
From: Haney, Catherine
To: Stablein, King

Subject: RE: Committee on Energy and Commerce, Republicans : Hearing The FY2012 Department of Energy and
Nuclear Regulatory Commission Budgets

Date; Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:58:00 AM

Thanks. It is 9:30 right?

----- Original Message -----
From: Stablein, King
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:57 AM
To: Haney, Catherine; Mohseni, Aby; Kokajko, Lawrence; Kotra, Janet
Subject: FW: Committee on Energy and Commerce, Republicans : Hearing :: The FY2012 Department
of Energy and Nuclear Regulatory Commission Budgets

Gentlefolk,

I am told by the Chairman's office that this link will get us video access to the hearing.

Cheers,

King

----- Original Message -----
From: Speiser, Herald
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:55 AM
To: Stablein, King
Subject: Committee on Energy and Commerce, Republicans : Hearing :: The FY2012 Department of
Energy and Nuclear Regulatory Commission Budgets

http://energycommerce.house. gov/hearings/hearingdetail.aspx? NewsID=8329
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From. B__fl L5cott
To: Shannon, Valerie

Subject: RE: Grandmas Attic

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:59:00 AM

Beth's office, I believe

From; Shannon, Valerie
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:58 AM
To: Burnell, Scott
Subject: Grandmas Attic

Scott,

Do you happen to know where to Grandmas Attic box is?
Thanks, Val
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From: ]ollen. Miriam

Subject: The Human Touch - March 2011

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:59:24 AM

HR_ Human_____Touch__

HIte so ne-t

March 16, 2011

Good morning,

With this e-mail, the Office of Human Resources (HR) is sending
another update of items of interest and relevance to the NRC staff.
Click here to read The Human Touch. This update includes the
following information:

• CHECK IT OUT: Maximizing your Benefits! - The Work Life
and Benefits Branch hosted a Social Security Briefing

• SAVE THE DATE: Seminar on FEHB and Medicare, and The
Federal Long Term Care Program

News You Can Use... From Your EAP
• Long Term Care Insurance Program Open Season

Please feel free to provide feedback to me or Jason Shay, Chief,
Program Management, Policy Development and Analysis Staff, HR

at Jason.Shay@nrc.gov.

Miriam Cohen, Director,

Office of Human Resources
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From: Cartwriaht. William
To: Cheak. Michael
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:08:12 AM

You can create the link yourself. The file location is:

U:\NRRROMA\NRRROMA.mdb

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:07 AM
To: Cartwright, William; Nguyen, Caroline
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Bill - contrary to your message, apparently Outlook did not trust the link. I got the
following in my incoming email "Outlook blocked access to the following potentially unsafe
attachments:ROMA.Ink" Maybe it was the sender © Thanks for trying.

Caroline - are you the person I talk to to request access to ROMA for all DRA contracts?

Mike

From: Cartwright, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:44 AM
To: Cheok, Michael; Brown, Frederick
Subject: Link to ROMA

If I did this correctly it should be the link to ROMA.

To the best of my knowledge the link will not direct your computer to Eastern Europe or
Asia,
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From: Mr, Dyne
To: Ruland. William; Bahadur. Sher Lubinski, John; Evans, Michele; Hiland. Patrick Skeen, David; Cheok. Micha;

Lee. Samtsn; Hoian. Brian Galloway, Melanie; Giitter..Joseh t;U H. Allen; Brown. Frederick;
Mcity i; Blount. Tom: Ouay, Theodore

Subject: "Google"s Quest to Build a Better Boss"
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:08:56 AM

Hi, for a bit of a diversion from the incredible stress you are currently under, I thought you might

be interested in the following article from the New York Times..."Google's Quest to Build a Better

Boss."

http://www.nytimes.com/2011/O3i13/business/13hire.htmlpagewanted=l& r=l

Google's approach was validating to what I believe is the most effective and efficient approach.

First, just as the framework emphasizes, the answer is in the room. Google relies on its people

rather than on consultants/contractors...whether it's developing and implementing a survey or

utilizing a coach, the "experts" are Google employees. They are the ones who are engaged and

have the most at stake. There message was not to rely on the millions of management

books/approaches, but to rely on the knowledge/wisdom of your own people.

And, a validation to NRC senior managers for their philosophy that the supervisor does not have to

be the expert...Google also has found that to be true.

Enjoy,
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Schwart2man. Jennifer
Virufio. Martin; Williuiflat ; Fracovannis. Plancy
"ShafferMR4sta Le. ov"

RE: Task force
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:10:15 AM

I saw that after sending my original note. Thanks!

From: Virgilio, Martin
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:10 AM
To: Schwartzman, Jennifer; Williams, Shawn; Fragoyannis, Nancy
Cc: 'ShafferMR@state.gov'
Subject: Re: Task force

Jenn

The meeting has been postponed.

Marty

From: Schwartzman, Jennifer
To: Virgilio, Martin; Williams, Shawn; Fragoyannis, Nancy
Cc: 'ShafferMR@state.gov' <ShafferMR@state.gov>
Sent: Wed Mar 16 08:24:31 2011
Subject: RE: Task force

One suggestion - since Mark is over there, would it be useful if he delivered the message

personally?

From: Virgilio, Martin
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:25 AM
To: Williams, Shawn; Fragoyannis, Nancy
Cc: Schwartzman, Jennifer; 'ShafferMR@state.gov'; Virgilio, Martin
Subject: Re: Task force

Shawn

(b)(5)

Marty

From: Williams, Shawn
To: Fragoyannis, Nancy
Cc: Schwartzman, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Shaffer, Mark R <ShafferMr@state.gov>
Sent: Tue Mar 15 07:55:26 2011
Subject: RE: Task force

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

Shawn

----- Original Message -----
From: Fragoyannis, Nancy
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 1:49 AM
To: 'Richard.Goorevich@nnsa.doe.gov'
Cc: Doane, Margaret; Schwartzman, Jennifer; Williams, Shawn; Virgilio, Martin
Subject: Task force

Rich,

(b)(5) Marty will be contacting Denny to

advise him t at he is unable to attend the meeting and the US position.

Thanks,

Nancy

Nancy Fragoyannis
Sent from NRC Blackberry

(b)(6)
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Satorius, Mark

From: Mitlyng, Viktoria
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:13 AM
To: All R3 Users
Subject: Chairman Briefing

The briefing is being aired on Cspan 3. It started 9 am.

Viktoria Mitlyng

Office of Public Affairs
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region [II
Lisle, IL 60532
Tel 630/829-9662
Fax 630/515-1026
e-mail: vilctoria.mitlyng@nrc.gov

25
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From: Galloway. Melanie
To: Booer. Bruc

Cc: Holian, Brian
Subject: Mid-year performance appraisal for Trent

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:15:07 AM

Bruce,

Yes, that mid-year appraisal time is just about upon us. Given that, I was wondering
whether you wanted to do Trent's mid-year or if you wanted me to do it. Whatever you
prefer is fine with me. If you prefer that I do it, any input you would want me to share with
Trent from his first quarter as TA, I will pass on. Likewise, if you do it, I can pass on input

for his 2 nd quarter assignment as a BC in DLR.

Melanie

DN 1730 of 2796



From: Nagyen. Caroline
To: chcok. Michael
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:15:36 AM

On my way!

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:11AM
To: Nguyen, Caroline
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Caroline - I am in my office now (till about 10) - My location is 10H1. Thanks

From: Nguyen, Caroline
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:10 AM
To: Cheok, Michael; Cartwright, William
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Hi Mike,

Yes, it's me. Let me know when you are in your office, and I can come by and try to
troubleshoot it for you. All NRR staff have been granted access rights to ROMA, so it may
just be a mapping issue. Or, maybe Outlook is just protecting you from Bill. ©

Thanks!
Caroline

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:07 AM
To: Cartwright, William; Nguyen, Caroline
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Bill - contrary to your message, apparently Outlook did not trust the link. I got the
following in my incoming email "Outlook blocked access to the following potentially unsafe
attachments:ROMA.,nk" Maybe it was the sender © Thanks for trying.

Caroline - are you the person I talk to to request access to ROMA for all DRA contracts?

Mike

From: Cartwright, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:44 AM
To: Cheok, Michael; Brown, Frederick
Subject: Link to ROMA

If I did this correctly it should be the link to ROMA.

To the best of my knowledge the link will not direct your computer to Eastern Europe or
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Asia.
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To:
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Bozin, Sunny

From: Herr, Linda
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:17 AM
To: Jaegers, Cathy; EDOBriefingPkgRequest Resource
Cc: Franovich, Mike; Sargent, Kimberly; Wittick, Susan; Nieh, Ho
Subject: ACTION: Briefing Package Request for Meeting with Progress Energy on May 9, 2011
Attachments: image001 .gif

Please ask staff to prepare a briefing package for Commissioner Ostendorff's courtesy meeting that

has been scheduled for:

DATE: May 9, 2011

TIME: 9:30-10:00am

ORGANIZATION: Progress Energy

SUBJECT MATTER: TBD

ATTENDEES, TITLES: William (Bill) D. Johnson, Chrm, President and CEO; Jeffery J. Lyash, Exec. VP
Energy Supply; James Scarola, SVP and CNO

CONTACT: Donna Alexander

PHONE I (b)(6)

FURTHER INFORMATIO (b)(6)

OCMIWCO CONTACT: Mike Franovich 415-1800

Many thanks!

£44t&&~i I/&z ~ d

Cd#WWWXMe Wi~a C. OJM4(e&#
U.,S. Audewz Rqddiv aww' Giý

PAV 901-4I5-1759
FAX. 801-415-1757

green-
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Satorius, Mark

From: Garza, Michelle
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:35 AM
To: Bloomer, Tamara; Bayliff, Shirley; Logaras, Harral; Barker, Allan; Satorius, Mark; Pederson,

Cynthia; Reynolds, Steven; Boland, Anne; Shear, Gary; Mitlyng, Viktoria; Chandrathil, Prema;
Duncan, Eric; Lara, Julio; Lipa, Christine; Louden, Patrick; Ring, Ma'rk; Skokowski, Richard;
Stone, AnnMarie; Kozak, Laura; Passehl, Dave; Kozak, Thomas; Phillips, Monte; OBrien,
Kenneth; Orth, Steven; Cameron, Jamnes; Pelke, Patricia; Kunowski, Michael; Holt, BJ;
Lynch, James; Smith, Desiree; Bramnik, Andrew; Garza, Michelle; Riemer, Kenneth; Hills,
David; Lanksbury, Roger; Peterson, Hironori; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Doornbos, Roger; Foltz,
Jeffrey; Maynen, Joseph; Funk, Don; Daley, Robert; Giessner, John; Rubic, Mark; Heck,
Jared; Langan, Scott; West, Steven; Valos, Nicholas; West, Steven; Dickson, Billy

Cc: Dalzell-Bishop, Jennifer
Subject: Call Out Test March 15, 2011

Importance: High

Greetings,

Last night (at approximately 7:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.), we performed a routine test of our Incident Response call-out

system using our answering service. The purpose of the test is to ensure that our methods for notifying our response

organization will be effective.

If you did not physically speak to a calling service representative last evening, please respond to the following

questions by March 25'ý :

1.) Did you receive a message on your home telephone and/or NRC cellular phone?

If so,

2.) At what time did you notice that message?

3.) At the time that you noticed the message, would you have been able to respond to the Region Ill Office had this

been an actual call-out?

If you were successfully contacted by the calling service, no further action is required.

We greatly appreciate your participation in our Incident Response Program. Once the results of the test are obtained

and analyzed, they will be issued in a Memo.

Thank you,

Rill Emergency Response Specialist

Michelle. Garza (anrc. gov
630-829-9719 (office)

18
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From!

To:
Subject:
Date:

I (b)(6)
Wednesday, March 16. 2011 9:47.33 AM

(b)(6)
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SAVE THE DATE!

Adobe and Carahsoft are bringing the government IT community together with industry
experts for an interactive, solution-focused technology summit, highlighting the features and

benefits of Adobe products and services.

Adobe is pleased to shine a spotlight and elaborate on their full portfolio of solutions for

federal, state, and local government agencies. Jo;n your .olleagues for an informative day of

industry keynotes, solution discussions, networking exhibits, and hands-on interactive training

sessions.

Learn more about Adobe solutions that can support your agency and see firsthand the power

of Adobe products in government. Sessions will highlight:

* Connect

* UveCycle
* Acrobat

* Creative Suite
* ColdFusion

* Flash

* Flex and more!

We hope you will mtrc vou rcalendr for this unique opportunity to discover what other

government agencies are doing with Adobe products and learn about the latest and greatest in

Adobe technology. Please look for a formal invitation to follow and we hope to see you on June

23, 2011 in Arlington, VA!

Questions? Contact Us.

Save the Date!

Date:

Thursday, June 23, 2011

Time:

7:30 AM EDT - 5:30 PM EDT

Location:

Crystal Gateway Marriott
1700 Jefferson Davis Highway

Arlington, VA 22202

Directions

Adobe Government at Carahsoft

877-99-ADOBE (Toll Free)

adoe (5. c-a ra h soh corn

Check out our 2010 Adobe Government Technology Surnmmit

DN 1739 of 2796



McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:57 AM
To: Owen, Lucy
Subject: FW: Action: Completion of 2011 Career Interest Forms (Due Date: February 15, 2011)
Attachments: )011 Career Interest Form.doc

From: (b)(6)

Sent: Tuesday, February 01, 2011 10:11 AM
To: Gallagher, Johanna
Cc: Collins, Elmo; Howell, Art
Subject: RE: Action: Completion of 2011 Career Interest Forms (Due Date: February 15, 2011)

Johanna
Here is my updated career interest form.
Thanks! For your support.

(b)(6)

From: Gallagher, Johanna
Sent: Tuesday, February 01, 2011 9:26 AM
To: Krupnick, David; Hudson, Jody; Buchholz, Jeri; Hirsch, Patricia; Howard, Patrick; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Holian, Brian;
Tallarico, Alison; Lombard, Mark; Hackett, Edwin; Corbett, James; Chokshi, Nilesh; Lewis, Robert; Kennedy, Kriss;
Gallagher, Johanna; Lee, David; Blount, Tom; Croteau, Rick; Ader, Charles; Johnson, Michael; Bahadur, Sher; Itzkowitz,
Marvin; Borchardt, Bill; Golder, Jennifer; Glitter, Joseph; Lew, David; Dudes, Laura; Evans, Michele; Jones, Bradley;
Leeds, Eric; Batkin, Joshua; Bailey, Marissa; Dapas, Marc; Christensen, Harold; Collins, Elmo; Kelley, Corenthis; Davis,
Jack; Akstulewicz, Frank; Lorson, Raymond; Burns, Stephen; Hiland, Patrick; Brown, Frederick; Greene, Kathryn; Lee,
Samson; Carpenter, Cynthia; Holahan, Gary; Chamberlain, Dwight; Boger, Bruce; Casto, Chuck; Lui, Christiana; Caniano,
Roy; Boland, Anne; Doane, Margaret; Huth, Virginia; Ficks, Ben; Lubinski, John; Bergman, Thomas; Cunningham, Mark;
Gibson, Kathy; Howe, Allen; Brenner, Eliot; Camper, Larry; Cobey, Eugene; Correia, Richard; Galloway, Melanie; Gody,
Tony; Grobe, Jack; Flanders, Scott; Jones, William; Kokajko, Lawrence; Clifford, James; Dean, Bill; Ash, Darren; Givvines,
Mary; Dingbaum, Stephen; Holahan, Patricia; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Howell, Art; Holonich, Joseph; Haney, Catherine;
Cordes, John; Case, Michael; Coe, Doug; Cohen, Miriam; Rheaume, Cynthia; Meyer, David; Brown, Milton; Ordaz, Vonna;
Reynolds, Steven; Zimmerman, Roy; Yerokun, Jimi; Tracy, Glenn; Kinneman, John; Gallagher, Johanna; Pruett, Troy;
Virgilio, Martin; Shaffer, Mark; Ogle, Chuck; Piccone, Josephine; Wert, Leonard; Luehman, James; Weber, Michael;
McConnell, Keith; Johns, Nancy; McCrary, Cheryl; Uhle, Jennifer; Richards, Stuart; Wiggins, Jim; OBrien, Kenneth; Vietti-
Cook, Annette; Thaggard, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Madden, Patrick; Gusack, Barbara; Rothschild, Trip; Morris, Scott;
Quay, Theodore; Satorius, Mark; McCree, Victor; Rich, Thomas; Bower, Phyllis; Layton, Michael; McDermott, Brian;
Tappert, John; Matthews, David; Tschiltz, Michael; Miller, Chris; Persinko, Andrew; McGinty, Tim; Mitchell, Reggie;
Pederson, Cynthia; Mamish, Nader; Zobler, Marian; Monninger, John; Stewart, Sharon; Roberts, Darrell; Nelson, Robert;
McMillan, Joseph; Scott, Catherine; Poole, Brooke; Sheron, Brian; Williamson, Edward; Reis, Terrence; Wilson, Peter;
Rabideau, Peter; Reyes, Luis; Maxin, Mark; Mayfield, Michael; Mohseni, Aby; Munday, Joel; Pulliam, Timothy; Skeen,
David; Plisco, Loren; Weaver, Doug; Schmidt, Rebecca; Young, Mitzi; Ruland, William; Miller, Charles; Shear, Gary;
Cheok, Michael; Westreich, Barry; Vegel, Anton; Shea, Joseph; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Webber, Robert; West,
Steven; Weerakkody, Sunil; Shuaibi, Mohammed; Hsia, Anthony; Ayres, David; Delligatti, Mark; Henderson, Pamela;
Andersen, James; Solorio, Dave; Louden, Patrick; Thomas, Brian; Valentin, Andrea; Clark, Jeff; Jackson, Deborah;
Hawkins, Kimberly; Caldwell, Robert; Lund, Louise; Shields, James; Ross-Lee, MaryJane; Evans, Carolyn; Campbell, Andy;
Scott, Michael
Subject: Action: Completion of 2011 Career Interest Forms (Due Date: February 15, 2011)
Importance: High

Due Date: February 15, 2011
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s To: SES Members and CDP Graduates

The Executive Resources Board (ERB) will meet in March to update the NRC SES Succession Plan.

In preparation for this meeting and discussions with your Office Director/Regional Administrator, please complete the
attached 2011 Career Interest Form. The form is also available on the SES website. This form gives you the opportunity
to provide input on which program area(s) you'd like your next assignment to be in (i.e., reactors, materials, security,
legal, corporate management, etc.); the level of position you are interested in (i.e., lateral move or promotion); your
long-term career goals and the steps you feel you need to take to reach your goals; your developmental goals; and any
information you'd like to share with regard to your mobility and retirement plans. Please contact me if you'd like a copy
of the form you submitted last year.

In addition to completing the Career Interest form, you are asked to review and update your Strategic Workforce
Planning (SWP) information with regard to geographical mobility and retirement plans. Please remember that by
answering these questions, you are not obligating yourself in any way or to any specific time frame. The ERB will use this
information only for strategic and succession planning purposes.

Your input is welcome and useful to the ERB as it strives to take the steps that will position the agency well for the
future. Please send me your 2011 Career Interest Form no later than Tuesday, February 15, 2011, and provide a
copy to your Office Director/Regional Administrator.

Attachment:
2011 Career-Interest Form

2i
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:57:13 AM

(b)(6)
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From: Ro on behalf of 5ager. B;uce

To: DorNrrCal Resource; o Jolicoeur. John

Cc:
Subject: Canceled: Pandemic Follow-up

Importance: High

When: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:00 AM-10:30 AM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: O- 13 D16

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.

POC: Joe Golla /NRR/DPR/PLPB X1002

Scheduled by Robin x1272, 8/2/10
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From: Golder. )ennifer
To: Lubinski. John
Subject: RE: lunch?

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:08:07 AM

Sounds good

Budget Director

Office of the Chief Financial Officer

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission

From: Lubinski, John
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:08 AM
To: Golder, Jennifer
Subject: Re: lunch?

I'm still good for lunch. Can we do something close since we are both busy. Meet in twfn lobby @
1130.

Sent from my NRC blackberry
,-John W. Lubinski

(b)(6) (blackberry number)

From: Golder, Jennifer
To: Lubinski, John
Sent: Wed Mar 16 10:04:49 2011
Subject: lunch?

Hi John,

Do you still want to grab lunch today or are you involved in the Japan events - just let me
know - my schedule is a little crazy.

Thanks!

Budget Director
Office of the Chief Financial Officer

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission

DN 1748 of 2796



From: Lubinski. John

To: Thomas. Brian

Subject: FW: DELIVERY OF xLPR VERSION 1.0 REPORT - TECHNICAL BASIS AND PILOT STUDY PROBLEM RESULTS

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:14:00 AM

From: Hardies, Robert
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 1:11 PM
To: Lubinski, John; Cusumano, Victor
Cc: Lupold, Timothy
Subject: RE: DELIVERY OF xLPR VERSION 1.0 REPORT - TECHNICAL BASIS AND PILOT STUDY
PROBLEM RESULTS

I already reviewed this, provided comments, and the comments were incorporated. There

should not be a ticket.

Robert Hardies

Senior Level Advisor for Materials Engineering

Division of Component Integrity

Office of Nuclear Regulatory Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office Phone 301 415-5802

Cell (b)(6)

From: Lubinski, John
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 12:48 PM
To: Cusumano, Victor
Cc: Hardies, Robert; Lupold, Timothy
Subject: FW: DELIVERY OF xLPR VERSION 1.0 REPORT - TECHNICAL BASIS AND PILOT STUDY
PROBLEM RESULTS

Get any ticket assigned to Bob.

From: Lorette, Phillip
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 12:17 PM
To: Lubinski, John
Cc: Lupold, Timothy; Hardies, Robert; Collins, Jay; Hiser, Allen; Norato, Michael; Terao, David; Tsao,
John; Tregoning, Robert; RESDECIB; Bergman, Thomas; Dixon-Herrity, Jennifer
Subject: DELIVERY OF xLPR VERSION 1.0 REPORT - TECHNICAL BASIS AND PILOT STUDY PROBLEM
RESULTS

March 15, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO: John W. Lubinski, Acting Director
Division of Component Integrity

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM: Michael J. Case, Director IRA/
Division of Engineering
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Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research

SUBJECT: DELIVERY OF xLPR VERSION 1.0 REPORT - TECHNICAL
BASIS AND PILOT STUDY PROBLEM RESULTS
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

F3J.3 Er mdi'

Energize Weekly Newsletter, March 16, 2011
Wednesday, Malrch 16, 2011 10:20:03 AM
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, Cover Story

Nuclear Relicensing, New Construction to Face More Scrutiny
* By Christopher Kolomliz. ELUCI

As Japanese officials contend with the triple whammy of an earthquake, tsunami, and nuclear crisis all stemming from last week's 8.9-
* magnitude trembler, U.S. nuclear opponents and proponents are saying it's too early to judge what impact it will have in this country -
* although the nuclear power debate is sure to have more scrutiny.

According to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, about 20 percent of electricity in the U.S. is provided by 104 reactors operating in 31
slates

At issue for the two sides of the debate is the relicensing of existmg plants, many of which are coming to the end of their 40-year licenses.

Second is the construction of new plants - something that hasn't been an issue in decades.

According to the Nuclear Energy Institute, requests to construct 22 new reactors are being considered by the Nuclear Energy Commission.
Each reactor averages $6 billion to $10 billion.

Roac !he full articie here
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By Christopher Kolomitz. EUCI

Solar Makes Big Gains in 2010, Forecast is Strong

Four of the top 10 states for total amount of installed solar in 2010 were East Coast locations, a
clear sign the growth of the solar industry isn't limited to solar-rich areas in the West.

Sixteen states installed more than 10 MW of PV in 2010, up from four states in 2007. The top 10
states for PV installation in 2010 were: California, New Jersey, Nevada, Arizona, Colorado,
Pennsylvania, New Mexico, Florida, North Carolina, and Texas.

As a whole, the solar industry's 2010 market value grew 67 percent from 2009 levels to reach $6
billion, according to information recently released by the Solar Energy Industries Association and
GTM Research.

Read lhe full artile here
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By Darrell Elro-r-lor- EUCI

Exxon Mobil Buying Natural
Gas, but Still Bullish on Oil

Many oil companies have taken
positions in natural gas over the
past several months. seeking to
take advantage of large new plays
Slich as the Marcellus Shale in the

U.S. Northeast and the Niobrara in
the Denver-JUlesburg Basin in
Colorado and Wyoming.

That doesn't mean there's an
exodus from oil to gas. Exxon
Mobil's chief executive Rex
Tillerson made that clear last week
at the company's annual meeting of
industry analysts in New York.

'There is no bias for us one way or
the other," Tillerson said. "At the
end of the day. what you put in
your bank account are dollars. You I
don't put oil or gas molecules in the

bank account."

Rising oil prices have increased
calls for more domestic oil
production in the United States in
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In the News

* Jaoan Scrambles to Avert Melaldozn at Stricken Nuclear Plant
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* Swiss Suspend Work on Nuclear Plants
* Nuclear Pvverhouse

I

II Featured Event I
NER-r. C~omolianre 2 Uý rnstrnng metfautiiiw 0 tion r-juirgr truiK Power System

New and emerging technologies will have a significant impact on the bulk power system. Many
voices are calling for the implementation of a *smart grid." and the U.S. government is providing
funding and incentives to encourage its development. The development and deployment of a smart
grid will require changes in system planning. design, and operations. In addition, the push for more
renewable energy means almost all new generation being planned and proposed is variable.
Meeting reliability expectations with the generation mix of the future will certainly require an immense
investment in additional infrastructure.

: This conference will explore the following question: Will current methods of bulk power system
planning, design, and operation - in conjunction with current reliability standards and enforcement
mechanisms - provide a sufficient level of reliability under these changing conditions?

In the News

an effort to bring down higher

gasoline prices, seen as a threat to

the economic recovery, and reduce

dependence on foreign oil. Higher

prices for oil also are seen as an

opportunity for companies who

continue to see depressed prices

for natural gas and are

reconsidering their investments

there.

Read the full arlil,' here
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By Darrell ProctoQrzEA

Canada Pipeline Project Gets Go-Ahead

Canada's National Energy Board has approved a long-delayed $16 billion natural gas pipeline
project along a 750-mile route through the Northwest Terrilories.

Imperial Oil Ltd. is the lead partner in the project, which would connect about a dozen onshore gas
fields with markets in North America. The Mackenzie Gas Project, which would run through the
Mackenzie Valley, would not be operational until 2018 at the earliest, according to Imperial. If all the
approval conditions are met, construction could begin in 2013.

Other partners include the Aboriginal Pipeline Group, a business created and owned by aboriginal
groups in the Territories, APG has rights to own a third of the pipeline. Other companies involved

include ConocoPhillips Canada, Shell Canada, and Exxon Mobil.

Read the full article here

In the News
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If you wish to cancel your subscription to this newsletter clickiere
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Satorius, Mark

From: Satorius, Mark
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:24 AM
To: OST05 Hoc
Cc: Pederson, Cynthia
Subject: RE: Test

if this was a comm check, check sat. no message received.

From: OST05 Hoc
Sent:Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:25 AM
To: Collins, Elmo; Dean, Bill; McCree, Victor; Satorius, Mark
Subject: Test

6
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Murphy, Martin

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Murphy, Martin
Wednesday, March
Murphy, Martin
Whitepapers

16, 2011 10:26 AM

Get whitepapers from Tim and on vendors

Martin Murphy
(b)(6) J(BB)

. 1
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Bozin, Sunny

From: Brenner, Eliot
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:26 AM
To: Nieh, Ho
Subject: Re: Radio Interview

Thanks.
Eliot Brenner
Director, Office of Public Affairs
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Protecting People and the Environment
30,1 415 8200
C: (b)6)I
Sent from my Blackberry

From: Nieh, Ho
To: Herr, Unda; Ostendorff, William; Brenner, Eliot; Hayden, Elizabeth
Sent: Wed Mar 16 10:18:50 2011
Subject: Re: Radio Interview

Eliot, Beth,

We are referring this request to OPA for response.

Thanks,

Ho

Sent via BlackBerry

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(301) 415-1811 (office)

I (b)(6) kmobile)
(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.niehCnrc.lov

From: Herr, Linda
To: Ostendorff, William; Brenner, Eliot
Cc: Nieh, Ho
Sent: Wed Mar 16 10:09:53 2011
Subject: FW: Radio Interview

Sir:
I just rec'd this email thru SECY - I have cc:d Eliot Brenner. I'll wait for instructions, if any, from you.

Linda

From: CMROSTENDORFF Resource
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:08 AM
To: Herr, Linda
Subject: FW: Radio Interview
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From: Angela Hoffmani (b)(6)

Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2011 7:01 PM
To: CMROSTENDORFF Resource
Subject: Radio Interview

Dear Public Affairs,

Please consider this a formal request for Labor of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff to appear as
a guest on "Hutchinson Report" on either his KTYM 1460 AM Radio Show, Friday 9:30 to 10:00 AM
PST and/or KPFK 90.7 FM, Saturday, from Noon to 1:00 PM PST. If your schedule does not permit
an in studio or telephone guest appearance, we can pre-record an interview at any time or day for
any length of time you choose to accommodate your schedule.

We appreciate your consideration.

The Hutchinson Report is one of Southern California's most popular, listened to news and public
affairs talk shows on public radio in Southern California. The show is streamed worldwide on
ktym.com and kpfk.orQ and internet TV simulcast on Hutchinsonreport.tv.

We will follow-up by phone within 24 hours to determine your availability.

Thank you
Angela

Angela Hoffman- Program Producer
"The Hutchinson Report"
KPFK 90.7 FM Los Angeles

(b)(6) I Direct

F_ (b)(6)

http://thehutchinsonreportnews. com

The Hutchinson Report Communications Network
70 Cities Nationally

Tune in To The Hutchinson Report
on
KTYM Radio 1460 AM
Fridays 9:30 to 10:00 AM PST
Saturdays 9:00 to 9:30 PM PST
Streamed on http:i/www.ktvm.com
KPFK Radio Los Angeles 90.7 FM
Saturdays Noon to 1:00 PM PST
Streamed on http://www.kpfk.orq/programs/181-hutchinson-report.html
http://twitter.com/earlhutchinson
View Hutchinson Report TV

2
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on ustream.tv

"Never mistake activity for achievement"

-Coach John Wooden

3

DN 1757 of 2796



From: NRC Announcement

To: NRC Announcement

Subject: Daily: I New Item from Wednesday, March 16, 2011

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:30:58 PM

NRC Daily Announcements Highlighted Information and Messages

Wedne Res Mrce1, 2011 F -degiona E ae In

Employee Resources: 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program Open Season

Employee Resources: 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program Open
Season

Announcing the 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program
Open Season:
April 4 through June 24, 2011.

The Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program (FLTCIP) is conducting an Open
Season this spring from
April 4 through June 24, 2011.

What is Long Term Care?
- Long term care is the care you need if you cannot perform activities of daily

living (such as bathing and is generally not covered by health insurance,
including FEHB or Medicare.

- The FLTCIP can help protect you from the high costs of this care. FLTCIP
insurance is comprehensive, covering care provided in a variety of settings,
including at home, in an assisted living facility, in a nursing home, and in other
settings.

- The FLTCIP provides coverage if you require care in a country outside the
United States. Some restrictions apply.

What makes this opportunity so special?
During the FLTCIP Open Season, you can apply using the abbreviated underwriting
application (you answer fewer health questions.) This is the first abbreviated
underwriting opportunity for new applicants since 2002.

Eligibility
Abbreviated underwriting is available for actively at work Federal and U.S. Postal
Service employees (civilian workforce members) and their spouses/same-sex
domestic partners and active members of the uniformed services and their spouses
who are not currently enrolled in the FLTCIP. Non-enrolled annuitants and other
qualified relatives can apply for coverage at any time, but must complete a full
underwriting application.

Take action today
- Visit the FLTCIP Wetsite to learn more.
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- Have a Certified Long Term Care Insurance Consultant call you.
- Appy now or request a FLTClP Open Season abbreviated application.*
- Attend an onsite FLTCIP Open Season workshop- check with your Benefits

contact to see if the FLTCIP is conducting workshops in your area.

- Register for the FLTCIP Open Season webinar - April 2 7 th at 1 p.m. Eastern
Time.

If you cannot view the live event, you can still view the archived event for 60
days, but you must register before April 5 th, 2011..

For more information on the FLTCIP Open Season
Visit the FLTCIP Wetsite or call 1-800-LTC-FEDS (1-800-582-3337) TTY 1-800-843-
3557

For information on the LTC open season please contact the following NRC
representatives.

Headquarters Lisa Williams 301 415-1436

Region I Riqueza Marziale 610-337-5174

Region II Shelia Willis 404-997-4844

Region III Christine Martinez 630-827-9625

Region IV Sandy Lindsay 817-860-8237

(2011-03-16 00:00.00.0) View item in a new window

The latest Announcements are always on the NRC@WORK Home Page.

Announcements by Date I Announcements by Category

Search Announcements:

Frequently Asked Questions About the NRC Daily Announcements Email
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From: Camper, Larry
To: Grbe. Jac

Subject: RE: Greetings
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:36:41 AM

Absolutely! Thanks.

From: Grobe, Jack
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:24 AM
To: Camper, Larry
Subject: Re: Greetings

Larry

Thanks for the very nice and gratifying note. I have note had the opportuniy to work with you for some
time. Your support and leadership was invaluable. We should grab lunch sometime.
Jack Grobe, Deputy Director, NRR

From: Camper, Larry
To: Grobe, Jack
Sent: Wed Mar 16 09:42:20 2011
Subject: Greetings

Jack,
I want to tell you how impressed I was with your command of the ET last evening. You

provided excellent leadership while also seeking to improve the overall process. Well
done! I enjoyed working with you!
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Murphy, Martin

From: Huang, Eugene
Sent: Wednesday, Marcri 16, 2011 10:40 AM
To: Murphy, Martin
Subject: RE: OIG action item for review

Okay, thank you. Please try to have them to us by the end of this week as we have to move forward with our
next revision.

From: Murphy, Martin
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 2:41 PM
To: Huang, Eugene
Subject: RE: OIG action item for review

Yes we have comments and we are finalizing them

From: Huang, Eugene
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 8:42 AM
To: Murphy, Martin
Cc: Rasmussen, Richard
Subject: RE: OIG action item for review

Good morning Marty,

I just wanted to follow up to see if your branch had any comments that you would like us to incorporate into the
strategy document.

Thanks,
Eugene

From: Rasmussen, Richard
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 1:08 PM
To: Huang, Eugene
Subject: FW: OIG action item for review

From: Murphy, Martin
Sent: Wednesday, Marcn 02, 2011 1:07 PM
To: Rasmussen, Richard
Subject: RE: OIG action item for review

OK, we will certainly try for that.

From: Rasmussen, Richard
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 1:05 PM
To: Murphy, Martin; Huang, Eugene
Subject: RE: OIG action item for review

Marty,
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Could we get something by the end of next week? We are at the point that we need to start crafting our update
for the 01G.

Rick

From: Murphy, Martin
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 1:01 PM
To: Huang, Eugene
Cc: Rasmussen, Richard
Subject: RE: OIG action item for review

We will take a look at it and let you know. By what date are you looking for the comments?

From: Huang, Eugene
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 11:09 AM
To: Murphy, Martin
Cc: Rasmussen, Richard
Subject: FW: OIG action item for review

Hi Marty,

Do you or anyone from the NRR vendor branch have any comments related to our strategy document?

Thanks,
Eugene Huang

From: Rasmussen, Richard
Ji Sent: Friday, February 25, 2011 8:24 AM
.1 To: Murphy, Martin; Tappert, John; Dudes, Laura; Shuaibi, Mohammed

Cc: Peralta, Juan; Huang, Eugene
Subject: OIG action item for review

All,

The attached is our proposal for addressing the OIG item related to outreach and communications. We believe
that the actions are reasonable, achievable (not free, they will require work), and answer the OIG concerns.
Please review and provide comments.

Thanks,
Rick

Richard Rasmussen
Chief, Quality and Vendor Inspection Branch B
Office of New Reactors
U.S. NRC
301-415-1340
richard.rasmussen(anrc.qov

2
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From: Wyatt. Melissa
To: EDO Distribution

Subject: FYI - Training: Additional Acquisition Project Manager Training Workshops Posted in iLearn
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:40:56 AM

Importance: High

Additional Acquisition Training has been added for Active Project Managers in iLearn.
Please see additional information below.

Thanks,
Melissa

From: Cooper, Carolyn
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 7:08 PM
To: Training Coordinators; Adelstein, Patricia; Ake, Jon; Alemu, Bezakulu; App, Daniel; Appignani, Peter;
Art, Hans; Armstrong, Kenneth; Arrighi, Russell; Azariah-Kribbs, Keith; Bajwa, Chris; Ballam, Nick;
Banas, Paul; Barr, Cynthia; Basu, Sudhamay; Bayssie, Mekonen; Bazian, Samuel; Beatty, John;
Bellinger, Alesha; Beltz, Guy; Bender, Marianne; Benney, Kristen; Biemik, James; Blair, Meghan;
Blakeney, Catherine; Blount, Barbara; Bone, Alysia; Boone, Sharon; Boyd, NancyTurner; Brady, Denis;
Brosky, Kathleen; Brown, Cris; Brown, Vickie; Bucher, April; Burdine, Eugene; Carpenter, Robert; Carr,
Trisha; Carrier, William; Carsley, Leonard; Cavanaugh, James; Centeno, Rafael; Chamberlin, Nancy;
Champion, Bryan; Champion, Tanya; Chang, Helen; Chang, James; Chapeton, Angelina; Chapman,
Karen; Cheng, May; Chicca, Gregory; Choudhury, Roy; Clark, Tracy; Clayman, Lew; Clement, Richard;
Cloyd, SherVerne; Cooper, Susan; Coplin, Seth; Crawford, Lynn; Csontos, Aladar; Cunningham, Elinor;
Curtis, David; Curtis, Michelle; Cusseaux, Susan; DAbate, David; Dabbs, Bill; Daniel, Richard; Danoff,
Karen; Dawood, David; Deavers, Ron; DeMarco, Deborah; Deucher, Joseph; Dexter, Robert; Doan,
Brian; Dodmead, James; Dofat, Randell; Doornbos, Roger; DuBose, Brenda; Eaton, Bobby; Eng, Patricia;
Eskandary, Aldo; Evans, Mark; Everly, JKeith; Fahey, MaryKay; Farzam, Farhad; Feibus, Jonathan;
Feisher, Harry; Fenton, Darlene; Figueroa, Gladys; Figueroa, Roberto; Finglass, Jack; Flanders, Rhea;
Flynn, Sean; Focht, Eric; Fortune Grasty, Tojuana; Fredericks, Carl; Fretz, Robert; Gibson, Lauren;
Gingrich, Chester; Gladhill, Vicki; Glaros, Rachel; Gold, Meg; Golshan, KG; Gonzalez, Michelle; Greene,
LaTosha; Greene, Tyrone; Grenier, Bernard; Griffin, James; Griffin, Janice; Griffin, Steven; Griffis, Jeff;
Grodin, Maryann; Gutteridge, John; Hall,. Patricia; Hannum, Karyn; Haq, Salman; Harrington, Ronald;
Harris, William; Harrison, Thomas; Hayden, Elizabeth; Hayden, Susan; Helton, Donald; Herrera, Marisa;
Herron, Bill; Hsu, Kaihwa; Hudson, Nathanael; Huffert, Anthony; Hughes, Helen; Hull, Amy; Iqbal,
Naeem; Ireland, Andrew; Jones, Evan; Jones, Jackie; Jones, Kevin; Jones, Susan; Kelsh, Janice; Kerben,
Valerie; Khan, Omar; King, Michael; Kinney, Penelope; Kline, Kevin; Knox-Davin, Edna; Konzman, Carl;
Kundrat, Christine; Kuritzky, Alan; Lai, Sandra; Lam, Donna; Lane, John; Laughlin, Jeff; Lawson, Joe;
Lee, Bert; Lee, Jun; Leschek, Walter; Lewis, Doris; Lilley, Joanna; Lobe, Jon; Lopez, George; Lynn,
Henry; Machalek, Woody; Madison, Wil; Madni, Imtiaz; Mahoney, Darlene; Main, Jeffrey; Manning,
Louis; Marshall, Shawn; Mattingley, Joel; McCarthy, James; McCubbin, Sharlene; McDevitt, Joan;
Montgomery, Carlos; Morris, James; Moses, Kay; Moy, Romena; Murphy, Andrew; Murray, Christopher;
Neff, Randi; Nguyen, Kenny; Nicholson, Jackie; Noory, Roya; Norkin, Donald; Oliveto, Betsy; O'Neal,
Don; Orlando, Dennise; Patterson, Tira; Petsch, Judy; Peyton, James; Picon-Colon, Reinaldo; Pinckney,
David; Pires, Jose; Poland, Timothy; Rakovan, Lance; Ramsey, Jack; Rathbun, Howard; Reeves,
Rosemary; Resner, Mark; Rhodes, Bebbie; Ricci, John; Ridgely, Bruce; Rivas, Audrey; Rivera-Lugo,
Richard; Robb, Claire; Robinson, Gary; Rough, Richard; Royal, Judith; Rudland, David; Rupinta, Shane;
Saba, Mohammad; Sage, Alan; Saint, Gloria; Salomon, Arthur; Salter, Susan; Santos, Cayetano; Schmit,
Matthew; Schneider, Linda; Scott, Harold; Secor, Christine; Seeherman, Judy; Seltzer, Rickie; Shaikh,
Samina; Shnayder, Yana; Shuaibi, Mohammed; Shyu, Eugenia; Simpkins, Douglas; Simpler, Gary;
Smercak, Janet; Smith, Cathy; Smith, James; Smith, Tuwanda; Sollenberger, Dennis; Solorio, Dave;
Solorio, Ilka; Spiro, Harvey; Stang, Annette; Stansbury, Reginald; Stetson, Kathleen; Strong, Diana;
Sulser, David; Sun, Casper; Suto-Goldsby, Lori; Sydnor, Russell; Taylor, Chutima; Tegeler, Bret; Tene,
Kimberly; Tharp, Doug; Thomas, James; Thweatt (ADM), JoAnne; Tien, Kirk; Titherington-Buda, Sherry;
Tran, Tu; Valencia, Sandra; Valentin, Milton; Vick, Lawrence; Wade, Shantece; Walker, John;
Waterman, Michael; Welkie, Andrew; Williams, Barbara; Williams, Michael; Williams, Tamera; Wood,
Becky; Wood, Gene; Wood, Jeffery; Wood, Stanley; Wucher, John; Yee, Linda; Yimam, Menelik
Cc: Narick, Marianne; McPherson, DeNedra; Barror, Camilla; Easson, Pamela; Schultz, Eileen; Clarkson,
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Sharon; Kinney, Penelope; Atsalinos, Mike; Rivas, Audrey; Flack, Jennifer; Rini, Brett; Crutchley, Mary
Glenn; Coleman, Judy; Wyatt, Melissa; Tenaglia, Mickey; Lee, David; McDevitt, Joan; Nute-Blackshear,
Lora; Butler, Rodney; McGill, Clinton
Subject: Additional Acquisition Project Manager Training Workshops Posted in iLearn
Importance: High

Good Morning,

This is to notify you that additional offerings of Workshops 3, 4, 5, and 12 have been added to

iLearn and are NOW available for registration. Please be advised that all "active" project managers

are required to complete these additional training requirements no later than the June 30, 2011

deadline. "Active" project managers are those PMs who are currently monitoring an active

contract and these workshops are reserved for those PMs only.

I highly recommend that you register for the courses that you need as soon as possible because

classes will probably fill up fast.

Thank you.

Acquisition Career Manager

Division of Contracts

Office of Administration
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Tracy, Glenn

Dorman, Dan ,,sto. Chuck:; G lack* Stewart. Sharon
Buchholz. Jeri; Powel!. Dawn: Cohen, Miriam

OEDO ACTION ON SBCR REHIRED ANNUITANT/ MEETING ON FRIDAY

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:45:51 AM

Advisory Group Colleagues:

Look forward to seeing all of you this Friday. Fully realizing the impact of the Japan event
and response, if you cannot attend, I request notification. I have asked Len wert to sit in
for Chuck, but know that Jack and Dan are extensively supporting the event. There are
some important matters to discuss, as well as updates on current agency projections in
light of recruitment actions in offices below the current 103% thresholds.

I (b)(5) I

Secondly, OEDO (Darren Ash) has authorized SBCR's requested extension of Marva
Gray's appointment for three months. 11

/ (b)(5)

All the best, Glenn

I
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

,Saah. Lauren.

NRR DPR Distritution
Delegation of Authority for Stacey Rosenberg
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:49:24 AM

March 16, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

Timothy J. McGinty, Director
Division of Policy and Rulemaking
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Stacey L. Rosenberg, Chief
Generic Communications Branch
Division of Policy and Rulemaking
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITYSUBJECT:

While I am in the Headquarters Operations Center Wednesday, March 16, 2011

through Friday, March 18, 2011. Eric Bowman will serve as the Acting Chief for the

Generic Communications Branch. Mr. Bowman is located at 12H9- and can be reached at

301-415-2963, or via email eric.bowmanpnrc.gov

CONTACT: Stacey L. Rosenberg, NRR/DPR
301-415-2357
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From: Rothschild. Trip

To: Haney, Catherine

Cc: Hirsch. Patricia

Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:59:37 AM

(b)(5)

From: Hirsch, Patricia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:53 AM
To: Haney, Catherine; Rothschild, Trip
Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

(b)(5)

Pat Hirsch

Assistant General Counsel for Legal Counsel,

Legislation and Special Projects

Mail Stop 0-15 D21

301-415-0563

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:47 AM
To: Hirsch, Patricia
Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

(b)(5)

From: Hirsch, Patricia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:46 AM
To: Haney, Catherine; Schmidt, Rebecca; Droggitis, Spiros; Poole, Brooke; Vietti-Cook, Annette;
Muessle, Mary; Weber, Michael; Ash, Darren; Nichols, Russell; Sealing, Donna; Holonich, Joseph; Powell,
Amy; Young, Mitzi; Burns, Stephen; Rothschild, Trip; Itzkowitz, Marvin; Dorman, Dan; Batkin, Joshua;
Coggins, Angela; Clark, Lisa; Sharkey, Jeffry; Reddick, Darani; Sosa, Belkys; Davis, Roger; Bubar,
Patrice; Bupp, Margaret; Nieh, Ho; Zorn, Jason; Crockett, Steven; Croston, Sean; Suttenberg, Jeremy;
Cordes, John
Subject: Congressional request for Yucca documents

Hopefully, you have all seen the yellow announcement that was posted yesterday
concerning the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform request for
information and documents concerning Yucca. (if you haven't, I have pasted it below, and

I attached the Committee's request)
First order of business is to get from each of you an estimate of a reasonable date you can
provide OGC your responsive documents, or in some instances, the requested timelines.
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While the request itself set the 2 3 rd of March as the due date for most of the documents,
and April 1, for the delivery of the un-redacted SER volume 3, 1 understand that the
committee staff has indicated these dates can be pushed back a while due to the
emergency in Japan.

Notwithstanding the fact that my name is on the yellow announcement as the point of
contact, it will actually "take a village" to get this done. In OGC, Sean Croston and Jeremy
Suttenberg will be staffing this with me, if I am out, Steve Crockett will be acting for me.

I know everyone is busy and I really appreciate everyone's cooperation with this task.
Thanks!

Pat Hirsch
Assistant General Counsel for Legal Counsel,

Legislation and Special Projects

Mail Stop 0-15 D21
301-415-0563

Announcement No. 033

Date: March 15, 2011

To: All NRC Employees
SUBJECT: DOCUMENT HOLD INSTRUCTIONS RE: YUCCA HIGH LEVEL WASTE

REPOSITORY

The House of Representatives Committee on Oversight and Government Reform has requested
documents and information related to the Yucca High-Level Waste Repository matter. NRC
employees are directed to maintain all pertinent documents falling within the scope of the request,
which is described below. Requested records, documents, data, or information should not be
destroyed, modified, removed, transferred or otherwise made inaccessible. The request includes
documents or information in your possession or control or held by employees or agents acting on
your behalf. The request includes electronically stored information (ESI) which is the preferred
format, as well as hard copies of documents.

What You Need to Do

It is your responsibility to ensure that any potentially relevant information related to this matter/case
that is within your possession, custody, or control, is preserved and not destroyed, even if the policy
or practice of your office would normally dictate otherwise.

What Must Be Preserved

The information that must be preserved includes Electronically Stored Information ("ESI"), hard
copies of documents, and tangible things. ESI includes, but is not limited to, computer files of any
type (word processing documents, e-mail messages, spreadsheets, calendar entries, and flash
memory media, including USB drives and memory cards). It includes not only information stored on
NRC computers but can also include information stored on home computers, personal laptop
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computers, PDAs such as Palm Pilots and Blackberries, and mobile phones, if used for NRC work.

All information, including privileged information, must be preserved.

If you identify responsive documents, you will receive additional instructions for producing this
information for provision to the Committee. In the meantime, please carefully review this e-mail and
preserve all materials in accordance with these instructions.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions regarding which
materials should be preserved or how they should be preserved, or suggestions, please do not
hesitate to contact Patricia Hirsch, Assistant General Counsel for Legal Counsel, Legislation and
Special Projects at 301-415-1607 or by e-rail.

RECORDS and INFORMATION REQUESTED:

1. A timeline of significant events related to the Commission's review of the ASLB's decision
on DOE's motion to withdraw the license application,
Including, but not limited to the following:

a) Filing of each Commissioner's vote

b) Withdrawal of any Commissioner's vote

Active deliberation or discussions between Commissioners or their
c) staffs.

2. Documents and communications, including e-mails, relating to the Commission's review of
the ASLB's decision on DOE's motion to withdraw the license application.

3. Documents and communications, including e-mails, relating to reasons for the delay
between the filing of the final Commissioner's vote and the scheduling of the affirmation
session.

4. A timeline of all significant events related to the "orderly closure" of the High-Level Waste
Program and the use of Nuclear Waste Fund resources under the Continuing Resolution,
including but not limited to the following:

Communication to or among the Commissioners or their respective
a) staffs

b) Internal communication to NRC staff

5. Documents and communications, including e-mails, relating to all significant dates
concerning the "orderly closure" of the High-Level Waste Program and the use of Nuclear
Waste Fund resources under the Continuing Resolution.

6. Documents and communications, including e-mails, exchanged among or originated by the
Commissioners, their respective staffs, and the Commission staff relating to the funding of
the High-Level Waste Program in FY2011. This request includes any reviews or
recommendations provided by the Office of the General Counsel.

7. Documents and communications including e-mails exchanged among or originated by the
Commissioners, their respective staffs, and Commission staff relating to the release of
Volume III of the SER.

8. A statement by each individual responsible for reviewing and signing Volume III of the
SER specifying whether he/she received the document for final concurrence and whether
and when he/she gave that concurrence.

9. Documents and communications, including e-mails, related to the decision to develop a
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report separate from the SER to document the NRC staffs technical review activities
completed to date.

10. Volume Ill of the SER, in un-redacted form.

/RAI

Stephen G. Burns

General Counsel
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From:

To:
Subject:
Date:

S (b)(6)

Haney. Catherine
RE:[ (b)(6)
Monday, March 14, 2011 11:04:55 AM

(b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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Satorius, Mark

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:12 AM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: Good news on Ken

(b)(6)

Cynthia D. Pederson

Deputy Regional Administrator

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Region III

630-829-9658

19
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From: Bailey. Marissa
To: Coe Doug
Subject: RE: Scripts Used for the Supervisory Workshop on Performance Communications

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:14:54 AM

Do you still have the script? I don't.

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Tuesday, March 1572011 2:40 PM
To: Bailey, Marissa; Coe, Doug; Baker, Pamela; Landau, Mindy; Rajnic, Cecilia; Ficks, Ben
Subject: Scripts Used for the Supervisory Workshop on Performance Communications

Hello all,

OPM asked about the performance workshop we conducted last September, and
specifically requested a copy of the scripts used for the role-playing sessions. I had
received the synopses w/ the key messages, but we were hoping to share the actual
scripts. If you all still have them, could you e-mail them to me for sharing w/ my OPM
contact?

Thanks
Alison
301-492-2326
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From: Wall, Yvonne
To: Dow. Bruce
Subject: Out of Office: Deputy Regional Administrator (DRA) Monthly Call

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:18:14 AM

I am not in the office on Monday 3/14 but I will be back on Tuesday 3/15. For assistance please

contact Fatima Aragon.

Thanks
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From: 5mith. James

To: Rodgers. Mari; Negrin, Darlene; FCSS Document Processing Resource; Bailey, Marissa; Tschiltz. Michael

Cc: Pulliam, Timothy Kim, Sunny; Sakadales. Antoinette; Dorman, Dan; Haney. Catherine Kinneman, John;
Kokaiko. Lawrence; Ordaz, Vonna; Tschiltz. Michael' Bailey. Marissa' Benner. Eric; Davis._Jk; Mohseni. Aby;
Smith Bri eaver. Dou n. ; Fitch, Karen; Easson. Pamela; Jones, Kimberly Berry. Rollie;
Chidichimo. Gabriele; Cooper. LaTova; Damiano. Debra; FCSS Document Processing Resource; Ford. William;
Gallardv, Vivian; Parker. Nicole' White. Bernard; Smith. Shawn; Smith, Brian; Habiahorst, Peter; Johnson.
Robert; Silva. Patricia; Hiltz. Thomas; Campbell. Larry

Subject: RE: FY 2011 Mid-Year Senior Performance Officer (SPO) Assessment (NMSS201100079/NMSS-2011-0023) -
doses task 2

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:24:26 AM

Attachments: NSIR 2011 SPO MidYear by NMSS.doc
OE 2011 SPO MidYear by NMSS.doc
R11 2011 SPO MidYear by NMSS.doc
FSME 2011 SPO MidYear by NMSS.doc

Darlene-

Attached are copies of the files that FCSS compiled for its primary office responsibilities.
The originals have been save on the S:\drive per the Timeline provided with the ticket.
This completes Task 2, due noon March 16, 2011.

From: Rodgers, Mary
Sent: Tuesday, February 22, 2011 12:23 PM
To: Negrin, Darlene; Smith, Shawn; Jones, Sam; Fitch, Karen; Easson, Pamela; Jones, Kimberly; Berry,
Rollie; Chidichimo, Gabriele; Cooper, LaToya; Damiano, Debra; FCSSDocumentProcessing Resource;
Ford, William; Gallardy, Vivian; Parker, Nicole; Rodgers, Mary; Smith, James; White, Bernard
Cc: Pulliam, Timothy; Kim, Sunny; Sakadales, Antoinette; Dorman, Dan; Haney, Catherine; Kinneman,
John; Kokajko, Lawrence; Ordaz, Vonna; Tschiltz, Michael; Bailey, Marissa; Benner, Eric; Davis, Jack;
Mohseni, Aby; Smith, Brian; Weaver, Doug
Subject: FY 2011 Mid-Year Senior Performance Officer (SPO) Assessment (NMSS201100079/NMSS-
2011-0023)

Ladies/Gentlemen:

Please print the attached NMSS tickets and action. Please pay attention to due dates
noted on FY 2011 Timeline Ticket.doc.

First Task:

Due to POC: 03/11/2011

Second Task:

Due to NMSS: noon 3/16/2011; revisions due NLT cob: 3/30/11

Third Task:

Due to OEDO: 04/15/2011

Memo can be found in ADAMS package: ML110350519

From: Negrin, Darlene
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Sent: Friday, February 18, 2011 1:02 PM
To: Rodgers, Mary
Subject: ACTION: SPO Timeline for ticket as well as Division POCs document

Please prepare the ticket and send out ASAP. Both documents will need to go out to all

Division POCs.

NMSS/IPBPA
301-492-3558

"THE MIND IS LIKE A PARACHUTE,

IT WORKS BEST WHEN ITS OPEN."
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FY 2011 Mid-Year Assessment of Offices

PRIMARY ASSESSMENT OF NSIR by NMSS

NSIR continued to provide excellent support of Fuel Cycle Facilities in Rulemaking and
protection of classified information.

Supporting Remarks:

" Excellent support for developing the draft Part 74 rule for material control and accounting.
* Continues to provide outstanding support in the area of classified information protection.
" Excellent support in resolving gaps for the regulatory basis document on reprocessing

rulemaking activities.
* Has provided good support of NFS emergency plan revisions and physical security reviews

to support license renewal.
* Outstanding efforts in communication and working to keep other offices engaged on the

Spent Nuclear Fuel Transportation Security Rule and Tribal Notification Rule.

Areas for Improvement:

None-

April 26, 2011
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FY 2011 Mid-Year Assessment of Offices

PRIMARY ASSESSMENT OF OE by NMSS

* OE provided timely advice and support for FCSS enforcement actions.

Supporting Remarks:

* OE staff was available, responsive and helpful when support was requested for
escalated cases.

* Has provided good support of NFS enforcement panels, ADR negotiations, and safety
culture oversight at NFS.

* Outstanding leadership in coordinating the development of the proposed Safety Culture
Policy Statement (SCPS) leading to subsequent approval of the SCPS by the
Commission.

* Outstanding support reviewing a Holtec inspection report on short notice to assess
enforcement options.

" Excellent support on developing a Regulatory Issue Summary notifying licensees and
certificate holders of where they can find enforcement actions taken against individuals
to inform hiring decisions.

* Outstanding support for coordinating the resolution of very complex escalated
enforcement actions involving import/export transportationfor Foss Therapy Services.
Additionally, OE provided great support to NMSS on the AREVA Individual escalated
enforcement action involving falsified references and date stamps on United Kingdom
transit documents.

Areas of Improvement:

None

April 26, 2011
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FY 2011 Mid-Year Assessment of Offices

ASSESSMENT OF REGION II by NMSS

RII continued its excellent support of Fuel Cycle Facilities Safeguards and Inspection issues.

Supporting Remarks:

" Excellent support in completing the review and revision of MC&A Inspection Procedures
as part of corrective actions to OIG Audit, OIG-09-A-19, Audit of NRC's Material Control
and Accounting Security Measures for Special Nuclear Materials at Fuel Cycle
Facilities.

" Excellent support for planned MC&A inspections at licensee facilities.

" Excellent support in the development of the ISA/PRA comparison paper. RII provided
timely and value added comments.

" Outstanding management and staff coordination with NMSS and among the other
regions on spent fuel storage inspection activities, including event follow-up and follow-
up on generic issues associated with thermal limitations during vacuum drying and
seismic restraints during fuel transfer.

" Has provided great support of challenging NFS safety culture oversight and reactive
inspections, while continuing to meet routine inspection requirements at NFS. This has
included several public meetings with a high level of public interest.

Areas of Improvement:

* NMSS and Region II need to move toward a more open and collaborative relationship.
Examples where more openness and collaboration were needed include the need for
early communication, coordination and alignment on the revised LPR process, changes
at the last minute to the WEC EA, coordination with NEI on CAP, etc.

April 26, 2011
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FY 2011 Mid-Year Assessment of Offices

PRIMARY ASSESSMENT OF FSME by NMSS

* Continued excellent support for Fuel Cycle Facilities in Rulemaking and notification of FSME
licensees of Safeguards requirements

Supporting Remarks:
• Excellent support in facilitating communications to in-situ recovery facilities, uranium mills and

Agreement State licensees on issues related to (1) reporting requirements, and (2)
complementary access visits by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) as required
under the U.S.-IAEA Additional Protocol.

a Excellent support in developing the draft Part 74 rule and support of the Part 74 rulemaking
working group.

" Good support in the developing of the Part 40 rulemaking to address Australian Obligated nuclear
materials.

" Outstanding support in participating on the branch chief's Advisory Group to assure acceptable
closure of regulatory gaps and completion of the regulatory basis document and developing the
environmental technical report for the reprocessing rulemaking activities.

* Provided good support of a challenging NFS renewal application. This included preparing an
environmental assessment while managing high public interest.

* Outstanding coordination of revisions to 10 CFR Part 72 to allow 40-year license terms and
upgrading to newer amendments by general licensees.

* Excellent support provided in Part 71 rulemaking for compatibility with IAEA transportation

standards such as revising schedules and engaging working group members.

* Excellent communication provided in 10 CFR 73.37 Spent Nuclear Fuel Transportation Security

Rulemaking.

* Excellent communication, organization and schedule provided in the Tribal Notification Rule.

* Excellent support for spent fuel storage rulemakings such as NUHOMS HD Amendment 1 and
MAGNASTOR Amendment 2.

Areas for Improvement:

* Although a couple of meetings were coordinated by FSME staff the progress on Part 40
rulemaking to address Australian Obligated nuclear materials has been slower than anticipated
given the few issues identified were resolved quickly by the working group member.

April 26,2011
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* Provided marginal support of decommissioning actions. Although decommissioning actions have
been low priority, it has been difficult to get FSME to provide timely feedback on the need to
continue split sampling at NFS, and the adequacy of final status surveys from NFS.

I,

April 26, 2011

DN 1783 of 2796



From: RRobn on behalf of Boyer. Rachel

To: NRR Distribution; Chanog, Helen Christoffer-Baruch. Gail Ciand. Sandra DeBose. Mikhelle Gaskins. Farrah;
Greenwood, Carol enifer, Phyllis: Kgk ; Kratchman. lesslca; Moore, Wendy R i ; 5heoard.
Alice; Smoson. JoAnn; Tannenbaum, Anita; Yllma. Haimanot; Boer, Bruce NRR Leave Calendar Resource
NRR ET Activity Resource

Subject: FW: FWPAC Women"s History Month Event

Importance: High

When: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: Commissioner's Hearing Room

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.

----- Original Appointment----
From: Boyer, Rachel
Sent: Tuesday, February 22, 2011 4:50 PM
To: Boyer, Rachel; Chang, Helen; Christoffer-Baruch, Gail; Cianci, Sandra; DeBose, Michelle; Gaskins, Farrah; Greenwood, Carol;
Jenifer, Phyllis; King, Ikeda; Kratchman, Jessica; Moore, Wendy; Ross, Robin; Shepard, Alice; Simpson, JoAnn; Tannenbaum, Anita;
Yilma, Haimanot; Boger, Bruce; NRRLeave_Calendar Resource; NRRETrActivity Resource
Subject: FWPAC Women's History Month Event
When: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: Commissioner's Hearing Room
Importance: High

When: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:30 AM-12:30 PM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: Commissioner's Hearing Room

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.
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Laur, Steven

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Wittick, Brian
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:35 AM
Laur, Steven
Cheok, Michael; Lee, Samson
FW: CTS-SRM-S11-0014
CTS-SRM-S1 1-0014.docx; SRM 03-15 SECY-1 1-0014.docx

Steve,

Attached is the SECY proposed action items resulting from the CAP SRM. I understand from talking to Mike
Cheok that you have lead for the action items identified in the second paragraph of the SRM, and the second
item noted on the SECY action list.
I am looking for inputs on the task description, deliverable, and proposed due date. Please also note that the

SECY tracking list only identified one of the multiple taskings specified in the second paragraph of the SRM.

Please let me know when you are available to discuss (I will be on the night shift the next couple days).

Thanks,

Brian Wittick
Executive Technical Assistant for Reactors
Office of the Executive Director for Operations
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-2496 (w);I (b)(6) 1(c)

From: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource
To: Wittick, Brian
Sent: Tue Mar 15 14:21:17 2011
Subject: FW: CTS-SRM-S11-0014

Brian,

See SECY tasking sheet for 03/15/11 SRM to SECY-] 1-0014. Please let me know as soon as
possible that it is okay for the action to be tasked to the assigned office and that there are no
additional OEDO tasking that need to be tracked from this SRM. When responding, please
indicate:

(1) the EDO due date;
(2) type of response (SECY paper, memlo, etc.); and
(3) signature level of response (EDO, OD, etc.).

ACS will make sure that SECY is in agreement. Thank you.

Denise

I
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From: Shea, Pamela
Sent: Tuesday, March1 15, 2011 1:26 PM
To: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource
Cc: Bavol, Rochelle; Laufer, Richard; Andersen, James; Landau, Mindy
Subject: CTS-SRM-S11-0014

See attached CTS.

Thanks,
Pam

2
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From: Padilla. William

To: Trapp, James

Cc: Rich, Thomas; Paradiso, Karen; Bell Marvin; Mobley, Helen; Looez. George- Bearde. Diane

Subject: GETS Card

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:38:28 AM

Attachments: GETS Emergency Card - Trapp.doC

Mr. Trapp,

Attached is an e-copy of your GETS card with basic dialing instructions. More detailed documentation
can be found at h .tps//et nscs.gov/docs/GETS%20Wallet%20Guidee %201-09._df and
http://gets.ncs.gov/docs/GEIS%20User%20Guide%201 -09.pdf. Your card number is: (b)(6)

If you need further assistance, let me know.

Regards,
Bill

,dl.4f, PA,/ e'4 9.
Telecommunications Specialist
OIS/ICOD/COTB - Telecommunications Team
Mailstop: T-5D14
Tel: 301-415-7250
BB:F (b)(6)
Fax: 301-415-5077
email: William.Padilla(a3nrc. ov

SU.S.NRC

DN 1788 of 2796



-FOR OR 1M=L& ISE.QýL
(WHEN FILLED IN)

GETS Card Image For Emergency Distribution

Date Issued: 3/16/2011

Government Emergency Telecommunications Service

PIN: (b)(6)

Name: James Trapp
Organization: NRC

Dial 1.710-NCS-GETS (627-4387)
At the tone, enter your PIN

When prompted, dial your destination number (area code + number)

If you cannot complete a call, use a different long distance carrier:

AT&T: 1010 + 288 -or- 1-888-288-4387
Verizon: 1010 + 222 +1.710-627-4387 -or- 1-800-900-4387

Sprint: 1010 + 333 -or- 1-800-257-8373

Fmm a Wireless Priority Service enabled device:
Dial *272 before any call, including a GETS call.

Assistance: For help or to report trouble, Familiarization Calls: Make periodic
dial 1-800-818-GETS (4387) or GETS calls using 703-818-3924 as the

703-818-GETS (4387) destination number

US GOVERNMENT PROPERTY. If found, return to: DHS (Atn: NPPD/
WWW.nCS.gOv CS&CINCSIGETS) 245 Murray Lane SW. Bldg. 410, Washington. DC 20598

WARNING: For Official Use Only by Au.horized Personnel _

*Notes: This card will be canceled in 30 days. If your organization has an established GETS

account, the point of contact (POC) can request the card be made permanent. Otherwise, your
organization must establish a GETS POC and an alternate, and then complete the steps listed
under the First Time GETS Requestors link at http://igets.ncs.gov.

You MUST first try your call on the Public Switched Network or normal means of
communication (e.g., cell phone, phone booth, private phone, etc.), and if that fails, then use
GETS.

FOR ( iEN-L- F SIOE IN) y
(WHEN FILLED IN)
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From: (b)(6)
To: Qmbe, Ja•
Subject: I (b)(6) I
Date: Wednesday, MarCh 16, 2011 11:39:28AM

(b)(6)
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Hanev. Catherine
Rifler, Kelly
RE: FY10 Travel to Japan
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:43:00 AM

From:

To:

Subject:
Date:

I'm not aware of anything that I didn't receive. How much is left?

From: Riner, Kelly
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:02 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: FY10 Travel to Japan
Importance: High

You had a trip to Japan, 10/1/09 - 10/9/10, travel authorization number T050160. Were
you paid in full for this trip? Please let me know as there are funds outstanding.

Kelly Riner
Time & Labor and Fees Coordinator, and Funds Certifier
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards (NMSS)
Program Planning. Budgeting and Program Analysis Staff (PBPA)
Financial Management Branch

Kelly.riner(@nrc.gov (e-mail, BEST way to contact)
(301) 492-3250 (office)

(b)(6) (altemative work location)
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From: Haney, Catherine
To: Bailey, Marissa
Subject: RE: NMSS GFP Selection Approved
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:43:00 AM

Great news.

From: Bailey, Marissa
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:00 AM
To: Kinneman, John; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Easson, Pamela; Negrin, Darlene; Jones,
Kimberly; Sakadales, Antoinette
Cc: Damon, Dennis
Subject: FW: NMSS GFP Selection Approved

The EDO has approved April Smith as the NMSS selectee for the Graduate Fellowship
Program - PRA.

From: Martin, Gillian
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:49 AM
To: Bailey, Marissa
Cc: Dean, Vivian; Powell, Dawn
Subject: NMSS GFP Selection Approved

Hi Marissa- I wanted to let you know that the NMSS selection (April Smith) for the
Graduate Fellowship Program has been signed off on by the EDO. HR will notify the
successful and unsuccessful applicants of their status and arrange feedback sessions with
the rating panel chair as requested. Should you get a request for feedback, please refer
them to the HR Specialist (Vivian Dean) for handling.

HR will also prepare a Yellow Announcement for agency distribution regarding the
selections.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional information.

Thanks,
Gilly

Gilly Martin

Chief, Operations Branch B

Office of Human Resources
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Ph: 301-251-7460
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From: Haney, Catherine

To: Pulliam, Timothy

Subject: Next Week

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:51:00 AM

Tim,

I'm still planning on going to France next week. There is a good possibility that Dan will be
out of the office all next week at the Ops Center. What's going on next week with the
budget or anything else that you would normally interact with the Front Office.
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From: Haney, Catherine
To: Keegan, Elaine
Subject: RE: question
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:51:00 AM

I know all that. That's why I sent it to the DD. There is some sensitivity about the info.

From: Keegan, Elaine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:51 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: RE: question

But most of the staff can see OUO and are smart enough not to release the information.
Fortunately, for me, I forget what I read about 5 minutes after reading it.

We do care about what is going on over there.

From: Haney, Catherine
SLht: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:48 AM
To: Keegan, Elaine
Subject: RE: question

Interesting. I sent it to DD and asked they respect the OUO. I'm glad they are sending it

out.

From: Keegan, Elaine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:47 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: RE: question

It came from your camp but that's all I'm saying.

Maybe Eric is passing the reports to the DDs but ours isn't sharing with everyone. He's

like that.

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:45 AM
To: Keegan, Elaine
Subject: RE: question

No trouble. Just curious

I don't know answer to second question. I've been sending the reports to the Division

Directors.

From: Keegan, Elaine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:27 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: RE: question

Didn't get it from a Mike. Why do you want to know? I don't want to get anyone in trouble
for sharing information.
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This is the first time I've seen a concise statement of what's going on. Why does
NRC/NRR feel the need to keep this information from the staff?

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:23 AM
To: Keegan, Elaine
Subject: RE: question

Don't know. What Mike did you get this from?

From: Keegan, Elaine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:22 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: fw: question
Importance: High

How come we have to come by this information by "back channels?" Doesn't NRC staff, or at least the
technical staff, deserve to know what's really going on? Why the censorship?

Subject: ".QffiacL-4e-OGFy" : 0630 EDT (March 16, 2011) USNRC Earthquake/Tsunami SitRep
Importance: High

Branch Chiefs, please share this with your staff with the appropriate caution that this

information is "Offtca -l" and is only being shared within the federal family.

Attached, please find a 0630 EDT situation report from the US Nuclear Regulatory

Commission's Emergency Operations Center regarding the impacts of the

earthquake/tsunami on March 16, 2011. This Update includes information on dose

rates near Fukushima Daiichi, Fukushima Daiichi plant parameters, and NRC PMT

hypothetical Worst Case Analyses.

In the event that a member of the staff receives a call from a member of the public

concerning the event please refer them to the Office of Public Affairs. This actually
happened yesterday with a call that Lorena received.

Thanks,
Mike
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Satorius, Mark

From: Ellegood, John
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:52 AM
To: Riemer, Kenneth; ALLR3
Subject: RE: daily morning meeting notes for March 16

Palisades unidentified leakage was 0.137 vice .37 gpm. Much of the leakage is attributed to head/pzr vent
leakage to the quesnch tank.

Leakage is above the 3 sigma limit.

From: Riemer, Kenneth
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:48 PM
To: ALLR3
Subject: daily morning meeting notes for March 16

The Daily Morning Meeting News for March 16, 2011

Note: This newsletter may contain pre-decisional info.

Do not distribute outside the NRC.

Support Issues:

RA INPO Level 1 Event Report sent to U.S. plants requires a response back to INPO in 4 major
categories.

Reminder to continue to focus on our core safety mission

DRP None

DRS None

DNMS None

DRMA None

STATES fielding questions from the states on the Japanese event

PAO continued.extensive coverage of Japanese events:

* Good Morning America crew shooting a session at DC Cook

* Questions on potential radiation readings in U.S.

* Statement on EPA website agreeing with NRC that it's unlikely that damaging radiation will reach U.S.

" Pres. Obama media briefing yesterday emphasized that NRC thinks through all possibilities, and that
NRC will review seismic considerations at U.S. plants

http://www.bulletinnews.com/nrc/

TSS None

EICS reminder if there are any panel packages for next week to get them to EICS by noon

Materials Events/Issues
None

9
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Reactor Events

Plant status

BRANCH I

Dresden U2: Congressman Bobby Rush will be on site Friday

During HPCI maintenance outage discharge valve experienced overthrust and bent the
stem; licensee evaluating temp mod to exit maintenance outage and LCO

U3:

Quad Cities Ul:
U2:

Clinton

BRANCH 2

Monticello plant in Mode 5, time to boil = 38 hours, RCT temp = 87, S/D risk = green (S/D risk planned to
remain green for entire outage); as part of outage work licensee is replacing 4 control rod
blades that were subject of the recent Part 21 report

LaSalle Ul:

Duane Arnold

U2:

On March 18, Iowa State Representative Anesa Kajtazovic (D-21"s district), will visit the Duane
Arnold Energy Center for a plant tour and meeting with licensee management.

BRANCH3

Byron Ul: Mode 6, time to boil = 13 minutes, S/D risk = yellow. Head lift planned for tonight

U2:

Braidwood Ul: Community informatin night planned for next week; NRC to participate

U2:

BRANCH 4

Fermi

Palisades .finished Aux Feedwater work via temp mod and exited LCO last night at 2230; Unidentified
leakage at .37 gpm (crosses our threshold for monitoring) but some questions about accuracy of
data.

Prairie Island Ul: NMSS sponsoring a public meeting for ISFSI;

10
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Site revised flood numbers from yesterday and SVP briefed MN Governor: 686' = expected
crest the wee of April 11, 688' = road access impacted, 692' = NOUE entry threshold

U2:

BRANCH 5

Point Beach Ul: time to boil in spent fuel pool = 14 hours

U2:

Kewaunee reactor head tensioned at 0300 and plant in Mode 5

BRANCH 6

Davis-Besse

DC Cook Ul: Mode 3 with startup planned for tonight and synch to grid tomorrow

U2:

Perry

NRR

None

Additional Support Issues

Other Issues

Personnel News

Daily

Congressman Bobby Rush will be on site Friday

On March 18, Iowa State Representative Anesa Kajtazovic (D-21s• district), will be on site

One Week Look Ahead

Braidwood Community Information night (NRC participating)

Weekly EDO Call Bullets

None

Post 8:15 Meeting Topics

EDG governor discussion (DRS - Mike Jones)

11
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S:\Daily Morning Meeting Notes

The above link will open Windows Explorer, and simple searches for past "Post-8:15 Meeting Topics" can be
performed using the "Search" function. The presenter may be able to provide additional information or answer
questions of interest regarding the particular topic.

12
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From: Bowman, Gregory

To: Coe, Doug; Covne. Kevin
Cc: Rini Brett; Hudson. Daniel: Brooks. Kenneth

Subject: FW: April meetings in DC on how high reliability organizations manage catastrophic risks
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:54:12 AM

The e-mail below was forwarded to me by the EDO TA who covers NRO. He was involved
in a few briefings of the Chemical Safety Board on how the NRC operates. The CSB sent
him some information on two upcoming meetings in D.C., and we thought you might be
interested.

From: Hoyle, Bill [mailto:Bill.Hoyle@csb.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 4:36 PM
To: Franovich, Mike
Cc: Sanfilippo, Nathan
Subject: April meetings in DC on how high reliability organizations manage catastrophic risks

Michael and Nathan,

Thanks so much for your time last week. It was extremely helpful. Below are links to two interesting

meetings in DC next month.

Regards,
Bill Hoyle
CSB Senior Investigator

April 19th htto://berkelevsoh.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV e4zISCHciZOPIR6

April 20-21 http://www.high-
reliabilitv,org/Documents/Conferences/Washington DC/Agenda/Aoenda Intl HRO Conference ADril2011.Ddf
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ELm

The tmpaLL of Dodd-Frank on Energy Markets Conference, April 2011
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1 L i54:53 AM

If you are having trouble viewing this email view it on o r website here

The Impact of Dodd-Frank on Energy Markets

April 26-27, 2011 ::IWashington,_DI- April 26-27, 2011 ::Washington, DC

Mark your calendar for EUCI's premier conference on The Impact of
Dodd-Frank on Energy Markets. This event will explore how the

Dodd-Frank Act and its implementing regulations will affect the
regulatory agencies, market organizations, market participants, bulk
energy users, and financial institutions involved in energy markets.

Featured Presentations From

• The Hon. Philip Moeller, Commissioner, FERC
* The Hon. Scott O'Malia, Commissioner, U.S. Commodity Futures Trading

Commission (CFTC)
* Vincent McGonagle, Senior Deputy Director-Division of Enforcement,

Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC)
• Dan Berkovitz, General Counsel, Commodity Futures Trading Commission

(CFTC)
* E. Seth Wilson, Chief Risk Officer, NASDAQ OMX Commodities Clearing

Company
* Vince Duane. Vice President and General Counsel. PJM Interconnection
• Richard McMahon. Executive Director of Energy Supply, Business Operations

Group, EEl
* James C. Allison. Regional Risk Manager. ConocoPhillips
* Carl Coscia. Vice President of Energy Policy, Constellation
* Andrew Stevens, Co-Founder and Managing Director, DC Energy
• Kathleen Barton, Vice President of Federal Regulatory Affairs and Policy,

Exelon
* Ray Hepper, Vice President and General Counsel, ISO-NE

* Ronald H. Filler, Director, New York Law School Center on Financial Services
Law

• Alexandra Guest, Global Co-Head of Commodities, Futures and e-Commerce
Compliance, Barclays Capital

Additional Presentations By

• Cadwalader Wickersham & Taft LLP
* K&L Gates
• Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP
• CME Group
* CME Clearing
* PA Consulting Group
* LCH-Clearnet Limited
* Nodal Exchange, LLC
* Sullivan & Cromwell LLP

KEY TAKEAWAYS

Six interactive panel presentations that will:

o Analyze the impact of the Dodd-Frank Act on domestic and international
energy markets

o Define how the products - such as futures, swaps, and delivery

contracts - that fall under the new regime established by the CFTC
relate to each other (which transactions are swaps and which are not)

o Examine the new regime on manipulative and disruptive trading practices

"Invigorating for attendees to hear the

opinions of those who shape our energy
industry. Top-notch speakers and Q&A
interrogatories. Two thumbs up!"
- Vice President of Finance and Risk, Mint
Energy LLC

"Informative and timely."

- Director of Credit, Direct Energy

Lei

*Nec:urrrl Gas
*NturdeaL

• FutureXAitern•lve Gonerition

*Biomass

* Errero/ Storafce
• Tronsrrission

*Distribution

* MeterinQ Technologies

* Ftmrnnd Rpsnonnee Energy
Efficiency

* Envinmen.1 and__ErnrLatina
* Markets and Trading
* Risk Management
* Rates, Finance and Accounting
* Billinal tastome' Serice.'Coilections

" Communication siMarlkelino

" Utilitv Business and tvanacer.nie.•
" Hulrnatn piseurcye:S
• Reg;ulator'. Policy and Legal Issua.s
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Evaluate credit-risk exposure and how it compounds collateral
requirements

o Assess the appropriate collateral treatment for bilateral and cleared
swaps

o Discuss the implications of Dodd-Frank on the wholesale power markets

from both regulator and market participant perspectives

" Pre-conference workshop probing the fundamental issues the CFTC must

decide, as well as some it has already decided, and predicting the real-world

impact of these policies

" Post-conference workshop identifying strategies for adapting to derivatives

regulations for energy companies

" Strategic networking opportunities

PDF Brochure I Pricing and Registration I Full Agenda

The NLts ant1 Bolts of CFTC Regulations and the Ddd-Frank Act

Monday. April 25, 2011

Energy Comnany Strategies for Adapting to Derivatives Reguulations

Wednesday. April 27, 2011

CepyngtOEUI
If you no longer wish to get these emails, you may delete your name from our distribution lists her
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From: Lieberman
To: NRCE'xecSec Resource

Cc: Pa.i; CMRSVINICKE Resource; CMRAPOSTOLAKIS Resource; CMRMAGWOOD Resource,-
CMROSTENDORFF Resource; Burns, Stephen Borchardt Bill John Greeves; Weber, Michael; Camcer, Larry;
Miller, Charles

Subject: Revised E-mail Cover note: Comments on SECY-10-0165, Staff's Approach to Comprehensive Revision to 10
CFR Part 61

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:01:07 PM
Attachments: SECYIO-0165 letter to Commission ixllto 3-16-Ii.adf

11463.odf

Ms. Annette Vietti-Cook

We are sending to you a letter with copies to the Commissioners
providing our views concerning the Staff's approaches outlined in SECY
-10-0165. We share the goal of both the Commission and the Staff to
make Part 61 more risk-informed and performance-based. However, the
SECY paper does not contain an option which in our view will achieve
this goal in an efficient and cost effective manner. Simply stated, we
propose that the current limited rulemaking capturing blending and
unique waste streams (e.g., depleted uranium) be expanded to capture all
waste streams. With a number of relatively simple modifications the
Commission will have risk-informed and performance-based Part 61 in a
pragmatic approach that should not cost the NRC more than an FrE beyond
the current limited rulemaking.

If you have any questions concerning this letter or need more
information, please contact us.

John Greeves
Jim Lieberman
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March 16, 2011

Ms. Annette Vietti-Cook
Secretary
Office of the Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

SUBJECT: SECY-10-0 165, Staffs Approach to Comprehensive Revision to 10 CFR
Part 61 (SRM M100617B)

Dear Ms. Vietti-Cook:

The purpose of this letter is to provide the Commission with our views concerning the
Staff's approaches outlined in the above SECY paper. We share the goal of both the
Commission and the Staff to make Part 61 more risk-informed and performance-based.
However, the SECY paper does not contain an option which in our view will achieve this
goal in an efficient and cost effective manner. Simply stated, we propose that the current
limited rulemaking capturing blending and unique waste streams (e.g., depleted uranium)
be expanded to capture all waste streams. With a number of relatively simple
modifications the Commission will have risk-informed and performance-based Part 61 in
a pragmatic approach that should not cost the NRC more than an FTE beyond the current
limited rulemaking.

We have presented our views in the past to the Commission and staff in the context of
blending and unique waste streams.' Last month, we presented the attached paper at the
Waste Management 2011 Conference in Phoenix, Arizona, entitled, "Risk-Informing 10
CFR 61 " that addressed seven specific changes with the associated amended rule
language to risk-inform Part 61. These are:

1) Requiring a site-specific performance assessment for all waste streams,
2) Setting a time of compliance,
3) Providing an intruder dose standard for the intruder performance objective,
4) Providing for use of modern ICRP methods,

J. Lieberman and J.T. Greeves, Comments on Potential Rulemaking for Safe Disposal of Unique Waste
Streams Including Significant Quantities of Depleted Uranium -74 FR 30175 (October 30,
2009)(ML093090484); J. Lieberman, SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June
8,2010) (ML 101670408); J.T. Greeves, SECY-l 0-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June
13,2010) (MLI 01670407); and J. Lieberman and J.T. Greeves, SECY- 10-0043 Blending of Low-Level
Radioactive Waste (July 29,2010) (ML102150168).
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5) Providing for periodic updating of the site-specific performance assessment to
make it more consistent with the DOE approach

6) Upgrading the compatibility for 10 CFR 61.58
7) Stating in 10 CFR 61.55 the point in time for classifying (currently in 10 CFR

Part 20, Appendix G)

Our proposal maintains the current classification tables in Part 61 and preserves
flexibility for the Agreement States. We recognize that many question the adequacy of
the current classification tables that may not reflect current disposal and dose
methodology. Nevertheless the States find them useful and we expect that it will take
substantial resources and stakeholder interaction to change them. The options in the
SECY paper indicate that it will take from 9.5 to 15 FTEs plus at least two million dollars
to redo or change the reliance on the classification tables.

Given current budget realities and the issues facing the Commission, we doubt that
resources of this magnitude will be available to spend on low-level waste disposal.. More
importantly, in our view, expenditures at this level are not necessary to provide protection
to the public health and safety. We believe based on our experience at the NRC in
rulemaking that our proposed changes should not cost more than an FTE beyond the
current effort for the unique/depleted waste stream rulemaking.

Our approach protects the public health and safety by focusing regulatory attention on
site-specific performance assessments demonstrating that the Part 61 performance
objectives have been met. To the extent that the current classification tables may not be
protective of the public health and safety, the requirement to demonstrate that the
performance objectives are met with a site-specific performance assessment will assure
safety. To the extent that the current classification tables may result in an unnecessary
regulatory burden because of the use of outdates dose methodology and disposal
scenarios for a generic site that does not reflect site specific conditions, the use of § 61.58
will allow the option for a regulator to permit disposal based on the results of the required

2site-specific performance assessment. While our approach requires each Agreement
State with low-level waste authority to adopt §61.58, flexibility is preserved since by its
nature the use of §61.58 is discretionary.

In sum, we recommend that the Commission gain efficiencies and further the public
health and safety by expanding the current limited rulemaking to include our
amendments. This will allow a pragmatic one step process to address current weaknesses
in Part 61. The Commission also has the option to provide our approach as alternative
language when it publishes the proposed rule on the unique/depleted waste stream
rulemaking so it will get a full vetting of public views before it finalizes that rulemaking.

2 To the extent our use of §61.58 to provide the regulator with the discretion to permit a site-specific

performance assessment result to trump the classification tables is viewed as not reflecting the original
intent for this provision ( see SECY-08-0147 ,Enclosure 3), a proposal we disagree with, a notice and
comment rulemaking will remedy that alleged defect.
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Questions regarding these comments may be directed to Jim Lieberman at (301) 299-
3607 or jl1lieblet.com and to John Greeves at (301) 452-3511 or grcevcsj(½aol.com.

Respectively submitted,

Jy.n, L ekn

Jim Lieberman
Senior Regulatory Nuclear Consultant

Joh*v OGrves

John Greeves
Senior Regulatory Nuclear Consultant

Enclosure: Risk-Informing 10 CFR 61

cc:
Chairman Gregory B. Jaczko
Commissioner Kristine L. Svinicki
Commissioner George Apostolakis
Commissioner William D. Magwood, IV
Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
William Borchardt, EDO
Michael Weber, DEDO
Charlie Miller, FSME
Larry Camper, FSME
Stephen Burns, OGC
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WM2011 Conference, February 27-March 3,2011, Phoenix, AZ

Risk-Informing 10 CFR Part 61-11463

James Lieberman and John T. Greeves
Talisman Intemational, LLC, Washington, DC 2007

ABSTRACT

This paper will explore current regulatory issues with 10 CFR PART 61, "Licensing
Requirements for Land Disposal of Radioactive Waste." Part 61 combined a purely
deterministic approach with a very prescriptive waste classification system (A, B, C, and GTCC)
with some aspects of a risk-informed, performance-based approach. The regulatory framework
established under Part 61 has generally stood the test of time being protective of the public health
and safety. However, there are a number of deficiencies in Part 61 that if addressed could make
the rule -more performance-based and risk- informed.

The paper will provide the authors views on updating Part 61 to make it a risk-informed,
performance-based rule thereby addressing deficiencies in the current regulation. This would
include: requiring site specific performance assessment for both the public and intruder
scenarios; setting a time of compliance for such calculations; setting a specific intruder dose
standard; use of modern ICRP dose conversion recommendations: requiring periodic updates to
the performance assessment to account for unique waste streams and improved site specific
knowledge; upgrade compatibility requirements for 10 CFR 61.58; and stating in 10 CFR 61.55
the point in time for classifying waste.

I. INTRODUCTION

The United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) promulgated requirements for the
licensing of low-level radioactive waste (LLW) disposal sites in 1982. These regulations
published on December 27, 1982 (47 FR 57463) are codified at 10 CFR Part 61. There is a
substantial regulatory history for Part 61 that is relevant in understanding the rule.' For example,
the waste classification system in 10 CFR 61.55 is based on the analysis in the draft and final
Environmental Impact Statements that supported the Part 61 rulemaking.2 NUREG-1853,
History and Framework of Commercial Low-Level Radioactive Waste Management in the
United States, issued by the NRC Advisory Committee on Nuclear Waste provides a good
overview of the regulatory framework for LLW disposal in the United States.

Copyrighted © by WM Symposia. All Rights reserved Reprinted with Permission

1 Relevant documents include: Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 43 FR49811 (October 25, 1978); Notice
of Availability of a Preliminary Draft Regulation, 45 FR 13104 (February 26, 1980); Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, 46 FR 38061 (July 24, 198 1); Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (NUREG-0782) September
198 1; and Final EIS (NUREG-0945) November 1982. NRC has also issued various guidance documents over the
years addressing LLW disposal such as NTUREG-l1573, A Performance Assessment Methodology for Low-Level
Radioactive Waste Disposal Facilities (2000).

I d.
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The framework of Part 61 provides both detenninistic and performance based requirements.
From adeterministic perspective, a disposal site must meet specific technical requirements as
provided in 10 CFR 61.50-61.59. These technical requirements include criteria in 10 CFR 61.55
for classifying waste as class A, B, C, or greater than class C. From a performance based
perspective, 10 CFR 61, 12, and 13 provide that the site must be subject to a technical analysis
(commonly called a performance assessment) demonstrating that the site meets the performance
objectives of Part 61, Subpart C. Thus, notwithstanding meeting the technical requirements, site
must meet the performance objectives. The result is a systems approach that considers the
integrated performance of all the disposal system performance, i.e., the site, the waste form, the
engineering and facility design, the operation, and the closure, in determining whether the
performance objectives have been met. This paper will be addressing the interplay of the
technical and performance based provisions and the need to revise Part 61 to achieve a more risk
informed result.

In considering Part 61 it is important to appreciate that Part 61 is a regulation of the NRC
applicable to persons subject to the jurisdiction of the NRC. No site has actually been licensed
under its provisions as the disposal sites in the United States are in Agreement States.3

Nevertheless, since Agreement States must maintain requirements which are adequate and
compatible with NRC requirements, Part 61 is considered the LLW disposal standard in the
United States. Agreement States use Part 61 as the standard for their LLW disposal regulations.

In the authors' view, the regulatory framework established under Part 61 has generally stood the
test of time being protective of the public health and safety. However, there are a number of
deficiencies in Part 61 that if addressed could make the rule more performance-based and risk-
informed. These deficiencies became apparent in recent years as a result of concern over
disposal of waste streams that were not fully considered in the draft and final environmental
impact statements (EIS) 4 that provided the support for the waste classification criteria in 10 CFR
61.55. These waste streams consisted of large quantities of depleted uranium and blended waste
at or near the class A limits. The NRC is in the midst of a rulemaking to address depleted
uranium and blended waste.5 The State of Utah has issued a regulation to address depleted
uranium.

In addition, the NRC as a result of questions raised by the subject of depleted uranium is
preparing for a comprehensive revision of the Part 61 framework. The NRC staff is due to have
issued a paper to the Commission addressing the NRC "staffs approach to initiate activities
related to a risk-informed, performance-based comprehensive revision to Part 61 "after this paper
was submitted to Waste Management in December 2010.6

3 Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Acd of 1954, as amended (42 USC 2021), provides that the NRC can relinquish
its authority over certain activities to states that meet cerlain requirements. Such states, called Agreement States,
must maintain programs including regulations that are compatible with NRC requirements and be adequate to
protect the public health and safety.
4 See ElSs referenced in note 1.

Response to Commission Order CLI-05-20 Regarding Depleted Uranium, SECY-08-0147 (October 7, 2008); SRM
on SECY-08-0147 (March 18, 2009); Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste, SECY-10-0043 (April 7, 2010):
and SRM on SECY-10-0043 (October 13, 2010).
6 SR.M, Briefing on Blending, July I, 2010).

2
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Within the United States, the Department of Energy (DOE) has a different regulatory framework
governing the disposal of LLW from its activities. DOE unlike the NRC has not included a
prescriptive approach in its Order 435.1 that addresses the requirements for LLW disposal in the
DOE complex. DOE requires a site-specific performance assessment demonstrating that
performance objectives similar to those in Part 61 are met. DOE does not include the
classification system that commercial LLW is subject to. The DOE framework is a performance-
based, risk-informed system. DOE is in the process of updating its Order 435.1. We strongly
believe that the NRC and DOE should work closely together to harmonize their approaches so
that there is one federal standard for the disposal of LLW in the United States.

