetermination of 
implications of an issue is not 
necessary for the process, the 
process itself will determine 
the implications of the issue. 

4 (F24) Comment not 
incorporated; the process 
allows for a determination 
that a topic (whether 
regulatory or plant initiated) 
has an importance 
characterization of “none” –   
this characterization is 
intended for use in 
prioritization for scheduling 
only. 
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4 (F25, F26) – Per the criteria in 
each section, these 
determinations are as 
objective as possible; agree 
they are not for directing 
activity cancellation 

4 (F27) – Practical guidance is 
already in the subsections 
that follow and will be 
adjusted as needed based on 
the pilots 

5 (S28) – Additional guidance 
on GAET composition added. 
 
(F29) – Need for additional 
guidance should be based on 
pilots; added write-up based 
on draft GAET guidance 
document. 
 

5 Additional wording added to 
address comment. 

5 (F30) – Appropriate 
documentation mechanisms 
consistent with plant 
processes will be used. 
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5 (F31) – Licensee expert panels 
in place are adequate. 
 

6 (F32) – Recommended 
changes incorporated 

6 (F33) – Acknowledged; no 
changes necessary 

6 Recommended change 
incorporated. 

6 (F34) – Acknowledged; no 
changes necessary. 
 
Insertion not incorporated; 
retrieval addressed by adding: 
“Documentation will be 
maintained to facilitate any 
subsequent generic 
update/re-evaluation of the 
issue, as appropriate”. 
 

7 (M35) Words added to 
address comment. 
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7 Comment incorporated. 

7 (M36, M37) – Comments 
have been addressed through 
revisions to section and 
flowchart. 
 

7 Change not incorporated. 

7 Revised to “GAET-identified 
important issues”. 
 
Following sentence added at 
end of paragraph: 
“Individual licensees will 
determine an appropriate 
requirement for 
documentation to be 
maintained to facilitate 
periodic update/re-evaluation 
of the issue, similar to other 
plant programs or procedures 
governing the licensee’s 
expert panels.” 

8 Comments incorporated. 
 
(F38) – No change. 

8 F39 – Comments 
incorporated. 



NRC COMMENTS TO NEI 14-10 “GUIDELINES FOR PRIORITIZATION AND SCHEDULING IMPLEMENTATION” 

7 
 

8 (F40) – Comments 
incorporated. 

9 (F41, F42) – Comments 
addressed through revised 
Security flowchart. 
 

9 (F43) – Comments 
incorporated. 

9 (F44) – Comments 
incorporated. 
 
(M45) – Acknowledged; no 
change necessary.   
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10 (F46) – Comments 
incorporated. 
 
 
 

10 (F47) – Comments 
incorporated. 

11 (F51) – Deleted “(either 
current or future)”. 

11 (F52) – Industry and/or NRC 
programs (e.g., guidance, 
response options) can provide 
information that will impact 
the evaluation and should be 
considered. 
 



NRC COMMENTS TO NEI 14-10 “GUIDELINES FOR PRIORITIZATION AND SCHEDULING IMPLEMENTATION” 

9 
 

12 (F53) – Edited for clarity. 

13 (M54) – Comment not 
incorporated. 
 

13 (M55) – Acknowledged; no 
change necessary. 
 
(F56) – Suggested edits 
incorporated in part. 

13 (M57) – It is not a problem-
solving decision making 
process, but a schedule 
prioritization process; no 
change. 
 
(F58) – This was assessed to 
be sufficient guidance during 
the tabletops and pilots. 
 
(F59) – No change. 
 
Incorporated “the adverse 
impact” change. 
 

13 (F60, F61) Revised to clarify 
that “normal processes and 
procedures” would be used 
for NRC interactions. 
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14 (M62) – Pilot did not indicate 
that this was an issue 
 
(F63) – Agreed.  No change 
needed. 

15 (F64) – Chart revised and 
added to document. 
 

16 (F65) – Chart revised and 
added to document. 
 

17 (F66) – Sentence revised to 
state “The safety importance 
characterization process is 
intended to use available risk 
information.” 
 

20 (M67) – Security impact is 
addressed in Security 
attribute. 

20 (S68) – Wording additions 
made in Section 2.4. 

21 (F69) – Change incorporated. 
 
(F70) – Change incorporated. 
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22 (S71) – No change. 
 

