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Criteria for the Evaluation of Nuclear
Power Reactor Security Plans,’’ is an
example of a document that should not
be used verbatim to make individual
acceptability determines.

The screening criteria presented
herein are not applicable to plan
changes that would eliminate or replace
security plan commitments to specific
security measures stated in 10 CFR
73.55 (b) through (h). NRC approval of
such changes may need to be submitted
as exemption or license amendment
(i.e., 10 CFR 50.90) requests.

A suggested outline for applying the
screening criteria for the evaluation of a
proposed security plan change is
presented in Attachment 1. An
evaluation of any proposed security
plan change using the suggested outline
should lead to a determination as to
whether or not the change can be made
without prior NRC approval.

Changes made pursuant to 10 CFR
50.54(p) and this generic letter may be
made to physical security plans, guard
training and qualification plans, and
contingency plans. Licensees that
successfully meet the screening criteria
in Attachment 1 should conclude that a
particular change would be acceptable
without NRC approval. Use of the
screening criteria format, while strictly
voluntary, would document the
licensees determination of no decrease
in effectiveness as described in 10 CFR
50.54(p)(2). The burden for the
submittal of information associated with
the use of 10 CFR 50.54(p) is included
in OMB Clearance 3150–0011. This
generic letter does not increase that
burden.

Changes must be appropriate for
particular site programs, and use of the
screening criteria does not guarantee
acceptance by the NRC or applicability
to all sites. The licensee bears the
responsibility for changes made without
NRC approval.

The three security plans remain the
‘‘enforceable documents,’’ and
inspections will be based upon the
commitments contained within those
plans. It is incumbent upon licensees to
keep their plans accurate and meet the
timing requirements for updating plans
as stated in 10 CFR 50.54(p).

As in the past, the NRC regional staff
will continue to screen all changes and
will refer policy-related changes to the
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
(NRR). In the future the NRC regional
staff will forward all questionable
changes to NRR for review and
disposition to ensure staff consistency.

Attachment 2 contains 10 examples of
previously accepted changes made by
licensees without NRC approval
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.54(p), and

Attachment 3 contains a list of 10
changes that have been found to be
unacceptable for inclusion in security
related plans unless approved by the
NRC on a case by case basis pursuant to
10 CFR 50.90 or as an exemption
request to 10 CFR 73.55.

Attachment 1—Screening Criteria Outline
(Assessment of Acceptability of 10 CFR
50.54(p) Plan Change)

Section/Title

List the section and title of where the
change is proposed.

Proposed Commitment

Specify the relevant existing and revised
commitments. Address any offsetting
provisions.

Impact on Effectiveness on a Generic Plan

This section of the outline asks a series of
questions. If the response to each question is
‘‘no’’ and the rationale supports a ‘‘no’’
response, the change may be processed using
the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54(p) without
NRC prior approval. The questions are as
follows:
1. b Yes b No Does this change delete or

contradict any regulatory requirement?
2. b Yes b No Would the change decrease

the overall level of security system
performance as described in paragraphs (b)
through (h) of 10 CFR 73.55 to protect with
the objective of high assurance against the
design basis threat of radiological sabotage
as stated in 10 CFR 73.1(a)?
Rationale: Explain the rationale.

3. b Yes b No Does this change any unique
site-specific commitments?
Rationale: (Explain why the change does

not decrease the overall effectiveness of the
plan while taking into consideration existing
unique site-specific security features.
Consider historical reasons why specific
commitments were included in the security
plans. Were there specific counterbalancing
commitments and has that counterbalance
been changed negatively?)

Attachment 2—Acceptable 10 CFR 50.54(p)
Changes

Screening Criteria Form

(Assessment of Acceptability of 10 CFR
50.54(p) Plan Change)

Example I

Weapons Training

Section/Title

This is an example. In an actual 50.54(p)
determination, this section would give
specific references to the parts of the security
plan the licensee proposes to change.

Proposed Commitment

Currently, some licensees train each
security officer on all types of weapons
maintained at their site. The licensee would
now require individual security officer
training only for the specific weapon types
(i.e., shotguns and handguns or rifles and
handguns) that individual security officers
would use for assigned duties. Weapons
training would be more specific to weapons

used to carry out the specific assigned duties
which would reduce training costs. Training
of security officers on weapons that are not
assigned to or used by them in routine or
response duties wastes training resources and
funding that could be used for additional
training on assigned weapons. Response
weaponry and training would remain
unchanged.

Impact on Effectiveness on a Generic Plan

1. b Yes b No Does this change delete or
contradict any regulatory requirement?

2. b Yes b No Would the change decrease
the overall level of security system
performance as described in paragraphs (b)
through (h) of 10 CFR 73.55 to protect with
the objective of high assurance against the
design basis threat of radiological sabotage
as stated in 10 CFR 73.1(a)?
Rationale: Training security officers in use

of weapons not deployed in routine or
response activities provides no benefit to
their responsive capability.
3. b Yes b No Does this change any unique

site-specific commitments?
Rationale: (Explain why the change does

not decrease the overall effectiveness of the
plan while taking into consideration existing
unique site-specific security features.
Consider historical reasons why specific
commitments were included in the security
plans. Were there specific counterbalancing
commitments and has that counterbalance
been changed negatively?)

Screening Criteria Form

(Assessment of Acceptability of 10 CFR
50.54(p) Plan Change)

Example II

Vehicle Entry and Search

Section/Title

This is an example. In an actual 50.54(p)
determination, this section would give
specific references to the parts of the security
plan the licensee proposes to change.

Proposed Commitment

Currently, two armed security officers are
required by the security plan to be present
when a protected area barrier is opened.
Allow one armed officer to open the
protected area barrier for vehicle access and
search of that vehicle. This would be
acceptable if that portal is under observation
by closed circuit television (CCTV) from the
central alarm station (CAS) or secondary
alarm station (SAS). If CCTV is not available,
two security officers are required, but only
one of the two needs to be armed. This
change would allow more efficient use of
security force resources. If the CAS or SAS
were to witness an incident at the vehicle
gate, they would be in the best position to
dispatch armed responders.

Impact on Effectiveness on a Generic Plan

1. b Yes b No Does this change delete or
contradict any regulatory requirement?

2. b Yes b No Would the change decrease
the overall level of security system
performance as described in paragraphs (b)
through (h) of 10 CFR 73.55 to protect with
the objective of high assurance against the