The authors of this paper have an interest in safe and efficient disposal of radioactive waste
having worked in this area while at the NRC and as consultants to the Department of Energy and
private companies since retiring from the NRC. We have extensive experience working with
Part 61, waste incidental to reprocessing (WIR), and section 3116 the Ronald Regan National
Defense Authorization Act of 2005 (NDAA).' This paper is based on the perspectives gained
from that experience and the comments that the authors have presented to the NRC on the
current rulemakings impacting Part 61.8 It provides a pragmatic approach to modernizing and
risk-informing Part 61 that should take a minimum of additional resources and effort.

11. CURRENT NRC RULEMAKINGS

As noted above, the NRC is considering disposal issues associated with depleted uranium,
unique waste, and blended waste streams. The regulatory concern is whether the existing
regulatory structure provides a safe pathway for the disposal of these materials since the
quantities and concentrations of radionuclides in these waste streams today are different from
that considered in the development of Part 61. This concern is understandable given the time
that has past and changes during the past three decades since the promulgation of Part 61
involving uses of radioactive material, waste management processes, and regulatory direction.

In accordance with the direction from the Commission, the current rulemaking focuses on
depleted uranium and blended waste establishing a requirement to perform site specific
performance assessments for these waste streams demonstrating that the performance objectives
of Part 61 have been met. The staff has also indicated in the SECY papers that technical
requirements will need to be added to Part 61 to assure that the site specific performance
assessments are consistent with the analysis performed in the Part 61 FEIS and to be protective
of the public health and safety. This approach appears to only address the specific waste streams
that are of current concern, i.e., depleted uranium and blended waste, putting off issues with

7 Waste incidental to reprocessing (.WIR) and section 3116 of the NDAA relate to the determination of when waste
from reprocessing should d be considered LLW and not high-level waste. A key component of that determination is
a performance assessment demonstrating that the performance objectives of Part 61 are met. Thus, this experience
is directly relevant to Part 61 as is NRC guidance such as NUREG-1854, NPRC Staff Guidance for Activities Related
to DOE Waste Determinations (.2007).
8J. Lieberman and J.T. Greeves, Comments on Potential Rulemaking for Safe Disposal of Unique Waste Streams
Including Significant Quantities of Depleted Uranium -74 FR 30175 (October 30, 2009)(ML093090484); J.
Lieberman, SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June 8,2010) (MLI01670408); J.'.
Greeves. SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June 13,2010) (MLI101670407), and J.
Lieberman and J.T. Greeves, SECY- 10-0043 Blending of L.ow-Level Radioactive Waste (July 29,2010)
(MLI02 150168).
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other waste streams for the update of Part 61. The staff is at the initial stage in its process of
developing its strategy for a revision of Part 61. The staff has indicated that they are considering
at least the following four options:

1) Modify the Waste Classification Framework
2) Align with the DOE approach in DOE 435.1
3) Align with the IAEA approach
4) Modify current rulemaking 9

The first of the above three approaches would require a substantial effort. The staff recognizes a
comprehensive revision of Part 61 has the potential to be controversial, complicated, and
protracted.' 0 It has noted to the Commission that such a rulemaking may take 5 years. In the
authors' view, five years may be a conservative estimate for a comprehensive review.

Ill. REVISED APPROACH

We believe that the NRC can modernize and risk-inform Part 61 in a substantially shorter time
period by adopting the fourth approach, modifying the current rulemaking on depleted uranium
and blended waste. In our view, the current rulemaking should address the following seven
elements which are addressed below:

1) Requiring a site-specific performance assessment for all waste streams,
2) Setting time of compliance,
3) Providing an intruder dose standard for the intruder performance objective,
4) Providing for use of modern ICRP methods,
5) Providing for periodic updating of the site-specific performance assessment to make

it more consistent with the DOE approach
6) Compatibility upgrade for 10 CFR 61.58
7) Stating in 10 CFR 61.55 the point in time for classifying (currently in 10 CFR Part 20,

Appendix G)

A. Requiring a site-specific performance assessment for all waste streams (10 CFR
61.12 & 61.13)

Recent experience has shown that future additional waste streams will be identified that have
characteristics that are different from that considered in the development of Part 61. These are
what you might call the known unknowns that a regulatory scheme should be able to address.
The solution is to provide as part of the current Part 61 rulemaking that each disposal site is
required to have a site-specific performance assessment demonstrating compliance with the
performance objectives of Part 61 that encompasses aIl of the waste at the site. This would
reflect a risk-informed performance based approach. With this approach there will be assurance
that all waste disposed at a disposal site will meet the performance objectives of Part 61 and,

9Presentation of Larry W. Camper, Director, Division of Waste Management and Environmental Protection, Office
of Federal and State Materials and Environmental Management Programs at the 2010 RADWASTE SUAMMIT
Low-Level Waste Regtdatoiy Initiatives (September 8. 2010).
10 Id.

4
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therefore, the public health and safety will be protected. As the Commission stated in the
Louisiana Energy Services proceeding, CLU-05-05 at page 11, January 18, 2005:

In the end, the "bottom line for disposal" of low-level radioactive wastes are the
performance objeclives of 10 C.F.R. Subpart C, which set forth the ultimate standards
and radiation limits for (1) protection of the general population from releases of
radioactivity; (2) protection of individuals from inadvertent intrusion; (3) protection of
individuals during operations; (4) and stability of the disposal site after closure. Thus,
while there may not yet be detailed technical criteria established for all of the kinds of
land disposal that might be proposed under Part 61, criteria can be developed "on a case-
by-case basis," as needed. After all, any technical requirements are "intended to help
ensure that the performance objectives established in Subpart C are met," but they are
"not the end in themselves, ... [only] a means of achieving the end," which are the
performance standards. (Citations omitted)

This should not be an onerous addition to the current rulemaking. Currently, the requirements in
10 CFR 61.12 and 13 address the need to demonstrate that the performance objectives will be
met. However, these provisions have been interpreted by sorne to not require the submittal of a
site-specific performance assessment. As to protection against the intruder, NRC appears to
have accepted the provisions of 10 CFR 61.52 (a)(2) for either five meter depth or the 500 year
intruder barrier to meet the performance objectives of 10 CFR 61.42. While these depths and
barriers may be sufficient in many cases to meet the performance objectives, without a site-
specific performance assessment there is no assurance that the performance objectives will be
met for all waste packages regardless of the concentrations and quantities of the radionuclides.

It is recognized that the NRC has issued various guidance documents over the years that can be
read as not necessarily requiring a site-specific intruder analysis for Class A waste. See
NUREG-l1573, Performance Assessment Methodology for Low-level Waste Disposal Facilities
(2002).11 However, NUREG-1573 states that separate intruder scenarios analyses may be
necessary in cases where the projected waste spectra are fundamentally different from those
considered in the technical analyses supporting the Part 61 draft environmental impact statement.
Thus, we agree with the Staff statement in SECY 10-0043, at page 18 that

because the requirement to conduct a site-specific inadvertent intruder analysis is not
specifically identified in 10 CFR Part 61 and may not be well understood, there is a
concern that applicants or licensees could misinterpret the regulations to only require
compliance with the concentration limits in the waste classification tables for ensuring
protection of the intruder, as required by 10 CFR § 61.42.

Therefore, the NRC should clarify 10 CFR 61 .13 to provide clear notice that low-level waste
disposal sites must have a performance assessment that demonstrates that the performance
objectives of Part 61 are met for all waste streams and not just for depleted uranium and blended
waste. Specifically, 10 CFR 61.13 should include language providing that:

' NUREG-1573 at page 1-13, footnote 7 states that "separate intruder scenario dose analyses are not envisioned to
be included in an LLW performance assessment" based on 10 CFR 61.13(b). Section 61.13(b) provides that a
demonstration be made that adequate barriers have been provided. In my view, a performance assessment is
necessary to provide that demonstration.

5
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The specific technical information must also include a site specific performance
assessment to demonstrate that the performance objectives of subpart C of Part 61 will be
met.

Such an approach would harmonize with DOE's Order 435.1 and be consistent with recent NRC
guidance on waste incidental to reprocessing (WIR).

B. Setting time of compliance for purposes of the performance assessment (10 CFR
61.13)

Part 61 does not specify a time of compliance for purposes of the analyses required for the rule.
For a consistent level of protection of the public health and safety and uniformity for regulators
and sites, Part 61 should adopt a compliance period of 10,000 years consistent with NUREG-
1573 and 40 CFR Part 19 1. However, recognizing the peak dose may occur after this period, the
rule should require a qualitative analysis if the peak occurs beyond 10,000 years for input into
the environmental analysis consistent with section 3.2.3 of NUREG-1573, to determine if there is
a need for environmental mitigation. This is also consistent with Section IV.A.6 of the
Decommissioning Criteria for the West Valley Demonstration Project at the West valley Site (67
FR 5003, 5006, February 1, 2002). See also section 4.1.1.1 of NUREG-1854, NRC Staff
Guidance for Activities Related to US DOE Waste Determinations (2007). A period of
compliance in the rule would assure consistent assessment of compliance by all parties.

Recognizing that performance assessments require the use of assumptions and scenarios that may
change over the compliance period, Part 61 should provide that the assumptions and scenarios
used in performance assessments be reasonably foreseeable to avoid undue speculation and
overly conservative approaches. NRC should permit licensees to justify, site-specific
assumptions and exposure scenarios based on reasonably foreseeable circumstances to evaluate
the critical group that could reasonable encounter material that is released from the disposal cell
after the institutional control period. This would include residential use; farming; resident
farming; and any other reasonable use consistent with the current environment of the specific
site. For example, a site would not be expected to consider a groundwater pathway if the
groundwater was not useable for irrigation or human consumption. In addition, the assumptions
for the performance analyses would not need to project changes in society, the biosphere, human
biology, or increases or decreases of human knowledge or technology except for foreseeable
changes to the geology, hydrology, and climate based upon cautious, but reasonable assumptions
of the changes in these factors that could affect the disposal site. The actual details for
performing performance assessments consistent with the regulatory language would be treated in
NRC guidance which can be updated periodically by the NRC without a rule change.

Specifically, 10 CFR 61.13 should include providing language that:

The performance assessment be preformed for a compliance period of 10,000 years using
reasonably foreseeable assumptions and scenarios. If the peak dose occurs after 10,000
years, a qualitative analysis shall be prepared up to the time of the peak dose for
consideration in the site's long term environmental impact.

6

DN 1813 of 2796



WM2011 Conference, February 27-March 3,2011, Phoenix, AZ

C. Providing an intruder dose standard for the intruder performance objective (10
CFR 61.42)

10 CFR 61.42 currently requires "...protection of any individual inadvertently intruding into the
disposal site and occupying the site or contacting the waste;" however, the regulations are silent
on the specific dose standard to apply. Section 61.42 should be amended to provide a dose
standard for an intruder of 500 mr/yr. This would provide in the rule the dose standard that
currently is only stated in guidance. It is noted that the 500 millirem was the standard proposed
in Part 61 in 1981. (46 FR 38081, July 24, 1981). The Statement of Considerations for the final
rule did not object to the number. It was removed apparently at the request of EPA because of its
concern of how one would monitor it or demonstrate compliance with it, but not because EPA
disagreed with it. (47 FR57446, 57449, December 27, 1982). A dose standard of 500 mr/yr is
also used as part of the license termination rule dose standard for intruders (10 CFR 20.1403). A
dose standard in the rule would assure consistent assessment of compliance for all sites.

Specifically, 10 CFR 61.42 should include providing language that:

The intrusion must not result in an annual dose exceeding an equivalent of 500 millirems
total effective dose equivalent for a compliance period of 10,000 years.

D. Providing for use of modern ICRP methods (10 CFR 61.41)

The performance objective for the public dose, 10 CFR 61.41, is based on ICRP 2, a standard
that is more than 50 years old. The dose methodology in 10 CFR Part 20 is based on ICRP 26
and 30. Part 20 establishes the radiation protection standard used by both Agreement states and
NRC. We recommend that 10 CFR 61.41 be updated to reflect the annual dose methodology
used in 10 CFR Part 20 rather than the methodology used in Part 61. This is consistent with the
approach taken in sections 3.3.7.1.2 and 3.3.7.3.1 of NUREG 1573; footnote 6 of the
Decommissioning Criteria for the West Valley Demonstration Project at the West Valley Site
(67 FR 5003, 5005, Feb 1, 2002); and section 4.6.1.3 of NUREG- 1854.

Specifically, 10 CFR 61.41 should include providing language that:

Concentrations of radioactive material which may be released to the general environment
in ground water, surface water, air, soil, plants, or animals must not result in an annual
dose exceeding an equivalent of 25 millirems total effective dose equivalent for a
compliance period of 10,000 years to any member of the public.

E. Providing for periodic updating of the site-specific performance assessment to make
it more consistent with the DOE approach (10 CFR 61.13)

As noted above, a risk-informed performance based disposal framework is dependent on the
performance assessment demonstrating that the performance objectives are met. To implement
this approach it is necessary that not only the design be tested by the demonstration that the
performance objectives will be met, but that current disposal practices be consistent with the
inputs to the performance assessment that demonstrated that the performance objectives have
been met. Over time the waste streams that the disposal site operator will receive will likely

7
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change, new information may be obtained about the site and its performance, and new analyses
may be developed. Part 61 should provide that there be periodic updating of the performance
assessment to reflect changes in source terms, changed conditions at the site, past disposal
history, and new methodology, if any. However, this does not necessarily mean that a
completely new performance assessment would need to be developed. Depending on the scope
and detail of an existing performance assessment, a current performance assessment may only
need minor changes to update it. In the period between the updates, if a new waste stream is
planned for disposal that is not encompassed by the site's existing performance assessment, a
special assessment may be needed to demonstrate that the performance objectives will still be
met. This approach is consistent with the approach taken by DOE at its disposal sites under
DOE Order 435. 1.

Specifically, 10 CFR 61.13 should include providing language that:

The performance assessment must be updated for Commission approval at a five year
frequency unless the license provides an alternative period for updating it.

F. Compatibility upgrade for 10 CFR 61.58

The requirement to have performance assessments done for all waste streams that demonstrate
that the performance objectives of Part 61 are met with periodic updating will assure that Part 61
is a risk informed, performance based rule. We appreciate that some may argue that one cannot
risk inform Part 61 without either removing the classifications system described in 10 CFR 61.55
or updating it to reflect more recent knowledge since the development of the EIS for Part 61 in
the 1980s and new dose methodology. However, in our view such an effort will take substantial
resources and time and is not necessary. It is also not clear that such a result will be useful since
any new classification system like the current classification system would likely be based on
performance assessments for a generic site that will not reflect an actual site. Moreover states
have licensed sites based on the current system. A change will be controversial taking on what
some may view as "sacred cows" and could in the authors' view even result in adverse
legislation similar to what happened to the NRC with its "below regulatory concern" effort.
There is also benefit to have a classification system for uniform interstate commerce even if it is
not perfect.

Thus, we propose continuing with the existing classification system which is referenced in
section 3 of the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1985 and is needed to
establish the boundary between State and Federal responsibility. To the extent that the existing
classification system is not sufficiently protective for unique waste streams, the requirement to
perform a site-specific performance assessment demonstrating that the site meets the
performance objectives of Part 61 will compensate for any potential weaknesses resulting from
the waste classification: If the existing classification would produce overly conservative results,
then the regulator can under the existing 10 CFR 61.58 authorize other provisions for the
classification and characteristics of waste on a specific basis if it finds reasonable assurance of
compliance with the performance objectives in subpart C. For this reason, 10 CFR 61.58 should
be given a higher compatibility level. This would not mean that an Agreement State must
always exercise its provisions, but it must have the discretion to do so.

8
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Not all states, have adopted 10 CFR 61.58 as this section is currently a compatibility level D
which means the provision is not required for compatibility. The change to compatibility level is
important to risk informing Part 61 by assuring that the performance assessment process
compensates for any weakness in the current classification system. In our view, compatibility
level B, which would provide for agreement states adopting essentially identical requirements, is
needed because waste disposal impacts generators across the nation and, therefore, has
significant direct transboundary implications. This is the same level that is applied to the

classification system in 10 CFR 61.55.

G. Stating in 10 CFR 61.55 the point in time for classifying (currently in 10 CFR Part
20, Appendix G)

As a result of the bending of waste issue, questions have arisen concerning the timing of
classification decisions and the different polices of various states. The purpose of classification
under Part 61 is to support the disposal process. The waste classification impacts requirements
applicable to disposal. From a disposal perspective, what matters for classification is the waste
that is being sent to the disposal site. Waste processing may affect the nature of the waste such
that its concentration may be increased or decreased. It is the resulting concentration that is
important for classification and disposal. For processed waste its concentration prior to disposal
is irrelevant for purposes of Part 61 as that is not the waste concentration that is being disposed.

As stated by the Staff in SECY-l 0-0043,

waste is not required to be classified at intermediate points between its generation and
disposal, such as processing and storage, because the characteristics of the waste at these
intermediate points do not directly affect its safe disposal. Once waste is ready for
disposal, it must be classified.

The NRC regulations reflect this concept in section III of Appendix G of 10 CFR Part 20.
Section III addresses the timing of classification decisions in the context of transportation and
manifests. Section III A. provides that licensees who transfer radioactive waste to a disposal site
or to a waste collector (non-processor or non-packager) shall classify and label each package to
identify its classification in accordance with 10 CFR 61.55. However, if the waste is to be sent
to a processor for waste treatment or repackaging, section III C. provides that the processor shall
classify and label each package to identify its classification in accordance with 10 CFR 61.55.
This is a compatibility B requirement as it has significant direct transboundary implications.
Accordingly Agreement states' requirements should be essentially identical to Appendix G of
Part 20.

Some licensees may choose to classify material based on its concentration when it leaves the
generator's site to go to a processor. Such a classification has no regulatory affect given the
provisions of Appendix G and more importantly has no impact on disposal safety because the
concentration may be modified (increased or decreased) during the treatment process. To clarify
this and prevent confusion with multiple classifications, the timing of classification in Appendix
G of Part 20 should also be in Part 61. Specifically, 10 CFR 61.55 should include language
providing that:

9
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For purposes of classification of wastes, waste shall be classified when packaged or
containerized for disposal. For waste packaged or treated at a licensed waste processor,
only the classification made by the processor prior to shipment directly to the disposal
site shall be used for purpose of Part 61.

This language would make Part 61 consistent with Appendix G of Part 20 and should be at a
compatibility level B similar to Appendix G.

III. CONCLUSION

We agree that 10 CFR PART 61, "Licensing Requirements for Land Disposal of Radioactive
Waste," needs to be updated to address the lessons learned over the last 30 years. It should
account for the recent experience gained by the NRC staff review of practices for the disposal of
waste incidental to reprocessing under the Ronald Regan National Defense Authorization Act of
2005. It should also account for recent experience associated with depleted uranium and blended
waste discussions with stakeholders.

In our view the pragmatic approach described in this paper for updating Part 61 to address the
current deficiencies will modernize and risk-infornm Part 61 with a minimum of additional
resources and effort. This would include: requiring site specific performance assessment for
both the public and intruder scenarios; setting a time of compliance for such calculations; setting
a specific intruder dose standard; use of modern ICRP dose conversion recommendations;
requiring periodic updates to the performance assessment to account for unique waste streams
and improved site specific knowledge; upgrade compatibility requirements for 10 CFR 61.58;
and stating in 10 CFR 61.55 the point in time for classifying waste.
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From: FedSco

To;:wr rc
Subject: FedMentors, DO] CIO on cybersecurity, NASA IT CTO steps down, and more

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:05:05 PM

View Web version

FedMentors video series shares leadership best [
practices

New FedScoop video outreach project addresses changing demographics of Federal

workforce, features career advice from top government leaders. Read >

FedMentor of the Week: Dave McClure

Dave McClure, Associate Administrator, Office of Citizen Services & Innovative

Technologies, General Services Administration, is our first FedMentor of the Week!

Read )

Watch on FedScoop's YouTube Channel

Justice CIO Hitch Talks Cybersecurity, Wikileaks,
ISIMC, FedRAMP, Cloud Computing

Justice Department Chief Information Officer Vance Hitch recently discussed

cybersecurity priorities and cloud computing security with FedScoopTV, where he

touched on his work with the Information Security & Identity Management Committee

(ISIMC), the Federal Risk and Authorization Management Program (FedRAMP), and

the role they play in both areas. Read •

FedScoop's Open Government & Citizen
Engagement Summit
May 11, 2011, Newseum, Washington, DC

Confirmed speakers:

" Frank Baitman, CIO, Social Security Administration

• Peter Levin, CTO & Senior Advisor to the Secretary, Department of Veterans

Affairs

" Matthew Perry, CIO, Office of Personnel Management
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* Sheila Campbell, Director, Center for Excellence in Digital Government, Office

of Citizen Services and Innovative Technologies, GSA

Register to Attend the Summit

Next-Gen MOBILE Technologies Symposium

Generals Vane, Lord, Lawrence & Nally keynote the Mobile Symposium

Thursday, March 17, 2011 - 8:00am - 5:30pm - Capital Hilton, Washington, DC

Register as an Individual to Attend the Symposium

" VA CIO Baker on Cybersecurity

FedScoop

" A few minutes with Justice's CIO, Vance Hitch

CTOvision

" Information Sharing in the Era of WikiLeaks: Balancing Security and

Collaboration

State Deuartrnenl!

" Risk Management in Non-DoD U.S. Government Agencies and the

International Community

CSIS

* DHS wants $233.6 million to deploy Einstein 3 systenm

FedCyber

" Army Cyher Command is open for business

FedCyber

" Pentagon seeks $500M to beat cyber threats

The Hill

" DHS to Private Sector: Do You Have any Cyber Experts You'd Like to Loan

Us?

Executive Gov

" NASA IT CTO Kemp leaving 'to find a garage in Palo Alto to do what I love'

FedScoop

" The Challenge of Delivering Successful IT Programs

CIO gov

" Recharging the CIO

Federal CompuLter Week

" Using the Infrastfucture-as-a-Service Blanket Purchase Agreement

Apps.cjov

" Empower feds to take on the cloud

Federal Computer Week

" Microsoft CTO Federal Susie Adams on Cloud Computing Best Practices for

Government Agencies

FutureFed

" McClure warns of possible 'cloud first' culture clash

FierceGovernmenflT
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" What ever happened to FedRAMP?

FierceGovernrne ntlT

" A Smarter, More Efficient, More Transparent Labor Department

DOL~gov

This message was sent to brUce.boger@rtrc.c ov from: ril tA,.h.:,r. 5,

FedScoop 1 1410 Q St NW I Washington, DC 20009 [0

Manage Your Subscription

View this message in the iContact Community: View message Comment on this message Receive as RSS

Share this message with others: del.iCo.us Digg reddiL Facebook StumbleUvon
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From: OST02 HOC
To: McGinty. Tirh; Rosenbero. Stacey

Cc: McDermott. Brian; Evans. M~che Boer. Bruce Bount. Tom

Subject: RE: Request: Remove Stacey Rosenberg from PMT Deputy Director Watchbill to oversee development of Time
Sensitive Generic Communications

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:09:36 PM

Stacy has been moved off the watch schedule for the time requested below.

Tony McMurtray
EST Coordinator

From: McDermott, Brian
Sent: Wednesday, March'16, 2011 10:51 AM
To: OST02 HOC
Cc: Leeds, Eric; Boger, Bruce; Rosenberg, Stacey; Quay, Theodore; Blount, Tom; Bowman, Eric;
Ruland, William; Bower, Anthony; McGinty, Tim; Evans, Michele
Subject: RE: Request: Remove Stacey Rosenberg from PMT Deputy Director Watchbill to oversee
development of Time Sensitive Generic Communications

Please address request from NRR.

Thanks,
Brian

From: McGinty, Tim
Sent: Wednesday, Mal-cn 16, 2011 10:48 AM
To: Evans, Michele; McDermott, Brian
Cc: Leeds, Eric; Boger, Bruce; Rosenberg, Stacey; Quay, Theodore; Blount, Tom; Bowman, Eric;
Ruland, William; Bower, Anthony
Subject: Request: Remove Stacey Rosenberg from PMT Deputy Director Watchbill to oversee
development of Time Sensitive Generic Communications

Michele/Brian - NRR/DPR has a high priority near term assignment to prepare parallel
generic communications (IN, RIS, Bulletin) based on the INPO Level 1 Event Report that
was issued to licensees.

Stacey Rosenberg is the Branch Chief for Generic Communications. She is currently
scheduled to be on shift (3 - 11) in the Ops Center on Friday as PMT Deputy Director. I
am requesting that she be allowed to focus on overseeing the development of the Generic
Communications (also an event related responsibility) while we rely on other elements of
the NRC Organization and our Response Team depth to perform the Deputy Director
function, as necessary.

Please advise at your earliest convenience. I estimate that I would need her off the
watchbill for about a week or so to directly support this activity. Thanks, Tim
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From:

To:
Subject:
Date:

Purdue Colleate of Health and Human Sciences

Mark your calendar for April 8th.
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:10:15 PM

To vi~v, an online version of (hes orrall, rlck here

Felker Leadership Series (9:30 am - 3 pm)

The 2011 Felker Leadership Series will feature four faculty from the
College of Health and Human Sciences. This year's program will
highlight the wide array of teaching and research taking place in the

'new college. Visit the Felker Leadership Series website for
information about the program and speakers.

HHS Awards Dinner and Program (5:30 pmi)

The first annual HHS Awards Dinner will honor HHS Alumni
Award Recipients, HHS Outstanding Seniors and HHS Honors
Program Seniors.

Registration and payment must be made by April 1.

For more information and to register, contact:
HHS Development and Alumni Relations
Matthews Hall, Room 101
812 W. State Street
West Lafayette, IN 47907-2060
Phone: (800) 535-7303 or (765) 494-7890
E-mail: hhsalumswpurdue.edlu

Click here to fowe':U Iti rniina with your Pe.rsona! nmesaae.

T'Iis email sent Wo; jack.grobe@.nrc.gov
tjt enlad was sent by: College of Health and Human Sciences

St 2 W Stafe Street, West Lafayete, IN 47907

GL be~r to le.e.e tho; iisl or rnodiiy your p;;tfie.

Click here to vie;-w our privacy polic'.
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From: Rodgers. Mary

To: FCSS Document Processing Resource; Rodgers. Mary; Smith, James

Cc: Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Kinneman. John; Tschiltz, Michael Bailey. Marissa

Subject: Wits 201000284/SECY-2010-0611--Issue Dft RG & SRP for Completion of ISAs in Part 70 ...

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:10:56 PM
Attachments: SRM 11-30 SECY-10-0128.docx

SECY-2010-0611.df
NMSS201100101.podf

Importance: High

SubPart h, Related to the Proposed Rule on Domestic Licensing of Source Material per

SRM

LADIES/GENTLEMEN:

PLEASE PRINT THE ATTACHED NMSS
TICKETS AND ACTION.

DUE TO NMSS: 04/22/2011

DUE TO OEDO: 04/29/2011

Mary L. Rodgers

FOIA/Records Manager Analyst

(301) 492-3246

From: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource
Sent: Monday, December 20, 2010 4:56 PM
To: RidsFsmeOd Resource; RidsNmssOd Resource; Poland, Catherine; Tressler, Patricia; Rodgers, Mary
Cc: Brock, Kathryn; Gonzalez, Hipolito; Andersen, James; Muessle, Mary; RidsEdoDraftSrmVote
Resource; Shea, Pamela; Bavol, Rochelle; Laufer, Richard
Subject: ACTION: 11/30/10 SRM re SECY-10-0128 - PROPOSED RULE: DOMESTIC LICENSING OF
SOURCE MATERIAL - AMENDMENTS/INTEGRATED SAFETY ANALYSIS (RIN 3150-AI50)
Importance: High

Please see the attached for action. We will not be providing a hard
copy. If you have any questions, please let me know.

Thanks.

Denise
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ML103350037

November 30, 2010

MEMORANDUM TO: R. W. Borchardt
Executive Director for Operations

FROM: Annette L. Vietti-Cook, Secretary IRA!

SUBJECT: STAFF REQUIREMENTS - SECY-10-0128 - PROPOSED RULE:
DOMESTIC LICENSING OF SOURCE MATERIAL -
AMENDMENTS/INTEGRATED SAFETY ANALYSIS (RIN 3150-
Al50)

The Commission has approved publication in the Federal Register of the proposed
amendments to 10 CFR 40 to require source material licensees possessing significant amounts
of uranium hexafluoride (UF6) to perform integrated safety analyses (ISAs) similar to the ISAs
performed by 10 CFR Part 70 licensees and to set possession limits for UF6 to determine
whether the NRC or Agreement States have licensing authority for a facility, subject to the
comments and changes noted below.

The following change should be made to the first full paragraph on page 45. The phrase "in
order to fulfill its statutory mandate to protect the health and safety of the worker, the public, and
the environment" should be.revised to read, "in order to fulfill its statutory mandate to protect the
health and safety of the worker and the public."

The staff should modify the proposed rule to include a backfit provision prior to publishing the
proposed rule for public comment. This provision should be similar to 10 CFR § 70.76 and
should apply to any materials licensee that possesses significant quantities of uranium
hexafluoride once the NRC has approved that licensee's ISA.

The staff should modify the proposed Federal Register notice to present the question regarding
use of PRA methodology to Part 40 facilities and request comments with regard to the potential
challenges and impacts.

The staff should not publish this proposed rule until such time as it is prepared to release -

concurrently - the draft regulatory guidance and standard review plan related to the proposed
rule. F-r,,N to SE1e', 4-:,i sign- 9 pi.,,fc•-ifi-,,,

(FSME) (OEDO/SECY Due Date: 04/29/11) 201000283/EDATS: SECY-2010-0610

The staff should issue guidance for completion of ISAs, which currently apply to Part 70
licensees, to account for differences in the processes or hazards for Part 40 facilities.

The proposed schedule should be extended (from the effective date of the rule) to provide 6
months to develop a plan: 18 months to produce an ISA; and 3 years to correct all performance
deficiencies.
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The staff should evaluate if there is a need to modify the existing Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) between OSHA and NRC to further clarify or delineate which activities
are under NRC regulation versus OSHA regqlation. If staff determines that the existing MOU
does not need to be revised, the staff should ensure that the proposed rule and guidance
provide a clear explanation as to how to evaluate NRC/OSHA MOU criterion #3: "the plant
condition which affect the safety of radioactive materials and thus presents an increased
radiation risk to workers" when completing the ISA. Dr-ift tuid:ic.-, (NUREG) rc, FRN to SCY

(NMSS) (OEDO/SECY Due date: 04129111) 2010002841EDATS: SECY-2010-0611

The staff should remain cognizant of the ongoing development of the ISA/PRA comparison
paper and any direction that the Commission might provide as a result of its consideration of
this subject. The final rule should reflect any relevant changes that result from the
Commission's review of the ISA/PRA comparison paper.

cc: Chairman Jaczko
Commissioner Svinicki
Commissioner Apostolakis
Commissioner Magwood
Commissioner Ostendorff
OGC
CFO
OCA
OPA
Office Directors, Regions, ACRS, ASLBP (via E-Mail)
PDR
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M M111 91 - I i.i

EDATS Number: SECY-2010-0611 Source: SECY

Genera Inorato

Assigned To: NMSS OEDO Due Date: NONE

Other Assignees: SECY Due Date: 4/29/2011 11:00 PM

Subject: STAFF REQUIREMENTS - SECY-10-0128 - PROPOSED RULE: DOMESTIC LICENSING OF SOURCE
MATERIAL - AMENDMENTS/INTEGRATED SAFETY ANALYSIS (RIN 3150-AI50)

Description: Issue the Draft Regulatory Guidance and Standard Review Plan for completion of ISAs in Part 70, Subpar4
H, related to the proposed rule on Domestic Licensing of Source Material per SRM.

CC Routing: NONE

ADAMS Accession Numbers - Incoming:
ML103350037

Response/Package: NONE

I te Informatio
Cross Reference Number: SECY-10-0128, 201000284

Related Task: SECY-2010-0610

File Routing: EDATS

Staff Initiated: NO

Recurring Item: NOI
Agency Lesson Learned: NO

OEDO Monthly Report Item: NoD

r M -- -1-
Prcss I nf rai II

Action Type: NUREG Priority: Mediumi

Sensitivity: None

Urgency: NOSignature Level: NMSS

Approval Level: No Approval Required

OEDO Concurrence: NO

OCM Concurrence: NO

OCA Concurrence: NO

Special Instructions:

I Docmen Infomaio

Originator Name: Annette L. Vietti-Cook, SECY

Originating Organization: Commission

Addressee: R. W. Borchardt, EDO

Incoming Task Received: SRM

Date of Incoming: 11/30/20101
Document Received by SECY Date: 11/30/2010

DDate Response Requested by Originator: NONE
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I

Display Ticket
Ticket Type NMSS - Special Ticketing Organization NMSS

Ticket Number NMSS201100101 Ticket Contact Smith, James A
TAR N Ticket Created On 03/16/2011

ADAMS Number Ticket Due Date 04/29/2011

FOIA Number Ticket Extensions 0

WITS Ticket Number 20100284 Ticket Status

Description (WITS 201000284)ISSUE THE DRAFT REGULATORY GUIDANCE AND STANDARD
REVIEW PLAN FOR COMPLETION OF ISAs IN PART 70, SUBPART H, RELATED TO
THE PROPOSED RULE ON DOMESTIC LICENSING OF SOURCE MATERIAL PER SRM
(EDATS: SECY-2010-061 1)

Task Basis SECY-2010-0128

Correspondence Correspondence To Routing Response Signatures Response To
Originator

SECY (ALVietti-Cook) NMSS Haney RidsEDOMailCenter
Dorman Resource
Doolittle

Rodgers

Special instructions FCSS please plovide draft guidance (NUREG) for Federal Register Notice to NMSS 04/22/2011; due to OEDO by
(Task 1): 04/29/2011

Assign To Contact Report To Status Date Date Due Date dNEo.Assgndsloednx

NMSS TBD EDO .03/16/201104/29/2011 open, 0
NMSS/FCSS TBD NMSS 03sin201e104/22/2011 open 0

Ticket NMSS201100101 is open

[Printnouteu

~Main
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From: Cheokb Michael
To: Lee, Samson
Subject: FW: NEI Meetings with Eric Leeds and Jack Grobe

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:11:00 PM

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 4:47 PM
To: Grobe, Jack
Cc: Nguyen, Quynh; Klein, Alex; Hilton, Nick; Glitter, Joseph
Subject: RE: NEI Meetings with Eric Leeds and Jack Grobe

We will start planning for the public meeting to discuss staggering, and will involve DORL,

OE, and NEI. Even if the Commission Paper is not released soon, the purpose of the

meeting can be to request NEI to meet with us in a public forum to discuss the specifics of

their November letter, i.e., we can discuss details of their prioritization scheme as

conceptualized in their November 15, 2010 letter (MI103360406)to us. This will better
prepare us to respond to a potential SRM and also to respond to the ACRS

recommendation to sequence the submittals.

Alex will work on a proposed schedule and we will come brief you.

From: Grobe, Jack
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 1:28 PM
To: Nguyen, Quynh; Cheok, Michael; Klein, Alex; Leeds, Eric; Hilton, Nick
Subject: Re: NEI Meetings with Eric Leeds and Jack Grobe

0,

Please get with Jim Anderson/Brian Wittick and see what you can do to move this along. While nothing
is firm until the Five Great Americans speak on the issue, if the industry can get the paper they can
begin thinking about which licensees would come when and then adjust if the Commission addresses
the question of staggering with a different twist.

Mike/Alex,

We need to start planning for a meeting with the industry to discuss staggering approach. Possibly
after the paper is released we can start with a phone call to help industry understand our needs and
then a public meeting to finalize the information that we need for the new draft discretion policy -
probably a complete list of plants and submission dates.

We cannot do all these things in series or we will not get done in time.

Nick,

When will I see a draft of the Commission Paper with the draft discretion proposal. We can get close to
final and fill oin the blanks later. I sense that there will be a lot of noodling on the draft by the various
internal stakeholders.

Thanks to all. We should probably set a target of April 15 for the final discretion paper to get to 17/18
so the Commission has enough time to act and still give the stafflindustry time to implement.
Jack Grobe, Deputy Director, NRR
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From: Haney, Catherine
To: Muessle. Mary
Subject: RE: Daily: 3 New Items from Tuesday, March 15, 2011
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:14:00 PM

ok

From: Muessle, Mary
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:13 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Jaegers, Cathy; RidsNmssOd Resource; Pulliam, Timothy
Subject: FW: Daily: 3 New Items from Tuesday, March 15, 2011
Importance: High

We are coordinating to get this information in FOIA-like fashion. Our expectation is that NMSS will

have the majority of the information. If you have already begun collecting information, OGC also

told me that if we could mark whether the data is publically available that it would be helpful.

Mary Muessle

Assistant for Operations - Acting

Office of the Executive Director for Operations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1703 office

301-415-2700 fax

From: Muessle, Mary
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:10 PM
To: Jaegers, Cathy
Cc: Wallace, Denise; Sealing, Donna; Andersen, James; Landau, Mindy; Hirsch, Patricia
Subject: FW: Daily: 3 New Items from Tuesday, March 15, 2011
Importance: High

Cathy

Here is the background on the yellow I left with Denise. Please reach out to Donna in 0IS to run

this in a FOIA like fashion. We expect that most of the information would be from NMSS, SECY,

EDO, DIG, and the Commission offices. OGC also told me that if we could mark whether the data is

publically available that it would be helpful.

Thanks

Mary

Mary Muessle

Assistant for Operations - Acting

Office of the Executive Director for Operations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1703 office

301-415-2700 fax
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From: Muessle, Mary
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:55 AM
To: Schaeffer, James; Boyce, Thomas (OIS)
Cc: Haney, Catherine; Janney, Margie; Holonich, Joseph
Subject: FW: Daily: 3 New Items from Tuesday, March 15, 2011
Importance: High

Tom and Jim

Please see below on Yucca Mountain request which is a FOIA-like request sent to all staff. We

want to make sure that we handle this in the most orderly fashion. I am also sending an email that

Patricia in OGC just sent out that has some of the offices on it with a request for a response date

for the request. I would like to get a contact to get some recommendations on how we collect this

and how we treat this.

Thanks

Mary Muessle

Assistant for Operations - Acting

Office of the Executive Director for Operations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1703 office

301-415-2700 fax

From: Weber, Michael
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 10:15 PM
To: Muessle, Mary
Cc: Andersen, James; Frazier, Alan; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Subject: Action - Daily: 3 New Items from Tuesday, March 15, 2011

Please coordinate with OGC, OIS, and NMSS on the collection of records as requested by OGC in the
first announcement. This appears to be a bit outside our FOIA process. Becuase it is different, it will
warrant special attention to ensure that we perform properly.

Thanks

From: NRC Announcement <nrc.announcement@nrc.gov>
To: NRC Announcement
Sent: Tue Mar 15 22:00:07 2011
Subject: Daily: 3 New Items from Tuesday, March 15, 2011

NRC Daily Announcements Highlighted Information and Messages

Tusa Marc 15 201 - -Heduatr Ed-itio

General Interest: Document Hold Instructions Re: Yucca Hiqh Level Waste

Repository

Employee Resrces: Rotational Opportunity - NRRIDPR. Pro ject Manager, GG-

13114/15

Event: New iLearn Semiannual CustomerSatisfaction Survey
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General Interest: Document Hold Instructions Re: Yucca High Level
Waste Repository

Yellow Announcement No. 033, "Document Hold Instructions Re: Yucca High Level
Waste Repository," is now available on the internal Web site under Yellow
Announcements.

This announcement can also be found in the ADAMS 2011 Yellow Announcements
folder in the Main Library of the ADAMS Document Manager. In the folder, Yellow
Announcements are arranged in report number order.

If you have difficulty accessing a Web link in this announcement, contact the NRC
Announcement Coordinator, Beverly Martin, ADM/DAS, 301-492-3674.

(2011-03-15 00:00:00.0) View item in a new window

Employee Resources: Rotational Opportunity - NRR/DPR, Project
Manager, GG-13/14/15

The Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, Division of Policy and
Rulemaking, has rotational opportunities for GG-13/14/15 for 3- to 6-month
assignments as a Project Manager in support of rulemaking activities. The start
and end dates are negotiable.

Detailed information is available on the NRC internal Web page.

If you have difficulty accessing a Web link in this announcement, contact the NRC
Announcement Coordinator, Beverly Martin, ADM/DAS, 301-492-3674.

(2011-03-15 00:00:00.0) View item in a new window

Event: New iLearn Semiannual Customer Satisfaction Survey

Beginning March 21, 2011, employees will have the opportunity to submit a brief
and anonymous iLearn Customer Satisfaction Survey. Human Resources
Training & Development conducts this survey semiannually. The survey helps us
understand your satisfaction level with iLearn and also directs our continuous
improvement efforts. The last survey indicated that iLearn user satisfaction
improved significantly and we are working hard to continue that trend.
This survey only takes 3 to 5 minutes to complete. A link to the survey will be sent
via e-mail from the iLearn system.
Please help us make iLearn better. Based on previous survey results we have:

Improved the process to assign required training.
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" Added an easy computer diagnostic tool, available on the Learn
homepage.

* Improved the iLearn help desk password reset process.

* Improved iLearn email notifications with detailed explanations and links to
job aids where appropriate.

" Added 42 new job aids to the iLearn homepage.

" Redesigned the Learn homepage to make finding and searching for job
aids a priority.

* Added a growing collection of e-books through Books 24x7, over 20,000
books from 463 publishers available through iLearn.

* Added over 500 new online courses.

If you have any questions, please contact Emaad Burki.

(2011-03-15 00:00:00.0) View item in a new window

The latest Announcements are always on the NRCOWORK Home Pagqe.

Announcements by Date I Announcements by Category

Search Announcements: term term [Go]
Freguentlv Asked Questions About the NRC Daily Announcements Email
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Covne. Kevin
Bowman, Greoorv
Armstrong, Kenneth; Correia. Richard; Coe, Doug; Stutzke. Martin Hudson, Daniel
RE: Tracking List Update

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:17:27 PM

(b)(5)

Let me know if you need anything else at this point -

Kevin

From: Bowman, Gregory
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:28 AM
To: Coyne, Kevin
Cc: Armstrong, Kenneth; Correia, Richard; Coe, Doug; Stutzke, Martin; Hudson, Daniel
Subject: RE: Tracking List Update

That helps. I think they have the pre-agenda planning meeting tomorrow. I'll let you know
if get any additional questions.

(b)(5)

From: Coyne, Kevin
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:47 AM
To: Bowman, Gregory
Cc: Armstrong, Kenneth; Correia, Richard; Coe, Doug; Stutzke, Martin; Hudson, Daniel
Subject: RE: Tracking List Update

Greg -

(b)(5)
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Hope this helps explain the basis - definitely let me know if you need more information -

Kevin

From: Bowman, Gregory
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:20 AM
To: Coyne, Kevin
Cc: Armstrong, Kenneth
Subject: RE: Tracking List Update

I spoke with Jim briefly about the scheduling note. (b)(5)

(b)(5)

From: Coyne, Kevin
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 6:36 PM
To: Andersen, James; Bowman, Gregory
Cc: Armstrong, Kenneth; Hudson, Daniel; Ibarra, Jose; Coe, Doug; Gibson, Kathy; Scott, Michael;
Correia, Ftichard; Ader, Charles; Cheok, Michael; Tinkler, Charles; Stutzke, Martin; Sheron, Brian; Uhle,
Jennifer; Santiago, Patricia
Subject: RE: Tracking List Update

Jim, Greg -

(b)(5)

Please let me know if you need any additional information at this time -

Kevin

Kevin Coyne, P.E., Ph.D.

Chief, Probabilistic Risk Assessment Branch
Division of Risk Analysis, Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

(301) 251-7586 (work)

[ (b)(6)(cell)

From: Andersen, James
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 11:56 AM
To: Coyne, Kevin
Subject: FW: Tracking List Update
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From: Andersen, James
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 11:16 AM
To: Santiago, Patricia
Cc: Bowman, Gregory; Scott, Michael; Gibson, Kathy
Subject* RE: Tracking List Update

Pat, I left a message for you on this. The Chairman's office is interested in a possible
Commission meeting on SOARCA/Level 3 PRA in July (see below) and would like us to
develop a scheduling note on it. Of course they are looking for a quick turnaround. I have
provided some guidance on scheduling notes in the attached file. Please give me a call
when you get a chance. Thanks.

Jim A.
415-1725

From: Bavol, Rochelle
Sent: Monday, March 147 2011 10:42 AM
To: Andersen, James
Subject: FW: Tracking List Update

Jim,

I spoke briefly with Angela this morning about agenda planning for July meetings...

She'd like to know staffs views on the order of priority for July meetings if we can't do
them all:

GElS for License Renewal
IRRS Action Plan
Licensing Medical Isotope Production
RTR License Renewal
Level 3 PRA and SOARCA

Since the Level 3 PRA paper coming July 7 th will include options on how to proceed with
both SOARCA and Level 3 PRA activities, she thought it might be good to have a
Commission meeting to inform Commission voting on the paper. We had this on the list
for a meeting in July, then moved it to later. Would you please ask staff to put together a
scheduling note and ask their thoughts on such a Commission meeting in July.

We're still going to try to meet with Angela this Thursday, 3/17 at 10, since pre-agenda
with the Chairman is moved to 3/22.

Rocheffe
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From: Jolicoeur. 3ohn
To: Miller ; Qa TrleOde

Cc: NRR DPR PLPB Distribution
Subject: I"m woking at home
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:30:03 PM

(b)(6) I'm working at home. If you need to

reach me, call my blackberry (b)(6)

John
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

(b)(6) I
Naick. Marian=; Heida. Bru

Check, Michael; Mallory, Rashaunda (b))
RE:

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:32:20 PM

Marianne,

My contract has ended as of 12/31/10, so technically I'm not a TM right now.

I will be in touch with my management regarding if they want me to keep my certifications
up for future contracts.

Dan

From: Narick, Marianne
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:13 PM
To: Heida, Bruce
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Mallory, Rashaunda; (b)(6)
Subject:

Hi Bruce:

I'm writing to ask for your help... There are a couple of TMs in DRA that have not earned
their Acquisition Certificate that are on active contracts/agreements at this time. Three
sessions have been added to iLearn to occur between now and the end of June, 2011
(deadline for certification). Can you please work with the TMs listed below to ensure their
timely registration for the required courses so that they achieve completion of certification
requirements by the end of June? I'd really appreciate a confirmation email with
registration dates as we are now having to track this.

1) [b)(6) needs workshops 5 and the online Market Research class (now in iLearn);
an
2) (b)(6) needs workshops 3, 4, 5, 12 and the online Market Research class;

Thanks,

Offiwue Kwuek
C¢•e6, KRR Ctuatu a sqweA Butx&
US Ruck"t Re9u&&to5 Cmii
30 1-4 15-2 175
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From: John.,STEIN(&oecd oro

Subject: RWMC-44: participants expected on 23-24 March at OECD Conference Centre

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:33:17 PM
Attachments: RWMC-44 not expected.pdf

DeleoatiQ1 Lontacts.pdf

MESSAGE SENT ON BEHALF OF CLAUDIO PESCATORE

Dear RWMC members and participants in the RWMC-44,

Nearly 70 participants have registered for the RWMC-44 meeting next week. If your name

is on the attached list of those not registered but you are planning to attend, please inform

us as well as your national delegation to the OECD.

Please continue to check for updates on the meeting website: http://www.oecd-

nea.org/download/rwmc/ In particular, nearly 10 country updates for Item 7 are now

available. Powerpoint presentations will begin to be available starting tomorrow. We would

like to remind you to bring copies of the documents to the meeting.

If you have any questions about accessing the website or regarding meeting registration,

please contact John.stein (oecd.org

Kind regards on behalf of the RWMC Chair and the NEA Secretariat.

Claudio Pescatore

.......................

.x- John Stein - OECD Nuclear Energy Agency (NEA)
Radiation Protection and Radioactive Waste Management Division
Mailing address: 2 rue Andr6-Pascal, 75775 Paris Cedex 16, France
Office address: Le Seine Saint-Germain, 12 Boulevard des lies, 92130 Issy-les-Moulineaux, France
Email: rh,.stcir•." erd.n~n / Tel: +33 (0)) 45 24 '0 41 ' Fax: +33 (0)1 44 30 61 11
Update your bookmarks!
On I December 2010, the NEA is moving to:
www.oecd-nea orq

Rp't Wi-he- fnr 901 1! / Mpillpiirz vnpinx nnrir )7l1 1 I
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FOR RWMC-44 MEETING ON 23-24 A
AUSTRALIA

Mr Stuart PROSSER

AUSTRIA
Mr Helmut FISCHER

BELGIUM

Dr. Jean-Jacques VAN BINNEBEEK

CANADA
Mr. Don HOWARD

CZECH REPUBLIC
Mr. Karel JINDRICH

DENMARK
Mr Tue DYEKJAER-HANSEN

FINLAND
Mr. Kara RASILAINEN

FRANCE
Ms. Adeline CLOS
Mr. Philippe GUIBERTEAU
Mr. Patrice VOIZARD

GREECE
Mrs. Vasiliki MANAVI

IRELAND
Mr. Christopher HONE

ITALY
Mr. Emilio MACCI
Mr. Filippo ROSELLI

JAPAN
Mr. Yoshio KAWAGUCHI
Mr. Kenshi NAKATSU

KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)
Dr. Kwan Sik CHUN
Mr. Sangwook KANG
Mr. Chang-Lak KIM
Dr. Sang-Hoon PARK

LUXEMBOURG
Mr. Paul KAYSER

NETHERLANDS
Ms. Dewi VAN DE WEERD

NORWAY
Mr. Trond ROE
Mr. Sverre HORNKJOL
Mr. Styrkaar HUSTVEIT

PORTUGAL
Mr. Romao TRINDADE

SLOVAK REPUBLIC
Dr. Juraj HOMOLA
Dr Vladimir MICHAL

SWITZERLAND
Dr. Piet ZULDEMA

TURKEY

Dr. Ahmet Erdal OSMANLIOGLU

UNITED KINGDOM
Mr. Bruce CAIRNS
Prof. Alan J. HOOPER
Mr. Lewis Mortimer

International Organisations
Mr. Tero VARJORANTA

stuart.prosser@arpansa.gov.au

helmut.fischer@lebensministerium.at-

vbk@avn.be

dcn.howard@cnsc-cesn.gc.ca

karel.jindrich@sujb.cz

sis@sis.dk

kari.rasilainen@vtt.fi

adeline.clos@asn.fr
philippe.guiberteau@cea.fr
patrice.voizard@andra.fr

v.manavi@greece-oecd.org

chone@rpii.ie

macci@sogin.it
filippo.roselli@apat.it

kawaguchi@deljp-ocde.fr
nakatsu-kenshi@meti.go.jp

kschun@kaeri.re.kr
sswkang@mest.go.kr
clkim@krmc.or.kr
kOl6psh@kins.re.kr

cofmunications.centre@mae.etat.lu

dewi-vande.weerd@minbuza.nl

trond.boe3 ife.no
svetlana.stoknes@nrpa.no
styrkaar.hustveit@nrpa.no

romao@itn.mctes pt

juraj.homola@ujd.gov.sk
vmichal@vuje.sk

piet.zuidema@nagra.ch

erdal.osmanlioglu@taek.gov.tr

bruce.cairns@decc.gsi.gov..k
alan.hooper@nda.gov.uk
lewis.mortimer'decc.gsi.gov.uk

t.varjoranta@iaea.org

lARCH 2011
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CONTACT INFORMATION IN OECD NATIONAL DELEGATIONS
FOR REGISTRATION TO OECD NEA EVENTS

COUNTRY

Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Chile

Czech Republic

Denmark

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Iceland

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg

Mexico

Netherlands

Norway

Poland

Slovak Republic

Slovenia (Ad Hoc
Participant)

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

Turkey

United Kingdom

United States

EC

Romania (Observer)

Russian Federation
(Observer)

Others

EMAIL

kathy.laurent@dfat.gov.au

oecdpost@bka.gv.at

belocde@wanadoo.fr

poecd@intemational.gc.ca

cselman@amb-chili.fr

oecd.paris@embassy.mzv.cz

Pardel@um.dk

sanomat.oec@formin.fi

el isabeth.langella@sgae.gouv.fr
CC: Dfra.OCDE-PARIS@diplomatie.gouv.fr

info@paris-oecd.diplo.de

delegation@greece-oecd.org

secretariat.oecd@k-um.hu

icemb.paris@utn.stjr.is

irish.del@dfa.ie

segretena.ocse@esteri.it

info@delj p-ocde. fr

kor.oecd 1@mofat.go.kr

paris.amb@mae.etat.lu

delocde@sre.gob.mx

ilse-van.ruler@minbuza.nl

oecd.paris@mfa.no

pol.deleg@oecd-poland.org

slovak.del@oecd-sr.com

mpa@gov.si

rep.paris@mae.es

oecd-del.paris@foreign.ministry.se

vertretung@pao.rep.admin.ch

turkdel.oecd@mfa.gov.tr

Fennel.Waters@fco.gov.uk

USDelegation@usoecd.org

claire.saagian@ec.europa.eu

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

PHONE

+33 140 59 33 68

+331 53 92 23 30

+33 1 56 75 34 50

+ 33 1 44 43 20 90

+33 1 44 185937

+33 1 46 47 29 49

+33 1443121 50

+33145247171

+33 1 43 17 5750

+ 33 1 55745700

+33 145022400

+33153656500

+33 144173285

+33 1 44 1767 13

+33 144392150

+33 153766100

+33 1 44052050

+33 1 4555 1337

+33 1 56592929

+33145249931

+33145249784

+33156285760

+33 1 56265090

+33 1 44965069

+33144433000

+33 1 44 18 88 00

+ 33 1 49 55 74 50

+ 33 142 88 50 02

+33 1 53704570

+33145247477

+33 1440531 60

If you have any questions concerning the registration process, please contact the
NEA Secretariat (john.stein@oecd.org) DN 1840 of 2796



From: John.STEINsoeod.org
Subject: RWMC-RF-14: participants expected on 22 March at NEA premises in Issy les Moulineaux

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:37:39 PM

Attachments: Delegation contacts.pdf
RF-14 not expected.odf

MESSAGE SENT ON BEHALF OF CLAUDIO PESCATORE

Dear RF members and participants in the RF-14,

20 participants have registered for the RF-14 meeting next week. If your name is on the

attached list of those not registered but you are planning to attend, please inform us as

well as your national delegation to the OECD.

We would like to remind you to bring copies of the documents to the meeting.

Kind regards on behalf of the RWMC-RF Chair and the NEA Secretariat.

Claudio Pescatore

.......................

. John Stein - OECD Nuclear Energy Agency (NEA)
( Radiation Protection and Radioactive Waste Management Division

Mailing address: 2 rue Andr6-Pascal, 75775 Paris Cedex 16, France
Office address: Le Seine Saint-Germain, 12 Boulevard des lies, 92130 Issy-les-Moulineaux, France
Email: ochn .: : i / TcI: +33 (0)] 45 24 !041 / Fax: +33 (0)i 44 30 61 11

Update your bookmarks!
On 1 December 2010, the NEA is moving to:
wwwv.ogd -neorg

Beg Wishes for 2011! / Meilleurs voeux oour 2011
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CONTACT INFORMATION IN OECD NATIONAL DELEGATIONS
FOR REGISTRATION TO OECD NEA EVENTS

COUNTRY

Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Chile

Czech Republic

Denmark

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Iceland

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg

Mexico

Netherlands

Norway

Poland

Slovak Republic

Slovenia (Ad Hoc
Participant)

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

Turkey

United Kingdom

United States

EC

Romania (Observer)

Russian Federation
(Observer)

Others

ENMAIL

kathy.laurent@dfat.gov.au

oecdpost@bka.gv.at

belocde@wanadoo.fr

poecd@international.gc.ca

cselman@amb-chili .fr

oecd.paris@embassy.mzv.cz

Pardel@um.dk

sanomat.oec@formin.fi

elisabeth.langella@sgae.gouv.fr
CC: Dfra.OCDE-PARIS@diplomatie.gouv.fr

info@paris-oecd.diplo.de

delegation@greece-oecd.org

secretariat.oecd@kum.hu

icemb.paris@utn.stjr.is

irish.del@dfa.ie

segretena.ocse@esteri.it

info@deljp-ocde.fr

kor.oecd I @mofat. go.kr

paris.amb@mae.etat.lu

delocde@sre.gob.mx

ilse-van.ruler@minbuza.nl

oecd.paris@mfa.no

pol.deleg@oecd-poland.org

slovak.del@oecd-sr.com

mpa@gov.si

rep.paris@mae.es

oecd-del.paris@foreign.ministry.se

vertretung@pao.rep.admin.ch

turkdel.oecd@mfa.gov.tr

Fennel.Waters@fco.gov.uk

USDelegation@usoecd.org

claire.saagian@ec.europa.eu

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

PHONE
+33 1 40 59 33 68

+33 1 53 92 23 30

+ 33 1 56 75 34 50

+33 144432090

+33 1 44 185937

+33 1 46472949

+33 144312150
+33 1452471 71

4 33 1 43 175750

+33 1

+33 1

+33 1

+331

+331

+33 1

+33 1

+33 1

+33 1

+33 1

+33 1
+331

+33 1

+33 1

+33 1

55 745700

45022400

536565 00

44 1732 85

44 1767 13

443921 50

53 7661 00

44052050

45 55 13 37

56 59 29 29

45 249931

45249784

56 28 5760

56265090

44965069

+ 33 1 44 43 30 00
+33 1 44 188800

+ 33 1 49 55 74 50

+ 33 1 42 88 50 02

+33 153704570

+33 1 45247477

+33 144053160

If you have any questions concerning the registration process, please contact the
NEA Secretariat (john.stein@oecd.org) DN 1842 of 2796



LIST OF RWMC-RF MEMBERS NOT REGISTEREDj
FOR RF-14 MEETING ON 22 MARCH 2011

CANADA

Mr. Don HOWARD

CZECH REPUBLIC

Mr. Karel JINDRICH

IRELAND

Mr. Christopher HONE

JAPAN

Mr. Kenshi NAKATSU

KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)

Dr. Sang-Hoon PARK

NORWAY

Mr. Sverre HORNKJOL

Mr. Styrkaar ffUSTVEIT

Mrs. Svetlana ROUDAK

SLOVAK REPUBLIC

Dr. Juraj HOMOLA

SWEDEN

Mr. Johan ANDER-BERG

don.howard@cnsc-ccsn.gc. ca

karel.jindrich@sujb.cz

chone@rpii.ie

nakatsu-kenshi@meti.go.jp

kOl6psh@kins.re.kr

svetlana.stoknes@nrrpa.no

styrkaar.hustveit@nrpa.no

svetlana.roudak@nrpa.no

juraj.homola@ujd.gov.sk

johan.anderberg@ssm.se
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Satorius, Mark

From: info=i360gov.com@reply.bm23.com on behalf of i360Gov Webinars [info@i360gov.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:36 PM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: Study Results: Private Cloud Formation

Having trouble viewing this e-mail? Click hereto view as a web page.

To ensure our emails reach your inbox, add info@i360gov.com to your address book or Safe Sender List.

Private Clouds: The Results Are In.

Greetings,

The results and analysis of i360Gov's research study regarding private cl'oud initiatives in government
agencies will be presented in a complimentary webinar on Tuesday, Mar. 22, 2011 at 2 PM Eastern.

Please join our subject-matter-experts Lee Badger (NIST) and Doug Bourgeois (formerly with U.S. Dept
of Interior and the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, as we present and discuss the results of this
study, and explore the benefits of a private cloud versus a public cloud.

Click here to register for this complimentary webinar.

All webinar registrants will receive a copy of i360Gov's special report detailing the results of this
study.

Should you have any questions, please call me directly at 919-577-0898.

Thank you for your time.

Warm regards,

Jon Morton

Jon Morton
President
i360Gov, Inc.
919-577-0898 (office)

(b)(6) (mobile)
919-577-0897 (fax)

(b)(6) (skype)

1
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www.i136OGov.com

If this issue was forwarded to you and you would like to begin receiving a copy of your own, please visit our site
www.i360Gov.com and become a complimentary member.

i36OGov Daily Download 1 4913 Salem Ridge Rd I HollySprings, NC 27540 1 United States
Unsubscribe from future marketing messages from i360Gov Daily Download
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From: Haney. Catherine

To: Mohseni, Aby

Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:40:00 PM

Lets try to do that today or tomorrow.

From: Mohseni, Aby
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:40 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Kokajko, Lawrence
Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

Cathy,
Lawrence has been discussing this issue internally and we can discuss with you at your
convenience.
Aby

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:38 PM
To: Mohseni, Aby
Cc: Kokajko, Lawrence
Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

(b)(5)

From: Mohseni, Aby
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:37 PM
To: Hirsch, Patricia; Haney, Catherine; Schmidt, Rebecca; Droggitis, Spiros; Poole, Brooke; Vietti-Cook,
Annette; Muessle, Mary; Weber, Michael; Ash, Darren; Nichols, Russell; Sealing, Donna; Holonich,
Joseph; Powell, Amy; Young, Mitzi; Burns, Stephen; Rothschild, Trip; Itzkowitz, Marvin; Dorman, Dan;
Batkin, Joshua; Coggins, Angela; Clark, Lisa; Sharkey, Jeffry; Reddick, Darani; Sosa, Belkys; Davis,
Roger; Bubar, Patrice; Bupp, Margaret; Nieh, Ho; Zorn, Jason; Crockett, Steven; Croston, Sean;
Suttenberg, Jeremy; Cordes, John
Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents

Patricia,
The Committee letter requests electronic version of Vol 3 by March 23, as opposed to your
email that stated April 1. See quote below from committee's letter.

The Committee requests that the NRC produce Volume III of the SER in its unredacted, electronic form no

later than noon on March 23, 2011. \Ve ask that you provide the remaining requested information and

documents as soon as possible, but no later than 5:00 p.m. on April 1,2011.

Aby

From: Hirsch, Patricia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:46 AM
To: Haney, Catherine; Schmidt, Rebecca; Droggitis, Spiros; Poole, Brooke; Vietti-Cook, Annette;
Muessle, Mary; Weber, Michael; Ash, Darren; Nichols, Russell; Sealing, Donna; Holonich, Joseph; Powell,
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Amy; Young, Mitzi; Burns, Stephen; Rothschild, Trip; Itzkowitz, Marvin; Dorman, Dan; Batkin, Joshua;
Coggins, Angela; Clark, Lisa; Sharkey, Jeffry; Reddick, Darani; Sosa, Belkys; Davis, Roger; Bubar,
Patrice; Bupp, Margaret; Nieh, Ho; Zorn, Jason; Crockett, Steven; Croston, Sean; Suttenberg, Jeremy;
Cordes, John
Subject: Congressional request for Yucca documents

Hopefully, you have all seen the yellow announcement that was posted yesterday
concerning the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform request for
information and documents concerning Yucca. (if you haven't, I have pasted it below, and
I attached the Committee's request)
First order of business is to get from each of you an estimate of a reasonable date you can
provide OGC your responsive documents, or in some instances, the requested timelines.

While the request itself set the 2 3 rd of March as the due date for most of the documents,
and April 1, for the delivery of the un-redacted SER volume 3, I understand that the
committee staff has indicated these dates can be pushed back a while due to the
emergency in Japan.

Notwithstanding the fact that my name is on the yellow announcement as the point of
contact, it will actually "take a village" to get this done. In OGC, Sean Croston and Jeremy
Suttenberg will be staffing this with me, if I am out, Steve Crockett will be acting for me.

I know everyone is busy and I really appreciate everyone's cooperation with this task.
Thanks!

Pat Hirsch
Assistant General Counsel for Legal Counsel,

Legislation and Special Projects

Mail Stop 0-15 D21

301-415-0563

Announcement No. 033

Date: March 15, 2011

To: All NRC Employees

SUBJECT: DOCUMENT HOLD INSTRUCTIONS RE: YUCCA HIGH LEVEL WASTE
REPOSITORY

The House of Representatives Committee on Oversight and Government Reform has requested
documents and information related to the Yucca High-Level Waste Repository matter. NRC
employees are directed to maintain all pertinent documents falling within the scope of the request,
which is described below. Requested records, documents, data, or information should not be
destroyed, modified, removed, transferred or otherwise made inaccessible. The request includes
documents or information in your possession or control or held by employees or agents acting on
your behalf. The request includes electronically stored information (ESI) which is the preferred
format, as well as hard copies of documents.
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What You Need to Do

It is your responsibility to ensure that any potentially relevant information related to this matter/case
that is within your possession, custody, or control, is preserved and not destroyed, even if the policy
or practice of your office would normally dictate otherwise.

What Must Be Preserved

The information that must be preserved includes Electronically Stored Information ("ESI"), hard
copies of documents, and tangible things. ESI includes, but is not limited to, computer files of any
type (word processing documents, e-mail messages, spreadsheets, calendar entries, and flash
memory media, including USB drives and memory cards). It includes not only information stored on
NRC computers but can also include information stored on home computers, personal laptop
computers, PDAs such as Palm Pilots and Blackberries, and mobile phones, if used for NRC work.

All information, including privileged information, must be preserved.

If you identify responsive documents, you will receive additional instructions for producing this
information for provision to the Committee. In the meantime, please carefully review this e-mail and
preserve all materials in accordance with these instructions.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions regarding which
materials should be preserved or how they should be preserved, or suggestions, please do not
hesitate to contact Patricia Hirsch, Assistant General Counsel for Legal Counsel, Legislation and
Special Projects at 301-415-1607 or by e-mail.

RECORDS and INFORMATION REQUESTED:

1. A timeline of significant events related to the Commission's review of the ASLB's decision
on DOE's motion to withdraw the license application,
Including, but not limited to the following:

a) Filing of each Commissioner's vote

b) Withdrawal of any Commissioner's vote

Active deliberation or discussions between Commissioners or their

c) staffs.

2. Documents and communications, including e-mails, relating to the Commission's review of
the ASLB's decision on DOE's motion to withdraw the license application.

3. Documents and communications, including e-mails, relating to reasons for the delay
between the filing of the final Commissioner's vote and the scheduling of the affirmation
session.

4. A timeline of all significant events related to the "orderly closure" of the High-Level Waste
Program and the use of Nuclear Waste Fund resources under the Continuing Resolution,
including but not limited to the following:

Communication to or among the Commissioners or their respective
a) staffs

b) Internal communication to NRC staff

5. Documents and communications, including e-mails, relating to all significant dates
concerning the "orderly closure" of the High-Level Waste Program and the use of Nuclear
Waste Fund resources under the Continuing Resolution.
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6. Documents and communications, including e-mails, exchanged among or originated by the
Commissioners, their respective staffs, and the Commission staff relating to the funding of
the High-Level Waste Program in FY201 1. This request includes any reviews or
recommendations provided by the Office of the General Counsel.

7. Documents and communications including e-mails exchanged among or originated by the
Commissioners, their respective staffs, and Commission staff relating to the release of
Volume III of the SER.

8. A statement by each individual responsible for reviewing and signing Volume III of the
SER specifying whether he/she received the document for final concurrence and whether
and when he/she gave that concurrence.

9. Documents and communications, including e-mails, related to the decision to develop a
report separate from the SER to document the NRC staffs technical review activities
completed to date.

10. Volume III of the SER, in un-redacted form.

IRA/

Stephen G. Bums
General Counsel
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From: White. Bernard

To: Haney, Catherine

Cc: Smith. Jamnes; Dorman, Dan; Tschiltz. Michael; Kinneman. John; Dailey, Marissa; Weaver. Doug; Ordaz. Vonna;
Rodgers. Mary; Gallardy. Vivian' Cooper. LaT ya; Darniano. Debra

Subject: FW: PON Fuel Cycle Facilities

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:40:30 PM

Attachments: NMSS2011OO092 - Protecting Our Nation NMSS Comments.docx

Importance: High

Cathy,

FCSS has reviewed the Fuel Cycle write-up below for inclusion in Protecting our Nation,
and with the comments already forwarded to NSIR (see attachment) on the original draft
(see attached) recommends concurrence on the revision to NUREG/BR- 0314.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. Please note that NSIR is

looking for our concurrence today.

Bernie

From: Stone, Rebecca
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 1:23 PM
To: Berry, Rollie
Subject: PON Fuel Cycle Facilities

Rollie,

Below is the additional section. I need comments on this section and concurrence
on the complete document by COB Wednesday (3/16).

Fuel Cycle Facilities

(b)(5)
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Thanks,

WeAeec Stone,

Response Program
Office of Nuclear Security and Incident Response
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-5634 (Office)
e-mail: Rebecca.Stone@nrc.gov
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.Protecting Our Nation

A Report of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Nuclear Security and Incident Response
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From: CSC Passwo rdStaUonl, nrc.cov

To: Viroilio. Martin
Subject: NRC Customer Support Center: Your Password Will Expire in 12 Days
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:41:10 PM

NRC Customer Support Center: Your Password Will Expire in 12 Days

We recommend that you change your network password now to avoid any potential difficulties logging in
to your workstation.

Changing your password with Avatier Password Station is a quick and simple process - You will not have
to reboot your workstation or log off after changing your password.

To validate the authenticity of this NRC email and learn how to enroll in Avatier Password Station, click
the following NRC web server link:
http://vwww.internal.nrc.aov/ois/CScataloQ/customerservicecatalogs/announcements/changingoassword.html

If you already know how to change your password using Password Station, and would like to go to
Password Station now, click the following link: httos:/tselfservice.nrc.gov/aims/ps/default.asox

Note: if you're reading this email through Outlook Web Access, this link will not work. Please log in to the

NRC network directly, or through Citrix remote access, to use Password Station.

If you require additional assistance, please contact the Customer Support Center (CSC).

Customer Support Center (CSC)
Mon - Fri 6:00 AM - 9:00 PM (EST) and Sat and Sun 9:00 AM - 9:00PM (EST)
Phone: 301-415-1234, Option 2
Email: CSC@nrc.gov

Note: Please do not reply to this email. This is for notification only and your emails will not be received.
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Dean, Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:45 PM
To: Cohen, Miriam
Subject: RE: Succession planning

I am, but as you can imaging, region I is inundated with media, congress, states, etc.

Bill

-----Original Message----
From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:38 PM
To: Dean, Bill
Subject: RE: Succession planning

(b)(5)

---- Original Message----
From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:37 PM
To: Cohen, Miriam
Subject: RE: Succession planning

(b)(5) I

Bill

----_Original Message----
From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:37 PM
To: Dean, Bill
Subject: RE: Succession planning

I will confirm for you. It's crazy with the lack of "credible" information coming out from Japan. What are you
hearing?

----- Original Message -----
From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:36 PM
To: Cohen, Miriam
Subject: RE: Succession planning

Well, yeah, but assume that it will be delayed given the focus of our senior managers on japan issues.

Bill

----_Original Message -----
From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:35 PM

2
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To: Dean, Bill

Subject: RE: Succession planning

Is that a question?

----- Original Message -----
From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:34 PM
To: Cohen, Miriam
Subject: Succession planning

Assume it will be postponed.
Bill Dean
Regional Administrator
Region I, USNRC
Sent from NRC BlackBerry

3

DN 1879 of 2796



Satorius, Mark

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16. 2011 12:49 PM
To: Boland, Anne; Holt, BJ; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Shear, Gary; Louden, Patrick; Satorius, Mark;

OBrien, Kenneth; Reynolds, Steven; West, Steven
Subject: FW: EDO AlignmentlPre-briefs for Commission Meetings
Attachments: EDO Alignment. Prebriefs for CM Meetings.doc

From: Taylor, Renee
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:59 AM
To: Andersen, James; Ash, Darren; Blount, Tom; Boger, Bruce; Borchardt, Bill; Bowman, Adriane; Boyce, Thomas (OIS);
Boyd, Lena; Buckley, Patricia; Cannady, Ashley; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casby, Marcia; Casto, Chuck; Cianci, Sandra; Cohen,
Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Collins, Jay; Cooper, LaToya; Corley, Cherrie; Damiano, Debra; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Dubose,
Sheila; EDO_ETAs; Evans, Michele; Flory, Shirley; Garland, Stephanie; Givvines, Mary; Greene, LaTosha; Grobe, Jack;
Haney, Catherine; Hasan, Nasreen; Higginbotham, Tina; Holahan, Gary; Howard, Patrick; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Landau, Mindy; Lee, Pamela; Leeds, Eric; Lockhart, Denise; Lubinski, John; Mamish, Nader; Matakas, Gina;
Mayberry, Theresa; McClain, Nicole; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; McGinty, Tim; Miles, Patricia; Miller, Charles;
Mitchell, Matthew; Muessle, Mary; ODaniell, Cynthia; Owen, Lucy; Pederson, Cynthia; Penny, Melissa; Plisco, Loren;
Quesenberry, Jeannette; Riddick, Nicole; Ronewicz, Lynn; Ross, Brenda; Salus, Amy; Satorius, Mark; Scarbrough,
Thomas; Schaeffer, James; Schumann, Stacy; Schwarz, Sherry; Sheron, Brian; Sprogeris, Patricia; Tannenbaum, Anita;
Taylor, Renee; Terry, Leslie; Thomas, Loretta; Tomczak, Tammy; Uhle, Jennifer; Veltri, Debra; Virgilio, Martin; Walker.
Dwight; Weber, Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Zimmerman, Roy
Subject: EDO Alignment/Pre-briefs for Commission Meetings

An updated list is attached, please ensure that your calendar reflects the changes as needed.

Thank you,

Renee

7
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From: Gnuonoli Giornio

To: ForeionTfravel

Cc: Chang. Lydia; Abu-Eid. Boby; Schwartzman, Jennifer; Rothschild, Trip

Subject: Pre-notification Trip Report - Joint Convention - Organizational Meeting

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:55:36 PM

Attachments: iraQej0,.p
Pre-Trio Notifrcation 2010-08-18.doc

The subject pre-trip notification is attached, as well as being available from ADAMS
ML1 1750339.

Giorgio Gnugnoli
Division of Waste Management and Environmental Protection
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop T 8 F 5
Tel 301-415-7432
Fax 301-415-5369

SU.S.NRC
V~TL rxr '1E A ZNL~l ~M~
P~ei4-frz FOPeoIf wwu tAg ns""urne
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International Travel Pre-Trip Notification
This is due 130Q da3ys before tip start date. Please complete Ihe light shaded a rea,

9 Traveler Name(s): Larry Camper, FSME/DWMEP •Phone #(s): 415-6673

(include Office/Division) Giorgio Gnugnoli, FSME/DWMEP 415-7432

e E-mail Address(es): Larry.Camper@nrc.gov * Location(s): T-8 F 2
Giorgio.Gnugnoli@nrc.gov 1T-8 D 37

* Multiple Travelers: 0 Less than 4 El 4 or more (see below)

If 4+. Coordinating Office:

;If 4+. Office Director Approvals: (1) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING ,Date: ._!_...._"__

(Office Director approves travelers (2) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date:

from his/her office only) (3) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date: I1
(4)JCHoOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Joate _

ADAMS Accession Number:

[If 4+. Submit NRC Daily Note with ML# of pre-trip
notification 30 days before trip start date]l

* Travel Dates [mm/dd/yyyyl: 05/07/2011 - 05/15/2011

" Destination(s) lCity, Clounuyl: Vienna, Austria

" Framework: [Il Export and Import Licensing E] Multilateral Cooperation and Assistance
U Treaties, Agreements, and Conventions El International Cooperative Research

1El Bilateral Cooperation and Assistance El Other (specify)

* Internalional Organization: El NEA/CSNI El NEA/CNRA El NEA/RWMC El NEA/MDEP

NEA/CRPPH El IAEA/NS(TRANSSC) 0 IAEA/NS(WASSC)

IAEA/(NUSSC) El IAEA/NS(RASSC) El IAEA/Safeguards

IAEA/NS El IAEA/NE El IAEA/Technical Cooperation

El Other:

1.Purpose of Travel: Represent U.S.G. at the Organizational Meeting of the Joint Convention to elect
officers for the 4 th Review Meeting of the Contracting Parties. Selection of Open-
ended Working Group meeting topics and transition of duties to newly elected
officers.

1. Desired Outcome: To have a U.S.G. senior executive elected to Country Group Chair; secondary
joutcomes would be to have U.S.G. personnel serve as Country Group rapporteurs
and co-ordinators for the Review Meeting. Also to influence topics selected for the
Open-ended Working Group Meeting.

• Traveler Role(s): IL. Camper is a candidate for one of the Country Group Chairs; G. Gnugnoli will work
with the other USG representatives to provide programmatic and technical support for
elections and for topic development for the Review Meeting to be held the following

08/18/2010 v 2.0
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year..

L Is this an NRC Core or Non-Core Trip? J] Core El Non-Core
[Coremeans NRC-Funded. Non-Core is externally funded or travel to Canada]

IsIs there a speech or presentation to be given? T l Yes [No

I[If yes. send ADAMS ML# of presentations in an EDO One Week Look Ahead) I
I* Are policy issues or other items of Commission interest to be raised? Ci Yes 0 No

If yes. how will the Commission be informed?

* S

* .1

08/18/2010 v 2.0
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From: Balarabe. Sarah
To: Haney. Catherine Bamford. Peter; Bahadur, Sher
Cc: Huang. Tai; Ulses. Anthony
Subject: R/F Revision to Technical Specifications Safety Limit Minimum Critical Power Ratio for Perry Nuclear Power Plant
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:57:03 PM
Attachments: ML110700540.ADC

Date: March 14, 2011

Memorandum To: Robert Carlson

From: Anthony Ulses

Subject: Revision to Technical Specifications Safety Limit Minimum Critical
Power Ratio for Perry Nuclear Power Plant

ADAMS: ML110700540
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From:

To: Wland. Williai
Subject: Re: I don"t need counseling. I need to work. <eom>
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:02:40 PM

You and I are more resilient. Others may need help
Jack Grobe, Deputy Director, NRR

From: Ruland, William
To: Grobe, Jack
Sent: Wed Mar 16 13:01:17 2011
Subject: I don't need counseling. I need to work. <eom>
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From:

To:
Subject:

Date;

I(b)(6)

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 I103:18 PM

(b)(6)
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From: Tatlarico. Alison

To: Baker. Pamela

Cc: Bailey. Marissa Coe, Doug; Landau. Mindv; Ficks. Ben; Rainic. Cecilia

Subject: RE: Scripts Used for the Supervisory Workshop on Performance Communications
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:04:00 PM

Thanks very much!

And I just returned from an OPM Performance Management Forum and the training
contact mentioned that OPM is developing an online course that will deal w/ having difficult
conversations, and will likely involve role playing. Gee, I wonder where they got that idea!
So your wonderful work will be famous.

Thanks

Alison
301-492-2326

From: Baker, Pamela
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:16 AM
To: Tallarico, Alison
Cc: Bailey, Marissa; Coe, Doug; Landau, Mindy; Ficks, Ben; Rajnic, Cecilia
Subject: RE: Scripts Used for the Supervisory Workshop on Performance Communications

Alison,

Attached is the script Mindy and I followed for our segment of the Performance Communications

Workshop.
Pam Baker

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 2:40 PM
To: Bailey, Marissa; Coe, Doug; Baker, Pamela; Landau, Mindy; Rajnic, Cecilia; Ficks, Ben
Subject: Scripts Used for the Supervisory Workshop on Performance Communications

Hello all,

OPM asked about the performance workshop we conducted last September, and
specifically requested a copy of the scripts used for the role-playing sessions. I had
received the synopses w/ the key messages, but we were hoping to share the actual
scripts. If you all still have them, could you e-mail them to me for sharing w/ my OPM
contact?

Thanks

Alison
301-492-2326
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Performance Communications Workshop

Scenario: Less than Fully Successful Performer

Key Messages:

1. No Surprises: Final rating discussion should not be the first time an employee is apprised

of a decline in performance. Discussion should build upon previous discussions including
mid-year and interim feedback. It is suggested that supervisors maintain notes, document
prior discussions, and share these with the employee.

2. Balanced Delivea: Provide both positive and constructive feedback. Final appraisal

should not result in a dumping or loading on of what the employee's gap in performance.
Use the established performance elements to provide your assessment; where is the
employee performing successfully and where are the challenges.

3. Don't bury the lead: Constructive feedback should be conveyed early in the discussion. Be

truthful and genuine so that message is received. Get to the main objective of the discussion
quickly. Do not "sugar coat" the essential message.

4. Provide concrete examples: Examples should be specific, identify what the expectations
were, the resultant performance gap and its organizational impact.

5. Develop a forward-looking plan: Assess what actions can be taken. Recommend a
counseling memo that clearly identifies actions (e.g., training), timeframes, and deliverable.
Describe what desired performance should look like with examples that are recognizable to
the employee.

6. Summarize and document: End session by reinforcing positive and constructive feedback.
Itemize agreed upon actions including the establishment of a follow- up schedule or
frequency and documentation such as a counseling memo.
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Scenario: Supervisor Pam is meeting with employee Mindy to discuss her final rating of
performance for the appraisal period. During the mid-year discussion with Mindy, Pam
shared with her a few examples where Mindy's late completion of work products, specifically
her monthly hours report was causing her performance to trend downward. At that time,
Pam offered her assistance in getting Mindy more training on the new application and re-
directing some of her collateral workload to others on the team. Mindy assured Pam that
she had things in control and would attend more to the monthly suspense dates. Since mid-
year there has been an increase in the frequency of delinquent reports which Pam has
continually shared with Mindy, each time asking if there was something she could assist
Mindy with.

Pam: Good morning Mindy. As you know, I've scheduled to meet with you to discuss your
performance and provide you your annual rating on your Elements and Standards. My
evaluation is based upon my observations along with input from you, the team, and other
feedback I've received.

Mindy: I guess you're going to tell me how bad I'm doing. Can we just get this over with?

Pam: I was hoping we could review how things have gone in the specific areas of your
performance plan. In the area of teamwork, you have made positive contributions to the
working group and in your collateral duties. In this regard, you have become the go-to-
person and readily share your expertise and creativity. Your efforts on a variety of working
groups and committees readily show you as a true team player who embodies the aspects
of an open collaboration.

Mindy: I appreciate being given the opportunity to be on the working group. That project
was intense and took a lot more effort than I thought it would. You know I filled in for others
who claimed they had to get their own work done first.

Pam: I'm glad you brought that up, as we discussed at mid-year and several times recently,
you have missed the deadlines on a number of your regular assignments.

Mindy: I know I was late that one time and when I had that extension, I figured it was okay
to turn in one or two after the 5 th of the month. No one complained to me.

Pam: Actually, Mindy the lateness has become more pronounced to the extent that you only
submitted half of your monthly reports for the year on time. I have reminded you on at least
three occasions since mid year that you have to get your reports in on time. 1 hav'c reminded
you of the Fully u....,sfu! standard of 70% tiMcly .oMplction •f monthly .cpor. .__Mindy,
based on that standard, you are performing below an acceptable level. And because this is
one of your critical elements, I am giving you an overall rating of Minimally Successful.
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Mindy: Wow, I know I was falling off but I didn't think it was that bad. I don't recall you and I
having that conversation.

Pam: Last month I forwarded you an email from Director Smith indicating that our division's
late report submission was having a direct impact on the timeliness of monthly billing2--At
that time, 1 asked if yeu we•• ha•ing difficuIty With the extFra p"rjets @nd ge•t•in your regular
w:ork dee. Because you were overloaded, Wwe agreed that having Ben serve as your
back-up t' th• work group . would give you some relief. How is that working?

Mindy: Well in all honesty Ben and my schedule never seemed to coincide for me to get him
up to speed on the project. I don't get the feeling Ben really wants to help me. You- knew
how it iS, I didn't want to inftrfoFro with hW; work, plus the group is really depeRndin; rn ry
expei4ise.

Pam: Another concern you expressed to me was your lack of familiarity with SharePoint
now that we are entering our reports into that database. I approved your iLearn request for
the online tutorial. Has that helped?

Mindy: Not really, I do better with one-on one instruction. I don't care much for Learn. 01
though about asking Diane, I heard she was Yirtually a SharePoint guru at the job she Game
from, but She'S nOW in h8er and PIm eXpected to be traRinin her not the other way around.

Pam: Reviewing my notes form our mid-year discussion, you made mention of some
challenges you were having at home.

Mindy: Yeah just as our nest emptied with my youngest graduating college, my dad gets

sick and ends up having to move in with us.

Pam: The Employee Assistance Program provides counseling service and is completely

confidential. Mindy six months ago we laid out some things for you to consider to help you
re-focus on your primary work responsibilities in order to improve your declining
performance. As I listen to you now I see that we may need to develop a more concrete
plan. We are a team here and our success comes when we help each other. As a member
of the team and it is important for you let me know what you need and that you believe you
have the support from me and others.

Mindy: I don't feel like I've been getting support from the people on my team. They always
talk behind my back. Also. my workload is larger than any of theirs. And I'm not very fast...
I like to do things at my own pace. I hate to ask for help it makes me feel like I'm stupid or a

failure. I see that With the new employees but I've been hors fo.ever and I dEon't want to leok
needy orF like I don't know wvhat I'M doing.

Pam: Asking for help is not stupid, what is not smart is not asking when you need it. How

we do our work has changed with technology and many of us are learning. Plus, we're all a
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team and when one of us drops the ball, we all looks bad. We work together to get the iob
done. Going forward I'd like to outline some specific actions we can take together to turn
around this downward trend in your performance. First, now that the work group's task is

done, let's curtail your participation on any new groups for a few months.

Mindy: That will actually help me so I won't feel so overloaded. You kRow many of my
peers see ... as the rcsident expot,

Pam: And you are. Instead of participating as a full member you could still serve as an

advisor and transfer your knowledge to others on the team in the process. Conversely, you

said Diane knows SharePoint. I'll speak with her and set it up so that she spends time
helping you while you show her the fundamentals of our process. I would also encourage

you to re-consider the E-PA-EAP if changes at home are still stressful. It can only help. I
think it would also be a good thing for us to meet every other week to see how things are
going. I'll send you a scheduler so it is on both our calendars.

Mindy: I was really dreading this discussion. I appreciate your patience to work with me and

get me back on track.

Pam: That's what I'm here for. Is there anything else you want to discuss? I do need you

to sign here.
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From: Harrison, Donni

To: Laur. Steven

Cc: Cheok. Michael; Lee. Samqsn
Subject: Fw: CTS-SRM-S 1-0014 resend including Mike Cheok

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:04:02 PM

Steve

(b)(5)

Sent from NRC blackberry
Donnie Harrison

I (b)(6)

From: Harrison, Donnie
To: Dennig, Robert; Wittick, Brian
Cc: Lobel, Richard; Cheok, Michael; Ruland, William; Laur, Steven
Sent: Wed Mar 16 12:54:01 2011
Subject: Re: CTS-SRM-S11-0014 resend including Mike Cheok

I am out today. Please arrange with steve laur and mike cheok if need today or tomorrow.
Sent from NRC blackberry
Donnie Harrison

(b)(6)

From: Dennig, Robert
To: Wittick, Brian
Cc: Lobel, Richard; Harrison, Donnie; Cheok, Michael; Ruland, William
Sent: Wed Mar 16 09:33:27 2011
Subject: FW: CTS-SRM-S11-0014 resend including Mike Cheok

I'm available. Please also include NRR!DRA (Cheok/Harrison) - they "own" risk review

and "defense-in-depth."

From: Wittick, Brian
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 5:09 PM
To: Dennig, Robert
Cc: Ruland, William
Subject: Fw: CTS-SRM-S11-0014

Bob
Please let me know when you are available to discuss tomorrow.

Sent from NRC BlackBerry
Brian Wittick

(b)(6)
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From: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource
To: Wittick, Brian
Sent: Tue Mar 15 14:21:17 2011
Subject: FW: CTS-SRM-S11-0014

Brian,

See SECY tasking sheet for 03/15/11 SRM to S[CY-1 1-0014. Please let me
know as soon as possible that it is okay for the action to be tasked to the
assigned office and that there are no additional OEDO tasking that need to
be tracked from this SRM. When responding, Dlease indicate:

(1) the EDM due date;
(2) type of response (SECY paper, memo, etc.); and
(3) signature level of response (EDO, OD, etc.).

ACS will make sure that SECY is in agreement. Thank you.

Denise

From: Shea, Pamela
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 1:26 PM
To: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource
Cc; Bavol, Rochelle; Laufer, Richard; Andersen, James; Landau, Mindy
Subject: CTS-SRM-S11-0014

See attached CTS.

Thanks,
Pam
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From: ClagaetL Lauren

To: Brown. Frederick; Glittr .h; Hilan. Parik ns, Michel ; £ Michael Ruland. Williami Mciny
Dm; Givvines. Mary

Cc: Trobe. Ceestia; P Li; Harper, Kevn; Beckford. Kavdian Graham. Camillea DedsErin; GhLam.
Taiuan; PilMQ1o. Clayton Simpson. * oAnn- Clanett. Lauren

Subject: Modification of NRR Administratve Assistant Workstatons
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:05:08 PM
Importance: High

Several vacant Administrative Assistant (AA) workstations within NRR have been approved (by

ADM) for modification. Each AA workstation identified below (with the exception of 0-09E05, 0-

101B0 & 03), will be converted into staff workstations. Upon completion of the work, the modified

spaces will be open for selection to displaced BU employees. If your division does not have any

displaced employees at this time, the workstations will be used by BU staff as needed.

O-07C02

0-07G13

DORL

0-08C02

0-08G14

DE &. DCI

0-09D03

0-09D05
0-09E05 -This space is currently an employee workstation that will be converted into an AA

workstation. The secretary from O-09D03 will be moving to this professional workstation.

IDSS & DRA

0-10B01 - Vacant AA workstation

O-10B03 - Substandard employee workstation (currently occupied).

Note: Both offices will be combined to create one larger workstation for current occupant.

0-12D03

Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions.

Thanks,

Sr. Program Anaiyst
Program Management, Policy Development & Analysis Staff
lnformation & Infrastructure Services Branc6
office of Nuclear Reactor IRegffation
Lamren.C/faett@nrc.Sov
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From: Naven. Khoi
To: APAAC Distribution
Subject: Decoration for the APAAC May Event
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:12:37 PM

Hi APAAC members,

We need your help in decorating the Auditorium for the APAAC May event. We need
volunteers for the decoration, ideas, and display/decoration items. Please response to
Liza Cunningham (mailto:Cunningham. Liza) for your contribution no later than April 15th.
Your support is greatly appreciated.

Thanks,

Khoi Nguyen
Electronics Engineer
U.SA NRC
NRO/DE!ICE2
(301) 415-6839
Khoi.Ngu yen@nrc.gov
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From: Giwines- Mary
To: had erount Tom Brown. Frederick; Check. Michael Cunninoham. Mark; Evans. Mihele; G

Melanie; Utter. Joseph Giwines. Mary: Hilaand ; Holian. Brian; Mve. Allen Lee Samson Lubini
John; Lndi; McGinty Tm: Nelson. Robert Quay. Theodore; Ruland. William Skeen. David

Subject, FW: EDO Alignment/Pre-briefs for Commission Meetings

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:17:54 PM

Attachments: EDO Alignment. Prebrlefs for CM Meetlnas.doc

From: Taylor, Renee
Sent: Wednesday, Marchl 16, 2011 12:59 PM
To: Andersen, James; Ash, Darren; Blount, Tom; Boger, Bruce; Borchardt, Bill; Bowman, Adriane;
Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Boyd, Lena; Buckley, Patricia; Cannady, Ashley; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casby,
Marcia; Casto, Chuck; Ciand, Sandra; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Collins, Jay; Cooper, LaToya; Corley,
Cherrie; Damiano, Debra; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Dubose, Sheila; EDOETAs; Evans, Michele; Flory,
Shirley; Garland, Stephanie; Giwines, Mary; Greene, LaTosha; Grobe, Jack; Haney, Catherine; Hasan,
Nasreen; Higginbotham, Tina; Holahan, Gary; Howard, Patrick; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis;
Landau, Mindy; Lee, Pamela; Leeds, Eric; Lockhart, Denise; Lubinski, John; Mamish, Nader; Matakas,
Gina; Mayberry, Theresa; McClain, Nicole; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; McGinty, Tim; Miles,
Patricia; Miller, Charles; Mitchell, Matthew; Muessle, Mary; ODaniell, Cynthia; Owen, Lucy; Pederson,
Cynthia; Penny, Melissa; Plisco, Loren; Quesenberry, Jeannette; Riddick, Nicole; Ronewicz, Lynn; Ross,
Brenda; Salus, Amy; Satorius, Mark; Scarbrough, Thomas; Schaeffer, James; Schumann, Stacy;
Schwarz, Sherry; Sheron, Brian; Sprogeris, Patricia; Tannenbaum, Anita; Taylor, Renee; Terry, Leslie;
Thomas, Loretta; Tomczak, Tammy; Uhle, Jennifer; Veltri, Debra; Virgilio, Martin; Walker, Dwight;
Weber, Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Zimmerman, Roy
Subject: EDO Alignment/Pre-briefs for Commission Meetings

An updated list is attached, please ensure that your calendar reflects the changes as

needed.

