Official Transcript of Proceedings

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Title: Petition Review Board Meeting

Docket Number:  (not applicable)

Location: Rockville, Maryland
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2003
Work Order No.:  NRC-1092 Pages 1-25

NEAL R. GROSSAND CO., INC.
Court Reportersand Transcribers
1323 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 234-4433



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COWM SSI ON
+ + + + +
PETI TI ON REVI EW BOARD ( PRB)
MEETI NG
+ + + + +
VEDNESDAY,
SEPTEMBER 24, 2003
+ + + + +
ROCKVI LLE, MARYLAND
+ + + + +
The Petition Review Board net at 3:00 p.m at
the Nucl ear Regul atory Commi ssion, One Wiite Flint
Nort h, Room 09B4, 11555 Rockville Pike, Eric Leeds,

Chai rman, presiding.

PETI TI ON REVI EW BQOARD:
ERI C LEEDS, Chairman
BRI AN BENNEY, Petition Manager
HERB BERKOW

JACK GOLDBERG
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NRC STAFF PRESENT:
RALPH ARCHI TZEL
SUZANNE BLACK
MOLLY BUPP
T.Y. CHANG
ROB ELLI OTT
ANTONI O FERNANDEZ
SUE GAGNOR
M CHAEL JOHNSON
DONNI E HARRI SON
JOHN LAMB
DAVI D LEW via tel econference
M CHAEL MARSHALL
DONNA  SKAY
SUNI L W\EERAKKODY
LI CENSEE:
ALAI N GROSJEAN, Entergy
JOHN McCANN, Entergy, via tel econference
JAY SI LBERG Shaw Pi ttman, on behal f of Entergy
PETI Tl ONERS:
DAVI D LOCHBAUM Uni on of Concerned Scientists
KYLE RABIN, R verkeeper, Inc.
ALSO PRESENT:

JENNY WEIL, MG aw Hill
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3:08 p.m

MR. BENNEY: On the record. | want to

wel come everybody to today’s nmeeting. My name is
Bri an Benney. |"ve been assigned as the Petition

Manager. The Petition Review Board Chairman is Eric
Leeds. He's seated to ny right.

This neeting is being transcribed. The
transcriptionwll be a supplenent tothe Petition and
wi || be made publicly avail abl e. Representatives from
the NRCs Region | Ofice and the Licensee, Entergy
Nucl ear Northeast (also known as "Entergy") are
participating via a recorded phone line. If we could
go around the roomand present ourselves. M nane is
Bri an Benney.

CHAl RVAN LEEDS: My name is Eric Leeds.
JOHNSON: M ke Johnson.

VEERAKKODY:  Suni | Weer akkody.
FERNANDEZ: Antoni o Fer nandez.

BERKOW Herb Ber kow.

5 3 ® 3 3

BLACK:  Suzi e Bl ack.

MR.  LOCHBAUM Dave Lochbaum with the
Uni on of Concerned Scientists ("UCS").

M. GAGNOR: Sue Gagnor, NRC Public

Affairs.
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M5. BUPP: Ml ly Bupp, NRC OCC.

MR, GROSJEAN: Al ain G osjean, Entergy
Nucl ear Nort heast .

MR. SILBERG Jay Sil berg, Shaw Pittman
representing Entergy.

MR ARCHI TZEL: Ral ph Architzel, NRC

MR ELLIOTT: Rob Elliott, NRC

MR. HARRI SON:  Donni e Harrison, NRC.

MR. LAMB: John Lanb, NRC

MR. CHANG T.Y. Chang, NRC

MR. MARSHALL: M chael Marshall, NRC
M5. SKAY: Donna Skay, NRC.

MR, GOLDBERG  Jack Gol dberg, NRC OGC.
MR. BENNEY: Again, this is Brian Benney.

| f everyone on the phone can introduce thenselves
pl ease.

MR.  RABI N: Kyl e Rabin, Environnental
G oup, Riverkeeper.

MR. McCANN:  John McCann, Entergy.

M5. VWEIL: Jenny Weil, McGaw Hill.

MR. LEW David Lew, Region I.