24 (F72) No change; making the 
point that ATWS is not an 
initiator. 
 
Changes to bulleted items not 
incorporated.  Steps are not 
necessarily mutually 
exclusive. 

25 Similar wording incorporated. 

25 Change incorporated. 
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26 (S73) – Referred to NEI 96-07; 
suggested wording and 
example here does not seem 
to fit. 

27 (F74) – Changed to seismic. 

28 (F75, F76) – Comments 
incorporated. 

28 (F77) – Comment not 
incorporated. 

29 (F78) – This was left as is; 
were previously asked by NRC 
staff to leave examples of DID 
out because we might be 
misleading the user to think 
the list was complete. 
 

30 (F79) – Comment 
incorporated; changes made 
to 3B. 
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33 (F80) – Comment 
incorporated; added LPSD. 

33 Similar change incorporated. 

38 (F81) Determined that 
binning is not an outcome or 
objective; process ensures 
that a range of attributes are 
considered. 
 
(S82) – Similar wording 
incorporated. 
 

38 (M83) – Comment addressed; 
“threat” wording removed. 
 

38 (M84) – Comment addressed 
through revised Security 
flowchart. 

39 (M85, M86, M87) – See 
above. 
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40 (M88) – See above. 
 
 

40 Comment addressed; section 
revised. 

43 (AMZ90) – Acknowledged. 

43 (F91) – Paragraph deleted 
with revision of EP flowchart. 
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44 NEI provided this new text. 
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46 
Will Issue/Activity 

Impact effluent releases?
Will public rad dose be or 
potentially be reduced or 
will dose assessment be  

improved?

NONE

Result in reduced rad exposure, 
source term, or potential 

reduction of events? 

Reduce radwaste?

Impact conditions OUTSIDE  the 
RCA?

Yes

No

Yes`

No

No

Yes

Require changes to admin or 
training requirements  ?

Changes to plant licensing bases 
documents or computer software?

New/revision to procedures or 
training lesson plans required?

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

                    

                 

                     

      

             

No

HIGH 

MEDIUM

LOW

LOW

VERY 
LOW

HIGHYes

Will there be any radiological or 
contamination control impacts?

Reassess

Yes No

Yes

No

Site Specific Benefit 
Rationale Achieved?

Yes

ALARA Benefit 
Achieved?

Yes

No

No

Site Specific Cost 
Benefit Achieved? Yes

No

NEI provided this new 
flowchart. 
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47 Comments addressed 
through revised flowchart 
(above). 
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51 Revisions added to clarify 
reliability nexus to safety. 

55 (S94) – Comment addressed. 

55 (S95) – Added under 
“Reliability”; addressed. 

57 (F96) – A Priority 5 
determination is made based 
upon its impact on Safety, EP, 
RP, Security and Reliability.  
Whether an item is a 
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regulatory action or not is 
immaterial to the priority 
determination. 
 

57 (F97) – Subject passage is 
retained. 

58 (F98) – Subject passage 
moved to Section 1. 

58 Change not incorporated.  
The significance of actions 
taken in response to findings 
can be, and often are, 
different from the 
significance determination of 
the original finding.  As such, 
it is appropriate for 
consideration in this process. 
 

59 (F99) – As stated, 
“implementation [of 
immediate repairs] should 
not adversely impact the 
scheduling of Priority 1 
activities.” 
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60 New Physical or 
Cyber Security Issue

Affects a 
Security Key 

Function?

Can 
Compensatory 

Measures 
address the 

effect?

Is the issue directly 
linked to a weakness in 
Target Set protection?

Can Compensatory Measures 
remain in effect until the issue 

or impact is resolved?

Is this an 
Administrative 

Action?

Is it cost 
beneficial to 

maintain comp 
measure?

Yes

No

None Very Low Low Medium High

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

NoNo

Generally, compensatory measures are 
temporary and not expected to remain 

long-term.

The details of this determination may 
be considered Safeguards Information.

Security Key Functions are defined as the ability to Detect, Assess, Delay, 
and Respond in accordance with the Physical Security Program required by 
10 CFR 73.

 

NEI added this revised 
flowchart for Security. 



NRC COMMENTS TO NEI 14-10 “GUIDELINES FOR PRIORITIZATION AND SCHEDULING IMPLEMENTATION” 

21 
 

A-1 (F100) – Will add a 
compendium of examples in 
an on-line database. 

 