Thank you,
Renee
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EDO ALIGNMENTIPRE-BRIEFS FOR COMMISSION MEETINGS

Updated: 03/16/11

03124/11
(9:00 - 12:30)
Part 50.46a Rulemaking Risk-Informed ECCS Rule

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

01/31/11 @ 4:00 pm
03/14/11 @ 4:00 pm

03/29/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Small Modular Reactors

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

01/27/11 @ 1:30 pm (Rescheduled from 1:00 pm)
03/17/11 @ 3:00 pm

03/31/11 (Closed)
(2:30 - 3:30)
Discussion of Management Issues

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 02/01/11 @ 3:00 pm
CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 03/21/10 @ 3:00 pm

04/19/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Part 37 Rulemaking

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

02/10/11 @ 1:00 pm
03/31/11 @ 10:00 am

04/28/11
(9:00 - 12:15)
ITAAC Related Activities

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

02/28/11 @ 3:30 pm (Rescheduled from 3:00)
04/18/11 @ 4:00 pm
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05/03111
(9:30 - 10:30)
Human Capital and EEO

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03/17/11 @ 1:00 pm
04126/11 @ 10:00 am

05112/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Cumulative Effects of Reactor Regulation

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

05/27/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Briefing on Results of AARM

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

06/02/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Final EP Rule

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03/22/11 @ 9:00 am
05/02/11 @ 3:00 pm

03/28/11 @ 3:00 pm
05/12/11 @ 3:00 pm

04/06/11 @ 3:00 pm (Rescheduled from 04103/11)
05/17/11 @ 10:00 am

06/06/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/A CRS

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03/29/11 @ 4:00 pm
05/19/11 @ 3:00 pm

06/16111
(9:00 - 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/A CRS

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

04126/11 @ 1:00 pm
06/06/11 @ 3:00 pm
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NOTE: Please be aware that this list is organized by the Commission meeting date. EDO
Alignment meetings are generally scheduled approximately 60 days prior to the Commission
meeting, EDO Pre-briefs are scheduled approximately 2 weeks prior to the Commission
meeting. All meetings are scheduled based on the availability of the EDO/DEDOs calendars.
All meetings are held in conference room O-17B4.
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From: K=th Axter
To: (b)(6)

Subject: FW: Summary Dose Report

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:22 PM

Attachments: Cathy Haney.odf

Hello,

Attached is your dosimetry report from the tour you recently had at SwRI.

Please let me know if I can provide any further information.

x,'

Keith Axler, Ph D, PMP
Manager, Corrosion Science and Process Engineering
Southwest Research Institute
6220 Culebra Rd
San Antonio, TX 78238-5166
Ph (210) 522-2951
http://wwwswri. org/4org/d20/home/expertise/cspeserv. h tm

From: Lizette Gomez [mailto:lizette.gomez@swri.org]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:02AM
To: Keith M Axler
Cc: 'Diane Hibbs'
Subject: Summary Dose Report< class=MsoNormal>
Attached is your Radiation Dosimetry Report for use of a badge at Southwest Research Institute.

Thank you,

Lizette Gomez
Southwest Research Institute®

Radiation Safety (CC 57)
Bldg 63, Rm 172

Phone (210) 522-5257
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SOUTHWEST RESEARCH INSTITUTE®
622OCULEBRAAD. 78238-5166 0 P.O. DRAWER 28510 78228-0510 0 SAN ANTONIO. TEXAS. USA 0 (210) 684-5111 S WWW.SWRI.ORG

DATE: March 17, 2011

NAME:
BADGE NUMBER:
I.D. NUMBER:
ADDRESS:

SUMMARY DOSE REPORT

(b)(6)

NRC
(Division 20, Keith Axler visitor)

keith.axler@swri.org

TIME PERIOD START: 01/01/t1 END: 02/28/11

RECORDED DOSE (rem)

Total Dose at SwRI for time period indicated:

DDE
0.000

LDE
0.000

SDE
0.000

CEDE
0.000

TEDE
0.000

Extremity
N/A

DDE = Deep Dose Equivalent (Whole Body Dose)
LDE Lens Dose Equivalent (Eye Dose)
SDE = Shallow Dose Equivalent (Skin Dose)
CEDE = Committed Effective Dose Equivalent to any one organ (Internal Dose to Radionuclides)
TEDE = Total Effective Dose Equivalent (DDE added to CEDE when there is an Internal Dose)

This report is furnished to you under the provisions of "25 Texas Administrative Code, Section
289.202," Standards for Protection Against Radiation. A radiation worker is allowed to get 5.000
rem DDE or TEDE per year, 50.000 rem CEDE or SDE, and 15.000 rem LDE [(§289.202(f)].

A member of the public is allowed to get 0.100 rem DDE, CEDE or TEDE per year [§289.202(n)].

You should preserve this report for future reference, and you should provide a copy of this report to
any employer where you are exposed to radiation.

Sincerely,

John P. Hageman
Radiation Safety Officer

HOUSTON, TEXAS (713) 977.1377 a WASHINGTON. DC (301) a81-0226

C:'Data\ Hihbs\3BADGESU2OI I Fihe\Summary Dose Reports 201 I.sumdosedJan-Feb_ I.dox

DN 1904 of 2796



From: WMons. 31
To: Ruland. William
Subject: Out of Office: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:36 PM

I am out of the office. I will return on Monday, 3/21111.

Since I just can't bring myself to completely shutdown, I'll be occasionally checking
messages via Blackberry and CITREX. However, if you need something done in the
office, please call Michele Evans or Amy Salus (415-7476).
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From: Brenner, Elio
To: Ruland. William

Subject: Out of Office: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:37 PM

I will be out of the office until Thursday March 17. 1 am reading emails regularly and will respond as quickly as
possible. If you need assistance, please call 301-415-8200.
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From: Satorius. Ha

To: Ruland. Wllllam
Subject: Out of Office: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:37 PM

I am out of the office from Mar 15 COB thru Mar25 COB and will not be able to access or respond to emails. Pls
contact Cindy Pederson (630 829-9658), Tammy Tomczak (630 829-9658) or Pat Buckley (630 829-9657) if you
need assistance
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OstendorIff, William

From: Ostendorff, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16. 2011 1:23 PM
To: Zorn, Jason
Subject: FW: DRAFT SRM - SECY-11-0003/SECY-11-0028 (Managing Fatigue)

(b)(5)

From: Rothschild, Trip
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:24 PM
To: Wright, Darlene; Baggett, Steven; Bates, Andrew; Batkin, Joshua; Bavol, Rochelle; Blake, Kathleen; Bozin, Sunny;
Bradford, Anna; Bubar, Patrice; Bupp, Margaret; Burns, Stephen; Chairman Temp; Clark, Lisa; Coggins, Angela; Cordes,
John; Crawford, Carrie; Davis, Roger; Fopma, Melody; Franovich, Mike; Gibbs, Catina; Hackett, Edwin; Hart, Ken; Harves,
Carolyn; Henderson, Karen; Herr, Linda; Hipschman, Thomas; Hudson, Sharon; Joosten, Sandy; KLS Temp; Kock,
Andrea; Laufer, Richard; Lepre, Janet; Loyd, Susan; Mamish, Nader; Marshall, Michael; Monninger, John; Moore, Scott;
Orders, William; Pace, Patti; Poole, Brooke; Reddick, Darani; RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource; Savoy, Carmel; Sharkey,
Jeffry; Shea, Pamela; Snodderly, Michael; Sosa, Belkys; Speiser, Herald; Svinicki, Kristine; Temp, GEA; Temp, WCO;
Temp, WDM; Thoma, John; Vietti-Cook, Annette; Warren, Roberta; Zorn, Jason; Tadesse, Rebecca; Joosten, Sandy;
Castleman, Patrick; Montes, David; Dhir, Neha; Adler, James; Jimenez, Patricia; Muessle, Mary; Nieh, Ho; Ostendorff,
William; Warnick, Greg; Apostolakis, George; Pearson, Laura; Lui, Christiana
Cc: Lewis, Antoinette; Benowitz, Howard; Mizuno, Geary; Jones, Bradley
Subject: RE: DRAFT SRM - SECY-11-0003/SECY-11-0028 (Managing Fatigue)

OGC has three comments on the draft SRM:

(1)

(2)
(b)(5)

(3)
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Dean, Bill

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Dean, Bill
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:24 PM
Lew, David; Roberts, Darrell; Wilson, Peter; Lorson, Raymond; Clifford, James; Collins,
Daniel; Baker, Pamela; Walker, Tracy; Weerakkody, Sunil
FW: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting
Scheduling NoteMar201 _JapaneseEvent agh 3-16-2011 .docx

Fyi

From: Ruland, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:19 PM
To: Williams, Donna; Uhle, Jennifer; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Miller, Charles; Brenner, Eliot; Haney, Catherine;
Dorman, Dan; Wiggins, Jim; Evans, Michele; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Grobe, Jack; Howe, Allen
Subject: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Folks,

Attached find a early draft of a scheduling note for a Commission meeting that may be held as early as this
coming Monday, March 2 1st. NRR has been assigned as the lead to pull the meeting together. As you could
imagine, this will take some effort. To help with coordination, please provide me a contact so that we can draw
on your expertise and help to make this happen. Alan Howe, currently deputy director of DORL, has the lead
to pull this together.

I know you have many questions. I'd ask for your patience as we try to get this done. I'll keep you updated
through the contact that you provide to us.

Thank you very much.

Bill Ruland

I
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From: Frumkin. Daniel
To: ek. Michael; Kin.Ax; Graham. Camillea Lee, Samso-n

Subject, Discuss Changes to Fire Protection Triennial Inspection

When: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:30 PM-2:00 PM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: 010H1

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.

Mike,

I would like to set up this meeting to briefly discuss one specific change to the fire protection inspection procedure.

(b)(5)

Dan
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Satorius, Mark

From: jean.brown@gsa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:31 PM
To: &FEBONLYFEBExecutiveCommittee ccList@gsa.gov; &FEBONLYFEBList_2

@gsa.gov; &FEBONLY FEBMasterList@gsa.gov;
&FEBONLYFederal_Midwest_Human_ResourcesCouncil@gsa.gov

Subject: furlough scenarios - useful link

Colleagues:

Special thanks to Joanne Plasky - Manager of OPM Chicago Oversight for this useful link regarding

possible furlough scenarios:

http://www.opm.gov/furlough/furlough.asp

This site explains what agencies are required to do (written notice, etc.) in the event of a furlough.

Impact on employee benefits, leave, service credit, etc., are all addressed. Sample furlough

notices are provided at the very end of the guidance. Please note that some of the references are

now obsolete, these are for informational purposes only.

Jean Brown

Executive Director, Chicago Federal Executive Board

77 W. Jackson Suite 2115, Chicago, IL 60604

p: 312-353-6790, f: 312-353-3058

e: Jean.Brown@GSA.Gov

www.Chicago.FEB.GOV
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date-

I (b)(6) I

(b)(6)
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:33:33 PM

(b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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From: Brown. Frederck
To: Ferrell, Kimberly

Cc: Giwtines. Mary; Westreich, Barry; Cheok. Michae

Subject: RE: Organizational Effectiveness Functions - Sensitive
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:33:49 PM

Kimberly,

I suspect that we have been interacting on the internal safety culture work, and if past
experience is a guide, Laura will have been providing valuable assistance. I don't know
the level of effort involved.

Beyond that, I'm not aware of any current activities.
Fred

From: Ferrell, Kimberly.
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 4:54 PM
To: Brown, Frederick; Evans, Michele; Ferrell, Kimberly; Giitter, Joseph; Giwines, Mary; Hiland, Patrick;
Holian, Brian; Lee, Samson; McGinty, Tim; Ruland, William; Skeen, David; Thomas, Brian; Bahadur,
Sher; Blount, Tom; Cheok, Michael; Galloway, Melanie; Howe, Allen; Lubinski, John; Lund, Louise;
Nelson, Robert; Quay, Theodore
Subject: Organizational Effectiveness Functions - Sensitive

LT Members,

As part of PMDA's ongoing efforts to improve efficiency and maximize resources, we are reviewing

the Organizational Effectiveness (OE) functions which currently reside within HCB.

We'd like LT comments on what services your Division may be utilizing from the OE staff. We'd

also appreciate comments on the significance, frequency, or complexity of OE staff involvement.

Please provide your comments to me with a cc: to Mary Givvines by COB Wednesday, March 16.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!

Kimberly
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Date:

Zabel. Joseoh
Bogle, Sue
Chanc, Helen
RE: Files Attached for SEP: Individual Evaluation (after Amendment 002 to Translation Services, Corrective
Actions)

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:34:00 PM

Hi Sue:

I think we are meeting in 05-C19, so please feel free to come over.

Joe

From: Bogle, Sue
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:33 AM
To: Zabel, Joseph
Cc: Bogle, Sue; Chang, Helen
Subject: RE: Files Attached for SEP: Individual Evaluation (after Amendment 002 to Translation
Services, Corrective Actions)

Hi, Joe:

Can I join you tomorrow in CSB-05-C19 for the SEP?

Sue

From: Zabel, Joseph
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:04 AM
To: Chang, Helen; Bogle, Sue
Subject: RE: Files Attached for SEP: Individual Evaluation (after Amendment 002 to Translation
Services, Corrective Actions)

Hi Helen and Sue:

I'm working on the five proposal evaluations today and should be good for tomorrow's

meeting.

Joe

From: Chang, Helen
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 9:16 PM
To: Chang, Helen; Zabel, Joseph; Bogle, Sue
Subject: RE: Files Attached for SEP: Individual Evaluation (after Amendment 002 to Translation
Services, Corrective Actions)

Hi, Joe and Sue:

Are we still good for this Thursday, and would anyone need a bridgeline? I just wanted to remind

you to review only the five proposals attached to the March 8 e-mail.
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Thank you again for your patience.

Sincerely,

Helen

From: Chang, Helen
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 7:09 PM
To: Zabel, Joseph; Bogle, Sue; Chang, Helen
Cc: Gunter-Henderson, Morie
Subject: Files Attached for SEP: Individual Evaluation (after Amendment 002 to Translation Services,
Corrective Actions)

Hi, Joe and Sue:

Thank you for your patience. Moire noted that we should review only the 5 offerors who
responded to Amendment 002 in your individual evaluation worksheets. The offerors have
been narrowed to the following:

1

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13

* New proposal submitted. Attached proposal replaces earlier proposal.

** No new offer, confirmed to Government that SEP reviewers should use previous

offer in response to Amendment 002 (original proposal attached)

Please find attached the following files:

SEP review package for Amendment 002 (PDF file that contains the Amendment

002 corrections, SOW, evaluation criteria, and approach memo)
ZIP files contains the translation samples as required by the protest response

Individual proposals for each offeror (file name begins with "Amend002")
Revised copy of the evaluation worksheet

Please view the bookmarks in the SEP review package to find the component documents.
We are currently scheduled to convene (caucus) on March 17, Thursday, at 2:00 p.m. We
will meet in Church Street, where Joe is stationed, in room CSB-05-C19. Sue, if you need
a bridgeline, please let me know.
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Thank you!

Sincerely,
Helen

Multimedia Communications Branch
http://www.internal. nrc.gov/ADM
A.V__hoto. Resource~nrc.gov
VTC.Resource@nrc.gov

Helen Chang, ADM/DAS/MCB
Mail Stop: TWFN 06-E20
Room: TWFN 06-E25
Phone: 301-415-7323
Blackberry: (b)(6)

Fax: 301-415-5132
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From: Dorsey. Cynthia
To: Oheok. Michael
Subject: RE: local voucher
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:38:29 PM

Great, keep me posted, so, I can move your profile to DRA.

Thanks

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:20 PM
To: Dorsey, Cynthia
Subject: RE: local voucher

I just deleted the action. I forgot it even existed. Thanks for the reminder.

From: Dorsey, Cynthia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:35 AM
To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: local voucher

Mike, you have a local voucher open that needs to be completed before your profile can

be transferred to DRA. Let me know when you have completed this action.

Thanks,

Cynthia D. Dorsey

Budget Assistant

NRR/PMDA/BFEB

301-415-2135

OWFN - O-13F14
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From: do not reolv(l@learnnrc.olateau.com
To, Cheok. Michael

Subject: Notification of Course Evaluation
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:59:10 PM

You recently completed a course.

You now have the opportunity to submit a brief and voluntary training evaluation survey in
iLearn. These course evaluations improve HRTD's ability to collect and analyze course
evaluation data and continually measure online course effectiveness.

To complete the course evaluation now, simply click on the following hyperlink. After you
login into iLearn, you will automatically be routed to the Course Evaluations page.

https://ilearnnrc.plateau.com/plateau/userldeeplink.do?linkid=QUESTIONNAIRE-SURVEY

You can also access the course evaluation by:
1. Login to iLearn
2. Click on Learning in the navigation bar
3. Click on Course Evaluations in the drop down box
4. Find the course and click on Launch Evaluation to the right of the course title.

For more information please refer to the following job aid: Completing a Course Evaluation

Why should I complete a Course Evaluation?
The course evaluations improve HRTD's ability to collect and analyze course evaluation
data and continually measure online course effectiveness. Reaction data is a critical factor
in improving or redesigning training programs.

For additional information please contact your training coordinator.
The name and contact information for training coordinators may be found at:
http://papaya.nrc.gov~rraining/coordinators.cfm

Please tell us whether this notification was helpful by clicking on the following link.
https:/iwww. surveymonkey.com/s/6M25CCR

*Please DO NOT REPLY. This email address is automated and unattended*
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From: etravelservices(fcartson com

To: e Bruce;R b
Subject: Travel Authorization Trip Id 2793782 for EVANS, MICHELE pending your approval

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:06:25 PM

Dear eTravel Approver,

Trip id 2793782 has been submitted for your approval. Please access E2 and
approve the authorization or return it to the traveler for revisions.

Trip Id : 2793782
Traveler: EVANS, MICHELE
Destination: COLUMBIA, SC
TDY Type: OTHER
Purpose : Plant Visit (Robinson)
Trip Dates : 2011-03-21 to 2011-03-23
Status : Pending Authorization Approval

Thank you for using E2 Solutions. Help and support is available online by selecting

the 'Find Answers' link. Please note: Replies to this mailbox are not monitored.

Click here to log back into the System.
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McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:41 PM
To: Etheridge, Peggy
Cc: Baquera, Mica
Subject: RE: Univ of OK
Attachments: image001.gif

Thanks Peggy

With any luck, I am going to conduct a liaison visit in April

Elmo

From: Etheridge, Peggy
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:25 PM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject: Univ of OK

Elmo, thanks for accepting the role as university champion for Oklahoma State, since you have
served as a University Champion previously you are familiar with the roles and

responsibilities. Please have your secretary send me you bio and photo for the UC Website.

Thanks,

Peggy A. Etheridge
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Recruitment Program Manager/Selective Placement Coordinator
Office of Human Resources, Outreach and Recruitment Branch
MS: GW-5A06, 11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852
301-492-2212 (office)
301-492-2243 (f&x)

(b)(6) (BlackBerry)

VETE
Sippoing tihe

Empoyent of9Veterans

99
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From: Burneil. Scott
To: Santiago, Patricia

Subject: RE: Meeting

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:45:00 PM

That's not a given at this point either, will advise...

From: Santiago, Patricia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:45 PM
To: Burnell, Scott
Subject: RE: Meeting

Next week is good too.
thanks

From: Burnell, Scott
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:45 PM
Toa Santiago, Patricia
Subject: RE: Meeting

Not available for the rest of the week at least...

From: Santiago, Patricia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:38 PM
To: Burnell, Scott
Subject: Meeting

Scott

Kathy asked that if you are over this way for a meeting that we meet with her. Let me
know your availability.

Thanks,

Patricia A. Santiago
Chief, Special Projects Brnch
Division of Systems Analysis
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Phone- 301-251-7982
Fax- 301-251-7426
Patricia.Santiago@nrc.gov
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Owen, Lucy

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Owen, Lucy
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:48 PM
Collins, Elmo; Howell, Art; Hays, Myra; Pellet, John; Caniano, Roy; Cain, Chuck;, Kennedy,
Kriss; Pruett, Troy; Vege!, Anton
Maier, Bill; Dricks, Victor; Uselding, Lara
EDO Alignment Prebriefs for CM Meetings (23).doc
EDO Alignment Prebniefs for CM Meetings (23).doc

Good Afternoon - If you would like to attend a listed prebrief, please let me know and I will
arrange for a bridge number.

Thanks.
Lucy
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'I

EDO ALIGNMENT/PRE-BRIEFS FOR COMMISSION MEETINGS

Updated: 03/16/11

03124111
(9:00- 12:30)
Part 50.46a Rulemaking Risk-Informed ECCS Rule

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

01131111 @ 4:00 pm
03/14/11 @ 4:00 pm

03129/11
(9:00-12:00)
Small Modular Reactors

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

01/27111 @ 1:30 pm (Rescheduled from 1:00 pm)
03/17111 @ 3:00 pm

03131/11 (Closed)
(2:30 - 3:30)
Discussion of Management Issues

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 02/01/11 @ 3:00 pm
CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 03/21/10 @ 3:00 pm

04/19/11
(9:00- 12:00)
Part 37 Rulemaking

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

02/10/11 @ 1:00 pm
03/31/11 @ 10:00 am

04/28/11
(9:00 - 12:15)
ITAAC Related Activities

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

02128111 @ 3:30 pm (Rescheduled from 3:00)
04118/11 @ 4:00 pm
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05103111
(9:30 - 10:30)
Human Capital and EEO

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03117111 @ 1:00 pm
04126/11 @ 10:00 am

05112/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Cumulative Effects of Reactor Regulation

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03122/11 @ 9:00 am
05102111 @ 3:00 pm

05127111
(9:00 - 12:00)
Briefing on Results of AARM

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03128/11 @ 3:00 pm
05112/11 @ 3:00 pm

06102111
(9:00 - 12:00)
Final EP Rule

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

04106/11 @ 3:00 pm (Rescheduled from 04103/11)
05117111 @ 10:00 am

06/06/11
(9:00- 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/ACRS

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03/29/11 @ 4:00 pm
05/19/11 @ 3:00 pm

06116/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/ACRS

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

04126111 @ 1:00 pm
06/06/11 @ 3:00 pm
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NOTE: Please be aware that this list is organized by the Commission meeting date. EDO
Alignment meetings are generally scheduled approximately 60 days prior to the Commission
meeting. EDO Pre-briefs are scheduled approximately 2 weeks prior to the Commission
meeting. All meetings are scheduled based on the availability of the EDO/DEDOs calendars.
All meetings are held in conference room O-17B4.
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From: Haney. Catherine
To: Johnson, Michael; Leeds, Eric; Sheron. Brian: Miller. Charles; Evans, Michele
Subject: RE: Should we cancel tomorrow"s OD meeting?
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:50:00 PM

I'm ok with cancelline

From: Johnson, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:50 PM
To: Leeds, Eric; Haney, Catherine; Sheron, Brian; Miller, Charles; Evans, Michele
Subject: RE: Should we cancel tomorrow's OD meeting?

I'm ok with cancelling. Michele can probably use the time as well.

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:49 PM
To, Johnson, Michael; Haney, Catherine; Sheron, Brian; Miller, Charles; Evans, Michele
Subject: Should we cancel tomorrow's OD meeting?

Or I'll send a deputy (if I have one....)....

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270
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Convenon on Nuclear Saety Fifth Review Meetiný of the Contracting Partics to ihe

Convention oiý Nuclear Safety
April 4- 14, 2011
Vienna, Austria

Convention on Nuclear Safety

Annotated Agenda
CNS Review Meeting: Opening Plenary
April 4, 2011

I I

Document Control Reference:

CNS 2011 RMIAA, April 4, 2011

I
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From: GollaJoe
To: Valentine. Niclolee
Subject: RE: DPRs update for Pandemic Plan 2nd qtr

Date: Wednesday. March 16, 2011 2:01:00 PM

Importance: High

(b)(5)

From: Valentine, Nicholee
Sent: Wednesday, March 'U9, 2011 i1:10 AM1
To: Jones(NRR), Latoya; Golla, Joe
Subject: DPRs update for Pandemrc Plan 2nd qtr

Please use this email as DPR's response to ticket number: Y020080250

Thanks-

Nikki
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From: Valentine. Nicholee
To: Gojjjo

Subject: Out of Offite: DPRs update for Pandemic Plan 2nd qtr
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:01:17 PM

I am out of the office, if need me for an urgent matter please call (b)(6) Thanks!
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From: Nancy Scholem
To: 6urnell. Scott
Subject: Guide to the new Congress
Date; Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:02:04 PM

The 2011 Congressional Yellow Book is here

It's been the essential guide to Capitol Hill for almost 40 years - now the updated Cncirssmal yel_ow Book_ is
ready for you to use as a research assistant and reference guide for the U.S. House and Senate.

The Congressional Yellow Book contains accurate, verified contact and background data for over 16,000
members and staffers on Capitol Hill. Mailing addresses, titles, direct-dial telephone and fax numbers,
biographical data, and emails are verified and updated for each quarterly edition. Our Yellow Book includes:

* House and Senate members and their staff members in DC and district offices
* Nearly 1,300 staffers among the newly-elected Representatives and Senators alone
* Full committee and subcommittee listings, plus staff
* Updated district maps, lists of counties, and listings of zip codes for Congressional districts
* Education background, work history, and membership in key organizations for elected officials
* Confirmed 112th Congress staffs for House leadership offices
* Click here to read more about the Yellow Booadd eesample pages

Click here to subscribe

Or - download this form and fax

The Congressional Yellow Book is updated quarterly - you get 4 editions throughout the year under an annual

subscription. Those updated editions include titles, direct-dial telephone and fax numbers, education and
biographical data, emails, and more. An annual subscription is $550.

Contact:
Nancy Scholem
Vice President, Sales & Customer Service
Leadership Directories, Inc.
(212) 433-1402
nscholemýlieadershi directocies._co
www.leadershipdirectories.com

Leadership Directories, Inc. sent this e-mail to you to introduce you to a product that may be of professional interest to you. If you do

not wish to receive e-mails from Leadership Directories, Inc., please click here

VMB11005
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From: socialmedia-bounces(o1list ans.oro on behalf of Rod Adams
To: $!al Media

Subject: [SocialMedia] Michael Levy live chat on Washington Post

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:05:12 PM

This started a couple of minutes ago and lasts until 3:00 EDT

http:/Ilive.washingtonpost.com/outlook-five-myths-about-nude l energy.html

SocialMedia mailing list
SocialMedia@list.ans.org
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Bellosi, Susan

Calvo. Antony
Coe., Dou; Bonaccorso. Amy
RE: ACTION: Web page mark ups
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:07:00 PM

Thanks, Antony. I'll review.

From: Calvo, Antony
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:54 PM
To: Bellosi, Susan
Cc: Coe, Doug; Bonaccorso, Amy
Subject: RE: ACTION: Web page mark ups

Susan,

The changes below are complete. Please let me know how we can work together to get this
wrapped up this week. Thanks.

Antony

From: Bellosi, Susan, ,
Sent: Tuesday, March15,-2011 4:48 PM
To: Calvo, Antony

Cc: Coe, Doug; Bonaccorso, Amy
Subject: RE: ACTION: Web page mark ups

Antony,

Thanks again for your help.

Susan
From: Calvo, Antony
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 4:40 PM
To: Bellosi, Susan
Cc: Coe, Doug; Bonaccorso, Amy
Subject: RE: ACTION: Web page mark ups

Susan,

For your review.
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I.

htto2://nrcweb. nrc-gov:8600/stayconnected/index.htmI

Thanks. I think it is ready to go.

Antony

From: Bellosi, Susan
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 9:38 AM
To: Calvo, Antony
Subject: FW: ACTION: Web page mark ups

Hi, Antony,

Here you go. Let me know if you have any questions. Under ADM's Mission, please
delete the last sentence.

Thanks again,
Susan
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From: OPA Resource

To: Brenner, Eliot; Bu lStt; handrath. Prea; urJvonne Dric ;tor Hannah, Roqer; Harrinot n
Holly; Hayden. Elizabeth Janberos, Holly; Ledford, 3oey McIntyre, David; Mitlynq. Viktoria Screnci. Diane;
Shannon, Valerie; Sheehan, Neil

Subject: FYI - Ustserave is misbehaving, i"ve contacted our contact.

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:08:13 PM

Olffice of Public Affairs
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

3alI-u)5-B2lDn
op a.resource~jnrc. gon
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Satorius, Mark

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:19 PM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: Re: who are you sending to succession planning meeting?

I would not be surprised if it was rescheduled due to japan.
(sent from Blackberry device)

From: Satorius, Mark
To: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wed Mar 16 15:17:41 2011
Subject: Fw: who are you sending to succession planning meeting?

Mark Satorius

From: Collins, Elmo
To: Satorius, Mark
Cc: McCree, Victor; Dean, Bill; Virgilio, Martin
Sent: Wed Mar 16 14:00:27 2011
Subject: RE: who are you sending to succession planning meeting?

I have to go to California for a site visit with Sen. Feinstein and don't know how I'm going to work this out. I'd
suggest rescheduling the meeting

From: Satorius, Mark
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:58 PM
To: Collins, Elmo
Cc: Pederson, Cynthia
Subject: Re: who are you sending to succession planning meeting?

Don't know. Marty and I talked last Thursday whether Cindy should go and Marty was going to speak w/ Borchardt. This
Japanese thing has prevented that discussion from occurring. Cindy is going to pulse marty again later this week.
Mark Satorius

From: Collins, Elmo
To: Satorius, Mark
Sent: Wed Mar 16 12:46:54 2011
Subject: who are you sending to succession planning meeting?

18
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Hopkins. ]on
Rean. airistoorer
Culilnaford. Michael; Ashyood. Heather Q Boger, BruceB
FW: Tracking List Update
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:20:40 PM

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

FYI.

From: Nguyen, Quynh
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:57 PM
To: Andersen, James
Cc: Merzke, Daniel; Meighan, Sean; Grobe, Jack; Holian, Brian; McGinty, Tim;
Jeremy; Valentine, Nicholee; Hopkins, Jon; Wittick, Brian
Subject: Tracking List Update

Chang, Richard; Susco,

Jim,

Talked to Grobe and am responding for NRR.

(b)(5)

The SOARCA - I have "cc"ed the appropriate RES contact.

Thanks,
Quynh
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From: White. Duang
To: Doolittle, Elizabeth
Cc: Walker, Dwighi; Haney. Catherine; Dorman. Dan
Subject: RE: Request for Concurrence on AARM Invitation
Date. Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:21:10 PM

Thank You,

Duane
(301) 415-6272

From: Doolittle, Elizabeth .
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:18 PM
To: White, Duane
Cc: Walker, Dwight; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Subject: RE: Request for Concurrence on AARM Invitation

Duane, NMSS concurs on the AARM invitation letter.

Elizabeth L. Doolittle
Technical Assistant to the Office Director
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(301) 492-3238

From: White, Duane
Sent. Monday, March 14, 2011 10:15 AM
To: Doolittle, Elizabeth
Subject: FW: Request for Concurrence on AARM Invitation

Hello Elizabeth,

NRR sent over the AARM invitation for Cathy Haney's concurrence and I wanted to make
sure that you received it (see below and attached). NRR is requesting concurrence by
March 15th (tomorrow). Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

Duane E. White, M.S.
AARM Materials Coordinator
FSME/MSSA/RMSB
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-415-6272
Fax: 301-415-5955

From: Klett, Audrey
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2011 9:32 AM
To: Wiggins, Jim; Haney, Catherine; Miller, Charles; Johnson, Michael
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Cc: Evans, Michele; Dorman, Dan; Carpenter, Cynthia; Holahan, Gary; White, Duane; Kozak, Thomas;
Barry, Terrence
Subject: Request for Concurrence on AARM Invitation

Hello Ladies & Gents,

Attached is the 2011 AARM invitation for which I am requesting your concurrence via
email. Your concurrence by March 15 would be very much appreciated.

The document can be found at ML110660145.

Thank you!
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From:
To: Cheok. Michael
Subject: Out of Office: Memo from B. Sheron to E. Leeds and M. Johnson Re: Publication of NUREG/CR-7037, "Industry

Performance of Relief Valves at U.S. Commercial Nuclear Power Plants Through 2007"
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:32:04 PM

I'll be out of the office Tuesday and Wednesday 15 & 16 March. Steve Pannier will serve as acting Branch Chief
today. Please contact the acting BC if you need assistance during this period, and it can't wait until I return on
Monday. Thanks.
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From: Planning. Louis
To: All RI Users

Subject: Bridge Line for Today"s All Employee Meeting

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:40:32 PM

The telephone bridge information for today's all employee meeting is as follows:

Telephone number: 888-324-8128

Passcode:LEI#

The meeting is scheduled to begin at 3:30 PM.
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Satorius, Mark

From: Satorius, Mark
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:46 PM
To: Pederson, Cynthia
Subject: Re: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Plane leaves in an hour. Good news about Ken. Keep your fingers crossed.
Mark Satorius

From: Pederson, Cynthia
To: Satorius, Mark
Sent: Wed Mar 16 15:17:47 2011
Subject: Re: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Are you at the airport? Big change is that NRC issued a press release saying Americans should evacuate to 50 miles (this
is in conflict with Japanese PAG)
Have a good trip
(sent from Blackberry device)

From: Satorius, Mark
To: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wed Mar 16 15:14:05 2011
Subject: Fw: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Mark Satorius

From: Ruland, William
To: Williams, Donna; Uhle, Jennifer; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Miller, Charles; Brenner, Eliot; Haney, Catherine;
Dorman, Dan; Wiggins, Jim; Evans, Michele; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Grobe, Jack; Howe, Allen
Sent: Wed Mar 16 13:18:34 2011
Subject: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Folks,

Attached find a early draft of a scheduling note for a Commission meeting that may be held as early as this
coming Monday, March 2 1st. NRR has been assigned as the lead to pull the meeting together. As you could
imagine, this will take some effort. To help with coordination, please provide me a contact so that we can draw
on your expertise and help to make this happen. Alan Howe, currently deputy director of DORL, has the lead
to pull this together.

I know you have many questions. I'd ask for your patience as we try to get this done. I'll keep you updated
through the contact that you provide to us.

Thank you very much.

Bill Ruland

15
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From, Neon. Rb
To: ber..Sae; A o Th lslnr. Eric
Cc: aia ahlr ;h untTn B e h ihel

Cc:micele; Ferrell. Kimberly Galloway. Melan ; gIr o h Gutvine Mar Hliand. Patrick; Hkian.an8h .4ff •,A lk ; Lee. Sa mnso n; Lu binm U J oh n;, [M c ~ibV lr; Q & Yv. h eQo ore; Ru an.WiLA iaM ; 2 9ee . D v)d

Subject: FYI: Meeting on 3/17 w/NEI"s Licensing Action Task Force is canceled (eom)
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:50:21 PM
Importance: High
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From: Doolittle, Elizabeth

To: Jones, Bradley

Cc: Walker. Dwight; Rodgers. Mary; Smith. Brian
Subject: CLOSEOUT: NMSS201100098, Request for comments on Final Rule: Definitions for "Construction" in 10 CFR

Parts 30, 36, 40 and 70
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:52:02 PM

Brad,

NMSS has reviewed the documents and has no comments. Therefore, NMSS concurs on
the commission paper/final rule.

This closes NMSS201100098, "Request for Comments on Final Rule: Definitions for
'Construction' in 10 CFR Parts 30, 36, 40 and 70".

Thank you,

Elizabeth L. Doolittle
Technical Assistant to the Office Director
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(301) 492-3238
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From:
To:

Subject.
Date:

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

RE[ (b)(6) I
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:03:50 PM

Mr. Choi ... I'm back!

From: (b)(6)

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 13:52
To: (b)(6)

(b)(6)

Subject: (b)(6)

(b)(6)
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(b)(6)

Cross Keys:
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From:
To;
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Importance:

Hookins, )on

Rean. Christooher
Astwood. Heather; Cullingford. Michael; Quinones, Lauren; Boger. Bruce Arildsen. Jesse; WittiCk. Brian
FW: Current version of Furthering International Security Act of 2011
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:07:36 PM
High

FYI. I (b)(5) I
(b)(5)

From; Crockett, Steven
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:59 PM
To: Rothschild, Trip; Hirsch, Patricia; Shane, Raeann
Cc: Henderson, Karen; Hopkins, Jon; Rodriguez, Veronica; Schwartzman, Jennifer; Riley (OCA),
Timothy; Adler, James; Powell, Amy
Subject: RE: Current version of Furthering International Security Act of 2011
Importance: High

Trip.

(b)(5)

Steve

From: Rothschild, Trip
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:43 PM
To: Crockett, Steven; Hirsch, Patricia
Subject: FW: Current version of Furthering International Security Act of 2011
Importance: High

Steve Crockett is the OGC expert on the Nuclear Safety Convention.

From: Shane, Raeann
Sent: Wednesday, Marcn 16, 2011 2:19 PM
To: Rothschild, Trip
Cc: Schmidt, Rebecca; Powell, Amy; Droggitis, Spiros
Subject: FW: Current version of Furthering International Security Act of 2011
Importance: High

Tripp:

Can you have someone give this a quick look. They want to drop it tomorrow.
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Raeann

From: Haynes, Laura (Carper) [mailto:LauraHaynes@carper.senate.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:11 PM
To: Shane, Raeann
Subject: Fw: Current version of Furthering International Security Act of 2011

Raeann,

Per our conversation this morning - I'd like NRC's technical assistance on this legislation. Again just

want a quick overview to see if we are doing no harm and if we need to add something based on

this experience. Thanks!!

Laura Haynes

Office of U.S. Senator Tom Carper

Sent using BlackBerry

From: Ciarcia, Ray (HSGAC)
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:39 PM
To: Zarate, Robert' <robert.zarate@mail. house.gov>; Haynes, Laura (Carper)
Subject: Current version of Furthering International Security Act of 2011

Laura, Bob,

Attached is the version of FINSA 2011 that we are looking to introduce by COB tomorrow.

Assuming there are no objections to the edits made to FINSA 2010 (see track changes), I plan to

send this to leg mid afternoon today. So, if there are any issues, let me know asap.

Thanks!

-Ray

Raymond Ciarcia
202.228.3901

Subcommittee on Oversight of Government Management,
the Federal Workforce, and the District of Columbia
U.S. Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
601 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

TffiNE-Q&MATION. -- N THIS MESSAGE IS CON\FIDENTIAL. This email message, inc..uding .any-attg6tment,
may contain confidenti, t'iformationtenned for a specific individualand purposF.-If you are not the named and
intended recipient, or have had.this email or an attichment-forwarded to you, you are not to read it or any
attachment are-prUhibited from disseminating and/or copying it, sho-uu cal'us.iinediately at 202-224-4551, and
delete it-and any attachment from your system.
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From: Bearde. Diane
To: RI-DL-DRS

Cc: Matakas. Gina; jo a O nie.lCynt1iA; HaverkamD. Trisha; H eate ;Keith Larche. Linda

Subject: DRS Administrative Update

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3: 10:00 PM

Good Afternoon,

We are now in our second month of using the new administrative workflow process

and it's going very well. The link to the DRS Work Flow tracking has been added to the

DRS Homepage - you can find it centered on the page below the "Notes from the Division

Management" link. For those of you who still have questions or missed the January 31

training and subsequent email from me, please let me know. I remain available to attend

your branch meetings to answer questions and provide a demonstration of how the

workflow tracking works. As a result of suggestions and streamlining the process, we have

made some changes locally in the suite, including the removal of two bins that used to sit

on the top of my desk. You will now only see the "WorkFlow Review" bin, which is where

your workflow jobs should be placed when returning them to us for assistance or

processing. Initial walk-up requests can also be placed in the review bin.

You may have also noticed that the mail slots in the DRS mailroom are empty, and

have been for a few weeks now. We piloted the idea of delivering your mail to your office

instead of placing it in the mail slots. This change provides another administrative

improvement in efficiency, as the mail is now delivered to the DRS suite, sorted and

delivered to you almost immediately. No longer will you see the piles of incoming mail that

have been picked through and the subsequent mess on the counter in the mailroom. Very

soon, the mail slots will go away. If you have something for a co-worker, please consider

delivering it directly to the person or bring it to the suite; we'll make sure it gets to the

recipient. Please note, this change is not a part of workflow. Incoming mail is delivered to

the bin marked, "Incoming Mail" on the table in the DRS suite.

Please let me know if you have any questions and thanks for your continued

support of these administrative changes.

Diane Bearde
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Division of Reactor Safety
(610) 337-5191
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From: Lubinski. John
To: Sulilyan. Randy
Subject: RE: PMT Director Deputy

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:12:00 PM

Correct - thanks

From: Sullivan, Randy
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:47 PM
To: Lubinski, John.
Subject: RE: PMT Director Deputy

I can support

Do not mean to be slow, but the 11-7 shift starts on the date indicated, right? So I work
from 11-12 on the date indicated and 7 hours the next day? Right?

If so, I am good.

ducky

Randolph Sullivan, CHP

From: Lubinski, John
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:11 PM
To: Cool, Donald; Reis, Terrence; Holahan, Patricia; Holahan, Vincent; Milligan, Patricia; Sullivan, Randy;
Tappert, John; Lui, Christiana; Gibson, Kathy
Subject: PMT Director Deputy

I have attached a proposed schedule for us to act as PMT director. I am not sure of
everyone's schedule but have heard from a few and included those individuals in the first
parts of the schedule.

Please review the attached and confirm your available for 3/19 - 3/26 by noon tomorrow.
Also, please provide comments on the remainder of the schedule asap.

Thanks
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From: Greenyngod. Carol

To: RE, International Travel Dist; Eisnberg Wendy
Cc: Banc, tlahmooda; mQ l: Lis.ia
Subject: Abdelghani Zigh, OECD/NEA CFD Writing Group Meeting, Paris- France, April 25- 28, 2011.

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:12:12 PM

Attachments: PreTrin notification-Ghani.docx

Please find attached Pre-Trip Report for:

Abdelghani Zigh, OECD/NEA CFD Writing Group Meeting, Paris-France, April 25-28, 2011.

Regards

Carol Greenwood
Lead Administrative Assistant
RES/DSA
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone. 301-251-3319

ef U.S.NRC
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Appendix Al: Foreign Travel Pre-Trip NotificationThis is due 30 days before trip start date. Please complete the light shaded area.

I TRvE INF'ORMTO
a Traveler Name(s): jGhani Zigh I Phone #: 1301-251-7505

E-mail Address: jGhani.Zigh@nrc.gov I* Location: 1Headquarters

Travel Dates lmm!ddlyyyy]: April 25-28, 2011

" Multiple Travelers: No

If 3: Date PMDA submitted Pre-Trip to Office Director(s): (1)

If 4-: Office Director Approvals (Name): I (1)IRES: Brian W. Sheron Date: I
(2) jCHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING fDate: 1_______

[ [ (3) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date:

_________________________(4) CHOOS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date:j________

ADAMS Accession Number: I
" Destination~s) jCity. Countr]: fParis. France

" International Organization: IOECDRNEA

1*Framework: Jinternational Cooperation Yes a ntaie: jevere Accident

_____ _____ ___ 
1 TH ER:

i- Travel Purpose: To participate in a meeting organized by the Committee on the Safety of Nuclear
Installations (CSNI) Writing Groups meeting on guidelines of CFD use in Nuclear
Reactor Safety (NRS) Applications and Assessment of CFD for NRS. In this specific
meeting, discussion about the fourth CFD workshop that will be sponsored by KAERI
in South Korea will be discussed. Additionally, OECD/CSNI validation exercises to be
used for CFD best practice guidelines will be debated.

Traveler Role(s): My wide experience in CFD will provide critical insight in the development of the
standards for CFD use in the nuclear applications. Additionally, I had an active role in
writing three of the reports that were produced by the three CSNI/CFD writing groups

_for CFD Best practice guidelines.

* Desired Outcome: 0 Finalize the plans of the fourth CFD workshop that will be sponsored by OECD
and KAERI in South Korea.
Finalize the second OECD/NEAICSNI validation exercise (flow through rod
bundle and grid-spacers)

* Update The CFD Best practice Guidelines Wiki pages.

lo Is this an NRC Core or Non-Core Trip? X Core yes ONon-Core
[Core means NRC-Funded Non-Core means travel paid from external

organization.]

DN 1983 of 2796



" Is there a speech or presentation to be given? C-Yes X No No

" Are policy issues or other Items of Commission interest to be raised? EYes X No No

" If yes, how will the Commission be informed?
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From:
To:

Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

haney. CatI'erine
(b)(6)

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:16:05 PM

(b)(6)
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Greaves.

Lubinski., ohn
SPAR International 2011 starts in 5 days - Don"t miss out.
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:21:55 PM

Having trouble viewing this message? Please cick he to view the online version.

John,

Quick Links

SPAR International Website

Conference Program

Conference Participants

Confirmed Sponsors

Confirmed Panelists

User Meetings

Primers

Technical Seminars

ASCE Workshop

Register now!
Click here or call
972-943-4770

SPAR International is right around the corner. More than 700 people
have registered but it's not too late to join us.

Just click here to register; don't miss:

" Brian Matthews, Autodesk Labs, speaking about how 3D
technology is reshaping design.

" David Lafferty, BP, discussing 3D virtual environments in BP
operations

• Jason Hosch, Intel Corporation, discussing how the company
is using scanning. 3D CAD and BIM to retrofit existing facilities
and construct new factories

" Jonathan Porter, PhD, Federal Highway Administration,
moderating a panel on mobile surveying

" James Beaman, Jacobs Groups, NASA-JSC, giving an
overview of scanning Historic Chamber A at Johnson Space
Center in Houston.

" Robert Green, Vectors Incorporated, and Shawn Binion,
Bookcliff Survey Services, on the geodetic and 3D scanning
survey done along the US/Mexico border.

" John Russo, ARC, Michael Frecks, TerraMetrix, Blaine
Kortemeyer, Mount Rushmore, Al Remley, San Antonia
Mission National Historic Site, and Elizbeth Lee, CyArk, in a
panel discussion comparing and contrasting new technology
and old guidelines for historic architecture building
documentation.

" Get caught up: See new pointcloud processing software,
online data processing, indoor mobile mapping, underwater
imaging, augmented reality, high dynamic range photography
and more.

There are 34 sessions taking place at SPAR International, 12

* I
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Technical Seminars, and 6 User Meetings. There's no better place to
learn about the latest technologies and applications and network with
other 3D professionals than at SPAR International 2011.

Register today.

Tom Greaves, Managing Director
SPAR International 2011

Success is Measured

This ,-3Il is b'-ccter! iC SPAR I:r.Iemjaionaji fdusltry conUta,'-ts and cu otors. ! y,ý uO not wist, recaive tMess
nc.i.ces inl ihti future, dicR here. You cant also unsubscribe Ly marintg us at; Orversifiehoi Busiiess Co-trniunica!ons,
121 Fie& Sl-reel Portland ME r0.j::l PO. .cx 7a37 POrtland I-:lE 041 12.
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From: _iwa. Chris
To: Haney, Catherine

Cc: White. Bernard Rahimi. Merai

Subject: RE: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:27:11 PM

Yes,
Will do.

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:11 PM
To: Bajwa, Chris
Subject: FW: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Can you work with SFST staff to get this information to Allen?

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:29 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Ruland, William; Ordaz, Vonna; Howe, Allen
Subject: RE: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Thanks, Cathy. With the issues on Spent fuel pools, we should address the issue with the

Commission - as well as the potential for dry cask storage. I know we did a bunch of work on
airplanes hitting casks for the Goshute Indian facility - and the potential impact. Can we get that

info?

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:06 PM
To: Ruland, William; Williams, Donna; Uhle, Jennifer; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Miller, Charles;
Brenner, Eliot; Dorman, Dan; Wiggins, Jim; Evans, Michele; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Grobe, Jack; Howe, Allen; Bajwa, Chris
Subject: RE: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

NMSS POC is Chris Bajwa, SFST

From: Ruland, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:19 PM
To: Williams, Donna; Uhle, Jennifer; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Miller, Charles; Brenner, Eliot; Haney,
Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Wiggins, Jim; Evans, Michele; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Grobe, Jack; Howe, Allen
Subject: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Folks,

Attached find a early draft of a scheduling note for a Commission meeting that may be
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held as early as this coming Monday, March 2 1 st. NRR has been assigned as the lead to
pull the meeting together. As you could imagine, this will take some effort. To help with
coordination, please provide me a contact so that we can draw on your expertise and help
to make this happen. Alan Howe, currently deputy director of DORL, has the lead to pull
this together.

I know you have many questions. I'd ask for your patience as we try to get this done. I'll
keep you updated through the contact that you provide to us.

Thank you very much.

Bill Ruland
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From: (b)(6)

To:
Subject: (b)(6)
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:27:12 PM

(b)(6)
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Win~agic Inc.
Bocer. Bruce

Complimentary Dinner Event - Demystifying Data Security
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:29:28 PM

Rease click here ,f you are having trouble viewing this email.

WinMagic. Your Laptop Encryption Specialists

DeMystifying Data-At-Rest Security Rsduice lhe tutld co~st of owlle.rsip

"Securty bi r.•ach5s LauJ4¢rO by;. orn•'.:--lrusi.:,u .rir:::plovs..es€ Ud .t.olr[aC[,J:s

aCCOU'1i .for one in five altacks acro., all induslrv sectors. Moreover. he
consequences of such ee',s can be signficanr Insider se,'uvly nreachres
are more ct. than hlhae hb outside hackers. Suth ,.o,:toairrents arr

spolrnrg agercies to rd'Jouble th.ii efiOrts 10 stirenileri internal dclrensis

.,hi ll Uktcanc .rre the need for irustedr insi!.- s hr, -ipprr.liatly aeiess
sensitive inormation hOr thei, jobs.

WinMagic and Intelt
5 

inrle 'you lo atirend an eva-veing dinner presonlation

tcxrlIed Demystifying Data-Al-Rest Security wilh a lrssentarcon by

Michael Theis, Former Chief of Cvber (":ourantenlhl sence. flalioncl

R.ecuniialssance Offlc;. U.S. D0p, arit er, of Defense nt-,u Piesideri

Cvber-Insider Threal Solutions.

Join us to learn more about:

* Insirdor Threat Strategies - tMe rMost effective, proachtvc and

defrnsivr prvihci-

* Telewoik - How to Manaric-
* Dala-.Ai-Sesh Protectl;on Metlhudo~ogies

Where & When

Bobby Van's Steakhouse
809 15th Street, NW between H and I Street (view map)
Phone #:(202) 589-0060

March 30, 2011 15:00pm - 6:00prm

Seating is Limited, RSVP by March 25, 2011

WinMagic develops disk encryption
software to protect data-al-rest. Its
Scrt-oeDw line of products ensures
protection of sensitive information or
personany identifiable information
stored on endpoint devices including
desktops, notebooks, external USB
drives, and CD/DVDs. SecureDoc
employs single or multiple factor pre-
boot authentication, an AES 256-bit
crypto engine, and a SecureDoc
Enterprise Server to configure,
manage and deploy trhis disk
encryption solution.
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About the Presenter

Michael C. Theis has more than 25 years of experience as a
counterintelligence special agent and 30+ years of concurrent work
in computer systems engineering. He directs cyber threat
management strategies for detecting and combating trusted insider
threats to the federal government and private sector.

2006, Mr. Theis was named one of the Premier 100 IT Leaders in
the nation by COMPUTERWORLD Magazine and is a Judge of
international government IT business case submissions for the IT
Honors Foundation. He is a frequent keynote speaker at
government and private sector conferences and has also guest
lectured at Harvard and MIT about his work on modeling human
behavior in cyberspace for counterintelligence applications.

Sir rcerel,-

WinMagic Inc.

Deb Symonos
Director, NA Fieid Markeunq

Tell: 857-277-0T760 Emrraii: d(,,b.synions!Swinrtnagic.cOT

vw , r,.•, lr 9!c.,or o-irn . .V -., ....

" , .. u :-" .;r. • •em ; ' (.£'.nrcD 1992 2796
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From: Cohen. Shari
To: Cheok. Michae
Subject: RE: Now I remember my question
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:47:37 PM

Not aware of any - sorry Michael.

Shari Cohen, Contract Secretary
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, USNRC
Room - O-13H18 / Mail Stop - 013H16M
Phone - 301-415-1270
Fax - 301 - 415-8333
Email - sharicohen@nrc.gov

From; Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:30 PM
To' Cohen, Shad
Subject: Now I remember my question

Did I get a phone message to call back someone from MIT? Thanks

Mike
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From: Doolittle, Elizabeth

To: Frazier. Alan

Cc: Kokaiko. Lawrence; Mohseni Waters. Michael; Haney. Catherine; Dorman. Dan

Subject: RE: WITS 201000286: Annual Information Paper on the Status of the SNF Storage and Transportation Program
Review

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:32:38 PM

I will submit an extension request through normal channels.

From* Frazier, Alan
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:09 PM
To: Doolittle, Elizabeth
Cc: Kokajko, Lawrence; Mohseni, Aby; Waters, Michael; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Subject: WITS 201000286: Annual Information Paper on the Status of the SNF Storage and
Transportation Program Review

Beth,

Yesterday afternoon I talked to Cathy about the subject ticket. _ (b)(5)

(b)(5)

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Alan L. Frazier
Executive Technical Assistant
Office of the Executive Director for Operations
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301 -415-1763

From: Doolittle, Elizabeth
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 4:07 PM
To: Frazier, Alan
Subject: RE: Reply Requested: 201000286

Alan, some additional information .....

The staff will provide a status update no later than April/May 2012.

(b)(5)
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Let us know if you need more.

Beth

From: Frazier, Alan
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 3:07 PM
To: Doolittle, Elizabeth
Cc: Waters, Michael; Weaver, Doug; Ordaz, Vonna; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Subject: FW: Reply Requested: 201000286
Importance: High

Beth,

(b)(5)

Alan

From: Shea, Pamela
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 10:38 AM
To: Frazier, Alan
Cc: Bavol, Rochelle; Laufer, Richard
Subject: Reply Requested: 201000286
Importance: High

Alan,

Question:

(b)(5)
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Thank you,
Pam
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From: McLaughlin. Manrjrie

To: McLauohlin, Marjorie; RIENFORCEMENT RESOURCE; Dapas, Marc; R1ALLEGATION RESOURCE: Collins, Daniel;
Roberts .Darrell; Wilson, Peter; Lew, David; Clifford. James; Gray. Mel; Baker Pamela; Walker, Tracy; Burritt
Arthur; Dentel, Glenn; Krohn, Pau!; Bellamy, Ronald; Traop, James; Conte, Richard; Hansell, Samuel; Rogge.
John; Doerflein, Lawrence; Cahill. Christopher Schmidt, Wayne; Cook, William; Dwyer, James; Joustra. Judith;
Ferdas. Marc; Henderson. Pamela; Miller. Marie; ODaniell. Cynthia; Matakas, Gina Heater, Keith; Thompson
Margaret Bearde, Diane; Miskey, Cheryl; Toukatly, Kelly: Haverkamp, Trisha; Powell, Gerry; Holmes Marcy_;
Nick, Joseph; Farrar Karl; Wilson, Ernest; Richart. Paul; Fetich, Jeffrey; Gallagher, Diane; Teator, Jeffrey
Mullen, Mark; Hasan, Nasreen; Solorio, Dave; Cai June; Ghasemian, Shahram: Hilton. Nick; Starkey, Doug;
Gulla, Gerald; Sreenivas, Leelavathi; Woods, Susanne: Bowman, Gregory Wray, John; Summers, Robert; Day.
Kerstun; Coleman. Nicole; Burrell. Michael: Einbero. Christian; Villamar, Glenda; Burqess. Michele; Lougheed.
Patricia; Sparks. Scoft; Evans, Carolyn; Maier, Christi; Heck Jared; Pelke, Paul; Jones, William; Orth, Steven;
Deese Rick; Wharton, Raynard; Pascarelli, Robert; Ashley, MaryAnn; Scott, Catherine; Clark, Michael; Boote
Chrisine; Sexton, Kimberly; Barkman Marsh, Molly; Checkle, Melanie; Zimmerman, Roy; White, Duane; FursL
David; Kellar. Ray Pinkham. Laurie; Jehle, Patricia' Faria-Ocasio, Carolyn; Hernandez, Pete; Coker, Shyrl;
Campbell, Andy; Riddick. Nicole; White, Duane; Hott, Christopher; Juris, Krista Lorson, Raymond; Kennedy.
Silas; Welling, Blake; Weerakkcd.y Sunil

Cc: Hannan. Mark 'Caron, Dana; Gordon. Craig; Rosebrook, Andrew Torres, Edcardo; [barrola, Sherlyn; Cline
Leonard; Turilin. Andrey; Douglas, Christopher

Subject. R1 Enf Panel Sch 3/22 & Current Status

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:36:41 PM

Attachments: EA-11-054 Corporate Issue.docx
EA-11-049 LAN issue.docs
032211- ENF PNL SCHEDULE.docx
Pending Status 3-15-11.docx

PREDECISfL - R-GNMAN-TIIN•G•R*AT40N-- DO-NOT'DTS O SE
Greetings,

This message provides:
(1) Next Week's Enforcement Panel Schedule (Schedule and EAWs attached)
(2) A Heads-up on Upcoming Panels and Conferences
(3) The 3/15/2011 Status of Region I's Enforcement Cases

(1) PANEL SCHEDULE: Tuesday, March 22, 2011:

0I OUTBRIEFS:
1:00 pm EST S&R Engineering - Outbrief for 01 Case 1-2010-052 (inaccurate info
to NRC)

1:20 pm EST Susquehanna -Outbrief for 01 Case 1-2010-055 (SRO failed to
report arrest)

SERP:
1:45 pm EST Seabrook (EA-11-049/-054) - 2 instances of uncontrolled SGI (note
that there are two SERP worksheets; one for each instance)

THE PANEL WILL BE CONDUCTED BY VTC. RI PARTICIPANTS WILL MEET IN THE
EXECUTIVE CONFERENCE ROOM

STAFF FROM ALTERNATE LOCATIONS MAY PARTICIPATE BY TELEPHONE:
BRIDGE NUMBER: (888) 677-8698; Passcode[( ]6

2) UPCOMING PANELS/SERPS:

Del Valle Group (EA-11-009) - Possession of radium gauges without an NRC
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license - Panel Date TBD

Calvert Cliffs (EA-11-XXX) - Uncontrolled SGI - SERP Date TBD

Millstone (EA-1 1 -XXX) - Unplanned power increase - SERP Date TBD

Susquehanna (EA-1 1 -XXX) - Exercise of Discretion for Old Design Issues - SERP
Date TBD

(3) THE REGION I ENFORCEMENT STATUS AS OF 3115/11 IS ATTACHED.

If you have any questions, please call Anne DeFrancisco at 610-337-5078, Marjorie
McLaughlin at 610-337-5240 or Dan Holody at 610-337-5312. Thank you.

P'-EDECISONAL E1998 E
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OF-FICIAL US~fe A4Y-- SECLYRfY--REI.:ATfi"WeRMAW`Ie-

Significance Determination Process (SDP) Enforcement
Review Panel (SERP) Worksheet

EA Number: 2011-054
Date of SERP: March 22, 2011
Licensee: NextEra
Facility/Location: Seabrook/Seabrook, NH.
Docket Number: 05000443
License Number: NPF 86
Inspection Report Number: 05000443/2010403
Date of Exit Meeting: March XX, 2011

Cornerstones Affected: Safeguards
Proposed Preliminary Results: Green
Issue Sponsor: Dana Caron/ Silas Kennedy
RI Goals for Case Processing [Actual days*]:
f 30 days from exit to SERP [32 days*]
* 15 days from SERP to Prelim Det Ltr I IR
* 30 days from Prelim Det Ltr to RegConf.(incl 10 days to sch);
G 90 days from Ltr to Final Det Ltr
* If Applicable, Basis of Delay:

Meeting Members
Technical Spokesperson: Program Spokesperson:
OE Spokesperson:
Issue Sponsor: Dana Caron/ Silas Kennedy
Regional Attendees: Wilson, Roberts, Clifford, Holody, McLaughlin, DeFrancisco, Farrar, PB3
HQ Attendees: OE, NRR, NSIR

A. Brief Description of Issue

(b)(5)

PREDECISIONAL4NWFORMIATION-- DDO. NQO_•TISICLOS.E_

4A'-•E- * ECURITY-R " E-
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w`O-FFICIA't-"LSEz0NVY -- SECURITY-RELATEDANFOR1MfrTieN

(b)(5)

B. Statement of Performance Deficiency

(b)(5)

,PRE DEC ISIO NALI N FORMAT-ION-DO NOT.DISC LOSE

OFFiCIAL '3E-" OL- RE-4E ,TI0N
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-OFFIGIAL-iJSE-ONL-Y - SECURITY-RELAT-ED'Mf'OATION

C. Significance Determination Basis

(b)(5)

PRE-DM~SIONAL- INFORMATiON4-DO--NOT--DtSC-LO-SE

OFFIC IALVUSE'ONL-Y-SE4CUR-RiTy;REL:ATED1rGtRMrAT-ION
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OFFICtAL-USEDNOJLY- SEC U RITY-RELATLENEORMAT+-IN

D. Proposed Enforcement

1.

2.

3.

4.

(b)(5)

E. Determination of Follow-up Review

(b)(5)

PRE BEGfS4GNAH-NFORMA1IGN .-ýDOýNOT -DISlO54SJ

OFFICGIAL USE"ON LTwS EC U KTY:RELATEB-IN4FORMATION-
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OFPICtAtL'SE-ON.Y - SECURITY-RELATEDINFORMATION

Attachment I

SERP Disposition Record

Proposed Actions (See OE Strategy Form for official record of panel decision):

(b)(5)

Enforcement Timeliness Goals and Metrics

Timeliness Goals

* 30 days from exit to SERP
* 15 days from SERP to Preliminary Determination Letter and inspection report
* 30 days from issuance of the Ltr to Regulatory Conference, and 10 days to set up date of

Regulatory Conference
a 90 days from Ltr to Final Determination

Metrics

" The Final Determination Letter must be issued within an average of 120 days of the
inspection exit, and no later than 180 days from the inspection exit.

" Final Determination Letters must be issued within 90 days of the issuance of the
Preliminary Determination Letter and inspection report.

OFFA-f-11SEýO-NLY---S-ECORITYREL•ATED5]INFORMA-TION
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Of-FG•+I SE-ON'Y'-t-zSECURf Y-'REEATE-A -I"NFO KMA IUN

Significance Determination Process (SDP) Enforcement
Review Panel (SERP) Worksheet

EA Number: 2011-049
Date of SERP: March 22, 2011
Licensee: NextEra
Facility/Location: Seabrook/Seabrook, NH.
Docket Number: 05000443
License Number: NPF 86
Inspection Report Number: 05000443/2010404
Date of Exit Meeting: March XX, 2011

Cornerstones Affected: Safeguards
Proposed Preliminary Results: Green
Issue Sponsor: Dana Caron/ Silas Kennedy
Ri Goals for Case Processing [Actual days*]:
* 30 days from exit to SERP [32 days*]
* 15 days from SERP to Prelim Det Ltr / IR
* 30 days from Prelim Det Ltr to RegConf (incl 10 days to sch);
a 90 days from Ltr to Final Det Ltr
* If Applicable, Basis of Delay:

Meeting Members
Technical Spokesperson: Program Spokesperson:
OE Spokesperson:
Issue Sponsor: Dana Caron/ Silas Kennedy
Regional Attendees: Wilson, Roberts, Clifford, Holody, McLaughlin, DeFrancisco, Farrar, PB4
HQ Attendees: OE, NRR, NSIR

A. Brief Description of Issue

(b)(5)

PREDECISIONAL--INEORMA.IO1.=DO-[-T-.DISC LOSJE

GFF.GIALU-JSE ONLY•--:SECU RI-TY-REL-ATEEiN FORM AT1ON
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(b)(5)

B. Statement of Performance Deficiency

(b)(5)

PREDECISIONAL-INFORMATION.-DO- NOT DISCLOSE

OFFICIALUSE-ONLY-SECURITY-REIATEDINFORMATION
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C. Significance Determination Basis

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

D. Proposed Enforcement

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

E. Determination of Follow-up Review

(b)(5)
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Attachment I

SERP Disposition Record

Proposed Actions (See OE Strategy Form for official record of panel decision):

Enforcement Timeliness Goals and Metrics

Timeliness Goals

* 30 days from exit to SERP
* 15 days from SERP to Preliminary Determination Letter and inspection report
* 30 days from issuance of the Ltr to Regulatory Conference, and 10 days to set up date of

Regulatory Conference
* 90 days from Ltr to Final Determination

Metrics

" The Final Determination Letter must be issued within an average of 120 days of the
inspection exit, and no later than 180 days from the inspection exit.

* Final Determination Letters must be issued within 90 days of the issuance of the
Preliminary Determination Letter and inspection report.

PREDECISTONqAtRMAFORfAT-D O-N O TDIS-GL.OSE

OFRG3CALE-eUR!TY'-R I:ATE&TIO NU L
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DONOT DISCLOSE ýC-ONTAINSýSENSITIVEPRE;DECISIONAL ENFORCEMENT ANDIORO INFORMATION

SERPI ENFORCEMENT PANEL SCHEDULE - Tuesday - March 22, 2011 at 1:00 pm EST

ATTENDEES
DRP DNMS DRSTIME LICENSEE ISSUES

1:00 pm EST S&R Engineering Outbrief for 01 Case 1-2010-052
(inaccurate info to NRC)

x

OTHER

OI
OE
FSME
OGC

1:20 pm EST Susquehanna

1:45 pm EST Seabrook

Outbrief for 01 Case 1.2010-055 X
(SRO failed to report arrest)

2 instances of uncontrolled SGI X

X 01
OE
NRR
NSIR
OGC

L OE
NSIR
NRR

L = LEAD DIVISION X =ATTENDEE

THE PANEL WILL BE CONDUCTED BY VTC.
STAFF FROM ALTERNATE LOCATIONS MAY PARTICIPATE BY TELEPHONE:

BRIDGE NUMBER: (888) 677.8698; Passcode ()

REGION I PARTICIPANTS WILL MEET IN THE EXECUTIVE CONFERENCE ROOM

S:lEnf-allg\Enforcement\Panel schedule\032211- ENF PNL SCHEDULE.docx

DO NOTDISCLOSE-;-CONTAINS-SENSIT/VEPRR-EDECISION/ALNEORCEMENT.ANDOR, OI INFORMATION
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PREDECISIONAL ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION--DO-NOTDSCC-(SE

RI Lead - Potential ESCALATED 01 Enforcement Cases and DFIs (AS OF 3/1 5/11)

Licensee Enf Start Time Prop Action
Div (subject) Staff EA#/Status History Date Goal:180 Action Needed

RECONSIDER
Fiz (No resp fitTBD NOV-Ill & HOLDING

DRP lest; RP Proc NC -IV FOR DOJ &
Viols) 3Id OI CASE_______ ______________(b)(5) _____

Calvert Cliffs AD/ POTGTG BRF RA;
DRS (uncnltd SGI) DF TED TBD FIN (01 EXIT; SERPOPEN) (W/O)

RI Lead - Potential ESCALATED NON-OI Enforcement Cases

Div Licensee Enf EA#/Status History Start Time Prop Action
(Subject) Staff Date Goal:120 Action Needed

____ (90) _

Mitone & MM1
DNMS MacBroom 1/20/11 54

(30.341) LS

Pall Corp AD/ 
4(Security Order) LS 12/14110 91

DNMS U MD AD/ 1/10/11 64
(Security Order) LS I

DRS Seabrook ADI 
T

(uncnlrtd SGI) DF TBD TBD

DNMS Del Valle Grp MM!
(no NRC lic) NC (b)(5) TBD TBD (b)(5)

WVUH AD/ 2(med event rpt) TBD 218/11 35

DRS Susquehanna MM/ 2
(Inatt Sec Ofcr) OF 2/11111 32

Mifstone TBD) B B

DRP (Unpind Pwr TBD TED TED
Incrs)

LB Miltne 
TD

DIRP Susquehanna TED) TED TED
(HPCI/RCIC iso) CFO I

RI Lead - Potential NON-ESCALATED 01 Enforcement Cases (with OE Involvement)

Div Licensee Enf EA#/Status History Start Time Prop Action
NSubject i Staff Date Action Needed

DP Nine Mile (failed MM/
DRP ST not reported) CFO

RI LU

Div Licensee Enf
(Subject) Staff

DRP Seabrook AD/
(concrete insp) TBED

DNMS Carribean NDE AO/

(NSTS) LS

R

Licensee/ nDiv Individual Enf

______ (subject)___Stf

DRP Fitzpatrick (FIs TBD!
RP RcrdsL TBD

Peach Bottom TBD/
DRP (SO arrest rpt) TBD

DNMS S&R Engr (inacc TBD/
_info) TBD

DNMS Susquehanna TBD!
(RO arrest rpt) TBD

12116/10 89

ith OE Involvement)

Start Time

Date

TBD TBED

TBD TBD

'rongdoing Likely)

Start Time
Date

(b)(5)

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBID

(b)(5)

of2796

TBD TED

TBD TED
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Other Office Lead, but Involves or Could Impact RI Facilities - VARIOUS

Offc Licensee Enf EA#1Status Start Time Prop Action

(Subject) Stf Date action Needed

Army (DU) - var bases,
FSME incldng Fts Benning (GA) N/A N/A N/A

and Campbell (KY)

Exelon (decrease in (b)(5) (b)(5)

R11t EPlan effectiveness AD NIA N/A
Braidwood, but impacts all
Exelon plants

RI Lead - Await Completion of Actions - Orders I CPs / DFIs

Div Licensee EEnf [EA#/Status History Start Time Action
Stf Date Needed(Subject) St Date Needed

DNMS NY - QISI
(radiography viol)

AD/
LS

3/10109

AD/
DNMS PR - B~amma (inacc rec) LS 1/21110

(b)(5) (b)(5)

DNMS Sup Well (lemp lost
src/tmg rec)

MM/
LS

4/28/10

_________ I. .5-

RI Lead - Await Handling of Response to CPIORDER/>GREEN FINDNG

Licensee EnSt EAStatus History Sim Actioni (Subject) S[f Ht IDate Needed

Open Confirmatory Action Letters (Awaits CAL CLOSURE)
DRP Date CAL i DRS Date CAL _- DNMS Date CAL

Open CHILLING EFFECT LETTERS

DRP CEL RESP _ DRS CEL RESP LDNMS CEL RESP

GOAL: Appeal has merit for review if licensee contends actual plant hardware, procedures, or equipment configuration not considered by NRC, or SDP inconsistent
with guidance or lacks justification. If no merit, RA response to indicate why. If merit, RA appoints panel of two specialists in cornerstone, & enforcement specialist.
One must not have prior involvement. RA to respond within 15 business days of the licensee submittal.

DN 2013 of 2796



FY 2011 TIMELINESSIWORKLOAD SUMMARY
Types of Cases Metric

Non 0I cases -#

Mat/Decom

5

Op Rx

1 3Escalated (NOV with SLIII, white,
yellow, or red; CP; Order)

- I

Overall I Goal

8 i All <180
69 T Avg<120
2 1

1 Non 01 cases - # < 180 days 5 I 3
Non 01 cases - average days 51 J 100

1 101 cases -#

01 cases-# < 360 days
KOIcases - averaae days

1 [ 1 2 _ All <360
12 Av <180176 r 65

Orders. included above
-'-V - -- j

Civil penalties, included above # cases 1_ _
SD.P >.green with NOVs, included above # cases 3-3 All <90 from IR

SOP > green with no NOV # cases -- 2 2 All <0,0 from IR
SDP Parallel> green # cases
SDP reen ter Reg Conf # cases_1 1 1
Actions against individuals, # Orders
incl. in above # ADR Confirmatory Orders I

# ADR NOVs
# NOVs f, II, 111

_ # ADR Ltrs of Reprimand _

Actions against individuals, not incl.above # NOVs SLIV__ _

f# Ltrs _ _7 12
# ADR closeout Itrs - .. .. . . . .....

Orders Imposing CPs s cases e_
Letters withdrawing CPs " # cases
ADR Settlement Confirmatory Order # cases 1 1
ADR Close-out Letter # cases 1 2
Demands for Info 4 cases
Other actions involving significant # NOV-lVs 4 1 4
efforts # NOV-Greens _ _ 2 - 2 1

L YNCVs 1 4 5 /
# minor violations r

# Exer of Disc ; 4 4
# EoDs-ICM SLIII (good faith)
# ADR closeout Itrs
# Order closeout Itrs
# DgF closeout Itrs

Ltrs only to licensees # Ltrs
NRC responses to disputed violations # cases
CALs or CAL supplements .4# cases - 1 [ 1

CELs I # cases
S:\Enf-allg\Enforcement\Status\Status Reports\Pending Status 3-15-11 .docx
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McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:41 PM
To: Powell, Amy
Subject: Re: Still trying to catch up with Sen F's staff

Thank you
Elmo

----- Original Message -----
From: Powell, Amy
To: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:04:40 2011
Subject: Still trying to catch up with Sen F's staff

Hopefully he and I will connect after the Senate EPW "briefing" happening now. I'll keep you posted.

Amy Powell
Associate Director
Office of Congressional Affairs
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-415-1673

Sent from my Blackberry

90
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Importance:

Vassos, John
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:48 PM
All R3 Users
St. Patrick's Day Coffee and Donuts
March 17 flyer EWRA.pdf

Low

Afternoon all,
A quick reminder before you go home; wear your green tomorrow and if you can stop by the DRP

Conference Room, join us for some coffee and donuts from 8am until 9am.

Hope to you see you all in the morning!

John F. Vassos

1
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Attachments:

jean.brown@gsa.gov
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:51 PM
&FEBONLYFEBMasterList@gsa.gov; &FEB_ONLYFEBList_2@gsa.gov;
&FEBONLY _FEBExecutiveCommittee@gsa.gov;
&FEBONLY _FederalMidwestHuman_Resources Council@gsa.gov
House passed another 3-week CR yesterday and it is scheduled to go to the Senate "later in
the week" and the to the President, for signature, if/when it passes.
governmentshutdown[1 ].pdf

FEB Colleagues: I saw this Guide Book today and thought that it provided a fairly comprehensive overview ---
especially useful for those of us who were not around for previous Government Shutdowns.

In case you were not aware, the House passed another 3-week CR yesterday and it is scheduled to go to the
Senate "later in the week" and the to the President, for signature, if/when it passes. Stay tuned!

Jean Brown
Executive Director, Chicago Federal Executive Board

77 W. Jackson Suite 2115, Chicago, IL 60604
p: 312-353-6790, f: 312-353-3058

e: Jean.Brown@GSA.Gov

www.Chicago.FEB.GOV

25
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FEDweek Special Report - Making Sense of a Shutdown I Page 1 of 6

Shutdowns Mean Furloughs, Other Disruptions
With the threat of a government shutdown looming due to continued budget
disagreements, the Congressional Research Service recently updated a report on the
causes and past experiences of shutdowns, including policies on furloughing employees.

Summary
When federal agencies and programs lack appropriated funding, they experience a
funding gap. Under the Anti deficiency Act, they must cease operations, except in
emergency situations.

Failure of the President and Congress to reach agreement on interim or full-year funding
measures occasionally has caused government shutdowns, the longest of which lasted 21
days, from December 16, 1995, to January 6, 1996. Government shutdowns have
necessitated furloughs of several hundred thousand federal employees, required cessation
or reduction of many government activities, and affected numerous sectors of the
economy. This report discusses the causes, processes, and effects of federal government
shutdowns, including potential issues for Congress.

Budget Negotiations and Choices

It has been said that "conflict is endemic to budgeting." If conflict between Congress and
the President or within Congress impedes the timely enactment of annual appropriations
acts or continuing resolutions, the possibility of a government shutdown arises.
During high-stakes negotiations over appropriations measures, a number of options
present themselves to Congress and the President, including

- coming to agreement on regular appropriations acts before the beginning of a new fiscal
year;
- using one or more interim continuing resolutions (CRs) to extend temporary funding
until final decisions are made; or
- not agreeing on full-year or interim appropriations acts, resulting in a funding gap and a
corresponding shutdown of federal activities.

If Congress and the President pursue the second or third options, they may agree on full-
year appropriations after the beginning of the fiscal year by using a full-year CR or, more
commonly, regular appropriations acts (e.g., singly or in omnibus legislation). Congress
and the President frequently agree on full-year or interim funding without coming to an
impasse. On other occasions, however, Congress and the President may not come to an
accommodation in time to prevent a funding gap.

Causes of Federal Shutdowns

Pacn I nf 6
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FEDweek Special Report - Making Sense of a Shutdown I Page 2 of 6

The federal fiscal year begins October 1. For agencies and programs that are funded
through annual appropriations acts, Congress and the President must enact interim or full-
year appropriations by this date if many governmental activities are to continue
operating. If interim or full-year appropriations are not enacted into law, the time interval
when agency appropriations are not enacted is referred to as a "funding gap." A funding
gap also may occur any time a CR expires and another CR (or regular appropriations bill)
is not enacted immediately thereafter.

When a funding gap occurs, the federal government begins a "shutdown" of the affected
activities, including the furlough of non-emergency personnel and curtailment of agency
activities and services. Programs that are funded by laws other than annual appropriations
acts (e.g., entitlements like Social Security) also may be affected by a funding gap, if
program execution relies on activities that receive annually appropriated funding.
Funding gaps and government shutdowns have occurred in the past when Congress and
the President did not enact regular appropriations bills by the beginning of the fiscal year.

They also have occurred when Congress and the President did not come to an agreement
on stop-gap funding through a CR. As noted in another CRS report, six fairly lengthy
funding gaps occurred from FY1977 to FY1980, ranging from 8 to 17 full days.
Subsequently, the durations of funding gaps shortened considerably. From FY1981 to
FY1995, nine funding gaps occurred with durations of up to three full days. A significant
exception to the trend occurred in FY1996, when President William Clinton and the
104th Congress engaged in extended negotiations over budget policy. Two funding gaps
and corresponding shutdowns, amounting to 5 days and 21 days, ensued. There have been
no similar funding gaps since FY1996.

The Constitution, statutory provisions, court opinions, and Department of Justice (DOJ)
opinions provide the legal framework for how funding gaps and shutdowns have occurred
in recent decades. Article I, Section 9 of the Constitution states that "No Money shall be
drawn from the Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropriations made by Law." Federal
employees and contractors cannot be paid, for example, if appropriations have not been
enacted. It would still be possible under the Constitution, nevertheless, for the
government to make contracts or other obligations if it lacked funds to pay for these
commitments.

The so-called Anti deficiency Act prevents this, however. The act prohibits federal
officials from obligating funds before an appropriations measure has been enacted, except
as authorized by law. The act also prohibits acceptance of voluntary services and
employment of personal services exceeding what has been authorized by law. 10
Exceptions are made under the act to the latter prohibition for "emergencies involving the
safety of human life or the protection of property." Therefore, the Anti deficiency Act
generally prohibits agencies from continued operation in the absence of appropriations.

Failure to comply with the act may result in criminal sanctions, fines, and removal.
For years, many federal agencies continued to operate during a funding gap, while
"minimizing all nonessential operations and obligations, believing that Congress did not

P 2c, ? nf 6
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FEDweek Special Report - Making Sense of a Shutdown 1 Page 3 of 6

intend that agencies close down" while waiting for the enactment of annual
appropriations acts or continuing resolutions. In 1980 and 1981, however, Attorney
General Benjamin R. Civiletti issued two opinions that more strictly interpreted the Anti
deficiency Act in the context of a funding gap, along with its exceptions.

The opinions stated that, with some exceptions, the head of an agency could avoid
violating the Anti deficiency Act only by suspending the agency's operations until the
enactment of an appropriation. In the absence of appropriations, exceptions would be
allowed only when there is "some reasonable and articulable connection between the
function to be performed and the safety of human life or the protection of property." In
1990, in response to the 1981 Civiletti opinion, Congress amended 31 U.S.C. § 1342 to
clarify that "the term 'emergencies involving the safety of human life or the protection of
property' does not include ongoing, regular functions of government the suspension of
which would not imminently threaten the safety of human life or the protection of
property."

DOJ's Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) issued a memorandum in 1995 that interpreted the
effect of the amendment (hereafter, "1995 OLC opinion"). The 1995 OLC opinion said
one aspect of the 1981 Civiletti opinion's description of emergency governmental
functions should be modified in light of the amendment, but that the 1981 opinion
otherwise "continues to be a sound analysis of the legal authorities respecting
government operations" during a funding gap.

Effects of a Federal Government Shutdown

Effects on Federal Officials and Employees
Effects of a shutdown may occur in anticipation of a funding gap (e.g., planning), during
a gap (furlough and curtailed operations), and afterwards (e.g., reducing backlogs of
work). An immediate shutdown effect is the "shutdown furlough" of certain federal
employees (i.e., placement in a temporary, non-duty, non-pay status).

Several types of officials and employees are not subject to furlough. These include
Members of Congress, the President, presidential appointees, certain legislative branch
employees, and federal employees deemed "excepted."

"Excepted" employees, who are required to work during a shutdown, are described as
"employees who are excepted from a furlough by law because they are (1) performing
emergency work involving the safety of human life or the protection of property, (2)
involved in the orderly suspension of agency operations, or (3) performing other
functions exempted from the furlough."

Shutdown furloughs are not considered a break in service and are generally creditable for
retaining benefits and seniority. Also, federal employees who have been affected by
shutdowns historically have received their salaries retroactively. As noted earlier, the two
most recent shutdowns occurred in FY1996. The first, which lasted five full days
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between November 13-19, 1995, resulted in the furlough of an estimated 800,000 federal
employees. It was caused by the expiration of a continuing resolution agreed to on
September 30, 1995 (P.L. 104-31), and by President Clinton's veto of a second
continuing resolution and a debt limit extension bill. The second FY1996 partial
shutdown of the federal government, and the longest in history, lasted 21 full days
between December 15, 1995, and January 6, 1996. The shutdown was triggered by the
expiration of a continuing funding resolution enacted on November 20, 1995 (P.L. 104-
56), which funded the government through December 15, 1995. On January 2, 1996, the
estimate of furloughed federal employees was 284,000. Another 475,000 excepted
federal employees continued to work in nonpay status. There were several short-term
continuing resolutions between January 6, 1996, and April 26, 1996, when the Omnibus
Consolidated Rescissions and Appropriations Act of 1996 (P.L. 104-134) was enacted to
fund any agencies or programs not yet funded through FY1996.

Examples of Excepted Activities and Personnel
Previous determinations of excepted activities and personnel would not necessarily hold
for any future shutdown. However, past experience may inform future OMB and agency
decisions. An OMB memorandum of November 17, 1981, from Director David A.
Stockman to the heads of executive agencies, identified "examples of excepted
activities." The memorandum, which still was in effect for the FY 1996 shutdowns,
explained Beginning [on the first day of the appropriations hiatus], agencies may
continue activities otherwise authorized by law, those that protect life and property and
those necessary to begin phase down of other activities. Primary examples of activities
agencies may continue are those which may be found under applicable statutes to:
1. Provide for the national security, including the conduct of foreign relations essential to
the national security or the safety of life and property.

2. Provide for benefit payments and the performance of contract obligations under no-
year or multi-year or other funds remaining available for those purposes.

3. Conduct essential activities to the extent that they protect life and property, including:

a. Medical care of inpatients and emergency outpatient care;
b. Activities essential to ensure continued public health and safety, including safe

use of food and drugs and safe use of hazardous materials;
c. The continuance of air traffic control and other transportation safety functions and

the protection of transport property;
d. Border and coastal protection and surveillance;
e. Protection of Federal lands, buildings, waterways, equipment and other property

owned by the United States;
f. Care of prisoners and other persons in the custody of the United States;
g. Law enforcement and criminal investigations;
h. Emergency and disaster assistance;
i. Activities essential to the preservation of the essential elements of the money and

banking system of the United States, including borrowing and tax collection
activities of the Treasury;

Pap. 4 nff
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j. Activities that ensure production of power and maintenance of the power
distribution system; and

k. Activities necessary to maintain protection of research property.

You should maintain the staff and support services necessary to continue these essential
functions.

Effects on the Public
The effects of the two FY1996 shutdowns on government activities and the public
received extensive attention. Although the effects on the public of any future shutdown
would not necessarily reflect past experience, past events may be illustrative of effects
that are possible. Several examples follow that were reported in congressional hearings,
news media, and agency accounts.

- Health. New patients were not accepted into clinical research at the National Institutes
of Health (NIH) clinical center; the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention ceased
disease surveillance; hotline calls to NIH concerning diseases were not answered; and
toxic waste clean-up work at 609 sites reportedly stopped and resulted in 2,400
Superfund workers being sent home.

- Law Enforcement and Public Safety. Delays occurred in the processing of alcohol,
tobacco, firearms, and explosives applications by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and
Firearms; work on more than 3,500 bankruptcy cases reportedly was suspended;
cancellation of the recruitment and testing of federal lawenforcement officials reportedly
occurred, including the hiring of 400 border patrol agents; and delinquent child-support
cases were delayed.

- Parks, Museums, and Monuments. Closure of 368 National Park Service sites (loss of
7 million visitors) reportedly occurred, with loss of tourism revenues to local
communities; and closure of national museums and monuments (reportedly with an
estimated loss of 2 million visitors) occurred.

- Visas and Passports. Approximately 20,000-30,000 applications by foreigners for
visas reportedly went unprocessed each day; 200,000 U.S. applications for passports
reportedly went unprocessed; and U.S. tourist industries and airlines reportedly sustained
millions of dollars in losses.

* American Veterans. Multiple services were curtailed, ranging from health and welfare
to finance and travel.

- Federal Contractors. Of $18 billion in Washington, DC, area contracts, $3.7 billion
(over 20%) reportedly were affected adversely by the funding lapse; the National Institute
of Standards and Technology (NIST) was unable to issue a new standard for lights and
lamps that was scheduled to be effective January 1, 1996, possibly resulting in delayed

* product delivery and lost sales; and employees of federal contractors reportedly were
furloughed without pay.

Pnoe S nfV
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Effects on Mandatory Spending Programs
Programs that are funded by laws other than annual appropriations acts-for example,
some entitlement programs-may, or may not, be affected by a funding gap. Specific
circumstances appear to be significant. For example, although the funds needed to make
payments to beneficiaries may be available automatically, pursuant to permanent
appropriations, the payments may be processed by employees who are paid with funds
provided in annual appropriations acts.

In such situations, the question arises whether a mandatory program can continue to
function during a funding gap, if appropriations were not enacted to pay salaries of
administering employees. According to the 1981 Civiletti opinion, at least some of these
employees would not be subject to furlough, because authority to continue administration
of a program could be inferred from Congress's direction that benefit payments continue
to be made according to an entitlement formula. That is, obligating funds for the salaries
of these personnel would be excepted from the Antideficiency Act's restrictions during a
funding gap. However, such a determination would depend upon the absence of contrary
legislative history in specific circumstances.

Nevertheless, the experience of the Social Security Administration (SSA) during the
FY 1996 shutdowns illustrates what might happen over a period of time in these
situations. The lack of funds for some employees' salaries, for example, may impinge
eventually on the processing and payment of new entitlement claims. SSA's
administrative history describes how 4,780 employees were allowed to be retained during
the initial stages of the first shutdown.

The majority of these employees were "in direct service positions to ensure the
continuance of benefits to currently enrolled Social Security, SSI and Black Lung
beneficiaries." Avoidance of furloughs was possible, because "appropriations were
available to fund the program costs of paying benefits, [which] implied authority to incur
obligations for the costs necessary to administer those benefits." SSA furloughed its
remaining 61,415 employees.

Before long, however, SSA and OMB reconsidered. SSA had not retained staff to, among
other things, respond to "telephone calls from customers needing a Social Security card
to work or who needed to change the address where their check should be mailed for the
following month." SSA then advised OMB that the agency would need to retain 49,715
additional employees for direct service work, including the processing of new claims for
Social Security benefits.

Further adjustments were made during the considerably longer second shutdown, in
response to increasing difficulties in administering the agency's entitlement programs.
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From:- Gitter .Joseph
To: Bouer. Bruc
Subject: FW: OBE SSE question (3).xlsx
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:00:07 PM
Attachments: OBE SSE auesfion (3) xlsx

Here it is.

From: Giitter, Joseph
Sent: Tuesday, March. 15, 2011 6:45 PM
To: Kammerer, Annie
Subject: FW: OBE SSE question (3).xlsx

From: Giitter, Joseph
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 2:45 PM
To: Marshall, Michael; Rihm, Roger
Cc: Mahoney, Michael; Wilson, George
Subject: OBE SSE question (3).xlsx

We're running up some hard copies as well.
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Nuclear Plant Name Safe Shutdown Operating Basis Probable Maximum Tsunami OR Maximum Tsunami
Earthquake (OSE) Earthquake (OBE) WaterLevel

By Statetincaltan Peak Acceleration Peak Acceleratiorn
9 3

Alabama

Browns Ferry 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Fadey 0.100 0.050 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Arkansas
Arkansas Nuclear 0.200 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Arizona

Pab Verde 0.200 0.100 WA (Non-Coastal)
California

Diablo Canyon 0400 0200 The design basis maximum combined wave runup is the
greater of [at determiried oir near-shore or distantly-
generated tsunamisn and results loom near-shore tsunamis.
For distantly-geerated tsunamis, the combined runup is
30 feet
For near-shorn tsunamis, bre combined wave runup is 34.61
feel, as delermired by hydraulc model 'esling
The safeyl-related equpmen( is istalled in walerhghl
compartments to pmtect it from adverse sea wave events
to elevation 48 feet above MLLW.

San Onofre 0.670 0.340 he controlling tsunami occurs during simultaneous high
lid and storm surge produces a maximum runup to

elevaten +15.6 feet mean lower ow waler ine (ml) at the
Unit 2 and 3 seawall. When storm waves are

superimposed, the predicted maximum runup is to

Millstone 0.170 0.090 18 0t SWL
,Florida

Crystal River 0.050 0.025 NIA (Non-Coastal)
St. Lucie 0.100 0.050 No maximum tsunami level, bounded by PMH surge of .18

MLW wave runup, with plant openigs at .19.5 MLW

Turkey Point 0.150 0.050 No maximum tsunami level, bounded by PMH surge of
.18.3 MLW water level, site prolected 1o +20 MLW with
vial equipment protected to 422 MLW

!Georgia
Hatch 0.150 0.080 N/A (Nun-Coastal)
Vogle 0.200 0.120 NIA (Non-Coastal)

!IllinoisI

Braidwood 0.200 0.090 N/A (Non-Coastao
Byron 0.200 0090 NIA (Non-Coastal)
Clinton 0250 0.100 NIA (Non.Coastal)

Dresden 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)
LaSalle 0.200 0.100 IYA (Non-Coastal)

Ouad Cites 0.240 0.120 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Ilowa

Duane Arnold 0.120 0.060 N/A (Non-Coastal)
.Kansas

Welf Creek 0.120 0.060 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Louisiana

Rier Bend 0.100 0.050
Watedord 0.100 Floods - 30 feet MSL

Maryland I
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Caerl CIffs 0.150 0.080 14 11 deson wave
Massachusetts

Pilgrm 0.150 0000 'Storm flooding design basis. 18.311
Michigan

D.C. Cook 0.200 0.100 N/A
Fermi 0.150 0.080 N/A

Palisades 0.200 0.100 NIA
Missouri

Calaway 0.200 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Mississippi

Grand Gulf 0.150 0.075 N/A
Minnesota

Montelo 0.120 0.060 NIA (Non-Coastal)
Prine Island 0.120 0060 N/A (Non-Coustal)

Nebraska
Cooper 0.200 0.100 NA (Nom-Coastal)

Fort Calhoun 0.170 0.080 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Fitzparick 0.150 0.080 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Ginna 0.200 0080 N/A

Indian Point 0.150 0.100 15 11 msl
Nine Mile Poit, Unit 1 0.110 0.060 NIA
Nine Mile Point, Unit 2 0.150 0.075 NIA

,New Hampshire
0.250 0.125 1.) /5.6' MSL Sti Wa/er Level (Tsunami Flooding-

Such actiuity is extremely rare on the U.S. Atlantic coast

and would resuit in only minor wave action inside lhe
Seabrook harbor)

New Jersey

Hope Creek 0200 0.100 35.4 MSL The rmaxium probable tsunami produces
rela/nely minor waler level changes at the sile. The
maximum runup height reaches an eleva/ion o1181 feet
MSL with coincident 10 percentexceedxnce high lide)

Oyster Creek 0.184 0.092 (+) 23.5' MSL Stil Wa/er Level (Probable Maxinum
Tsunami- Tsunami events are not typcal of ve eastern
coast of lhe United Sta/es and have not, therefore, been
addressed.)