MR. BENNEY: Thank you. | just ask that
anyone nmeking a statenent please state their nane
first so that the court reporter can put your nane

attached wi th your statenent correctly. [’'Il pass it
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on now to Eric Leeds, the Petition Review Board

Chai r man.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Thank you. Agai n ny nane
is Eric Leeds. |"m the NRC Petition Review Board
Chai r man. Some opening comrents before we get

started. The subject of this neeting is the 2.206
petition ("Petition") submtted by R verkeeper and t he
Union of Concerned Scientists (to be referred to
collectively as the "Petitioners") on Septenber 8,
2003.

The pur pose of today’s neetingistoallow
the Petitioners to address the Petition Revi ew Board.
This is an opportunity for the Petitioners to provide
addi ti onal explanations or support for the Petition.
This is al so an opportunity for the Staff and Li censee
to ask any clarifying questions. The purpose of this
nmeeting is not to debate the merits of the Petition
nor whether the NRC agrees or disagrees with the
contents of the Petition.

The Petitioners requested that the NRC
take enforcenent actions against Entergy Nuclear
Nort heast, the Licensee for Indian Point Units 2 and
3 in Buchanan, New York to inmediately shut down
Indian Point Units 2 and 3 and to maintain the

reactors shutdown until suchtine that the contai nnent
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sunps are nodified to resolve Generic Safety I|ssue
191. The Petitioners requested as an alternative
enforcenent action that the NRC prevent plant restart
until certain conditions have been nmet with addi ti onal
restrictions in the interim

Followi ng this neeting, the PRBw || neet
to determ ne whether the NRC accepts the Petition
under the 2.206 process or whether it will be dealt
wi t h under anot her nechanism The PRB' s neeting will
not determ ne whether we agree or disagree with the
contents of the Petition, nmerely the process the NRC
will use to evaluate the Petition.

| also want to meke the public aware
before we get into the neeting that there is
addi tional information on the sunp i ssue on the NRC s
website. W’'Il continue to update that as current
i nformati on becones avail abl e. So wi t hout any further
adieu, let ne turnit back over to David Lochbaumand
UCS.

MR. LOCHBAUM David Lochbaumwi th Uni on
of Concerned Scientists. | appreciate that. | also
want to start to express our appreciation to Brian
Benney and the NRC staff for rescheduling this
meeting. Oiginally it was schedul ed for Monday. It

was hard for us to get the Suppl enent done by then so
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| appreciate it. | know it took sone work to make
t hat happen and we appreciate that.

Al so we woul d |'i ke to acknow edge our co-
Petitioner, Riverkeeper. R verkeeper in general and
Kyle Rabin in particular has been subjected to
unwarrant ed and unjustified attacks inrecent letters
to "The Editor." Wile UCS cherishes a open and
unfettered press and believes that everybody is
entitled to their opinion, our opinion is that
Ri ver keeper i s an organi zati on providi ng an i nval uabl e
public service to the people living in New York and
that Kyle Rabin is a conpetent, capabl e and dedi cat ed
i ndi vidual with uninpeachable integrity. W are
honored and pleased to partner with Riverkeeper on
this Petition.

Also | nust apologize to Entergy for
having to use Indian Point to force the NRC to take
this safety i ssue seriously. If the NRCeven renotely
resenbled an effective regulator, a safety issue
identified affecting 69 power reactors deened to hi gh
priority in Septenmber of 1996 would still not be
opened seven years later. It may be unfair or seem
unfair for us to single out Indian Point intryingto
get the NRC to take this issue seriously. W fully

agree. W have plans for the other plants that we
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will set in notion very soon so Indian Point will be
alone for only a few nore days.

Wth that, | would like to just point out
a fewthings in the Petition and the Suppl enment.
think it was fairly clear. W will glad to entertain
any questions about it in case it’s not. On page
ei ght of our Septenber 8'" Petition, we provi ded what
we t hought was a rel evant precedent for our requested
actions and that was the dual unit shutdown at the
D.C. Cook plant in Septenber of 1997.

Al t hough the exact nature of the reasons
for the shutdown were a little bit different, the
basi ¢ fundamental causes were the sane. That was
uncertainty about whet her t hat pl ant coul d
successfully enter the long-termrecircul ati on phase
or the low pressure recirculation phase of ECCS
operation. There was an absol ute proof of that. In
fact, there was | ess proof of that then than there is
today of the sunp issue, but it was uncertainty
nonet hel ess that |l ed the plant owner to voluntarily
shut down both wunits wuntil that issue could be
determ ned one way or the other.