Salem 0.200 0.100 219 MSL (There is no evidence of surface rupture in East
Coast earlhquakes and no history of significanl tsunami
achtty in ie regie)

North Carolina
Brunswick 0160 0030 N/A
McGuire 0.150 0080 NIA (Nno-Coastal)

Shearon Haris 0.150 N/A (Non-Coastal)
O0hioIIO avis-Besse 0.150 0.080 N/A

Perry 0.150 0.080 NIA
Pennsylvania

Beaver Valey 0.130 0.060 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Limerick 0.150 0.075 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Peach Boatom 0.120 0.050 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Three Mie Island 0.120 0.060 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Susquehanna 0.150 0.080 N/A (Non-Coastal)
South Carolina

Catawba 0.150 0.080 IN/A (Non-Coastal)
Oconee 0.150 0.050 N/A (Non-Coaslal)
Robinson 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coas/al)

V.C. Summer 0.250 0.150 NIA (Non-Coastal)

Tennessee 0.10 0.090 INA (Non-Coastal)

Watts Bar, Unit 1 0.180 0.090 N/A (Non-Coastal)
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Texas
Comanche Peak 0.120 0.060 N/A

q;vith TPyaa PnnM' II Inn (IM MIA

Vermont
Vermont Yankee 0.140 0.070 NIA

.Virginia

Nodh Anna 0.180 NWA
Surry 0150 0.080 NA

Washington
Columbia 0.250 N/A (Non-Coasial)

Wisconsin
Kawaunee 0.120 0.060 N/A

Poini Beach 0120 N/A

Defiblon of Safe Shrutdown Earthquake
The safe.shutdown earthquake (SSE)for the sile is the ground moion response spectra (GMRS). which also satisfies he minimum
requinemeont of paragraph IV(aX )(i) of Appendix S, Earlhquake Engineering Cileria for Nuclear Power Plants." to Title 10, Pad 50.
'Domestic Licensing of Production and Utitaion Facilmies.'of 1he Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR Pal 50).

DefJiftion of Operating Basis Earhquake:
To salisly the requierments of paragraph IV(aX2XA) of Appendix S to 10 CFR Pad 50, Ore operaling.basis earthquake (OBE) ground
motion is deoted as fowlows:

(i) For tre certified desirr po•on of Ore plant, the OBE ground motion is one-third of the CSDRS.

(i) For Ore safety-related noncelified design portion of the plant the OBE ground motion is one-thod
of the design motion response spectra, as slptilfled in Ore design cerfcation conditions specified
in design control document (DCDI.
(w) The spectrum ordirate criterion lo be used in conjuncion with Regulatory Guide 1.166, 'Pre-
Earthquake Planning and mrnmediate Nuclear Power Plant Operator Postearthquake Actios,
issued March 1997, is the lowest of (i) and (i)
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

)(b)(6)

d M (b)(6)
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 '1:01:38 PM

(b)(6)
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From: Laur. Steven
To: Ncuven. Ouvnh

Cc: a; Cheok. Michael

Subject: ICAPP 11325 presentation.pptx

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:03:37 PM
Attachments: ICAPP 11325 presentation; No

Quynh:

Here is my draft presentation for Jack's use in presenting the paper in Nice, France. Please let me

know of any changes or direction you receive so I can make the necessary changes.

Steven A. Laur
NRR Division of Risk Assessment
OWFN 10-C15

(301) 415-2889
steven.laur@nrc.gov
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From: .D
To: Lubinskli. ohn
Subject: Out of Office: PMT Director Deputy - Rev 1
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:04:58 PM

I am currently out of the office and will return on Monday March 21.

In my absence, the acting RES/DRA Director is Kevin Coyne who can be reached at 301-
251-7586.

If you need immediate assistance, please call 301-251-7430.

Thank you,
Doug Coe
Deputy Director
Division of Risk Analysis
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
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From: Metahan. Sean
To: Boger, Bruce: Gfitr Josepoh Alle; Rbt; Nguyen. Ounh

Subject: RE: Matrix
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:05:11 PM

Attachments: SSE Exceed and SCDF.XLSX
OBE SSE ouestion FINAL.xlsx

Bruce:

I think you are referring to one of the two attached documents.

Very Respectfully
Sean

-----Original Message---t-
From: Boger, Bruce
Sent: Wednesday, Mbren 16, 2011 3:59 PM
To: Glitter, Joseph; Howe, Allen; Nelson, Robert; Nguyen, Quynh; Meighan, Sean
Subject: Matrix

Could someone send me the matrix developed yesterday with external hazard information for all the
plants? Thanks.
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SEISMIC INFORMATION: SSE, SSE EXCEEDANCE FREQUENCIES, REVIEW-LEVEL Ej

Plant
Arkansas 1
Arkansas 2
Beaver Valley 1
Beaver Valley 2
Braidwood 1
Braidwood 2
Browns Ferry 1
Browns Ferry 2
Browns Ferry 3
Brunswick 1
Brunswick 2
Byron 1
Byron 2
Callaway
Calvert Cliffs 1
Calvert Cliffs 2
Catawba 1
Catawba 2
Clinton
Columbia
Comanche Peak 1
Comanche Peak 2
Cooper
Crystal River 3
D.C. Cook 1
D.C. Cook 2
Davis Besse
Diablo Canyon 1
Diablo Canyon 2
Dresden 2
Dresden 3
Duane Arnold
Farley 1
Farley 2
Fermi 2
Fitzpatrick
Fort Calhoun 1
Ginna
Grand Gulf
Hatch 1
Hatch 2
Hope Creek
Indian Point 2
Indian Point 3
Kewaunee
LaSalle 1
LaSalle 2
Limerick 1
Limerick 2
McGuire 1

Docket
05000313
05000368
05000334
05000412
05000456
05000457
05000259
05000260
05000296
05000325
05000324
05000454
05000455
05000483
05000317
05000318
05000413
05000414
05000461
05000397
05000445
05000446
05000298
05000302
05000315
05000316
05000346
05000275
05000323
05000237
05000249
05000331
05000348
05000364
05000341
05000333
05000285
05000244
05000416

SSE
(g's)
0.2
0.2
0.12
0.12
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.16
0.16
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.15
0.15
0.15
0.15
0.25
0.25
0.12
0.12
0.2
0.1
0.2
0.2

0.15
0.75
0.75
0.2
0.2
0.12
0.1
0.1

0.15
0.15
0.17
0.2
0.15

Frequency of
Exceeding the SSE

(per year)
2.8E-04
9.7E-05
3.3E-04
2.7E-04
6.7E-05
6.7E-05
2.5E-04
2.5E-04
2.5E-04
7.3E-04
7.3E-04
5.2E-05
5.2E-05
3.8E-05
1.9E-04
1.9E-04
1.4E-04
1.4 E-04
5.8E-05
1.7E-04
1.6E-05
1.6E-05
1.5E-04
8.9E-05
2.1 E-04
2.1 E-04
6.3E-05
3.9E-03
3.9E-03
9.7E-05
9.7E-05
2.3E-04
1.OE-04
1.OE-04
1.OE-04
3.2E-04
3.7E-04
1.OE-04
1.OE-04
3.9E-04
2.7E-04
9.7E-05
4.9E-04
4.9E-04
2.8E-04
1,7E-04
1.7E-04
1.8E-04
1.8E-04
9.5E-05

RLE (HCLPF)
(g's)
0.3
0.3
n/a
n/a
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.26
0.26
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.3
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
0.3
n/a

0.12
0.12
0.3
0.1
n/a
n/a

0.26
n/a
n/a

0.26
0.26
0.12
0.1
0.1
0.3
0.22
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.29
0.3
0.3
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
0.15
0.15

05000400 0.148
05000321
05000366
05000354
05000247
05000286
05000305
05000373
05000374
05000352
05000353

0.15
0.2
0.15
0.15
0.12
0.2
0.2
0.15
0.15
0.15
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McGuire 2 05000369 0.15 9.5E-05 n/a
Millstone 1 05000370 0.254 9.3E-05 n/a
Millstone 2 05000336 0.17 8.3E-05 0.25
Millstone 3 05000423 0.17 8.3E-05 n/a
Monticello 05000263 0.12 9.3E-05 0.12
Nine Mile Point 1 05000220 0.11 1.5E-04 0.27
Nine Mile Point 2 05000410 0.15 4.8E-05 0.23
North Anna 1 05000338 0.12 2.1E-04 0.16
North Anna 2 05000339 0.12 2.1E-04 0.16
Oconee 1 05000269 0.1 9.7E-04 n/a
Oconee 2 05000270 0.1 9.7E-04 n/a
Oconee 3 05000287 0.1 9.7E-04 n/a
Oyster Creek 05000219 0.17 1.5E-04 n/a
Palisades 05000255 0.2 1.4E-04 n/a
Palo Verde 1 05000528 0.258 3.5E-05 0.3
Palo Verde 2 05000529 0.258 3.5E-05 0.3
Palo Verde 3 05000530 0.258 3.5E-05 0.3
Peach Bottom 2 05000277 0.12 2.OE-04 0.2
Peach Bottom 3 05000278 0.12 2.OE-04 0.2
Perry 05000440 0.15 2.2E-04 0.3
Pilgrim 1 05000293 0.15 8.1E-04 n/a
Point Beach 1 - 05000266 0.12 2.OE-04 n/a
Point Beach 2 05000301 0.12 2.OE-04 n/a
Prairie Island 1 05000282 0.12 2.0E-04 0.28
Prairie Island 2 05000306 0.12 2.0E-04 0.28
Quad Cities 1 05000254 0.24 8.2E-04 0.09
Quad Cities 2 05000265 0.24 8.2E-04 0.09
River Bend 05000458 0.1 2.4E-04 0.1
Robinson (HR) 05000261 0.2 1.1E-03 0.28
Saint Lucie 05000335 0.1 1.4E-04 0.1
Salem 1 05000389 0.2 2.6E-04 0.1
Salem 2 05000272 0.2 2.6E-04 n/a
San Onofre 2 05000361 0.67 1.2E-04 n/a
San Onofre 3 05000362 0.67 1.2E-04 n/a
Seabrook 05000311 0.25 1.3E-04 n/a
Sequoyah 1 05000443 0.18 7.1E-04 n/a
Sequoyah 2 05000327 0.18 7.1E-04 0.27
Shearon Harris 1 05000328 0.15 4.6E-05 0.27
South Texas 1 05000498 0.1 3.0E-05 n/a
South Texas 2 05000499 0.1 3.0E-05 n/a
Summer 05000395 0.15 3.9E-04 0.22
Surry 1 05000280 0.15 2.2E-04 n/a
Surry 2 05000281 0.15 2.2E-04 n/a
Susquehannal 05000387 0.1 1.9E-04 0.21
Susquehanna 2 05000388 0.1 1.9E-04 0.21
Three Mile Island 1 05000289 0.12 1.0E-04 n/a
Turkey Point 3 05000250 0.15 3.8E-05 0.15
Turkey Point 4 05000251 0.15 3.8E-05 0.15
Vermont Yankee 05000271 0.14 1.2E-04 0.25
Vogtle 1 05000424 0.2 1.5E-04 0.3
Vogtle 2 05000425 0.2 1.5E-04 0.3
Waterford 3 05000382 0.1 1.1E-04 0.1
Watts Bar 05000390 0.18 2.9E-04 0.3
Wolf Creek 05000482 0.12 3.7E-05 0.2
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25th percentile 9.6E-05
min 1.6E-05

median 1.7E-04
mean 3.1E-04

max 3.9E-03
75th percentile 2.6E-04
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BNRTHQUAKES, ANDSEISMIC CORE-DAMAGE FREQUENCIES

Seismic Core
Damage Frequency

(per year)
4.1E-06
4.1 E-06
4.8E-05
2.2E-05
7.3E-06
7.3E-06
3.7E-06
5.4E-06
5.4E-06
1.5E-05
1.5E-05
5.8E-06
5.8E-06
2.OE-06
1.OE-05
1.2E-05
3.7E-05
3.7E-05
2.5E-06
2.1 E-05
4.OE-06
4.OE-06
7.OE-06
2.2E-05
2.2E-05
2.2E-05
6.7E-06
4.2E-05
4.2E-05
1.9E-05
1.9E-05
3.2E-05
2.8E-05
2.8E-05
4.2E-06
6.1E-06
5.4E-06
1.3E-05
1.2E-05
2.3E-06
2.5E-06
2.5E-06
2.8E-06
3.3E-05
1.0E-04
5.1 E-06
2.8E-06
2.8E-06
5.3E-05
5.3E-05

IPEEE Method
0.3g full-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
seismic PRA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.12g
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.12g
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.1g
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.12g
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.1g
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.1g
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope NRC SMA
0.3g focused-scope NRC SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.15g
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
seismic PRA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA
reduced-scope EPRI SMA

Source
GI-199
GI-199
G1-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
G1-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
IPEEE
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
G0-199
IPEEE
IPEEE
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
Gi-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199
GI-199

I

I
I
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3.1E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
3.1E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
1.1 E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
1.5E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
1.9E-05 modified focused/expended reduced-scope EPRI SM G1-199
4.2E-06 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
5.6E-06 SPRA and focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
4.4E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
4.4E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA G1-199
4.3E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
4.3E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
4.3E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
1.4E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
6.4E-06 seismic PRA GI-199
3.8E-05 0.3g full-scope EPRI SMA IPEEE
3.8E-05 0.3g full-scope EPRI SMA IPEEE
3.8E-05 0.3g full-scope EPRI SMA IPEEE
24E-05 modified focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
2.4E-05 modified focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
2.1E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
6.9E-05 seismic PRA Gl-199
1.1E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
1.1E-05 seismic PRA Gl-199
3.OE-06 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
3.OE-06 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
2.7E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
2.7E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
2.5E-05 reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = O.1g GI-199
1.5E-05 0.3g full-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
4.6E-05 reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.1g G1-199
4.6E-05 reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = Q.Ig G1-199
9.3E-06 seismic PRA GI-199
1.7E-05 seismic PRA IPEEE
1.7E-05 seismic PRA IPEEE
9.3E-06 seismic PRA GI-199
2.2E-05 seismic PRA GI-199
5.1E-05 6.3g full-scope EPRI SMA G1-199
5.1E-05 0.3g full-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
6.2E-06 seismic PRA GI-199
6.2E-06 seismic PRA G1-199
3.8E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA G1-199
5.7E-06 seismic PRA GI-199
5.7E-06 seismic PRA GI-199
1.3E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
1.3E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA G1-199
4.OE-05 seismic PRA GI-199
1.OE-05 site-specific approach: SSE=0.15g GI-199
1.OE-05 site-specific approach; SSE=O. 1 5g GI-199
8.1E-06 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
1.8E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
1.8E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA G1-199
2.OE-05 reduced-scope EPRI SMA; SSE = 0.1g G1-199
3.6E-05 0.3g focused-scope EPRI SMA GI-199
1.8E-05 reduced-scope EPRI SMA G1-199
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6.OE-06
2.OE-06
1.5E-05
2.1 E-05
1.OE-04
3.2E-05
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Nuclear Plant Name Safe Shutdown Operating Basis Probable Maximum Tsunami OR Maximum Tsunami

Earthquahe (SSE): Earthquake WOBE) Water Level

By Statetlocabon Peak Acceeralon, Peak Acceleratin,

S91
Aaama

Browns Fery 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Farley 0.100 0.050 N/A (N-oastal)

.Arkansas

Arkansas Nuclear 0.200 IN/A (Non.Coastal)
jArizona

Palo Verde 0.200 0.100 NA (Non-Coaslao
lCalifornia

[ iablo Canyon 0400 0 200 The desgn basis maxirum combined wave runup is the

greater of that delermined for near-shore or istanriy-
generated Isunamis, and results from near-shore tsunamis.'
For dls/anth/.generaled tsunamis, the combined runup is

30 feet
For near-shore tsunamis, the comrned wave runup i 34.6
Ifeel, as determined by hydrauic model testig.
The salety-related equopment is installed in waterlight
comparnments to prolect it from adverse sea wave events
to elevaorn +48 feet above MLLW,

San Onofte 0.670 0.340 IThe controiling tsunami occurs dudng simultaneous high
te and storm surge produces a maximum runup to
elevation +15.6 feel mean lower low water Ine (mltw) at the.

Unit 2 and 3 seawal. When storm waves are
Connecticut }______ __________superimposed, the predicted maximum ! unu is to

Connecticut
M,;sttone 0.1l0 0.000 I1 f OSWL

Florida N_ A ___ _-Co________

Crystal River 0.050 0.025 NIA Non-Coastal)
St Lucie 0.100 0.050 No maximum tsunami level, bounded by PMH surge of +18i

MLW wave runup, ,itrh pant openings a +19.5 MLW

Turkey Prl.t 0.050 No maxnmum tsunami level, bounded by PMH surge of
+18 3 MLW water level, sie protected to *20 MLW with

vit/equipment protected to +22 MLW

Georgia I NA _ ___._oesta_

Hatch 0.150 j 0.080 NIA(Non-Coastal)
Voupte 0.200 0.120 NIA (N•n-Coastal)

Braidwood 0.200 0.090 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Byron 0200 0.090 N/A(Non-Coastal)
Cliton 0250 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Dresden 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)
LaSal 0.200 0.100 NIA (Nnn-CoasIal)

Quad Cites 0.240 0.120 N/A (Nor-Coastal)
Iowa
Kawa DuaneAmold 0.120 0.060 N/A (Non-Coasial)

Kan~ss

WolfCreek 0120 0060 N/A(Non.Coastai)

Louisiana
River Bend 0.100 0.050

Waterford 0100 F 0ods -3leel MSL
IMaryland
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Calvert Ciffs 0.150 0.080 14 11 design wave
Massachusetts

Pilgrim 0.150 0.080 'Storm foding design bass. 18311
Michigan

D.C. Cook 0.200 0.100 NIA
Fermi 0.150 0.080 NIA

Palisades 0.200 0.100 INA
!Missouri

Calaway 0.200 NIA (Non-Coastal)
Mississippi ______

Grand Gulf 0.150 0075 N/A
Minnesota

Monticelo 0120 0.060 NIA (Non-Coastal)
Prade Island 0.120 0.060 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Nebraska
Cooper 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)

Fort Calhoun 0.170 0.080 NI/A (Non-Coastal)
Now York

Fitzpatnrck L 0.150 0.080 NI/A (Non-Coaslal)
Ginna 0.200 0.080 N•A

Indin Point 0.150 0.100 1551 mso

Nine Mile Point, Unit I 0.110 0000 1NA
Nine Me Point, Unit 2 0.150 0.075 NIA

New Hampshire
0.250 0.125 (+) 15.6' MSL SIA Water Level (Tsunami Flooding.

ýSuct actvity is extremely rare on the U.S. Alantc coast
and woulcd result n ondy minor wave action inside the

Seabrook __harbor.)
lNew, JerseyHope Creek 0.200 0100 35.4 ,L The maximum pmnbable tsunami produces

Irelatively minor water level changes at the site. The
mramum runup height reaches an elevation of 18.1 feel
MSL w& coincident tO percent exceedance high 6de)

Oyster Creek 0184 0.092 /+) 23.5 MSL Sill Water Level (Probable Maximum
Tsunami. Tsunami events are not typial of the eastem
coast of the United Slates and have not. therefore, been
addressed.)

Salem 0.200 0.100 21.9 MS/InThere is no evidence of surface rup/ure ie East
*Coast earthquakes and no history of signifiant tsunami
lacvti__ _ _ L _he regon)

[North Carolina 0.1_ _

McGuke 0150 0.000 N/A (Non-Coastal)

F Shearon Harris 0.150 N/A (Non.Coastal)
O~hio

O avis-Besse 0.150 0.080 N/A

Perry 0150 0.000 N/A

Pennsylvania 0,1__
Beaver Valley 0.060 NIA (Non-Coastal)

Limerick 1 0.150 0.075 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Peach Bottom 0.120 0.050 NIA (Non-Coastal)

Three Mle Island 0.120 0.060 N/A (Nov-Coastal)

Susquehanna 0.150 0.080 NIA (Non-Coastal)
South Carolina

Catawba 0.150 0.080 N/A (on-Coastal)
Oconee 0.150 0.050 NA /Non-Coastal)
Robinson 0.200 0.100 N/A (Non-Coastal)

V.C. Summer 0.2W0 - 0.150 N/A (Non-Coastal)
Tennessee

Sequoyah 0.180 0.090 N/A (on-Coastal)
Wat Bar. Unit 1 0.180 0.000 N/A (Nov-Coastal)
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ITexasComanche Peak 0120 0.060 N/A

Vermont T________AM 
_N_

Vermont Yankee 0.140 0.070 N/A
Virginia

North Anna 0.180 -NIA

Sg n 0.150 0.080 N/A
Washingtoan ______ _____

Columbia 0.250 N/A (Non-Coastal)
iWisconsin

Kawaunee 0120 0.060 N/A

Point Beach 0.120 N/A

Definilion of Safe Shfutdown Earthquake
The sale-shutdown earthquake (SSE) for the site is tre ground moti/o response spectra (GhIRS), which also satisfiesf/e minomum

requirement of paragraph /V(aX1)(i) of Append/x S. Earfhquake Engirneenrrg Cn/era for Nuclear Power Plans,'to Ti/le 10, Part 50,
'Domesk Licensing of Productio and U//uzaion Faciities.' of the Code o0 Federal Regulaions (10 CFR Part 50).

Definiton of Operatfig Basis Earthquake:
To salisty tre requirements of paragraph IV(aX2)(A) of Appendix S to 10 CFR Par 50, the operaling-basis eartquake (OBE) ground

motion 6 de1ned as lolrows:

(i) For the certied design portion of f/e plant, f/e OBE ground moeion is one-third of the Certified

Des/go Response Spectra (CSDRS).
(5) For the safey-rela/ed noncer/hed design portion olthe plant, the OBE ground mntion is one-third
of /he design morton response spectra, as stipulated in the design certicat/on conditions specified

in design conlol document (OCO).
(i) The specrm ordmate cri/enon Wo be used in conjunction re,/h Reguutaory CGide 1.166, 'Pre-

Earthquake Planning and Immediate Nuclear Power Planl Opera/or Postearthquake Actions,'
issued March 1997, is the lowest of (t)and 5/).
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From:
To:

Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

(b)(6)
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:06:09 PM

(b)(6)
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From: Gnugnoli. Giorgio
To: Haney, Catherine Smith Shaw.n Camper, Larry Doane. Margaret; Moore, Scott

Cc: Abu-Eid. 8obo; George. Mathews
Subject. FW: Jack Davis NRC candidate for rapporteur
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:10:09 PM

(b)(5)

----- Original Message -----
From: Gorn, Janet M [mailto:GornJMl(Fstategov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:04 PM
To: Tonkay, Douglas; Gnugnoli, Giorgio
Subject: RE: Jack Davis NRC candidate for rapporteur

(b)(5)

This email is UNCLASSIFIED

----- Original Message -----
From: Tonkay, Douglas [mailto: Douglas.Tonkay(dem.do_.gQv]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:20 PM
To: 'Gnugnoli, Giorgio'
Cc: Gorn, Janet M
Subject: RE: Jack Davis NRC candidate for rapporteur

(b)(5)

----- Original Message -----
From: Gnugnoli, Giorgio [maiIto:Giorgio.Gnugnoli(nrc.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:08 PM
To: McRae, Ben; Haney, Catherine; Moore, Scott; Camper, Larry; Mary
Clark (clark.marye@epa.gov); Marcinowski, Frank; Janet M Gorn
(GornJM@state.gov); Jones, Jay; 'schultheisz.daniel@epa.gov'; Doane,
Margaret
Cc: Tonkay, Douglas; Smith, Shawn; Gelles, Christine; George, Mathews
Subject: Jack Davis NRC candidate for rapporteur

I have been in contact with Shawn Smith (NRC/NMSS), who has asked me to
pulse the ESC membership regarding Jack Davis, Deputy Director of the
Division of High Level Waste Repository Safety, who is currently a
candidate for the position of rapporteur for one of the Country Groups.
The question is whether there would be any problem if Jack Davis did not
physically attend the Organizational Meeting; he is still a candidate as
discussed in the strategy from the last ESC meeting.

If the ESC sees that there would be value to his physical attendance,
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J.

NMSS would not have a problem in his attendance.

Please let me know at your earliest convenience, as this would affect
our travel and accommodation logistics.

Thank you.

Giorgio Gnugnoli
Division of Waste Management and Environmental Protection U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission Mail Stop T 8 F 5 Tel 301-415-7432 Fax
301-415-5369

New-NRC-logo3
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From: ovemrnmentC1
To: Boger, Bruc
Subject: Cloud Computing I raining Courses
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:10:52 PM

Trouble viewing this email? Read it online

Register Now!

Why haven't you registered?

Spaces are Limited!

Migrating to the Cloud is a daunting task for any agency. That is
why governmentCiO is launching its Certificate in Cloud Computing
Architectures. Working with industry and government partners,
governmentC1O has developed a four course certificate program
designed to:

" Train Federal Employees and Federal Contractors on the tangible benefits of
the Cloud

" Illustrate how easy it is to design and implement a Cloud solution
" Identify the cost effectiveness of Cloud solutions
* Lay to rest fears about the Cloud's security

So register now for governmentClO's four courses in Cloud
Computing Architectures.

Introduction to Cloud Computing Architectures and Services
Arlington, VA April 4, 2011 Recgister

Designing Cloud Computing Architectures
,Arlington, VA April 5, 2011 Register

Implementing Systems Using Cloud Computing Architectures
Arlington, VA April 6, 2011 Register

Securing Systems Using Cloud Computing Architectures
Arlington, VA April 7, 2011 Register
governmentClO
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8400 Braddock Way Suite 101
Columbia Maryland 21046
United States

You are subscribed to this mailing list as bruce.boger@nrc.gov. Please click here to
modify your message preferences or to unsubscribe from any future mailings. We
will respect all unsubscribe requests.
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Owen, Lucy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Notification [Notification@cwtsatotravel.com]
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:12 PM
Owen, Lucy;I (b)(6) _ Collins, Elmo
G1M3- Ticketed Invoice For ELMO ELBERT COLLINS 21MAR11..
CXMKMT.pdf

<<CXMKMT.pdf>>
This is an automated email notification. Please do not respond to this email address.

**Did you know we can also book your hotels and rental cars?**

I
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Carlson
Wagonlit Satokaved.

Travel

For: ELMO ELBERT COLLINS

March 16, 2011

Sales Person:

Locator:

Customer Number:

ZD

CXMK2M'T

M403PPE

*TICKET PURCHASED WITH VI ...... 1281
THIS DOCUMENT BECOMES AN INVOICE WHEN THE PASSENGER
*NAME/INVOICE AND TICKET NUMBERS APPEAR
*IN THE PRICING BOX.

FEES TOTALING 6.49PP CHARGED IN ADDITION TO TKT PRICE
FEE-USD6.49PP-AIR/AMTRAK DOMESTIC, ONLINE

Monday March 21, 2011

f American Airlines Flight Number: 2096Class of Service: Coach Class G

Depart: DALLAS/F.WORTH,TX 12:10 Pm March 21, 2011

Arrive: BALTIMORE, MD 3:55 Pm March 21, 2011

Total Flight Time: 2 Hours 45 Minutes Non-Stop

Equipment: McDonnell Douglas MD-80

Meal Service: Available For Purchase

Status: Confirmed Confirmation Number: CXMMQT

Reserved Seat: COLLINS/ELMO ELBERT 20F

Frequent Flyer Number: (b)(6) COLLINS/ELMO ELBERT

ONEWORLD

Monday March 21, 2011

HERTZ SubCompact

Pick Up: March 21, 2011 4:00 Pm Location: BALTIMORE, MD

BALTIMORE, MD

410-694-7900

Return: March 24, 2011 9:00 Am

Daily Rate: 26.00 USD Extra Hours: 13.00

Unlimited Free Miles

Approximate Total: 135.19 3Days CHours 57.19Mandatory Charge

Confirmation Number: F0361067666

Thursday March 24, 2011

American Airlines Flight Number: 465

It
Class of Service: Coach Class G

Depart: BALTIMORE, MD

Arrive: DALLAS/F.WORTH,TX

Total Flight Time:

Equipment: McDonnell Douglas MD-80

Meal Service: Available For Purchase

Status: Confirmed

Reserved Seat: COLLINS/ELMO ELBERT 20F

Frequent Flyer Number:

ONEWORLD

9:10 Am March 24, 2011

11:40 Am March 24, 2011

3 Hours 30 Minutes Non-Stop

Confirmation Number: CXMKMT

(b)(6) COLLINS/ELMO ELBERT

Page 1 of 2
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Tuesday September 20, 2011

Other Service
Sep 20, 2011 - Sep 20, 2011
Departure City: BALTIMORE, MD
THANK YOU FOR USING CWT SATOTRAVEL

Name Invoice I Ticket / Date Rau IxI Tax2 "ax I=

COLLINS ELMO 137501/0017960743997/16MAR1 355.34 26.66US 7.40ZP 14.OOXT 403.40
ELBERT 1

Trp Fee 6.49

FOP Vlxxxxocx*(xxxl28l
Total Amount: 409.89

RESERVED SEATS SUBJECT TO CANCEL 30 MIN PRIOR TO FLIGHT

THANK YOU FOR BOOKING WITH CWT SATOTRAVEL

PLEASE NOTE OUR PHONE NUMBERS FOR YOUR ACCOUNT

CWTSATOTRAVEL PHONE RESERVATION 866-250-2160

CWTSATOTRAVEL AFTER HOURS EMERGENCY 866-250-2160

CWTSATOTRAVEL FAX TO SEND TRAVEL ORDERS IS 866-845-9031

OR EMAIL YOUR ORDERS TO NRC AT CWTSATOTRAVEL. COM

FOR INFORMATION ON TSA SECURE FLIGHT PROGRAM VIST

WWW. TSA. GOV

Page 2 of 2
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Owen, Lucy

From: McCree, Victor
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:14 PM
To: Pederson, Cynthia; Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce,

Thomas (01S); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen,
Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns,
Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader Miller,
Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark

Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(W5)

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:47 PM
To: Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan;
Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson,
Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark
Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

(sent from Blackberry device)

From: Tallarico, Alison
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael;
Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer;
Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:28:20 2011
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

* *Fr yuur eyts ui-yý'"

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet this week:

53
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(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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From: Baiwa. Chris
To: Haney, Catherine

Cc: Garcia-Santos. Norma Rahimi. Merai White. Bernard: Ordaz. Vonna
Subject: RE: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:12:34 PM

I spoke to Allen and will be providing some information regarding the licensing of dry casks
as well as some background for the briefer (most likely Marty Virgillio). The briefing will
most likely be Monday.

Chris

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:11 PM
To: Bajwa, Chris
Subject: FW: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Can you work with SFST staff to get this information to Allen?

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:29 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Ruland, William; Ordaz, Vonna; Howe, Allen
Subject: RE: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

Thanks, Cathy. With the issues on Spent fuel pools, we should address the issue with the
Commission - as well as the potential for dry cask storage. I know we did a bunch of work on
airplanes hitting casks for the Goshute Indian facility - and the potential impact. Can we get that

info?

Eric J. Leeds, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:06 PM
To: Ruland, William; Williams, Donna; Uhle, Jennifer; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Miller, Charles;
Brenner, Eliot; Dorman, Dan; Wiggins, Jim; Evans, Michele; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Grobe, Jack; Howe, Allen; Bajwa, Chris
Subject: RE: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting

NMSS POC is Chris Bajwa, SFST

From: Ruland, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:19 PM
To: Williams, Donna; Uhle, Jennifer; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Miller, Charles; Brenner, Eliot; Haney,
Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Wiggins, Jim; Evans, Michele; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Grobe, lack; Howe, Allen
Subject: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting
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Folks,

Attached find a early draft of a scheduling note for a Commission meeting that may be
held as early as this coming Monday, March 2 1st. NRR has been assigned as the lead to
pull the meeting together. As you could imagine, this will take some effort. To help with
coordination, please provide me a contact so that we can draw on your expertise and help
to make this happen. Alan Howe, currently deputy director of DORL, has the lead to pull
this together.

I know you have many questions. I'd ask for your patience as we try to get this done. I'll
keep you updated through the contact that you provide to us.

Thank you very much.

Bill Ruland
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Owen, Lucy

From: Evans, Michele
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:19 PM
To: Tallarico, Alison; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns,

Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc;
Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn;
Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore,
Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian;
Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim

Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)__

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael;
Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer;
Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

* *For-oureyes-only,**

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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From: Brown, Frederick
To: Eliott. Robert; Franovich. Ran' o Timoth; McHale. John; Shoop, Undine Thoro. ohn
Cc: Cheok. Michael- Westrech. Barry; Cartriaht. William Ashley. Man/Ann; Fields. Leslie
Subject: Action: Admin Assistant feedback
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:19:36 PM
Attachments: AASummResoonsesFinal (3).docx

Please see the attached, particularly item 4.

With fewer AAs, it is even more critical that our technical staff understand the importance
of providing timely and high quality products (whether draft papers, T&A, or whatever) to
the administrative staff.

Please continue your efforts to hold your staffs accountable to this expectation.

Thanks,
Fred
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Actions Responsive to Feedback from NRR Administrative Assistants

In November, a focus group was conducted with nine NRR administrative assistants (AAs) to
get further insight into issues affecting them and identify possible actions. A summary of the
discussion and responsive actions follows. Some of the actions note commitments on NRR's

part; others reflect areas where AAs are encouraged to take the initiative for improvement.

1. How would you characterize the work environment?

Focus Group views: Experiences vary based on which division AAs work in; however, the
overall work environment is good.

Actions:
Hold yourself and NRR management accountable for maintaining this positive work
environment.

o At the AA quarterly meeting on March 24, Office Director Eric Leeds will ask for
your feedback and whether these actions are working

o Demonstrate in your office a collaborative approach to work and take advantage
of training to perform even better

2. How are you treated? How would you describe current working relationships?

Focus Group views: AAs say they have limited job and career opportunities. Sometimes they

feel it's not worth it to interview because someone else will get the job anyway. Training and
development are encouraged by the Office Director, but there is uncertainty about support from
Division Directors. Teamwork among NRR AAs varies: some strong AAs, in some divisions,

have an established means of teamwork, with backup procedures for phone transfers and

emails.

Actions:

* The AA Retreat planned for May 18, 2011 will focus on teamwork.

* PMDA's Infrastructure Service Branch (ISB) will follow up with division AAs, who should
work with fellow AAs to develop a division procedure for phone coverage and emails.

* To learn more about career path opportunities, access the following links:

o Administrative Assistant Qualification Program (AAQP):
http://papaya.nrc.qovfTraininq/Staff Development/sec/index.cfm; Contact:

Tamara Thompson, 301-492-2204.
o ADM-505: http:/InrrlO.nrc.qov/pmda/phcb/rht/initiatives/adminstafftrainplan.html.

Use the Office Instruction to identify training to help you perform more effectively in
your current job. Additionally, the 01 lists all the administrative jobs (i.e., Program
Analyst, Licensing Assistant, Management Analyst, IT) in NRR, which can help you
plan for career development. Contact: Alice Katoski, 301-415-7409

* To strengthen teamwork, review the AAQP's two courses on team-building: a) Being an

Effective Team Member, and b) The Path to Peace and Harmony (Team Building).
Consider having AAs in your division taking a course together.
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* After reviewing the above, develop an Individual Development Plan (IDP) setting out
what your goals are for your current job and future career. Read the IDP Brochure at:
http:flpavaya.nrc.qov/IDP.pdf

" Discuss with your supervisor, particularly at mid-years or appraisal time, your job/career
goals. While external funding in the current budget environment is quite limited, there
are many internal courses to consider.

" Always interview! Even if you don't get that job, the process gets your name out there,
improves your interviewing skills, and demonstrates initiative for future consideration.

3. How are Administrative Assistants viewed by others in NRR?
Focus Group views: The Front Office knows the value of AAs; however, this view might not
trickle down to lower management levels. Perception is that few awards are provided to AAs,
and that too many questions are asked of them, as if they don't know what they're doing.

Actions:
" NRR Leadership will provide a reminder at the March 30 All Supervisors Meeting to

acknowledge how AAs contribute to mission accomplishments. Kudos to Kevin Harper
for being November's NRR employee of the month!

" If you feel you're being asked a lot of questions, consider if more training would help you
more confidently explain duty performance and ease your ability to advocate for
yourself. Two required courses in the AAQP are: a) The Art of Global Communication,
and b) Interpersonal Skills on the Fast Track.

4. What is your level of comfort raising issues and seeking resolution?
Focus Group views: Raising issues can be easy or difficult depending on the issue, one's past
experience raising issues, and to whom you raise them. Directors are available and follow the
open door policy, but some Branch Chiefs are less approachable. AAs believe that managers
should coach their employees because more tenured technical staff does not want AAs telling
them how to do administrative processes. AAs indicated that branch chiefs do not manage poor
performance, either of AAs or other staff. AAs try to work with their peers to resolve issues, but
managers choose not to get involved in technical staff-to-AA conflicts and issues linger.

Actions:
" NRR Leadership will provide a reminder message at the next All Supervisors meeting

about the importance of working with AAs on T&L and processing of documents.
* Acknowledging that supervisory skill sets can be strengthened, NRRis placing a

renewed emphasis on first line supervisor training.
o OHR's Leader's Academy has a group of courses for supervisors. In January,

Eric Leeds told Branch Chiefs that they are expected to develop their Leader's
Academy training plan in order to a) discuss with their supervisors at mid-years,
and b) demonstrate progress at appraisals.

2
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o All NRR managers received training in Feb/March on Difficult Conversations,

which should assist them in discussing issues and having effective performance
discussions.

Good news: peer to peer issue resolution is going well. AAs are actively resolving
issues amongst.themselves. Keep up the good work!

5. Describe how communications within NRR are handled.
Focus Group views: Poor attendance is an issue at AA meetings, which makes AAs wonder if
their peers take the meetings seriously. The topics at the meetings are relevant to AA work;
however, more focus is needed on interpersonal relationships. PMDA is also trying to help
improve communications. Front Office communications have improved due to leadership
changes. Changes are communicated via email and/or announcements. Most times, AAs don't
know that changes are made until after the fact (there is a delay).

Actions:
• For AA quarterly meetings, ISB will include a 10-15 minute activity for AAs to become

better acquainted.
* Leader's Academy training for Branch Chiefs includes Interpersonal Communications.

* Attend the quarterly AA meetings.

6. Do you have the tools needed to do your job?
Focus Group views: Both the Administrative section on the NRR website and the AA newsletter
help refresh staff on procedures. Work procedures should be turnkey; there are procedural
inconsistencies across NRR Divisions. The format of concurrence and the processes should be
the same across the office. Desk audits are needed to better describe work and create
consistent procedures.

Actions:

* ISB will include "Helpful Tools" as a topic for a future AA quarterly meeting to brainstorm

on other improvements.
* If you haven't already, check out NRR's Administrative webpage at:

http://nrrlO.nrc.qov/nrr-office/pmda/sec-handbooklindex.cfm. You'll find the NRR
Monthly Administrative Newsletter (NMAN) there as well.

* Take the recently revised PDC classroom courses: a) Correspondence Management,
and b) Correspondence Management: SECY Papers.

Contact: Sandra Walker (x1401) and Laura Gerke (x4099)
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Owen, Lucy

From: Doane, Margaret
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:26 PM
To: McCree, Victor; Pederson, Cynthia; Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt,

Bill; Boyce, Thomas (01S); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck;
Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher,
Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy;
Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; Miller, Charles;
Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark

Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

From: McCree, Victor
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:14 PM
To: Pederson, Cynthia; Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (0IS); Buchholz,
Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorrnan, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art;
Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

W(b)(W5)

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:47 PM
To: Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan;
Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson,
Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark
Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

(sent from Blackberry device)

From: Tallarico, Alison
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (0IS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael;
Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer;
Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:28:20 2011
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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From: Brown, Frederick
To: Solorio. Dave
Cc: Cheak. Michae
Subject: RE: Safety Culture Steering Committee
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:30:38 PM

No problem, I'm checking with the Regions now.

From: Solorio, Dave
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:03 PM
To: Brown, Frederick
Cc: Cheok, Michael
Subject: FW: Safety Culture Steering Committee

Fred

I wanted to add to this message... since NRR coordinated comments from the Regions on the SCPS
we just thought we should not reach out to a region until we consulted NRR. What Diane didn't
mention is that we are beginning to get contacted by regional staff asking questions about the

SCPS SRM for example, so we are also thinking it might make sense to get someone from the
regions involved going forward.

(b)(5)

Dave

From: Sieracki, Diane
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:46 PM
To: Brown, Frederick
Cc: Solorio, Dave; Zimmerman, Roy; Thompson, Catherine
Subject: Safety Culture Steering Committee

Fred:

As you are aware, we have a Safety Culture Steering Committee meeting scheduled for
March 30, 2011. In the past, Chuck Casto attended these meetings as the representative
for the regions. With Chuck's focus on the events in Japan, I would ask that you consider
who might be a good replacement for Chuck for the Steering Committee. This individual
would attend the meetings (via bridge line in most cases) as we move forward through the
next steps phase for the safety culture policy statement on an ongoing basis.

When you have someone in mind and have spoken with that individual, please let me
know and I will ensure that he/she is added to the email list and is invited to the meeting
on March 30. Kitty Thompson normally handles the Steering Committee meeting notices
and Agenda. She will be providing an agenda for this meeting sometime next week.

Please let me know if you have any questions. I appreciate your help.
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I

Diane J. Sieracki
Sr. Safety Culture Program Manager
Office of Enforcement
301 415-3297
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From; (b)(6)

To: LubinkL lphn (
Subject: (b)(6)
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:31:25 PM

(b)(6)
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From: Dees.Erin
To: L ldTi h; Mitchell, Matthew Simms. Sohonia; Rosenber. Stacey; Champion, Bryan- McHale. John;

Pascarellt. Robert; Kulesa. Gloria; Dennici. Robert; Helton, Shana: Thorp. lohn: Elit.oe; Carlson. Robert;

Mendiola. Anthony; Khanna, Meena Ulses. Anthony; Wrona. David Camobell, Stephen Gorham. Taiuan-
Boner, Bruce; Hollan. Brian; Brown. Frederick Giv*ines. Mary Cheok. Michael Hiland. Patrick; Weerakkodv.
sunil

cc:

Subject: Reminder - Difficult Conversations Session 3

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:35:56 PM
Importance: High

Good afternoon,

This is a reminder that you are scheduled to attend the Difficult Conversations Session #3
from Tuesday, March 22, 2011 through Wednesday, March 23, 2011. Class starts at
8:30am, please arrive on time to the PDC.

When asked by Quynh, here's a paraphrase of Eric Leeds' response:

Understanding the Japan situation, managers should make every effort to attend the
training.

The NRC has already spent significant resources (during the Continuing Resolution);

Class 3:
Tuesday 22 - Wednesday 23

830 -1600 (PDC)

Thank you,

Erin D. Deeds, Information Management Assistant

NRR/DPR/PRIB

301-415-2887

erin.deeds@nrc.gov
0-12H118
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From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Ment. John W
Fragovannis. Nancy; Virgilio. Martin
Cockerharn. Robert S; Richard.Goorevich(a5nnsa.doe.oov; Melissa.Krucnannsadoe.cov; Zubarev Jill; S
Rich J; Burkart. Alex R
Reply to comments on the guidance for the Joint CSSJAdSec Meeting on Options
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:36:34 PM

(b)(5)

I realize the current emergency in Japan is taking most of our time, so I suggest we get back
to these discussions after it is over.

Jake

Joke Men tz
Stote/ISN/NESS
202-647-3342

SBU
This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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From: Heida. Bruc
To: Harrison. Donnie; Dlnsmore. Steohen
Cc: ChLok.Micha; Tate. Travis
Subject: FW: ACTION: FOLA 2011-1113
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:37:26 PM

Attachments: FOEA 2011-0113.odf
How to respond to a FOIA reauest.odf

Importance: High

Donnie, Steve,

Please see the attached FOIA. Patti Craver requests feed back by this Friday.

Please let me know if you need any additional information.

Thanks,

Bruce Heida
US NRC
NRR/DRA
(301) 415-3221

From: Craver, Patti
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:11 PM
To: Heida, Bruce
Cc: Craver, Patti; Lee, Samson
Subject: ACTION: FOIA 2011-1113
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Bruce,

DLR suggested I add DRA to the assignment of the attached FOIA request from Tracy
Carlucccio, Delaware Riverkeeper Network, seeking records regarding the internal
deliberations of the NRC's development of the Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (SEIS) for the License Renewal of the Salem/Hope Creek Nuclear Facilities.

Please provide me your estimates for search, review and number of pages you think you
will have by Friday, March 18, 2011.

Please let me know if other NRC offices or NRR divisions should be assigned this request.

Charge time to TAC ZF0001

Thanks,
Patti Craver
FOIA Coordinator
Infrastructure Services Branch
Program Management, Policy Development

and Analysis Staff
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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(301) 415-1513
patti.craver(nrc.gov
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FOIA Resource

From: Tracy Carluccio [tracy@delawareriverkeeper.org]
Sent: Monday, March .14, 2011 10:18 AM
To: FOIA Resource
Subject: Freedom of Information Act Request
Attachments: FOIA 3.14.10.docx

March 14, 2011

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop T-5 F09

Washington, DC 20555-0001

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request

CPOPPAUM
0,We ow'd

- _ _ fdd

Dear FOIA Officer,

We are seeking access to records under the Freedom of Information Act 5 U.S.C. 552 and Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's (NRC) regulations.

Please provide copies of all communications, notes, minutes of meetings, records, emails, and other documents
regarding the internal deliberations of the NRC's development of the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
(SEIS) for the License Renewal of the Salem/Hope Creek Nuclear Facilities.

Please provide meeting minutes and all documents specific to the scope of work, schedule of work, and analysis of

safety and operating conditions at the Salem/Hope Creek Facilities related to the SEIS during the development of the
SEIS by the NRC.

We request that a processing fee be waived because the disclosure of the information requested is in the public interest
to protect the communities and environment and will lead to better understanding by the public of the agency's
operations and activities related to a SEIS for License Renewal. Delaware Riverkeeper Network (DRN) is a nonprofit
organization classified as a 501(c) 3 and works to protect the Delaware River, its Watershed and all related
environmental aspects. The information will be used to inform and educate the public and DRN's members and will be

summarized and made public through DRN's website and other available means. The public who is directly affected by
the decisions regarding the SEIS and those downstream/downwind and within impact of the Salem/Hope Creek facilities,
located at Artificial Island in the Delaware River, number in the millions; some live in the States that make up the
Delaware River Basin, particularly New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Delaware. The affected public does not have a full
understanding of the internal processes that are used to develop and then execute an SEIS by the NRC. DRN has no
commercial or private interest in this information.

DRN will pay copying costs and requests that we be notified of the volume of documents prior to copying.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hs//

Tracy Carluccio
Deputy Director

Delaware Riverkeeper Network
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Tracy Carluccio
Deputy Director
Delaware Riverkeeper Network
300 Pond Street, 2nd Floor
Bristol, PA 19007
Phone: 215 369 1188 ext 104
Cell: (b)(6)
Fax: 215 369 1181
www. delawareriverkeeper.org

Remember the River
v,.\w-\ .delIax'.areriverkeepcr.orgirernerber

To remind us ull to Remember the River in everv decision we miake;
And to holdl our elected otficicls accountable to do the sume.

2
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A
DELAWARE

RIVERKEEPER

March 14,2011

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop T-5 F09
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request

Dear FOIA Officer,

We are seeking access to records under the Freedom of Information Act 5 U.S.C. 552 and
Nuclear Regulatory Commission's (NRC) regulations.

Please provide copies of all communications, notes, minutes of meetings, records, emails, and
other documents regarding the internal deliberations of the NRC's development of the
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for the License Renewal of the
Salem/Hope Creek Nuclear Facilities.

Please provide meeting minutes and all documents specific to the scope of work, schedule of
work, and analysis of safety and operating conditions at the Salem/Hope Creek Facilities
related to the SEIS during the development of the SEIS by the NRC.

We request that a processing fee be waived because the disclosure of the information
requested is in the public interest to protect the communities and environment and will lead to
better understanding by the public of the agency's operations and activities related to a SEIS
for License Renewal. Delaware Riverkeeper Network (DRN) is a nonprofit organization
classified as a 501(c) 3 and works to protect the Delaware River, its Watershed and all related
environmental aspects. The information will be used to inform and educate the public and
DRN's members and will be summarized and made public through DRN's website and other
available means. The public who is directly affected by the decisions regarding the SEIS and
those downstream/downwind and within impact of the Salem/Hope Creek facilities, located at
Artificial Island in the Delaware River, number in the millions; some live in the States that make
up the Delaware River Basin, particularly New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Delaware. The
affected public does not have a full understanding of the internal processes that are used to
develop and then execute an SEIS by the NRC. DRN has no commercial or private interest in
this information.

Delaware Riverkeeper Necwork
300 Pond Street. Second Floor
Bristol PA 19007

tel:(215) 369-1188
fac (215) 369-1181
d-kt@delawareriverkeeper.org
www.delawareniverkeeper.org
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DRN will pay copying costs and requests that we be notified of the volume of documents prior
to copying.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ifs//

Tracy Carluccio
Deputy Director
Delaware Riverkeeper Network
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From: Jones, Kimberly
To: Haney, Catherine: Buchholz, Jeri; Dosch, William; Davidson. Lawrence; Lew. David; Stewart, Sharon; Sheron

Brian Moore. Scott; Wipoins, Jim; Solori0, Dave; Zimmerman, Roy; Munday. Joel Boyce, Thomas (OS);
Grobe Jack; Cohen, Miriam

Subject: Draft Notes from 2/9/2011 Worklife Steering Committee Teleconference
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:39:35 PM
Attachments: FEVS2010 INFORMATION PAPER docx

WorkliFe Steering Committee Teleconference 20911,doc

Attached are the draft meeting notes from February's Steering Committee meeting. Please
review and provide any comments to me by March 23, 2011.

Thanks
Kim Jones, NMSS
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INFORMATION PAPER: Staff/Manager Alignment Score-New Information from the Federal Employee

Viewpoint Survey

(b)(5)
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Worklife Steering Committee Teleconference
February 9, 2011

Participants: Cathy Haney, Miriam Cohen, Jerri Buchholz, David Lew, Larry Davidson, Sharon.
Stewart, Scott Moore, Brian Sheron, Jim Wiggins, Jack Grobe, Bill Dosch, David Solorio, Joel
Munday, Tom Boyce, Kim Jones

(b)(5)
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Satorius, Mark

From: government3-bounces+mark.satorius=nrc.gov@lists.aliconferences.com on behalf of Lisa
McClear, ALl Conferences [lisamcclear@aliconferences.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:39 PM
To: Satorius, Mark
Cc: ALl Conferences Government Notification List - Part 1
Subject: 8th Strategic Internal Communications in Gov't Conference: May 23-26, 2011 in D.C. -

Register Soon to Save

Register by next Thursday, March 24th to save $400 at the 8th updated forum packed with proven strategies to

help your government agency revitalize its internal communications...

STRATEGIC INTERNAL COMMUNICATIONS in GOVERNMENT:

How To Use SOCIAL MEDIA &
TRADITIONAL COMMUNICATIONS
To Engage Your Employees,
Drive Performance & Add Value

May 23-26, 2011 - Washington, DC

Complete Agenda Details:
http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/internal_commO5l 1/index.htm

Attend this conference to discover
actionable tools and breakthrough
strategies to help you leverage the
power of social media and traditional
communications to forge stronger
employee engagement, drive
bottom-line results, and prove your
worth. You'll learn practical advice from:

1) U.S. Department of the Interior

2) San Diego County Regional Airport Authority

3) U.S. Department of Defense

4) NASA, Langley Research Center

5) U.S. Government Printing Office

6) Smithsonian Institution

7) U.S. Food and Drug Administration

8) Montgomery County, Maryland

9) U.S. Air Force Medical Service

10) Federal Aviation Administration

7
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11) U.S. Department of Homeland Security

12) Beekeeper Group

and more...

To view the detailed agenda or to register:

CALL: 888-362-7400, xl -or- 773-695-9400, xl
ONLINE: http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/internal_comm051 1/index.htm

** Please mention EMAIL CODE "EB5-G" upon registration to ensure early bird rates.

DISCOUNTS for Strategic Internal Communications in Government:

1) TEAM Discount: Register 3 and send a 4th for free!

2) RETURNING ATTENDEE Discount: Save an additional $200 off your next
conference!

3) EARLY BIRD Discount: Save $400 by March 24th!

AGENDA SUMMARY
"Strategic Internal Communications in Government"
General Sessions
Tuesday, May 24 - Wednesday, May 25, 2011

AGENDA, DAY ONE, Tuesday, May 24, 2011

8:30 Chairperson's Welcome & Opening Remarks
-- BEEKEEPER GROUP and
U.S. "Shadow" Representative, District of Columbia

8:45 Understanding Your Internal
Audience -- Across A Widespread.
Organization - So That Your
Message Connects, Is Remembered
And Influences Behavior
-- FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

9:30 Implementing The Latest Tools
To Engage Your Employees, Build Your
Strategic Framework, And Communicate
Strategic Direction For Your Organization
-- NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION,
LANGLEY RESEARCH CENTER

10:15 Break-Out Blitz!
Network And Discuss Communication
Challenges With Your Fellow Conference Attendees

11:15 Strong Communication Starts
8 l
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At The Top: Strategies For Enhancing
Leadership Communications
-- U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

12:00 Communicate To Motivate:
How To Get Your Employees Aligned
With Your Organizational Goals
-- NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENT COMMUNICATORS

2:15 How To Become A More Effective I
And Efficient Communicator By

Improving Your Communication Style
-- U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

3:20 Overcoming Internal Barriers
And Setting Social Media Expectations
With Your Employees
-- U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

4:05 How To Use Social Networking
Tools To Foster Collaboration And
Enhance Your Internal Communications
-- U.S. AIR FORCE MEDICAL SERVICE
-- EVOLVENT TECHNOLOGIES

4:50 End Of Day One & Networking Reception

AGENDA, DAY TWO, Wednesday, May 25, 2011

8:30 Chairperson's Opening Of
Day Two & Presentation:
How To Use Collaboration Tools
To Advance Your Internal Communications
-- BEEKEEPER GROUP and
U.S. "Shadow" Representative, District of Columbia

9:30 Inform, Recognize And
Involve Employees: Using
Electronic Billboards To
Improve Employee Communication
And Engagement Across A
Large, Diverse Organization
-- U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE

10:45 How To Develop And
Implement Value-Adding Internal
Communication Strategies That
Reinforce Organizational Priorities
Without Adding Any New Costs To The Budget
-- MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

11:30 How To Super-Size Traditional
Communications With Strategic
Integration Of Six Low-Cost,
High-Impact Social Media Tools
-- SAN DIEGO COUNTY REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

9
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1:45 Group Exercise: Brainstorm Solutions
And New Ideas You Can Use

2:15 How To Effectively Communicate
The Launch Of A New Performance
Management System To Guarantee Success
-- SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION
-- STRATEGIC PARTNERS, INC.

3:15 How To Use Strategic
Internal Communications To
Ensure Success In Organizational
Change Management
-- U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

4:00 Key Takeaways And What To Do
When You Get Back To The Office

5:15 Close Of General Sessions

EXPAND YOUR LEARNING...
You may choose to attend one of more of these optional, hands-on WORKSHOPS:

PRE-CONFERENCE WORKSHOPS:
MONDAY, May 23, 2011
Choose A or B or BOTH

Morning PRE-Conference Workshop A, 8:30am - 11:30am

"Performance-Based Communications: Creating A Culture Of "Yes" Through
The Design And Implementation Of Internal Communication Strategies"'

In this interactive and forward-thinking workshop, we will discuss the
process of:

* Discovering the reality of your current organizational communications

culture

* Dreaming about your own culture that would support internal

communication strategies

* Rediscovering what could be by combining a reality with a "wouldn't it

be great..." vision

* Designing cultural shift strategies to address how to get colleagues

to want to do what you want

* Developing action steps within your internal communications calendar

to focus on opportunities to synchronize efforts

* Delivering an annual culture shift plan that incorporates the ideas

learned...the "ah-has"...to accomplish your dream

10
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WORKSHOP LEADERS: Linda Brown Rivelis, President, and Michelle Bond,
Project Manager, at Campaign Consultation, Inc., work with individuals
and organizations at local, state, national and international levels to
achieve media & marketing, community development, fund raising,
diversity utilization, as well as organizational and business
development success.

Afternoon PRE-Conference Workshop B, 1:00pm - 4:00pm

"How To Use Collaborative Social Media Tools To Reinvent Your Internal

Communications: Developing Policies, Setting Metrics And Engaging Employees"

At the conclusion of the workshop, you will be able to:

* Create a Conversation Map of web and social media activity most
relevant to your agency's mission and communication goals

* Develop a Performance Scorecard that defines success through

attainment of key metrics for internal stakeholders in areas of
Activity, Reach and Engagement

* Develop a social media policy that protects the agency by proactively

addressing current and future engagement concerns

* Create a social media orientation and support program that provides

instruction to employees before they engage in online conversations and
just-in-time help when they are engaging, including the grooming of
agency ambassadors

* Create an internal community site to keep employees engaged with the

use freely available open source tools already in use at other
government agencies

* Develop presences on government-friendly social media sites and
networks that have been used by your counterparts that provide privacy
and "terms of service" elements your legal department requires

WORKSHOP LEADER: Barry Reicherter is Senior Vice President - Digital
Strategy & Ideas at Widmeyer Communications. Widmeyer Communications'
clients include: the U.S. Consumer Products Safety Commission, the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, Pfizer, Nestle, and Pearson.

POST-CONFERENCE WORKSHOPS:
THURSDAY, May 26, 2011
Choose C or D or BOTH

Morning POST-Conference Workshop C, 8:30am - 11:30am

"Creating An Action Plan To Reinvent The Role Of Internal Communications
In Your Government Organization: What To Do When You Get Back To The Office"

At the end of this workshop, you will leave with:

* An action plan for prioritizing ideas and concepts learned during the

11
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conference

* A specific structure for ensuring personal accountability for
implementing specific communication strategies as a follow-up to the
conference

* Three great questions to ask to check on your progress

* Five ideas to help you measure the impact of specific communication

strategies

WORKSHOP LEADER: Ken Boxer is the Founder and President of Strategic
Partners, Inc. (SPI), a coaching, consulting, and training firm. Ken is
well known throughout the consulting industry as a forward thinker and a
leader in providing integrated solutions to address clients coaching,
consulting and training needs.

Afternoon POST-Conference Workshop D, 1:00pm - 4:00pm

"How To Engage Government Employees And Drive Performance During Change,
While Maximizing Enthusiasm, Productivity And Results"

Through discussion of best practices and case studies, you will learn
ways to create break-through communications about your own business
strategy that are focused and engaging by:

" Developing clear and concise messaging that resonates with employees

* Defining and supporting the leaders' role in communicating about the

business

* Using creative ways to energize employees and truly engage them in the
strategy

WORKSHOP LEADER: Lawrence Polsky is a Managing Partner at PeopleNRG, a
change consulting firm in Princeton, New Jersey. Since 1993, Lawrence
has assisted dozens of organizations as an author, consultant, coach,
and trainer in the areas of leadership, change management, team
building, and professional development.

"Strategic Internal Communications in Government"
REGISTRATION FEES include:
Conference attendance, continental breakfasts, refreshments, evening
networking reception, attendees, a detailed conference workbook, access
to the conference wiki, and all meeting materials.

1) TEAM Discount: Register 3 and send a 4th for free!
2) RETURNING ATTENDEE Discount: Save an additional $200 off your next
conference.
3) EARLY BIRD Discount: Save $400 by March 24th!

Conference Only (May 24-25th):
12
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$1,299 (by March 24)
$1,699 (after March 24)

Conference Plus ONE Workshop:
$1,699 (by March 24)
$2,099 (after March 24)

Conference Plus TWO Workshops:
$1,999 (by March 24)
$2,399 (after March 24)

Conference Plus THREE Workshops:
$2,199 (by March 24)
$2,599 (after March 24)

Conference Plus ALL FOUR Workshops:
$2,299 (by March 24) **BEST VALUE**
$2,699 (after March 24)

WORKSHOP TOPICS:

PRE A: Performance-Based Communications: Creating A Culture Of "Yes"
Through The Design And Implementation Of Internal Communication Strategies

PRE B: How To Use Collaborative Social Media Tools To Reinvent Your
Internal Communications: Developing Policies, Setting Metrics And
Engaging Employees

POST C: Creating An Action Plan To Reinvent The Role Of Internal
Communications In Your Government Organization: What To Do When You Get
Back To The Office

POST D: How To Engage Government Employees And Drive Performance During
Change, While Maximizing Enthusiasm, Productivity And Results

To view more "Strategic Internal Communications in Government"
conference details or to register:

CALL: 888-362-7400, xl -or- 773-695-9400, xl
ONLINE: http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/internalcommO5l 1/index.htm

* Please mention EMAIL CODE "EB5-G" upon registration to ensure early
bird rates.

THIS CONFERENCE PRESENTED BY:

The Advanced Learning Institute,
Your Government & Communications
Training Partner since 1997
8600 W. Bryn Mawr Avenue, Suite 920N
Chicago, IL 60631
T: (773) 695-9400
http://www.aliconferences.com/

13

DN 2098 of 2796



CONFERENCE SUPPORTERS:

-- OhMyGov!, http://ohmygov.com/
-- Social Media Club, http://www.socialmediaclub.org/
-- Mashable, http://mashable.com/
-- Federal Communicators Network (FCN), jbrooke@gpo.gov
-- National Association of Government Communicators (NAGC),
http://www.nagc.com
-- The Center for Excellence in Public Leadership (CEPL), George
Washington University, http://www.leadership-programs.org/
-- GovLoop, http://www.govloop.com/
-- brandchannel, http://www.brandchannel.com
-- Gov 2.0 Radio, http://gov20radio.coml

FORWARD TO A COLLEAGUE!
If you know of anyone tasked with transforming the role of internal
communications to one that adds value and drives change to achieve
results, please forward this email to a colleague who may benefit from
best practices and lessons learned in using social media and traditional
communications more effectively - and proving their value to the
organization!

STRATEGIC INTERNAL COMMUNICATIONS in GOVERNMENT:

How To Use SOCIAL MEDIA &
TRADITIONAL COMMUNICATIONS
To Engage Your Employees,
Drive Performance & Add Value

May 23-26, 2011 - Washington, DC

http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/internalcomm05 1 /index. htm

* 20 speakers sharing their strategies and experiences in strategic

internal communications

* Your choice of 4 hands-on, how-to, interactive workshops

* The chance to benchmark best practices with your colleagues from a

variety of organizations

P.S. Don't forget to reserve your space by MARCH 24th to save your
organization's training budget $400.

More Upcoming TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES:

1) DIGITAL Marketing & Communications for CANADIAN PHARMA, March 22-23,
2011, Toronto
http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/pharma0311/index.htm

2) SOCIAL MEDIA for Government, April 4-7, 2011, Vancouver
14
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http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/socialmediagovt04l 1/index.htm

3) SOCIAL MEDIA for PHARMA, May 2-4, 2011, Princeton
http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/socia Imediapharma05l 1/index. htm

4) Strategic INTERNAL COMMUNICATIONS - Canada, May 16-19, 2011, Toronto
http://www.aIiconferences.com/conf/internal_comm-ca_0511/index.htm

5) TALENT MANAGEMENT for Government, June 13-16, 2011, Washington, DC
http-://www.aliconferences.com/conf/talent-mgtgovt0611/index.htm

6) Meeting The New GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE & Results Act, June 20-23,
2011, Washington, DC
http://www.aliconferences.com/conf/GPRA-requirements061 1/index.htm

This email was sent to:
mark.satorius@nrc.gov

If you do not wish to receive further conference notices from the Advanced Learning Institute, please click
here:
http://lists.aliconferences.com/mailman/options/government3/mark.satorius%40nrc.gov?unsub=1 &unsubconfir
m=1 &password=paebziom

If the link is slow or unresponsive, PLEASE send an email to LisaMcClear@aliconferences.com with the
subject line No Thank You. We REALLY do respect your online privacy and take care of all requests promptly.

Advanced Learning Institute, 8600 W. Bryn Mawr Avenue, Suite 920-N, Chicago, IL 60631
http://www.alicbnferences.com

Your Government Training Partner Since 1997

15
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Owen, Lucy

From: Ash, Darren
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:51 PM
To: Pederson, Cynthia; Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (01S);

Buchholz, Jeri; Bums, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins,
Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher,
Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy;
Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor;
Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark

Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5) I

From: Pederson, Cynthia
To: Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan;
Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson,
Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:46:53 2011
Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

(sent from Blackberry device)

From: Tallarico, Alison
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael;
Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer;
Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:28:20 2011
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)

46
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(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Talladco (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326

47
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Frazier. Alan
Haney, Catherine Dorman, Dan

Kinneman. John; Tschiltz, Michael Bailey. Marissa; Doolittle. Elizabeth Sykes. Marvirn Cobev. Euqene

QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:43:38 PM

Svecial Inspection Charter (2).pdf

Cathy,

Attached is the Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A for RII to inspect and assess
the facts and circumstances surrounding the failure to maintain mass control within the
U02 Sinter Test Grinding Station HEPA filter enclosure. As you know, the issue was
reported to the NRC Operations Center on March 2, 2011, (Event # 46650) and the team
is onsite this week.

(b)(5)

Please let me know if there is anything that you or your staff would like to add to this
statement. (b)(5) I

(b)(5)
I.

Alan
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"9• UNITED STATES0 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION II

245 PEACHTREE CENTER AVENUE NE, SUITE 1200
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-1257

March 11, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO: Omar R. L6pez, Team Leader
Global Nuclear Fuel - America, L.L.C., Special Inspection

FROM: Victor M. McCree, Regional Administrator IRA/ by L. Wert for

SUBJECT: SPECIAL INSPECTION TEAM CHARTER FOR GLOBAL
NUCLEAR FUEL-AMERICA, L.L.C., DOCKET NO. 70-11113
(INSPECTION REPORT NO. 70-1113/2011-006)

This memorandum confirms the establishment of a Special Inspection Team (SIT) at Global
Nuclear Fuel - America, L.L.C. (GNF-A) to inspect and assess the facts and circumstances
surrounding the failure to maintain mass control within the U0 2 Sinter Test Grinding Station
HEPA filter enclosure. The issue was reported to the NRC Operations Center on March 2, 2011,
(Event # 46650). You are the inspection leader and should report your status directly to me.
Nicole Coovert and Christian M. Fisher are assigned as members of the team to assist in
completing the objectives of the Charter. The onsite inspection should begin on March 14,
2011.

Management Directive 8.3, "NRC Incident Investigation Program," was used to evaluate the
level of NRC response for this operational event. Based on the deterministic criteria the staff
concluded that this issue led to the loss of a significant safety function; involved possible
adverse generic implications; involved significant design defects involving safety-related
equipment; involved repetitive events involving safety-related equipment; and involved
questions pertaining to licensee operational performance. NRC determined that the appropriate
level or response was to conduct a Special Inspection.

The inspection will be performed in accordance with the guidance of Inspection Procedure (IP)
88003, IP 88020, and the applicable provisions of IP 93812; and will be consistent with
Management Directive 8.3 and Manual Chapter 2600. The report will be issued within 30 days
of the completion of the inspection.

A copy of the Charter is enclosed for your use. The objectives of the inspection are to gather
information and make appropriate findings and conclusions in the areas listed in the Charter.
These results will be used as a basis for any necessary follow-up. As indicated in the Charter,
the foremost objective is to determine the safety implications and adequacy of the licensee's
corrective actions for the issues which resulted in the event.

Enclosure: As stated

CONTACTS: Marvin D. Sykes, RII/DFFI Anthony T. Gody, RII/DFFI
404-997-4629 404-997-4701
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MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

Omar R. L6pez, Team Leader
Global Nuclear Fuel - America, L.L.C., Special Inspection

Victor M. McCree, Regional Administrator IRA/ by L. Wert for

SPECIAL INSPECTION TEAM CHARTER FOR GLOBAL NUCLEAR
FUEL-AMERICA, L.L.C., DOCKET NO. 70-11113 (INSPECTION
REPORT NO. 70-1113/2011-006)

SUBJECT:

This memorandum confirms the establishment of a Special Inspection Team (SIT) at Global Nuclear Fuel
- America, L.L.C. (GNF-A) to inspect and assess the facts and circumstances surrounding the failure to
maintain mass control within the U0 2 Sinter Test Grinding Station HEPA filter enclosure. The issue was
reported to the NRC Operations Center on March 2, 2011, (Event # 46650). You are the inspection
leader and should report your status directly to me. Nicole Coovert and Christian M. Fisher are assigned
as members of the team to assist in completing the objectives of the Charter. The onsite inspection
should begin on March 14, 2011.

Management Directive 8.3, "NRC Incident Investigation Program," was used to evaluate the level of NRC
response for this operational event. Based on the deterministic criteria the staff concluded that this issue
led to the loss of a significant safety function; involved possible adverse generic implications; involved
significant design defects involving safety-related equipment; involved repetitive events involving safety-
related equipment; and involved questions pertaining to licensee operational performance. NRC
determined that the appropriate level or response was to conduct a Special Inspection.

The inspection will be performed in accordance with the guidance of Inspection Procedure (IP) 88003, IP
88020, and the applicable provisions of IP 93812; and will be consistent with Management Directive 8.3
and Manual Chapter 2600. The report will be issued within 30 days of the completion of the inspection.

A copy of the Charter is enclosed for your use. The objectives of the inspection are to gather information
and make appropriate findings and conclusions in the areas listed in the Charter. These results will be
used as a basis for any necessary follow-up. As indicated in the Charter. the foremost objective is to
determine the safety implications and adequacy of the licensee's corrective actions for the issues which
resulted in the event.

Enclosure: As stated

CONTACTS: Marvin D. Sykes, RII/DFFI Anthony T. Gody, RII/DFFI
404-997-4629 404-997-4701

*see previous concurrence

o PUBLICLY AVAILABLE 4 NON-PUBLICLY AVAILABLE 0 SENSITIVE , NON-SENSITIVE

ADAMS: 'Yes ACCESSION NUMBER: ML110700625 0 SUNSI REVIEW COMPLETE

OFFICE RII:DFFI RII:DFFI NMSS RII:ORA
SIGNATURE IRA by MS/ IRA by AG/ IRA by PS for IRA by LWI

JK via email/
NAME MSykes* AGody* JXinnenman LWert

DATE 3/9/2011 3/9/2011 3/10/2011 3/11/2011 3/ /2011 3/ /2011 3/ /2011

E-MAIL COPY? YES NO YES NO YES NO YES YES NO YES NO YES NO

* I

*1I

UFFl-lICHL AR-TER ()t.DCHARTER (2).DOCX
UJOCUMErN1I NAME: uMI~rI~vIJI UUM N~L$r UL~rUM ~~~ U
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Special Inspection Team Charter
Global Nuclear Fuel - Americas

Failure to Maintain Mass Control in HEPA Filter Housing

Event

On February 1, 2011 at Global Nuclear Fuel-Americas (GNF-A), the licensee noticed a high
differential pressure (Ap) of approximately 4 inches of H20 across the filtration unit in the U0 2
Sinter Test Grinding Station. The licensee, using an approved procedure, replaced the pre-filter
on February 1. Approximately 4 kilograms of U02 powder was removed from the pre-filter. The
system was returned to service; however, the licensee did not see a reduction in the Ap
readings.

On February 5, the licensee again removed the system from service and replaced the HEPA
filter. During this activity, approximately 26.9 kilograms of U0 2 powder was removed from the
HEPA. The combination of material removed from the pre-filter and HEPA totaled
30.9 kilograms of U0 2 powder, slightly less than the safe mass limit of 31 kilograms for dry U0 2
powder. The licensee stated that a Ap of 4 inches H20 would normally be reached before
25 kilograms of U0 2 accumulated on the HEPA filter. This particular HEPA filter is believed to
have been in service for approximately two years. The licensee entered this occurrence into
their near miss tracking database and continued to operate the U0 2 Sinter Test Grinding
Station.

On March 1, while performing routine non-destructive analysis (NDA) of the ventilation duct
around the U0 2 Sinter Test Grinding Station HEPA enclosure, the licensee identified material in
the transition section of the HEPA filter enclosure. The licensee re-entered the system and
removed approximately 15.3 kilograms of U0 2 powder. This additional U0 2 powder was
determined to have been present in the HEPA enclosure since at least February 1. Therefore,
approximately 46 kilograms of U0 2 powder was present and uncontrolled in HEPA filter
enclosure.

Upon discovery of the additional material in the transition section of the enclosure, the licensee
shutdown the U02 Sinter Test Grinding Station and the other grinders in the facility to assess
the extent of condition. GNF identified similar grinders and reviewed historical Ap data for all of
the HEPA enclosures. No other examples of excessive material accumulation were identified.
The licensee determined that all other grinder HEPA enclosures had a different design, no
common issues were noted. The U0 2 Sinter Test Grinding Station remained shutdown but all
other grinders were returned to service while the licensee conducts a root cause investigation.

GNF relied on mass and moderation control to ensure double contingency and this condition
represented a loss of mass control. Although the licensee has reported that moderation control
was not impacted, double contingency was no longer satisfied. GNF reported this event on
March 2, 2011 (EN 46650) but did not specify the reporting criteria. A preliminary review of the
issue by the staff indicates that the issue may have been reported in accordance with 10 CFR
70 Appendix A (b)(1), "Any event or condition that results in the facility being in a state that was

Enclosure
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not analyzed, was improperly analyzed, or is different from that analyzed in the Integrated
Safety Analysis, and which results in failure to meet the performance requirements.of 10 CFR
70.61."

Obiectives

The objectives of the inspection are to: 1) review the facts surrounding the failure to maintain
mass control within the of U0 2 Sinter Test Grinding Station HEPA filter enclosure; 2) assess the
licensee's response to the higher than anticipated U0 2 mass in the HEPA enclosure; and
3) evaluate the licensee's immediate and long term corrective actions to prevent recurrence. To
accomplish these objectives, the following tasks will be completed:

1. Develop a timeline of the licensee's actions leading up to and following this process upset
condition.

2. Determine the actual and potential safety significance to the workers, public, and the
environment.

3. Evaluate the adequacy of the licensee's response to this process upset condition including
operator response and maintenance effectiveness.

4. Evaluate the adequacy of licensee's event reporting.

5. Evaluate the adequacy of the licensee's causal analysis and extent of condition review.

6. Evaluate the adequacy of the licensee's immediate and long term corrective actions; and
actions to prevent recurrence.

7. Evaluate the adequacy of the licensee's integrated safety analysis to ensure that

performance requirements are met for this and related accident scenarios.

Documentation

Document the inspection findings and conclusions in an inspection report within 30 days of the
completion of the inspection.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments.

Grenler. Bernard
Rulard. William

FW: Request for contractor services " (b)(5)

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:19:34 PM
SOV•'emolate.doc

Bill,

(b)(5)

Please let- me know what you think about his one.

Bernie

From: Grenier, Bernard
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:14 PM
To: Ward, Leonard
Cc: Mendiola, Anthony
Subject: RE: Request for contractor services

Hi Len!

(b)(5)

Bernie

From: Ward, Leonard
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Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:21 AM
To: Grenier, Bernard
Cc: Mendiola, Anthony
Subject: Request for contractor services

Hi Bernie:

(b)(5)

Dr. Leonard W. Ward, PhD

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

NRR/DSS/SNPB

MS O10-B3

Washington DC 20555-001

Work (301) 415-2866

Fax (301) 415-3577
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GUIDELINES FOR PREPARING STATEMENTS OF WORK

FOR TASK ORDERS

Follow the format of the statement of work (SOW) in terms of the sequence of sections and
paragraphs provided below.

(Items that appear in bold are actual parts of a statement of work; other information constitutes
instruction. BUT do not use BOLD in the statement of work.)

Statement of Work For
Task Order No. XX Under JCN J-XXXX

(Include the contract number for commercial contracts)

Title: )Be succinct but descriptive

Technical Monitor(s): } Name(s) and telephone number(s), if applicable

Note: If there are more than one Technical Monitor to be assigned,
indicate who is responsible for what part of the contract and
who is the lead.

TAC or Inspection Report Number: } Must be on each SOW; ties in with license fee reporting.

BACKGROUND

Summarize the matters or issues for which the work is being contracted. Provide sufficient
information to allow a disinterested third party to gain a basic knowledge of the matters or issues
to be addressed and the reasons the matter or issue needs to be addressed. Identify or reference
reports to be reviewed (such as licensee submittals and topical reports). If applicable, describe
how the product(s) will be used in the regulatory process. The background paragraph should flow
naturally and logically into the objective.

OBJECTIVE

Clearly and concisely describe the end results to be obtained from the contractor that will be used
by the staff to address the matters or issues described in the background statement. The
objective is what product(s) the contractor will ultimately deliver, not what the staff will do with the
product. Complete the following sentence:

The objective of this task order is to obtain the technical expertise of (insert contractor
name) to assist the staff in determining .....

For example, "...in performing an inspection of XXXXX facility and documenting the results," or
"...in reviewing the licensee's submittal with respect to ... recommending whether or not the
licensee's position is acceptable."
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TECHNICAL AND OTHER SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS REQUIRED

State the number, level and types of specialized engineers, scientists, etc. required keeping in
mind that the contractor is responsible for selecting and proposing its employees, not NRC. If
applicable, state the need for availability of the contractor's personnel such as full-time, part-time,
or intermittent. State the level required, i.e., Expert, Senior, Staff or Junior. Be as descriptive as
possible concerning any specialized experience required to complete the work. As necessary,
specify whether site access or unescorted site access will be required.

The number, level and types of personnel required ties in with the LEVEL OF EFFORT section.

WORK REQUIREMENTS AND SCHEDULE

Describe the tasks and subtasks to be performed in a clear and succinct manner and at a level
that lends itself to a development of a reasonable schedule. As a general rule, a reasonable
schedule is one in which there is at least one milestone per month.

NOTE: Much of the work that NRC does involves "review and evaluation"
of licensee, applicant or vendor reports and other similar
documents. With this type of work, the work requirements
must contain the basis for the review/evaluation, i.e., the
review/evaluation criteria such as the reference to the NRC
rules and regulations, and/or the standard review plan,
Regulatory Guide and the like. Start the Task by the following
description:

1. Using the criteria and guidelines found in (state reference to rules, regulations, SRP,
Regulatory Guide, etc.) review and evaluate (reference the document(s) or
part(s)/section(s) of the document or reference it as part of the NRC Furnished
Materials section) to determine acceptability (and/or to determine what additional
information or clarification may be needed. Specifically, (provide to the extend
applicable to the work, what method of review, approach, analysis that must be done to
make the safety or acceptability determination. There may be Subtasks involved in
completing this work and each Subtask must have a milestone that meets the milestone
guidance: one milestone per month.

A milestone does not have to be a deliverable, although such milestones are the easiest to
monitor. Milestones can be established based on

" time (e.g., after XX weeks),
* quantity (e.g., after completing three site audits), or
* percent completion (e.g., after completion of each 25% of the task)

For work that involves travel, use trip reports as milestones.
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WORK REQUIREMENTS AND SCHEDULE (CONTINUED)

Unless a specific scheduled date is essential to the completion of a specific task or subtask,
establish scheduled time frames rather than specific due dates, as follows:

" two weeks authorization of work on this task order
" three weeks after completion of Task 1
" one week after the trip or meeting
* two weeks after receipt of NRC comments on the draft report.

As a general rule, write the tasks and subtasks in a columnar format with the tasks and subtasks
in the first column and the corresponding schedule in the second column, as shown below:

Tasks Completion Schedule

1.
2. , etc,

Subtasks: a., b., c., etc.

Sub-Subtasks: (1), (2), (3), etc.

Describe the work requirements in a manner that will provide a third party (e.g. Division of
Contracts contract administrator) with a basic knowledge of what will be done and how it will be
accomplished within the level of effort and schedule established.

Although separate SOW sections address deliverables and travel, including the requirement for
the reporting requirements and for the travel requirement in the "Work Requirements and
Schedule" section. The following are examples:

Tasks Completion Schedule

3. Prepare a technical letter report.

a. Draft report. Four weeks after receipt of
licensee's responses to
request for additional informa-
tion.

b. Prepare for and travel to NRC Headquarters
discuss the draft report.

c. Incorporate NRC comments and prepare the
final report.

Within one week after
completion of Task 3.a.

Three weeks after the
meeting (Task 3.b).

If the work requirements cannot be described to the level stated above, or if a schedule cannot be
established, the work is not ready for contracting. In this case, do not prepare the task order until
these elements can be established.
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LEVEL OF EFFORT

The following section should be completed:

The estimated level of effort in professional staff (preferable to use days), apportioned among
the tasks (between, if only two) is as follows:

Tasks Labor Category

1. Sr. M.E./PI
Sr. M.E.
Expert M.E.

Subtotal

2. Sr. M.E./PI
Sr. M.E.
Expert M.E.

Subtotal

Project Management

Total

Level of Effort

41

4
4

12

32

3
3
9

1

22 days

PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE

Considering the milestone schedule, indicated the time frame by when the work is projected to be
done:

The projected period of performance is XX (weeks/months) from authorization of work.

The use of specific dates is discouraged. Use of specific dates is difficult because of the time lag
involved in the processing of the task order. However, once the contractors submit their proposal,
then the specific period of performance can be established. The contractor can also specify the
period of performance as part of the proposal.

1 Two days are for the meeting and two days are for technical review and report writing.

2 One day is for the meeting and two days are for technical review and report writing.
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DELIVERABLES

State all required products to be produced and delivered by the contractor.

Monthly Business Letter Report

The basic contract includes a requirement for monthly business letter reports; it is redundant to
repeat the requirement in the task order. If new requirements are needed, the basic contract
should be modified, unless it is specific to this task order.

Technical Reportinq Requirements

While the requirement for reports and other deliverables are specified in the "Work Requirements
and Schedule" section of the SOW, the "Technical Reporting Requirements" section summarizes
the content, format, etc. of all required reports and when they are due, consistent with the
schedule established in the "Work Requirements and Schedule" section. In addition, the following
information should be provided:

" Specify to whom the report is to be addressed, who should be on the distribution list, and how
many copies each addressee should receive. The following notation should be used:

NOTE: All reports to be submitted to the Technical Mon-
itor electronically with a copy provided to the
Project Manager. These reports will be prepared
in WordPerfect 10.0 or compatible format. The
transmittal letter and cover page shall contain the
job code number (JCN), the task order number
and title and NRC technical assignment control
(TAC) number(s).

Organizational identification (Branch/Division/Office), if desired, can also be specified in the
paragraph above.

" Identify the type of report to be prepared:

- Technical Evaluation Report (TER): This type of report is requested when a formal report is
required, but the distribution is limited. In NRR, a TER is usually associated with "licensing
actions" where the staffs safety evaluation report (SER) will incorporate the TER by
reference.

- NUREG/CR Report: The most formal contractor report, a NUREG/CR report is requested
when there is a significant and important compilation of information, when wide distribution
of the report as a stand alone document is required, and when the staff believes the
document will be referenced frequently.

NUREG/CR reports require the completion and execution of NRC Form 426A. The Form
426A is to be completed by the contractor and sent to the project manager for processing.
For further information, refer to Management Directive 3.8 (formerly NRC Manual Chapter
3202). State that NUREG/CR reports must be prepared in accordance with NUREG-0650,
"Publishing Documents in the NUREG Series."
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DELIVERABLES (CONTINUED)

Technical Reporting Requirements (Continued)

- Trip Report: In general, every trip for which results are not directly incorporated into either
of the above reports, except for inspections and operator licensing examinations (see
paragraph below), should be documented in a short, concise trip report.

- Technical Letter Report: All other reports, documents, and other information including
requests for additional information (RAI), computer software, and inspection or operator
licensing examination inputs to be delivered by the contractor that do not fall under the
other types of reports listed above are transmitted as or under the cover of a technical letter
report.

" Specify the format and content of each report, as well as related sections such as the
Abstract, Executive Summary, References, and any appendices. Reference the contract
number (for commercial contracts), job code number (JCN), task order number, and technical
assignment control (TAC) or inspection report number. See Attachments 1 and 2 for
examples.

" If the report will include proprietary or other sensitive information, indicate how this information
will be handled. Use the following paragraph:

NOTE: These documents contain proprietary information
and they must be safeguarded against unau-
thorized disclosure. After completion of work,
the documents should either be destroyed or
returned to NRC. If they are destroyed, please
confirm this in an E-mail to the Technical Monitor
with a copy to the Project Officer and include the
date and manner is which the documents were
destroyed.

NOTE: The Technical Monitor is responsible for ensuring appropriate distribution.
For example, a copy may have to be sent to the Document Control

Desk for incorporation into ADAMS, unless it contains information
exempted from public disclosure.

Presentation or publication in the open literature of papers or data based on reports already
approved by the NRC for publication as final reports do not require NRC approval. Conversely,
the NRC must approve any document containing predicisional or draft material before it may be
released. Management Directive 3.8 (formerly NRC Manual Chapter 3202) provides further
information. Requests for NRC approval of such reports are to be forwarded to the project
manager for coordination and NRC approval.
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MEETINGS AND TRAVEL

For any required travel, state the expected number of contractor trips, the destinations and
durations (number of days), and how many people are expected to travel. Any foreign travel
requirements must be similarly described.

Travel required to perform the work should be stated in the "Work Requirements and Schedule"
section of the SOW. The details, however, for budget purposes, are to be provided in this
section.

List each trip separately.

If no travel is anticipated or required to accomplish the stated work requirements, state "None"
under this paragraph.

NRC-FURNISHED MATERIALS

Specify any reports or other documents, equipment, and other items that the contractor will
require to perform the work stated in the "Work Requirements and Schedule" section. State to
whom the materials are to be addressed.

NOTE: The first step in process a contract, after the State-
ment of Work is developed, before the Request for
Proposal (RFP) is sent to the contractor, is send to
these materials to the contractor.

If no NRC-furnished materials are required, state "None."

OTHER APPLICABLE INFORMATION

License Fee Recovery

State whether the work contained in the SOW is license fee recoverable by completing the
following sentence:

The work specified in this SOW is (is not) license fee recoverable.

If there is more than one TAC number, indicate how fees should be allocated, e.g., proportionate
to the work, equally, or other equation.
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Assumptions and Understandings

Specify any other information, understanding(s), or assumptions of which the contractor should be
aware for successful performance of work. This is particularly important for the level of effort
assumptions. The following are examples:

" The documents provided under NRC Furnished Materials, above, provide more detailed
information pertaining to the acoustic circuit analysis which has been utilized by Exelon and
Vermont Yankee and provide results of the forcing functions for the steam dryer stress
analysis. It is understood that this information is provided merely to facilitate ANL to have a
better background information in preparation for the ACRS meetings regarding Vermont
Yankee EPU operation; these documents are not intended for review and analysis.

* It is understood that ANL possesses all of the required documents necessary to perform the
work.

* For level of effort assumptions:

The estimated level of effort for Task 3 is based on an assumption of six open items requiring
follow-up resolution from the initial review of the steam dryer phenomena in addition to the
scope which includes review of the RAI responses, preparation of a draft report, assessment of
any additional information provided following preparation of the draft report, review and
resolution of NRC comments on the draft report, telephone conferences between the NRC
Technical Monitor and contractor and preparation of the final report.

The level of effort for Task 1 is based on the volume of materials to be reviewed; this task is for
familiarity and not for evaluation.

The level of effort for Task 2 is based on the estimate for initial review of the AP1000 design
certification application.

The level of effort for Task 3 is based on the assumption that there will be 30 RAIs and it will take,
on the average, 3 hours to review and address each response.

The level of effort for Task 4 is based on the a two-person, five-day trip plus two days to prepare
for the trip and to write the report.

The level of effort for Task 5 is based on the confirmatory analysis performed on the AP1000
design certification review plus an additional 11 professional staff days because the added
complexity of site conditions.

The level of effort for Task 6 is based on the need to resolve 15 open items and it will take, on the
average, 4 hours to review and address each item.

The level of effort for Task 7 is based on a two-person, five-day trip plus five days for preparation,
writing of the trip report and updating the technical letter report completed under Task 6.

EEIHOOD Do DUFOOO]BHDIEII1U RIMu HOODH no MOIMU MIUH LD [U UEDIUDUHUIDffl 00HHIHHUHW]H HHH[U
E0IEI00 ODUHEIIE ODOmWH oH,] HUIHBI 0 0 m oo[O[Ho] 20 M000000 00[] H[. D H HI [OH 0OMOO0000DO [DODD0 DODRUD0, 00 MU 0D0UM00, ,o DIE [OmorDO, hODmD OOO MMD Doo Umo DooIDo]m
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Assumptions and Understandings (Continued)

For Tasks 1 through 11, it is assumed that each reactor unit will an average of 10 relief requests
per submittal/Safety Evaluation Report and, on the average, there will be two sumbittals within the
six-year period.

For Tasks 12 through 17, t is assumed that there will be 100 relief request entries per six-month
period, i.e., 10 submittals containing 10 relief requests each. Each request is considered a
record.

It is understood that National Lab staff will have remote access to ADAMS.

Organizational Conflict of Interest Disclosure

DOE/(or other agency) recognizes that Section 170A of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, requires that NRC be provided with disclosures on potential conflicts when NRC
obtains technical, consulting, research and other support services. DOE/(or other agency) further
recognizes that the assignment of NRC work to DOE Laboratories/(or other agency) must satisfy
NRC's conflicts standards. Accordingly, when NRC enters into an agreement with a DOE
Laboratory/(or other agency) to perform work for NRC, and during the life of the agreement, the
DOE Laboratory/(or other agency) shall review and promptly disclose its current work, planned
work and where appropriate, past work for DOE Laboratory/(or other agency) and others
(meaning, organizations, in the same/similar technical area as the NRC project scope of work,
e.g. (included but not limited to), NRC licensees, vendors, industry groups or research institutes
that represent or are substantially comprised of nuclear utilities) for work in the same or similar
technical area as the proposed NRC project. Disclosures for current or planned work for DOE
Laboratories/(or other agency) or others in the same or similar technical area as the proposed
NRC work, are to include (1) the name of organization; (2) dollar value; (3) period of performance
of the work identified; and (4) statements of work for the projects. NRC shall then determine
whether a conflict would result and, if one does, determine, after consultation with the DOE
Laboratory/(or other agency), the appropriate action NRC or the DOE Laboratory/(or other
agency) should take to avoid the conflict, or when appropriate under the NRC procedures, waive
the conflict.

If the DOE Laboratory/(or other agency) determines there is no applicable work in the same or
similar technical area, it should be stated in its proposal.

NOTE: For commercial contracts, do not include this section. The Division of Contracts has its
own standard CO/ clause that it uses.

DN 2118 of 2796



Attachment 1

Outline, Format and Content of the Task 1
Technical Letter Report and Subsequent Updates of that Report

Introduction

,Provide a description of the development history, a description of the ESBWR structures,
systems and components, and how the staff performs its review. Some wording in the
'Background'section can be used.,

Summary of Work Performed

For each Sub-section, provide a brief summary of the applicant's position in meeting the
requirements, a brief discussion of documents reviewed, a brief summary of the staff's
review approach to include any pertinent audit and confirmatory analysis performed,
results of evaluation and findings along with the bases. Any need for additional or
clarifying information will be noted in the paragraph and a separate list will be prepared;
the basis (bases) for the RAI needs to be clearly articulated under each items on the list.

Evaluation

3.7.1 Seismic Design Parameters
3.7.1.1 Design Ground Motions
3.7.1.2 Percentage of Critical Damping Values
3.7.1.3 Supporting Media for Category I Structures
3.7.1.4 Resolution of Outstanding Issues and RAls
3.7.1.5 Conclusions

3.7.2 Seismic System Analysis
3.7.2.1 Seismic Analysis Methods
3.7.2.2 Natural frequencies and Responses
3.7.2.3 Procedures Used for Analytical Modeling
3.7.2.4 Soil-Structure Interaction
3.7.2.5 Development of Floor Response Spectra
3.7.2.6 Three Components of Earthquake Motion
3.7.2.7 Combination of Modal Responses
3.7.2.8 Interaction of non-Category I Structures With Seismic Category I Structures
3.7.2.9 Effects of Parameter Variations on Floor Response Spectra
3.7.2.10 Use of Equivalent Vertical Static Factors
3.7.2.11 Method Used to Account for Torsional Effects
3.7.2.12 Comparison of Responses
3.7.2.13 Analysis Procedure for Damping
3.7.2.14 Determination of Seismic category I Structure Overturning Moments
3.7.2.15 Resolution of Outstanding Issues and RAls
3.7.2.16 Conclusions

DN 2119 of 2796



Outline, Format and Content of the Task 1
Technical Letter Report and Subsequent Updates of that Report

(Continued)

3.7.3 Seismic Subsystem Analysis
3.7.3.1 Seismic Analysis Methods
3.7.3.2 Determination of Number of Earthquake Cycles
3.7.3.3 Procedures Used for Analytical Modeling
3.7.3.4 Basis for Selection of Frequencies
3.7.3.5 Analysis Procedure for Damping
3.7.3.6 Three Components of Earthquake Motion
3.7.3.7 Combination of Modal Responses
3.7.3.8 Interaction of Other Systems with Seismic Category I Systems
3.7.3.9 Multiply-Supported Equipment and Components with Distinct Input
3.7.3.10 Use of Equivalent Vertical Static Factors
3.7.3.11 Torsional Effects of Eccentric Masses
3.7.3.12 Effect of Differential Building Movements
3.7.3.13 Seismic Category I Buried Piping, Conduits and Tunnels
3.7.3.14 Methods for Seismic Analysis of Seismic Category I Concrete Dams
3.7.3.15 Methods for Seismic Analysis of Above-Ground Tanks
3.7.3.16 Design of Small Branch and Small Bore Piping
3.7.3.17 Interaction of Other Piping with Seismic Category I Piping
3.7.3.18 Resolution of Outstanding Issues and RAIs
3.7.3.19 Conclusions
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Attachment 2

Outline and Format of the Confirmatory Analysis Report

1.0 Scope and Purpose of Confirmatory Analyses

,Discuss the adequacy of analysis approach (assumptions, analysis methods, soil
foundation data, modeling of soil foundations, etc.) Describe how many site conditions are
selected (including basis for the site selection) and how the analyses are performed.,

2.0 Description of GE's Seismic Models of Seismic Category I Structures

3.0 Modeling of Soil Foundation

4.0 Combined Model of Structural Model and Soil Foundation

5.0 Seismic Analyses and Summary of Analysis Results

6.0 Comparison of Confirmatory Analysis Results with the Results by GE

7.0 Summary and Conclusions
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From:
To: Pedcrson. Cynthia Tallarico. Alison Evans, Michefe; Borchardt. Bill; Boyce. Thomas (OIS): Buchholz. )erj;

Burns, Stehen; Carpenter, Cvnthia Casto. Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Eimo; Dapas. Marc: D,•aBill
Doane. Margaret; Dorman, Dan Dy.•rJim; Gallaoher, Johanna Greene, Kathryn; Haney. Catherine; Hoan

r; HwlA; Johns. Nancy Johnson. Michael; Kelley. Corenthis L E Mamish. Nader;
McCree. Victor; Miller. Charles; Moore, Scott Muessle. Mary; SatodusL Mark

Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:51:28 PM

From: Pederson, Cynthia
To: Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri;
Burns, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean,
Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney,
Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric;
Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Satorius, Mark

Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:46:53 2011
Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

(sent from Blackberry device)

From: Tallarico, Alison
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:28:20 2011
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

TO ERB Members

(b)(5),(b)(6)

DN 2122 of 2796



(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks

Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher),

301-492-2326
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From: Moore Scott
To: Tallarico. Aison; Ean. Michel; Drren; Borchardt Bill; Boyce. Thomas (O15) Buchholz. Jeri; Bums.

Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casro. Cluck Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane.
Maroaret; Dno Da; DyerJim; Gallagher. Johanna; Greene Kathryn . Catherlne Hoahan, Gary;
Hwelol.,r; Johns. Nancy Johnson. Michael Kelley, Corenthis; Lesric; yDa; Mamish. Nader;
McCree Victor; Miller. Charles; M, luessle. Mary; Pederson. Cnhia; Saorius. Mari; Schaeffer, James; hron
Zcir; Tracy. Glenn; Uhle. Jennifer virailio. Martin; Weber. Michael; Wert. Leonard; Winpins. Jim

Subject: Response: ERB Items for Review

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:02:56 PM

(b)(5)

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

* -.Eo•.your -eyes.on ly"* *

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to
meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)

301-492-2326
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From: Tralo. James
To: Padilla, William

Subject: Re: GETS Card
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:29:10 PM

I have always had a GETS card - I gave it back. Thanks

From: Padilla, William
To: Trapp, James
Cc: Rich, Thomas; Paradiso, Karen; Bell, Marvin; Mobley, Helen; Lopez, George; Bearde, Diane
Sent: Wed Mar 16 11:30:06 2011
Subject: GETS Card

Mr. Trapp,

Attached is an e-copy of your GETS card with basic dialing instructions. More detailed documentation
can be found at htto://gets.ncs.gov/docs/GETS%20Wallet%20Guide%201 -09, pdf and
http://gets.ncs.gov/docs/GETS%20User.°/%20Guide%201-09.pdf. Your card number is: (b)(6)

If you need further assistance, let me know.

Regards,
Bill

?ftff4, PVadd/49&
Telecommunications Specialist
OIS/ICOD/COTB - Telecommunications Team
Mailstop: T-5D14
Tel: 301-415-7250
8B. (b)(6)
Fax: 301-415-5077
email: William.Padilla(fnrc.gov

t U.S.NRC
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From: Ash, Darren

To: Muessle. Mary; Taylor. Renee; Borchardt, B1il
Subject: Fw: REQUESTED ACTION: DHS/NSCD - CLASSIFIED BRIEF

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:46:43 PM

Importance: High

Hi,
I plan to attend this briefing with Paul Ricketts. Given the timing (tomorrow), I felt I should be there.
Darren

From: McAfee, Sean M <Sean.M.Mcafee@dhs.gov>
To: Spires, Richard <Richard.Spires@dhs.gov>; West, Robert <Robert,West@dhs.gov >;
sszykman@doc.gov <sszykman@doc.gov>; eneal@doc.gov <eneal@doc.gov>;j (b)(6)

(b)(6)
michael.!ocatis@hq.doe.gov <michael.locatis@hq.doe.gov>; Woods, Collis (OCIO)
<CollisWoods@hq.doe.gov>; Mazer, Bernard <Bernard_Mazer@ios.doi.gov>; Ruffin, Lawrence K
<LawrenceRuffin@ios.doi.gov>; Vance. Hitch@usdoj.gov <Vance.Hitch@usdoj.gov>;
kevin.deeley@usdoj.gov <kevin.deeley@usdoj.gov>; Kerr.Michael@dol.gov <Kerr.Michael@dol.gov>;
Manning, Tonya - OASAM <Manning.Tonya@dol.gov>; Swart, Susan H <SwartSH@state.gov>;
Streufert, John <streufertj@state.gov>; Harris, Danny <Danny.Harris@ed.gov>; Iversen, Michele
<Michele.Iversen@ed.gov>; Jackson. Malcolm@epa.gov <Jackson.Malcolm@epa.gov>;
mckinney.robert@epamail.epa.gov <mckinney.robert@epamail.epa.gov>; casey.coleman@gsa.gov
<casey.coleman@gsa.gov>; kurt.garbars@gsa.gov <kurt.garbars@gsa.gov>; Williams, Jerry E
<Jerry.E.Williams@hud.gov>; Carleton, Michael (HHS/ASA) <Michael.Carleton@hhs.gov>; Galik, Daniel
<daniel.galik@hhs.gov>; Cody, Marian P <Marian.P.Cody@hud.gov>; Burks, Valarie
<Valarie.Burks@ocio.usda.gov>; Cureton, Linda Y. (HQ-JAOOO) <linda.y.cureton@nasa.gov>; Ash,
Darren; Howard, Patrick; anorris@nsf.gov <anorris@nsf.gov>; dhofberr@nsf.gov <dhofherr@nsf.gov>;
cio@opm.gov <cio@opm.gov>; Andy. newton@opm.gov <Andy.newton@opm.gov>; Christy, Paul T.
<Paul.Christy@sba.gov>; janelle.devore@sba.gov <janelle.devore@sba.gov>; Baitman, Frank
<Frank.Baitman@ssa.gov>; Flick,. Brad <Brad.Flick@ssa.gov>; diane.litman@do.treas.gov
<dianelitman@do.treas.gov>; Edward. Roback@do.treas.gov <Edward.Roback@do.treas.gov>; cio-
usaid@usaid.gov <cio-usaid@usaid.gov>; Mahanand, Jay (M/CIO) <jmahanand@usaid.gov>;
chris.l.smith@usda.gov <chris.l.smith@usda.gov>; charles.mcclam@usda.gov
<charles.mcclam@usda.gov>; Nitin.Pradhan@dot.gov <Nitin.Pradhan@dot.gov>; Orndorff, Andrew
(OST) <Andrew.Orndorff@dot.gov>; Baker, Roger (EX) <Roger.Baker2@va.gov>; Doherty, Jaren (SES)
<Jaren,Doherty@va.gov>
Cc: Coose, Matt <Matt.Coose@dhs.gov>; Manson, Antione <Antione.Manson@dhs.gov>; McGurk, Sean
P <Sean.Mcgurk@dhs.gov>; Vickers, Randal <Randal.Vickers@dhs.gov>; Harris, Richard
<Richard.Harrisl@dhs.gov>; Saunders, Jack <Jack.Saunders@dhs.gov>; Albritten, Algen
<AlgenAlbritten@dhs.gov>; Perry, Pamela (CTR) <Pamela.Perry@associates.dhs.gov>; McAfee, Sean M
<Sean. M. Mcafee@dhs. gov>; Beggs, Patrick T <Patrick. Beggs@dhs.gov>
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:24:56 2011
Subject: REQUESTED ACTION: DHS/NSCD - CLASSIFIED BRIEF

Greetings,

Your attendance has been requested to attend a CLASSIFIED briefing at DHS/NCSD on Thursday,

March 1 7 th (tomorrow) from 3:00 - 5:00PM. The participation of the Department/Agency CIO and

CISO is requested for this briefing. We can accept no more than two representatives per

Department/Agency. At a minimum, each participant must be cleared at SECRET [NOFORN]. Once

the representative(s) are identified, please confirm attendance by responding to Sean McAfee via

email at sean.mcafee(@hg.dhs.gov. Mr. McAfee can also be reached at 703.235.5818.

It is imperative that each representative's security information is faxed by your SSO to the DHS
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Security Team (ATTN: Jack Saunders and Algen Albritten) at 703.235.5150 (fax) by COB (3/16).

Please review the below information.

Meeting Logistics:

STEP 1: Security Clearance Information:

(b)(5),(b)(7)(E).(b)(7)(F)

STEP 2: Building Access:

(b)(5),(b)(7)(E),(b)(7)(F)

Building Location:

o 1110 N. Glebe Road, Arlington, VA 22201

Check-in 7 th Floor:

o Take lobby elevator to 7 th floor for security check-in

Meeting Location:

o Glebe, 9 th Floor (948)

Meeting Time:

o 3:00PM-5:OOPM

Parking:

o Parking garages are located below 1110 N. Glebe Road and directly across the street

from Booeymonger's Restaurant.

o Parking cost range from $7 - $10

Metro:

o Ballston Metro Stop (Orange Line)

o The building location is four blocks from the metro (5 minute walk)

If you have any questions, please contact our office at your earliest convenience. The CIO/CISO can

expect a phone call following this email from Matt Coose or NCSD Rep.

Thanks,

Matthew D. Coose
Director, Federal Network Security
National Cyber Security Division
Department of Homeland Security
703-235-5888 (W)
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Silk. Anne
Giwines. Mow; Wilson. Georce; Plttiilig, Clayton Schneider. Stewart; Dusaniwskvi. Michael; Dorsey Cynthia;
Dfitman. Bernard; Ma.hevw. Sharon Brown. Rohn; Creedon. -leghasn
Hiland. Patrick; Giitter. joseoh; Kipfer. Lama; Simpson JoAnn
ACTION: March 16, 2011 Labor Management Partnership Committee Summary for Review
Tuesday, March 22, 2011 4:54:16 PM
3 15 11 Summar'.docx

Everyone,

For those of you who attended, here is the LMPC meeting summary from March 1 6 th.

Please review and provide any comments to me by COB Friday, March 25th.

Thanks,
Anne
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Labor Management Partnership Committee Meeting
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Meeting Summary
March 16, 2011

O-13B04, 10:30 A.M.

Attendees
Management Members:
Mary Givvines
George Wilson

Labor Members:
Larry Pittiglio
Stewart Schneider
Michael Dusaniwskyj
Cynthia Dorsey
Bernard Dittman

Office of Human Resources:
Sharon Mayhew

Summary Recorder:
Anne Silk

Other Attendees:
Rohn Brown
Michael Cheok
Meghan Creedon

Potential New Member of the NRR Labor Management Partnership Committee -
Larry Pittiglio introduced Meghan Creedon (DPRIPRLB) who has been invited to attend
the next few meetings to see if she is interested in becoming a member of the
Partnership.

February Meeting Summary -The February meeting summary was reviewed with no
additional updates. The summary has been posted on the NRR website.

Status of February Action Items - There were no action items from the February
meeting.

Fixed Telework and Proiect-based Telework Requests - The following information
was reported as of March 16, 2011: total number of fixed telework participants is
177 = 30.8% (increase of 3 participants or .8% from the figures reported in February).
The total number of project-based telework requests is 245 = 42.7% (increase of 32
participants or 5.9% from the figures reported in February). The reason for such a
significant increase in the number of project-based telework requests was due to the
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fact that one division had not been accurately reporting their number; this month's total
number reflects that adjustment.

Pre-Decisional NRR Staffing Plan Status Update - Rohn Brown reported on the
following pre-decisional staffing plan changes:

* The appointment for a rehired annuitant (BU) in DPR is ending April 1, 2011.
This position will be removed from the staffing plan immediately following this
date

" DSS is creating a simmer hire position (BU) effective May 22, 2011 for a period
NTE 89 days.

Brought to the Partnership's attention were the following two actions:
" A GG-7 Administrative Assistant position (BU) was removed from DORL's

staffing upon the employee's reassignment (effective February 13, 2011) to
DSS. DORL had no plans to back fill this position.

" A DLR employee (BU) was reassigned from one branch to another with a
position title and series number change. The previously occupied BU position
remains on the DLR staffing plan.

Also noted was one rehired annuitant in DE whose appointment is also ending on April
2, 2011. This position will be removed from the DE staffing plan immediately following
this date. NRR/DORL/Watts Bar will receive 1 FTE from NRO to support pre-
application work for Bellefonte.

Larry Pittiglio also noted that any decisions not to backfill positions should also be
reported.

ACTION ITEM #1: Mary Givvines will communicate the requirement that the LMPC
should receive pre-decisional notification of changes to bargaining unit positions in the
staffing plan at the next All Supervisors Meeting scheduled for March 30, 2011 and at a
future Branch Chief seminar. It is especially important is that this notification take place
before the employee is informed of any changes.

ACTION ITEM #2: Larry Pittiglio will assign a POC to review pre-decisional staffing
plan changes for those actions that would otherwise be delayed by waiting for the
LMPC's review at the next scheduled meeting. Mr. Pittiglio will act as this POC until a
replacement is named.

Employee Recognition Award - There was one nomination for the February
Employee Recognition Award. The nomination was discussed and the selection was
made.

Partnership Roles & Responsibilities - Larry Pittiglio confirmed that originally NRR
adopted the ALMPC Guidance to Office and Regional Partnerships (dated March 6,
2002). This guidance has since been updated and is titled "NTEU/NRC Labor-
Management Partnership Committee Charter, September 2010."
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In addition, the Collective Bargaining Agreement outlines the labor/management
agreement. The Partnership does not vote, but rather, reaches a consensus through
discussion of any issue brought to their attention. If agreement cannot be reached, the
issue can be brought to the ALMPC for resolution. To date, NRR has been not needed
to appeal to the ALMPC.

Concerning the conversion of office space, Mr. Pittiglio stated that one management
representative and one labor representative, upon agreement from ADM, must agree
to the office conversion. If one party disagrees, then the issue is brought to the LMPC
for a decision.

ACTION ITEM #3: PMDA will provide NRR's Labor Management Partnership
Committee Procedures for the purpose of soliciting comments to update this document.
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Note: The April NRR LMPC meeting will be held April 20, 2011, from 10:30 - 11:15
a.m., in O-13B04.
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From: Weerakkody. Sunil

To: Lee, Samson

Cc: en.Ale; Cheok. itchael; Wilson. Peter; Hansell Samuel (b)(6)

Subject: a regional inspector interested in moving to DC area

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:57:07 PM
Attachments: I (b)(6) Reme rev .docx

Sam,

an operations inspector who has significant knowledge on safe shutdown

systems is looking for an opportunity to move into the DC area. Since 805 has a need in
this area, I want to share it with you.

Give me a call if you are interested.

Sunil D. Weerakkody
Deputy Director - DRS (Acting)
NRC- RGN I

Tel: 610-337-5128
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(b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:06 PM
To: Leeds, Eric
Cc: Howell, Art
Subject: RE: Called to discuss this am call

Eric

I appreciate your taking the time to call and provide the feedback. It was a little unclear to me what the issue
was so I called Josie and discussed it with her. I understand and we should be on the right track. Let me
know is you hear differently.

You guys are doing a terrific job!

Elmo

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:54 PM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject: Called to discuss this am call

Elmo -

I wanted to follow-up with you to make sure that I scratch the itch and get the Rgns the info they need. Sorry if I got

excited on the phone this am, its been pretty hectic here since before the RIC. Also, I was carrying the water for Charlie

Miller and Josie Piccone, so I really don't know any details of what was going on between the RSLOs and Josie's group.

I'll try you again tomorrow!

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

89

DN 2137 of 2796



Bozin, Sunny

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Kock, Andrea
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:08 PM
Nieh, Ho
FYI: Information for WCO on nonproliferation
Facts on nonproliferation.docx

tHo: as we have discussed, WCO expressed some interest in the agency's involvement in nonproliferation
reviews. As you know a petition for rulemaking has been filed to request that the NRC consider
nonproliferation in its licensing process. We have had several communications with concerned citizens and
members of congress indicating that we look at some as ects of nonproliferation in our licensia irocess butwe do not do• a nooproliferation assessment

(b)(5)

I plan to provide the attached to him during our materials meeting tomorrow. I wanted you to have it for your
information.

Andrea Kock
Technical Assistant for Materials
Office of Commissioner Ostendorff
301-415-2896

I
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Facts on NRC's Role in Nonproliferation Assessments

NRC's licensing reviews do include the security aspects to nonproliferation. This
includes a physical and site access security program under 10 CFR Part 73, protection
of classified materials, information, and technologies under 10 CFR part 95, and
security clearance programs under 10 CFR Part 25.

(b)(5)

" Domestic production and licensing of sensitive technologies (e.g USEC, Areva) do not
involve a proliferation assessment beyond the security requirements in NRC regulations.
However, the NRC coordinates with other agencies such as DOE to gain
counterintelligence information to inform agency actions. In addition, requests for import
of export of material related to enrichment facilities would require approval from the
NRC, in coordination with DOE and DOS.

* Previous Commission direction in the area of nonproliferation assessments indicated
that non proliferation initiatives were "issues of international policy unrelated to the
NRC's licensing criteria"

Assessment:

(b)(5)
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Bozin, Sunny

From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:10 PM
To: Ostendorff, William
Cc: Zorn, Jason; Nieh, Ho
Subject: RE: Follow up response to Questions Regarding Southern Polytechnic University

Commissioner:

I don't have any current information about this matter. Let me do some digging and get back
with you.

thanks.

Miriam

From: Ostendorff, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:52 PM
To: Cohen, Miriam
Cc: Zorn, Jason; Nieh, Ho
Subject: FW: Follow up response to Questions Regarding Southern Polytechnic University

Miriam- I heard about this today in an IG briefing and (b)(5) Would like to
discuss with you when convenient. WCO

From: Ostendorff, William
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:51 PM
To: McMillan, Joseph
Cc: Bell, Hubert; Lee, David
Subject: RE: Follow up response to Questions Regarding Southern Polytechnic University

Joe-Many thanks for the quick feedback. Greatly appreciated. WCO

From: McMillan, Joseph
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:50 PM
To: Ostendorff, William
Cc: Bell, Hubert; Lee, David
Subject: Follow up response to Questions Regarding Southern Polytechnic University

Commissioner: The following information relates to questions you raised during our briefing:

1) The money for the grants have not been stopped. There were three grants that were
academic in nature; Curriculum Development, Scholarships, and Nuclear Crane. The curriculum
development and scholarship grants have been expended totaling approximately $600K. There
still remains approximately $200K on the nuclear crane grant.

2) The NRC has not engaged the school, its faculty or staff concerning the termination of
the Principal Investigator.

3) The grants are all being administered by HR.

2
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Regards,

Joseph A. McMillan
Assistant Inspector General for Investigations Office of the Inspector General Nuclear
Regulatory Commission
WP: (301) 415-5929
CP: [ b)(6)
Fax: (301) 15-509
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Lougheed, Patricia
Wednesday, March 16. 2011 5:26 PM
Orth, Steven; Reynolds, Steven; Pelke, Patricia; Heck, Jared
Roland, Anne; Satorius, Mark; Summers, Robert
RE: Copy of VA Physician's Response to Order (IA-09-035)
IA-09-035 Response to Order.pdf

For your information, attached is a copy of Kao's response to the Order IA-09-035.

From: Lougheed, Patricia
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 11:33 AM
To: Orth, Steven; Reynolds, Steven; Pelke, Patricia; Heck, Jared
Cc: Boland, Anne; Satorius, Mark; Summers, Robert; Boland, Anne
Subject: Copy of VA Authorized User's Response to Order (JA-lO-0lo)

7
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A REGIONAL DEFENSE LITIGATION LAW FIRM

MARsHALL, DENNEHEY, WARNER, CoLEmAN E GOGGIN

A P R o FPt. S S 0 N A L C o R P 0 R A T I o N www.marshaUdennehcy.comn

1845 Walnut Street • Philadelphia, PA 19103-4797
(215) 575-2600 - Fax (215) 575-0856

Direct Dial: 215-575- 2768
Email: JLG ruenstein@mdwcg.com@nidwcg.com

March 8, 2011
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CERTIFIED MAIL ]RETURN RECEIPT

Roy P. Zimmerman
Director, Office of Enforcement
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-001

Re: In The Matter of Dr. Gary Kao
IA-09-035

Dear Director Zimmerman:

Enclosed please find the Affidavit of Dr. Gary Kao in Response to Order Prohibiting Involvement in
NRC-Licensed Activities.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

J KL..GRUENSTErN

JIG/

Enclosure

cc: Mark Satorius (with enclosure)

TEFWE'll M1AR 1 5-200f
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In The Matter of
)
)

Dr. Gary Kao ) IA-09-035

AFFIDAVIT OF DR. GARY KAO IN RESPONSE TO ORDER PROHIBITING
INVOLVEMENT IN NRC-LICENSED ACTIVITIES

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania )
)SS:

County of Philadelphia )

Before me, the undersigned notary public, this day, personally, appeared Gary Kao,

M.D., to me known, who being duly sworn according to law deposes, in response to the Order

Prohibiting Involvement in NRC-Licensed Activities, published in the Federal Register on

March 2, 2011, that, pursuant to the provisions of 10 C.F.R. § 2.202 (d), he consents to the

entry of an Order in substantially the form proposed in the above referenced Order Prohibiting

Involvement in NRC-Licensed Activities with respect to all of the actions proposed therein.

G(ARY KAO, M.D.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of ,2011.

Notary Publi -.

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

NOTARIAL.SEAL
ELLEN A. CONEY. Notary Pubic .
cky of Phbesha Phi Countythy Cmn Exp•wOcter11 2012
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From: (b)(6)
To: Narick. Marianne; Heida. Bruce
Cc: Cheok. Michael; Mallory. Rashaunda7 (b)(6)

Subject: RE:
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:33:39 PM

Marianne,

I had to drop out of the class yesterday ("Negotiating Project Terms and Conditions") due
to being on the Reactor Safety Team at the Ops. Center supporting the Japanese situation
at Fukushima. I've been on rotation since early Saturday morning. I'I try to reschedule
another class.

From: Narick, Marianne
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:13 PM
To: Heida, Bruce
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Mallory, Rashaunda; (b)(6)
Subject:

Hi Bruce:

I'm writing to ask for your help... There are a couple of TMs in DRA that have not earned
their Acquisition Certificate that are on active contracts/agreements at this time. Three
sessions have been added to iLearn to occur between now and the end of June, 2011
(deadline for certification). Can you please work with the TMs listed below to ensure their
timely registration for the required courses so that they achieve completion of certification
requirements by the end of June? I'd really appreciate a confirmation email with
registration dates as we are now having to track this.

1) (b)(6) eeds workshops 5 and the online Market Research class (now in Learn);
and
2) (b)(6) needs workshops 3, 4, 5, 12 and the online Market Research class;

Thanks,

Ow1-. 1-RR C175 W emA 'Buk
US Ku!AML Regthdauj cwI.dtwif
301-415-2175
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Murphy, Martin

From: Prescott, Paul
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:41 PM
To: Ortega-Luciano, Jonathan
Cc: Murphy, Martin
Subject: RE: ILAC Industry Initiative Status - Meeting availability

Yeah, we'll plan on sending you to this instead of the software issue.

From: Ortega-Luciano, Jonathan
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:14 PM
To: Murphy, Martin
Cc: Prescott, Paul
Subject: FW: ILAC Industry Initiative Status - Meeting availability

Martin,

So far I am planning to attend this meeting on March 31 (if the government is not in shutdown mode) unless
you say that there is no need to attend.

jonathan

From: Diaz-Castillo, Yamir
Sent: 3/16/11 2:07 PM
To: Harvey, Mark W
Cc: McIntyre, Richard; Hall, Victor; Ortega-Luciano, Jonathan
Subject: RE: ILAC Industry Initiative Status - Meeting availability

Thanks Mark. I will be doing the presentation on behalf of the NRC.

Also, the NRC will have 4 participants:

Yamir Diaz-Castillo, Richard McIntyre, Victor Hall and Jonathan Ortega-Luciano.

From: Harvey, Mark W fmailto: mark.harveyvunistarnuclear.coml
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:46 PM
To: Pitts Jr, Alfred; Wilfred LaRochelle(@HSBCT.COM; Diaz-Castillo, Yamir; McIntyre, Richard; brianr.iohnsonage.com;
mscanlantatane.toshiba.com; ziesinrf(@westinghouse.com; pedro.salas(ohareva.com; joseph tapia(@mnes-us.com;
drsenneraeneray-northwest.com; John.Simmons(lum inant.com; John Giddens (Jmqidden@southernco.com); Smith,
Marion; Kerry Rhoads
Cc: BELL, Russ
Subject: ILAC Industry Initiative Status - Meeting availability

Gentlemen,

As many of you are aware, the qualification and use of international calibration and testing laboratories has
posed a challenge to the nuclear industry due to issues regarding the ability of individual utilities and suppliers
to audit or survey these facilities. NEI has recently been engaged in communication with the NRC, NUPIC,
ILAC and NVLAP to help gain a better understanding of our options as an industry; and to establish a means
that can be used by all stakeholders to qualify these calibration and testing facilities and/or processes. The
first step in this effort is to have a meeting in which we can share ideas and issues.

I
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I have been in contact with representatives of ILAC and NVLAP, and they have generously offered to host a
meeting at the NIST office in Gaithersburg, MD on the afternoon of March 31, 2011. At this point we have
confirmed representation from the following groups:

* ILAC
" NIST
* NVLAP
" NRC
* NEI
* NUPIC
" NCSLI

It is very important that the concerns of all parties be communicated so we can work towards a solution for the
industry. It is imperative that our solution be able to be implemented by both utilities and suppliers. I believe
that each person on distribution has some level of interest regarding this issue.

I apologize for the short notice, but it is critical that we begin moving forward on this issue and this is the first
opportunity I have had to get the people from ILAC and NVLAP to participate. We are working on a final
agenda for the meeting, but at this point I am planning on having the following presentations and discussions:

* ILAC Overview - Peter Unger (ILAC)
* Accrediting Bodies and MRA - Sally Bruce (NVLAP)
* Documentary Standards vs. Regulations, Committee Work for Consensus Standards - Ambler

Thompson (NIST)
* NRC Perspective - TBD
* User Challenges - TBD
• Brainstorming Session - Plan Forward (Who? What? When?)

Please provide any recommendations for topics which you feel would be of benefit at this meeting.

I will issue formal invitations to the meeting once I have determined a level of interest from each of you. It may
be that the individual listed in the distribution above is not the right representative from your organization. If
that is the case, please pass this along to the right person(s).

I need to have a list of people that will be attending this meeting so that I can pass this along to NIST as
special arrangements are necessary. Additional information is needed for international attendees, but we can
address that after we have determined who plans to attend. Please provide a response regarding your
organization's participation no later than Wednesday, March 23, 2011.

Thank you for your support on this issue,

Senior Project Manager, New Plant Deployment
Nuclear Energy Institute
1776 Eye (I) Street
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20006-3708

(410) 470-5541 (office)
(b)(6) (cell)
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From: Franovich. Rani
To: Shoog. Undine
Cc: Cheok. Michael
Subject: RE: Revision ROP
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:47:27 PM

Undine, I talked with Ms. (or Dr.?) Perin just a minute ago... she is interested in the
industry's safety culture initiative. I gave her your number. She knows that the SCCI
process is under my purview and that the industry initiative is yours. She is an
acquaintance of Val Barnes'.
Rani

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:40 PM
To: Franovich, Rani
Subject: FW: Revision ROP
Importance: High

Rani - I got this message. Looks like you should be the correct person to call this

individual back. Thanks

Mike

From: Alexander, Cheryl
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:26 PM
To: Cheok, Michael
Cc: Alexander, Cheryl
Subject: Revision ROP
Importance: High

Good Afternoon, Mike

You Wereyfponedby Constance Perin. with Research MIT; sfhe is seeking ifjonnarion on the ROP, Rt'vision.
andwoul(d ke to be infornedof rfie Pi(ot Studyj Rport. andput on a 61sr of inrerestedyeoyie, she can be
reachLedon (617) 621-1331. and'her emaif address is coy(5-::A11Tedit

She inentionedsomerfting about the 1010 RIC Presentation.

Thank you,

Chery(Afexander- Lewis, Admninistrative Assistant
Division oJ Risk Assessmnent

0ffice of Nucfear Reactor Reguta!tion

301 415-2873
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From: Santos, Daniel

To: Hiland. Patrick
Subject: FW: Coordination of Cyber Security Activities - Draft P.O.P for your review
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:49:22 PM

Attachments: Cvber POP DRAFT.docx

FYI.

From: Santos, Daniel
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:59 PM
To: Rasmussen, Richard; Jacobson, Jeffrey; Costello, Ralph; Erlanger, Craig; Jackson, Terry; Jung, Ian;
Wilson, Jerry; Arndt, Steven; Mossman, Timothy; Zhang, Deanna; Simonds, George; Albert, Ronald; Lee,
Eric
Cc: Bergman, Thomas; Dudes, Laura; Tappert, John; Dixon-Herrity, Jennifer; Correia, Richard
Subject: Coordination of Cyber Security Activities - Draft P.O.P for your review

Attached is a draft P.O.P. to support the upcoming meeting with the Office Directors (Mon
3/21 at 10:30am, T6A01) on coordination of agency cyber security activities. I plan to
provide the attached document to all meeting participants. Please forward to other
interested stakeholders and provide me comments no later than Friday at noon. I will send
a revised version this Friday afternoon once I incorporate your comments.

Thanks,

Daniel J. Santos

SeniorTechnical Advisor - Digital I&C

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of New Reactors

Division of Engineering

NEW! (301) 415-3974
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Coordination of Cyber Security Activities

(b)(5)
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KEY MESSAGES

(b)(5)
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From:
To:
Subject:

(b)(6)

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:2 1: 10 PM
Attachments: ATT002QL.tx

(b)(6)

L) IN Z'I 0/ OT L( f l1



(b)(6)
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From: Shrron, Bian
To: Tallarico. Alison; Evans. Michele Ash, Darren-; orchardt. Bill; Boyce, Thomas (0151; Buchholz. Jeri; B

Stechen; Caroenter, Cynthia Casto. Chuck; ohen. Miriam Collins, Elmo Daoas. Marc; DeaBil Do
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Q=•', Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene. Kathryn: Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary;

HoellArt; Johns, Nancy Johnson. Michael; Kelley. Corenthis; Lew David; Mamish. Nader;
McCree. Victor; Miller. Charles; Moore. Scott Muessle. Maw; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius. Mark Schaeffer,
Ja; Tracy. Glenn; Uhle. Jennifer; Virgilio Mlartin; Weber, Michael Wert Leonard Wiggins, Jim

Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:15:39 PM

(b)(5)

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

TO ERB Members

(b)(5),(b)(6)

DN 2154 of 2796



(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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Owen, Lucy

From: NRC Announcement [nrc.announcement@nrc.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:30 PM
To: NRC Announcement
Subject: Daily: 1 New Item from Wednesday, March 16, 2011

NRC Dail 
_________

* Employee Resources: 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Proaram Open Season

Employee Resources: 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program Open Season

Announcing the 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program Open
Season:
April 4 through June 24, 2011.

The Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program (FLTCIP) is conducting an Open Season this
spring from
April 4 through June 24, 2011.

What is Long Term Care?
- Long term care is the care you need if you cannot perform activities of daily living (such as

bathing and is generally not covered by health insurance, including FEHB or Medicare.
- The FLTCIP can help protect you from the high costs of this care. FLTCIP insurance is

comprehensive, covering care provided in a variety of settings, including at home, in an
assisted living facility, in a nursing home, and in other settings.

- The FLTCIP provides coverage if you require care in a country outside the United
States. Some restrictions apply.

What makes this opportunity so special?
During the FLTCIP Open Season, you can apply using the abbreviated -underwriting application
(you answer fewer health questions.) This is the first abbreviated underwriting opportunity for new
applicants since 2002.

Eligibility
Abbreviated underwriting is available for actively at work Federal and U.S. Postal Service
employees (civilian workforce members) and their spouses/same-sex domestic partners and active
members of the uniformed services and their spouses who are not currently enrolled in the FLTCIP.
Non-enrolled annuitants and other qualified relatives can apply for coverage at any time, but must
complete a full underwriting application.

Take action today
- Visit the FLTCIP Wetsite to learn more.
- Have a Certified Long Term Care Insurance Consultant call you.
- Apply now or request a FLTCIP Open Season abbreviated application.*
- Attend an onsite FLTCIP Open Season workshop- check with your Benefits contact to see if

34

DN 2156 of 2796



the FLTCIP is conducting workshops in your area.
- Register for the FLTCIP Open Season webinar - April 2 7t at I p.m. Eastern Time.

If you cannot view the live event, you can still view the archived event for 60 days, but you
must register before April 5 ,th 2011.

For more information on the FLTCIP Open Season
Visit the FLTCIP Wetsite or call 1-800-LTC-FEDS (1-800-582-3337) TTY 1-800-843-3557

For information on the LTC open season please contact the following NRC representatives.

Headquarters Lisa Williams 301 415-1436

Region I Riqueza Marziale 610-337-5174

Region II Shelia Willis 404-997-4844
Region III Christine Martinez 630-827-9625

Region IV Sandy Lindsay 817-860-8237

TOP (2011-03-16 00:00:00.0) View item in a new window

; . .. .. A,

Announceme nnounc ements bvatcio ,

c.Ann uncements:ten . [Go.
RC RDaiIy'AniouncemenftsEmail,
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Dean, Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:23 PM
To: Lew, David
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

From: Lew, David
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 7:09 PM
To: Dean, Bill
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:39 PM
To: Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri;
Burns, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary;
Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader;
McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer,
James; Sheron, Brian; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins,
Jim
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

(b)(5)

Bill

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret;
Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art;
Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor;
Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron,
Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins,
Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

--Fui yuui- eyes only**

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet
this week:

'12

DN 2158 of 2796



(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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Dean, Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:27 PM
To: Lew, David; Lorson, Raymond; Collins, Daniel
Subject: FW: followup item

From: Zimmerman, Roy
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:57 PM

To: Summers, Robert
Cc: Hilton, Nick; Bowman, Gregory; McConnell, Keith; Miller, Charles; Dean, Bill
Subject: followup item

(b)(5)
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From: Viroilio. Marbn
To: Tallarico. Alison

Subject. RE: Action: ERB Items for Review
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:45:00 PM

Alison

(b)(

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

**Fofr-yure yC an!*-y•*

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to
meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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From: Burns. Stechen
To: Tailarico Alison; Evans. Michele Ash, Darre; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (0IS); Buchholz. Jeri;Crpnter.

Cynthia; Casto. Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins. Elmo; Daoas, Marc; eanBil Doane. Margaret; Dorman Dan;
Der.im; Gallagher. Johanna; Greene, Kathryn Haney. Catherine; Holahan Gary elA; Johns, Nancy;
.Johnson. Michael; Kelley, Corenthis: Led.Ei; Le.Dai; Mamish. Nader; M'cCree. Victor: Miller, Charles;

Moore. Scott; Muessle. Mary; Pederson, Cynbia: Satorius. Mark
Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review "
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:39:38 PM

From: Tallarico, Alison
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:28:20 2011
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

**Fe r eoy**

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to
meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)

301-492-2326
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Importance:

Vassos, John
Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:01 AM
All R3 Users
Coffee any one? EWRA's St. Patrick's Day Coffee and Donuts will be served in the DRP
Conference Room this morning starting at 8am
March 17 flyer EWRA.pdf; imageO3.jpg

Low

Come on over to the DRP Conference Room for a cup of Joe and a Donut. Enjoy the sounds of Ireland and
the company of your friends!

Coffee starts pouring at 8am and will continue until 9am this morning.

10
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Celebrate St. Patrick's Day

The EWRA Way!
March 17, 2011

8:00 a.m.- 9:00 a.m.

Region III's EWRA will be hosting a

Wee St. Pattv's Dav Celebration
in the DRP-zxuA

Donations are always appreciated!
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Owen, Lucy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Etherdge, Peggy
Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:16 AM
Collins, Elmo
RE: Univ of OK
imageO01.gif

Great, please let me know how it goes, and please send your bio and photo for the website.

Thanks,

Peggy

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:41 PM
To: Etheridge, Peggy
Cc: Baquera, Mica
Subject: RE: Univ of OK

Thanks Peggy

With any luck, I am going to conduct a liaison visit in April

Elmo

From: Etheridge, Peggy
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:25 PM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject: Univ of OK

Elmo, thanks for accepting the role as university champion for Oklahoma State, since you have
served as a University Champion previously you are familiar with the roles and
responsibilities. Please have your secretary send me you bio and photo for the UC Website.

Thanks,

Peggy A. Etheridge
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Recruitment Program Manager/Selective Placement Coordinator
Office of Human Resources, Outreach and Recruitment Branch
MS: GW-5A06, 11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852
301-492-2212 (office)
301492-2243 (fax)

(b)(6) (BlackBerry)

11
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McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:41 AM
To: Batkin, Joshua
Subject: Re: Update re: CA trip

Got it
Elmo

--- Original Message ----
From: Batkin, Joshua
To: Powell, Amy; Sosa, Belkys; Collins, Elmo
Cc: Schmidt, Rebecca
Sent: Wed Mar 16 23:43:15 2011
Subject: Re: Update re: CA trip

A will likely have a monday commission meeting

Joshua C. Batkin
Chief of Staff
Chairman Gregory B. Jaczko
(301) 415-1820

----- Original Message ----
From: Powell, Amy
To: Sosa, Belkys; Collins, Elmo
Cc: Batkin, Joshua; Schmidt, Rebecca
Sent: Wed Mar 16 20:20:19 2011
Subject: Update re: CA trip

I spoke briefly with staff to Sen. Feinstein. They are having an office meeting tomorrow to scope out details for
her CA trip next week. The only thing that seems solid as this point is travel Monday, site visit(s) Tuesday.
Still up in the air is whether one or both CA plants are in play. More tomorrow.

Amy

Amy Powell
Associate Director
Office of Congressional Affairs
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-415-1673

Sent from my Blackberry

80
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From: John.STEIN(duoecd.org
To: iohn.stein6,oecdora; Haney, Catherine i.melebiea.org rnunomefnumoor.p;- mcrlDcsn.es

gerald.oQzounianaandra.fr mishiro.masaaki~iiaea.o.io; sten.kiellman@skb.se; marie-claude.duouisciandra.fr;
htanakaknumo.or.ip; hishibashikanumo.or,ip; keiichiromwakasuaifoecdoro io.minon@nirond.be;
mtakeuchi(numo.or.ip; monica.hanimarstiom@skb.se Smith, Shawn; wakasugi-keiichiroThinespo.op;
kshaver(q'nwmo.ca; uichiro.voshimuramoecd.or: claudio.pescatore(foecd.oro; hans.riottei.oecd.org;
anne.claude[•1nagra.ch

Subject: Documents for the ICGR-2011 PC meeting on 21 March in Issy les Moulineaux
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:49:44 AM
Attachments: Decisions and Action List (Prooress since Yokohama Mto) for distribution.docx

ICGR2011(6th PC for distribution in advance) for distribution.oot
Looistics (revl) for distribution.ootx
registered on 17 March.odf

MESSAGE SENT ON BEHALF OF CLAUDIO PESCATORE

Dear Colleagues,

Attached please find three documents for the meeting on Monday at NEA premises in Issy les
Moulineaux. We would like to ask you to bring copies of the documents to the meeting.

Please also confirm to John.stein(hioecd.org if you are planning on attending the meeting. For

security reasons, only registered participants can be issued a badge to enter the premises.

Kind regards on behalf of the Programme Committee Chair and the NEA Secretariat.

Claudio Pescatore

J 3ohn Stein - OECD Nuclear Energy Agency (NEA)
Radiation Protection and Radioactive Waste Management Division
Mailing address: 2 rue Andr&-Pascal, 75775 Paris Cedex 16, France
Office address: Le Seine Saint-Germain, 12 Boulevard des lies, 92130 Issy-les-Moulineaux, France
Email: ____________-__-__.i / Tel: t33 (0)l 45 24 10 41 / F:ax: Ks3 (0)1 44 30 61 11

Update your bookmarks!
On 1 December 2010, the NEA is moving to:
www.oecd-nea.org

Rest JIrihes for 101 1! / Vleillf-iirý voeiix ntuir 2011 1
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Igdw Wast Nwl"
Njlln~Iu~ft of JWR

ICGR 2011 in YOKOHAMA

Logistics Plan

6th Programme Committee Meeting

March 21, 2011
Paris, France

61 PC Meeting (March 21, 2011, Paris)
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Registration /Accommodation

Registration fee: (On-line R/A will be started around April)

* Before July 31: JPY 60,000
s After August 1: JPY 70,000

It covers:
- welcome reception, conference dinner, two lunches
-conference pack (abstracts, etc. to be distributed at the conference)
-one copy of the proceedings (to be published in 2012)
- contribution to the conference expenses

Hotel information:
Pre-booked hotels for participants:
(within 15 minutes walking form the conference venue)

- Class A: JPY 20,000 / person
-Class B: JPY 15,000 I person
-Class C: JPY 10,000 / person

NUMO 61 PC Meeting (March 21, 2011, Pads) P.
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Sites for Study Tours

Horonobe Underground Research
Center: JAEA
(Ground-based test facilities, Public Information
house, (URL: depending on the number of
visitors))

,1

Rokkasho-site JNFL
LLW Disposal Center,
facility of HLW

Interim storage

NUMO
6h PC Meeting (March 21, 2011, Pads) P.
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JAEA Horonobe URL site

URL (under construction),
Surface test & demonstration facilities

Minimum 10, Max, 20 participants 7,
(on a first-come-first-served basis)

Participation fee: JPY 50,000
(including transportation and accommodation fee, meal)

Oct. 5
* Bus _________Hotel u Haneda Airpot Airplane Wakkanai Airport

Bus JAEAHoronobe site Bus Hotel (stay)

Oct. 6

Hotel Bus Wakkanai Airpor Air plane Haneda Airport

Bus
~~Hotel

(Re. : JAEA website)
NUMO

6V PC Meeting (March 21,2011, Paris) P.
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JNFL Rokkasho site
LLW Disposal Center, Interim storage facility of HLW

@Minimum 10, Max. 20 participants
(on a first-come-first-served basis)

Participation fee: JPY 30,000
(including transportation fee and meal) L:I ~~..... ...............

Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal Center

Oct. 5
Hotel Bus Airplane

.o Haneda Airport l Misawa Airport

Bus Bus
- JNFL Rokkasho site u Misawa Airpor

Airplane Bus •'
A HanedaAirport - Hotel

................. .... ....... ... 1 .. .. .. .. .. . .... . .. .. ... .. " -.0 4'•

HLW Storage Center

(Re. : JNFL website)
N U M O F... M eetng ( M arch. ... .. .. .. .. ... ...6~P etn March 21, 2011, Pd)P
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Floor Plan (5F)
* Welcome

Reception &
Main Conference U W, /Break
Room

Press Conference Picture Gallary
Room I We will prepare

.. ! screen I - Display
- s-DVD player

I -Exhibit panel

(W990 H2500)

reparation Room
Secretariat

NUMO 6 PC Meeting (March 21, 2011, Pads) P.
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Floor Plan (4F)

(All rooms reserved) N

Internet Roor

Press Centre

Other rooms: multipurpose

n

0

NUMO
61 PC Meeting (March 21, 2011, Pads) P.
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Side Events

Tour for accompanying person will be offered with English-
speaking guide.

s Max. 30 participants (on a first-come-first-served basis)

@ Participation fee: JPYIO,000

s Candidate tour: Sightseeing of Tokyo and / or Historic city of Kamakura

Sensoji Temple, Tokyo Amida Buddha, Kamakura
NUMO

6ý PC Meetng (March 21, 2011, Pads) P.
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;iwcOECD-

Participants List for ICGR2011 Programme Committee meeting of the
Radioactive Waste Management Committee (RWMC) [Internat. Conf. on

Geological Repositories]
Liste des Participants pour ICGR2011 Programme Committee meeting of
the Radioactive Waste Management Committee (RWMC) [Internat. Conf.

on Geological Repositories]
21/3/2011 - 21/3/2011

All Sessions

Canada

Ms. Kathryn SHAVER Vice President, Public Engagement and Site Selection
Nuclear Waste Management Organisation

Japan/Japon

Mr. Hideo ISHIBASHI Executive Director
International Affairs and Technical Cooperation
Department
Nuclear Waste Management Organizatgion of Japan

United States/Etats-Unis

Ms. Catherine HANEY Director
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Senior International Program Coordinator
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Shawn SMITH

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)/Agence internationale de
I'dnergie atomique (AIEA)

Mrs. Irena MELE Head, Waste Technology Section
Division of Nuclear Fuel Cycle & Waste Technology

0UIM Page 1/2 as of Thursday, March 17 2011 10:43
DN 2195 of 2796



Mr. Claudio PESCATORE

Mr. Kelichiro WAKASUGI

OECD/OCDE

Economist/Policy Analyst
NEA/PR

Consultant
NEA/PR

013-i
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From:H

To: HOO Hoc
Subject: EDO Events Briefing Information for March 17, 2011
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:00:30 AM

Attachments: Non-OUO EDO Brief.olf
OUO EDO Brief.pdf

Good Morning, please see attached.

Regards,

Ryan D. Alexander
Headquarters Operations Officer
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-816-5100
Fax: 301-816-5151
E-mail: HOO I (wnrc.gov
Secure E-mail: hooln ;nrc.sgov.goov
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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Operations Center

*** Event Summary ***
Date Range: 03/16/2011 - 03/17/2011

46677 PEACH BOTTOM

50.72(bX3)(vXD) ACCIDENT MITIGATION

3/17/11 - HIGH PRESSURE COOLANT INJECTION DECLARED INOPERABLE - The licensee declared HPCI inoperable for
when potential voiding was discovered during surveillance testing. HPCI is available when aligned to its normal suction source
(Condensate Storage Tank).

Thursday, March 17, 2011 Page 1 of )
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03/11712011 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Operations Center Event Report

Power Reactor Event# 46677

Site: PEACH BOTTOM Notification Date I Time: 03/17/2011 00:01 (EDT)
Unit: 2 Region: 1 State: PA Event Date I Time: 03/16/2011 16:47 (EDT)

Reactor Type: [2] GE-4,[3] GE-4 Last Modification: 03/17/2011
Containment Type: MARK I MARK I

NRC Notified by: CHRIS WEICHLER Notifications: DON JACKSON RIDO
HQ Ops Officer: HOWIE CROUCH

Emergency Class: NON EMERGENCY
10 CFR Section:

50.72(b)(3)(v)(D) ACCIDENT MITIGATION

Unit Scram Code IRX Crit lnit Power Initial RX Mode Curr Power Current RX Mode

2 N Yes 100 Power Operation 100 Power Operation

HIGH PRESSURE COOLANT INJECTION DECLARED INOPERABLE

"On 03/16/11, at 1647 [EST], Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station Unit 2 declared the High Pressure Coolant
Injection system inoperable for a condition found during testing which could cause the system to malfunction when
swapping suction sources. While lined up to the suppression pool suction flow path, unsatisfactory results were
obtained while venting for system fill verification, indicating potential voiding of a portion of the pump discharge
piping. Unit 2 HPCI remains available while aligned to its normal suction, the condensate storage tank.

"This report is being submitted pursuant to 10CFR 50.72(b)(3)(v)(D).

"The NRC resident has been informed of this notification."
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NRR - Power Reactor Status Report - Summary Page 1 of I

Not For Public Distribution - Summary Information - Power Reactor Status Report for 3/17/2011
Reg Unit 3/17/2011 3/16/2011 Comments (previous day's comments in italic)

1 Calvert Cliffs 2 83% 56% INCREASING POWER 3%/HOUR.
I_ _ _INCREASING POWER 3%/HOUR. HOLDING AT 60%

1 FitzPatrick 100% 100% MAIN GENERATOR VOLTAGE REGULATOR IN MANUAL

I Seabrook 1 100%/0 100%/ CONTINGENCY TO DOWNPOWER TO 1000MWe IN 25 MIN. IF REQUESTED

1 Susquehanna 1 99% 98% 100% ELECTRICAL CAPABILITY
INCREASING POWER

COASTDOWN TO REFUELING.
1 S100% ELECTRICAL CAPABILITY

2 Crystal River 3 0% 0% MAINTENANCE OUTAGE - CONTAINMENT TENSIONING IN PROGRESS

2 Hatch 2 99% 99%

2 Robinson 2 100% 95% HOLDING POWER FOR SCHEDULED MAINTENANCE

2 Surry 2 98% 98% 100% ELECTRICAL CAPABILITY

3 Clinton 97% 97% 100% ELECTRICAL CAPABILITY

3 D.C. Cook 1 00/0 0% MAINTENANCE SHUTDOWN TO REPAIR MAIN GENERATOR SEALS

3 Duane Arnold 99% 99% INCREASING POWER

3 Palisades 100% 520a PLANNED CABLE TESTING ON START UP TRANSFORMERS

MORRO BAY 230 KV LINE MAINTENANCE, LINE OPERABLE W/ COMP. MEASURES
4 Diablo Canyon 1 1000/0 100%

MORRO BAY 230 KV LINE MAINTENANCE, LINE OPERABLE W/ COMP. MEASURES
4 Diablo Canyon 2 100%0 100%0/

4 Grand Gulf 1 969/j 96% POWER LIMITED 2ND STAGE MSR OUT OF SERVICE FOR THE ENTIRE CYCLE

4 Waterford 3 85%0 
8 5% ELEVATED VIBRATION ON FEEDWATER PUMP

13 Plants in Refueling Outacge

Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4

Beaver Valley 2 - 3/6/2011 Browns Ferry 2 - 2/25/2011 3 Byron 1 - 3/13/2011 Arkansas Nuclear 2 - 2/20/2011
Indian Point 3 - 3/8/2011 Brunswick 2 - 3/4/2011 3 Kewaunee - 2/26/2011 Cooper - 3/12/2011

McGuire 2 - 2/26/2011 3 Monticello - 3/4/2011
Saint Lucie 2 - 1/2/2011 3 Point Beach 2 - 2/28/2011
jVogtle 1 - 3/6/2011

5 Plants Coasting Down to Outage

Re ion I Region 2 Region 3 Region 4

Limerick 2 - 93% Watts Bar 1 - 91% Perry 1 - 93%

Nine Mile Point 1 - 90%
Pilgrim 1 - 95%0/

I . . .... ,---- ---, ..... . . ,DN 2200 of 2796 v/1r/vm I
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From:
To:
Subject-
Date:

(b)(6)

Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:01:39 AM
... .... ....

(b)(6)
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Bozin, Sunny

From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

HOO Hoc
Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:04 AM
HOO Hoc
Event Notice: 3/17/2011
Summary.pdf; Events.pdf; Status.pdf

PQ&RFEX.CIAL USE ONLY - LIMITED DISTRIBUTION

NOTE:

Adobe Acrobat Reader and a password are required to open the attached Events report. A
password has been sent to you by separate notification (emailed to NRC recipients). To open
a password protected pdf document, start Adobe Reader and enter the password in lower case
when prompted as the document is opened.

Headquarters Operations Officer
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-816-510e
Fax: 301-816-5151
email: hoo.hoc(anrc.gov
secure e-mail: hool(nrc.sgov.gov

1
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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Operations Center

*** Event Summary

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN HOSPITAL

NORTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

PEACH BOTTOM

50.72(b)(3)(v)(D) ACCIDENT MITIGATION

46665

46672

46677

Thuryday. March 17, 2011 Page I of I
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

Region Unit %Pwr Down Comments *

1 BEAVER VALLEY 1 100

1 BEAVER VALLEY 2 0 03/06/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

1 CALVERT CLIFFS 1 100

1 CALVERT CLIFFS 2 83 *

INCREASING POWER 3%/HOUR.

1 FITZPATRICK 1 100
MAIN GENERATOR VOLTAGE REGULATOR IN
MANUAL

1 GINNA 1 100

1 HOPE CREEK 1 100

1 INDIAN POINT 2 100

1 INDIAN POINT 3 0 03/08/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

I LIMERICK 1 100

1 LIMERICK 2 93 *

COASTDOWN TO REFUELING OUTAGE

1 MILLSTONE 2 100

1 MILLSTONE 3 100

1 NINE MILE POINT 1 90
COASTDOWN TO REFUELING OUTAGE

1 NINE MILE POINT 2 100

1 OYSTER CREEK 1 100

1 PEACH BOTTOM 2 100

Dale Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59 AM Page I of 8
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

Region Unit %Pwr Down Comments *

1 PEACH BOTTOM 3 100

1 PILGRIM 1 95
COASTDOWN TO REFUELING OUTAGE

1 SALEM 1 100

I SALEM 2 100

1 SEABROOK1 100 *

1 SUSQUEHANNA1 99 *

100% ELECTRICAL CAPABILITY

1 SUSQUEHANNA2 94 *

COASTDOWN TO REFUELING.

1 THREE MILE ISLAND 1 100

1 VERMONT YANKEE 1 100

- Reason or comment has been changed in past 24 hours
- Number of reactor scrams within the past 24 hours

Note: Reactor status data collected between 4 AM and 8 AM daily. All times are based on Eastern times(ET)

Date Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59 AM Page 2 of 8
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Region Unit

2 BROWNS FERRY

2 BROWNS FERRY

2 BROWNS FERRY

2 BRUNSWICK 1

2 BRUNSWICK 2

2 CATAWBA 1

2 CATAWBA 2

2 CRYSTAL RIVER 3

2 FARLEY 1

2 FARLEY 2

2 HARRIS 1

2 HATCH 1

2 HATCH 2

2 MCGUIRE 1

2 MCGUIRE 2

2 NORTH ANNA 1

2 NORTHANNA2

NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

%Pwr Down Comments *

1 100

2 0 02/25/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

3 100

100

0 03/04/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

100

100

0 09/25/2009 Cold Shutdown

............

MAINTENANCE OUTAGE - CONTAINMENT
TENSIONING IN PROGRESS

100

100

100

100

99

100

0

100

100

02/26/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

Date Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59 A t Page 3 of 8
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

%Pwr Down Comments

100

Region Unit

2 OCONEE1

2

2

2

2

2

OCONEE 2

OCONEE 3

ROBINSON 2

SAINT LUCIE 1

SAINT LUCIE 2

100

100

100

100

0 01/02/2011

*k

Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

2 SEQUOYAH1 100

2 SEQUOYAH 2 100

2 SUMMER 1 100

2 SURRY1 100

2 SURRY 2 98
100% ELECTRIC

2 TURKEY POINT 3 100

2 TURKEY POINT 4 100

2 VOGTLE 1 0 03/06/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OU

2 VOGTLE 2 100

CAL CAPABILITY

ITAGE

2 WATTS BAR 1 91 *
COASTDOWN TO REFUELING OUTAGE

- Reason or comment has been changed in past 24 hours
#- Number of reactor scrams within the past 24 hours

Note: Reactor status data collected between 4 AM and 8 AM daily. All times are based on Eastern times(ET)

Date Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59 AM Page 4 of 8
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

Region Unit %Pwr Down Comments *

3 BRAIDWOOD 1 100

3 BRAIDWOOD 2 100

3 BYRON 1 0 03113/2011 Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

3 BYRON 2 100

3 CLINTON 1 97
100% ELECTRICAL CAPABILITY

3 COOK 1 0 03/11/2011 Hot Standby
MAINTENANCE SHUTDOWN TO REPAIR MAIN
GENERATOR SEALS

3 COOK2

3 DAVIS BESSE I

3 DRESDEN 2

3 DRESDEN 3

3 DUANEARNOLD 1

3 FERMI 2

3 KEWAUNEE1

3 LASALLE 1

3 LASALLE 2

3 MONTICELLO 1

3 PALISADES 1

100

100

100

100

99

100

0

100

100

0

100

INCREASING POWER

02/26/2011

03/04/2011

Cold Shutdown
REFUELING OUTAGE

*

Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

*k

Date Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59 AM Page 5 of 8
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

Region Unit %Pwr Down Comments *

3 PERRY 1 93
COASTDOWN TO REFUELING OUTAGE

3 POINT BEACH 1

3 POINT BEACH 2

3 PRAIRIE ISLAND 1

3 PRAIRIE ISLAND 2

3 QUAD CITIES 1

3 QUAD CITIES 2

100

0 02/2812011 Refueling
DEFUELED

100

100

100

100

*- Reason or comment has been changed in past 24 hours
#- Number of reactor scrams within the past 24 hours

Note: Reactor status data collected between 4 AM and 8 AM daily. All times are based on Eastern times(ET)

Date Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59.4M Page 6 of 8
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

Region Unit %Pwr Down Comments

4 ARKANSAS NUCLEAR 1 100

4 ARKANSAS NUCLEAR 2 0 02/2012011 Refueling *

REFUELING COMPLETED

4 CALLAWAY 1

4 COLUMBIA GENERATING

4 COMANCHE PEAK 1

4 COMANCHE PEAK 2

100

100

100

100

4 COOPER 1 0 03/12/2011

4 DIABLO CANYON 1 100

Refueling
REFUELING OUTAGE

MORRO BAY 230 KV LINE MAINTENANCE,
LINE OPERABLE W/ COMP. MEASURES

MORRO BAY 230 KV LINE MAINTENANCE,
LINE OPERABLE W/ COMP. MEASURES

4 DIABLO CANYON 2

4 FORT CALHOUN 1

4 GRAND GULF 1

4 PALO VERDE 1

4 PALO VERDE 2

4 PALO VERDE 3

4 RIVER BEND 1

100

100

96
POWER LIMITED 2ND STAGE MSR OUT OF
SERVICE FOR THE ENTIRE CYCLE

100

100

100

100

4 SAN ONOFRE 2

4 SAN ONOFRE 3

Date Printed: 3/17/2011 6:00:59 AM

100

100

Page 7 of 8
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NRC Operations Center
Plant Status Report: 03/17/2011

Unevaluated Information Provided by the Facility

Region Unit %Pwr Down Comments *

4 SOUTH TEXAS 1 100

4 SOUTH TEXAS 2 100

4 WATERFORD 3 85
ELEVATED VIBRATION ON FEEDWATER
PUMP

4 WOLF CREEK 1 100

- Reason or comment has been changed in past 24 hours

- Number of reactor scrams within the past 24 hours

Note: Reactor status data collected between 4 AM and 8 AM daily. All times are based on Eastern times(ET)

Date Printed: 3/117/2011 6:00:59 AM Page 8 of 8
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Owen, Lucy

From: HRMSBulletin.Resource@nrc.gov
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:31 AM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject: Payroll Reminder

Your earnings and leave statement (ELS) is available on Employee Express (EEX) as of close of business
Thursday March 17, 2011. NRC's Official pay date is Tuesday March 22, 2011 and your direct deposit will be
available by this date. To access EEX, click here:

https://www.emploveeexpress..gov/

Questions can be directed to the Department of Interior Payroll Operations Help Desk at 1-888-367-1622.

Reminder: All employees are responsible for reviewing their ELS for accuracy of data.
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Owen, Lucy

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Etheridge, Peggy
Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:34 AM
Owen, Lucy
Collins, Elmo
RE: BIO FOR ELMO E. COLLINS
image001.gif

Thanks!

Peggy A. Etheridge
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Recruitment Program Manager/Selective Placement Coordinator
Office of Human Resources, Outreach and Recruitment Branch
MS: GW-5A06, 11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852
301-492-2212 (office)
301-492-2243 (fax)

(b)(6) I(BlackBerry)

From: Owen, Lucy
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:54 PM
To: Etheridge, Peggy
Cc: Collins, Elmo
Subject: BIO FOR ELMO E. COLLINS

Hi Peggy - Attached is Mr. Collins bio and picture. Should you need additional
information, please let me know.

Thank you.

Lucy Owen

£ CY (L. we
Administrative Assistant to RIV Regional Administrator
OfRICe of the Regional Administrator, Region IV Office
IS. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
612 F Larmar 81vd. Suite 400
Arlington, Texas 76011-4125
Direct (817)860-8227
rollFree: 1-800-952-9677
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Fax: (8 17)860-8122

&.,mai& £bwen•w•.ws,
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Satorius, Mark

From: HRMSBulletin.Resource@nrc.gov
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:42 AM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: Payroll Reminder

Your earnings and leave statement (ELS) is available on Employee Express (EEX) as of close of business
Thursday March 17, 2011. NRC's Official pay date is Tuesday March 22, 2011 and your direct deposit will be
available by this date. To access EEX, click here:

https://www.employeeexpress.qov/

Questions can be directed to the Department of Interior Payroll Operations Help Desk at 1-888-367-1622.

Reminder: All employees are responsible for reviewing their ELS for accuracy of data.
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I

From: Horn, Brian
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:43 AM
To: Owens, Janice
Cc: Habighorst, Peter
Subject: RE: Sensitive Info FWI NFI Shipments

Janice:

Thank you for the information.

I have no comments or objections to your proposed response tc Dan Noss.

Respectfully,
Brian Horn

From: Owens, Janice
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:32 PM
To: Caldwell, Robert; Habighorst, Peter
Cc: Mamish, Nader; Collins, Chiquita; Bukharin, Oleg; Horn, Brian; Aguilar, Santiago; Kim, Grace; Fragoyannis, Nancy
Subject: Sensitive Info FWiJNF Shipments
Importance, High

Bob and Pete:

AREVAInotified-NSIR on March 1, and sent additional information to me in the email below about an upcoming
shipment of(U02 powder scheduled to leave Richland on 3121, depart Oakland, CA on 3/25 and arrive Tokyo
4/4 The export licenses authorize shipments to two fuel fabrication facilities, one of which is shut down, and to
reactors, which have not experienced problems (Genkai, Tornari, Takahama and/or Ohi). Since the fuel
fabrication facility in Tokai Mura is shut down AREVA has made plans to ship of all material to Nuclear Fuel
Industries Kumatori works facility in Osakaiwhich is the one that is still operating.

Do you agree with or have any comments on the following response? Are you ok with me sending it?

Dan,

Thank you for the updates. We see no reason at this time not to proceed as planned for the upcoming
shipment as described in your email message below and in your advance notification letter dated
March 1, 2011 (DLN:1 1:07). The NRC is closely monitoring developments in Japan and will contact
you immediately, if warranted.

Janice Owens

Please let me know as soon as possible. I will soon send you a separate message that I propose to send to
other export licensees, from whom we have not received advance notifications yet urging them to check their
export plans and contact us regarding shipments.

Thank you,

Janice

From: NOSS Dan (AREVA) Fmailto:Dan.Noss(1-areva.com"
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 2:03 PM
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To: Owens, .anice
Subject:iNFI Shipments

Good afternoon Janice,

Since we spoke this morning, we have found out thatINFi's Tokai plant will not be receiving shipments of SNM. NFI's
Kumatoh plant is currently still OK to reveive shipments.

For the shipment leaving here on Monday, March 21 st, we had originally planned to sent material to both NFI plants
(Tokai and Kumatori). We have currently been instructed to leave out the Tokai part of the shipment (approx 300 kgu)
and proceed.with the Kurnatori part of the shipment (approx 14,000 kgu).

I will keep you up on any new developments.

Regards,

Dan Noss

Supervisor, MC&A

AREVA NP Inc.

An AREVA and Siemens Company

2101 Horn Rapids

Road RiMhland. WA 9c354

Phone: 509-375-8380

Fax: 509-375-8707

dan.nossr•areva.com
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McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:58 AM
To: Powell, Amy
Subject: RE: FYI for now- Boxer and Feinstein request for comprehensive investigation at Cali nukes?

Thanks Amy
I'd benefit from a chat - please call at your convenience Elmo

---- Original Message----
From: Powell, Amy
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:50 AM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject: Re: FYI for now- Boxer and Feinstein request for comprehensive investigation at Cali nukes?

They sent a Itr too - being the CA Sens, they feel that they have the most vulnerable plants. Chr J was in front
of Boxer's Comm yesterday for a public briefing...

Amy Powell
Associate Director
Office of Congressional Affairs
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-415-1673

Sent from my Blackberry

---- Original Message ----
From: Collins, Elmo
To: Powell, Amy
Sent: Wed Mar 16 22:56:13 2011
Subject: Fw: FYI for now- Boxer and Feinstein request for comprehensive investigation at Cali nukes?

Any insights?
Thanks
Elmo

---- Original Message ---
From: Uselding, Lara
To: Collins, Elmo; Lantz, Ryan; Miller, Geoffrey
Sent: Wed Mar 16 18:42:58 2011
Subject: FYI for now- Boxer and Feinstein request for comprehensive investigation at Cali nukes?

I'm taking care of reporter
Lara Uselding
NRC Region 4 Public Affairs

(b)(6)

----- Original Message --
From: Mavis Scanlon <mavisanewsdata.com>
To: Uselding, Lara
Sent: Wed Mar 16 17:53:36 2011
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Subject: Re: Can you comment on Boxer and Feinstein request for comprehensive investigation at Cali nukes?

Here is Boxer's statement from earlier today:
http://boxer.senate.gov/en/rpress/releases/031 611 cfm

Uselding, Lara wrote:
> Have not heard that so I do not have info on that at this time. We
> will be reviewing japan incident and will look at this and any new
> info that arises Lara Uselding NRC Region 4 Public Affairs
>[ (b)(6)

> ---- Original Message
> From: Mavis Scanlon <mavis0,newsdata.com>
> To: Uselding, Lara
> Sent: Wed Mar 16 17:41:19 2011
> Subject: Can you comment on Boxer and Feinstein request for comprehensive investigation at Cali nukes?

> Hi Lara,
> Immediately after I responded, I saw that Sen Boxer, in a hearing this
> afternoon, called on the NRC to conduct a comprehensive investigation
> into safety issues, with a focus on seismically active areas like
> California. Can you comment on that request to the NRC - does the NRC
> plan to conduct such an investigation?

> thanks again,
> -Mavis

> Uselding, Lara wrote:

>> No delays on reviews at this time.
>> Yes.

>> Lara Uselding
>> U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Public Affairs - Region IV

>> Lara.Useldinci•nrc.gov
>> For more information visit www.nrc.gov

>> ---- Original Message----
>> From: Mavis Scanlon fmailto:maviscnewsdata.com]
>> Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:49 PM
>> To: Uselding, Lara
>> Subject: Diablo Canyon question - request for comment

>> Hi Lara,
>> I'm following up an earlier message regarding Diablo Canyon. I wanted
>> to get a comment on whether the NRC is considering suspending or
>> delaying its review of PG&E's application to renew licenses for
>> Diablo Canyon until the utility completes additional seismic reports.
>> I also wanted to confirm whether the schedule for the review that is
>> on the NRC's website is the most current, updated schedule.

>> Best regards,
>> -Mavis
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>> Mavis Scanlon
>> Associate Editor
>> California Energy Markets
>> 425 Divisadero St. Ste. 303
>> San Francisco CA 94605
>> 415.963.4439 x12
>> mavisa-newsdata.com
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Satorius, Mark

From: Help Desk _Bulletin Resource
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 6:59 AM
To: ALLR3
Subject: Regional Helpdesk Survey

CI Number: 2011-1
Contact: Thomas Magee (TMM3) or Ext. 9813

Please assist us in evaluating the quality of our services with regards to the Regional Computer
HelpDesk.

Below is a link to the web based survey which should only take you a few moments to fill out.

Semi-Annual survey

The results of this survey will be made available on the internal web pages by March 8th.

Thanks again for making this survey a success.

Thomas Magee
Computer Specialist
Information Resources Branch
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From: HRMSBuIletin.Resourceft nrc.qov

To: Borchardt, Bill
Subject: Payroll Reminder
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:25:38 AM

Your earnings and leave statement (ELS) is available on Employee Express (EEX) as of close of business
Thursday March 17, 2011. NRC's Official pay date is Tuesday March 22, 2011 and your direct deposit
will be available by this date. To access EEX, dick here:

httns://www.emnloyeeexpress.govl

Questions can be directed to the Department of Interior Payroll Operations Help Desk at 1-888-367-
1622.

Reminder: All employees are responsible for reviewing their ELS for accuracy of data.
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From: HRMSBulletin.Resourceftnrc.oov
To: Boaer. Bruc

Subject: Payroll Reminder
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:26:22 AM

Your earnings and leave statement (ELS) is available on Employee Express (EEX) as of close of business
Thursday March 17, 2011. NRCs Official pay date is Tuesday March 22, 2011 and your direct deposit
will be available by this date. To access EEX, click here:

https:llwww.employeeexpress. aovl

Questions can be directed to the Department of Interior Payroll Operations Help Desk at 1-888-367-
1622.

Reminder: All employees are responsible for reviewing their ELS for accuracy of data.
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From: Campbell. Stephen
To: Ruland. William; .heok. Michael; Evans, Michele; Hiland. Patrick Holian. Brian Brown. Frederick
Cc: Howe .Allen Giter. oseh BogerBruce L ri; Grobe lack Tate Travis Klein Alex; Harison.

Dnie Mitchell, Matthew; Khanna. Meena Wilson George; Shoop. Undine Imboden. Andy Casto. Greg
Ulses Anthony Ma m Eperson. Dann WBN2HearinaFile Resource

Subject: WBN2 Management Report.
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:27:36 AM
Attachments: WB2 SER Section Status - Management Reoort - Combined 3-15-11Ax's

Division Managers:

Attached is the latest management report for completing the licensing actions for Watts Bar
Unit 2. Your respective BCs have reviewed this spreadsheet and I have updated it to
incorporate their comments as necessary. The notable changes that occurred since the
last report (March 8, 2011) include:

With the issuance of an SE with 01 from SBPB, Section 9.2.2 went from red (late) to
orange (SE 01)
RAls were sent from EMCB to DORL on 3/10. Draft RAI's were sent to TVA. OGC
concurred on formal RAIs, however, DORL decided to withhold issuing them until
the Japanese nuclear event subsides (estimate about 1 week to issue).
Corrected comment for DLR changing the key chapter from 11 to 12 regarding
offsite doses
On 3/15, TVA delivered the necessary information for SRXB to complete boron
precipitation calculations.

TVA is overdue providing information to the staff for nine sections that include Sections
15.4.1 through 15.4.7, 9.3.2 and 9.5.1 and the Environmental report (Intake Velocity)..

Because TVA has been late sending in a final Fire Protection Report, responding to first
set of RAIs and not providing a submission date to address OMAs, we are preparing an
extension request for Section 9.5.1, "Fire Protection" that Joe Giitter needs to concur.

Please call me if you have questions.

Thanks

Stephen J. Campbell,

Branch Chief

NRR/DORL/LP-WB

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office - OHi

Mail Stop - 08H4A

Washington, DC 20555

NI E-mail: stephen.campbell@nrc.gov I V Office: (301) 415-3353 I 3 NRC Cell: a Fax: (301)
415-18851
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Wat B2OSEROM ft as -.Ma •am o (ns Much 15,2011)

Section TeBrndkal SER Cheopw ton RPArs Sboita to I SE Delrable Date
No. I .Reviewer PM I to Pi•l

AADN

15.4.1 MODB lJohn Poillo LOSS.F.COO(ANT ACCIDENT

15.4.2 MOB John Poillo MAIN STEAMUNE BRK OUTSIDE CONTAIN

154.3 MOB John Panlo STEAM GENERATOR TUBE RUPTURE

15.4.4 MOB John Poi[o CONTROL ROD EJECTION ACCIDENT

15.4.5 AOB lJohn Parillo FUEL-HANDILING ACCIDENT

15.4.6 AADB Jon P9l FAILURE OF SALL ULNE CARRYING COOLANT OUTSIDE
1646 MOB Joln P~ntCONTAINMENT

154.7 AADB John Pollo RA RELEASE FROM UQ TANK FAILURE

9.5.1 AFPB ChFies FIRE PROTECTION

En m CHAPTER 6 AND APPENDIX H TO RERB

1022 CUB Smn TURBINE DISC INTEGRITY
Shang

12.0 DORL JPsoln GENERAL DESIGNDESCRIPTION

11.72 DOORL Psin PRIMARYCOOLANT OUTSIDE CONTAINTMENTPoole

Emavon- DORL Jusots ISSUE DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
mnuO R Poole STATEMENT (SFES)

VA RAIresponse overdue. RAI resent 171211. Paoral RA resporserorecved 12110, RAssen to TVA 11/29.
Rhived adidona] RAr from AMOB on 11123 based on hirrpct of changes in secton 2.3.

VA RAT responsre eerdue. Ri resonll)12111. Paoral RJ response received 12/10. RAIs sent to VA 11129.
ec•ved additonal Als torn AADB on 1113 based on lmpaod cI ct1mnargo in seton 2.3.

VA RAJ response overdue. A resento) 1112)1. Poa RIR response recived 12710. RAos senl toVA 11)29.
R dd adtional PAls from AADB on 10123 based on irnpact of changes in setion 2.3.

AMA rooponseover,. i raent I172/II. Potal rooponwsrecdved• 12)0. RAissentvoTVAI129.
mcaived additiona! RAs from AADB on 11/23 based on imeact of changes in section 2.3.

A RM response overdle. Pi rasewtl I12/11. Part/a RAI response receded 1210. RAis sen IOTVA 1129
caived addional Rs s from AADB on 11123 based on irped of charnges in secton 2.3.

'A RAI resmpse overdue. RAJ resent 11211. Partial RAI response received 1210. RAls sent to TVA 11029.
%crved addi/to)al RAos from AADB on 11/23 based on irpad ci changes in section 2.3.

.. Lý~e,mJ n TVA RAJ respon.se overdlue. RAJ reset 1112,111. Paridal RAI restpoinse roeived 10/0. RAls sent to T'VA 11/'29.

Orginal draft SE due oale of May 2011 was predi/caed on TVA submrssion of a complete fire pnotecton repol (FPR) in
Decembe 2010 and pa.tial RA re seenit toTA3l0lll and ?21911. TVAWhashb eIats subriItnFPRandl(ato
respordrng to irst set of AIs. Technical reviewer is contrnuing to revew the draft FPR (received on 1218/10)and

5[1a2011 prepaoe RA/s. TVA's ini/al RAt response and updaled dralt FPR was due 3/16. however trese documntnnls tI) no
oddress the OMA concerns. WVA has not provided a due date to oddness Oft. Given the cdrcumtances manenleno
above, a change requestis in process to move Ohe SE finish daoe frm 5/31/11 o 9W30/1 , which is a besl ebmate due
dale.

CII

MB

4/1Y2011 RAts forarded to TVA on 311001. TVA response due 31251I1.

DoA

VA to eddress Ihis Ken in future Regulatlory Framework Letter.

6U13/20 11EPA to issue FRN.

EMC8

2.4.10 EMCB DaOn Hoang FLOODING PRO 'ECTION REQUIREMENTS 311r112011 (OR t dc/dod t o OOR rrr nerd t3I e Jpn e ners rot s/oses) I %e In SorDr I' ve[esn TVe uea).

75.2 EIC Ce W APOST-ACCIAENT MONITORINGSYSTEM 4'12912011 RI sponse W dcun•nto (Corm (311), S•• sto R• i Monitoring ( ried M) ro
7..2TC CVaA. Techniclreviewer preparing draft SE. EICBconuctd an audit atWestinhouse toh eekof 23.

76.6 EICB HuVam VALVE POWER LOCKOUT 3)152011 Wading fo AI response and docurrenlatm •fromrTVA. Tednnical reviewer preparing drat SE,
Gong II_

IMPS
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SER Chater Description
RArs Siohbrtd te S~~mo baie

SER~P 1h~nesd/o Cosenseerto 0 Comment

GENERAL

RADIATION SOURCES

RADIATION PROTECT DESIGN FEATURES

Pal

Ps•

Inp

inp

Pu;

ML 0005

-4i006a5

M1A080 d

i; meeting sldired or 3/22/ti. RN response reived 225. Te•hnicl review is s 'alii/rg PN response. SE
I received th large open items o/ 114. Petlal RAJ respos•e racesvd 12110. Partial RAT response received 10/4.

di/onal RAI's sent to TA 812.

~ic meoeing scheduled Ax 3/22)11. RA response received 2/25. Technica review is evaluating PRA response. SE
trenelved i large open iterrs onl/4. PostalRATresponserecived1210. Partaal RM esporsereceiyed l0/4.

dional RAI's sent to TVA &r21.

,c meed sdse led f'o3/2211. RAIresponse reoeived a225. Tetca rmv/ens isevaluadng RAI espornse. SE
wt received wrth large open items on 1114. Partral RAI response received 12110. Pastel RAJ response received 10/4.
ditional RAI's sent to TVA 8/27.

DOSE ASSESSMENT
tic meeting scseduled for ik/22/i. PA response received 2/25. Teclhnical reviewer is evaiaing PM response. SE
ut recesved with large open items on 1114. Partial RAP response received 12110. Partal RAI response reneived 10/4,
ditions RArs setl to TVA 82.

-HEALTH PHYSICS PROGRAM
tic meng screduled for 312/1. RAI response received 2/25. Technic/s revewer is evaluating RAP response. SE
rut received with large open ites os 1V14. Peal RPM response received 1210. Poal PM response received 10/4.
ditionl RAJ's seot to TVA 8/21.

NRM

En RERB R eisRO CONFIRM INTAKE VELOCITYnss Be/sesd

Eswor, RERR Dennis AQUATIC REPORTS (IMPINGEMENT, ENTRAJNMENT)
mental n isse

Envi- RERS Dennis ALTERNATIVES ANO'NEED FOR POWE/PJUSTIFCATION1mnta Betssel

Envirn- RERB Dec/s RESOLUTION TOO-lAPTER 12 QUESTIONSREGARDING
mental Beissel OFFSITE DOSAGE

Envmon- RERB ens GRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
m Rn E Bess/s STATEMENT (SFES)TO PM

9.2.1 s8Pe Gerry ERCW & RCWSI Puraaroe/

9.2.2 SBPB Genr COMPONENT COOLING SYSTEM
P•oleo

9.3.2 SUPB Ed Soith PROCESS SAMPLING SYSTEM

11.2.0 SBPB EoSrilh LIOUID WASTE MNAGEMENT

11.3.0 SBP8 Ed Srt•h GASEOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT

11.4.0 SBPB EdSntil SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

5.2.2 SRIB M OVERPRESSURIZATION PROTECTION

6.3.1 S Sam SYSTEM DESIGN
Miranda

m% oTV WA PM response overdue. Conference coll conduced wi/h Licensee 1/20/2011.

3/18/2011 iTVA prepar•g reports.

3/31/2011

TBD See IHPB s/at/s for Chrpter 12.

5/130011 Achieving this milestone reqires ldrrely resolusion of Ute inks volocity snd Chapt/r 12 questions regardng ofote
dose and reopltolo the aqualic reports and SALL

SP.

Tectcal reewter io subrýl dral SE by 3)18/11. CR approved, SE Iniss date 3/4. RPM response reoeved 12,18/10.

SE input received f open Itemr 3/11 11. CR ap/r oved/ SE finish date 3c4. RAI response received 12110r10. rels
&enlo'TVA9117.

TVA RAI response overdue. RAIs subrl3ed421 28. CR approved. SErfinish dae R11/ro9sc0.

Publicirestin9 •hebled for 30.211. Technica reviewerf provide dlarlication questions on 314. PAl response received
2t5. Tecnical review is evaluating RAJ response. IHP`B SE inpul Wth folo~p R~s received 2/3. SBPB SE input
with large open ites receivd 100. Poral RAJ response receve 1014. Additional RAts sent to TVA 8/19.

Pu in mee/ing sc•eduled Ior 3122/11. Techn/cal reviewer provided daication quesions on 3/4. PM response received
1 .14 , 2/25. Techn/cal rev/ant is evaluating RA) response. IFPB SE sput end follow-up RAJs received 2M3. SEP SE input

wtt large open ite rnseived 1/20. Paer/al RA response received 1014. Additonal RAI'T sent to TVA 8/19.

Public meelin~g schleduled for 302211. Technical reviewepr Fodad daflcafio•quelnison 3/4. PAl resonsenroeived
I 15. Technica reviewer is evaluating RAI respnse. IHPB SE input with holloo,-up PALs recivd 2/3 SBP9 SE input

with W-g open Wr received 10. Para RN iWsa Teved t014.. Additiona R•s sent to TVA 111.

StRXB onduding an end) at Wes•nghouse on 3/15/Il. RAI response received 211T. Technical revioe is evaluatng
4)15/2011 PM response. CR approved, SE Irioh date 4/•5. CR appsoved, SE rinioh dote 111M. Pirt P response recwied

10/4 and 11/9.

ee mermrandum{ML104MOSC0) dated 2110/11. S/al/ iv evaluating It/e •rpact ofoutending PM responses. Schedule
rpacts are unknowm. See 15.3.1 comments. Tecduical reviewer preparing draft SE. CR approved, SE finish date 3/4.
At approved. SE fioishs dote 1/12P1 eprereevd11.CRapoeS O oeI/O
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Section Branch Tedanlca
No. I I Reviewer

SER Chapter Descdption
RAts S"u1n1tted t1 SE Deliverale Date

PM to P11
Courment

Sam
6.12 SRXB Sam EVALUATION

Mitranda

63.3 S Sam TESTING
Miranda

6.3.4 SRXH PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
Miranda

6.3.5 S Sam CONCLUSIONS
Miranda

15.2.2 SRXB nSam INCREASED COOLING TRANSIENTS
Miranda

15.2.3 SWAB Sam CHANGE IN COOLANT INVENTORY TRANSIENTS
Miranda

15.2_4 SRAB Sam
1iSranda REACTIVTY &POWER DISTRIBUTION

152.5 SHAB Sam CONCLUSIONS
Mianda

15.3.1 SAR S LOSS-OF-COOLANT ACCIDENT

1532 SHAR Sam STEAMLINE BREAKIrannmd

15..3 SR Sam FEEDWATER SYSTEM PIPE BREAK
SMirda1

15.3.4 SK SIM REACTOR COOLANT PUMP ROTOR SEIZURE

15..5 Sam REACTOR COOLANT PUMP SHAFT BREAK1.. RB Miranda

Mama

15.3.6 SRAS Sam ANTICIPATED TRANSIENT WITHOUT SCRAMMarc SYB iknca

Lo memorandum (MILl 10400500) dated 2/18/11. Stafl is evaluaing the impact of outstandng RAI responses. Schedtme
pads are unkeron. See 15.3.1 co.nmenti Technical reviewer preparing draft SE CR approved, SE finish date 3/4.
i approved, SE finsh dae 1121. RAl response reaieed 11/9. CR approved, SE finish date 11/30.

ee rremorandumr(ML110400500) dated V/18/11. Staff is evaluating the impact of outsanding responses. Schedule
pads are unknown. See 15.3.1 cormments. Technical reviewer preparing draft SE. CR approved, SE linish data 3)4.
R approved, SE flinsh date 1/21. RA response received 1119. CR approved, SE finish date 11130.

t mrrerandur (ML1IU400500) dated 218/111. Staff is evaluaing the impact of outsaending RAI responses. Scedoule
pacts are unknw. See 15.3.1 comments. Technical reviewer preparing draft SE CR approved, SE finish date 3/4.

approved, SE linish date 1121 RA] response receved 11/9. CR approved, SE inish date 11130.

iv rrnoraan •{•10000)damItl tOSf •e 2)16/1 I, Stal is eva•luhng We irmpact of ratlrtng HA responses. Sdndtt
pacts are unknown. See 15.11 conenss. Technical reviewer preparing drafl SE. CR approved SE krish date 314.
R appoved, SE finish date 1021. RAI response receved 1119. CR approved, SE finish date 11)30.

3/201 1 Technica reviveer preparing draft SE. RA response recaived 1119.

SRXB conducing an audt at Wesirghouse on 315/11. RA response received 2/10. Technical reviewer is evaluating
4152011 RAI response. CR approved, SE finish date 4)15. Partal RA] response received 1119

3116/2011 Technrrcl reveer preparing draft SE. RA respense received 1119.

4/15'2011 Technical reviewer preparing draft SE.

Technical reviewer preparing draft SE. Wadts Bar planl data for Len Ward's LOCA analysis is provided 3115. This also

4/1529t11 impacts inpit to secion 6.3 SE. CR approved, SE finish date 4)15. Len Ward In provide SE inpat. RAI response

rewived 1119.

4/1)2011 SRXB conducing an audit at Westinghouse on 3/15/11. RAI response received 2J11. Technical reiew , is evaluadig
RA] response. CR approved, SE finish date 4)15

3)11N2011 Techncal reviewer preparing draft SE. HAI response received 11/9.

311 /2011 Technical rev•e•wr preparing draft SE. RAe response received 1119.

311N/2011 TectN l reviewer preparng draft SE RAl response received 11t9.

4Q15/2011 Technicat reviever prepanng dralotSE. RAJresponse raceived 119.

Legend:

Corrptiee
Finish date n nead 2 weeks

Finishdan igreate n 2 weeks

NRR Overdae
4f TVA Overdue

qF Onrrn teern

Note: Responses to Open and Confirmrntry Items vai• require quick staff review and colut.

w

3-15-2011 Page 3 of 3
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From: Kinneman..John

To: Bailey. Marissa Haney, Ctherine

Cc: Habighorst, Peter

Subject: RE: Guidance Requested: FW: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:30:45 AM

(b)(5)

From: Bailey, Marissa
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:09 PM
To: Haney, Catherine; Kinneman, John
Cc: Habighorst, Peter
Subject: Guidance Requested: FW: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

Cathy, John - Your guidance is needed on this matter.

From: Habighorst, Peter
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:58 PM
To: Grice, Thomas; Freeman, Eric
Cc: Bailey, Marissa
Subject: RE: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

I am OK with this statement...

Marissa, would it be NMSS's position that if IAEA called for Complementary access during
a possible government shutdown we would then make the NRC employees (lead the host
team) as essential NRC employees...???

From: Grice, Thomas
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:05 PM
To: Freeman, Eric; Habighorst, Peter
Subject: RE: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

Works for me. Next shuttle is at 3:45 so I am heading to the metro.

. . . . ..... . . . ..... ... . .......... ..................... I ........ .............. ............. ... ......... ......... ........ ........................................... ......... ... ....... . .... . ... . ..... ..... .... ... .......... ............ . . . . .

From: Freeman, Eric
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:17 PM
To: Grice, Thomas; Habighorst, Peter
Subject: RE: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

Looks good, maybe consider the following addition though:
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From: Grice, Thomas
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:00 PM
To: Habighorst, Peter; Freeman, Eric
Subject: RE: OK to email [AEA Declaration to the Hill?

FYI _ drafted a quick response to Hung's email about potential CAs duing a government shutdown.
Please feel free to edit/comment and reply as desired. I should be back in the office by 4:00.

* ** ***********

(b)(5)

From: Hung Ly [HLy@cwc.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:44 PM
T1om 'Adams. I .Snehqn'; Freeman, Eric; Grice, Thomas (b)(6)

(b)(6) e; Melissa.Scholz@nnsa.doe.gov; Dunbar.Lockwood@nnsa.doe.gov
Cc: 'Sharp, Matthew K'
Subject: RE: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

Steve,
I delivered an electronic (pdf) declaration on a CD Rom last week. Matthew should have it.

On a separate note, our operation people want to know if there is a procedure to notify/inform the IAEA
not to request for CA in the event of the government shutdown. Unless there are other ways to handle
it.

Hung

..... Original Message -----
From: Adams, J Stephen [mailto:AdamsJS@state.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:20 PM
To: hly@cwc.qov; eric.freeman@nrc.qov; Thomas.Grice@nrc.gov;

(b)(6) Melissa.Scholz@nnsa.doe.gov;
Dunbar.Lockwood@nnsa.doe.gov
Cc: Sharp, Matthew K
Subject: Fw: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

My gut feeling is to say "yes" but no publishing by gpo or transmittal over internet. If we

don't have this on the unclassified system, this may be hard. We could take the electrons
and make a pdf and download ro a cd rom.

From: Knight, Stephen B
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:08 AM
To: Sharp, Matthew K; Adams, J Stephen
Subject: OK to email IAEA Declaration to the Hill?

Steve, Matt, the Hill got this in time but have requested that we send them the electrons
for the large document for the sake of convenient handling. Any objections? Otherwise,
they will PDF it themselves.
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Thanks,
-Stephen

This email is UNCLASSIFIED.
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From: Tae ry
To: Lee. Samson; Cfeok, Michael
Cc: Graham. Camillea Alexander, Cheryl
Subject: Arrival today
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:31:36 AM

(b)(6) I am running a little behind. I'll be in about 8:30.

Sent from NRC BlackBerry
Travis Tate

I (b)(6)
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From: Grifn.Stev
To: Ash ; Greene Kathryn; Stewart. Sharon
Cc: Turner Joseph; Weber. Michael; aP; Beckford. Kaydian; Bell, Marvin; BOlO, Susan; Bettis. Ashley;

Borchardt- Bil!; Boyce- Thomas MOIS); Branch, Richard; Brown, Yolanda; Byrd. Calvin Ceoura. Harry; Chicca.
Gregory; Ciand. Sandra; Codey. Cherrie; Davis. Allison; Davis. Chon; Dawood. David: Fenton, Dadlen; Eak.L
Jennifer; Garland. Stephanie; Gaudreau. Adam; Griffin. Steven; Heck, James; Howard Patrick; Hueck
Dav; Huth. Virginia; Jarvis. Rodney; Kemerer. Myron; Kerr, Matthew; Lieaev. Patricia; Mamish. Nader; Mohler,
Brian; Osband. Tracy; Pretzello. Andrew Rabideau. Peter; Rich. Thomas; Ronewicz. Lynn; Rowhani. Bahman;
Smith. Danielle; Stoianovich-Haves. Rada; Schumann, Stacy; Ravnor Kathleen; Davis. Kristin; P
Maryane; Cohen Miriam

Subject: ADM'l Morning Report
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:32:29 AM

ADM Daily Status Report for March 17, 2011

After-hours emergencies:

No items to report.

Gateway

No items to report.

Executive Boulevard Building (EBB)

Report from Monday the 14 th, The contractors were onsite today to do a leak test
on the precast and lower weep system. They found some bad caulking which is
being cut and re-caulked. Also found that some flashing had came loose which is
being sealed and screwed down. If the caulk is fully cured tomorrow the contractor
will do another leak test.

Report from Tuesday the 1 5 th, The vendor did more caulking to the area today.
They were not able to test yet as the caulk they put down yesterday still needed more
"curing" time.