On page 11 of our Septenber 8'" Petition,
we cite the limting condition for operation for the

I ndi an Point reactors that says if the LCO can’'t be
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met, therequired actionis to place the reactor in at
| east hot shutdown wthin seven hours. The
cont ai nment sunp i ssue was i dentified seven years ago
and clearly seven hours is within that tinmefrane.

Page 14 of our Septenber 8'" Petition, we
note that the NRC s bulletin that was issued in June
2003 i censees such as Entergy woul d consi der taking
various steps to |l essen the |ikelihood of contai nnent
sunp cl oggi ng or subsequent | oss of ECCS function. W
noted that the bulletin didnot request Entergy or any
ot her plant on earth to consider taking any steps to
mai nt ai n t he | eak- bef or e- break noni t ori ng equi prent or
to mnimze the likelihood of a |oss-of-coolant
accident that would potentially challenge the
contai nment sunps. W felt that it was a necessary
conplinment to the steps that the NRC took in that
bulletin. That in fact is why we cited that as basis
and included that in the alternative enforcenent
actions we are seeking.

On page 15 of the Septenmber 8'" Petition,
one of the things we were a little confused about is
we’ ve seen sonme of the press accounts since the
Petition about the lowlikelihood that an event coul d
occur that would the contai nnent sunps. There were

words to the effect fromthe NRC spokespersons sayi ng
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t he cont ai nment sunp has never been chall enged in the
past. That’'s a basis for not having to worry about
this in the inmediate tinmefrane today.

Whet her there was any analysis that
supported the bulletin going out in June this year
| ooks like it would be equally valid for this Petition
now. That does not seemlike it’s a fine enough line
toallowthe bulletinto go out and keep the Petitions
actions for going through. W can’'t understand how
t hat coul d possi bly happen.

Turning to the Supplenment to the Petition
that we sent in on Septenber 22" basically it shoul d
have been in the Petition, but the question we ask
ourselves that led to the Petition was everything
we’ ve heard is that at the end of the day or decade or
whenever there will be physical nodifications nade at
I ndi an Point to resolve GSI-191. |If that’s the case,
how was the safety justification for continuing to
operate until then?

So we went through those three possible
outcomes. One is the GSI-191 resolution for |ndian
Point will require physical nodifications. If that's
the case, what's the justification for operating
bet ween now and then wi th that i nmpai rment? W haven’t

seen anything in NOED ("Notice of Enforcenent
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Di scretion"), a Ceneric Letter 91-18 analysis or
anyt hi ng t hat woul d support conti nued operation of the
plant if that’s the expected outcone.

On page 2 of our Suppl enent, we | ooked at
t he next outcone which was the resolution of GSI-191
for Indian Point could be nade with no physical
nodi fications. Basically the existing configuration
is okay or wll be okay as is based on further
wal kdowns and anal ysis. If that’s the expected
out cone, then we don’t see any prelimnary assessnent
or engi neering judgnment agai n per 91-18, Suppl enent 1,
t hat woul d support such a notion

The third outconme we’ve al so heard sone
medi a specul ati on about is that the outcone of GSI-191
can’t be determ ned at the nonent because there’s not
enough pl ant-specific information available to know
whet her physical nodifications are required or not.
For that outcone, we haven’'t seen anything that woul d
override or negate the Los Al anbs work that suggests
that there’s a high likelihood of problenms wth high
consequence. It looks as a mninmmthat Los Al anps
yelled "Fire" in a crowded t heater and not hing’ s been
done to | ook at the people in the audi ence.

On page 4 of the Supplenment to our

Petition, we did cite some previous precedence that
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t he NRC has done. The NRC has not issued a | ot of

shut down orders. This may not be a conprehensive
list. These are the ones that we could find in our
files and in the NRC s files.

Pilgrimin Decenber of 1973 did a fue
channel boxware. It was the result of UCS- New Engl and
Coal i tion Against Nuclear Pollution petition. Cook
Unit 1 in spring of 1978 due to electrical connector
concer ns. Beaver Valley, Surrey Units 1 and 2,
FitzPatrick and Mai ne Yankee in March of 1979 due to
sei sm c concerns or conputer code used to do seisnic
anal ysis. Peach BottomUnits 2 and 3 in March of 1987
due to operator attentiveness associ ated issues.