Report from Wednesday the 1 6 th, GSA met with EBB management and Chief
Engineer. With the amount of rain we had last night it appears as we saw today that
the contractor has found the source of the leak and remedied. As weather permits
another leak test will be conducted and I will inform you of the results.

It has been determined the leaks are not from the windows but rather the precast.

Twinbrook Metro Plaza

No items to report.

21 Church Street

No items to report.
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Major Building Issues:

TWFN:

On Wednesday, March 16, at 8:12 a.m., a CAS officer reported that while patrolling
the Daycare center the smell of gas exhaust was detected.

FMB,FSB, and WW responded to the area. The smell of gas was detected coming
from the TWFN Cafeteria gas vent exhaust pipe, located between the outside area of
the Daycare and the TWFN loading dock. This is a normal occurrence, the system is
designed to vent gas to the outside as part of the operation of the regulator.

OWFN:

No items to report.

Warehouse:

No items to report.

Building Temperature Problems:

No items to report.

Security Items:

No items to report.

17 Mar 492 AD St. Patrick dies

Today is St. Patrick's Day, an Irish and Irish-American holiday commemorating the
death, as legend has it, of Patrick, the patron saint of Ireland, on March 17, circa 492.
It is also the occasion, in many American cities, for celebrating Irish heritage with a
parade. Among the most renowned of these festival traditions are the New York City
parade, which officially dates to March 17, 1766 (an unofficial march was held in
1762); the Boston parade, which may date as far back as March 17, 1775; and the
Savannah, Georgia, parade, which dates to March 17, 1824.

Saint Patrick (c. 390 - 460)[2] (Latin: Patricius,[3] Irish: Naomh Padraig) was a British
Christian missionary and is the patron saint of Ireland, along with Brigid of Kildare and
Columba. He was educated at a monastery and school of divinity founded by IItud (at
the location of modern Llantwit Major).

When he was about 14 he was captured by Irish raiders and taken as a slave to
Ireland, where he lived for six years before escaping and returning to his family. After
entering the Church, he later returned to Ireland as an ordained bishop in the north
and west of the island, but little is known about the places where he worked and there
is no contemporary evidence for any link between Patrick and any known church
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building

Steven Griffin FMA

Building Management Specialist

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

ADM/D FS/FACB

RoomT6-E29/ MS T6-E20

Office 301-415-6686

Celli (b)(6)

Fax 301-415-5380

"Always treat your contractors exactly as

you want them to treat your best customers."

By Stephen R. Covey
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From: Borchardt Bill
TO: Cohen. Miriam
Subject: RE:I (b)(6)

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:34:00 AM

thanks

----- Original Message -----
From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:50 AM
To: Johnson, Michael: Holahan.}iarv; Dorman, Dan; Borchardt, Bill; Ash, Darren
Subject: Fw:I (b)(6)

Thought you should know

----- Original Message-
From: Tracy, Glenn
To: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Thu Mar 17 06:19:11 2011
Subject: (b)(6)

E (b)(6)
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From: HRMSBulletn;Resource(@nrc.aov
To: Cheok. Michael
Subject: Payroll Reminder
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:42:38 AM

Your earnings and leave statement (ELS) is available on Employee Express (EEX) as of dose of business
Thursday March 17, 2011. NRC's Official pay date is Tuesday March 22, 2011 and your direct deposit
will be available by this date. To access EEX, dick here:

https://www.employeeexpress.gov/

Questions can be directed to the Department of Interior Payroll Operations Help Desk at 1-888-367-
1622.

Reminder: All employees are responsible for reviewing their ELS for accuracy of data.
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From: Bowman, Gregory
To: Weber. Michael; Viroilio. Martin
Subject: Alignment Meeting Summary for Construction Enforcement Discretion
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:44:43 AM
Attachments: Enforcement Policy (Construction) Alignment Meetino Summarv.docx

Mike and Marty,

I attached the alignment meeting summary OE put together following our meeting a couple
weeks ago on enforcement discretion for new construction. The summary looks to me to
be consistent with the approach we decided to take at the alignment meeting.

I realize things are busy and there's no rush on this, but when you have a chance, please
let me know if you see anything in the summary that you disagree with or anything you'd
like added.

Greg
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PREDE-CiSiONAL-,OFFICIAL USE ON.Y

Alignment Meeting Summary
SECY Paper Development Process

Date of Meeting: March 1, 2011

Location of Meeting: 017B4

Lead Office/Lead Author: OE (R. Summers)

Subject of Paper: Response to SECY 09-190 SRM.Item 5 - Evaluation of Enforcement Policy for
Construction (reactors and fuel facilities) and Development of Enforcement Discretion Options for
Commission Consideration - Option Paper to Commission scheduled for May 27, 2011

[X Kickoff Meeting

Meeting Participants

E] Follow-up Meeting Number:

Name Office Phone
Martin Virgilio EDO 415-1713
Michael Weber EDO 415-1705
Roy Zimmerman OE 415-6637
Robert Summers OE 415-1171
Carolyn Faria Ocasio OE 415-4050
Mohammed Shuaibi NRO 415-3232
James Beardsley NRO 415-5998
Earl Libby NRO 415-0522
Jerry Wilson NRO 415-3145
Timothy Frye NRO 415-3900
Nilda Rivera-Feliciano NRO 415-5823
Frederick Brown NRR 415-1004
Mary Ann Ashley NRR 415-1073
Raynard Wharton NMSS 492-3316
Mike Tschiltz NMSS 492-3206
Tom Hiltz NMSS 492-3296
Breeda Reilly NMSS 492-3110
Charles Casto R II 404-997-4472
Charles Ogle RII 404-997-4300
Alan Blamey RII 404-997-4415
Jimi Yerokun RII 404-997-4162
Mitzi Young OGC 415-1354
Marian Zobler OGC 415-1797
Anthony Wilson OGC 415-3699
Catherine Scott OGC 415-1681
Brett Klukan OGC 415-3629
Nathan Sanfilippo EDO 415-3951
James Andersen EDO 415-1725
Greg Bowman EDO 415-2939

PRE)E-CISIONAL .--OFF.IClAL ,USE-ONLY'
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Topics and Issues Discussed and Agreement Reached (This Meeting)

Paper Type and Purpose:

(b)(5)

Expectations:

Revise approach based on agreements below.

Areas and Issues Deservina Attention:

(b)(5)

Is Consensus Recommendation Possible Advisable?

Not at this time.

Offices:

OE, NRO, NRR,

Security Level:

Public Release

....................... I ...........

NMSS, RII, OGC

X Sensitive

Enforcement

Classified

Proprietary Adjudicatory Material

Roles and Responsibilities

O ffice/POC Tasking Phone
OE/Robert Summers Presenter 415-1171
OE/Roy Zimmerman Presenter 415-6637

Points of Contact

Office Name Email Phone

OE Robert Summers robert.summers@nrc.gov 415-1171

Offices To Be Involved In Concurrence on SECY Paper

OE, NMSS, NRR, NRO, Rll, OGC

nnhr hr- "•ir'•i/"• l A I /"rrrI" lI A I I IfI" tL kIl \I

1 w,., rqt-Ul/ - .'r I '.JIfIL. %J./ 'Jl '., I
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PREDEC-SIONAL - OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Schedule and Milestones

Milestones Estimated Date

Initial Alignment Meeting
Documentation of Alignment Agreement
Coordinating Meeting
Office Directors' Discussion/Alignment
SRM Due Date Extension & Basis
2 nd Alignment Meeting
Commission Paper Concurrence by Offices
Office Directors' Approval and Delivery to EDO
Sign off by DEDO/EDO/delivery to the Commission

03101/2011
03/xx/2011
TBD (prior to 3/16/2011)
03/16/2011
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD
TBD

Note - Many of the above actions are TBD to allow the coordinating team to discuss approach and
recommend deliverables.

New Agreements Reached (This Meeting)

Summary

(b)(5)

[[-ICIOA•,-,... - OUFFII1AL USE ONLY
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From: Chepk. Michael
To: Ashley, MarvAnn
Subject RE: Thanks
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:46:00 AM

MaryAnn - I did not have to do much. You did all the hard work.

This award is much deserved. Congratulations!!

Mike

From: Ashley, MaryAnn
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:19 AM
To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: Thanks

Mike,

Fred has informed me about my big award - and I just wanted to say a personal thank you
for your contribution

M ir.y A rn*vA shey
NRR Enforcement Coordinator

07C01
Office: 301-415-1073
Blackberry:l (b)(6)

MaryAnn.Ashley@nrc.gov
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Attachments:

Importance:

Hausman, Cheryl
Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:53 AM
Garmoe, Alex; Barker, Allan; Stone, AnnMarie; Bartlett, Bruce; Becker, Audrey; Bigoness, Jay;
Holt, BJ; Boland, Anne; Brouillard, Silvia; Cameron, Jamnes; Hausman, Cheryl; Lipa,
Christine; Pederson, Cynthia; Hills, David; Lords, David; Dickson, Billy; Sotiropoulos, Dina;
Doornbos, Roger; Duncan, Eric; Dvorak, Charles; Ehrig, Tina; Eldridge, Sharon; Ellegood,
John; Flowers, Diane; Funk, Don; Christoffer-Baruch, Gail; Shear, Gary; Garza, Michelle;
Gavula, James; Giessner, John; Gladden, Karen; Grzywa, Mary; Haeg, Lucas; Hane, Nancy;
Hannan, Mark; Hansen, Gregory; Hernandez, Cammie; Lynch, James; Janicki, Michele; Foltz,
Jeffrey; Kamprath, Martha; Keller, Nancy; Kemker, Brian; OBrien, Kenneth; Riemer, Kenneth;
Barclay, Kevin; King, Michael; Lara, Julio; Lawver, Dale; Lennartz, Jay; Ring, Mark;
Marshfield, Mark; Fahey, MaryKay; Maynen, Joseph; McGhee, James; Melendez-Colon,
Daneira; Murray, Robert; Passehl, Dave; Pelke, Patricia; Peterson, Hironori; Phillips, Charles;
Ramirez, Frances; Ray, Teresa; Richards, Gene; Roach, Gregory; Rutkowski, John; Satorius,
Mark; Shah, Nirodh; Bayliff, Shirley; Smith, Desiree; Stauffer, Gloria; Stoedter, Karla; Taylor,
Thomas; Thomas, Christopher; Togliatto, Marcia; Ulie, Joseph; Wilson, Adam; Burton,
Stephen; Krsek, Robert; Kryk, Scott; Langan, Scott; Morris, R. Michael; Ng, Raymond;
Orlikowski, Robert; Louden, Patrick; Chandrathil, Prema; Jones, Robert; Lanksbury, Roger;
Ruiz, Robert; Skokowski, Richard; Orth, Steven; Reynolds, Steven; Harlman, Thomas; Kozak,
Thomas; Magee, Thomas; Mitlyng, Viktoria; Zurawski, Paul
***** Quarterly Telecommunications Test *****
Telecommunication Testing Procedure 03-11 .pdf; GETS Test Call Instructions 03-11 .docx

High

*** Reply Requested: By 03/31/2011 ***

Telecommunications Test - Between 03/17/11 and 03/31/11 ***

Hello,

The purpose of this e-mail is to remind you that it is time for the Quarterly Telecommunications Test. Please complete
the following tests, as they apply to you, between 03/17/11 and 03/31/11. Reply to this e-mail when you have
completed the applicable tests with a cc to Mike King (Michael.King@nrc.gov). HQ (NSIR) will receive and record the
results and send a report when all the data has been collected after the quarterly test.

- If you have a satellite phone, place a test call to any commercial number.

- If you have a GETS card, place a test call from any commercial line to the GETS familiarization line.

- If you have a secure cell phone, place a secure test call to the HOO STE and ask the HOO to return a secure call back to
you.

- If you have been notified that Wireless Priority Service (WPS) is active on your secure or non secure cellular phone,
make a WPS call using GETS to the GETS familiarization line. Note: This call must be made on the voice number of the
secure cellular phone.

It is important that the GETS card and telecommunications equipment be tested to assure operability and familiarity
with the equipment and procedures and to report positive results to NSIR.

I have attached the Telecommunications Testing Procedure from HQ and the GETS Card Test Call Instructions with
additional information.

5
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Please contact me if you have any questions. Thank you.

Cheryl A. Hausman
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region III
Telecommunications Technician

(630) 829-9551 Office
[ (b)(6) Cell Phone

(630) 515-1078 Fax

6
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Telecommunication Testing Procedure

PURPOSE:
To assure the functionality of distributed alternate communication means through quarterly
testing.

SCOPE:
* Applies to Wireless Priority Service (WPS), Government Emergency

Telecommunication Service (GETS), Iridium Satellite, and Sectera GSM.
• Testing must be performed once a quarter during the first two weeks of the quarter.
• A reminder email will be sent to each individual prior to each testing period.

PROCESS:

WPS with GETS
1. From your WPS enabled cellular phone, dial *'272 -710-NCS-GETS (627-4387)
2. Listen for the GETS tone and enter .12 digit PIN.
3. When prompted, enter(703-818-3924 (GETS familiarization line) as destination.
4. Wait for recorded message to complete before ending call.

Note: This procedure tests both WPS and GETS at one time. Usage reports will be reviewed,
therefore there is no need to report testing activity. GETS does not work with the secure or
data number on the Sectera mobile phones. This test if for normal cellular phones and the
voice or non secure number on the Secteras.

Iridium
1. Acquire signal.
2. Dial any commercial number (e.g. office phone, cellular phone).
3. Verify that your call completes.
4. End call.

Note: Billing reports will be reviewed, therefore there is no need to report testing activity.

Sectera GSM in Secure Mode
1. Enter SM Pin.
2. Enter the HOO STE: 301-415-7148
3. Go secure.
4. Press the 'Send' key to place call to the HOO.
5. State that this is a test call and provide your name to the HOO that answers the STE.
6. Request that the HOO place a return secure call to your number.
7. End call.

Note: The HOO will log the call. This log will be reviewed, therefore there is no need to report
testing activity. As an option, WPS can be added to this test.

Page 1 of 2
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GETS Only
1. From any phone, dia 1-710-NCS-GETS (627-4387)
2. Listen for the GETS tone and enter 12 digit PIN.
3. When prompted, enter-703-818-3924 (GETS familiarization line) as destination.
4. Wait for recorded message to complete before ending call.

Note: Usage reports will be reviewed, therefore there is no need to report testing activity. GETS
does not work the secure or data number on Sectera mobile phones.

REFERENCE:
Iridium Model 9500 and 9505 Instructions
Sectera GSM Instructions
GETS information found at http://gets.ncs.gov/ then select Documents
WPS information found at http://wps.ncs.gov/ then select Documents

Approved by: Mel Leach
Effective Date: 12/31/05

Page 2 of 2
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From: GollaJ
To: Ash. Mel
Subject: RE: SRM - StCY-11-O014 - Use of Containment Accident Pressure in Analyzing Emergency Core Cooling System

and Containment Heat Removal System Pump Performance in Postulated Accidents

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:58:00 AM

Thanks Melissa.

From: Ash, Melissa
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:33 PM
"To: Calero, Alicia; Cruz, Holly; Golla, Joe; Hon, Andrew; Honcharik, Michelle; Jolicoeur, John; Lenning,
Ekaterina; Miller, Barry; Philpott, Stephen; Rowley, Jonathan; Stuchell, Sheldon
Subject: FYI: SRM - SECY-11-0014 - Use of Containment Acddent Pressure in Analyzing Emergency
Core Cooling System and Containment Heat Removal System Pump Performance in Postulated Accidents

Subject: SRM - SECY-11-0014 - Use of Containment Accident Pressure in Analyzing Emergency Core

Cooling System and Containment Heat Removal System Pump Performance in Postulated Accidents

(MLI 10740254)

In an effort to keep the NRC staff informed of Commission decisions in a timely manner,
attached for your information are the Staff Requirements Memoranda (SRMs) signed by
the Secretary on March 15, 2011. Please make additional distribution to interested staff
members in your office.

If you have any questions, please give me a call on 415-1969.
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From: Nichols. Craia (GE Power & Water)

To: I.
Subject: Re: May B(VIOG Executive Committee Meeting
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:06:51 AM

Joe
Sorry for not responding yesterday. We will be having a meeting on the 28th of March to develop
these topics, so I will get you the info on the 29th. Although I expect that events of the past week may
alter what the Execs of both orgs were originally thinking.
Yes the meeting is scheduled for 0800 to 1200 on Thursday, May 26th. Please let me know the plans
for the public meeting and I will have my logistics person work with you for public notice and meeting
accommodation.
Best Regards, Craig Nichols - Manager, BWR Owners Group (910) 233-2944

From: Golla, Joe <Joe.Golla@nrc.gov-.
To: Nichols, Craig (GE Power & Water)
Sent: Wed Mar 16 13:41:46 2011
Subject: May BWROG Executive Committee Meeting

Craig- do you know of any topics yet that the BWROG would like to discuss with the NRC
at the BWROG EC meeting in May? Also, it's my understanding the session with the NRC
will be the morning of May 26. Is that correct? We'll probably make this portion public.

Joe G/NRC

Joe Golla, Project Manager

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

NRR/DPR/PLPB

301-415-1002
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Satorius, Mark

From: Martinez, Christine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:14 AM
To: All R3 Users
Cc: Martin, Beverly
Subject: Daily: 1 New Item from Wednesday, March 16, 2011
Attachments: image001 .gif

Correct contact number for me in the Announcement below is (630) 829-9625.

Christine Martinez
Human Resources Assistant

iU.S..NRC

From: NRC Announcement [mailto:nrc.announcement(nrc.gov1
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:30 PM
To: NRC Announcement
Subject: Daily: 1 New Item from Wednesday, March 16, 2011

NRC Daily
Announcements

'Emp~lovee Resources: 2011 Federal Longq Term Care Insurance Program Open Season

Employee Resources: 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program Open Season

Announcing the 2011 Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program Open
Season:
April 4 through June 24, 2011.

The Federal Long Term Care Insurance Program (FLTCIP) is conducting an Open Season this
spring from
April 4 through June 24, 2011.

What is Long Term Care?
- Long term care is the care you need if you cannot perform activities of daily living (such as

bathing and is generally not covered by health insurance, including FEHB or Medicare.
- The FLTCIP can help protect you from the high costs of this care. FLTCIP insurance is

comprehensive, covering care provided in a variety of settings, including at home, in an
assisted living facility, in a nursing home, and in other settings.

- The FLTCIP provides coverage if you require care in a country outside the United
States. Some restrictions apply.

What makes this opportunity so special?
During the FLTCIP Open Season, you can apply using the abbreviated underwriting application

3
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(you answer fewer health questions.) This is the first abbreviated underwriting opportunity for new
applicants since 2002.

Eligibility
Abbreviated underwriting is available for actively at work Federal and U.S. Postal Service
employees (civilian workforce members) and their spouses/same-sex domestic partners and active
members of the uniformed services and their spouses who are not currently enrolled in the FLTCIP.
Non-enrolled annuitants and other qualified relatives can apply for coverage at any time, but must
complete a full underwriting application.

Take action today
- Visit the FLTCIP Wetsite to learn more.
- Have a Certified Long Term Care Insurance Consultant call you.
- Apply now or request a FLTCIP Open Season abbreviated application.*
- Attend an onsite FLTCIP Open Season workshop- check with your Benefits contact to see if

the FLTCIP is conducting workshops in your area.
- Register for the FLTCIP Open Season webinar-April 2 7th at 1 p.m. Eastern Time.

If you cannot view the live event, you can still view the archived event for 60 days, but you
must register before April 5 th, 2011.

For more information on the FLTCIP Open Season
Visit the FLTCIP Wetsite or call 1-800-LTC-FEDS (1-800-582-3337) TTY 1-800-843-3557

For information on the LTC open season please contact the following NRC representatives.

Headquarters
Region I
Region II
Region Ill
Region IV

Lisa Williams
Riqueza Marziale
Shelia Willis
Christine Martinez
Sandy Lindsay

301 415-1436
610-337-5174

404-997-4844

630-827-9625

817-860-8237

(2011-03-16 00:00:00.0) View item in a new window

: The l.atest Announcements: are:always ontihe NRCQWORK Home Pagle.

Announcements by Date •IAnnouncements.by Categiory .:
. " i " Search Announcements:iter t " [Go]

:Frequetly Asked Questions About the NRC }DailyX Announcements Email

4

DN 2253 of 2796



From: il Prick
To: Harper. Kevwn

Cc: Skeen, David
Subject: I"m working from home this a.m.

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:22:00 AM

Reminder:

Home phone:
(b)(6)

Personal cell:
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From: Haney, Catherine
To: Tallarica. Alison
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:24:00 AM

(b)(5)

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Bums, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

"For your eyes on-V'

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to
meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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Thanks
Alison Tallanco (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

(b)(6)

Tuesday, March 15, 2011 8:25 AM
Satorius, Mark

(b)(6)

(b)(6)
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From: Craig, )ocelyn
To: NRR DPR Distribution
Subject: Christopher M. Regan will be out of the office today...
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:29:46 AM

Christopher M. Regan will be out of the office today March 17, 2011. Michael A.

Dusaniwskyj will be acting branch chief for the Financial Analysis and International

Projects Branch. Mr. Dusaniwskyj is located in O-12C6 and can be reached at 301-415-
1260.

Thank you,

Jocelyn N. Craig
Administrative Assistant
Financial Analysis and International Projects Branch
Division of Policy & Rulemaking
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
(301) 415-8501

DN 2260 of 2796



From: Boger. Bruce
To: Gerke. Laura
Subject: RE: Feedback from Mtg with Div SC Reps
oate: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:34:00 AM

Laura, Thanks for the feedback. My upcoming meetings with the DDs will also provide an
opportunity to re-emphasize the living nature of the plans. Bruce

From: Gerke, Laura
Sent. Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:20 PM
To: Boger, Bruce
Subject: Feedback from Mtg with Div SC Reps

All divisions except one attended, good sharing of ideas. I believe they found it helpful (I
learned something), and we will do it periodically. There are two divisions that did not
think beyond one year in their plans, but they are getting onboard with the idea that they
need to. I mentioned your willingness to speak on safety culture at their div mtgs; I think
you might be taken up on that!

When we next meet on March 28, I can give you more detail, but in sum: useful
information shared, another opportunity to help people get to know one another within
NRR, message given that a continued focus on safety culture is needed, we'll do this
periodically.

Laura
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From:

To:
Subject:
Date:

Attachments:

(b)(6)
I ~(b)(6)

Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:38:21 PM

•I Flyerar19doc

(b)(6)
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Frof: olla Joe
To: Jolicoeur. 6ohi.
Subject: RE: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:50:00 AM

(b)(5)

From: Jolicoeur, John/
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:35 AM
To: NRRDPRPLPBDistribution
Subject: FW: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments

I've only received one input so far. Please get your info to me by noon today.

John

From: Jolicoeur, John
Sent: Monday, March b7, 2011 5:52 AM
To: Calero, Alicia; Hon, Andrew; Miller, Barry; Baxley, Dana; Lenning, Ekaterina; Cruz, Holly; Rowley,
Jonathan; Golla, Joe; Honcharik, Michelle; Brown, Nathan; Stuchell, Sheldon; Philpott, Stephen
Subject: Fw: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments

Please provide any accomplishments to me by COB 3/16. Thanks.
Sent from my NRC BlackBerry
John Jolicoeur

S (b)(6)

From: Valentine, Nicholee
-To: Helton, Shana; Rosenbtrg, Stacey; Regan, Christopher; Quichocho, Jessie; Eads, Johnny; Ross-Lee,
Marylane; Jolicoeur, John
Cc: McGinty, Tim; Blount, Tom; Quay, Theodore
Sent: Fri Mar 04 12:55:03 2011
Subject: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments

Please provide me your 2 nd Quarter Accomplishments by March 1 8th.

Please see the attached document for examples of accomplishments for 2 nd

quarter.

Thanks-

Nikki
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From: Silk.Anne

To: Cheok. Michael; Lee, Samson

Cc: Graham. Camillea
Subject 9:4S ET Significant Topic Meeting has been canceled today.

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:58:31 AM

Mike & Sam,

I left a message on Camillea's voice mail, but in case she is not in, today's ET Significant
Topic meeting at 9:45 in canceled. The ET is not available. Bill is probably mentioning this
at the standup right now, but just wanted to follow-up.

Thanks,
Anne
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From:
To: Jolicoeur. John

Subject: RE: DPR 2nd Qtt 2011 Accomplishments
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:57:00 AM

(b)(5)

From: Jolicoeur, John,
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:35 AM
To: NRRDPRPLPBDistribution
Subject: FW: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments

I've only received one input so far. Please get your info to me by noon today.

John

From: Jolicoeur, Johr\
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2011 5:52 AM
To: Calero, Alicia; Hon, Andrew; Miller, Barry; Baxley, Dana; Lenning, Ekaterina; Cruz, Holly; Rowley,
Jonathan; Golla, Joe; Honcharik, Michelle; Brown, Nathan; Stuchell, Sheldon; Philpott, Stephen
Subject: Fw: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments

Please provide any accomplishments to me by COB 3/16. Thanks.
Sent from my NRC BlackBerry
John Jolicoeur

(b)(6)

prom: Valentine, Nicholeel
-To: Helton, Shana; Rosenberg, Stacey; Regan, Christopher; Quichocho, Jessie; Eads, Johnny; Ross-Lee,
MaryJane; Jolicoeur, John
Cc: McGinty, Tim; Blount, Tom; Quay, Theodore
Sent: Fri Mar 04 12:55:03 2011
Subject: DPR 2nd Qtr 2011 Accomplishments

Please provide me your 2 nd Quarter Accomplishments by March 1 8 th.

Please see the attached document for examples of accomplishments for 2 nd

quarter.

Thanks-

Nikki
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Ia.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Attachments:

Valentine, Nicholee

Go~laJoee
Additional updated for DPR on Pand Plan Qrtrly Update March 2011
Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:58:30 AM
Pand Plan Ortrlv Update March 2011.docx

Marcus Voth is acting till the end of this week. Rotational Branch Chief has not been named as of

yet for PRPB.
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Appendix B Staffing Plans

Primary Staffing Plan for DSS

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

Samuel Miranda
DSS/SRXB Emergency Core Cooling System Summer Sun

Benjamin Parks

Leonard Ward
DSS/SNPB Thermal-Hydraulics Yuri Orechwa

Anthony Attard
Paul Clifford

DSS/SNPB Core Physics/Fuels Anthony Attard
Mathew Panicker

Leonard Ward
DSS/SNPB Computer Codes/Modeling Joshua Kaizer

Mathew Panicker
Steve Jones

DSS/SBPB Spent Fuel Storage Gerald Purciarello
Edward Smith
Edward Smith

DSS/SBPB FloodinglTomadoes Steve Jones
Stanley Gardocki
Richard Lobel

DSS/SCVB Containment Ahsan Sallman
Brian Lee

Harold Walker
DSS/SCVB Ventilation Jerome Bettle

Janak Raval
Steve Jones

DSS/SBPB Heavy Loads/Cranes Gerald Purciarello
Edward Smith
Greg Casto
Steve Jones

DSS/SBPB Balance of Plant Systems Stanley Gardocki
Gerald Purciarello
Edward Smith

Ralph Architzel
DSS/SSIB ECCs Sump Strainer Performance Steve Smith

John Lehning

B-1
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Primary Staffing Plan for DRA

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

DRA/AADB Licensing: Radiological Accident Dose Assessment John Parillo

DRA/AADB Licensing: Radiological Accident Dose Assessment Mark Blumberg

DRA/AADB Licensing: Meteorological Assessment Leta Brown

DRAIAFPB Licensing: Licensing Actions Technical Analysis/Fire Protection Daniel Frumkin

DRA/APLA Licensing: Risk Analysis/Fire Protection Ray Gallucci

DRA/AFPB Licensing: Requests from Department of Navy/Fire Protection Paul Lain

DRA/AFPB Enforcement: Technical Reviews/Fire Protection Alex Klein

DRAIAFPB Inspection: Inspection/Fire Protection Harold Barrett

Assurance of Safety while Responding to Licensee Exemption, Stephen Dinsmore
DRA/APLA Alternatives, and Relief Requests: Andrew Howe

Risk Assessment

DRA/APLA Imposition of Added Requirements To Ensure Safety and Stephen Dinsmore

Security: Risk Assessment Ray Gallucci

Jeff Circle
DRA/APLA Issuance of Enforcement Discretion for Temporary Exemptions See-Meng Wong
& APOB from Regulations: Risk Assessment Andrew Howe

Relief of License Conditions: Jeff Circle

DRA/APOB Performance of Risk Assessments in Support of Notices of Antonios Zoulis

Enforcement Discretion (NOEDs)

Evaluation of Emergent Events: Jeff Circle

DRA/APOB Risk Assessments in Support of Management Directive (MD) Jeffrey Mitman

8.3 and Manual Chapter 0309 events Anlonios Zoulis

Evaluation of Events and Conditions: Jeff Circle

DRA/APOB Risk Assessments for Use in the Significance Determinaton Jeffrey Mitman
Process (SDP) Antonios Zoulis

B-2
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DPR

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Current Staff Member

Sheldon Stuchell
DPRJPLPB NOED Process Lead Dave Beaulieu

John Jolicoeur

Tanya Mensah
Andrea RussellDPRJPGCB Generic Communication Project Lead Thomas Alexion

Stacey Rosenberg
Joseph Golla
Andrea Russell

DPRIPLPB Pandemic NRR PM ThdrassAli
.Thomas Alexion

Sheldon Stuchell
Alexander Adams

DPRfPRLB Research and Test Reactor (RTR) Licensing
William Kennedy
Alexander Adams

DPR/PRLB Navy Services Duane Hardesty

Patrick Isaac

Craig BassettDPR/PROB RTR Inspections Johnny Eads

Gary Morlang

Alexander AdamsDPRIPRPL=B RTR SecurilyiEP Elizabeth Reed

Scott Sloan

Marcus Voth
DPR/PRPB Medical Isotope Facility (Moly 99) Mrs Fot

I I Ossy Font

B-3
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DIRS

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Current Staff Member

Gerald Waig
Carl Schulten

DIRS/ITSB Licensing: Review of Emergent Technical Specification Change Matthew HammAmendments 
Ravi Grover
Kristy Bucholtz

Jim Isom
Aron Lewin

DIRS/IRIB Inspections: Review of Baseline Inspection Scope Changes Jeremy Bowen
Donald Norkin
Ross Telson

DIRSIIHPB Licensing: Human Factors and Fatigue Rule (10 CFR Part 26, Michael Boggi
_________ Subpart I) Kamishan Martin

B-4
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DCI

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Current Staff Member

DCI Kenneth Karwoski
DCI/CSGB Emmett Murphy
DCI Kenneth Karwoski
DCI/CPNB Reactor Ci ant Sygem (RCS) Leakage Keith Hoffman
DCI/CVIB Monitoring Matthew Mitchell
DCI1CPNB Leak Before Break Roer Har
DCI Robert Hardies

DCI/CPNB Tim Lupold
DCI/CVIB Operational Leakage Matthew Mitchell
DCI Kenneth Karwoski

Paul Klein
DCI/CSGB Containment Sump Chemical Effects Matthew Yoder

Matthew Yoder
DCI/CSGB Coatings Emma Wong

Matthew Yoder
DCI/CSGB Chemical Engineering Emma Wong

DCI/CPTB Valves John Huang
John Billerbeck

DCI/CPTB Diesel Generators Robert Wolfgang
Michael Faman

Robert Wolfgang
DCIICPTB Pumps Gurjendra Bedi

DCI/CPNB Dave Alley
DCI Corrosion Robert Hardies
DCI/CVIB Ganesh Cheruvenki
DCIUCPNB Jay Collins
DCI Robert Hardies
DCI/CVIB Welding Edward Andruszkiewicz
DCI/CVlB Ganesh Cheruvenki

American Society of Mechanical Engineers Donald Naujock
DCIICPNB (ASME) Code Nondestructive Examination Tim Lupold

(NDE) Carol Nove
DCI/CPNB John Tsao
DCIJCPNB Keith HoffmanDCI1CVIB ASME Code Flaw Evaluation SimonfShn
DCI/CVIB Simon Sheng

DCIICVIB Matthew Mitchell
DC1ICVIB Thomas McLeltan
DCICVIB Reactor Pressure Vessel Materals Carolyn Fairbanks
DCI/CVIB Rector SureiVes Materials Ganesh Cheruvenki
DCI Inspection, Surveiltance. Internals Robert Hardies
DCI/CVIB Matthew Mitchell

B-5

DN 2277 of 2796



NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DE

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

Headquarters Incident Response Team Patrick Hiland

Gurcharan Matharu
DEIEEEB Diesel Generators Matthew McConnell

Vijay Goel

DE/EEEB Grid Reliability/ Stability Kenn Miller
Gurcliaran Matharu
Matthew McConnell

DE(EECB Battery Prem Sahay

Matthew McConnell
DE/EECB Environmental Qualification Prew Mahay

Premn Sahay

Alexander Tsirigotis
DEtEMCB Mechanical Engineering Chakrapani Basavaraju

William Jessup
Farhad Farzam

DE/EMCB Structural Engineering George Thomas
David Rahn

DE/EICB Analog Instrumentation & Control Engineering Rich Stattel
Stephen Wyman
Norbert Carte

DE/EICB Digital Instrumentation & Control Engineering Gursharan Singh
Bernard Dittman

Lois James

DE/AT Allegations Joseph Petrostino
Paul Prescott
Robert Pettis
Paul Prescott

DF/EQVB Quality Assurance Robert Pettis
Jonathan Ortega

All Branches Support Staff All Branches

B-6
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Staffing Plan for DORL
DORL will use backup PMs according to the DORL roster, available on the NRC webpage. If
backup PMs are not available, DORL will choose the most accessible and logical person (i.e., a
person with exposure to the affected plant, branch chief, or acting person according to the order
of succession).

Branch Staff Member (PMs)
LPL1-2 Bamford, Peter
LPL3-1 Beltz, Terry
LPL 3-2 Billoch, Araceli
LPLI-1 Boska, John
LPL2-1 Boyle, Patrick
LPL3-2 Brown. Eva
LPL3-1 Chawla, Mahesh
LPL2-1 Cotton. Karen
LPL3-2 David. Marshall
LPL3-2 DiFrancesco. Nicholas
LPLI-2 Ennis, Rick
LPL3-1 Feintuch, Karl
LPL4 Gibson. Lauren
LPL2-2 Gratton, Christopher
LPLI-1 Guzman, Richard
LPL4 Hall, Randy
LPL1-2 Hughey, John
LPL4 Kalyanam. Kaly
LPL1.1 Kim, James
WB Lamb. John
LPL2-2 Lingam, Siva
WB Lyon, Fred
LPL3-2 Mahoney, Michael
LPL2-1 Martin. Robert
WB Milano, Pat
LPL1-2 Miller, Ed
LPL 1-1 Morgan. Nadiyah
LPL2-2 Mozafan, Brenda
LPL3-2 Norton. Charles
LPL2-2 Orf. Tracy
LPL2-2 Paige. Jason
LPL1-1 Pickett, Douglas
LPL4 Polickoski, James
WB Poole, Justin
WB Raghavan, L.
LPL2-2 Saba, Farideh
LPL 1-2 Sanders, Carleen
LPL4 Singal, Balwant
LPL2-1 Sreenivas. V.
LPL2-1 Stang, John
LPL3-1 Tam. Peter
LPL4 Thadani, Mohan
LPL2-1 Thompson, Jon
LPI1-1 Vaidya. Bhalchandra
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

LPL4 Wang. Alan
LPL3-1 Wengert, Thomas

-WS Wiebe. Joel
LPL4 Wilkins, Lynnea

B-8
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for PMDA

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

Marianne Narick
Bernard Grenier

CMB Enterprise Support Function: Kary Hannum
Cotrct Karyn Hannum
Contracts Richard Daniel

Tamara Williams

Hong Le

BFEB Enterprise Support Function: Budget Carolyn Nguyen
Execution Sylvia Valencia

Gary Tharpe

Enterprise Support Function: Budget Hong Le
BFEB Formuation Karenina NewellArlette Howard

T.J. Garham
SB Enterprise Support Function: Time

and Labor Makeeka Compton
Tasheena Burton
Hong Le

BFEB Enterprise Support Function: Travel Cynthia Dorsey
Sylvia Valencia
T.J. Gorham

ISB Enterprise Support Function: Leslie Hill
Records Management Sandra Walker

Patti Craver
Bryan Champion

TB Enterprise Support Function: Indu Konduin
Computer System Support Ga ahnlri Sast

B-9
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Appendix E Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Order of
Succession

Position Order of Succession ICurreny Filled by

Director, Office of 1. Deputy Director for Reactor Safety 1. Bruce Boger
Nuclear Reactor Programs
Regulation (NRR) 2. Deputy Director for Engineering and 2. Jack Grobe

Corporate Support
3. Director, Division of Operating 3. Joseph Giitter
Reactor Licensing (DORL)
4. Director, Division of Inspection and 4. Frederick Brown
Regional Support (DIRS)

Deputy Director for 1. Director, DORL 1. Joseph Glitter
Reactor Safety Programs 2. Director, DIRS 2. Frederick Brown

3 Director, Division of Policy and 3. Timothy McGinty
Rulemaking (DPR)
4. Director, Division of License 4. Brian Holian
Renewal (DLR)

Deputy Director for 1. Director. Division of Safety Systems 1. William Ruland
Engineering and (DSS)
Corporate Support 2. Director, Division of Component 2. Michele Evans

Integrity (DCI)
3. Director, Division of Engineering 3. Patrick Hiland
(DE)
4. Director. Division of Risk 4. Mark Cunningham
Assessment (DRA)

Director, DRA 1. Deputy Director, DRA 1. Samson Lee
2. Deputy Director for Fire Protection, 2. Sunil Weerakkody
DRA
3. Branch Chief, Probabilistic Risk 3. Donnie Harrison
Assessment (PRA) Licensing Branch A
(APLA)
4. Branch Chief. Fire Protection 4. Alex Klein
Branch (AFPB)
5. Branch Chief, PRA Operational 5. Veronica Rodriguez
Support and Maintenance (APOB)
6 Branch Chief, Accident Dose 6. Travis Tate
Branch (AADB)

E-1

DN 2282 of 2796



NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Pstion JOrder of Succession lCurrently Filled by

Director. DSS 1. Deputy Director, DSS 1. Sher Bahadur
2. Branch Chief, Containment and 2. Anthony Ulses
Ventilation Branch (SCVB)
3. Branch Chief, Reactor Systems 3. Robert Dennig
Branch (SRXB)
4. Branch Chief. Nuclear Performance 4. Anthony Mendiola
and Code Review Branch (SNPB)
5. Branch Chief, Balance of Plant 5. Greg Casto
Branch (SBPB)
6. Branch Chief, Safety Issue 6. Stewart Bailey
Resolution Branch (SSIB)

Director, DE 1. Deputy Director, DE 1. David Skeen
2. Branch Chief, Electncal Engineering 2. George Wilson
Branch (EEEB)
3. Branch Chief, Mechanical and Civil 3. Meena Khanna
Engineering Branch (EMCB)
4. Branch Chief, Instrumentation and 4. David Rahn, Rich Stattel,
Controls Branch (EICB) Norbert Carte
5. Branch Chief, Ouality and Vendor
Branch (EQVB) 5. Martin Murphy
6. Team Lead, Allegations Team (AT)

6. Lois James

Director. DCI 1. Deputy Director, DCI 1. John Lubinski
2. Branch Chief. Vessels and Internals 2. Matthew Mitchell
Integrity Branch (CVIB)
3. Branch Chief, Steam Generator 3. Robert Taylor
Tube Integrity and Chemical
Engineering Branch (CSGB)
4. Branch Chief, Piping and 4. Tim Lupold
Nondestructive Examination (NDE)
Branch (CPNB)
5. Branch Chief, Component 5. Anthony McMurtray
Performance and Testing Branch
(CPTB)

Director, DORL 1. Deputy Director, DORL 1. Robert Nelson
2. Deputy Director, DORL 2. Allen Howe
3. Branch Chief, Plant Licensing 3. Harold Chemoff
Branch (LPL) 1-2
4. Branch Chief. LPL 4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief, LPL 1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Director, DIRS 1. Deputy Director 1. Frederick Brown
2. Deputy Director 2. Michael Cheok
3. Branch Chief. Reactor Inspection 3. Timothy Kobetz
Branch (1RIB)
4. Branch Chief, Operating Experience 4. John Thorp
Branch (IOEB)
5. Branch Chief. Performance 5. Rani Franovich
Assessment Branch (IPAB)

E-2
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Position Order of Succession Currently Filled by

Director. DPR 1. Director, DPR 1. Tim McGinty
2. Deputy Directors. DPR 2. Tom Blount
3. DepUt,, Dir r", DPR 3.-ThPade-19Q•'y
4. Branch Chief, Generic 4. Stacey Rosenberg
Communications and Power Uprate
Branch (PGCB)
5. Branch Chief, Licensing Processes 5. John Jolicoeur
Branch (PLPB)
6. Branch Chief, Rulemaking and 6. Shana Helton
inrtcrnEn3ti:rl PrcFjcct ranch (PRIB
PRMB)
7. Branch Chief. Financial Analysis 7. Christopher Regan
and International Projects Branch
(PF-P- PF_±B
8. Branch Chief, Research and Test 8. Jessie Quichocho
Reactor Licensing Branch (PRLB)
9. Branch Chief. Research and Test 9. Johnny Eads
Reactors Oversight Branch (PROB)
10. Research and Test Reactor ,10. MayJanz Ross Lee Marcus
Project Branch (PRPB) Voth

Director. DLR 1. Deputy Director. DLR 1. Melanie Galloway
2. Branch Chief, Projects Branch I 2. Bo Pham
(RPB1)
3. Branch Chief. Projects Branch 2 3. David Wrona
(RPB2)
4. Branch Chief, Aging Management 4. Jerry Dozier
of Reactor Systems and Guidance
Update Branch (RARB)
5. Branch Chief, Aging Management 5. David Pelton
of Plant Systems Branch (RAPB)
6. Branch Chief. Aging Management 6. Raj Auluck
of Structures, Electrical. and Systems
Branch (RASB)

Director, Program 1. Deputy Director 1. Kimberly Ferrell
Management, Policy 2. Branch Chief, Information 2. Bryan Champion
Development, and Technology Branch (ITB)
Analysis (PMDA) 3. Branch Chief, Infrastructure 3. TaJuan Gorham

Services Branch (ISB)
4. Branch Chief, Budget Formulation 4. Hong Le
and Execution Branch (BFEB)
5. Branch Chief, Contracts 5. Marianne Narick
Management Branch (CMB)
6. Branch Chief, Human Capital 6. Rohn Brown
Branch (HCB)

F r•oatted: Higtrght ....__
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Deputy Directors Order of Succession ICurrently Filled byI

Deputy Director, DRA 1 Deputy, Fire Protection 1. Sunil Weerakkody
2. Branch Chief, APLA 2. Donnie Harrison
3. Branch Chief, AFPB 3. Alex Klein
4. Branch Chief. APOB 4. Veronica Rodriguez
5. Branch Chief, AADB 5. Travis Tate

Deputy Director. DSS 1. Branch Chief, SCVB I. Anthony Ulses
2. Branch Chief, SRXB 2. Robert Dennig
3. Branch Chief. SNPB 3. Anthony Mendiola
4. Branch Chief. SBPB 4. Greg Casto
5 Branch Chief. SSIB 5. Stewart Bailey

Deputy Director, DE 1. Branch Chief. EEEB 1. George Wilson
2. Branch Chief. EMCB 2. Meena Khanna
3. Branch Chief, EICB 3. David Rahn, Rich Stattel,
4. Branch Chief, EDVB Norbert Carte
5. Sr. Allegations Coord., AT 4. Marlin Murphy

5. Lois James

Deputy Director, DCI 1. Branch Chief. CVIB 1. Matthew Mitchell
2. Branch Chief, CSGB 2. Robert Taylor
3. Branch Chief. CPNB 3. Tim Lupold
4. Branch Chief, CPTB 4. Anthony McMurtray

Deputy Director, DORL 1. Director. DORL 1. Joseph Guitter
2. Deputy Director, DORL 2. Robert Nelson. Allen Howe
3. Branch Chief. LPL1-2 3. Harold Chernoff
4. Branch Chief, LPL4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief. LPLl-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Deputy Director, DIRS 1. Deputy Director 1. Michael Cheok
2. Branch Chief, IRIB 2. Timothy Kobetz
3. Branch Chief. IOEB 3. John Thorp
4. Branch Chief. IPAB 4. Rani Franovich
5. Branch Chief. Technical 5. Robert Elliott
Specifications Branch (ITSB)

Deputy Director. DPR 1. Director 1. Tim McGinty
2. Deputy Director. DPR 2. Tom Blount
3. Deputy 0•r~tF. DPR 3. Theedre- Quay
4. Branch Chief, (PGCB) 4. Stacey Rosenberg
5. Branch Chief. (PLPB) 5. John Jolicoeur
6. Branch Chief. (PRIB) 6. Shana Helton
7. Branch Chief. (PFAB) 7. Christopher Regan
8. Branch Chief, (PRLB) 8. Jessie Quichocho
9. Branch Chief, (PROB) 9. Johnny Eads
10Branch Chief. (PRPB) 10. Mr'yJa.c Rsce Lee Marcus

Voth
Forma4td: Hig~iaiht ___
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Deputy Director, DLR 1. Branch Chief, RPB1 1. Bo Pham
2. Branch Chief, RPB2 2. David Wrona
3. Branch Chief, RARB 3. Jerry Dozier
4. Branch Chief, RAPB 4. David Pelton
5. Branch Chief, RASB 5. Raj Auluck

Branch Chiefs Order of Succession rrently Filled by I
Branch Chief, APLA 1. Senior Risk Analyst 1. Andrew Howe

2. Senior Risk Analyst 2. Stephen Dinsmore
3. Senior Risk Analyst 3. Raymond Gallucci

Branch Chief, APOB 1. Senior Reliability Analyst 1. Jeff Circle
2. Senior Risk Analyst 2. Jeff Mitman
3. Senior Reactor Analyst 3. See-Meng Wong

Branch Chief. AADB 1. Senior Dose Analyst 1. Mark Blumberg
2. Senior Dose Analyst 2. John Parllo
3. Dose Analyst 3. Dylanne Duvigneaud
4. Meteorological Assessment 4. Leta Brown

Branch Chief, AFPB 1. Team Leader '. Daniel Frumkin
2. Senior Fire Protection Engineer 2. Paul Lain
3. Senior Fire Protection Engineer 3. Harold Barrett
4. Fire Protection Engineer 4. Naeem lqbal

Branch Chief, SRXB 1. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 1. Sam Miranda
2. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 2. Summer Sun
3. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 3. Warren Lyon

Branch Chief. SBPB 1. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 1. Steve Jones
2. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 2. Gerard Purciarello
3. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 3. Stanley Gardocki
4. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 4. Edward Smith

Branch Chief, SCVB 1. Senior Engineer 1. Richard Lobel
2. Senior Engineer 2. Jerome Bettle
3. Senior Engineer 3. Ahsan Sallman

Branch Chief. SNPB 1. Senior Nuclear Engineer 1. Anthony Attard
2. Senior Reactor Engineer 2. Leonard Ward
3. Senior Engineer 3. Yuri Orechwa

Branch Chief. SSIB 1. Reactor Systems Engineer 1. Ralph Architzel
2. Reactor Systems Engineer 2. James Beall
3. Reactor Systems Engineer 3. Steve Smith

Branch Chief, EEEB 1. Team Leader (Senior Electrical 1. Roy Mathew
Engineer)
2. Senior Electrical Engineer 2. Matthew McConnell
3. Senior Electrical Engineer 3. Kenn Miller

E-5
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Branch Chief, EICB 1. Senior Instrumentation and Control 1. Norbert Carte
Engineer
2. Senior Instrumentation and Control 2. Richard Stattel
Engineer
3. Senior Instrumentation and Control 3. David Rahn
Engineer

Branch Chief, EMCB 1. Senior Structural Engineer 1. Farhad Farzam
Meena Khanna 2. Senior Mechanical Engineer 2. Alexander Tsirigotis

3. Senior Mechanical Engineer 3. Chakrapani Basavaraju

Branch Chief, EQVB 1. Senior Operations Engineer 1. Paul Prescott
2. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 2. Robert Pettis
3. Senior Operations Engineer 3. Jonathan Ortega

Branch Chief, CPNB I. Senior Materials Engineer 1. John Tsao
Tim Lupold 2. Senior Materials Engineer 2. Jay Collins

3. Materials Engineer 3. Keith Hoffman
4. Materials Engineer 4. Donald Naujock
5. Materials Engineer 5. Carol Nove

Branch Chief, CVIB 1. Senior Materials Engineer 1. Simon Sheng
Matthew Mitchell 2. Senior Materials Engineer 2. Carolyn Fairbanks

3. Senior Materials Engineer 3. Jeff Poehler
4. Materials Engineer 4. Thomas McLellan
5. Materials Engineer 5. Ganesh Cheruvenki
6. Materials Engineer 6. Patrick Purtscher

Branch Chief. CSGB 1. Senior Materials Engineer 1. Emmett Murphy
Robert Taylor 2. Senior Materials Engineer 2. Paul Klein

3. Senior Chemical Engineer 3. Matthew Yoder
4. Materials Engineer 4. Andrew Johnson
5. Materials Engineer 5. Prakash Patnaik
6. Chemical Engineer 6. Emma Wong

Branch Chief. CPTB 1. Senior Mechanical Engineer 1. Y.S. (John) Huang
Anthony McMurtray 2. Senior Mechanical Engineer 2. Robert Wolfgang

3. Senior Mechanical Engineer 3. Gurjendra Bedi

Branch Chief, LPLI-1 1. Branch Chief 1-2 1. Harold Chernoff
Nancy Salgado 2. Branch Chief 2-1 2. Gloria Kulesa

3. Branch Chief 2-2 3. Doug Broaddus
4. Branch Chief 3-1 4. Robert Pascarelli
5. Branch Chief 3-2 5. Robert Carlson

Branch Chief. LPL1-2 1. Branch Chief 1-1 1. Nancy Salgado
Harold Chernoff 2. Branch Chief 2-1 2. Gloria Kulesa

3. Branch Chief 2-2 3. Doug Broaddus
4. Branch Chief 3-1 4. Robert Pascarelli
5. Branch Chief 3-2 5. Robert Carlson

Branch Chief. LPL2-1 1. Branch Chief 2-2 1. Doug Broaddus
Gloria Kulesa 2. Branch Chief 3-1 2. Robert Pascarelli

3. Branch Chief 3-2 3. Robert Carlson
4. Branch Chief 4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief WB 5. Stephen Campbell

E-6
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Branch Chief, LPL2-2 1. Branch Chief 2-1 1. Gloria Kulesa
Doug Broaddus 2. Branch Chief 3-1 2. Robert Pascarelli

3. Branch Chief WB 3. Stephen Campbell
4. Branch Chief 4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief 3-2 5. Robert Carlson

Branch Chief, LPL3-1 1. Branch Chief 3-2 1. Robert Carlson
Robert Pascarelli 2. Branch Chief 1-2 2. Harold Chemoff

3. Branch Chief 4 3. Michael Markley
4. Branch Chief WB 4. Stephen Campbell
5. Branch Chief 1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Branch Chief, LPL3-2 1. Branch Chief 3-1 1. Robert Pascarelli
Robert Carlson 2. Branch Chief 4 2. Michael Markley

3. Branch Chief WB 3. Stephen Campbell
4. Branch Chief 1-1 4. Nancy Salgado
5. Branch Chief 1-1 5. Harold Chernoff

Branch Chief. LPL4 1. Branch Chief WB 1. Stephen Campbell
Michael Markley 2. Branch Chief 2-2 2. Doug Broaddus

3. Branch Chief 1-2 3. Harold Chernoff
4. Branch Chief 2-1 4. Gloria Kulesa
5. Branch Chief 1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Branch Chief. WB2 1. Branch Chief 4 1. Michael Markley
Stephen Campbell 2. Branch Chief 3-1 2. Robert Pascarelli

3. Branch Chief 1-2 3. Harold Chernoff
4. Branch Chief 2-1 4. Gloria Kulesa
5. Branch Chief 2-2 5. Doug Broaddus

Branch Chief. IRIB 1. Senior Staff 1. Jim Isom
Timothy Kobetz 2. Senior Staff 2. Ross Telson

3. Senior Staff 3. Jeremy Bowen

Branch Chief, IOEB 1. Senior Staff 1. Eric Thomas
John Thorp 2. Senior Staff 2. Mark King

3. Senior Staff 3. Steve Pannier

Branch Chief. IPAB 1. Senior Staff 1. Ronald Frahm
Rani Franovich 2. Senior Staff 2. Armando Mascantonio

3. Senior Staff 3. Paul Bonnet?

Branch Chief, ITSB 1. Senior Staff 1. Gerald Waig
Robert Elliot 2. Senior Staff 2. Carl Schulten

3. Senior Staff 3. Matthew Hamm

Branch Chief, IOLB 1. Senior Staff 1. John Munro
John McHale 2. Senior Staff 2. Timothy Kolb

3. Senior Staff 3. Dave Muller

Branch Chief, IHPB 1 . Senior Staff 1. Roger Pedersen
Undine Shoop 2. Senior Staff 2. Steven Garry

3. Senior Staff 3. Michael Boggi

E-7
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Branch Chief, PGCB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Thomas Alexion
2- Senior Project Manager 2. ,Atnyh.-M ra1Iey Eric Bowman
3. Senior Project Manager 3. Sheldon Stuchell
4. Project Manager 4. Andrea Russell

Branch Chief, PLPB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Michelle Honcharik
2. Senior Project Manager 2. Tanya Mensah
3. Project Manager 3. Holly Cruz

,4. Projct Man.g.. .. 4 i G .Bow... or you can add:
Barry Miller

Branch Chief, P-RIS 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Mark Padovan
PRMB 2. Senior Project Manager 2. Stewart Schneider

3. Senior Program Manager 3. Timothy Reed
4. Senior Program Manager 4. Richard Dudley
4. S8A OF Project MaR..... fE 4....... p ......
FlrleFrnat GRal Pregroms

5.-PreGfoJct M 9 5 Vesnronicc Rodgauez

Branch Chief, PRLB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Alexander Adams
2. Senior Project Manager 2. Linh Tran
3. Senior Project Manager 3. Duane Hardesty

Branch Chief, PROB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Patrick Isaac
2. Reactor Inspector 2. Craig Bassett
3. Reactor Inspector 3. Gregory Schoenebeck
4. Reactor Engineer 4. Paul Doyle

Branch Chief, P-AB PFIB 1. 1-Intemational Team Leader 1. Heather Astwood
2. Senior Financial Analyst 2.Clayton Pittiglio

2. - . . ..r Prcj- ct I - ... .- 2. R ae r-4 , 4,,e
3. Senior Cost Analyst 3. Brian Richter
4. FiRanclal Analyst 4. Senior Project 4. Mizhal D-us-aniwkyj Jon
Manager for International Programs Hopkins
5. PFje- e Financial Analyst 5....U. .Quin. 5 Michael

Dusaniwskyi

Branch Chief, PRPB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Marcus Voth
2. Project Manager 2. Elizabeth Reed
3. General Engineer 3. Ossy Font

Branch Chief. CMB 1. Technical Assistance PM 1. Bernard Grenier
2. Technical Assistance PM 2. Karyn Hannum
3. Technical Assistance PM 3. Richard Daniel

Branch Chief. ISB 1. Senior Program Analyst 1. Lauren Claggett
2. Senior Program Analyst 2. Burnie James
3. Management Analyst 3. Sandra Walker

Branch Chief, BFEB 1. Senior Financial Analyst 1. Caroline Nguyen
2. Senior Program Analyst 2. Karenina Newell

Branch Chief. HCB 1. Senior Management Analyst 1. Lynne Sapp
2. Management Analyst 2. Michelle Manahan
3. Management Analyst 3. Sue Decker

Foatted: Highlight

Fo ated: Highlight _

Formatted: Font: 10 lit

Formatted: List Paragraph, Numbered.

Level: I + Numbering Style: 1, 2, 3, ... + Start
at: I + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.25' +
Indent at: 0.5"
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Branch Chief. TB . Senior IT Specialist 1. lndu Konduri
2. Senior IT Specialist 2. Gayathri Sastry
3. Senior IT Specialist 3. Louise Lovell

E-9
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From: Cunninaham. Liza

To: Franovich. Rani
Cc: NRR DIRS IPAB Distribuion; RidsNrrOd Resource; NRR DIRS IRIB Distribution RidsOacMailCenter Resource;

RidsOoaMail Resource; RidsAdmMailCenter Resource RidsRanlMailCenter Resource; RidsRnn2MailCenter
Resource; RidsRan3MailCenter Resource; RidsRpn4MaiICenter Resource: Brown. Frederick Cheok. Michael
Weerakkodv. Sunik Sho. Undine McHale, John; Collins, Daniel Clifford, James Roberts. Darrell; Wilson,
Peter; Croteau, Rick; Munir, Mohammad J Christensen. Harold West. Steven S
Reynolds. Steven OBrien. Kenneth; Clar. lef; YVeel. Anton Canmano. Roy; ru.r Powell. RaymoDd
Hopper. George; LaaJli; Hay, Michael Costello. Ralh; Barry. Terrence; Frye, Timothy; Jimenez. lose,

Subject. Summary of the Reactor Oversight Process Monthly Public Meeting Held on February 16, 2011
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:58:36 AM
Attachments: ML11068A009.APK

DATE: March 14, 2011

TO: Rani Franovich

FROM: Kevin Roche

SUBJECT: Summary of the Reactor Oversight Process Monthly Public Meeting Held on
February 16, 2011

CONTACT: Kevin Roche
301-415-3106

ADAMS Accession Number: ML11068A009
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Attachment MLI 1068A009.APK (107 Bytes) cannot be converted to PDF format.
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From: Nguyen. Ouynh
To: Lees, Eric; GbeJac; Boger. Bruce
Cc: Douilas Stone; Shela en; Heather Suleiman Deeds. Erin; Ruland. William
Subject: COMMAND DECISION: Postpone Difficult Conversations?
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:01:23 AM
Importance: High

Either way... Ill work with Triad to implement.

Thanks,
Quynh

PS Doug, thanks for the email!

From: Douglas Stone [mailto:stone@diffcon.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:41 AM
To: Nguyen, Quynh
Cc: Sheila Heen; Heather Sulejrnan
Subject: Re: Next Week

Hi Quynh,

As the difficult events in Japan grow worse, and there is the possibility of attendance attrition
for our work with you all next week, Sheila and I wanted to put out some possible options.
Our goal is to train the full raft of NRC folks as efficiently and economically as possible.
All the options below work equally well from our point of view, so the only question is what
works best for you all. We would treat any postponements as an "act of God," so no
workshops fees to us would be incurred.

(1) We could keep next week's set up as it is.

(2) We could postpone Monday's follow up sessions, and still teach the third workshop on
Tuesday and Wednesday. We could then merge the follow up for the three groups into two
overall sessions (on one day) down the road, at an overall cost savings to you.

(3) We could postpone both the follow up workshops and the third workshop, and re-
schedule for a time when attendance will be stronger and easier for participants.

As I mention, the contract states that canceling or postponing at this late date results in a full
fee payment. However, due to the events in Japan, we would waive that provision and
charge no fees until the workshops are re-scheduled (which would mean no additional fees
for postponement). I should note that we have incurred some out of pocket costs on airline
fees, and so we'd investigate changing those tickets (with some possible resulting fees that
would need to be passed through to you all).

We are, of course, prepared and eager to come down next week, but we want to do what is
best for the NRC in terms of the overall impact of our work with you. So, let us know your
thoughts. Please call me when you get this and we can discuss. My number at Triad is
(617) 547-1728, ext. 113.

Talk soon,
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Satorius, Mark

From: West, Steven
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 9:04 AM
To: Tomczak, Tammy; Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia; Heck, Jared; Holt, BJ; Sotiropoulos,

Dina; Rubic, Mark; Boland, Anne; Louden, Patrick; Shear, Gary; Reynolds, Steven; OBrien,
Kenneth

Subject: RE: Principal Staff PAL for 3/15/11 (starting at 1:00p)

Process for office selection and moves

From: Tomczak, Tammy
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 1:03 PM
To: Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia; Heck, Jared; Holt, BJ; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Rubic, Mark; Boland, Anne; Louden,
Patrick; West, Steven; Shear, Gary; Reynolds, Steven; OBrien, Kenneth
Subject: Principal Staff PAL for 3/15/11 (starting at 1:00p)

Happy Monday!

Please forward any potential items for the Principal Staff PAL to me by 11:00 a.m., Tuesday (03/15/11).

Thanks, and have a great day!
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From: ANS DCSecton
To: ans.dcsection
Subject: SCIENCE FAIR JUDGES NEEDED FOR THE DC FAIR
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:04:28 AM

We need judges for the DC Science Fair. The DC Science Fair Coordinators have decided to

change the date and location for the Fair. They had trouble finding judges for Friday, April

1st and have about 600 students registered. This means that the DC Fair is the bigger than

the other fairs that we judge.

The new date will be Saturday, April 2 nd

The new location will be the DC Armory

The times are about the same:

Registration: 7:00 to 8:00 AM

Orientation: 8:00 to 8:30 AM

Judging: 8:30 to noon

Lunch: noon to 1:00 PM

We have enough judges for the other remaining science fairs.

Let's get out again this year and represent the ANS Washington DC Section in this very

worthwhile endeavor.

Thanks for your support

Burt Koske

ANS-DC Education Chair
[ (b)(6) J
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
Subject:

Attachments:

jeanna.dennis@ComEd.com
Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:18 AM
Additional Information Supporting Request for License Amendment Regarding Ultimate Heat
Sink
RS-11-035 -- UHS RAI Response.pdf

The attached.file is being sent to you per the bcc distribution list.

****-********************************************* This e-mail and any of its attachments-may
contain Exe o oration proprietary information, which is privileged, confidential- or'subject to copyright
belonging to the Exelon Corporation aim y o e-mai isInterffded solely for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is addressed. If you are not ibe iide t of this e-mail, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distributionpyin action taken in relationnts of and
attachments to this e-mail is strictly-prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this e-mail in error,
please notify the sender immediately and permanently delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and any
printout. Thank You. *************************************************

28
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Exelkn.
Exelon Generxioii www.exelonCorP.Cornu ea
4300 Winfield PRoad

Warrenvfl!e, 1L 6o555

RS-1 1-035 10 CFR 50.90
March 16,2011

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555-001

Byron Station, Units 1 and 2
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-37 and NPF-66
NRC Docket Nos. STN 50-454 and STN 50-455

Subject: Additional Information Supporting Request for License Amendment Regarding
Ultimate Heat Sink

References. 1. Letter from P. R. Simpson (Exelon Generation Company, LLC) to U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, "License Amendment Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink,"
dated June 30, 2009

2. Letter from P. R. Simpson (Exelon Generation Company, LLC) to U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, mAdditional Information Supporting Request for
License Amendment Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink,' dated January 25, 2010

3. Letter from J. L. Hansen (Exelon Generation Company, LLC) to U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, "Additional Information Supporting Request for
Ucense Amendment Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink," dated July 1, 2010

4. Letter from J. L. Hansen (Exelon Generation Company, LLC) to U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, 'Additional Information Supporting Request for
License Amendment Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink," dated November 8, 2010

5. Letter from N. J. DiFrancesco (U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission) to
M. J. Pacilio (Exelon Generation Company, LLC). "Byron Station, Unit Nos. 1
and 2 - Request For Additional Information Related to License Amendment
Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink (TAC Nos. ME1669 and ME1670)," dated
December 28, 2010

6. Letter from J. L Hansen (Exelon Generation Company, LLC) to U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, "Response to Request for Additional Information
Related to License Amendment Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink," dated
January 31, 2011

7. Letter from M. Mahoney (U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission) to
M. J. Pacilio (Exelon Generation Company, LLC), "Byron Station, Unit Nos. 1
and 2 - Request For Additional Information Related to License Amendment
Regarding Ultimate Heat Sink (TAC Nos. ME1 669 and ME1 670)," dated
February 14, 2011
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March 16, 2011
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Page 2

In Reference 1, Exelon Generation Company, LLC, (EGC) requested a license amendment for
Byron Station, Units 1 and 2, to revise Technical Specifications (TS) to add additional essential
service water (SX) cooling tower fan requirements as a function of SX pump discharge
temperature to reflect results of a revised analysis for the ultimate heat sink (UHS).

EGC supplemented Reference 1 by letters dated January 25, July 1, and November 8, 2010, and
January 31, 2011 (References 2, 3, 4, and 6).

In Reference 5, the NRC requested that EGO provide additional information in support of their
review of Reference 1. The Attachment of Reference 6 provided the requested information, with
the exception of Question 1.a of Reference 5. As discussed with the NRC on January 27, 2011,
and documented in Reference 6, the response to Question 1.a would be provided in a separate
submittal.

In Reference 7, the NRC requested that EGO provide additional information in support of their
review of Reference 1. Attachments 1 and 2 provide the requested information of Reference 7.
Attachments 1 and 3 provide the requested information for Question l.a of Reference 5.

The proposed TS changes provided in Attachment 2 supersede the changes previously provided
to the NRC in References 1 and 4. The proposed TS Bases changes provided in Attachment 3,
which supersede the changes previously provided to the NRC in Reference 1, are provided for
information only and do not require NRC approval.

EGO has reviewed the information supporting a finding of no significant hazards consideration
and the environmental consideration that were previously provided to the NRC in Attachment 1 of
Reference 1. The additional information provided in this submittal does not affect the bases for
concluding that the proposed license amendment does not Involve a significant hazards
consideration. In addition, the additional information provided in this submittal does not affect the
bases for concluding that neither an environmental impact statement nor an environmental
assessment needs to be prepared in connection with the proposed amendment.

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.91, "Notice for public comment; State consultation," paragraph (b),
a copy of this letter and its attachments are being provided to the designated State of Illinois
official.

There are no regulatory commitments contained in this letter.

Should you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact Ms. Lisa A. Schofield at
(630) 657-2815.
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March 16, 2011
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Page 3

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on the 16th day
of March 2011.

Manager - Licensing
Exelon Generation Company, LLC

Attachments:
1. Response to Request for Additional Information
2. Markup of Technical Specifications Pages for Byron Station, Units 1 and 2
3. Markup of Technical Specifications Bases Pages for Byron Station, Units 1 and 2

cc: NRC Regional Administrator, Region III
NRC Senior Resident Inspector, Byron Station
NRR Project Manager, Byron Station
Illinois Emergency Management Agency - Division of Nuclear Safety
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ATTACHMENT I
Response to Request for Additional Information

By letter to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) dated June 30, 2009, Exelon Generation
Company, LLC, (EGC) requested a license amendment for Byron Station, Units 1 and 2, to
revise Technical Specifications (TS) to add additional essential service water (SX) cooling tower
fan requirements as a function of SX pump discharge temperature to reflect results of a revised
analysis for the ultimate heat sink (UHS). EGC supplemented this request by letters dated
January 25, July 1, and November 8, 2010, and January 31, 2011.

In letters dated December 28, 2010, and February 14, 2011, the NRC requested that EGC
provide additional information related to the June 30, 2009, request. Attachments 1, 2, and 3
provide the requested information for Question 1.a of the December 28, 2010, letter and for the
February 14, 2011, letter.

Request for Additional Information Dated February 14, 2011

Question 1:

The UHS is required to be OPERABLE in MODES 1 through 4. Eight cooling tower fans
running in fast speed are necessary to ensure basin temperature does not reach 100°F
following a LOCA/loss of offsite power at one unit concurrent with the safe shutdown from
maximum power of the other unit under bounding conditions. When 8 fans are not OPERABLE
and in fast speed while the plant is in MODES 1 through 4 under bounding conditions, LCO
3.7.9 is not met. As an alternative to shutting down the reactor, the TS allow entry into LCO
3.7.9 Condition A and performance of REQUIRED ACTIONS A.1 and A.2.

The Facility Operating License (FOL) for Byron contains a set of rules for the use and
application of Byron TS's. The BACKGROUND section on Page 1.3-1 of Byron TS states "The
ACTIONS associated with an LCO state Conditions that typically describe the ways in which the
requirements of the LCO can fail to be met. Specified with each stated Condition are Required
Action(s) and Completion Time(s)."

The proposed TS 3.7.9 changes do not appear to conform to the use and application section of
Byron TS. That is, the proposed Conditions do not describe the ways in which cooling tower fan
requirements can fail to be met.

Explain why this unusual format is required, or provide revised proposed TS that conform to the
TS use and application section of the Byron FOL.

Response to Question 1:

EGC has considered the NRC position on the proposed TS 3.7.9 formatting and agrees the
"Limiting Condition for Operations (LCO) referencing to Tables" concept may not be consistent
with TS formatting guidelines. However, EGC concludes that having a fixed LCO for the UHS at
the most extreme conditions would result in, under less extreme conditions, the UHS being in a
a Condition Statement when it was capable of meeting its design basis. Condition Statement
Development for specific separate conditions of not satisfying SX pump discharge water
temperature regions is not an optimal solution either, since it adds at least five Condition
statements, most with Notes, to a TS which already has six Conditions. EGC proposes an
alternative that is consistent with TS use, application, and formatting conventions.

Page 1 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 1
Response to Request for Additional Information

The alternative approach is to have the LCO state "The UHS shall be OPERABLE," and place
the specific requirements of the SX pump discharge water temperature, number of operable
cooling tower fans, and their operational mode in a Surveillance Requirement (SR)
(i.e., SR.3.7.9-2). This is consistent with TS section 1.0, "Use and Application," page 1.4-1,
"Description," which states "...the Surveillance must be met in order to meet the associated
Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO)."

In addition, SR 3.0.1 states, "SRs shall be met during the MODES or other specified conditions
in the Applicability for individual LCOs, unless otherwise stated in the SR. Failure to meet a
Surveillance, whether such failure is experienced during the performance of the Surveillance or
between performances of the Surveillance, shall be failure to meet the LCO."

If the SR is not met, then appropriate Condition statements have been developed such that the
UHS design basis can still be met considering the-temporary relaxation of the single failure
criterion. Otherwise, LCO 3.0.3 would need to be entered.

The SR will keep the "required" number of SX cooling tower fans approach as with the current
TS 3.7.9, since the required number is dependent on SX pump discharge water temperature.
The SX pump discharge water temperature is, in part, limited by environmental conditions that
vary throughout the year. Depending on the SX pump discharge water temperature, either six,
seven, or eight SX cooling tower fans are required to satisfy the UHS design basis including
single failure assumptions. In this TS format, only one action condition is needed to address the
Condition of one less than required cooling tower fans depending on the region the SX pump
discharge temperature is in versus having multiple separate Condition statements, one for each
SX pump discharge region.

The proposed approach is similar to how the current TS 3.7.9 is formatted. EGC originally
proposed to use a tabular format; however, the presentation of the specific requirements of the
UHS in the proposed Tables has been streamlined and placed in proposed SR 3.7.9-2.

The revised markup of TS 3.7.9 is provided in Attachment 2.

Request for Additional Information Dated December 28, 2010

Question l.a:

The EGC request dated June 30, 2009, provided revised TS 3.7.9, "Ultimate Heat Sink," and
the revised TS B3.7.9 Bases for a cross tied SX system. The letter dated November 8, 2010,
includes new proposed TS 3.7.9 for split SX system, but did not include the new TS Bases.

a) Please provide the complete TS B3.7.9 Bases for clarity.

Response to Question 1.a:

The revised markup of TS Bases 3.7.9 is provided in Attachment 3. These changes will be
made in accordance with the Byron TS Bases Control Program.

Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 2
Markup of Technical Specifications Pages for Byron Station, Units 1 and 2

Byron Station, Units 1 and 2

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-37 and NPF-66

REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS PAGES

3.7.9-1
3.7.9-2
3.7.9-3
3.7.9-4
3.7.9-5

INSERTS
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UHS
3.7.9

3.7 PLANT SYSTEMS

3.7.9 Ultimate Heat Sink (UHS)

LCO 3.7.9 The UHS shall be OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

tower fanui ini operab ule.
A-.4 Veify r-m,,ain•

rcequi red OPERABLE
coling toerve fans

pare capable sf beng
ffpeIred byIan
OPERABLE em~ergency
peipo's~eruree.-

i heur-

72 hours

AN~

Restore requi red
cooling tewer fan to
OPERABLE status.

-. One or more basin 9 Restore both basin 6 hours
level(s) < 60%. 1 levels to Žt 60%.

(continued)

Replace with
INSERT A

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 3.7.9 - I Amendment 4-%
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UHS
3.7.9

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

*. One Essential Service
Water (SX) makeup pump
inoperable. r

AND

AND

r

Verify basin level
for each tower is

90%.
lOnce per F

Verify OPERABILITY of
associated makeup
source.

Restore SX makeup
pump to OPERABLE
status.

72 hours

AND

>2 hours
thereafter

72 hours

I

F.2

F.3

7 days if both
units are in
MODE 1, 2, 3, or
4

AND

14 days if one
unit is in
MODE 5, 6 or
defueled

(continued)

BYRON - UNITS I & 2 3.7.9 - 2 Amendment 444
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UHS
3.7.9

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

-R.

EllP

Two SX makeup pumps
inoperable.

AND

AND

D).4
71

Verify basin level
for each tower is
> 90%.

once per

I hour

AND

>2 hours
thereafter

1 hour

72 hours

Verify OPERABILITY of
at least one makeup
source.

Verify OPERABILITY of
second makeup source.

Rock River water level
_< 670.6 ft Mean Sea
Level (MSL). H.1 $4

Verify Rock
water level
> 664.7 ft
flow > 700
per second

River
is

MSL and
cubic feet
(cfs).

1 hour

AND

412 hours
thereafter

(continued)

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 3.7.9 - 3 Amendment 4-4;*
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UHS
3.7.9

HfACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION J REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

-F-.

Ell

Required Action E not
met.

OR ME-~
Rock River water level
forecast to exceed
702.0 ft MSL by the
National Weather
Service (NWS).

OR ED
Tornado Watch issued
by the NWS that
includes the Byron
site.

p

AND

AND

p

jOnce per

Verify basin level
for each tower is
> 90%.

I hour

AND

2hours
thereafter

1 hour

72 hours

Verify OPERABILITY of
at least one deep
well pump.

Verify OPERABILITY of
both deep well pumps.

E
zil-

G. Required Action and
~ associated Completion

Time of Condition A--
B, C, D, er F not met.

OR

UHS inoperable for
reasons other than
Condition A, B, C, D,
-E, F.

G--7 Be in MODE 3.

AND\

Be in MODE 5.

6 hours

36 hours

'k A, B,C, D, E, F, G, H, or I. I

tAF, B, C, , or I
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UHS
3.7.9

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.7.9.1 Verify water level in each cooling tower 24 hours
basin is Ž 60%.

U In In i ;C- 0C, C. 'ZOnt i A 1 r 0 ýn' 9 i r-A WA t IM 12 WMA4 24 haups
d 1 [ d F e d ý F ýe LI [XJLU d HFe 1 :

Replace
with
INSERT B

tewer fans running en high speed, o

e- !5960F, wioth•- 7 coolng t•w... fans
running en high 5ped-.

SR 3.7.9.3 Verify river water level is > 670.6 ft MSL 24 hours
and • 702.0 ft MSL.

SR 3.7.9.4 Operate each required cooling tower fan on 31 days
high speed for Ž 15 minutes.

SR 3.7.9.5 Verify each SX makeup manual, power 31 days
operated, and automatic valve in the flow
path that is not locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured in the open position, is
in the correct position.

SR 3.7.9.6 Verify that each SX makeup pump starts on a 31 days
simulated or actual low basin level signal
and operates for Ž 30 minutes.

(continued)

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 3.7.9 - 5 Amendment 4%
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ATTACHMENT 2
Markup of Technical Specifications Pages for Byron Station, Units 1 and 2

INSERT A

A. One or more OPERABLE A.1 Initiate actions to Immediately
cooling tower fan(s) operate OPERABLE
not running in cooling tower fan(s)
required high speed. in high speed.

B. One required cooling B.1 Verify OPERABLE I hour
tower fan inoperable, cooling tower fans

are capable of being
powered by an
OPERABLE emergency
power source.

AND

B.2 Restore cooling tower 72 hours
fan to OPERABLE
status.

C. Outside air wet bulb C.1 Restore SXCT fan 72 hours
temperature > 760F. configuration such

that each electrical
AND division is capable

of providing power to
Each electrical at least one OPERABLE
division not capable SXCT fan.
of providing power to
at least one OPERABLE
SXCT fan.

D. SX pump discharge 0.1 Be in MODE 3. 6 hours
water temperature
> 960F. AND

D.2 Be in MODE 5. 36 hours

Page 1 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 2
Markup of Technical Specifications Pages for Byron Station, Units I and 2

INSERT B

SR 3.7.9.2 --------------------- NOTE-------------
When outside air wet bulb temperature is
> 760F, then each electrical division must
be capable of providing power to at least
one OPERABLE SXCT fan.

Verify essential service water (SX) pump 24 hours
discharge water temperature, SX cooling
tower (SXCT) fans OPERABILITY, and their
required operational mode are:

a. When SX trains are cross tied on both
Units;

1. SX pump discharge water
temperature • 77°F and 6 OPERABLE
SXCT fans;

2. SX pump discharge water
temperature > 77°F and • 82°F and
7 OPERABLE SXCT fans;

3. SX pump discharge water
temperature > 770F and • 84°F and
6 OPERABLE SXCT fans running in
high speed;

4. SX pump discharge water
temperature > 84°F and • 91°F and
7 OPERABLE SXCT fans running in
high speed; or

5. SX pump discharge water
temperature > 91°F and • 960F and
8 OPERABLE SXCT fans running in
high speed.

b. When SX trains are split on either
Unit;

1. SX pump discharge water
temperature • 82OF and 8 OPERABLE
SXCT fans; or

2. SX pump discharge water
temperature > 82°F and • 96°F and
8 OPERABLE SXCT fans running in
high speed.

Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 3
Markup of Technical Specifications Bases Pages for Byron Station, Units 1 and 2

Byron Station, Units I and 2

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-37 and NPF-66

REVISED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS BASES PAGES
(NOTE: TS Bases pages are provided for information only.)

B 3.7.9-2
B 3.7.9-3
B 3.7.9-4
B 3.7.9-5
B 3.7.9-6
B 3.7.9-7
B 3.7.9-8
B 3.7.9-9

B 3.7.9-10
B 3.7.9-11
B 3.7.9-12
B 3.7.9-13

INSERTS

DN 2311 of 2796



UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

BACKGROUND (continued)

Additional information on the design and operation of the
system, along with a list of components served, can be found
in UFSAR, Section 9.2.5 (Ref. 1).

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

The UHS is the sink for heat removed from the reactor core
following all accidents and anticipated operational
occurrences in which the unit is cooled down and placed on
Residual Heat Removal (RHR) operation as well as the sink
for heat removed from containment via the reactor
containment fan coolers. The UHS performance requirements
are that the design basis temperatures of safety related
equipment served by SX, either directly or indirectly are
not exceeded. The UHS maximum post accident heat load
occurs near the time the unit switches from injection to
recirculation and the containment cooling systems and
residual heat removal systems are required to remove core
decay heat. The status of both units must be considered in
the UHS analyses, because the UHS is a common system. The
design basis accident analyses for the UHS is based on
design basis LOCA/loss of offsite power conditions on one
unit concurrent with the safe shutdown from maximum power of
the other unit. References 2, 3, and 6 provide details of
the UHS design basis analyses. The analyses include worst
expected meteorological conditions, conservative
uncertainties when calculating decay heat, and worst case
single ee-ti-ve failures.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 2 Revision -6-
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES (continued)

The design basis analyses asum twe eeeling tewer eel!-&
(i. e. , two f ans or water di stri butian tc two tcwer eells5)
ape out of service. Inl addition, the analyses assumfe ta
at least six fans are running en high .peed if the average
tem..peratre as m.easured at the SX pump diseharge is Ž80F
that with the fans r-unnling the SX pumfp discharge tem~perature
- . 9•o•; and m..ust not ex- . 9oF with 6 OPERABLE fans

runni,,ng o high speed-. The , HS maxium ldesign t.R.peratur
. .1900F. The UHS design . H basis analym aume am ial

temfperature of <4 96'F woith at least 6 fans runnling er < 992fP
with noe fangs rungning.- Fep the 96OF cases, heat tpansfer i
credited 4ffffediately followinAg the event because thean

Replace with will auto reenergi ze woith the respectiv die W generatEor
INSERT C output breaker auito elosuire. THecluate pea basin

temfperature is 4 100P Pgepte 892F eases he at transfer is
net credited until operator action opengs r-iser valvesan
starts the fans. Thes eal eulatiens also show that the
10911F design temperatuire is not exeeded.

The analyses assume an initial basin level of Ž: 60% in both
cooling tower basins, which corresponds to approximately
306,000 gallons in each basin. The analyses consider the AF
System requirements, whose safety related source of water is
the SX System.

The UKS is designed in accordance with Regulatory Guide 1.27
(Ref. 4), which requires a 30 day supply of cooling water in
the UHS. The UHS requires makeup to the basins to meet this
requirement. The safety related source of makeup is the two
diesel driven SX makeup pumps which take suction from the
Rock River. The diesel driven SX makeup pumps auto start on
low level in their associated tower basin. The SX makeup
system is designed to withstand all design basis natural
phenomena events and combination of events except for
seismic events during low Rock River flow or level (loss of
SX makeup pump suction), tornado, and river flood.
Therefore, constraints on river level and flow are imposed,
and if the weather is conducive to tornadoes or high river
levels, plant procedures dictate proactive actions.

BYRON -UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 -3 Revision 4
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES (continued)

A backup makeup source is provided by deep well pumps. The
deep well system is designed for seismic, tornado, and river
flood events. Each deep well pump is powered from the
engineered safety feature bus for the associated tower. The
deep well pumps do not include automatic start capability.
To compensate for the possible time delay in providing
makeup associated with a manual start of the deep well
pumps, the minimum acceptable volume of water maintained in
each basin is raised (90% level) and the level is verified
every 2 hours.

The UHS satisfies Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO

Replace with
JINSERT D

The UHS is required to be OPERABLE and is considered
OPERABLE if it has available a sufficient volume of water at
or below the maximum temperature that would allow the SX
System to operate for at least 30 days following the design
basis event without the loss of Net Positive Suction Head
(NPSH), and without exceeding the maximum design temperature
of the equipment served by the SX System.

Te . .e.t this , .nditi.n the UH, te.perature as m.eas.ued at
the dicharge of the SX pump: 1) m..ust net exceed 961Fw4h
> 6 OPERABLE fans running :in high speed: 2) mulst not exee
900F -ith 6 OPERABLE fanis r-unin4g ong High 5peed; or- 3) multst
not. ..eee4 . ther. ie. Th..efore, at least 6 fans (high
speed) and a55eeiated tower cells mus be OPERABLE. 4bi
addition, each basin level mu"st be . . -• The fa
operation, basin level an' d l X pumlp discharge tefmperature
constrazints assure that adequate thermqal capacit-y i5
available in the SX water inventory to absorb the initi-a-l
heat input fromR the design basis event.

Two diesel powered SX makeup pumps must also be OPERABLE.
SX makeup pump OPERABILITY includes, auto start capability
on low basin level, and sufficient river level (> 664.7 ft
Mean Sea Level (MSL)) and flow combinations.

BYRON - UNITS I & 2 B 3.7.9 - 4 Revision 0
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

APPLICABILITY In MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, the UHS is required to support the
OPERABILITY of the equipment serviced by the UHS and
required to be OPERABLE in these MODES.

In MODE 5 or 6, the OPERABILITY requirements of the UHS are
determined by the systems it supports.

ACTIONS
1B' and B.21

If one required fan is inoperable (i.e., enly , fans
.. PR.A...), action must be taken to restore the inoperable
cooling tower fan to OPERABLE status within 72 hours.
Required Action .]requires the remaining required OPERABLE
cooling tower fans e capable of being powered by an
OPERABLE emergency wer source. This action assures
availability of elect ic power to the remaining required
fans in the unlikely e ent of a loss of offsite power. The
1 hour Completion Time reasonable based on the fact this
is an administrative che of the OPERABILITY of the
emergency power sources.

The 72 hour Completion Time is reasonable based on the low
probability of an accident occurring during the 72 hours
that one cooling tower fan is inoperable, the number of
available systems, and the time required to reasonably
complete the Required Action.

[INSERT F

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 5 Revision G
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continued) E.

344

If one or more cooling tower basin level is < 60%, the
assumptions of the design basis analyses are not met, and
action must be taken to restore both basin levels within
6 hours. The 6 hour Completion Time is reasonable based on
the low probability of an accident occurring during the
6 hours that the basin level is < 60%, the number of systems
available to replenish basin level, and the time required to
reasonably complete the Re uired Actions.

Fl.1 F.2. and F.3

When one SX makeup pump is inoperable, action must be taken
to verify a Ž 90% cooling tower basin level in both basins
within 72 hours, and verify OPERABILITY of an associated
makeup source within 72 hours. The increased basin level
must be verified every 2 hours thereafter, and the
inoperable SX makeup pump must be restored to OPERABLE
status within 7 days or 14 days depending on plant
conditions.

In this Condition, the remaining OPERABLE makeup sources are
adequate to perform the UHS makeup function. However, the
overall reliability is reduced because failure of the
OPERABLE makeup source(s) could result in a loss of the
makeup function.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 6 Revision 4
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continued

Required Action--&4 requires verificati at both basin
levels are _ 90%, and Required Action • verifies the
OPERABILITY of an associated makeup source (pump and flow
path). The increased basin level and its verification every
2 hours provide assurance of enough inventory in the basins
to allow sufficient time to manually start makeup sources,
consistent with the assumptions of the design basis
analyses. An associated makeup source is a source (i.e.,
ESF powered deep well pump of the same train or the SX
makeup pump capable of manual start) which provides makeup
to the same basin served by the inoperable SX makeup pump.
An SX makeup pump that is inoperable due solely to the
inability to auto start on low basin level may be considered
an OPERABLE associated makeup source. OPERABILITY of the
same train deep well pump includes capability to start and
provide sufficient flow to the associated basin.

The 72 hours to verify Ž 90% basin level and OPERABILITY of
an associated makeup source is reasonable based on the low
probability of a design basis accident occurring during this
time period and the ability of the remaining SX makeup pump
to perform the required makeup function. The 2 hour
periodic verification of ? 90% basin level is consistent
with the assumptions of the design basis analyses.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 7 Revision -
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continued) /
Required Action C- requires the SX makeup pump to be
restored to OPERABLE status within 7 days or 14 days
respectively. The 7 day limit is applicable if both Unit I
and Unit 2 are in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4. The 14 day limit is
only applicable if either Unit I or Unit 2 is in MODE 5,
MODE 6, or defueled. This Required Action serves to provide
up to 7 days to restore a SX makeup pump when both units are
operating, and up to 14 days when one unit is operating and
the other is shutdown. The 14 day allowance provides
adequate time to perform pump inspection and extended
maintenance when one unit is in an outage. Without this
allowance, a dual-unit outage would be required to perform
maintenance that requires more than 7 days to complete. The
extended Completion Time when one unit is in shutdown is
also based on the reduction in the quantity of heat that
would have to be removed by the UHS when one unit is in a
shutdown condition, a reduction in the amount of water that
may be required to satisfy AF demands, and the availability
of the other makeup water sources. Although the 14 day
Completion Time was justified based on the need to perform
extended maintenance, its use and application is not
restricted to these activities because the effects of SX
makeup pump inoperability are unrelated to the cause of the
inoperability.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 8 Revision 48
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continued) G. G.2, and G.3

Q.1. D.2. uIIn u.3

When both SX makeup pumps are inoperable, action must be
taken to verify a Ž 90% cooling tower basin level in both
basins within 1 hour, verify OPERABILITY of at least one
makeup source (pump and flow path) within I hour, and verify
OPERABILITY of a second makeup source serving the other
tower basin within 72 hours. The increased basin level must
be verified every 2 hours thereafter.G1and G.2 G G In thIs I nthe UHS makeup function may not be met.
Required Action .nd D.2 require verification of the
OPERABILITY of at least one makeup source and verification
that both basin levels are Ž 90%. The increased basin level
and its verification every 2 hours allows sufficient time to
manually start makeup sources, consistent with the
assumptions of the design basis analyses. An SX makeup pump
which is inoperable solely due to the inability to auto
start on low basin level may be considered an OPERABLE
makeup source. The 1 hour Completion Time is reasonable
based on the low probability of an accident occurring during
the 1 hour and the time required to reasonably complete the

G3 Required Actions.

Required Actio-D-.3 requires verification of the OPERABILITY
of a second makeup source within 72 hour. With the plant
only having one OPERABLE makeup source, the UHS makeup
function can be performed; however the overall reliability
is reduced. The 72 hour Completion Time is reasonable based
on the low probability of an accident occurring during this
time period and the available makeup capability.

BYRON - UNITS I & 2 B 3.7.9 - 9 Revision 4
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

a- -. 1 / With the Rock River water level • 670.6 ft Mean Sea Level
HA(MSL), action must be taken to assure that adequate level

and flow remain available from the Rock River intake to the
SX makeup pumps to permit their operation. When the water
level in the river falls below this limit, within one hour,
and every 12 hours thereafter, the water level in the river
must be verified to be greater than 664.7 ft MSL and the
flow rate in the river must be verified to be greater than
or equal to 700 cubic feet per second (CFS). 700 cfs
assures adequate inventory is available for the pumps to
maintain the level in the UHS basins. 664.7 ft is the
minimum design operating level of the SX makeup pumps.
Assuring adequate inventory and a level greater than the
minimum operating level provides assurance that the pumps
can perform their function if required. The I hour
Completion Time for initial performance of this Required
Action is reasonable based on the low probability of an
accident occurring during the 2 hour and the time required
to reasonably complete the Required Actions. The continued
performance of this verification every 12 hours is
reasonable based on the availability of other makeup sources
and the low likelihood of an accident and a rapid unexpected
decrease in the river level.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 10 Revision 43
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continued) 1.I, 1.2. and 1.3

F. 1. F. 2. -andF.

The SX makeup pumps provide the safety-related akeup
capability to the UHS, however when Condition *P applies, the
pumps may not be capable of performing the required
function. With water level or flow in the Rock River
outside of the limits specified, the pumps may not have
adequate NPSH or inventory to supply the required makeup to
the UHS if an accident occurs. If water level is forecast
to exceed 702 ft MSL on the Rock River, the SX makeup pumps
may be subjected to flooding that would render them
inoperable. Similarly, if a Tornado Watch exists that
includes the Byron site, the pumps may not be capable of
erforming their required function because the river screen
ouse that contains the pumps is not designed to protect

them from a tornado.

In these conditions, alternative makeup capability to the
UHS must be available and the inventory in the UHS basin
must be large enough to permit manual initiation of the
alternative source. The deep well pumps supply the
alternative makeup capability to the UHS. To assure
adequate inventory in the UHS to permit a delay in makeup
for manual initiation of the deep well pumps, the level in
each tower basin must be verified to be greater than or
equal to 90% within 1 hour, and every 2 hours thereafter.
The 1 hour Completion Time for initial performance of this
Required Action is reasonable based on the low probability
of an accident occurring during the 1 hour and the time
required to reasonably complete the Required Actions. The
continued performance of this verification every 2 hours is
reasonable based on the low likelihood of an accident and
the maximum expected decrease in level in the UHS basin.

In addition, at least one deep well pump must be verified
OPERABLE within 1 hour. This assures that if an accident
occurs, adequate makeup capability to the UHS is available.
The 1 hour Completion Time for initial performance of this
Required Action is reasonable based on the low probability
of an accident occurring during the I hour and the time
required to reasonably complete the Required Actions.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 11 Revision 0
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

ACTIONS (continue

J.,L1 and J.2 J-,ý

d)

Within 72 hours, both d p well pumps must be verified to be
OPERABLE if Condition -F continues to apply. This Required
Action is consistent with the need to assure reliable and
redundant supplies are available to provide makeup to the
UHS. The 72 hour Completion Time is reasonable based on the
low probability of an accident occurring during the 72 hours
coincident with a failure of the OPERABLE deep well pump.

.......... A, B, C, E, F, G, or l

If the UHS cannot be restored to OPERABLE tatus within the
associated Completion Times or the associat Required
Actions are not met of Condition A, B, C, 0, or F, or if the
UHS is inoperable for reasons other than Condition A, 8, G,
D, E, er F, the unit must be placed in a MODE in which the
LCO does not apply. To achieve this status, the unit must
be placed in at least MODE 3 within 6 hours and in MODE 5
within 36 hours.

The allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based on
operating experience, to reach the required unit conditions
from full power conditions in an orderly manner and without
challenging plant systems.

r--ý 
-7

JA, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, or II

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.7.9.1

This SR verifies adequate basin level to provide time to
manually establish makeup while providing auxiliary
feedwater if required. The specified level also ensures
that sufficient NPSH is available to operate the SX pumps.
The 24 hour Frequency is based on operating experience
related to trending of the parameter variations during the
applicable MODES. This SR verifies that the UHS cooling
tower basin water level is Ž 60%.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 12 Revision 4
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UHS
B 3.7.9

BASES

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SR 3.7.9.2

This SR verifies that
the SX pump
discharge water
temperature, fan
OPERABILITY and
operational mode is
in accordance with
the LCO.

This SR verifies that the UHS is capable of supporting the
SX System. In turn, availability of the UHS ensures the
ability of the SX System to cool the CC System to at least
its maximum design temperature with the maximum accident or
normal design heat loads for 30 days following a Design
Basis Accident and cool the other components served directly
by the SX System. The 24 hour Frequency is based on
operating experience related to trending of the parameter
variations during the applicable MODES. This SR verifies
that the zsscntial serviec wae'H,_.eag ae
teffSpep e-+e -,F- •90F .I- I I ro. cooling tewer
fan are running en high sped-, or - ,596F if _ 7 .....B..
eaolming tcwer fans ape running em high 5peed.

SR 3.7.9.3

This SR verifies the SX makeup pumps are OPERABLE by
ensuring river water level and flow are sufficient for
proper operation of the SX makeup pumps in case of the
Design Basis Accident (DBA). If the river water level is
> 670.6 ft MSL and 5 702.0 ft MSL, proper operation is
assured. If the water level is > 702.0 ft MSL, the pumps
may become flooded and not be available. If the river level
is • 670.6 ft MSL, proper operation of the pumps during a
DBA is possible. However, the river level must be
> 664.7 ft MSL and river flow must be Ž 700 cfs. The
frequency of SR 3.7.9.3 is based on the potential for
changes in river level on a daily basis.

SR 3.7.9.4

Starting from the control room and operating each required
cooling tower fan on high speed for Ž 15 minutes (if not
already operating in high speed) ensures that all fans are
OPERABLE and that all associated controls are functioning
properly. It also ensures that fan or motor failure, or
excessive vibration, can be detected for corrective action.
The 31 day Frequency is based on operating experience, the
known reliability of the fan units, the redundancy
available, and the low probability of significant
degradation of the UHS cooling tower fans occurring between
surveillances.

BYRON - UNITS 1 & 2 B 3.7.9 - 13 Revision 0

DN 2323 of 2796



ATTACHMENT 3
Markup of Technical Specifications Bases Pages for Byron Station, Units I and 2

INSERT C

The UHS maximum basin design temperature is 100'F. To ensure this limit is not exceeded,
the cooling tower fan requirements vary with increasing SX pump discharge water temperature.
These requirements involve an increasing number of required cooling tower fans to be
OPERABLE and whether those fans need to be running in high speed. The design analysis for
determining these requirements was based on the worst-case three-hour wet bulb temperature
of 820F. For example, with SX trains cross tied on both units, if SX pump discharge water
temperature is < 77°F, then only six of the eight cooling tower fans need to be OPERABLE and
none are required to be running in high speed. If the SX pump discharge water temperature is
> 91°F and _< 96°F, then all eight cooling tower fans need to be OPERABLE and all running in
high speed. Detailed limits are included in the LCO section.

When fans are required to be running in high speed the heat transfer is credited immediately
following the event because fans will automatically reenergize with the respective diesel
generator output breaker auto-closure. When fans are not required to be running in high speed
heat transfer is not credited until operator action opens riser valves and starts the fans.

The SX pump discharge water temperature limits are based on a design assumption that in the
event of a LOCA, under the most severe design basis weather conditions, and a single breaker
failure results in the loss of two cooling tower fans, the Operators will shed heat load by
securing up to two of the four reactor containment fan coolers (RCFCs) on the LOCA unit within
21.6 minutes. Only one of the two trains of RCFCs is required to operate for post accident
containment heat removal. Also, operators on the non-accident unit will have to monitor and
manage the cooldown rate such that SX discharge temperature limits are not exceeded.

The safety analysis evaluates conditions when two SXCT fans are out of service. In the case
when both out of service SXCT fans are powered by the same electrical division, a postulated
breaker failure associated with the power to the other two SXCT fans in the same tower could
result in a configuration with no SXCT fans available on one tower and four OPERABLE SXCT
fans on the second tower. In this configuration, the overall cooling tower performance is less
than when fans are available on both towers. To support design basis accident heat removal in
this configuration the outside air wet bulb temperature needs to be < 76 0F.

Page 1 of 3
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INSERT D

To meet the SX supply design temperature under postulated accident conditions a minimum
number of SX cooling tower fans need to be OPERABLE to remove the postulated accident
heat load. The number of cooling tower fans required is dependent on whether SX is operated
with SX trains on both units cross tied or SX trains on either unit split. Split train operation is
defined as both the supply and the return sides of an SX train are separated from the other SX
train. Cross tied train operation is defined as either or both the supply and the return sides of an
SX train are not separated from the other SX train.

The specific SX pump discharge water temperature, SX cooling tower (SXCT) fans

OPERABILITY, and their required operational mode are:

a. When SX trains are cross tied on both Units;

1. SX pump discharge water temperature _ 77 0F and 6 OPERABLE SXCT fans;

2. SX pump discharge water temperature > 770F and _ 82 0F and 7 OPERABLE
SXCT fans;

3. SX pump discharge water temperature > 77 0F and <_ 84 0F and 6 OPERABLE
SXCT fans running in high speed;

4. SX pump discharge water temperature > 84 0F and _ 91 OF and 7 OPERABLE
SXCT fans running in high speed; or

5. SX pump discharge water temperature > 91 OF and _ 96 0F and 8 OPERABLE

SXCT fans running in high speed.

b. When SX trains are split on either Unit;

1. SX pump discharge water temperature _ 82DF and 8 OPERABLE SXCT fans; or

2. SX pump discharge water temperature > 82 0F and _< 96°F and 8 OPERABLE
SXCT fans running in high speed.

A cooling tower fan is considered OPERABLE when it has a structurally sound cooling cell, a
water distribution system, and the capability of running in high speed for 30 days. The number
and configuration of cooling tower fan requirements vary with increasing SX pump discharge
temperature.

This SR is modified by a Note. By requiring at least one OPERABLE SXCT fan to be capable of
being powered by each electrical division when outside air wet bulb temperature is above 760F,
a postulated worst case single failure could not result in a configuration of no OPERABLE SXCT
fans on one of the towers when tower performance is limited by high wet bulb temperature
conditions.

Page 2 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 3
Markup of Technical Specifications Bases Pages for Byron Station, Units I and 2

INSERT E

A..I

If there is less than the number of cooling tower fans running in high speed as required by the
operational mode, then actions must be initiated to operate all the required OPERABLE cooling
cell fans in high speed. This action ensures the 100OF design temperature limit will not be
exceeded during a design basis accident. The immediate Completion Time is reasonable since
an OPERABLE cooling tower fan must be capable of running in high speed and the fan can be
placed in this condition from the Main Control Room.

INSERT F

C._ 1

This Condition is applicable when SX is operating in a cross tied configuration on both Units.
When outside air wet bulb temperature is > 76 F and at least one SXCT fan is not powered by
each electrical division then a postulated worst case single failure could result in no OPERABLE
SXCT fans on one tower and four SXCT on the second tower. In this potential configuration
design basis SX temperatures could be exceeded. The Required Action is to reconfigure the
SXCT fans to eliminate this vulnerability.

The 72 hour Completion Time is reasonable based on the low probability of an accident
occurring during the 72 hour timeframe in addition to a single failure disabling two cooling tower
fans on the same tower that initially had two inoperable fans.

D.1 and D.2

If the SX pump discharge temperature exceeds 96°F, then the UHS cooling tower fans cannot
prevent the design SX system temperature limit of 1 00*F from being exceeded during a design
basis accident. Consequently, in this condition, the unit must be placed in a MODE in which the
LCO does not apply. To achieve this status, the unit must be placed in MODE 3 within 6 hours
and in MODE 5 within 36 hours.

The allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach the
required unit conditions from full power in an orderly manner and without challenging plant
systems.

Page 3 of 3
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From: info=i36E5ov.comereptv bm23com ron behalf of i360Gov Webinars
To: Cheuk. Michael
Subject: Next Tues: Private Cloud Poll Results
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:18:49 AM

Having trouble viewing this e-mail? Click here to view as a web page.
To ensure our emails reach your inbox, add info@i360gov.com to your address book or Safe Sender List.

Private Clouds: The Results Are In.

Greetings,

The results and analysis of i36oGov's research study regarding private cloud initiatives in
government agencies will be presented in a complimentary webinar on Tuesday, Mar. 22,
2011 at 2 PM Eastern.

Please join our subject-matter-experts Lee Badger (NIST) and Doug Bourgeois (formerly
with U.S. Dept of Interior and the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, as we present
and discuss the results of this study, and explore the benefits of a private cloud versus a public
cloud.

Click here to register for this complimentary webinar. (NO COST!)
All webinar registrants will receive a copy of i36oGov's special report detailing the
results of this study.

Should you have any questions, please call me directly at 919-577-0898.

Thank you for your time.

Warm regards,

Jon Morton

Jon Morton
President
i36oGov, Inc.
919-577-o898 (office)

L (b)(6) (mobile)
919- 97 (fax)

(b)(6) I(s k-ype)
www.i36oGov.com

If this issue was forwarded to you and you would like to begin receiving a copy of your own, please visit our site

www.i360Gov.com and become a complimentary member,

i36OGov Daily Download 1 4913 Salem Ridge Rd I HollySprings, NC 27540 I United States
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From: Bll
To: Virgilio. Martin

Subject: Re: Feedback on Yesterday"s Senior Management Retreat
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:39:30 AM

When are you off shift and a good time to call.
Bill Dean
Regional Administrator
Region I, USNRC
Sent from NRC BlackBerry

----- Original Message -----
From: Virgilio, Martin
To: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wed Mar 16 23:16:21 2011
Subject: RE: Feedback on Yesterday's Senior Management Retreat

Thanks, Bill

We have identified the executive to fill the FSME position and fill the hole created by that move. We
should talk

Marty

----- Original Message-----
From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:47 PM
To: Virgilio, Martin
Subject: RE: Feedback on Yesterday's Senior Management Retreat

i know you are busy and i haven't called you, but you can expect, if you have not received already[-'

I(b)(6)

From: Virgilio, Martin
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:38 PM
To: Dean, Bill
Subject: RE: Feedback on Yesterday's Senior Management Retreat

Bill

Thanks for sharing

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:59 PM
To: Virgilio, Martin
Cc: Lew, David
Subject: FW: Feedback on Yesterday's Senior Management Retreat

FYI. We had a good retreat and a good meeting with the staff today on the Japanese event.

Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:58 PM
To: All RI Users

DN 2329 of 2796



Subject: Feedback on Yesterday's Senior Management Retreat

[cid:imageOO.Ipg@01CBE42A.E972DF10]

Yesterday, the Region's senior management team conducted a retreat. While originally intended to
focus on achieving alignment on issues such as succession planning, management strategies and
organizational development, we spent a considerable amount of time discussing the recent events in
Japan and their implications for the agency and the region. We integrated much of our discussion on
this dramatic international nuclear event with you all at our impromptu all hands meeting earlier today.
While this very safety significant and still developing event is occupying a lot of our time and attention,
we cannot lose sight of our primary mission to assure safe and secure operation of our domestic nuclear
power and materials facilities.

Relative to the other issues we discussed at the retreat, of note is the observation I made to the team
that from my perspective, I could not be more pleased with how the region has performed since I
arrived in October, and that despite the number of management changes, we seem to have not missed
a beat. This is a great credit to the entire staff and management team for staying focused on our core
safety mission and important administrative support activities. During the retreat, I believe our
management team, which has undergone significant changes in the last several months, made
considerable progress in achieving consensus and alignment on a number of topics that are important
to assure that we operate as an integrated and efficient management team. For example, we discussed
(1) our need to continue our focus on developing our staff at all levels of the organization to assure a
viable succession plan exists, (2) our approach to measures and metrics as an effective management
tool and not necessarily an "absolute" requirement, (3) how to reinforce our commitment to the Servant
Leadership model and fostering an Open and Collaborative Work Environment and ways to continue to
demonstrate this in our daily activities, and (4) several internal processes and how to make them more
effective/efficient/consistent.

We identified a handful of action items and we have several issues/topics that we will be taking up with
our branch chiefs and team leaders in a few weeks as part of a periodic all supervisors meeting in order
to garner broader support and understanding. Overall, it was a very productive meeting and I believe
was quite valuable in helping our relatively new senior management team reach a common
understanding and establish clear expectations for how we intend to work together in the future.

Bill
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From: Manoly. Kamar
To: Hiland. Patrick
Cc: 2ien Davd
Subject: RE: (b) I
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:49:16 AM

Thanks!

From: Hiland, Patrick
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:47 PM
To: Manoly, Kamal
Cc: Skeen, David
Subject: RE:I (b)(6) 7

OK, Dave can sign thepaper work tomorrow. (b)(6)
(b)(6) 1 but I'm ok with it.

From: Manoly, Kamal
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:57 PM
To: Hiland, Patrick
Cc: Skeen, David
Subject: FW: (b)(6)

Pat,
Would you please approve(-b)(6)7for 3/18 & 3/21.
Kamal

From: Manoly, Kamal
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 5:04 PM
To: Hiland, Patrick
Cc: Skeen David r, Kevin
Subject: (b)[6)

Pat,
Just a reminder that I am requesting (bX6) on 3/18 & 3/2 (b)(6)

Kamal

/7_._( 1k ',
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From:
To:
CC
Subject:
Date.,

Calvo. Antony
Bellosi. Susan
CoDu; Bonaccorso, AnW
RE: NRC Announcement for your review.
Thursday, Mardc 17, 2011 9:53:13 AM

Susan,

Thank you.

Antony

From: Bellosi, Susan
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 20114:25 PM
To: Calvo, Antony
Cc: Coe, Doug; Bonaccorso, Amy
Subject: NRC Announcement for your review.
Importance: High

Hi,

Please take a few minutes to review the announcement below. I wanted you to reviewbefore I gave to ADM Management. We can also use some of this for the Reporter.Thanks ...

(b)(5)
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Suson Bellosi

Technical Assistant
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Administration

Phone: 301-492-3514
Fax: 301-492-3456
e-mail: susan.bellosi@nrc.gov
Room: TWB-05-E35
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Satorius, Mark

From: Ragan Communications [ragan@reply.msOO.net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 9:55 AM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: 75 ways to improve your next speech

eBook!
Your Next Speech
"There are always three speeches for every one you actually
give: The one you practiced ... the one you gave ... and the
one you wish you gave!"

*-Dale Carnegie, author of How to Win friends and fnfluence
People

Format: PDF
Price: $9.95
Order here: Your Next Speech

Learn how to write practice,. anddetiver an effective
speec Your 'Next Sp~eech: 75 Ways to Improve It is anr
eB~odk that will give you the tools to craft and present a'
speech, that will be remhembered.

Download your copy now! For complete details visit Your
Next Speech: 75 Ways to Improve It.

*Electronic book available for immediate download in POF format

Remove yourself from future email here

Ragan Communications, Inc. 111 E. Wacker Dr. I Ste. 500 1 Chicago, IL 60601 1 USA I cservice(iragan.com
This message was sent to masonrc.qov

prnguid:..

13
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kinneman. John
Haney, Catherine
RE: QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:58:14 AM

Cathy,

(b)(5)

John

From: McCree, Victor
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:46 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Kinneman, John; Wert, Leonard; Gody, Tony; Cobey, Eugene
Subject: RE: QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

Thanks Cathy,

We're working on a revised response now.. .and will retain the lead in providing Alan a
better response to the Commissioner.

As for the information in Alan's email, the comment regarding "production pressure" is very
preliminary and not yet confirmed, so we will not advance this in the revised response.
Please note that the next GNF-SIT status brief is at 1600 today.

Vic

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:31 AM
To: McCree, Victor
Subject: FW: QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

Vic,

See email string below. I agree with John's views and are working on something better to
give to the Commissioner.

As an aside, I'm concerned if the original statement is accurate. Do you have any other
information on this?

Cathy

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:28 AM
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To: Kinneman, John; Frazier, Alan; Dorrnan, Dan
Cc: Tschiltz, Michael; Bailey, Marissa; Doolittle, Elizabeth; Sykes, Marvin; Cobey, Eugene; Gody, Tony
Subject: RE: QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

John
Can you propose an alternative response for Commissioner Ostendorff?
Cathy

From: Kinneman, John
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:17 PM
To: Frazier, Alan; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Cc: Tschiltz, Michael; Bailey, Marissa; Doolittle, Elizabeth; Sykes, Marvin; Cobey, Eugene; Gody, Tony
Subject: Re: QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

I was onsite with Tony Gody and the team yesterday and the statement is generally accurate.
However, I think the findings are still preliminary and the summary too detailed to provide to a
Commisioner this early in the process..
Sent from NRC Blackberry
John Kinneman

From: Frazier, Alan
To: Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Cc: Kinneman, John; Tschiltz, Michael; Bailey, Marissa; Doolittle, Elizabeth; Sykes, Marvin; Cobey,
Eugene
Sent: Wed Mar 16 16:43:35 2011
Subject: QUERY: Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A

Cathy,

Attached is the Special Inspection Team Charter for GNF-A for RII to inspect and assess
the facts and circumstances surrounding the failure to maintain mass control within the
U02 Sinter Test Grinding Station HEPA filter enclosure. As you know, the issue was
reported to the NRC Operations Center on March 2, 2011, (Event # 46650) and the team
is onsite this week.

Commissioner Ostendorff's office has asked for the Charter and if there is any feedback
from the team members since they have been onsite for several days now.

I talked to the BC, Marvin Sykes, in RII who is responsible for the SIT being lead by
Omar R. L6pez. Marvin indicated that the team is seeing signs of a poor response
on the part of the licensee to the process upset condition. In particular, the team
has concerns about the adequacy of the licensee's causal analysis and extent of
condition review. Marvin also indicate that there may have been production
pressure from GNF-A Managers which contributed to the poor response.

Please let me know if there is anything that you or your staff would like to add to this
statement. If you have no objections, I plan to provide the charter and the statement
above to the Cmr's office and to Mike by COB tomorrow (Thursday).

Alan
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McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:01 AM
To: Tallarico, Alison
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

Thank you
Elmo

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:00 AM
To: Collins, Elmo; Leeds, Eric; Evans, Michele
Cc: Johns, Nancy; Gallagher, Johanna
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

Hello Elmo, Eric and Michele,

We've heard back from almost everyone, and no one has any objections, so we are free to proceed. Eric,
Johanna is still out so if you like I can try and draft up a rotational solicitation to backfill for Mary.

Thanks
Alison
301-492-2326

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Bums, Stephen; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael;
Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer;
Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet this week:

63
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Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326

64
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,Owen, Lucy,,

From: Casto, Chuck
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:06 AM
To: Collins. Elmo
Subject: Re: Action: ERB Items for Review

Funny!!!!

From: Collins, Elmo
To: Casto, Chuck
Sent: Thu Mar 17 10:56:46 2011
Subject: RE: (b)(5) Action: ERB Items for Review

How are you doing? Any excitement?

From: Casto, Chuck
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:19 AM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject- Fw: )) Action: ERB Items for Review

S (b)(5),(b)(6)

From: Greene, Kathryn
To: Tallarico, Alison; Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan;
Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Cc: Stewart, Sharon
Sent: Thu Mar 17 09:57:22 2011
Subject:I (b)(5) IAction: ERB Items for Review

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (01S); Buchholz, Jeri; Burns, Stephen; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane, Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim;
Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan, Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael;
Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish, Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary;
Pederson, Cynthia; Satonus, Mark; Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer;
Virgilio, Martin; Weber, Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)

4
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(b)(5),(b)(6)

Thanks
Alison Tallarco (for Johanna Gallagher)
301-492-2326
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From;
To:
cc:

Subject:
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:12:07 AM

(b)(6)

(b)(6)
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From: Graham. Camillea
To: Cheok. Michael
Subject: Message
Date. Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:10:36 AM

Please call Sher x6289.

Thanks

Administrative Assistant

Division of Risk Assessment (DRA)

301-415-2884
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From: Haney. Catherine
To: Jones. Kimberly
Subject: RE: Draft Notes from 2/9/2011 Worldife Steering Committee Teleconference
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:13:00 AM

I think to the Offices but I don't know about below and I know it hasn't happened in NMSS.

From: Jones, Kimberly
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:02 AM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Pulliam, Timothy
Subject: RE: Draft Notes from 2/9/2011 Worklife Steering Committee Teleconference

Cathy,

Sure I could take the lead on this, but can we meet for about 15 min so that I can get
clarification on a couple of things? ex. has the word gone out to BCs and managers in the
agency on the action they are supposed to be doing to address the 6 areas of
improvement?

Thanks
Kim

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:42 AM
To: Jones, Kimberly
Cc: Pulliam, Timothy
Subject: RE: Draft Notes from 2/9/2011 Worklife Steering Committee Teleconference

Kim
We need to start work on the brown bag lunch. I'd see it happening around May. At a
high level, here is what we need to do - draft something for consideration by the
subcommittee, meet with the subcommittee, brief the full committee, announce the date
and objectives, conduct the lunch, gather the input and present back to the committee.

Can you take the lead for drafting an announcement and the questions we could use.
These questions could be part of the announcement or a separate document. Also, let
Dwight know the time period for conducting the subcommittee meeting and who
volunteered to be on the subcommittee. As I recall, Scott Moore, Tom Boyce, and Sharon
Stewart volunteered. Is this what you recall? I'd also like to ask Mike Johnson to be a
member. Is there anyone else?
Cathy

From: Jones, Kimberly
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:39 PM
To: Haney, Catherine; Buchholz, Jeri; Dosch, William; Davidson, Lawrence; Lew, David; Stewart,
Sharon; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Wiggins, Jim; Solorio, Dave; Zimmerman, Roy; Munday, Joel;
Boyce, Thomas (OS); Grobe, Jack; Cohen, Miriam
Subject: Draft Notes from 2/9/2011 Worklife Steering Committee Teleconference

Attached are the draft meeting notes from February's Steering Committee meeting. Please
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review and provide any comments to me by March 23, 2011.

Thanks
Kim Jones, NMSS
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From: ADAMS IM
To: Brown. Nathan
Cc: 3oJla. Joe
Subject: FW: Updated Staffing Plan and Order of Succession for NRR

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:18:47 AM
Attachments: Pand. Plan Ortrlv Update March 2011.docx

Importance: High

Done. Attached file has been exchanged with ML081210312.

ADAMS Support Center

From: Brown, Nathan
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:54 AM
To: ADAMS TM
Cc: Golla, Joe
Subject: FW: Updated Staffing Plan and Order of Succession for NRR
Importance: High

ADAMS,

Please see below. Please swap ML081210312 with attached.

Thanks,

Nathan

From: Golla, Joe
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:51 AM
To: Brown, Nathan
Subject: Updated Staffing Plan and Order of Succession for NRR
Importance: High

Nathan- please swap out the document currently at ML081210312 with the updated one
attached and re-declare. Joe

Joe Golla, Project Manager

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

NRR/DPR/PLPB

301-415-1002
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Appendix B Staffing Plans

Primary Staffing Plan for DSS

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

Samuel Miranda
DSS/SRXB Emergency Core Cooling System Benjamin Parks

Summer Sun
Leonard Ward

DSS/SNPB Thermal-Hydraulics Yuri Orechwa
Anthony Attard
Paul Clifford

DSS/SNPB Core Physics/Fuels Anthony Attard
Mathew Panicker

Leonard Ward
DSS/SNPB Computer Codes/Modeling Joshua Kaizer

Mathew Panicker
Steve Jones

DSS/SBPB Spent Fuel Storage Gerald Purciarello
Edward Smith
Edward Smith

DSS/SBPB Flooding/Tornadoes Steve Jones
Stanley Gardocki
Richard Lobel

DSS/SCVB Containment Ahsan Sallman
Brian Lee
Harold Walker

DSS/SCVB Ventilation Jerome Bettle
Janak Raval
Steve Jones

DSS/SBPB Heavy Loads/Cranes Gerald Purciarello
Edward Smith
Greg Casto
Steve Jones

DSS/SBPB Balance of Plant Systems Stanley Gardocki
Gerald Purciarello
Edward Smith

Stewart Bailey
Steve Smith

DSS/SSIB ECCs Sump Strainer Performance Ralph Smite
Ralph Architzel
John Lehning

B-1

DN 2346 of 2796



Primary Staffing Plan for DRA

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

DRA/AADB Licensing: Radiological Accident Dose Assessment John Parillo

DRAIAADB Licensing: Radiological Accident Dose Assessment Mark Blumberg

DRAIAADB Licensing: Meteorological Assessment Leta Brown

DRA/AFPB Licensing: Licensing Actions Technical Analysis/Fire Protection Daniel Frumkin

DRA/APLA Licensing: Risk Analysis/Fire Protection Ray Gallucci

DRA/AFPB Licensing: Requests from Department of Navy/Fire Protection Paul Lain

DRA/AFPB Enforcement: Technical Reviews/Fire Protection Alex Klein

DRA/AFPB Inspection: Inspection/Fire Protection Harold Barrett

Assurance of Safety while Responding to Licensee Exemption, Stephen Dinsmore
DRA/APLA Alternatives, and Relief Requests: Andrew Howe

Risk Assessment
DRA/APLA Imposition of Added Requirements To Ensure Safety and Stephen Dinsmore

Security: Risk Assessment Ray Gallucci

Jeff Circle
DRA/APLA Issuance of Enforcement Discretion for Temporary Exemptions See-Meng Wong
& APOB from Regulations: Risk Assessment Andrew Howe

Relief of License Conditions: Jeff Circle

DRA/APOB Performance of Risk Assessments in Support of Notices of Jeffrey Mitman

Enforcement Discretion (NOEDs) Antonios Zoulis

Evaluation of Emergent Events: Jeff Circle

DRA/APOB Risk Assessments in Support of Management Directive (MD) Jeffrey Mitman

8.3 and Manual Chapter 0309 events Antonios Zoulis

Evaluation of Events and Conditions: Jeff Circle

DRA/APOB Risk Assessments for Use in the Significance Determination Jeffrey Mitman

Process (SDP) Antonios Zoulis

B-2
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DPR

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Current Staff Member

Sheldon Stuchell
DPRJPLPB NOED Process Lead Dave Beaulieu

John Jolicoeur

Tanya Mensah
Andrea Russell

DPR/PGCB Generic Communication Project Lead ThomassAln
Thomas Adexion

Stacey Rosenberg
Joseph Golla
Andrea Russell

DPRIPLPB Pandemnic NRR PM Thomas Alexion
Sheldon Stuchell

Alexander Adams
DPR/PRLB Research and Test Reactor (RTR) Licensing William Kennedy

Alexander Adams
DPRIPRLB RTR Security/EP Elizabeth Reed

Scott Sloan
Alexander Adams

DPRIPRLB Navy Services Duane Hardesty

Patrick Isaac

DPR/PROB RTR Inspections Craig Bassett
Johnny Eads

,,_______Gary Morlang

DPRIPRPB Medical Isotope Facility (Molly 99) Marcus Voth
Ossy Font

B-3
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DIRS

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Current Staff Member

Gerald Waig
Carl Schulten

DIRS/ITSB Licensing: Review of Emergent Technical Specification Change Matthew Harem

Amendments Ravi Grover

.... __Kristy Bucholtz

Jim Isom
Aron Lewin

DIRS/IRIB Inspections: Review of Baseline Inspection Scope Changes Jeremy Bowen
Donald Norkin
Ross Telson

DIRS/IHPB Licensing: Human Factors and Fatigue Rule (10 CFR Part 26, Michael Boggi
I Subpart I) Kamishan Martin

B-4
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DCI

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Current Staff Member

DCI Steam Generators Kenneth Karwoski
DCIICSGBEmmett Murphy

DCI Reactor Coolant System (RCS) Leakage Keith Hoffman
DCI/CPNB Monitoring Maithew Mitchell
DCI/CVIB Matthew Mitchell
DCI/CPNB Leak Before Break Robe Har
DCI Robert Hardies
DCI/CPNB Tim Lupold
DCI/CVIB Operational Leakage Matthew Mitchell
DCI Kenneth Karwoski

Paul Klein
DCI/CSGB Containment Sump Chemical Effects Math K oer

Matthew Yoder

DCIICSGB Coatings Matthew Yoder /

Emma Wong

Matthew Yoder
DCI/CSGB Chemical Engineering Emma Wong

DCI/CPTB Valves John Huang
John Billerbeck

DCI/CPTB Diesel Generators Rober Wolfgang
Michael Farnan

DCI1CPTB Pumps Robert Wolfgang
Gurjendra Bedi

DCI/CPNB Dave Alley
DCI Corrosion Robert Hardies
DCI/CVIB Ganesh Cheruvenki
DCI/CPNB Jay Collins
DCI Robert Hardies
DCI/CVIB Welding Edward Andruszkiewicz
DCI/CVIB Ganesh Cheruvenki

American Society of Mechanical Engineers Donald Naujock
DCI/CPNB (ASME) Code Nondestructive Examination Tim Lupold

(NDE) Stephen Cumblidge
DCI/CPNB John Tsao
DCI/CPNB Keith HoffmanDCI/CVIB ASME Code Flaw Evaluation SimonfSan
DCI/CVlB Simon Sheng

DCI/CVIB Matthew Mitchell
DCI/CVIB Thomas McLellan
DCIICVIB Carolyn Fairbanks
DCI/CVIB Reactor Pressure Vessel Materials, Ganesh Cheruvenki
DCI Inspection, Surveillance, Internals Robert Hardies
DCI/CVIB Matthew Mitchell

B-5
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NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Primary Staffing Plan for DE

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

Headquarters Incident Response Team Patrick Hiland
Gurcharan Matharu

DE/EEEB Diesel Generators Matthew McConnell
Vijay Goel

DE/EEEB Grid Reliability/ Stability Vijay Goel
Gurcharan Matharu

DE/EECB Battery Matthew McConnell
Prem Sahay

Matthew McConnell
DE/EECB Environmental Qualification Prew Sahny

Prem Sahay

Alexander Tsirigotis
DE/EMCB Mechanical Engineering Chakrapani Basavaraju

William Jessup
DE/EMCB Structural Engineering Farhad Farzam

MGeorge Thomas
David Rahn

DE/EICB Analog Instrumentation & Control Engineering Rich Stattel
Stephen Wyman
Norbert Carte

DEEICB Digital Instrumentation & Control Engineering Gursharan Singh
Bernard Dittman

Lois James

DE/AT Allegations Joseph Petrosino
Paul Prescott
Robert Pettis
Paul Prescott

DE/EQVB Quality Assurance Robert Pettis
.__Jonathan Ortega

All Branches Support Staff All Branches

B-6
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Staffing Plan for DORL
DORL will use backup PMs according to the DORL roster, available on the NRC webpage. If
backup PMs are not available, DORL will choose the most accessible and logical person (i.e., a
person with exposure to the affected plant, branch chief, or acting person according to the order
of succession).

Branch Staff Member (PMs)
LPL 1-2 Bamford, Peter
LPL3-1 Beltz, Terry
LPL 3-2 Billoch, Araceli
LPLI-1 Boska, John
LPL2-1 Boyle, Patrick
LPL3-2 Brown, Eva
LPL3-1 Chawla, Mahesh
LPL2-1 Cotton, Karen
LPL3-2 DiFrancesco, Nicholas
LPL1-2 Ennis, Rick
LPL3-1 Feintuch, Karl
LPL4 Gibson, Lauren
LPL2-2 Gratton, Christopher
LPL1-1 Guzman, Richard
LPL4 Hall, Randy
LPL1-2 Hughey, John
LPL4 Kalyanam, Kaly
LPL1-1 Kim, James
WB Lamb, John
LPL2-2 Lingam, Siva
WB Lyon, Fred
LPL3-2 Mahoney, Michael
LPL2-1 Martin, Robert
WB Milano, Pat
LPL1-2 Miller, Ed
LPL1-1 Morgan, Nadiyah
LPL2-2 Mozafari, Brenda
LPL3-2 Norton, Charles
LPL2-2 Orf, Tracy
LPL2-2 Paige, Jason
LPL1-1 Pickett, Douglas
LPL4 Polickoski, James
WB Poole, Justin
WB Raghavan, L.
LPL2-2 Saba,_Farideh
LPL1-2 Sanders, Carleen
LPL4 Shoal, Balwant
LPL2-i Sreenivas, V.
LPL2-1 Stang, John
LPL3-1 Tam, Peler
LPL4 Thadani, Mohan
LPL2-1 Thompson, Jon
LPL1-1 Vaidya, Bhalchandra
LPL4 Wang, Alan
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LPL3-1 I Wengert, Thomas
LPL2-1 Wiebe, Joel
LPL4 Wilkins, Lynnea

B-8
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Primary Staffing Plan for PMDA

Branch Job Tasks/Specialty Staff Member

Marianne Narick
Bernard Grenier

CMB Enterprise Support Function: riard Daniel
CBContracts Richard Daniel

Dee Taylor
Tamara Williams

Hong Le

BFEB Enterprise Support Function: Budget Carolyn Nguyen
Execution Sylvia Valencia

.Gary Tharpe
Enterprise Support Function: Budget Hong Le

BFEB Formulation Karenina Newell
Arlette Howard

T.J. Gorham

ISB Enterprise Support Function: Time Doris Twigg
and Labor Makeeka Compton

Hong Le
BFEB Enterprise Support Function: Travel Cynthia Dorsey

Sylvia Valencia
T.J. Gorham

ISB Enterprise Support Function: Leslie Hill
Records Management Sandra Walker

Patti Craver

TEnterprise Support Function: Bryan Champion
TB Enmputerpriste m Support FnIndu Konduri

Computer System Support Gayathri Sastry

B-9
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Appendix E Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Order of
Succession

IPosition . Order of Succession Currently Filed by

Director, Office of 1. Deputy Director for Reactor Safety 1. Bruce Boger
Nuclear Reactor Programs
Regulation (NRR) 2. Deputy Director for Engineering and 2. Jack Grobe

Corporate Support

3. Director, Division of Operating 3. Joseph Glitter
Reactor Licensing (DORL)

4. Director, Division of Inspection and 4. Frederick Brown
Regional Support (DIRS)

Deputy Director for 1. Director, DORL 1. Joseph Giitter
Reactor Safety Programs 2. Director, DIRS 2. Frederick Brown

3. Director, Division of Policy and 3. Timothy McGinty
Rulemaking (DPR)
4. Director, Division of License 4. Brian Holian
Renewal (DLR)

Deputy Director for 1. Director, Division of Safety Systems 1. William Ruland
Engineering and (DSS)
Corporate Support 2. Director, Division of Engineering 2. Patrick Hiland

(DE)
3. Director, Division of Component 3. John Lubinski (Acting)
Integrity (DCI)
4. Director, Division of Risk 4. Mike Cheok (Acting)
Assessment (DRA)

Director, DRA 1. Deputy Director, DRA 1. Samson Lee
2. Deputy Director for Fire Protection, 2. Sunil Weerakkody
DRA
3. Branch Chief, Probabilistic Risk 3. Donnie Harrison
Assessment (PRA) Licensing Branch A
(APLA)
4. Branch Chief, Fire Protection 4. Alex Klein
Branch (AFPB)
5. Branch Chief, PRA Operational 5. Veronica Rodriguez
Support and Maintenance (APOB)
6. Branch Chief, Accident Dose 6. Travis Tate
Branch (AADB) II
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Position Order of Succession Currently Filled by

Director, DSS 1. Deputy Director, DSS 1. Sher Bahadur
2. Branch Chief, Containment and 2. Anthony Ulses
Ventilation Branch (SCVB)
3. Branch Chief, Reactor Systems 3. Robert Dennig
Branch (SRXB)
4. Branch Chief, Nuclear Performance 4. Anthony Mendiol!a
and Code Review Branch (SNPB)
5. Branch Chief, Balance of Plant 5. Greg Casto
Branch (SBPB)
6. Branch Chief, Safety Issue 6. Stewart Bailey
Resolution Branch (SSIB)

Director, DE 1. Deputy Director, DE 1. David Skeen
2. Branch Chief, Instrumentation and 2. George Wilson
Controls Branch (IECB)
3. Branch Chief, Mechanical and Civil 3. Meena Khanna
Engineering Branch (EMCB)
4. Branch Chief, Electrical Engineering 4. Roy Mathew
Branch (EEEB)
5. Branch Chief, Quality and Vendor 5. Martin Murphy
Branch (EQVB)
6. Team Lead, Allegations Team (AT) 6. Lois James

Director, DCI 1. Deputy Director, DCI 1. Brian Thomas
2. Branch Chief, Vessels and Internals 2. Matthew Mitchell
Integrity Branch (CVIB)
3. Branch Chief, Steam Generator 3. Robert Taylor
Tube Integrity and Chemical
Engineering Branch (CSGB)
4. Branch Chief, Piping and 4. Tim Lupold
Nondestructive Examination (NDE)
Branch (CPNB)
5. Branch Chief, Component 5. Anthony McMurtray
Performance and Testing Branch
(CPTB)

Director, DORL 1. Deputy Director. DORL 1. Robert Nelson
2. Deputy Director, DORL 2. Allen Howe
3. Branch Chief, Plant Licensing 3. Harold Chernoff
Branch (LPL) 1-2
4. Branch Chief, LPL 4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief. LPL 1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Director, DIRS 1. Deputy Director 1. Frederick Brown
2. Deputy Director 2. Rotational Assignee
3. Branch Chief, Reactor Inspection 3. Timothy Kobetz
Branch (IRIB)
4. Branch Chief, Operator Licensing 4. John McHale
and Training Branch (IOLB)
5. Branch Chief, Performance 5. Rani Franovich
Assessment Branch (IPAB) II
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I Position, Order of SuccessionCurrently Filled by

Director, DPR 1. Director, DPR 1. Tim McGinty
2. Deputy Directors, DPR 2. Tom Blount
3. Branch Chief, Generic 3. Stacey Rosenberg
Communications and Power Uprate
Branch (PGCB)
4. Branch Chief, Licensing Processes 4. John Jolicoeur
Branch (PLPB)
5. Branch Chief, Rulemaking (PRMB) 5. Shana Helton
6. Branch Chief, Financial Analysis 6. Christopher Regan
and International Projects Branch
(PFIB)
7. Branch Chief, Research and Test 7. Jessie Quichocho
Reactor Licensing Branch (PRLB)
8. Branch Chief, Research and Test 8. Johnny Eads
Reactors Oversight Branch (PROB)
9. Research and Test Reactor Project 9. Marcus Voth
Branch (PRPB)

Director, DLR 1. Deputy Director, DLR 1. Melanie Galloway
2. Branch Chief, Projects Branch 1 2. Bo Pham
(RPB1)
3. Branch Chief, Projects Branch 2 3. David Wrona
(RPB2)
4. Branch Chief, Aging Management 4. David Pelton
of Plant Systems Branch (RAPB)
5. Branch Chief, Aging Management
of Structures, Electrical, and Systems 5. Raj Auluck
Branch (RASB)
6. Branch Chief, Environmental 6. Andrew Imboden
Review and Guidance Update Branch
(RERB)

Director, Program 1. Deputy Director 1. Kimberly Ferrell
Management, Policy 2. Branch Chief, Information 2. Bryan Champion
Development, and Technology Branch (ITB)
Analysis (PMDA) 3. Branch Chief, Infrastructure 3. TaJuan Gorham

Services Branch (ISB)
4. Branch Chief, Budget Formulation 4. Hong Le
and Execution Branch (BFEB)
5. Branch Chief, Contracts 5. Marianne Narick
Management Branch (CMB)
6. Branch Chief, Human Capital 6. Rohn Brown
Branch (HCB)

E-3

DN 2357 of 2796



NRR Pandemic Response Plan

Deputy Directors Order of Succession Currently Filled by

Deputy Director, DRA 1. Deputy, Fire Protection 1. Sunil Weerakkody
2. Branch Chief, APLA 2. Donnie Harrison
3. Branch Chief, AFPB 3. Alex Klein
4. Branch Chief, APOB 4. Veronica Rodriguez
5. Branch Chief, AADB 5. Travis Tate

Deputy Director, DSS 1. Branch Chief, SCVB 1. Anthony Ulses
2. Branch Chief, SRXB 2. Robert Dennig
3. Branch Chief, SNPB 3. Anthony Mendiola
4. Branch Chief, SBPB 4. Greg Casto
5. Branch Chief, SSIB 5. Stewart Bailey

Deputy Director, DE 1. Branch Chief, EICB 1. George Wilson
2. Branch Chief, EMCB 2. Meena Khanna
3. Branch Chief, EEEB 3. Roy Mathew
4. Branch Chief, EQVB 4. Martin Murphy
5. Sr. Allegations Coord., AT 5. Lois James

Deputy Director, DCl 1. Branch Chief, CVIB 1. Matthew Mitchell
2. Branch Chief, CSGB 2. Robert Taylor
3. Branch Chief, CPNB 3. Tim Lupold
4. Branch Chief, CPTB 4. Anthony McMurtray

Deputy Director, DORL 1. Director, DORL 1. Joseph Guitter
2. Deputy Director, DORL 2. Robert Nelson, Allen Howe
3. Branch Chief, LPL1-2 3. Harold Chernoff
4. Branch Chief, LPL4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief, LPL1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Deputy Director, DIRS 1. Deputy Director 1. Rotational Assignee
2. Branch Chief, IRIB 2. Timothy Kobetz
3. Branch Chief, IOLB 3. John McHale
4. Branch Chief, IPAB 4. Rani Franovich
5. Branch Chief, Operating Experience 5. John Thorp
Branch

Deputy Director, DPR 1. Director 1. Tim McGinty
2. Deputy Director, DPR 2. Tom Blount
3. Branch Chief, (PGCB) 3. Stacey Rosenberg
4. Branch Chief, (PLPB) 4. John Jolicoeur
5. Branch Chief, (PRIB) 5. Shana Helton
6. Branch Chief, (PFAB) 6. Christopher Regan
7. Branch Chief, (PRLB) 7. Jessie Quichocho
8. Branch Chief, (PROB) 8. Johnny Eads
9.Branch Chief, (PRPB) 9. Marcus Voth

Deputy Director, DLR 1. Branch Chief, RPBI 1. Bo Pham
2. Branch Chief, RPB2 2. David Wrona
3. Branch Chief, RAPB 3. David Pelton
4. Branch Chief, RASB 4. Raj Auluck
5. Branch Chief, RERB 5. Andrew Imboden
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Branch Chiefs Order of Succession Currently Filled by

Branch Chief, APLA 1, Senior Risk Analyst 1. Andrew Howe
2. Senior Risk Analyst 2. Stephen Dinsmore
3. Senior Risk Analyst 3. Raymond Gallucci

Branch Chief, APOB 1. Senior Reliability Analyst 1. Jeff Circle
2. Senior Risk Analyst 2. Jeff Mitman
3. Senior Reactor Analyst 3. See-Meng Wong

Branch Chief, AADB 1. Senior Dose Analyst 1. Mark Blumberg
2. Senior Dose Analyst 2. John Parillo
3. Dose Analyst 3. Dylanne Duvigneaud
4. Meteorological Assessment 4. Leta Brown

Branch Chief, AFPB 1. Team Leader 1. Daniel Frumkin
2. Senior Fire Protection Engineer 2. Paul Lain
3. Senior Fire Protection Engineer 3. Harold Barrett
4. Fire Protection Engineer 4. Naeem lqbal

Branch Chief, SRXB 1. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 1. Sam Miranda
2. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 2. Summer Sun
3. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 3. Warren Lyon

Branch Chief, SBPB 1. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 1. Steve Jones
2. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 2. Gerard Purciarello
3. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 3. Stanley Gardocki
4. Senior Plant Systems Engineer 4. Edward Smith

Branch Chief, SCVB 1. Senior Engineer 1. Richard Lobel
2. Senior Engineer 2. Jerome Bettle
3. Senior Engineer 3. Ahsan Sallman

Branch Chief, SNPB 1. Senior Nuclear Engineer 1. Anthony Attard
2. Senior Reactor Engineer 2. Leonard Ward
3. Senior Engineer 3. Yuri Orechwa

Branch Chief, SSIB 1. Reactor Systems Engineer 1. Ralph Architzel.
2. Reactor Systems Engineer 2. James Beail
3. Reactor Systems Engineer 3. Steve Smith

Branch Chief, EEEB 1. Senior Electrical Engineer 1. Gurcharan Matharu
2. Senior Electrical Engineer
3. Electrical Engineer 2. Matthew McConnell

3. Prem Sahay

Branch Chief, EICB 1. Senior instrumentation and Control 1. Norbert Carte
Engineer
2. Senior Instrumentation and Control 2. Richard Stattel
Engineer
3, Senior Instrumentation and Control 3. David Rahn
Engineer
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Branch Chief, EMCB 1. Senior Structural Engineer 1. Farhad Farzam
Meena Khanna 2. Senior Mechanical Engineer 2. Alexander Tsirigotis

3. Senior Mechanical Engineer 3. Chakrapani Basavaraju

Branch Chief, EQVB 1. Senior Operations Engineer 1. Paul Prescott
2. Senior Reactor Systems Engineer 2. Robert Pettis
3. Senior Operations Engineer 3. Jonathan Ortega

Branch Chief, CPNB 1. Senior Materials Engineer 1. John Tsao
Tim Lupold 2. Senior Materials Engineer 2. Jay Collins

3. Materials Engineer 3. Keith Hoffman
4. Materials Engineer 4. Donald Naujock
5. Materials Engineer 5. Stephen Cumblidge

Branch Chief, CVIB 1. Senior Materials Engineer 1. Simon Sheng
Matthew Mitchell 2. Senior Materials Engineer 2. Carolyn Fairbanks

3. Senior Materials Engineer 3. Jeff Poehler
4. Materials Engineer 4. Thomas McLellan
5. Materials Engineer 5. Ganesh Cheruvenki
6. Materials Engineer 6. Patrick Purtscher

Branch Chief, CSGB 1. Senior Materials Engineer 1. Emmett Murphy
Robert Taylor 2. Senior Materials Engineer 2. Paul Klein

3. Senior Chemical Engineer 3. Matthew Yoder
4. Materials Engineer 4. Andrew Johnson
5. Materials Engineer 5. Prakash Patnaik
6. Chemical Engineer 6. Emma Wong

Branch Chief, CPTB 1. Senior Mechanical Engineer 1. Y.S. (John) Huang
Anthony McMurtray 2. Senior Mechanical Engineer 2. Robert Wolfgang

3. Senior Mechanical Engineer 3. Gurjendra Bedi

Branch Chief, LPL1-1 1. Branch Chief 1-2 1. Harold Chernoff
Nancy Salgado 2. Branch Chief 2-1 2. Gloria Kulesa

3. Branch Chief 2-2 3. Doug Broaddus
4. Branch Chief 3-1 4. Robert Pascarelli
5. Branch Chief 3-2 5. Robert Carlson

Branch Chief, LPL1-2 1. Branch Chief 1-1 1. Nancy Salgado
Harold Chernoff 2. Branch Chief 2-1 2. Gloria Kulesa

3. Branch Chief 2-2 3. Doug Broaddus
4. Branch Chief 3-1 4. Robert Pascarelli
5. Branch Chief 3-2 5. Robert Carlson

Branch Chief, LPL2-1 1. Branch Chief 2-2 1. Doug Broaddus
Gloria Kulesa 2. Branch Chief 3-1 2. Robert Pascarelli

3. Branch Chief 3-2 3. Robert Carlson
4. Branch Chief 4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief WB 5. Stephen Campbell

Branch Chief, LPL2-2 1. Branch Chief 2-1 1. Gloria Kulesa
Doug Broaddus 2. Branch Chief 3-1 2. Robert Pascarelli

3. Branch Chief WB 3. Stephen Campbell
4. Branch Chief 4 4. Michael Markley
5. Branch Chief 3-2 5. Robert Carlson
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Branch Chief, LPL3-1 1. Branch Chief 3-2 1 Robert Carlson
Robert Pascarelli 2. Branch Chief 1-2 2. Harold Chemoff

3. Branch Chief 4 3. Michael Markley
4. Branch Chief WB 4. Stephen Campbell
5. Branch Chief 1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Branch Chief, LPL3-2 1. Branch Chief 3-1 1. Robert Pascarelli
Robert Carlson 2. Branch Chief 4 2. Michael Markley

3. Branch Chief WB 3. Stephen Campbell
4. Branch Chief 1-1 4. Nancy Salgado.
5. Branch Chief 1-1 5. Harold Chemoff

Branch Chief, LPL4 1. Branch Chief WB 1. Stephen Campbell
Michael Markley 2. Branch Chief 2-2 2. Doug Broaddus

3. Branch Chief 1-2 3. Harold Chernoff
4. Branch Chief 2-1 4. Gloria Kulesa
5. Branch Chief 1-1 5. Nancy Salgado

Branch Chief, WB2 1. Branch Chief 4 1. Michael Markley
Stephen Campbell 2. Branch Chief 3-1 2. Robert Pascarelli

3. Branch Chief 1-2 3. Harold Chemoff
4. Branch Chief 2-1 4. Gloria Kulesa
5. Branch Chief 2-2 5. Doug Broaddus

Branch Chief, IRIB 1. Senior Staff 1. Jim Isom
Timothy Kobetz 2. Senior Staff 2. Ross Telson

3. Senior Staff 3. Jeremy Bowen

Branch Chief, IOEB 1. Senior Staff 1. Eric Thomas
John Thorp 2. Senior Staff 2. Mark King

3. Senior Staff 3. Steve Pannier

Branch Chief, IPAB 1. Senior Staff 1. Ronald Frahm
Rani Franovich 2. Senior Staff 2. Armando Masciantonio

3. Senior Staff 3. Audrey Klett

Branch Chief, ITSB 1. Senior Staff 1. Gerald Waig
Robert Elliot 2. Senior Staff 2. Carl Schulten

3. Senior Staff 3. Matthew Hamm

Branch Chief, IOLB 1. Senior Staff 1. John Munro
John McHale 2. Senior Staff 2. Timothy KoIb

3. Senior Staff 3. Dave Muller

Branch Chief, IHPB 1. Senior Staff 1. Roger Pedersen
Undine Shoop 2. Senior Staff 2. Steven Garry

3. Senior Staff 3. Michael Boggi

Branch Chief, PGCB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Thomas Alexion
2. Senior Project Manager 2. Eric Bowman
3. Senior Project Manager 3. Sheldon Stuchell
4. Project Manager 4. Andrea Russell
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Branch Chief, PLPB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Michelle Honcharik
2. Senior Project Manager 2. Tanya Mensah
3. Senior Project Manager 3. Barry Miller
4. Project Manager 4. Holly Cruz

Branch Chief, PRMB 1. Senior Project Manager I. Mark Padovan
2. Senior Project Manager 2. Stewart Schneider
3. Senior Program Manager 3. Timothy Reed
4. Senior Program Manager 4. Richard Dudley

Branch Chief, PRLB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Alexander Adams
2. Senior Project Manager 2. Linh Tran
3. Senior Project Manager 3. Duane Hardesty

Branch Chief, PROB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Patrick Isaac
2. Reactor Inspector 2. Craig Bassett
3. Reactor Inspector 3. Gregory Schoenebeck
4. Reactor Engineer 4. Paul Doyle

Branch Chief, PFIB 1. International Team Leader 1. Heather Astwood
2. Senior Financial Analyst 2. Clayton Pittiglio
3. Senior Cost Analyst 3. Brian Richter
4. Senior Project Manager for 4. Jon Hopkins
International Programs 5. Michael Dusaniwskyi
5. Financial Analyst

Branch Chief, PRPB 1. Senior Project Manager 1. Marcus Voth
2. Project Manager 2. Elizabeth Reed
3, General Engineer 3. Ossy Font

Branch Chief, CMB 1, Technical Assistance PM 1. Bernard Grenier
2. Technical Assistance PM 2. Richard Daniel
3. Technical Assistance PM 3. Dee Taylor

Branch Chief, ISB 1. Senior Program Analyst 1. Lauren Claggett
2. Senior Program Analyst 2. Sandra Walker
3. Management Analyst 3. Patti Craver

Branch Chief, BFEB 1. Senior Financial Analyst 1. Caroline Nguyen
2. Senior Program Analyst 2. Karenina Newell

Branch Chief, HCB 1. Senior Management Analyst 1. Lynne Sapp
2. Management Analyst 2. Michelle Manahan
3. Management Analyst 3. Sue Decker

Branch Chief, ITB 1. Senior IT Specialist 1. Indu Konduri
2. Senior IT Specialist 2. Gayathri Sastry
3. Senior IT Specialist 3. Louise Lovell
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From: Honey. Ctherine
To: Kinneman. John
Subject: Lorena
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:22:00 AM

John
I heard that Lorena accepted a job in NSIR as a lead Division Secreta

Cathy
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From: Harrison. Donnia
To: NRR DRA APLA Distribution; Cheok. Michael jjjr.Steve Lee. Samson Heida. Bruce Rodriguez. Veronica;

Tate. Travis Klen. Alex
CC. Alexander, Cheryl; Graham Camillea
Subject- Work from home today
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:22:31 AM

As I returned home early this morning I slept in and plan to work the rest of the day from home. If
there is anything urgent that needs d attention in the office please work with Steve Dinsmore.
Otherwise feel free to call me F (b) or email.

Thanks!
Sent from NRC blackberry
Donnie HardS (b)(6)
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Satorius, Mark

From: Riemer, Kenneth
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:37 AM
To: ALL R3
Subject: daily morning meeting notes for 3/17
Attachments: Daily Morning Meeting News March.17.2011 .doc

The Daily Morning Meeting News for March 17, 2011

Note: This newsletter may contain pre-decisional info.

Do not distribute outside the NRC.

Support Issues:

RA * Happy St. Patrick's Day! Reminder that EWRA sponsoring coffee & donuts

DRA call yesterday with NRR and other regions: discussing follow-up (TI?, smart sample?)
and possible agency actions w/r.t. what NRC's specific response should be based on
Japanese event

* Reminder that all Japanese event info discussed internally such as conf calls, status reports,
etc. are OUO and should not be discussed outside of NRC.

DRP None

DRS timely & relevant info from Duane Arnold CDBI with respect to operation of RCIC during SBO
events. Operation of the system during an SBO has the potential to reduce battery margin;
specifically there was a difference between the operational instructions for use of the system vs.
assumptions used in the batter calc. (Ols directed that system is running continuously while the
battery calculations assumed system was stopped and started). In the case of Duane Arnold
the system was still operable, but margins were reduced.

DNMS None

DRMA None

STATES

PAO continued.extensive coverage of Japanese events:

Chairman testimony yesterday - change in posture based on the quality of information
received. NRC is performing our own dose projections and recommended evacuation of
U.S. citizens to 50 miles, in contrast to Japanese gov't recommendation to evacuate out to
20 kilometers (- 12 miles).

http://www.bulletinnews, com/nrc/

TSS None

EICS Enforcement panel today in new location: 3 rd floor PDC - 2 materials cases to be paneled.

Materials Eventstissues

None
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Reactor Events

Plant status
BRANCH I

Dresden U2: * update on Congressman Rush visit on Friday: he wants to meet with RIO, and he will
hold a press conference.

* Licensee has started building scaffolding to install the ASD (alternate speed drives) on the
reactor recirulation system. Licensee will implement the modification this fall.

U3:

Quad Cities Ul:

U2:

Clinton

BRANCH 2

Monticello

LaSalle

Mode 5, temp = 90, RPV flooded up and time to boil = 33.8 hours

Ul:

U2:

Duane Arnold

BRANCH 3

Byron Ul: Mode 6, time to boil = 18 minutes, RPV head lifted yesterday and removing internals today

U2:

Braidwood Ul:

U2:

BRANCH 4

Fermi

Palisades * completed license renewal electrical inspections on the transformers so unit is back to full
power.

* Unidentified leakage is at 0.137 gpm for the second day in a row. This is greater than the 3
sigma threshold; region working with HQ to evaluate

Prairie Island Ul:

U2:
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BRANCH 5

Point Beach Ul: 14 hours to boil in the spent fuel pool; core reload next week

U2:

Kewaunee Mode 5 with a time to boil of 90 minutes; mode 4 early next week

BRANCH 6

Davis-Besse

DC Cook U1: delays with startup; criticality anticipated this morning and synch to grid this afternoon

U2:

Perry

NRR

None

Additional Support Issues

Other Issues

Personnel News

Daily

One Week Look Ahead

Weekly EDO Call Bullets

None

Post 8:15 Meeting Topics

EDG governor discussion (DRS - Mike Jones)

S:\Daily Morning Meeting Notes

The above link will open Windows Explorer, and simple searches for past "Post-8:15 Meeting Topics" can be
performed using the "Search" function. The presenter may be able to provide additional information or answer
questions of interest regarding the particular topic.
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Frmm
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Mikulas Turner~fiuid-pov.sk
.Al-Madhk~iaea pom

.m r~ r Adrin~dhae~go ; aIberffrisdhknecht(&ensi&c; asm-olov~c si kiae ru;
Borcardt Bil cve5csn es; DLanaeltitbidge~com: emhassY~ckazakhstan.aU

errip5yiun n wirid~ generafhcDae-iaea.gro; hirano.masashiftfaea.goADi; hkokbsd infoldbahrain-
miso~h info~jraebsya;iioanicaeriaemb)assvviernna.com; Grbe 3ak iangwei(~seoa.loov.cn;

F_(b)(6)__J- jukka.Iaaksonen(clstuk.fil; kbarlamr-sa(a~rosenergoatorm.ru: khs0OQ(Cmesta,Uokr
Kn~On~Lr ý-unoie-oio ennart~carlsson~assn,.se lucian~biro~cncan~ro; M.yb&ie~r
rnarcel.maris~ftely be; rnarie-oierre~cometsi~asn~fr; mihlatnwndof;rlsýnroi uwnc,
momari(~qordanernbassy~at Mzmsebenziftnnr.co.za; nawadiid~kisr.eduKw, I~~j
office~bIibvanembasswienna.a ; office ncbhrnis gn at; officilairnaI( ea ac lk- ~ ~ m~ttl

% a~un~d)meo.pov.cn; oiallatf)botschaft-5CneaaI de okofnclcjir~ap1(~ o~k
sakaMoto-kazunobuftines.aoioJ sauidimnission unoýsautdiembassvy 64
soaresirA&ciI.fc.uI ot; tryan'frmi .e; wMsiM(@rnest, on ; vne ) n
Re: Uploading answers to CNSWeb - no deadline!
Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:39:30 AM

Dear Ms. Al Madhi,

could you please explain the reasons for the change in the deadline agreed
at the 4th review meeting by Contracting Parties (18 March 2011).

Best regards,

Mikulas Turner
Director
Division of International Relations
Nuclear Regulatory Authority of the Slovak Republic
phone: + 421 2 58221114
fax: + 421 2 58221166
e-mail: Mikulas.Turner@ujd.gov.sk

<B.AI-Madhi@iaea.
org>

To
17.03.2011 14:50 <mission.mali@bluewin.ch >,

<info@nigeriaembassyvienna.com>,
<info bordanembassy.at>,(b)(6)
< momari~c.Jordanembassy.at>,

<general@uae-iaea.org>,
<office@bhmission.at>,
<embassy@kazakhstan.at>,
< embassy.lebanon@inode.at>,
<office@libyanembassyvienna.at>,
<saudimission.un@saudiembassy.at>,
<officialmail@aea.ac.lk>,
<piallat@botschaft-senegal.de>,
<info@bahrain-mission.ch>,
<Adorjan@haea.gov.hu>,
<asmolov@nsi.kiae.ru>,
<lucian.biro@cncan.ro>,
<Bill. Borchardt@nrc.gov>,
<lennart.carlsson@ssm.se>,
<rmarie-pierre.comets@asn.fr>,
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S(b)(6)
< JaCK. Grobedo-nc. gov>,

< hirano.rmasashi@jaea.go.jp>,
<kudo-fumio@jnes.go.jp>,
<sakamoto-kazunobu@jnes.go.jp>,
<kharlam-sa@rosenergoatom.ru >,
<pkhot@npcil.co.in>,
<hklonk@bfs.de>,
<patrick.majerus@ms.etat.lu>,
<Mzmsebenzi@nnr.co.za>,
< soaresjc@ch.fc. ul.pt>,
<Mikulas.Turner@ujd.gov.sk>,
<cgv@csn.es>,
< michel.asty@wanadoo.fr>,
<marcel.maris@belv.be>,
<rob.campbell@hse.gsi.gov.uk>,
<kimhj@kins.re.kr>,
<a.mannan@pnra.org>,
<jukka.laaksonen@stuk.fi>,
<albert.frischknecht@ensi.ch >,
<tryan@rpi~ie>,L (b)(6)

<jiangwei@sepa.gov.cn>,
<sakamoto-kazunobu@jnes.go.jp>,
< DLange@ltbridge.com>,
<nawadi@kisr.edu.kw>,
<khsOO@mest.go.kr>,
<wmsim@mest.go.kr>,
<peng.jun@mep.qov.cn>,

(b)(6)

<yvonne.schweiwiller@ensi.ch>
cc

<M.Svab@iaea.org>
Subject

Uploading answers to CNSWeb - no
deadline!

Dear Colleagues,
This is to inform you that the system (CNSWeb) will not prevent you from
uploading answers at any date or time! That means, you are able to upload
your answers even after the 18 March 2011.
Best regards

Balsam AI-Madhi (Ms.)
Safety Service Assistant
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
Regulatory Activities Section (RAS)
Division of Nuclear Installation Safety
Department of Nuclear Safety and Secudty
Tel: (+43 1) 2600-22521
Fax: (+43 1) 26007-22521
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E-mail: B.AI-Madhi@iaea.org

This eF?, message is intended only for the use of the named recipient.
Information c ia n this email message and its attachments may be
privileged, confidential ý ed from disclosure. If you are not the
intended recipient,.*ease do not rea-d, -c-py, use or disclose this
communia to others. Also please notify the-"nder by replying to this
m e and then delete it from your system.
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Satorius, Mark

From: Ragan Communications [ragan@reply.msOO.netl
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:42 AM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: HR's most powerful recruiting and retention weapon

Nine out often corporate employees, including the most intelligent, the most ambitious self-
starters, do better work if they've had professional training.

Then why do even the most wide-awake corporations resist committing enough resources to
training and learning?

Find out from Sue Drake, president of Drake Resource Group, in her new Ragan webinar,
"Your most critical investment: How successful organizations find and grow talent," airing
on April 14, from 2:00-3:15 p.m. Central Time.

Sue Drake is one of the most passionate advocates of strong corporate professional
development you'll ever meet. Her insights will amaze you:

* The four main obstacles any corporate training program MUST take into account

" The No. I mistake corporate professional development programs make: Corporate
leaders fail to adapt their adult learning programs to today's Web-literate, virtual-
reality-learner populations. How to present new e-learning to corporate leaders

" Why the main issue in corporate training ISN'T technology: it's the kind of
technology and the way that it is used that is absolutely crucial to success

" How to answer when your CEO says, "Our employees can learn new stuff on the job,
the way I did!"

" Why the end of a serious recession-now-may be the best time to push for a
modernized, expanded program of corporate professional development

" How do you know if your employees learned anything?

13
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* How do you truly engage today's short-attention-span adult learners in their training?

Leading corporations are quickly moving to new learning styles-blended learning, self-
paced instruction, virtual learning-to get big chunks of information and ideas across to
many employees in a short time. Don't be left behind!

Join us on April 14 to learn why strong professional development is the single most powerful
recruiting and retention weapon in your company's arsenal.

Remove yourself from future email here

Ragan Communications, Inc. I 111 E. Wacker Dr. I Ste. 500 1 Chicago, IL 60601 1 USA I cservice(ragan.com
This message was sent to mas(p.nrc.qov

pmguid;.
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Bozin, Sunny

From: Bozin, Sunny
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:43 AMTo: Zom, Jason; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda; Wamick, Greg; Franovich, Mike; Kock, Andrea;Ostendorff, William
Subject: RE: Farewell lunch for Greg

Importance: High

(b)(6)

From: Zorn, Jason
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:39 AM
To: Nieh, Ho; 0ozin, Sunny; Herr, Linda; Warnick, Greg; Franovich, Mike; Kock, Andrea; Ostendorff, WilliamSubject: RE: Farewell lunch for Greg

I don't want to gum things up, but I (and possibly Andrea and Ho) will be downtown Tuesday morning for theHLW oral argument in the DC Circuit. I'm not 100% sure it will end, but I don't expect we will be back until afterlunch.

From: Nieh, Ho
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:32 AM
To: Bozin, Sunny; Herr, Linda; Warnick, Greg; Franovich, Mike; Kock, Andrea; Zorn, Jason; Ostendorff, WilliamSubject: Re: Farewell lunch for Greg

Good idea.

Sent via BlackBerry

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301) 415-1811 (office)

(bX6) I(mobile)
(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh(&nrc.qov

From: Bozin, Sunny
To: Herr, Linda; Warnick, Greg; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Kock, Andrea; Zorn, Jason; Ostendorff, WilliamSent: Thu Mar 17 10:28:06 2011
Subiect: Farewell lunch for Greq_

I
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(b)(6)

Thank u

2
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From: Heida. Bruce
To: Cheok. Michael
CC Rodriauez. Veronica
Subject: RE: OIP
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:44:50 AM

Thank you.

----- Original Message -----
From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:44 AM
To: Heida, Bruce
Cc: Rodriguez, Veronica
Subject: RE: OIP

Oops - sorry. Mis-read your e-mail. I have NO objection. I meant to say, YES, please forward his
name.

-----Original Message-----
From: Heida, Bruce
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:30 AM
To: Cheok, Michael
Cc: Rodriguez, Veronica
Subject: RE: OIP

Thank you.

Per your response, I will not forward Jim Vial for OIP support. Please let me know if there is anyone
you do wish to provide for OIP support.

Bruce

-----Original Message -----
From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:02 AM
To: Heida, Bruce
Subject: RE: OIP

yes

----- Original Message-----
From: Heida, Bruce
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:51 AM
To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: FW: OIP

Mike,

Do you have any objection to forwarding Jim Vail's name as potential support for OIP?

Bruce Heida

----- Original Message -----
From: Rodriguez, Veronica
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:18 AM
To: Heida, Bruce
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Lee, Samson
Subject: FW: OIP
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Jim Vail can support.

--Veronica

----- Original Message -----
From: Tate, Travis
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:48 PM
To: Rodriguez, Veronica; Klein, Alex; Harrison, Donnie
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Lee, Samson; Heida, Bruce
Subject: FW: OIP

Additional information on level of expertise necessary. This sounds more like administrative staff or Jr.
staff.

----- Original Message -----
From: Heida, Bruce
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:44 PM
To: Tate, Travis
Subject: OIP

OIP support will be to answer phones, document any questions, forward those questions to the person
collecting all questions, read official responses provided by OIP. No technical nor high level experience
required. Also, we should not let the support hurt our normal tasks.

Bruce Heida
US NRC
NRR/DRA
(301) 415-3221
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From; Holahan. Vincent
To Lubinski. John
Subject: RE: PMT Director Deputy - Rev I
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:46:13 AM

John,

No issues with the schedule.

Cheers,
Vince

E. Vincent Holahan, Ph.D.
Senior Level Advisor
Division of Materials Safety and State Agreements, MS T8 E24
Office of Federal and State Materials and Environmental Programs

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

301-415-7510
_ (cell)

301-415-5955 (fax)

Vincent.Holahan(6) nrc.0ov

From: Lubinski, John
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:05 PM
To: Cool, Donald; Reis, Terrence; Holahan, Patricia; Holahan, Vincent; Milligan, Patricia; Sullivan, Randy;
Tappert, John; Lui, Christiana; Gibson, Kathy; Coe, Doug
Subject: PMT Director Deputy - Rev 1

Thanks for the quick responses. I have made a revision to account for some conflicts that
people have identified. These are included in bold.

Please let me know by noon tomorrow if ok. I feel very comfortable with the first 4 days so
if a problem let me know asap.
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Owen, Lucy

From: Owen, Lucy
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:02 AM
To: Collins, Elmo; Howell, Art; Hays, Myra; Pellet, John
Subject: FW: Schedule Updates

Importance: High

FYI below ....................

From: Taylor, Renee
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:52 AM
To: Miles, Patricia; Buckley, Patricia; Matakas, Gina; Owen, Lucy
Subject: Schedule Updates

Ladies,

Just to give you a heads up on some changes coming up. Tomorrow's Sr. Monthly Mgmt. meeting is being
rescheduled for Friday, March 25h from 9:00-10:00am (EST). The CFO Budget meeting tomorrow (3118) is
still on from 9:00-10:00am (EST). More details will come out.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call.

Thanks,
Renee
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From: Petri Mark C.
To: Cheok. Michael
Cc: Petri, Mark C.; wfulk utk.edu
Subject- LERDWG invitation
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:17:46 AM

Dear Michael,

Thank you for giving me a call back yesterday. As we discussed, the
Laboratory Energy R&D Working Group is an organization of 14
Department of Energy laboratories. Meetings are held bimonthly in D.C.
that bring together mid- and senior-level lab managers for a day-long
series of presentations on current energy research and related topics. It's
common for program managers from DOE and other federal agencies to
attend, depending on the agenda topics.

For the June 22 meeting, I'm hoping to have a few presentations on
nuclear power safety. The topic, I think, will be of much interest to the
meeting participants, given the events in Japan. If you or one of your
experts is available, I would welcome a talk from the NRC on probabilistic
risk assessments. In particular, it would be good to have a short tutorial
on how PRAs handle external hazard events and common-cause failures.
Perhaps the Japanese accident has implications for such analyses, such as
our estimate of initiating event frequencies. The talk could include,
perhaps, a discussion of how the NRC uses PRAs in its regulatory activities.

The agendas typically provide 45-minute slots for presentations, including
time for questions and answers.

The meetings are held at Suite 930 of The 901 Bldg. at 901 D Street S.W. in

Washington, D.C.

Would you be able to provide a speaker for our June 22 LERDWG meeting?

Sincerely,

Mark C. Petri
Technology Development Director
Energy Engineering and Systems Analysis Directorate
Argonne National Laboratory
630-252-3719
mc2etriaanLov
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From, Rodgers. Mar
To: McCartin. Timothy; Chidichimo, Gabriele: Ford, William Parker- Nicole Rodgers. Mary Valencia. Jennifer

Cc: Haney. Catherine; Dorman. Dan; Kokaiko. Lawrence; Mohseni. Abv; Davis. lack

Subject: FOIA/PA-2011-0010A(ppeal) (NMSS201100104/NMSS-2011-0046)

Date, Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:18:26 AM

Attachments: NMSS-2011-0046.pdf
NMSS201100104.odf

LADIES/GENTLEMEN:

AN APPEAL HAS BEEULREMýEUSTED AND IzAS EWEN
HAND-DELIVERED TO IIM MC ARTIN ON BILL I- ORD
REQUEST.

DuE TO NMSS: 03/25/2011

DUE TO OIS: 03/28/201 1

Mary L. Rodgers, NMSS

FOIA/Records Manager
(301) 492-3246

From: Culleen, Barbara
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:59 AM
To: Rodgers, Mary
Subject: FOIA/PA-2011-0010A

Mary,

Respond on the referral form with an explanation of either releasing, partially releasing or
continue to deny and the reason with the Office Director signing off on it.

Thanks.

Barbara Culleen, FOIA/PA Specialist
FOIA/PrivacN Secfion, Inforrmafion Services Branch
301-415-6873
Barbara.Culleen@nrir.gov
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EDATS Number: NMSS-2011-0046 Source: NMSS

I~~ Geea Ifraio

Assigned To: NMSS

Other Assignees:

Office Due Date: 3/28/2011 11:00 PM

OEDO Due Date: NONE

SECY Due Date: NONE

Subject: Referral Related to FOIA/PA Request 2011-0010A

Description: NRC Form 496A

CC Routing: NONE

ADAMS Accession Numbers- Incoming: NONE Response/Package: NONE

Ote Infomaio

Cross Reference Number: NMSS201100104 Staff Initiated: NO

Related Task: Recurring Item: NO

File Routing: EDATS Agency Lesson Learned: NO

OEDO Monthly Report Item: NO

'Pocs Inoraio

Action Type: FOIA 2011-0010A

Signature Level: No Signature Required

Priority: Medium

Sensitivity: Sensitive Related

Urgency: NO

Approval Level: No Approval Required

OEDO Concurrence: NO

OCM Concurrence: NO

OCA Concurrence: NO

Office Instructions: HLWRS -- The subject request has been appealed for initial denial of record(s). A copy of the
appeal, denial response (with bracketed records(s)) and initial request are attached. Please conduct another review of each
appealed record and provide a new disclosure determination/recommendation or reaffirm the initial determination using
the "Official Response" portion of NRC Form 496A by noon 03/25/2011; NMSS/HITAB (Rodgers) will provide final
response from your reply for the NMSS OD signature to OIS by 03/28/2011.

Originator Name: Barbara Culleen Date of Incoming: 3/17/2011

Originating Organization: OIS Document Received by NMSS Date: 3117/2011

Addressee: Mary Rodgers Date Response Requested by Originator: 3/28/2011

Incoming Task Received: Appeal
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Ticket Type

Ticket Number

TAR

ADAMS Number

FOIA Number

Display Ticket
NMSS - FOIA Ticketing

Organization
NMSS201100104 Ticket Contact

N Ticket Created On

Ticket Due Date

2011001 OA Ticket Extensions

NMSS

Rodgers, Mary L

03/17/2011

03/28/2011

0

WITS Ticket Number Ticket Status

Description

Task Basis

REFERRAL RELATED TO FOIANPA REQUEST 201 1-0010A (EDATS:
NMSS-2011-0046)

NRC Form 496A

HLWRS -- lThe subject request has been appealed for initial denial of record(s). A copy of the appeal, denial response
Special (with bracketed records(s)) and initial request are attached. Please conduct another review of each appealed record

Instructions and provide a new disclosure determination/recommendation or reaffirm the initial determination using the "Official
(Task 1): Response" portion of NRC Form 496A by noon 03/2512011; NMSSIHITAB (Rodgers) will provide final response from

your reply for the NMSS OD signature to OIS by 03/28/2011.

Assign To Contact Report To Status Date Assigned Date Due Clsd Ext

NMSS / HiTAB Rodgers.; aryL 01S .. .. . 03/11712011 03/28/2011 op en .II
NMSS Mccartin, Timothy NMSS/ 03/17/2011 03/25/2011 open 0
DI-LWRS J HITAB

Ticket NMSS201100104 is open

[Printout

iM...... ....
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From: Mc.inty Tim
To: Leed.•!. _i; Boger, Bruce Grobe. )ack Wtti. riarn; Nguyen. Ouvnh; Bahadur. Sher: Blount. Tom: •omn

FredenkC eok. Michael Cunninaham. Mark: E; Ferrell. Kimbert: Galloway, Melanie; G
p; Giwines. Mary: Hiand Patrick Holian, Brian . Men; L=. Samso Lubinskl. John McGinty, Tim

Nelson. Robert Quay. Theodore: Ruland, William'; .Skeen. David: Thomas. Brian! Westreich. Barry

Cc: Bowman. Eric; Rosenberg Stacey
Subject: FWV.Q i r - Security Related Information - B5b History Memo
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:22:51 AM

Attachments: BSb History Memo Enclosure part 1. df
B5b History Memo Enclosure part 2.edf
BSb History Memo.Ddf

FYI - As discussed at this mornings ET/LT meeting, attached is the "History of B.5.b"

memo to the Commission.

It is 0-QUO - Sec.uriy Rc',tcd iRnfrmation

Tim

From: Bowman, Eric
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:58 AM
To: McGinty, Tim
Cc, Westreich, Barry
Subject: B5b History Memo

Tim,

As we discussed, these are the files for the B5b History Document.

V/R Eric

Eric E. Bowman
Sr. Project Manager
Generic Communications & Power Uprate Branch
Division of Policy and Rulemaking
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-2963
Eric.Bowman@nrc. gov
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The Evolution of Mitigating Measures
For Large Fire and Explosions

A Chronological History
From

September 11, 2001
Through

October 7, 2009

ENCLOSURE
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I. Abstract

After the terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001, the NRC promptly assessed the potential for
deliberate attacks using large commercial aircraft on NRC-licensed facilities, the physical effects
of such a strike on the facility, and the potential for such strikes to result in large, rapid releases
of radioactive material to the environment. Using state-of-the-art structural and fire analyses,
NRC staff and national experts from several U.S. Department of Energy laboratories conducted
these assessments. The NRC also consulted with other US Government agencies and industry
representatives. For the commercial power reactor facilities analyzed, the results confirmed that
the likelihood is low that such strikes could both damage the reactor core and release
radioactivity that could affect public health and safety. The results of the studies gave the NRC
information which it incorporated into Security Advisories and implementing guidance issued to
power reactor licensees to further reduce this risk and enhance safety and security.

On February 25, 2002, the NRC issued EA-02-026, "Order for Interim Safeguards and Security
Compensatory Measures" (referred to here as the ICM Order), which modified current operating
licenses for commercial power reactor facilities to require compliance with specified interim
safeguards and security compensatory measures. Section B.5.b of the lCM Order requires
licensees to adopt mitigation strategies using readily available resources to maintain or restore
core cooling, containment, and spent fuel pool cooling capabilities to cope with the loss of large
areas of the facility due to large fires and explosions from any cause, including
beyond-design-basis aircraft impacts. Following issuance of the ICM Order, the staff met and
corresponded with industry representatives on many occasions in an attempt to clarify the
implementing details for the mitigating strategies required by Section B.5.b of the ICM Order.
During the period from October 2002 to October 2003 the staff performed an inspection at each
site to evaluate the adequacy of the mitigating strategies licensees had implemented to address
the ICM Order. Based on the results of these inspections the staff determined that additional
guidance should be developed. The staff worked with industry representatives to develop this
additional guidance which included insights gained through NRC ongoing research and lessons
learned from security assessments. On February 25, 2005, the staff forwarded a letter to all
power reactor licensees, which provided guidance for implementing Section B.5.b of the ICM
Order. This guidance was further refined in a series of interactions with industry
representatives. By August 2007, all operating power reactor licensees had implemented the
guidance via commitments and in new conditions of their operating licenses. By
December 2008, the NRC staff had completed licensing reviews and onsite inspections to verify
implementation of the licensee actions.

On March 27, 2009, the NRC amended Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 C FR)
Part 50, "Domestic Licensing of Production and Utilization Facilities," Part 52, "Licenses,
Certifications, and Approvals for Nuclear Power Plants," and Part 73, "Physical Protection of
Plants and Materials," with new requirements published in the Federal Register dated
March 27, 2009 (74 FR 13926). The purpose of this amendment was to make security
requirements similar to those previously imposed by the Commission Orders issued after the
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, generically applicable to operating reactors and new
reactors. The staff has implemented guidance for inspection of these requirements on a routine
basis at operating reactors. The staff has also prepared interim staff guidance for review of
combined license applications for new reactors.

OFFCIcAL-uaE -Y--SEebtfTY-RUD-ATEN386 r Tof
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II. Summary

This summary provides a high level narrative of the significant activities since September 11,
2001. It discusses these significant activities (i.e., ongoing research, Phases 1, 2 and 3) as
separate topics; not necessarily in chronological order. It was developed by the staff based on
their review of the information contained in the Chronological History and their recollection of the
events since September 11, 2001.

The Chronological History provides additional details and accession numbers for those
documents reviewed by the staff that are available in ADAMS. It also provides a description of
documents reviewed by the staff which are not available in ADAMS, either because they exist
as paper copies only or because they contain Safeguards or Classified information. For
additional information on any of the documents described in this summary, the reader should
use the event or document date1 to find the entry in the Chronological History.

Further details for each of the items in the Chronological History can be found in the
Consolidated Timeline Documents database available on the NRC Knowledge Center's B.5.b
Inspections Community of Practice. This database includes fields for document date, ADAMS
Accession Number (if available), Document/Event Type, Cognizant Office, Subject, and
Comments. It also provides hyperlinks to those documents that are available in ADAMS. For
many documents, the comment field provides a summary of the contents of the actual
document. For Safeguards or Classified documents, the comment field provides a summary of
the document that could be handled as Official Use Only-Security-Related Information.

1. The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Issued Security Advisories Following the
September 11, 2001, Terrorist Attacks.

1.1. In response to the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks and intelligence
information subsequently obtained, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
took certain actions to ensure that the agency was able to monitor the situation in a
heightened threat environment and advise licensees on measures they should take
to respond to any events that might occur. These actions included issuing Security
Advisories 2 (SAs) to strengthen licensees' capabilities and readiness to respond to a
potential attack on a nuclear facility. Also, shortly after September 11, 2001, the
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research (RES) began to assess potential mitigation
strategies for aircraft attacks on nuclear power plants. For example, on
September 12, 2001, the NRC Incident Response Center's (IRC's) Executive Team
(ET), under the direction of Chairman Meserve, assigned RES the task of assessing
the design bases of the existing power plants and identifying any resources that
would lend insight into the capacity of the existing facilities to withstand an insult of
the nature of the September 11, 2001, attacks. RES briefed the IRC ET on its initial
conclusions on September 19, 2001, and these conclusions were used to inform the
press release "NRC Reacts to Terrorist Attacks," issued on September 21, 2001

Most dates in the summary include the month, day and year. However, some documents, such as reports issued
by the national laboratories and NEI, are identified by month and year only.
2 Security advisories (SAs) convey urgent, usually time-sensitive information regarding security issues or
vulnerabilities that have a direct effect on common defense and security. Advisories will not convey or imply new
requirements, nor will they transmit new interpretations of regulations or staff positions. However, SAs may request
that licensees consider voluntarily taking an action, providing information, or identifying their intention to implement
specific corrective actions that can be accomplished over a short term and designed to address the security-related
issue or vulnerability.

OFFICIAL-UXS-ONLY -. SECURITY RRELATED-INFORATONW -
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(http://w",.nrc.gov/readinp-rm' doc-collcctions/news/2001/01-1 12.html). During the week of
September 24, 2001, Chairman Meserve directed funding to RES to initiate a
program using designated national laboratories to examine the effects of a
deliberate attack using a large commercial aircraft on a nuclear power plant. The
initial elements of this program were to be completed during the period,
October 1, 2001 through January 2002.

1.2. On September 28, 2001, Chairman Meserve directed the staff to undertake a
thorough review of the NRC's safeguards and security programs which focused on
identifying any necessary adjustments to the response capabilities of the licensees
and included an evaluation of the vulnerability of NRC-licensed facilities to attacks
that exceed the design-basis threat (DBT). In this review, the staff was to
comprehensively examine the basic assumptions underlying the NRC's current
safeguards and security programs and produce a "scoping paper" containing a
proposed course of action. Subsequently, on October 9, 2001, the Executive
Director for Operations established a Response to Terrorist Acts Task Force,
comprising senior managers from selected offices and a region to develop the
required scoping paper.

1.3. On October 6, 2001, based on the insights derived to that date from the terrorist
attacks, the NRC issued an SA for power reactors, decommissioning reactors,
Category 1 fuel facilities, and gaseous diffusion plants. The NRC used this advisory
to communicate certain prompt actions and additional actions to enhance safety and
safeguards at NRC-licensed facilities by strengthening licensee capability to respond
to a terrorist attack. The SA stated that the prompt actions could be readily
implemented and had significant value in addressing threats at or beyond the DBT.
The additional actions also had significant value in addressing such threats but
might require more deliberation on the part of the NRC and licensees. One of the
prompt actions at power reactors was the need to develop plans for plant actions to
be taken in the event of a beyond-design-basis terrorist attack that was imminent or
occurring. Among the additional actions for power reactors were licensee
consideration of access to additional or alternative resources, which entailed the
identification and use of existing or readily available resources and the need for
coordination with additional local fire departments. Also specified were additional
actions 3 for spent fuel pools (SFPs) at operating reactors.

2. The NRC Issued the Interim Safeguards and Security Compensatory Measures Order
on February 25, 2002.

2.1. On November 28, 2001, the staff submitted SECY-01-0215, "Scoping Paper for a
Comprehensive Review of the NRC's Safeguards and Security Programs in Light of
the Terrorist Attacks on September 11, 2001," to the Commission. This scoping
paper specified proposed actions in response to terrorist acts and included an
evaluation of the need for interim compensatory measures (ICMs), which was based
on a preliminary assessment of the threat environment using both consequence-
and vulnerability-informed insights. The paper included a classified preliminary
assessment of the then-current threat environment facing NRC licensees. The
scoping paper noted that the assessment of the threat environment focused on the

The additional actions for SFPs specified in this SA were the only "mitigation strategy" required by any of the
SAs issued by the NRC since September 11, 2001. Subsequently, the February 25, 2002, ICM Order
required operating reactors to address mitigating strategies for the reactor, the containment, and the SFPs.
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overall scope and capability of potential adversaries rather than a specific DBT.
Additionally, the scoping paper stated that the staff intended to identify appropriate
ICMs and included a recommendation that the Commission approve the staff
approach to the development of proposed ICMs.

2.2. On December 7, 2001, Commissioner Diaz issued COMNJD-01-0002, which
stated that the scoping paper provided by the staff in SECY-01-0215 addressed a
myriad of issues and recommended, in part, that the Commission address the need
to promptly establish ICMs in a high-threat environment as identified in SECY-01-
0215. Attachment 1 to COMNJD-01-0002 described an approach that includes
obtaining licensee commitments to threat readiness measures, as specified in the
October 6, 2001, SA. In "Staff Requirements Memorandum: COMNJD-01 -0002-
Physical Security Measures," dated February 8, 2002, the Commission approved the
implementation of ICMs for physical security in a high-threat environment as
delineated in a Safeguards Information attachment applicable to power reactors and
selected fuel facilities. This staff requirements memorandum (SRM) required the
staff to draft Orders to licensees as outlined in the Safeguards Information
attachment and stated that the staff should review the October 6, 2001, SA to
determine which of the specific actions should be incorporated in the Orders. While
the attachment to the SRM was oriented to the DBT, the Commission's direction to
the staff to consider the use of SA actions resulted in the ICMs that addressed
threats at or beyond the DBT.

2.3. On February 25, 2002, the NRC issued the Interim Safeguards and Security
Compensatory Measures Order (known as the ICM Order) to each nuclear power
plant licensee. It stated that the ICMs listed in Attachment 2 to the Order were
needed to provide assurance that licensees of nuclear power reactors would take
prudent measures to achieve a consistent level of protection to address the threat
environment. Section B.5.b of the ICM Order required licensees to adopt mitigation
strategies using readily available resources to maintain or restore core cooling,
containment, and spent fuel pool cooling capabilities to cope with the loss of large
areas of the facility due to large fires and explosions from any cause, including
beyond-design-basis aircraft impacts, but did not specify the measures to be taken.
Licensees were required to complete implementation of the ICMs no later than
August 31, 2002. By including Section B.5.b in the February 25, 2002, ICM Order,
the NRC demonstrated a pragmatic approach that recognized (1) that in an elevated
threat environment, there is significant value in addressing threats at or beyond the
DBT and (2) that Section B.5.b has broad applicability because it is not event
specific and involves the development of mitigation strategies for both the reactors
and SFPs in responding to circumstances associated with loss of large areas of the
plant due to large fires and explosions.

2.4. Following issuance of the ICM Order, the staff met and corresponded frequently
with industry representatives in an attempt to clarify the implementing details for the
mitigating strategies required by Section B.5.b. Section B.5.b indicated that "readily
available" strategies were required. However, the term "readily available" and the
extent of assumed damage in the event of a successful attack were not defined.
This led to differing interpretations by the staff and industry as to which strategies
should be developed to address the requirements of the ICM Order. Industry
representatives interpreted the definition more narrowly than did the staff, which
resulted in a smaller number of required strategies. This continuing disagreement
resulted in the NRC's position that additional actions by licensees were necessary to
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meet the requirements of the ICM Order, after August 31, 2002, which was the
original implementation date for the ICM Order.

2.5. From October 2002 to October 2003, the staff performed an inspection at each site
using Temporary Instruction (TI) 2515/148, "Inspection of Nuclear Reactor
Safeguards Interim Compensatory Measures." Section IV.E.2 of this TI, "Mitigative
Measures," provided guidance to inspectors on the intent of these requirements and
factors to consider in determining the adequacy of licensee actions. Although many
licensees had met the expectations contained in the TI, the staff noted a wide
spectrum of variability in the licensees' approach to implementation of the mitigative
strategies developed to address section B.5.b of the ICM Order. Based on these
findings, the staff concluded that additional guidance and clarification were needed.

2.6. In an August 25, 2004 SRM the Commission directed the staff to provide a
program of reviews and inspections to implement mitigative measures required by
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order no later than December 2004. The Commission also
directed the staff to inform licensees that B.5.b was an ongoing requirement and that
they were expected to take into account new information that might bear on the
strategies and measures taken to meet B.5.b. As new insights from analysis of
plant-specific vulnerabilities and mitigative strategies were developed, licensees
could be required to adopt those strategies within the scope of B.5.b if they could be
effectively implemented using existing or readily available resources.

2.7. In letters dated November 24, 2004, and January 14, 2005, the staff provided
additional guidance to licensees including the definition approved by the
Commission for the term "readily available equipment." The letter also stated that
the staff would coordinate with the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) Security Working
Group to develop additional guidance for implementing Section B.5.b mitigative
measures. This additional guidance would include insights gained through the NRC
ongoing research and lessons learned from security assessments. The NRC would
develop detailed guidance separately for use in a forthcoming industry workshop.

2.8. The November 24, 2004, and January 14, 2005, letters also informed licensees of
NRC plans to implement a two-phase approach to enhancing the mitigation
measures required under Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. For Phase 1, the NRC
expected licensees to use information from (1) existing programs and equipment
and operational know-how, including maintaining capabilities currently in place,
(2) industry best practices developed during the initial response by licensees, and
(3) application of generic lessons learned from engineering analyses conducted over
the last few years to develop and implement appropriate Section B.5.b. mitigation
measures. For Phase 2, the NRC would oversee the industry's plant-specific
analyses of potential impacts associated with the loss of large areas of the plant.
The specific goals of Phase 2 were to (1) confirm the effectiveness of existing
mitigation strategies and measures, (2) identify additional mitigation strategies or
measures that use existing or readily available resources to further enhance the
plant's effectiveness in maintaining core and SFP cooling and containment integrity
despite the effects of large fires and explosions, and (3) identify potential practicable
options for the use of generic, deployable, or other backup mitigation capabilities
that exceed the NRC's requirements.

2.9. By the end of October 2004, the NRC staff had approved completely revised
physical security plans for each commercial power reactor site in the country. The
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operating license for each plant was revised to include a direct reference to these
newly-approved security plans. Each of these plans included a section which
described the licensees' commitments with respect to implementing the provisions of
ICM B.5.b.

3. The NRC Changed the Two-Phase Approach for Implementing the February 25, 2002,
ICM Order to a Three-Phase Approach.

3.1. In June 2005, the NRC changed the two-phase approach to implementing
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order to a three-phase approach. Phase I would remain
the same and consist of verification of compliance with specified interim safeguards
and security compensatory measures (ICMs). Phase 2 would be changed to
address assessment of SFPs only. A new Phase 3 would address assessment of
the reactor and containment. This change allowed the staff to give priority to the
assessment of SFPs before the reactor and containment.

3.2. This change was made in response to heightened public and congressional
interest in the potential vulnerability of the SFPs. This heightened interest stemmed
from the January 31, 2003, paper by Robert Alvarez, "Reducing the Hazards from
Stored Spent Power-Reactor Fuel in the United States," published in Science &
Global Security, Volume 11, No.1, Spring 2003. This paper prompted Congress to
request that the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) study the issue. On
July 28, 2004, the NAS issued the paper "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent
Nuclear Fuel Storage," which was reviewed by Congress and the NRC. In a
March 14, 2005, letter, NRC Chairman Diaz responded to Congress by stating that
the NRC had already taken numerous actions to enhance the security of spent
nuclear fuel and that it continued to evaluate power reactor security, including SFP
security, in force-on-force exercises. Subsequent implementation of SFP mitigation
strategies addressed the concerns identified during the Phase 2 assessments.