Again in all of those the case doesn’t
seemas strong as the contai nment sunp i ssue t oday and
yet they all |ed to NRC issuing shutdown orders and
i medi ate repairs. So | think that’s precedence that
shoul d be followed in this case.

One count er poi nt conmbo t hat we | eft out of
this of this list we heard of the NRC telling a
reporter just yesterday was that we based a | ot of our
petition on Lost Al anbs’ August 2002 report. The NRC
i ssued Los Al anbs’ nore recent study in February 2003
that outlined a nunber of nmeasurenents that coul d be

taken to reduce the risk values that were reported in
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t he August 2002 report.

W recogni ze that to be true and in fact
t hat February 2003 report was a significant input to
the NRC s Bulletin 2003-01 that was issued in June
2003. But in looking at Entergy’ s response to the
Bulletin, Entergy politely declined to inplenent
virtually any of the Los Alanps risk reduction
measures. We don’t think any credit shoul d be given
to the steps not taken

Page 5 of our Suppl enent to the Petition.
W | ook at the case of what happens if the NRC denies
this petition in its entirety today and Entergy
enl arges t he cont ai nment sunp screens and/ or repl aces
installation and coding inside containnent at any
poi nt sonmewhere down the road. We woul d | ook at t hose
nodi fications as prina facie evidence, of regulatory
mal practi ce because enough i nformation i s know t oday
to suspect that’s going to be the outconme. W would
say that it’s a proof positive that the public health
hazard was both real and ignored by the NRC in the
interim

W do have some new information that’s
related to the Petition. That’ s the Westinghouse
Owmner s Group St andar d Techni cal Specifications Section

3.5.2 specifically. It’s available on the NRC s
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website and on ADAMS. Citing data fromthe Revision
2 dated April 30, 2001, it tal ks about three phases of
ECCS operation. This is the bases section, not the
tech spec section.

The three phases of ECCS operation are
injection, <cold leg recirculation and hot Ieg
recirculation. It says that in the injection phase
water is taken fromthe refilling water storage tank
and injected into the reactor cool ant systemt hrough
the cold legs. When sufficient water is renoved to
therefilling water storage tank to ensure t hat enough
boron has been added to maintain the reactor sunp is
critical and the contai nnent sunps have enough wat er
to supply the required net-positive suction head to
t he ECCS punps, the section is switched over to the
contai nnment sunp for cold | eg recircul ation.

It says that during the recirculation
phase of LOCA recovery, RHR punp suction is
transferred into the contai nment sunp. The RHR punps
then supply the other ECCS punps. Initially
recirculation is through the sane paths as the
injection phase. Subsequently recircul ation
alternates injection between the hot and cold | egs.

The reason for that in the applicable

safety analysis section of the bases says that this
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LCO helps to ensure that the follow ng acceptance
criteria for the ECCS est abl i shed by 10 CFR 50. 46 wi | |
be nmet following a LOCA Maxi num fuel el enent
cl addi ng tenperature renmai ns bel ow or equal to 2,200
degrees Fahrenheit. Maxinmum cl addi ng oxidation is
| ess than 17 tinmes the total cl addi ngthickness before
oxi dation and three other related issues.

Agai n as the LCOspecific for |Indian Point
says if you don’t with one or nore trains inoperable,
at | east 100 percent of the ECCS fl ow equivalent to a
si ngl e operable ECCS train avail able the inoperable
conmponents nust be returned operable within 72 hours
or you shut down. As we see it right now, that
guestion of whether the plants are operable or not
hasn’t been asked or answered.

We understand that President Cinton
instituted the "Don't ask, don’t tell™ policy for gays
in the mlitary, but we don't think it should be
applied to nuclear safety and the contai nnent sunp
i ssue. The NRC nmust ask if Indian Point’s ECCS are
oper abl e t oday and Entergy nust tell you. That’'s all
we have. | believe Riverkeeper has sone input al so,
Kyl e.

MR. RABIN: Yes, thank you. This is Kyle

Rabin, Policy and the Environnental Goup from
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Ri ver keeper. | want to thank you for the opportunity
tojointhis viatelephone. [’'Il start out by giving
a little bit of background on our organization,
Ri ver keeper .

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Kyl e, coul d you speak up?
W' re having a little trouble hearing you.

MR RABIN. Yes. [I’'ll do ny best.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Thank you.

MR. RABIN. Sorry about that. |1’ mgoing
to start out by providing you just a little bit of
background on Riverkeeper. Ri ver keeper is an
i ndependent menmber - supported not-for-profit
organi zati on whose mssion is to protect the Hudson
Ri ver, safeguard the New York City water supply that
serves over nine mllion New Yorkers.

Since its founding in 1966, Riverkeeper
has | ed the battle to restore the Hudson R ver and has
successful |y prosecut ed hundr eds of envi ronnental | aw
breakers. Riverkeeper uses | aw, sci ence and educati on
to extend every citizen's right for clean water and
heal t hy chil dren.

Il think I want to first start out by
reiterating a point that Dave had nenti oned earlier on
whi ch Entergy’ s response to the Petition which as you

can see has been very initiated. That’'s been sinply
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todismssit and attack Ri verkeeper’s credibility and
in sonme cases attack UCS s credibility. [It’s worth
noting this because the concern here is that this is
the operator of these reactors. Their initial
response is this Petition, highly unprofessional even
with the fact that they dism ssed it readily w thout
delving into the issues in a nore professional
fashion. It’s a concern for us that this is the owner
and operator of a plant that’s situated just 35 niles
north of New York City. This is the response. It
calls in question their ability to safely run the
pl ant .

| want to go into real quickly sone of the
support that we have received fromelected officials
in the region. On Septenmber 9'", Senator dinton
submitted a letter to the NRC and in the letter she
call ed on the Agency urgently to reviewthe Petition.
She noted that the plant which is situated in such a
densel y popul ated area shoul d be required to neet the
hi ghest standards for safety and security in order to
protect the people of the region.

On Septenber 12'", Congresswonan Lowey
sent aletter to the NRC and she gave her support for
the i medi ate repair of the containnment sunp of the

reactors at | ndian Point.
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CHAI RVAN LEEDS: We can’t hear. Kyle, you

are droppi ng out.

MR. RABIN. Sorry. Do | need to repeat
nysel f ?

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Pl ease.

MR, RABI N: My last point was that on
Sept ember 12'" Congressworman Nita Lowey sent a letter
to the NRC expressing her support for the imredi ate
repair of the containnent sunp at the two reactors at
I ndian Point. She noted imedi ate upgraded safety
systens at the plant is required to protect that
nearly 20 mllion people that Iive within a 50 mle
radi us of Indian Point.

On September 24'" in a letter to the NRC,
Congressman Maurice Hinchey wurges the NRC to
i medi ately shut down a plant in order to deal with
the concerns in the Indian River petition. On
September 11'", Rockland County Legislator Harriet
Cornell submitted aletter tothe NRCagain urgingthe
Agency to order the i medi ate shutdown of the plant
and instruct Entergy to fix the probl emwhi ch poses a
direct threat to public health and the environnent.

On  September 17'",  sixteen of the
sevent een Rockl and County |l egi sl ators sent aletter to

Chairman Diaz again urging the NRC to order the
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i medi ate shutdown of Indian Point to address these
concer ns. Lastly again today Wstchester County
Legi sl ator M chael Kaplowitz submittedaletter tothe
NRC again purporting the inmmedi ate shutdown of the
plant to fix the problem that was addressed in the
Ri ver keeper - UCS Petition.

| want to convey that theinitial response
of the officials who are working on this issue --

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: |’ ml osi ng hi magain. M
Rabin, if you could speak up again. |’ msorry.

MR RABIN. |I'msorry. | amyelling.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Yes, | apol ogi ze.

MR. RABIN:. | thought I was com ng t hrough
okay.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: W have a bad phone
connection or somet hing.

MR. RABIN. | just wanted to convey to the
NRC the concern that some of the elected officials
have raised in support of the UCS-Riverkeeper
posi ti on. | will end there unless there's any
guestions | can address.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Does the staff have any
guestions for M. Rabin about the Petition or M.
Rochbaunf?

MR. ROCHBAUM | do have nore.
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CHAlI RVAN LEEDS: You have nore?

MR. ROCCHBAUM Kyl e Rabin went through a
list of letters of support. | have nost of those
except for one that | can provide as an attachnent.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Thank you. W' Il take
them and we’ || docket them

MR, ROCHBAUM  Sure.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: | think we have received
Sone. W'l make sure they get docketed on the
record. Thank you. Let nme go back. Does the staff
have any questions for M. Lochbaum or M. Rabin?

MR. ARCHI TZEL: | just have one question
on the supplenment on page two. The nunber on the
bottom was that out of the sanme table as the —-- to
t hat paragraph --

MR. LOCHBAUM Thi s is Dave Lochbaum UCS.
You' re tal king about the 99.9 percent nunber.

MR. ARCHI TZEL: No, the 4 times 10 to the
mnus 3 to .3, those nunbers.

MR. LOCHBAUM That's correct. They al so
came from Table F-10 in Appendix F. They cane from
the sane pl ace. Sorry about that. Lack of cite
t here.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Any ot her questions? Any

qguestions from Entergy.
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MR SILBERG W have none here.

MR.  McCANN: It’s not a question but |
woul d |'i ke to make one brief statenent for the record
if that’ s okay, Brian.

MR. BENNEY: Is that John MCann?

MR. McCANN:  Yes, this is John MCann
Entergy. | take it you will docketing a response to
the petition in the near future that will describe
some of our basis for the conclusion that the sunp
systens are capable of performng their intended
safety function and sone of the uni que desi gn features
at the plant.

While waiting for that though | woul d say
that from our perspective it doesn’t appear to be
anyt hi ng new or unique in the petition that has been
presented. NRC is already well aware of this issue
and has been taking action on it. Entergy is fully
and responsi bly cooperating with NRC s action on the
issue. | guess from our perspective the total NRC
process seens to be in place and working for this
i ssue.

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Thank you for your
st at enment .

MS. BLACK: May | say sonething too?

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Pl ease.
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M5. BLACK: Suzanne Bl ack. I"’m the

Director of DSSA, the division responsible for
resolving this generic issue. W put a website out
for the public to get information on this and we have
been struggling with the resource issues trying to
deal with the problem and have a good contuni cati on
plan on this. W realize at this point that our
website is not the nost helpful. We planin the very
near future to add additional information which wll
explain to the public the basis for our schedul e and
our actions.

Also | wuld like to state that in
addition to that just this week |’ ve asked a separate
group of independent people who work for me and for
Eric Leeds to take a | ook at the schedul e and t he pl an
to advise ne whether they think anything else is
needed. | appreciate, David, your bringingthisissue
to us for consideration. W’ Il keep you informed as
well as the rest of the public hopefully of our
actions.

CHAI RVMAN LEEDS: Al right. Thank you,
Suzanne. | think you can tell from the |ack of
guestions fromthe staff that the petition pretty nuch
stands on its own nerits. It’'s well explained. |

know when | went through it | didn’t have specific
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guestions. | had questions at the beginning. You
answered themlater on in the petition so | have no
further questions for you either. Unless you have
other clarifying remarks you' d like to make or
statenents you' d |like to make.

MR. LOCHBAUM The only additional thing
Il will add is we were nonitoring the GSI-191 with
attending sone of the neetings and so on. W’'re a
little concerned that absent a petition or sonething
that could go on forever

There’s no commtnment to nmeet 2007. It
coul d be anything. There's no chance at all for the
public to formally have any participation in that
process to either speed it, slowit down or agree or
di sagree. It’s basically a process between t he agency
and the industry.

The 2.206 process is one of the few
mechanism the public has if they disagree wth
schedul es or scope or anything |i ke that. That was a
way we used the only tool we have to | ook out for the
public outcry which will continuing.

CHAI RVAN  LEEDS: | understand you
mentioned that inthe petitionspecifically that there
is no public input to the GSI process.

MR LOCHBAUM  Exactly.
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CHAlI RMAN LEEDS: Poi nt t aken.

MR. LOCHBAUM  Thank you

CHAI RVAN LEEDS: Thank you. |If there are
no other questions from Entergy or the staff, [’
conclude this neeting and then if there are any
guestions fromthe public or the press, the NRC staff
would be willing to stay afterwards and respond to

your questions. Any other questions before we end the

nmeeting? We'Il conclude the neeting then and take
guestions from the public or the press. Of the
record.

(Wher eupon, the above-entitled matter was

concl uded at 3:37 p.m)
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