4. The NRC Issued February 25, 2005, Guidance for Implementing Section B.5.b of the
ICM Order Dated February 25, 2002.

In a letter dated February 25, 2005, the NRC forwarded to power reactor licensees
the final implementing guidance for Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM
Order (the Phase 1 Guidance Document). This guidance had been coordinated with
the NEI Security Working Group and had been revised to address industry comments
received at the workshops on January 14 and February 5, 2005. This guidance
addressed (1) firefighting response strategies, (2) plant operations to mitigate fuel
damage, and (3) actions to minimize releases. The guidance also addressed the
specific expectations for mitigative measures that should be evaluated by each
licensee for potential inclusion in its B.5.b mitigative strategies. The letter asked each
licensee to provide a detailed response describing its site-specific plans and schedule
to address the various considerations in the enclosed guidance by May 31, 2005, and
in addition, to implement all of the planned mitigating strategies described in its
response no later than August 31, 2005. Licensees were expected to identify and
implement those strategies that were readily available at their facilities.
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5. The NRC Performed Phase 1 Inspections (September - December 2005) to Verify
Implementation of Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order.

5.1. In June 2005, the NRC issued inspection procedure TI 2515/164, "Inspection of
Nuclear Reactor Safeguards Interim Compensatory Measures-Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002 ICM Order." During fall 2005, the NRC resident inspectors at
each of the 65 operating nuclear power plant sites used this TI to assess the actions
taken by licensees in response to the guidance document issued
February 25, 2005. An internal NRC Management Assessment Panel reviewed the
results of inspections and additional information obtained from licensees to ensure
that the NRC was evaluating the licensees' implementation of the guidance in a
consistent manner. In January 2006, inspection reports were issued that
documented the results of these inspections and the conclusions of the NRC
Management Assessment Panel. Findings that identified the need for licensees to
further enhance their mitigation strategies and measures were identified as
"unresolved items" in the inspection reports. The staff discussed these unresolved
items with each licensee during the period from January through April 2006. Each
licensee made commitments to the NRC to implement further mitigation strategies
and measures to resolve the inspection findings.

5.2. From June to December 2006, NRC resident inspectors at each operating nuclear
power plant performed an inspection using TI 2515/168, "Closeout Inspection of
Nuclear Reactor Safeguards Interim Compensatory Measures-Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002, Orders." This TI provided guidance on acceptable methods,
along with staff acceptance criteria, for satisfying the B.5.b Phase 1 items. The
inspectors used this guidance to confirm that licensees had implemented these
commitments and closed the unresolved items from the TI 2515/164 inspections
performed in fall 2005.

6. The NRC Performed Section B.5.b Phase 2 Assessments (June - December 2005) to
Identify SFP Mitigation Strategies.

6.1 In September 2004 the NRC established the division of Nuclear Security Special
Projects (NSSP) in the Office of the Executive Director for Operations (OEDO) and
assigned John A. Grobe as its Director. NSSP was assigned responsibility for
implementing a program of reviews and inspections to verify licensee implementation
of mitigative measures required by Section B15.b of the ICM Order. The NSSP staff
conducted the Phase 2 independent assessments of SFPs at all operating reactors in
response to SRM-M050421B, "Discussion of Security Issues," dated May 12, 2005.
These assessments evaluated potential impacts on the ability to maintain SFP
cooling from a range of threat-independent terrorist actions. The primary concern
was that a terrorist action could breach the SFP, which could allow the cooling water
level to lower below the spent fuel. This loss of cooling water could allow recently
discharged fuel to overheat. Each assessment considered site-specific physical
characteristics and capabilities. The NSSP teams relied on the respective site
operating and engineering personnel for in depth plant knowledge. Multiple
strategies for maintaining SFP cooling were identified for all sites except those that
had been "screened out" during the assessment process.4 These strategies included

Strategies were not identified for several sites because the NRC assessments had determined that the SFP
was not susceptible to being breached and drained of cooling water. The NRC made this determination
based on site-specific physical characteristics of the SFP. These SFPs were considered "screened out"
during subsequent TI 2515/171 inspections.
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the use of alternative systems for refilling and spraying the SFP. The expected
effectiveness of each strategy varied according to the circumstances affecting the
site. The NSSP assessment teams further categorized the mitigation strategies as
"readily available" or "beyond readily available" and further distinguished readily
available strategies as voluntary or required. The teams completed all assessments

by December 16, 2005, and issued a site-specific report (SGI) documenting the
assessment approach and results for each plant. In addition, an internal report on the
results of the Phase 2 assessments for operating plants, entitled "Report on Spent
Fuel Pool Mitigation Strategy Study (Phase 2)," was provided to the Commission on
December 16, 2005.

6.2 In part because of the continuing disagreement between the NRC and industry
over interpretation of the requirements of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order, and
specifically whether Phase 2 and Phase 3 mitigation strategies were regulatory
requirements, a panel of NRC senior executives referred to as the Mitigation
Strategies Disposition Panel (MSDP) later reviewed all site-specific mitigation
strategies. The panel's purpose was to ensure consistency and provide oversight of
the results of the Phase 2 (and the later Phase 3) assessments. The MSDP
reviewed the NSSP assessment teams' recommendation as to whether a mitigation
strategy was "readily available" as stated in Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. A
strategy was considered to be "readily available" if it utilized available equipment as
defined in the Phase 1 guidance document. The MSDP made the final determination
as to whether each readily available strategy was a reasonable and evident strategy
within the Phase 1 guidance. If it was not within the Phase 1 guidance, it was
considered a supplementary strategy. The site-specific assessment reports included
the results of the MSDP deliberations.

6.3 After issuance of the site-specific reports, the NSSP staff conducted briefings with
each operating reactor site's senior management to ensure that the reports were
understood and to respond to questions. Concurrently, the NSSP staff presented an
industrywide summary of the differing types and breadth of SFP mitigation strategies
to all licensees. The letter transmitting each site-specific assessment report asked
licensees to consider the required and voluntary strategies identified during the
assessment and to respond within 60 days of the publication date of the industrywide
summary. Licensees were asked to evaluate any personnel safety concerns, the
overall feasibility of each required and voluntary strategy, and the safety/security
interface of the strategy to ensure that there would not be unintended adverse
impacts on the overall safety of the plant.

6.4 The NSSP staff also evaluated five decommissioning reactor SFPs and one fuel
storage facility to determine whether additional mitigation strategies were warranted
at these facilities. As a result of these evaluations, the NSSP staff concluded that no
onsite or additional assessments were warranted to identify mitigation strategies
beyond existing measures at these facilities. This finding was due principally to the
extended decay times and resulting low levels of decay heat in the spent fuel. A
separate internal report documented the evaluation of the five decommissioning
reactor SFPs and one fuel storage facility.

6.5 In a January 24, 2006, letter, "Industry Proposal for Closure Process for B.5.b
Phase 2," NEI proposed a generic set of SFP mitigating strategies including the use
of an independently powered portable pump. This pump would not have been
required by Section B.5.b of the ICM Order because it would not have been "readily
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available." These strategies would provide a flow of 500 gallons per minute (gpm) of
makeup water to the SFP from internal and external sources and a 200-gpm flow of
cooling spray from external sources. Before this, the NRC assessments had
identified a wide range of strategies that could be useful at some plants. The industry
proposal selected three of these strategies that would be applicable to all plants,
including acquisition of the portable pumps. This proposal for closing Phase 2 was
subsequently included in the industry proposal for closing Phase 3 described in
NEI 06-12, "B.5.b Phases 2 & 3 Submittal Guideline," dated December 2006.

7. The NRC and Industry Performed B.5.b Phase 3 Assessments (October 2005 - June
2006) to Identify Reactor and Containment Mitigation Strategies.

7.1. The Phase 3 assessments were intended to identify additional effective
mitigation strategies for cooling the reactor core and maintaining containment integrity.
The process described in NEI 05-07, "Industry Mitigation Strategy Study Guideline,"
Revision 0, issued September 2005, focused on identifying additional effective
mitigation strategies to further enhance the plant's capabilities in maintaining core
cooling and containment integrity. Plant staff performed the assessments with the
assistance of an NEI contractor. The NSSP staff observed the assessments and
evaluated each licensee's site-specific mitigation strategy to determine whether the
licensee's assessment was well implemented.

7.2. After completion of the site assessment, the NRC MSDP reviewed each of the
strategies to ensure consistency in the determination of whether a mitigation strategy
identified during the Phase 3 assessments is readily available or beyond readily
available, and if readily available, whether it is within the Phase I guidelines. Phase 3
assessments were completed in June 2006. An appropriate spectrum of candidate
enhancement strategies was identified at each site for preventing and delaying core
damage and containment failure and reducing radiological releases.

7.3. On May 15, 2006, NEI provided the NRC with a proposal for closing Phase 3,
which included implementing a set of generic mitigation strategies. This proposal was
similar to the approach proposed by NEI for the Phase 2 SFP strategies. Based on the
results of the NRC's independent Phase 3 assessments, the staff provided NEI with
additional considerations to be addressed as part of the generic reactor core and
containment mitigation strategies. NEI evaluated the additional considerations and
presented the NRC with an updated proposal for closing Phase 3. This proposal
involved the use of a license condition to describe in each license the types of
strategies required by Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order, including
items deferred from Phase 1 to Phases 2 and 3. The NRC agreed in principle with the
NEI proposal but made acceptance for individual facilities conditional upon NRC staff
evaluation of site-specific implementation and documentation of the proposed Phase 2
and 3 mitigation strategies.
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8. NRC Approved the Industry Plan for Implementing B.5.b Phase 2 and 3 Mitigation
Strategies.

8.1. In September 2006, after completing the Phase 2 and 3 assessments, NSSP
was disestablished and responsibility for Section B.5.b implementation and verification
(e.g., license amendments and inspections) was transferred to Special Projects Branch
(PSPB), Division of Policy and Rulemaking (DPR) in the Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation (NRR). Key members of the NSSP staff were reassigned to PSPB to
ensure continuity.

8.2. In October 2006, the staff requested that licensees provide site-specific details
for implementing Phase 2 and 3 requirements. NEI prepared NEI 06-12 to assist
licensees in preparing their site-specific responses. NEI 06-12 also provided a
methodology for developing the industry mitigation strategies and an approach for
evaluating other strategies to determine if they are viable. The staff reviewed and
provided comments on this document. In December 2006, NEI issued Revision 2 to
NEI 06-12, which incorporated changes to address NRC staff comments. The staff
concluded that this version of NEI 06-12 provided an acceptable method for addressing
B.5.b Phases 2 and 3. This document contained standard boiling-water reactor (BWR)
and pressurized-water reactor (PWR) mitigation strategies with criteria for
implementation on a site-specific basis. Subsequently, all licensees made submittals in
which they committed to implementing the standard list of mitigation strategies for their
type of reactor. By standardizing the strategies in exchange for the industry agreement
to acquire portable independently powered pumping capabilities, the issue of whether a
strategy was readily available was rendered moot.

8.3. In January 2007, the staff prepared a guideline that provided criteria for reviewing
the adequacy of the site-specific implementing plans for B.5.b Phase 2 and 3 mitigation
strategies and for developing inputs for site-specific safety evaluation reports (SERs).
The staff received submittals from all licensees by February 28, 2007. However, only
three of these submittals provided all the information required by the staff to complete
the review. The staff requested additional information from the remaining licensees. All
licensees provided the requested information in supplemental submittals. Most
licensees committed to completing implementation by December 31, 2007. These
submittals also included any items that had been deferred from Phase 1.

8.4. The staffs review of the submittals confirmed the licensees' intention to
incorporate the already identified mitigation strategies into their severe accident
mitigation guidelines (SAMGs) or extensive damage mitigation guidelines (EDMGs) or
to append the strategies to other appropriate site procedures. During subsequent
inspections, the NRC staff would verify that these strategies had been incorporated into
SAMGs, EDMGs, or appropriate site procedures. The staff also verified that all
licensees had agreed to implement the SFP, reactor, and containment strategies
described in NEI 06-12. An exception was that licensees were not required to
implement the SFP strategies at sites where the SFPs had been "screened out" during
the Phase 2 assessments.

8.5. The staff concluded that all licensees had identified a range of strategies that, if
implemented as described, would be adequate to meet the B.5.b Phase 2 and 3
requirements. Because many strategies were conceptual in nature and had not been
implemented before the submittals, the evaluation of the feasibility and effectiveness of
the strategies was deferred to future onsite inspections. The staff also reviewed any
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items that had been deferred from Phase 1 and concluded that they had been
adequately addressed. The staff documented these reviews in SERs. Appendix A to
the SERs addressed all Phase 1 strategies, including those that had been closed during
the Phase 1 reviews. Appendix B to the SER addressed the Phase 2 and Phase 3
requirements and those Phase 1 strategies that had been deferred to Phases 2 and 3.
The staff also imposed conforming license amendments documenting the license
conditions for these requirements. The staff completed these actions by the end of
August 2007.

9. The NRC Completed Onsite Inspections (December 2007 - December 2008) of Phase 2
and 3 Mitigation Strategies and Identified Two Significant Issues Requiring
Resolution.

9.1. In an April 30, 2009, memorandum, the staff informed the Commission that it had
performed an inspection at each power reactor site using TI 2515/171, "Verification of
Site Specific Implementation of B.5.b Phase 2 and 3 Mitigation Strategies." The first
inspection was performed in December 2007, and the last was completed in
December 2008. The inspections were performed by a team which typically included a
region based team leader, the resident inspector and a representative from the NRR
Special Projects Branch with previous B.5.b experience. The inspection process
identified a range of issues, which were documented in the inspection report for each
site. Most significant issues (those determined to be more than minor) were identified
as findings or violations. Licensees addressed these inspection findings and violations
by taking appropriate corrective actions. These corrective actions included performing
additional engineering calculations, establishing additional strategies, updating and
correcting procedures, providing training to plant staff, and rerouting flow paths to
reduce system pressure losses. The inspection process also identified two significant
issues that required resolution.

9.2. The first significant issue requiring resolution was that new information became
available in the PWR Owners' Group technical report WCAP 16800, "Insights for
Operating Steam Generators to Minimize RCS Inventory Loss Following a Loss of All
AC and DC Power," dated November 2007, that could affect the viability of three of the
PWR steam generator mitigation strategies described in NEI 06-12. The staff became
aware of the WCAP in mid 2007, after approximately half of the inspections had been
completed. The WCAP was provided to members of the inspection team by one of the
licensees during the conduct of TI 2515/171. The staff is currently performing a
technical review of the report and has included appropriate inspection guidance in the
Reactor Oversight Process (ROP).

9.3. The second significant issue requiring resolution was the need for guidance to
address other lessons learned during the TI 2515/171 inspections, including the need to
clarify expectations for procedures, training, engineering calculations, and maintenance
of B.5.b equipment (e.g., allowed out-of-service time). The inspection guidance in the
ROP now includes these lessons learned.

10. The NRC Informed the Commission of Plans for Integrating B.5.b-Related Inspections
into the ROP.

10.1. In an August 5, 2008, memorandum, the staff informed the Commission of its
plan and schedule for integrating new areas of B.5.b-related inspection into the ROP.
The staff reported that it had initiated a Community of Practice using the NRC
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Knowledge Center Web site as a tool to collect results and lessons learned from these
inspections. The lessons learned would be used to integrate the new areas related to
Section B.5.b into the ROP.

10.2. In addition, the staff formed a B.5.b Integration Team, composed of experienced
representatives from the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, in coordination with the
regions and the Office of Nuclear Security and Incident Response, to assess and
evaluate the aspects of Phases 1, 2, and 3 of Section B.5.b activities that should be
integrated into routine regulatory activities, including the ROP. The team formulated an

10.3. integration plan for issues related to Section B.5.b. Both the integration plan and
the lessons learned on the confirmatory inspections were used to update the inspection
program and integrate the new areas related to Section B.5.b into the ROP for use in
ROP Year 11, which begins January 1, 2010.

11. The Commission Approved the Final Rule on Power Reactor Security Requirements
for Operating and New Reactors.

11.1. On March 27, 2009, the NRC amended Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR) Part 50, "Domestic Licensing of Production and Utilization
Facilities," Part 52, "Licenses, Certifications, and Approvals," and Part 73, "Physical
Protection of Plants and Materials," with new requirements (74 FR 13926,
March 27, 2009). One of the sections of this rulemaking, 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2), makes
the ICM Order Section B.5.b requirement to address loss of large areas of the plant due
to explosions or fires from a beyond-design-basis event generically applicable to all
nuclear power plants licensed under either 10 CFR Part 50 or 10 CFR Part 52. Also
added by this rulemaking,10 CFR 52.80(d) requires submittal of information on how an
applicant for a combined license for a nuclear power facility will meet these
requirements. In addition, the final rule added several new requirements developed as
a result of insights gained from implementation of the security Orders, reviews of site
security plans, and implementation of the enhanced baseline inspection program. The
final rule also updated the NRC's security regulatory framework for the licensing of new
nuclear power plants. Compliance with the final rule was required by March 31, 2010,
for licensees currently licensed to operate under 10 CFR Part 50.

12. The NRC Issued Draft Interim Staff Guidance for Implementing Power Reactor
Security Requirements for New Reactors.

12.1. On May 1, 2009, NEI submitted Revision 3 of NEI 06-12 to the NRC for its review
and endorsement. This revision provides guidance on the application of NEI 06-12 to
new nuclear power plants to ensure consistency in meeting the requirements of
10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and 10 CFR 52.80(d). The NRC staff reviewed the revision and
commented on it to NEI in e-mails dated June 8 and June 29, 2009 and at a meeting
with NEI on June 23, 2009. NEI addressed these comments and resubmitted
Revision 3 to the NRC for review on July 17, 2009. The submittal letter also stated that
NEI was aware that the NRC had a list of lessons learned resulting from the B.5.b
inspections conducted at operating plants. NEI stated that if the disposition of these
lessons learned resulted in changes to NEI 06-12, Revision 3, the combined license
applicants would review these changes for applicability.
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12.2. On October 7, 2009, the staff forwarded Draft Interim Staff Guidance
DC/COL-ISG-016, "Compliance With 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and 10 CFR 52.80(d)," to
NEI and requested comments within 30 days. The interim staff guidance (ISG)
endorses the guidelines of NEI 06-12, Revision 3, as an acceptable approach to
meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and 10 CFR 52.80(d), with certain
exceptions based on the lessons learned outlined above. New applicants for, and new
holders of, an operating license may use other methods to satisfy these requirements,
which the staff would review for acceptability on a case-by-case basis.
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Ill. Chronological History

This chronological history provides the staff's response to Staff Requirements Memorandum
(SRM)-M081006B, "Discussion of Security Issues," dated November 12, 2008, which directed
the staff to provide the Commission, in one document, with a discussion of the evolution of the
implementation of security requirements with respect to mitigating measures for large fires or
explosions. The history begins with the advisories and continues through the Phase 1, 2, and 3
actions taken to address the February 25, 2002, Interim Compensatory Measures (ICM) Order1 .

The chronological history describes actions taken by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) and the industry to implement security requirements with respect to mitigating measures
since September 11, 2001. The staff members who prepared this memorandum abstracted the
description for each item discussed from the referenced documents. The staff members
included representatives from the Offices of Nuclear Regulatory Research (RES), Nuclear
Security and Incident Response (NSIR), Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR), and Nuclear
Security Special Projects (NSSP) who participated in various phases of the evolution of the
security requirements. The descriptions provided below represent the staff members'
interpretations of the information in the documents and their recollection of the events. For
some of the items below, the staff members added a "note" to provide amplifying information
beyond that contained in the referenced document.

Further details for each of the items in the chronological history can be found in the
Consolidated Timeline Documents database available on the NRC Knowledge Center's B.5.b
Inspections Community of Practice. This database provides hyperlinks to those documents that
are available in the Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) 2. For
many documents, the staff used the comment field in the database to summarize the contents
of the actual document. For Safeguards or Classified documents, the staff used the comment
field to provide a summary of the document that could be handled as Official Use Only-
Security-Related Information.

The February 25, 2002, Interim Compensatory Measures (ICM) Order was one order that was issued to
all power reactor licensees. In this Chronology it is also called the "ICM Orders" when collectively
referring to the ICM Orders issued to all licensees.
2 The ADAMS Accession Numbers are included for those documents that were in ADAMS at the time the
staff performed their reviews. Some documents described in this chronological history were not in
ADAMS because they contain Safeguards or Classified information, or were available as paper files only.
Additional notes are included indicating the reason, if known, why some of these documents were not in
ADAMS (i.e., Safeguards, Confidential).
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

ACRS Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
AFFF Aqueous Film Forming Foam
ADAMS Agencywide Documents Access and Management System
BMU German Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety
BNL Brookhaven National Laboratory
BWR Boiling Water Rector
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CFO NRC Chief Financial Officer
CIA Central Intelligence Agency
CNO Chief Nuclear Officers
COLA Combined Operating License Applicants
COP NRC Knowledge Center, the B.5.b Community of Practice
CR Condition Report
D-Note Daily Note from EDO to Commissioner Assistants
DBT Design Basis Threat
DEDO Deputy Executive Director for Operations
DFI Demand for Information
DHS U.S. Department of Homeland Security
DGSNR French Directorate for Nuclear Safety and Radiation Protection
DOE U.S. Department of Energy
DOD Department of Defense
DRP Division of Reactor Projects
DTRA Defense Threat Reduction Agency
ECCS Emergency Core Cooling Systems
EDMG Extensive Damage Mitigation Guidelines
EDO Executive Director for Operations
EDF Electricite de France
EPRI Electric Power Research Institute
ERG Office of Research Expert Review Group
ERO Emergency Response Organization
ET NRC Incident Response Center Executive Team
FBI Federal Bureau of Investigation
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Administration
GPM Gallons per Minute
GRS Gesellschaft for Reaktorsicherheit (German Regulatory Agency)
ICM Order Interim Compensatory Measures Order
IMC NRC Inspection Manual Chapter
IRC ET Incident Response Center Executive Team
IRC RST Incident Response Center Reactor Safety Team
ISG Interim Staff Guidance
LANL Los Alamos National Laboratory
LIPD Loss of Internal Power Distribution
METI Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry of Japan
MSDP Mitigation Strategy Disposition Panel
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MOU Memorandum of Understanding
NAS National Academy of Sciences
Nil Nuclear Installations Inspectorate of the United Kingdom
NISA Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency of Japan
NEI Nuclear Energy Institute
NMSS Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
NNSA National Nuclear Security Administration
NORAD North American Aerospace Defense Command
NPP Nuclear Power Plants
NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NRP National Response Plan
NRR Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
NSI National Security Information
NSIR Office Nuclear Security and Incident Response
NSSP Office of Nuclear Security Special Projects
NSWG Nuclear Energy Institute Security Working Group
OGC Office of the General Counsel
OHS U.S. Office of Homeland Security
OIP Office of International Programs
ORNL Oak Ridge National Laboratory
PWR Pressurized Water Reactor
RAI Request for Additional Information
RES NRC Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
RFI Request for Information
RIS Regulatory Issue Summary
ROP Reactor Oversight Process
RPV Reactor Pressure Vessel
RST Incident Response Center Reactor Safety Team
RTA Response to Terrorist Acts Task Force
SA Security Advisory
SAP Special Access Program
SAMG Severe Accident Management Guidelines
SE Safety Evaluation
SER Safety Evaluation Report
SDP Significance Determination Process
SFP Spent Fuel Pool
SGI Safeguards Information
SLES Safeguards Information Local Area Network and Electronic Safe
SNL Sandia National Laboratory
SRI Security Related Information
SRM Staff Requirements Memorandum
SRP Standard Review Plan
STUK Finland Radiation and Nuclear Safety Authority
SWG Nuclear Energy Institute Security Working Group
TI NRC Temporary Instruction Inspection Procedure
TMI Three Mile Island
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Visual Interactive Site Analysis Code
Work Item Tracking System
FBI Weapons of Mass Destruction Operations Unit
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CHRONLOLOGICAL HISTORY

September 11, 2001
The NRC Activates the Incident Response Center.

Following the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, the NRC Incident Response Center (IRC)
was activated and remained activated for a significant period of time.

September 12, 2001
The IRC Executive Team Assigns Research Tasks To Assess the Design Bases of
Existing Plants.

The IRC Executive Team (ET) assigned RES the task of assessing the design bases of the
existing nuclear power plants (NPPs) and identifying any resources that would provide insight
into the capacity of the existing facilities to withstand an insult similar to the acts of
September 11. RES found that most existing facilities had addressed the accidental aircraft
impact through probabilistic assessments in accordance with NUREG-0800, "The Standard
Review Plan," Section 3.5.1.6. Only Three Mile Island (TMI), Seabrook, and Limerick had
design-basis aircraft; the largest of these was at TMI because of its proximity to the Harrisburg,
PA, airport. Review of available research did not find a conclusive answer as to the ability of
typical NPP structures to withstand the impacts of larger aircraft at the high speeds represented
by the September 11 attacks (roughly an order of magnitude more energy than the TMI design-
basis accident). The IRC ET was briefed on these conclusions on September 19, 2001, and the
findings informed the press release "NRC Reacts to Terrorist Attacks," issued on
September 21, 2001 (ADAMS Accession No. ML020100489).

September 24, 2001
The NRC Chairman Directed the Chief Financial Officer To Provide Funding to RES for
Aircraft Impact Research.

During the week of September 24, 2001, the Chairman directed the Chief Financial Officer to
provide funds to RES to initiate a program to examine the effects of a deliberate attack on an
NPP using a large commercial aircraft. By October 1, 2001, a task order was in place with
Sandia National Laboratories (SNL), with support from Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL).
The initial phase was established as a 4-month effort (October 1, 2001-January 31, 2002) to
conduct scoping analyses and to develop plans for detailed analyses of selected representative
plants and limited testing over 2 years.
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September 25, 2001
The NRC Chairman Directed the Staff To Provide Short-Term Recommendations.

On the morning of September 25, 2001, the NRC IRC ET (under the direction of Chairman
Meserve) requested that the staff develop short-term recommendations in response to the
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. The recommendations to be implemented by the
licensees would be in addition to the increased security at NPPs and other facilities called for in
the NRC's September 11, 2001, Security Advisory (SA). At the end of the September 25, 2001,
morning ET meeting, the Executive Director for Operations (EDO) asked the ET members and
Reactor Safety Team (RST) Director to develop plans to be discussed with the Chairman at the
planned 1 p.m. ET meeting. The RST Director offered to develop a proposal based on
enhancing the severe accident management guideline (SAMG) program, discussed below,
which had been in place at all operating reactors since 1998.

At the September 25, 2001, 1 p.m. meeting of the ET, the RST Director presented a proposal to
enhance safety and security at operating plants by expanding the SAMG program in a manner
more directly relevant to the types of challenges associated with a terrorist attack. The proposal
was to formulate recommendations for near-term action and to present them to the ET within
4 days. The ET, again under the direction of Chairman Meserve, accepted the proposal and
agreed that resources could be requested on a priority basis.

In response to the ET request, the IRC RST formed a task force by supplementing the team with
additional staff from NRR, the Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards (NMSS), and RES.
These staff members were selected for their expertise in severe accident management, fire protection,
security, emergency preparedness, and project management. The task force consisted of the
following:

Gary Holahan

Richard Barrett
Robert Palla
Glenn Kelly
Edward Connell
Nathan Siu
William Troskoski
John Boska
Richard Croteau
Edwin Fox
Jesse Arildsen
Ronald Albert

(RST Director; Division Director, Systems Safety and Analysis,
NRR)
(senior manager and probabilistic risk assessment (PRA) expert)
(manager of the NRC SAMG program)
(PRA expert)
(fire protection expert)
(PRA and fire protection expert)
(fuel facility expert)
(senior reactor systems engineer and project manager)
(senior project manager)
(emergency preparedness expert)
(security)
(security)

The activities of the assembled task force proceeded in four steps, one step each day. The first
day consisted of a brainstorming session to identify a broad range of possible external terrorist
threats to NPPs for which enhanced protections could later be developed. The scope of the
task force effort was specifically chosen to be broader than just aircraft impacts.
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The task force spent its second day in a brainstorming session to devise a broad range of
defensive and mitigation strategies against each of the previously identified threats. The third
day was dedicated to a systematic evaluation of each potential strategy against four selected
criteria: (1) practicality (can the recommendation be accomplished without substantial
re-engineering of the facility), (2) near-term implementation ability (can the recommendation be
implemented in days-to-weeks, not months-to-years), (3) freedom from unintended adverse
safety consequences (can the recommendation be implemented without introducing new
problems or weakening existing safety features of the facility), and (4) effectiveness against a
broad range of potential terrorist attacks (can the recommendation enhance safety and security
from a broad range of possible terrorist threats, as well as internal and external accidents). The
task force recommended to the ET only those actions and strategies meeting all four criteria.

In parallel with these efforts, the IRC Safeguards Team focused on the actions necessary to
thwart any post 9/11 attacks through increased security, awareness and reporting. These
efforts included establishing NRC representation at the Strategic Information and Operations
Center established by the Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI) and at the Emergency Support
Team of the Office of Homeland Security (OHS). The Safeguards Team also enhanced
communications and interfaces with other members of the intelligence community, including the
U.S. Departments of Defense (DOD), Justice (DOJ), and Energy (DOE). These extensive
efforts are not discussed in depth in this document due to the limitation of its scope to mitigation
measures for large fires and explosions.

The fourth day's effort consisted of integrating the recommendations into a single list, discussing
the list with the IRC Safeguards Team, and presenting the list to the ET. The task force
presented its recommendations to the ET on September 29, 2001. Chairman Meserve
consulted with the other Commissioners over the next several days and returned a consensus
list to the RST, with a few modifications. The list was incorporated into an SA and issued on
October 6, 2001.

The task force made specific recommendations for spent fuel pools (SFPs), in addition to those
developed to address reactor safety and security and also made recommendations for
short-term enhancements at fuel facilities.

A report designated as Safeguards Information (SGI) contains the details of these
recommendations. The basic concept of calling for strategies similar to those employed to
address severe accidents to mitigate the effects of the loss of large areas of the plant due to
fires and explosions by using existing resources (materials and personal) was part of the task
force recommendations and the October 6, 2001, SA.

While the recommendations were being developed, it was understood that they would be issued
through an SA and not as formal requirements. Before the NRC issued the October 6, 2001,
SA, approval was received for closed discussions with the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI). NEI
representatives M. Fertel and S. Floyd indicated that the industry supported the concept of
enhanced safety and security through extension of the SAMG program. The SAMG program
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itself is a voluntary industry initiative, which the staff and the industry agreed on following
extensive development and discussions in the 1990s.

Note: While the October 6, 2001, SA formed a basis for Item B.5.b and some other parts of the
February 25, 2002, ICM Order, it was not the sole basis for the ICM Order, nor was every item
in the SA included in the 1CM Order. Some SA items were not considered of sufficient
importance to require an Order, and others had already accomplished their intended objectives.
Several guidance development activities relating to implementation of the mitigation strategies
were carried out during 2002 and later.

September 28, 2001
The NRC Established the Response to Terrorist Acts Task Force.

The NRC Chairman issued a memorandum to the EDO (ADAMS Accession
No. ML012770045), which directed the staff to thoroughly review the NRC's safeguards and
security programs and focus on identifying any necessary adjustments to the response
capabilities of the NRC; licensees; and Federal, State, and local agencies. This review was to
include a comprehensive examination of the basic assumptions underlying the NRC's current
safeguards and security programs. The memorandum also directed the staff to provide a
scoping paper containing a proposed course of action and specified that the effort should
include an evaluation of the vulnerability of NRC-licensed facilities to attacks that exceed the
design-basis threat (DBT).

In response to the Chairman's request, the EDO issued a memorandum on October 9, 2001,
which established the Response to Terrorist Acts (RTA) Task Force, composed of senior
managers from selected offices and a Deputy Regional Administrator to develop the scoping
paper. The task force comprised a Core Group and a Support Group. The Core Group
included the following representatives: M. Federline (NMSS), Chairperson; M. Springer (Office
of Administration); J. Johnson (NRR); S. Burns (Office of the General Counsel (OGC));
R. Zimmerman (RES); and P. Gwynn (Region IV). A charter was developed for the RTA Task
Force to describe the objectives and deliverables. One of the deliverables was the scoping
paper to be delivered to the Commission on November 28, 2001.

October 6, 2001
The NRC Issued an SA Containing Mitigation Measures.

The NRC issued an SA for power reactors, decommissioning reactors, Category 1 fuel facilities,
and gaseous diffusion plants. This SA communicated certain prompt actions and additional
actions to enhance safety and security at NRC-licensed facilities in order to strengthen the
licensees' capability to respond to a terrorist attack. Specifically, the SA included the
consideration of access to additional or alternative resources and also provided additional
actions for SFPs at operating reactors. The specific considerations of the SA reflected the
development of types of mitigation measures that rely on readily available resources. These
considerations also reflected the type of mitigation measure enhancements that would be
addressed by the subsequent Phase 1, 2, and 3 efforts. The SA had two versions; one was
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designated as "Limited Distribution-Need to Know, Not for Public Disclosure," and the second
was an SGI version.

October 29, 2001
The NRC Provided a Memorandum to the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

The NRC provided a revised list of commercial reactor prioritization to the FBI. The prioritization
was enhanced by factoring in the rated power level, which directly correlates to source term.

November 21, 2001
The NRC Received a Discussion Paper from the Homeland Security Council Deputies
Committee.

The NRC received the Homeland Security Council Deputies Committee discussion paper on
flight restrictions over nuclear facilities. The contents of the paper are classified as Secret
National Security Information (NSI).

November 28, 2001
The Staff Provided the Scoping Paper on the Review of Safeguards and Security
Programs.

In response to the Chairman's memorandum dated September 28, 2001, the staff provided the
Commission with SECY-01-0215, "Scoping Paper for a Comprehensive Review of the NRC's
Safeguards and Security Programs in Light of the Terrorist Attacks on September 11, 2001,"
requesting approval of a proposed course of action and proposed schedule for a comprehensive
review of the NRC's safeguards and security program. As part of the proposed actions in
response to terrorist acts, Task B, "Comprehensive Review and Implementation of Safeguards
and Security Revisions for NRC-Licensed Facilities/Activities," evaluated the need for ICMs
based on a preliminary assessment of the threat environment and utilized both consequence-
and vulnerability-informed insights.

Included in the paper was Attachment 10 (Confidential), "Approach for Developing Interim
Compensatory Measures Considering the Current Threat Environment." This attachment
addressed NPPs and uranium conversion facilities. The scoping paper noted that the
assessment of the threat environment in Attachment 10 focuses on the overall scope and
capability of potential adversaries rather than focusing on a specific DBT for which the licensee
alone must protect (then known by the term "Threat X"). The scoping paper stated that the staff
intended to identify appropriate ICMs, including a recommendation that the Commission
approve the staff s approach to the development of proposed ICMs for nuclear power reactors
and uranium conversion facilities as provided in Attachment 10. At the time the scoping paper
was written, the staff had anticipated providing the proposed ICMs to the Commission for
approval by January 15, 2002, or sooner.
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December 5, 2001
The RTA Task Force Briefed the Commission.

Representatives of the RTA Task Force (Margaret Federline (Chair), Michael Weber, and Glenn
Tracy) briefed the Commission on the response to terrorist acts. The Commission had asked
the task force to comprehensively examine the basic assumptions underlying current physical
security and safeguards programs and develop a course of action, schedule, and preliminary
issues list for Commission consideration. Part of the task force's assignment was to pay special
attention to necessary adjustments to the response capabilities of the NRC, licensees, and
Federal, State, and local agencies. The topics of discussion with the Commission included
threats, strategies to address the threat environment, proposed interim measures, comparison
of threats, an integrated course of action, and criteria used for interim measures. The briefing
covered the plans and actions completed for intergovernmental coordination and stakeholder
communications as follows:

* established presence at FBI Special Incident Operations Center: 9/11/01

" enhanced security at NRC facilities: 9/11/01

* began post-9/11 assessments of NPP and independent spent fuel storage installation
vulnerabilities to terrorist attacks: 9/12/01

" advised Joint Chiefs of Staff on the limitations of nuclear facility security forces: 9/19/01

* advised Government agencies on possible nuclear plant vulnerabilities: 9/23/01

* issued letters to Governors concerning the use of State resources in the protection of
nuclear facilities: 9/26/01

* initiated State-licensee dialogues for consideration of additional facility security
measures: 9/26/01

" Commission directed staff to conduct top-to-bottom review of licensed activities: 9/28/01

" coordinated with the Federal Aviation Administration for flight advisories and restrictions
over nuclear facilities: 9/30/01

" issued confirmatory action letters to decommissioning reactor licensees: 10/15/01

* shut down the NRC external Web site, vetted it for information that would be helpful to
terrorists, and restored portions of the Web site: 10/17/01

" issued additional confirmatory action letters to decommissioning reactor licensees:
10/19/01
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" submitted to the Commission COMSECY-01-0030, "Guidance to the Staff on Release of
Information to the Public," which contained criteria for discretionary release of
information to the public: 10/29/01

* provided onsite representative to OHS: 10/31/01

* conducted selected security audits of Category 2 fuel facilities: 11/16/01

* conducted audit instructions at power reactors and decommissioning reactors: 11/16/01

Many of the details of the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.

December 7, 2001
Commissioner Diaz Recommended Physical Security Measures.

Commissioner Diaz issued COMNJD-01-0002, which stated that the scoping paper provided by
the staff in SECY-01-0215 addressed a myriad of issues and recommended, in part, that the
Commission act to address the need to promptly establish ICMs in a high threat environment,
as identified in SECY-01-0215. Attachment 1 to COMNJD-01-0002 suggested an approach to
doing this, which included obtaining licensee commitments to threat readiness measures as
specified in the October 6, 2001, SA. This memorandum is classified as Confidential.

December 7, 2001
SNL Prepared a Report on Assessment of Penetration Damage Caused by an Aircraft
Crash.

SNL prepared a report for RES on the assessment of penetration damage caused by aircraft
crashing into NPPs. The report focused on evaluating the local damage to structures caused by
the impact of aircraft engines. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

December 7, 2001
SNL Prepared a Report on a Generic Approach and Basis for Overall Structural
Response.

SNL prepared a report for RES on the generic approach and basis for the overall structural
response of buildings to aircraft impacts. The report presented a summary of previous studies
on this subject and SNL's plan for future work. The report is designated as SGI.

December 10, 2001
SNL Prepared a Report on the Preliminary Assessment of Vulnerability of the Calvert
Cliffs NPP.

This SNL report for RES on the preliminary assessment of vulnerability of the Calvert Cliffs NPP
included tables that identify important buildings at the plant and provided an assessment of the
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vulnerability of each building to various aircraft threats, as well as a simplified assessment of the
impacts of the loss of those buildings. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

December 12, 2001
SNL Prepared a Report on the Preliminary Assessment of Vulnerability of the Indian
Point NPP.

SNL prepared a report for RES on the preliminary assessment of vulnerability of the Indian
Point NPP, similar to that prepared for the Calvert Cliffs NPP. The report is classified as Secret
NSI.

December 12, 2001
SNL Prepared a Report on a Method for Assessing the Consequences of Building
Damage.

This SNL report for RES described the procedure that should be used to assess the potential for
core damage and releases following the failure of each major structure. The report described
general rules for assessing the potential accident initiators and the process for potential core
damage during full-power operation and during cold shutdown and refueling. The report also
discussed the method for assessing the consequences of potential radionuclide releases,
factors affecting large releases, factors affecting early releases, and events occurring while the
plant is at low power or shutdown. The report also discussed the simplified event trees for
large, dry, and subatmospheric containments; ice condenser containments; boiling-water
reactor (BWR) Mark 1, 11, and III containments; and SFP evaluations. The report is designated
as SGI.

December 18, 2001
SNL Briefed Commissioner Greta Dicus on the Preliminary Plans and Assessments of
the NPP Vulnerability Study.

SNL provided a Secret NSI briefing to Commissioner Greta Dicus on the NPP vulnerability study
to identify potential vulnerabilities of U.S. NPPs to terrorist attacks and potentially effective
means to reduce these vulnerabilities. The key issues addressed in the briefing were the main
vulnerabilities of NPPs to terrorist attacks, prioritization of plants for prevention of events that
may have public consequences, and measures to mitigate the consequences of an attack. The
targets to be evaluated in the study included containments, SFPs, and other buildings. The
threats considered would be commercial aircraft, general aviation aircraft, and external
explosives. The approach would consist of a quick-look survey of all plants and an in-depth
study of selected plants, would address uncertainties, and would perform mitigation studies.
The work would involve SNL, LANL, Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL), and supporting
subcontractors. The expected products by January 2002 would be an update of operating
reactor prioritization, vulnerability insights potentially supporting a threat advisory update, and a
database containing threat and plant data. The expected products by summer 2002 would be
identification of potential vulnerabilities of study plants, potential consequences of attacks,
methods and tools for performing plant-specific analyses, and recommendations for reducing
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vulnerabilities. The expected products by fall 2002 would be additional test and analysis results
addressing key uncertainties, a documented process for performing plant-specific analyses, and
an evaluation of the effectiveness of mitigation measures. Plans for this phase of the study
called for the analysis of 20 plants. The preliminary findings of this phase of the study are
classified as Secret NSI.

December 31, 2001
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Prepared a Report on a Structural Assessment of
SFPs Attacked by Improvised Shaped Charges.

The Protective Design Center of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers prepared a report on a
structural assessment of SFPs attacked by improvised shaped charges. The report is
designated as SGI.

January 14, 2002
RES Established an Expert Review Group.

RES Office Director Ashok Thadani established an expert review group (ERG) to oversee the
ongoing vulnerability assessment being performed by RES staff and contractors. The charter of
the ERG was to review and provide technical comments on the work products of this project to
the Director, RES. The initial members of the ERG included Denwood Ross, Joe Murphy,
Nilesh Chokshi, Robert Pierson, and Gary Holahan.

January 16, 2002
RES Briefed the Commission on the Preliminary Results of the Assessment of NPP
Vulnerabilities.

RES provided a Secret-level briefing to the Commission on the preliminary results of the
assessment of NPP vulnerabilities study performed at SNL. The briefing described the
analyses performed, summarized key insights and uncertainties, and described remaining
preliminary phase activities. The preliminary study used the best available tools and readily
available information on the plants. The study provided preliminary information to address the
following issues:

* key vulnerabilities of NPPs to terrorist attacks
* adjusting the prioritization of plants with respect to aircraft attacks
• mitigation of the consequences of an attack

The scope of assessment included operating commercial NPP containments, SFPs, and other
buildings and SFPs in decommissioning sites. The threats considered were commercial aircraft
and general aviation aircraft with and without explosive payload. The key elements of the
assessment were definition of threat; hittability of the target; building response in terms of
perforation, global response, overpressure effects, and fire considerations; potential for core
damage; containment or SFP confinement failure; radiological consequences; and prioritization.
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The study analyzed 20 operating NPP sites. The results of the study are classified as Secret
NSI.

January 23, 2002
SNL Reported on the Proposed Analysis and Testing Plan of the Integrated Vulnerability
Analysis Program.

SNL prepared a report for RES on the proposed analysis and testing plan for the NRC
Integrated Vulnerability Analysis Program. The report proposed using the Sandia Sled Track
Test Facility to investigate the deformation response of a building complex impacted by an
aircraft engine, investigate the impulse load of an aircraft, and determine the effective diameter
of an aircraft engine used in the perforation analysis. The report is designated as SGI.

February 2002
The NRC Met with NEI to Discuss Pending ICM Order.

During February 2002, the NRC staff held a number of meetings with the NEI Security Working
Group (SWG) to discuss the draft industry guidance document developed to facilitate licensee
implementation and achieve a common understanding of acceptable methods for compliance
with the ICM Order being developed by the NRC staff. At the February 21, 2002, meeting with
the NEI SWG, the NRC stated that the soon-to-be-issued Order would supplement existing
regulatory requirements and the October 6, 2001, SA.

February 8, 2002
The Commission Directed the Staff To Develop ICM Order.

The Commission issued SRM-COMNJD-01-002, which approved the implementation of
compensatory measures for physical security in a high threat environment as delineated in an
SGI attachment. This SRM directed the staff to develop a draft ICM Order to licensees directing
the implementation of ICMs as outlined in the attachment and stated, in part, that the staff
should review the October 6, 2001, SA and determine which of the specific actions should be
incorporated into the Orders. It further directed that the ICM Order should not refer to the
preliminary results of the staffs threat assessment (Threat X) and that the staff should refrain
from use of the term "Threat X."

February 8, 2002
The NRC Prepared a White Paper on Vulnerability to Aircraft Strikes.

The NRC forwarded a white paper to the OHS on NPP vulnerability to aircraft strikes. The white
paper stated that the NRC was assessing the potential vulnerability of the U.S. commercial
NPPs to terrorist attacks involving aircraft. The work was initiated to help inform decision
makers within the NRC and in other Federal agencies on the potential for intentional aircraft
strikes to cause nuclear fuel damage and subsequent release of radioactive material to the
environment. When completed, the results of the work were used to assess attack prevention,

OFFICe u:IA UI OQNLY - UR REItWED I-F- FeJM*ATift

DN 2413 of 2796



OFFICIAL USE ONLY - SECURITY RELATED INFORMATION
- 28 -

mitigation, and consequence management strategies. The results presented in the paper are
classified as Secret NSI.

February 11, 2002
SNL Briefed the National Academy of Sciences on the NPP Vulnerability Study.

SNL briefed the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) on the status of the NPP vulnerability
study being performed by SNL to support RES. The purpose of the study was to identify
potential vulnerabilities of U.S. NPPs to terrorist attacks and potential effective means to reduce
these vulnerabilities. The assessment would address the following key questions:

* What are the key vulnerabilities of NPPs to terrorist attacks?

* How can plants be prioritized for prevention of events that may have public
consequences?

* What can be done to mitigate the consequences of an attack?

The briefing indicated that the first phase, a quick-look survey of all plants, had been completed.
SNL was now considering the next phase, an in-depth study of selected plants. Future work
would address uncertainties and develop mitigation options. Each phase would be supported
by as much analysis and testing as possible, and the work would involve SNL, LANL, ORNL,
and supporting subcontractors. The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.

February 25, 2002
The NRC Issued an ICM Order to All Power Reactor Licensees.

The NRC issued an immediately effective Order to all power reactor licensees, which required
compliance with specified interim safeguards and security compensatory measures (ADAMS
Accession No. ML020510637, typical letter for issuance of the Order; ML020490069, Arkansas
Nuclear One letter, ML020510635, Order; ML020520654, Attachment 1-Addressee List).
Attachment 2 to the Order listed the ICMs (this attachment is SGI). The 1CM Order was needed
to ensure that licensees would take prudent actions to address security requirements in the
present generalized high-level threat environment. Licensees were required to provide their
schedule for complying with the lCM Order by March 18, 2002. They were required to
immediately start implementation of the ICMs listed in Attachment 2 and were to complete
implementation no later than August 31, 2002. Section B.5.b of the ICM Order required the
development of specific guidance and strategies to maintain core cooling, containment, and
SFP cooling capabilities using existing or readily available resources (equipment and personnel)
that could be effectively implemented under the circumstances associated with loss of large
areas of the plant due to explosions or fire.
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February 27, 2002
The NRC Met with NEI and the U.S. Department of Energy to Discuss the Airplane Strike
White Paper.

The NRC staff met with representatives of NEI and the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) to
discuss the white paper that the NRC had forwarded to OHS on February 8, 2002. The topics
of discussion during the meeting were the plant prioritization list, mitigative processes, the OHS
response to the white paper, control of large commercial aircraft flying close to the ground, fire
in buildings, and the classes of aircraft considered.

February 27, 2002
The NRC Met with NEI to Discuss the Industry Guidance Document for ICM Order.

As described in meeting summary (ADAMS Accession No. ML020590037) the NRC staff met
with the NEI SWG to discuss the draft NEI guidance for implementing safeguards related to the
NRC's ICM Order. On February 28, 2002, the NRC staff held a telephone conference with NEI
staff to provide additional comments on the NEI draft implementation guidance document.

February 28, 2002
NEI Submitted the Revised Industry Guidance Document for ICM Order.

NEI submitted a letter to the NRC (ADAMS Accession No. ML020640122) that enclosed its
guidelines for industry and NRC use in assessing and responding to the February 25, 2002,
[CM Order. The enclosure to the letter was titled "Implementation for Interim Safeguards &
Security Compensatory Measures for the Order dated February 25, 2002" and was designated
as SGI. The stated purpose of the guidance document was to achieve a common
understanding between the industry and the NRC regarding the objectives of, and methods for
complying with, each ICM. The guidance document contained information related to mitigating
measures required by Section B.5.b of the Order.
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March 2002
The NRC and NEI Discussed the Revised Industry Guidance Document for ICM Order.

On March 1 and March 4, 2002, the NRC staff spoke by telephone with representatives of the
NEI SWG to discuss the NEI guidance document submitted to the Commission on
February 28, 2002.

As described in meeting summary (ADAMS Accession No. ML020660327), on March 7, 2002
the NRC met with the NEI SWG to discuss issues related to the NRC's ICM Order and the
development by NEI of its guidance document. The NRC and the NEI SWG discussed this
topic further during a telephone conference call on March 8, 2002.

March 6, 2002
SNL Reported on the Mitigation of NPP Damage Scenarios.

SNL prepared a report for RES on issues and approaches to mitigating the potential
consequences of the impact of a large aircraft crashing into an operating commercial NPP. The
elements of a mitigation strategy addressed were vulnerability characterization, mitigation
strategy, and mitigation implementation. The report stated that mitigation strategies should be
driven by a thorough understanding of the perceived vulnerabilities to the postulated threat.
Mitigation strategies discussed include short-term and long-term strategies, such as threat
reduction/aircraft interdiction, emergency response management, human performance, source
term releases, releases from the SFP, jet fuel control, structural mitigation strategies, and
system-based mitigation such as prevention and system protection, in plant emergency
response, post event mitigation, and fire mitigation. The report is designated as SGI.

March 11, 2002
The NRC Agreed That the Revised Industry Guidance Document for ICM Order Is
Acceptable.

On March 8, 2002, NEI transmitted a letter to the NRC (ADAMS Accession No. ML020700235),
which provided formal guidelines for industry and NRC use in assessing and responding to the
iCM Order. Subsequently, on March 11, 2002, the Director, NRR, issued a letter
(ML020590363) to NEI, which documented the recent history involving the issuance of the
February 25, 2002, Order and the development by the NEI SWG of a guidance document. The
letter stated that the NRC staff agreed that the NEI guidance dated March 8, 2002, provides an
acceptable method for licensee implementation of the ICMs.

Note: Subsequently, the staff provided additional comments on the industry guidance
document, which NEI incorporated into Revision 1. On July 26, 2002, the NRC issued a letter to
NEI (ADAMS Accession No. ML022120206), which stated that the industry guidance document
provides an acceptable method for licensee implementation of the ICMs.
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March 14, 2002
The NRC Received the First Responses to the ICM Order.

On March 14, 2002, the NRC began receiving responses to the ICM Order of
February 25, 2002. Subsequently, the NRC received responses, and in some cases
supplemental responses, from all licensees subject to the Order. These responses are all
designated as SGI.

March 22, 2002
RES Staff Addressed the ERG Report.

RES staff provided a memorandum to the RES Office Director, which addressed comments in
the draft report prepared by the ERG. The memorandum discussed uncertainty analysis,
structural analysis, fire analysis, consequence modeling, and cooperation with the industry. The
memorandum is designated as Official Use Only (OUO).

March 26, 2002
The NRC Met with a Delegation from the French Regulatory Authorities.

RES staff met with representatives from the French Directorate for Nuclear Safety and
Radiation Protection and Institute for Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety. They discussed
the results of the preliminary studies performed by the U.S. and French to assess the potential
vulnerability of NPPs to aircraft attacks. The summary of the meeting notes is classified as
Secret NSI.

April 7, 2002
The NRC Established the Office of Nuclear Security and Incident Response (NSIR)

The NRC established the Office of Nuclear Security and Incident Response to consolidate and
streamline selected NRC security, safeguards, and incident response responsibilities and
resources. Prior to this, the assignment of security responsibilities had been determined by the
type of facility requiring protection. For example, NMSS had been responsible for the security
programs for protection of fuel cycle facilities, materials, transportation, disposal and certain
waste-storage facilities, along with other regulatory activities relating to those facilities. Another
organization, NRR, has been responsible for nuclear power plants and non-power reactors,
decommissioning facilities, and certain* spent fuel storage facilities. This reorganization was the
result of the conclusion that a centralized security organization is a more effective and efficient
way of organizing security activities. It was announced to the NRC staff in Yellow
Announcement YA-02-0026 (ADAMS Accession No. ML020980494) and released to the press
on April 5, 2002 (ADAMS Accession No. ML021050555).
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April 8, 2002
The NRC and NEI Met To Discuss Additional NRC Comments on the Revised Industry
Guidance for ICM Order.

The NRC staff again met with NEI to discuss the March 8, 2002, revision of the industry
guidance document developed to facilitate licensee implementation of the February 25, 2002,
ICM Order. The NRC staff provided additional comments to NEI. NEI submitted revised
versions of the industry guidance document on May 14, 2002, and May 29, 2002, to address
additional rounds of comments. On July 24, 2002, NEI submitted Revision I of the industry
guidance document to the NRC for review. On July 26, 2002, the NRC issued a letter to NEI
(ADAMS Accession No. ML022120206), which stated that the industry guidance document
provides an acceptable method for licensee implementation of the ICMs.

April 30, 2002
The NRC Met with Japanese Regulatory Authorities.

The NRC met with the Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency and the Ministry of Economy,
Trade, and Industry of Japan in a Secret NSI meeting. The Japanese discussed the measures
to guard nuclear facilities; physical protection measures for nuclear source material, nuclear
fuel, and reactors; regulations for the DBT; reactor scram in the event of an attack; and the legal
system for military emergency bills in the event of an attack. In the meeting, the Japanese also
presented the current status of the Security Policy on Nuclear Facility in Japan, an examination
of vulnerability of nuclear facilities, a preliminary evaluation of the impacts of fire caused by an
aircraft crash into an NPP, a preliminary evaluation of the impacts of ground-based attack, and
the evaluation of the impact of airplane attack on reactor containment facilities.

May 24, 2002
RES Reported on Phase I of the Integrated Vulnerability Assessment.

RES completed the report on the "Integrated Vulnerability Assessment, Phase I, Approach and
Results." This report consisted of the initial assessment of the vulnerability of all U.S. operating
NPPs to aircraft impact. The report included database description, threat definition, hittability
analysis, perforation analysis, global structural analysis, overpressure analysis, fire analysis,
and systems and consequences analysis. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

June 5, 2002
The NRC Met with Representatives from Germany.

The NRC met with German representatives from Gesellschaft f(r Reaktorsicherheit and the
German Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation, and Nuclear Safety to
discuss NRC and German vulnerability assessments of NPPs to deliberate aircraft crashes.
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June 11, 2002
Industry Provides Generic Guidance for Section B.5.b of the ICM Order.

NEI provided an industry-developed paper, titled "Generic Guidance for Addressing ICM B.5.b
of the February 25, 2002 NRC Order on Nuclear Power Plant Security," dated June 11, 2002
(marked as Sensitive Information-Secure When not in Use-Not for Public Disclosure) to
provide additional guidance on an implementation approach for addressing Section B.5.b of the
Order. The paper stated that the use of this guidance is optional, and other approaches to
addressing Section B.5.b may also be used.

July 1, 2002
SNL Reported on the Integrated Vulnerability Analysis Program Project Plan.

This SNL report for RES on the project plan for the NRC's Vulnerability Analysis Program
summarized different computational tools and their application for the structural analysis as part
of the Vulnerability Analysis Program. The report is designated as SGI.

July 9, 2002
The NRC Met with the Central Intelligence Agency.

The NRC met with the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) staff at NRC Headquarters. The NRC
staff requested this meeting to gain a better understanding of the analyses sponsored by the
CIA for assessing the vulnerabilities of NPPs to general aviation aircraft attacks. The
discussions included descriptions of the analyses performed and the analysis tools used and
available to support such analyses. The summary meeting notes are classified as Secret NSI.

July 22, 2002
The NRC Received a Report on Countering Nuclear and Radiological Terrorism.

The NRC received the report "Countering Nuclear and Radiological Terrorism" prepared by NAS
for the National Research Council. The report addresses three categories of threats:

(1) attacks involving stolen state-owned nuclear weapons or weapons components,
modified as necessary to permit terrorist use

(2) attacks involving improvised nuclear devices fabricated from stolen or diverted special
nuclear material

(3) attacks on nuclear reactors or spent nuclear fuel or attacks involving radiological devices

The report is classified as Secret-Restricted Data.
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July 24, 2002
SNL and LANL Briefed the Commission on the NPP Vulnerability Study.

SNL and LANL provided the Commission with a Secret NSI briefing on the NPP vulnerability
study to identify potential vulnerabilities of U.S. NPPs to terrorist attacks and potentially effective
means to reduce these vulnerabilities.

The briefing discussed progress made in each of the technical areas of structural, fire, systems,
and source termlconsequences analyses, preliminary mitigation opportunities, test plans, and
next steps. The key issues discussed were hittability of the target, potential of building failure,
potential of core damage, potential for containment or SFP confinement failure, radiological
consequences, and mitigation options. The preliminary phase took a quick look at all the U.S.
NPPs and identified potential vulnerabilities at all sites. The preliminary phase contained
significant assumptions and potential conservatisms. The next phase would use more realistic
and validated analyses. The assessment would include explosives calculations and sensitivity
studies for wall panels, containment structural response calculations, fire modeling, and source
term and consequence analyses. The study would develop practical analysis tools and provide
additional insights using two sites to provide reference information. The results of the study are
classified as Secret NSI.

July 26, 2002
The NRC Approved Revision I of the Industry Guidance Document for ICM Order.

The NRC issued a letter to NEI (ADAMS Accession No. ML022120206), which documented the
staff's determination that Revision 1 to the industry guideline for assessing and responding to
the safeguards and security ICMs (sometimes referred to as the industry guidance document for
ICM Orders), provided an acceptable method for licensee implementation of the
February 25, 2002, [CM Order.

August 19, 2002
The NRC Issued a Threat Advisory and Protective Measures System for Power Reactors.

The NRC issued Regulatory Issue Summary (RIS) 2002-12A, "Power Reactors NRC Threat
Advisory and Protective Measures System" (ADAMS Accession No. ML022540613). This RIS
provided specific lists of prompt actions and additional actions for licensees to consider in order
to enhance their capability to respond to terrorist attacks. Enclosure 2 to the RIS licensee
presented protective measures, including the periodic review of specific guidance and strategies
involving mitigation measures using the same wording as that of Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002, Order. Enclosure 2 to the RIS is SGI.
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August 28, 2002
The Staff Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on Consequence Modeling, Briefing
Materials, and Recommendations.

The staff issued a memorandum to the Commission regarding consequence modeling, briefing
materials, and recommendations for which consequence models should be updated with an
estimate of the associated costs. The memorandum is classified as Confidential.

August 28, 2002
The NRC Issued Temporary Instruction 25151148 for Inspection of ICM Order.

NRR issued Temporary Instruction (TI) 2515/148, "Inspection of Nuclear Reactor Safeguards
Interim Compensatory Measures." The office issued TI 2515/148, Revision 1, on
September 13, 2002, and Revision 2 on March 19, 2003. Section IV.E.2 of this TI, "Mitigative
Measures," provided guidance to inspectors on the intent of these requirements and factors to
consider in determining the adequacy of licensee actions.

September 3, 2002
RES Provided Background Information on Aircraft Vulnerabilities.

RES issued a memorandum to the EDO providing background information on the status of the
NRC aircraft vulnerability studies. The attachment to the memorandum was classified as Secret
NSI.

September 30, 2002
ORNL Reported on the Graphical Expert System for Analyzing Nuclear Facility
Vulnerability.

ORNL published the report prepared for RES on the graphical expert system for analyzing
nuclear facility vulnerability. ORNL worked with the Defense Threat Reduction Agency and the
NRC to develop a novel graphical expert system, the Visual Interactive Site Analysis Code
(VISAC), which can estimate the damage that would be required to defeat operations at a
nuclear facility and the potential seriousness of the collateral consequences of an attack. The
report is classified as Secret NSI.

October 2002
The NRC Began Inspecting Implementation of the ICM Order.

From October 2002 to October 2003, at each site, the NRC staff performed an inspection using
TI 2515/148, discussed above. During these inspections, the staff identified a large variation in
the scope and depth of the mitigative strategies developed by licensees to address
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. On the basis of the inspection results, the staff concluded that
additional guidance and clarification were needed.
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November 12, 2002
LANL Reported on Mitigation Strategies for NPP Vulnerability.

LANL prepared a report for RES on mitigation strategies for NPP vulnerability. The report
presented mitigation strategies based on the results of pilot studies of Peach Bottom and Surry.
The report discussed generic and plant-specific mitigation studies. Some of the strategies
discussed were based on insights gained from previous PRA studies. The report is classified as
Secret NSI.

January 14-15, 2003
The NRC Met with Experts from Germany.

The NRC met with German experts to discuss NRC and German vulnerability assessments of
NPPs to deliberate aircraft crashes.

January 2003
The NRC Received German Studies of Terrorist Aircraft Crashes on German NPPs.

The NRC received the German report "Expert Studies Related to Scenarios of Terrorist Aircraft
Crashes on German Nuclear Power Plants." The report was written in German and was
translated into English by the U.S. Department of State. The report is classified as Confidential
NSI.

February 24, 2003
RES Issued a Memorandum on Preliminary Vulnerability Assessment Results.

In a memorandum issued to NSIR, RES provided insights and preliminary results from analyses
of SFP events performed as part of ongoing work in the integrated vulnerability assessment.
The purpose of these analyses was to address the fully and partially drained pool configurations
for an operating reactor and address comparisons with the generic study performed in
NUREG-1738, "Technical Study of Spent Fuel Pool Accident Risk at Decommissioning Nuclear
Power Plants," issued February 2001. The attachment to the memorandum is designated as
SGI.

February 2003
The NRC Received the NEI Report on NPP Structures' Resistance to Aircraft Crash
Impact.

The NRC received the NEI report "Resistance of NPP Structures Housing Nuclear Fuel to
Aircraft Crash Impact." NEI designated the report as SGI.
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March 14, 2003
The NRC Received the NEI Report on Consequences of a Terrorist Land Assault Attack at
an NPP.

The NRC received the NEI report "Risk Characterization of the Potential Consequences of an
Armed Terrorist Ground Attack on a U.S. NPP." NEI designated the report as SGI.

March 2003
The NRC Received a Swiss Report on Intentional Aircraft Crash.

The NRC received the Swiss report "Position of the Swiss Federal Nuclear Safety Inspectorate
Regarding the Safety of Swiss Nuclear Power Plants in the Event of an Intentional Aircraft
Crash." The report was written in German, with an English translation provided by the Swiss
Government to the NRC. The version of the report provided to the NRC was unclassified;
however, the NRC handled it as Confidential NSI.

April 9, 2003
The Expert Review Group Reported on SFP Vulnerability Analyses.

ERG submitted to the RES Office Director, a report providing insights and preliminary results
from analyses of SFP events performed as part of the ongoing work in the integrated
vulnerability assessment. The paper summarized the insights of the ongoing work to date,
especially in the area of SFP analyses. The report is designated as SGI.

April 21, 2003
RES Received Comments from the Author of the Alvarez Paper.

RES received a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML031130327) from Robert Alvarez, Senior
Scholar, Institute for Policy Studies, Washington D.C. in response to a March 27, 2003, briefing
by RES of the Commission. At that briefing, RES stated that it had recently completed an
integral analysis of an SFP accident scenario. In general, the analyses showed a significant
departure from the previous generic studies cited in the media as representative of what could
happen should a terrorist attack an SFP. The new analysis used a more representative
scenario and best estimate assumptions. The results indicated that severe fuel damage would
be limited to a small fraction of the fuel in the pool. The total effect was a much smaller release
and corresponding reduction in the offsite consequences. The Commission directed RES to
prepare a critique of the paper by Robert Alvarez, et al., "Reducing the Hazards from Stored
Spent Power-Reactor Fuel in the United States," dated January 31, 2003, published in Science
& Global Security, Volume 11, No.1, Spring 2003, (referred to here as the Alvarez paper). The
April 21, 2003, letter requested that the NRC publish the analyses on which RES based its
critique of the Alvarez report. The letter also enclosed the final version of the Alvarez report.

Note: The Alvarez paper drew the interest of Congress, which asked NAS to study the issue.
Eventually, NAS issued a report that was reviewed by Congress and the NRC. Heightened
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interest in the vulnerability of the SFPs led to the NRC giving priority to SFP inspection (in
Phase 2 assessments) over reactor and containment inspection (Phase 3 Assessments).

July 7, 2003
RES Updated the Plan for Development of Mitigation Strategies.

RES issued a memorandum to NSIR providing the June 2003 update on the RES plan for
risk-informed assessments of postulated attacks on NPPs to support development of effective
and efficient mitigation strategies for potential vulnerabilities. The plan discussed methods,
data, and tools for homeland security assessments; technical assessments of NPP
vulnerabilities; technical support to NSIR with respect to NRC and other Federal agency
decision making; and program management.

July 9, 2003
RES Briefed the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards on SFP Studies.

RES provided a briefing to the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) on SFP
studies as part of the NRC vulnerability project. The briefing discussed the SFP analysis
background including geometry and plant-specific inputs, results of SFP computational fluid
dynamics analysis, results from the MELCOR separate effects model and whole pool model,
and modeling issues and uncertainties. The briefing material is OUO-Security-Related
Information.

July 14, 2003
RES Prepared a White Paper on the Aircraft Hittability Method.

RES prepared a white paper on the "Aircraft Hittability Method." The paper discussed how the
method was used to assess hittability by considering the aircraft maneuverability, speed, and
angle of approach; target size; and the presence of obstacles (i.e., natural terrain, buildings,
towers, power lines). A related white paper referenced in the RES paper under "Further
Reading" discussed how the hittability analysis fits into the overall assessment process. This
white paper is classified as Secret NSI.

July 18, 2003
ACRS Issued a Letter to Chairman Diaz on the Security of Nuclear Facilities.

This ACRS letter to Chairman Diaz discussed the Committee's conclusions and
recommendations based on its review of the status of the NRC staff s work on the vulnerability
of NPPs to aircraft attack during the July 9-11, 2003, ACRS meeting. The letter is classified as
Secret NSI.
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July 2003
RES Prepared a White Paper on Methods for Assessing the Effects of Aircraft Impacts on
NPP Structures.

The RES white paper presented an assessment of physical effects of aircraft attacks on NPPs,
including structural and fire effects. The white paper is designated as OUO.

August 28, 2003
The NRC Briefed Under Secretary Frank Libutti of the U.S. Department of Homeland
Security.

On August 28, 2003, the NRC briefed Under Secretary Frank Libutti of the U.S. Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) on NRC vulnerability assessments of nuclear facilities for aircraft
impacts, mitigation strategies, integrated response plan, and a proposed memorandum of
understanding. Some of the briefing material is classified as Secret NSI.

September 2, 2003
The NRC Received a Letter from the Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association.

The NRC received a letter from the Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association concerning the
association's assessment of the effects of general aviation aircraft on NPPs and the actions
taken by the general aviation industry subsequent to the events of September 11, 2001.

September 11, 2003
The EDO Issued a Memorandum on the Security of Nuclear Facilities.

The EDO issued a memorandum to the ACRS on the security of nuclear facilities. The
memorandum provided staff comments on the ACRS conclusions and recommendations
discussed in its letter of July 18, 2003. The memorandum is designated as OUO.

September 23, 2003
SNL Prepared a Draft Report on Ballistic Limit Calculations of SFP Panels.

SNL prepared a draft report on ballistic limit calculations of SFP panels using the SAMPALL
Code. The ballistic limit is the threshold impact speed resulting in a zero exit speed after
perforating the object. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

September 2003
RES Prepared a White Paper on the Effects of Small Aircraft Attacks on NPP Structures.

This RES white paper presented results of a scoping-level analysis of the potential physical
effects of small aircraft attacks on NPP structures. The analysis addressed a range of aircrafts
comparable in size to a Learjet 35A and smaller. The white paper is classified as Confidential
NSI.
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September 2003
RES Prepared a White Paper on the Effects of Aircraft Impacts on NPP Structures.

This RES white paper presented an assessment of the physical effects, including structural and
fire effects, of aircraft attacks on NPPs. The white paper is classified as Secret NSI.

October 27, 2003
ACRS Issued a Letter to Chairman Diaz on the Security of SFPs.

This ACRS letter discussed the Committee's conclusions and recommendations based on its
review, during the September 10-13, 2003, ACRS meeting with the NRC staff and NEI, of the
status of the NRC staffs work on the vulnerability of NPPs to aircraft attack. The letter is
designated as OUO.

October 2003
RES Prepared a White Paper on Evaluating Aircraft Attacks on NPPs.

RES prepared a white paper on accident progression and source term and consequence
analysis methodology for evaluating aircraft attacks on NPPs. The white paper is designated as
OUO.

November 24, 2003
ACRS Issued a Letter to Chairman Diaz on the Security of SFPs.

This ACRS letter discussed the Committee's conclusions and recommendations based on its
review of the status of the NRC staff's work on an approach for risk-informed decision making
using results of vulnerability assessments and mitigation strategies. ACRS conducted this
review during its November 5-7, 2003, meeting. The letter is designated as OUO.

November 2003
The ERG Reported on Its Review of the "Two-Plant Vulnerability Study."

The ERG provided its report to the Director, RES, on the review of the "Two-Plant Vulnerability
Study." The report provided general and detailed comments on the draft vulnerability
assessment report for Peach Bottom and Surry prepared in October 2003. The ERG report is
classified as Secret NSI.
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December 12, 2003
The EDO Issued a Memorandum to the ACRS on the Security of SFPs.

The EDO issued a memorandum to the ACRS on the security of nuclear facilities and SFP
vulnerabilities. The memorandum contained staff comments on the specific recommendations
of the ACRS made in its letter of October 27, 2003. The memorandum is designated as OUO.

December 15, 2003
ACRS Issued a Letter to the Chairman on the Security of Nuclear Facilities.

ACRS sent a letter to Chairman Diaz on the security of nuclear facilities. The letter discussed
the ACRS conclusions and recommendations based on its review of the status of the NRC
staff's work on the vulnerability of NPPs to aircraft attack. ACRS conducted this review during
its December 3-5, 2003, meeting. The letter is classified as Secret NSI.

December 29, 2003
The Staff Responded to Questions from a Commission Briefing.

The staff issued a memorandum responding to Commission questions posed during the
November 20, 2003, closed Commission briefing as part of the semiannual threat environment
review. In the memorandum, the staff responded to questions about the list of facilities to which
DOE applies its comparable threat for radiological sabotage and the relationship between the
DOE DBT and adversary capabilities document. The staff also provided a copy of briefing
slides from NORTHCOM. The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

December 2003
The NRC Performed Verification Inspections of Mitigative Measures.

During December 2003, the NRC staff performed TI 2515/155 "Mitigative Measures Verification
Inspections" to verify mitigative measures for a BWR-related system at some sites. The details
of this assessment are SGI.

December 2003
SNL Reported on Threat Definition and Hittability.

SNL prepared a report on "Aircraft Impact Threat Definition and Hittability." The report is
classified as Secret NSI.
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December 2003
SNL Reported on the Vulnerability of NPPs to Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared the report "Vulnerability of NPPs to Aircraft Attack: An Assessment of Two
Plants-Systems Analysis Details (Peach Bottom and Surry)." The report is classified as Secret
NSI.

January 20, 2004
The Staff Responded to the Commission SRM on Mitigation Strategies for Possible NPP
Vulnerabilities to Aircraft Impacts.

The staff issued SECY-04-0005 in response to the Commission SRM dated January 6, 2004.
The SECY transmitted draft contractor working documents on potential mitigation strategies of
NPP vulnerabilities to impacts from large commercial aircraft and the staffs planned steps for
interacting with the nuclear industry. The SECY is classified as Secret NSI.

February 4, 2004
The NRC Briefed the Assistant to the Vice President for Homeland Security on Protection
of NRC-Regulated Facilities.

The NRC briefed Carol Kuntz, Assistant to the Vice President for Homeland Security, on the
protection of NRC-regulated facilities. The briefing included a discussion of NRC-regulated
facilities and activities, interagency activities, results for pressurized-water reactor (PWR) and
BWR plant vulnerability assessments, mitigation strategies, vulnerability analyses of SFPs and
storage casks, Orders issued to enhance security at NPPs, and a summary of the status of
actions. The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.

February 25, 2004
The Commission Briefed Industry Chief Nuclear Officers on Aircraft Vulnerability.

A Secret-level meeting requested by the Commission was conducted with licensees' chief
nuclear officers (CNOs).

February 25, 2004
The Staff Briefed the Commission on NPP Vulnerabilities to Aircraft Attack and Mitigation
Strategies.

The staff briefed the Commission on the NRC study of NPP vulnerabilities to aircraft attack and
mitigation strategies. The briefing included a summary of the study, NRC results including
additional details for BWR and PWR reactors, effective mitigation measures, and next steps.
The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.
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February 26-27, 2004
The Staff Met with Representatives from the United Kingdom on Potential Vulnerabilities
to Aircraft Crashes.

The NRC staff met with representatives of the Nuclear Installations Inspectorate (Nil) of the
United Kingdom to exchange updates concerning the latest U.S. and British analyses of the
potential vulnerabilities associated with airplane crashes involving nuclear facilities. The staff
presented the meeting summary in a memorandum to the Commission on July 23, 2004.

March 3, 2004
The Commission Issued an SRM on BWR Mark I and II Containment Issues.

The Commission issued the SRM M040121A, "Discussion of Security Issues" based on the
meeting held March 2, 2004. The SRM approved the staff engagement with the NEI and the
licensees of BWR Mark I and II containments. The Commission also directed the staff to obtain
a better understanding of BWR Mark I and II licensees' responses to Section B.5.b, define a
process for Commission approval for procedural changes, and inform the Commission of
licensees' responses to B.5.b. The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

March 15, 2004
The NRC Staff Briefed the White House Staff on the Protection of NRC-Regulated
Facilities.

The briefing included a discussion of NRC-regulated facilities and activities, interagency
activities, results for PWR and BWR plant vulnerability assessments, mitigation strategies,
vulnerability analyses of SFPs and storage casks, Orders issued to enhance security at NPPs,
and a summary of the status of actions. The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.

March 17, 2004
The NRC Updated NUREG/CR-6190 To Reflect the Revised DBT.

The NRC staff, on the behalf of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, published an update of
NUREG/CR-6190, Revision 1, "Protection against Malevolent Use of Vehicles at Nuclear Power
Plants-Vehicle Barrier System Siting Guidance for Blast Protection," issued December 1994,
to reflect the revised DBT. The report is designated as SGI.

March 31, 2004
The NRC Briefed Congressmen Barton and Dingell on the Protection of NRC-Regulated
Facilities.

The briefing included a discussion of NRC-regulated facilities and activities, integrated response
planning, current airborne threat findings for power reactors, results for PWR and BWR plant
vulnerability assessments, mitigation strategies, vulnerability analyses of SFPs and storage
casks, Orders issued to enhance security at NPPs, and a summary of the status of actions. The
briefing is classified as Secret NSI.
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April 1, 2004
SNL Reported on the Vulnerability of SFPs Subjected to an Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared a draft report on the vulnerability of SFPs subjected to an aircraft attack for
Browns Ferry and Peach Bottom. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

April 1, 2004
The NRC Briefed the Deputy Staff Director for the Senate Committee on Environment and
Public Works on the Protection of NRC-Regulated Facilities.

The NRC briefed Martin Hall, Deputy Staff Director for the Senate Committee on Environment
and Public Works, on the protection of NRC-regulated facilities. The briefing included a
discussion of NRC-regulated facilities and activities, integrated response planning, current
airborne threat findings for power reactors, results for PWR and BWR plant vulnerability
assessments, mitigation strategies, vulnerability analyses of SFPs and storage casks, Orders
issued to enhance security at NPPs, and summary of the status of actions. The briefing is
classified as Secret NSI.

April 5, 2004
SNL Reported on Considerations for an Aircraft Attack on a PWR Ice Condenser
Containment.

SNL prepared the "Preliminary Report on Considerations for an Aircraft Attack on a PWR Ice
Condenser Containment" for the Sequoyah NPP. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

April 6, 2004
NAS Letter Requested Information for the NAS Study "Safety and Security of Commercial
Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage."

NAS sent a letter to Chairman Diaz requesting that classified information be provided for the
NAS study "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage." The attachment
to the letter included specific questions about the vulnerability analyses of spent fuel storage
facilities.
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April 6, 2004
The NRC Briefed the Deputy Secretary of Energy on the Protection of NRC-Regulated
Facilities.

The NRC briefing for Deputy Secretary of Energy Kyle McSlarrow included a discussion of
NRC-regulated facilities and activities, integrated response planning, current airborne threat
findings for power reactors, results for PWR and BWR plant vulnerability assessments,
mitigation strategies, vulnerability analyses of SFPs and storage casks, Orders issued to
enhance security at NPPs, and a summary of the status of actions. The briefing is classified as
Secret NSI.

April 7, 2004
The NRC Briefed Senator James Inhofe on the Protection of NRC-Regulated Facilities

The NRC briefing for Senator James Inhofe included a discussion of NRC-regulated facilities
and activities, interagency activities, results for PWR and BWR plant vulnerability assessments,
mitigation strategies, vulnerability analyses of SFPs and storage casks, Orders issued to
enhance security at NPPs, and a summary of the status of actions. The briefing is classified as
Secret NSI.

April 13, 2004
The Staff Informed the Commission about the Vulnerability Assessment and Mitigative
Measures.

The NRC staff issued a memorandum to inform the Commission of additional staff activities
regarding the scope, costs, and schedules of vulnerability assessments and potential mitigative
measures. The memorandum described tasks related to developing potential mitigation
measures that would examine mechanisms or processes to reduce the release of radioactivity
and mitigate external consequences, assuming the release has occurred or is imminent. The
June 30, 2004, EDO memorandum to the Commission (ADAMS Accession No. ML041680405),
which describes RES activities in this area, addresses this item further.

April 14, 2004
The Commission Issued the SRM "Discussion of Security Issues."

The Commission issued the SRM M040121A, "Discussion of Security Issues" (ADAMS
Accession No. ML040980449), which addressed additional actions related to vulnerability
assessments and mitigative strategies, discussions with NEI and the licensees of BWR Mark I
and II containments, actions by these licensees regarding B.5.b ICM Order, staff actions related
to B.5.b ICM Order, and costs to reduce the impact of vulnerabilities to beyond-design-basis
threats. The contents of the SRM are classified as Secret NSI.
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April 15-16, 2004
SNL Briefed NAS on the MELCOR Modeling of Source Term Release and Transport.

SNL briefed NAS on fire analysis for NPPs and MELCOR modeling of source term release and
transport from damaged reactor fuel in a meeting regarding the safety and security of
commercial spent nuclear fuel storage. The briefing material is OUO.

April 29, 2004
The NRC Received an Impact Assessment Procedure Report from the United Kingdom.

The NRC received an impact assessment procedure report from Nil regarding the assessment
of the localized effects of impact on concrete targets. The report is classified as Confidential.

April 29, 2004
The Staff Prepared an Inspection Report Review of Mitigative Measures.

NSIR staff prepared the draft report "Mitigative Measures Inspection Report Review" to describe
the staff s review of the documented inspection report results associated with Section B.5.b of
the February 25, 2002, Order. The results presented in the report consist of two sets of three
samples from the plants inspected. The first set of three plants met the intent of the Order by
providing specific guidance and strategies to maintain or restore core cooling, containment, and
SFP cooling capabilities using existing or readily available resources (equipment and personnel)
that can be effectively implemented under the circumstances associated with loss of large areas
of the plant as the result of explosions or fire. The report's description of the second set of three
plant measures noted that licensees failed either to conduct a thorough analysis or to determine
if additional mitigative actions are necessary based on the analyses.

May 6, 2004
NRC Issued a TI for BWR Mark I and II Containment Operations.

The staff issued TI 2515/157 "Mark I and Mark II Containment Operations." On June 4, 2004,
NSIR briefed the Commission on the results of this TI and how the information obtained affected
the staffs understanding of potential mitigation measures.

May 12, 2004
RES Briefed NAS on the Applicability of SFP Modeling Results.

RES briefed NAS on the applicability of SFP modeling results to the NPP fleet. The briefing
discussed NRC activities related to SFP vulnerability studies, survey of PWR pools, PWR pool
fuel analysis, other follow-on activities, applicability of results, and possible SFP mitigation
options. The briefing is designated as SGI.
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June 3, 2004
The Commission Issued the SRM "Discussion of Security Issues."

On June 3, 2004, the Commission issued an SRM describing the security issues discussed
during a meeting between Chairman Diaz and members of the executive branch. The topics
included issues related to cost estimates and time for certain vulnerability assessment and
consequences, the potential best ways to inform U.S. allies, and references for vulnerability
assessments. The contents of the SRM are classified as Secret NSI.

June 4, 2004
RES Issued a D-Note on Ice Condenser and Mark III Analyses and Inspection at Nine Mile
Point Unit 1.

RES issued a Daily Note to Commissioners' Assistants (D-Note) regarding ice condenser and
Mark III analyses and inspection at the Nine Mile Point Unit 1. The D-Note provided the results
of the structural analysis of aircraft impacts on the ice condenser and Mark III plants. The
D-Note also provided results of the follow up inspections at Nine Mile Point Unit 1, with respect
to potential aircraft impact mitigation strategies. The contents of the D-Note are classified as
Secret NSI.

June 4, 2004
NSIR Briefed the Deputy Executive Director for Operations on ICM Activities Related to
Mitigative Strategies.

The Director, NSIR, briefed the Deputy Executive Director for Operations (DEDO) on the results
of a staff review of Section B.5.b documents related to TI 2515/148, the results of TI 2515/155
and 157 relating to specific BWR systems that could be part of mitigative measures, and actions
that resulted from the February 25, 2004, Secret-level meeting between the Commissioners and
the licensees' CNOs. Subsequently, later in June 2004, the Commission was briefed on the
status of additional licensee actions taken in light of the information the Commission shared with
the licensee CNOs on February 25, 2004.

The staff review of the documentation related to the TI 2515/148 inspections indicated a wide
spectrum of variation in licensees' responses and compliance with the mitigative strategies
aspect of the Order. Only two sites had established Section B.5.b mitigative measures since
the February 25, 2004, meeting. The briefing slides are SGI.

June 9, 2004
NEI Provided an Assessment of Costs for Mitigation Features.

In a letter (designated as SGI) to the NRC, NEI provided the industry assessment of
vulnerability mitigation cost and schedule estimates for a representative PWR and BWR.
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June 10, 2004
ACRS Sent a Letter to Chairman Diaz on the Security of Nuclear Facilities.

This ACRS letter discussed the revision of emergency response plans, the communication to
industry of the potential impacts of terrorist attacks, and preplanning to stabilize the plants after
an attack. The letter is classified as Secret NSI.

June 14, 2004
The NRC Briefed Senator Dianne Feinstein on the Protection of NRC-Regulated Facilities.

The briefing for Senator Feinstein included a discussion of NRC-regulated facilities and
activities, interagency activities, results for PWR and BWR plant vulnerability assessments,
mitigation strategies, vulnerability analyses of SFPs and storage casks, Orders issued to
enhance security at NPPs, and a summary of the status of actions. The briefing is classified as
Secret NSI.

June 18, 2004
The Staff Issued an SA to Address Imminent Threats.

The NRC issued SA-04-07 (SGI) to inform power reactor licensees of the NRC's expectations
regarding licensee planning for an imminent attack via land, air, or water. The advisory stated
that licensees' plans must be documented, trained upon, and readily implementable. This SA
referred to a previous SA issued October 16, 2001. The planning was to include the process for
the licensees to be notified of potential aircraft threats. The NRC requested that licensees
provide the agency with a copy of applicable, approved imminent threat procedures. Based on
the staff's review of the procedures in place at that time and lessons learned when the staff
performed a telephone walk-through with licensees of those procedures for air threat scenarios,
the staff developed more detailed background information and a procedure template for use by
all operating power reactor licensees. Section B.5.a of the ICM Order originally established the
requirements associated with aircraft threats.

June 18, 2004
The Commission Approved the Release of Information on the Assessment of Potential
Aircraft Attacks at Indian Point.

The Commission issued the SRM for COMSECY-04-0015, "Request for Approval to Release
Information to the Public Regarding Assessment of Potential Aircraft Impacts at Indian Point"
(ADAMS Accession No. ML041180602) to approve for release to the public information
regarding the assessment of potential aircraft attacks at Indian Point. The COMSECY is
designated as OUO.
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June 30, 2004
The Staff Informed the Commission of Mitigative Measures To Reduce the Release of
Radioactivity.

The staff transmitted a memorandum, "Additional Staff Actions Regarding Vulnerability
Assessment and Mitigative Measures - Report on Mitigation of Offsite Consequences (WITS
200400053) (ADAMS Accession No. ML041680405) to inform the Commission of the results of
a brief study of mitigative measures that could be taken to reduce the release of radioactivity
and mitigate offsite consequences in the event of a terrorist attack that severely damages a
nuclear plant and allows a release of radioactivity. The memorandum attached a May 18, 2004,
SNL report, 'Mitigation of Radioactive Releases from a Damaged Nuclear Power Plant"
(ML041960006). The primary focus of the report was reducing releases from the containment
through the use of pre-positioned or portable equipment. The report was used in the
development of Phase 1 B.5.b guidance document considerations involving actions to minimize
releases.

June 2004
SNL Reported on Generic Systems To Mitigate Potential Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared the report "Generic Systems to Mitigate Potential Attack by an Aircraft on PWR
and BWR NPPs." The report is classified as Secret.

July 2, 2004
The NRC Issued an SA on SFP Mitigative Measures.

The NRC issued an SA on SFP mitigative measures for operating power reactors. The
measures included fuel management, emergency pool water makeup, and additional pool
structure protection.

July 2, 2004
The Staff Provided Resource Estimates for Further Studies.

The staff provided a memorandum to the Commission on resource estimates of the engineering
and cost of further mitigation strategies for aircraft strikes at NPPs. The memorandum also
included the SNL report "Generic Systems to Mitigate Potential Attack by an Aircraft on PWR
and BWR NPPs." The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

July 6, 2004
RES Responded to the Commission on Sharing Information with U.S. Allies.

In SECY-04-0113, RES responded to the Commission's SRM-M040520A regarding the staffs
analysis of ways to share with U.S. allies information concerning mitigative strategies and
actions that the NRC is adopting in response to ongoing and completed vulnerability
assessments and to request approval of the staff's recommendation. The proposal was to
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share information classified up to the level of Secret NSI with allies that the Commission
determines have a need to know. SECY-04-0113 is classified as Secret NSI.

July 7, 2004
NAS Requested NRC Fact-Checking of an NAS Report.

NAS requested NRC fact-checking of the NAS report "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent
Nuclear Fuel Storage." The report, marked as "Handle as Secret Classification Determination
Pending," was ultimately classified as Secret NSI.

July 12, 2004
The NRC Responded to the NAS Request for Fact-Checking.

The NRC issued a letter to NAS regarding the NAS report "Safety and Security of Commercial
Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage". In the attachment to the letter, the NRC provided comments
regarding the factual portions of the NAS report. The attachment is classified as Secret NSI.

July 13, 2004
RES Informed the Commission on Plans To Initiate Confirmatory Vulnerability
Assessment Research.

RES issued a memorandum (ADAMS Accession. No. ML041730107) informing the Commission
of plans to initiate confirmatory research in three vulnerability assessment areas including spent
fuel pool experiments, structural responses to aircraft impacts, and the effects of severe fires.
These research initiatives were to improve the staffs understanding of several key uncertainties
that affect assessment results related to potential vulnerabilities and mitigation strategies for
nuclear power plants and spent fuel pools.

July 13, 2004
The Staff Informed the Commission on Mitigative Measures Involving Firefighting Assets.

The staff transmitted a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML041740453) informing the
Commission of the results of a quick-look study of firefighting assets that might be available
nationwide for use in the wake of a jet aircraft crash at an NPP. The memorandum forwarded a
June 14, 2004, SNL report, "Firefighting Assets that Might be Useful in Response to an Aircraft
Crash at a Nuclear Power Plant" (ML041740561). The primary focus of that report was to
specify what is needed to fight the resulting fire, what assets would be immediately available,
and what additional assets might be available and when. (Note that the SNL report was
originally delivered to RES as a draft document dated May 21, 2004.) The report was used in
the development of Phase 1 B.5.b guidance document considerations involving firefighting
actions.

July 16, 2004
RES Provided an Estimate of the Cost To Assess Potential Vulnerabilities for Small
Aircraft Strikes at NPPs.
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In SECY-04-0124, RES responded to the Commission SRM-M040520A regarding the estimated
cost of assessing potential vulnerabilities for small aircraft strikes at NPPs. The SECY is
classified as Secret NSI.

July 20, 2004
A Letter from Chairman Diaz to DHS Secretary Tom Ridge Described the Proposed
Vulnerability Assessments.

Chairman Diaz issued a letter to DHS Secretary Tom Ridge, which provided the proposed
scope of work and associated budget needs for the conduct of plant-specific vulnerability
assessments of NRC-licensed NPPs. The letter also provided a risk ranking of NPPs. The
attachments to the letter are classified as Secret NSI.

July 20, 2004
The NRC Provided Comments on the NAS Report "Safety and Security of Commercial
Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage."

The NRC issued a letter to NAS, which provided markup comments on the NAS report "Safety
and Security of Commercial Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage". The letter is classified as Secret NSI.

Note: These comments are in addition to the fact-checking comments provided in a letter dated
July 12, 2004, from the NRC to NAS.

July 21, 2004
The Staff Provided the Commission with Lists of Classified Briefing and Public
Statements.

The staff issued a Commission memorandum responding to the SRM "Discussion of Security
Issues," dated June 3, 2004. The memorandum listed the classified briefings and public
statements known to the staff, with relevant information such as the date and level of
classification. The memorandum also described the basis for the conclusion statements made
in classified briefings and in public statements. The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

July 21, 2004
The EDO Issued a Memorandum to ACRS on the Security of Nuclear Facilities.

The EDO issued a memorandum to ACRS on the security of nuclear facilities. The
memorandum stated that the staff is responding to the ACRS recommendations contained in
letters dated December 15, 2003, and June 10, 2004, related to the revision of emergency
response plans, the communication to industry of potential impacts of terrorist attacks, the need
for additional vulnerability studies, and the development of mitigation strategies. The
memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.
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July 22, 2004

The NRC Briefed Congress on Protection of NRC-Regulated Facilities.

Most of the discussion material from this briefing is designated as SGI.

July 28, 2004
The NRC Received the NAS Report "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent Nuclear
Fuel Storage" for Classification Review.

The NRC received a letter from NAS, along with the NAS report "Safety and Security of
Commercial Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage." The letter requested that the NRC conduct a formal
classification review of the report and provide NAS with the appropriate authority for the
classification, downgrading, and declassification instructions. The report is classified as
Secret NSI.

July 29, 2004
The NRC Provided SFP Mitigative Measures to Power Reactor Licensees.

The NRC staff issued a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML042030051) to power reactor
licensees informing them that the agency had been evaluating their response to SFP
vulnerability to potential terrorist acts as part of its overall vulnerability assessment program.
Based on the work at SNL, the NRC had identified several measures that could mitigate
potential damage caused by a terrorist attack to spent fuel in an SFP. Enclosure 3 (SGI) to the
letter provided the mitigative measures that the NRC stated were appropriate and consistent
with Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The staff asked each licensee to evaluate its SFP
operation in light of the measures contained in Enclosure 3 and consider taking appropriate
actions. The Director of the Office of State and Tribal Programs forwarded this letter to all State
liaison officers with NPPs (ML060730572).

As part of the development of a program of review and inspections, the NRC staff included the
SFP mitigation measures detailed in Enclosure 3 in the draft B.5.b guidance document that was
later provided to the industry for review and comment on September 28, 2004. This action was
taken because feedback from NRC resident inspectors indicated that implementation of the
mitigative measures at their sites was inconsistent. Starting on October 29, 2004, the Region 1
IRC performed a survey of the Region 1 sites. This survey requested information from the
resident inspectors at each site on the status of implementation of the recommendations for
SFP mitigating measures contained in the letter of July 29, 2004. The responses indicated that
almost all licensees were aware of the letter but that few planned to implement the
recommended strategies. Twelve of the seventeen sites stated that they would not implement
the strategies or that they were undecided. This survey was documented in a
November 10, 2004, e-mail.
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July 29, 2004
The Staff Provided the Commission with Offsite Radiological Consequence Estimates for
Two High-Population-Density Sites.

The staff issued a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML041680405) to the Commission
regarding offsite radiological consequence estimates for two sites with high population density,
Indian Point and Limerick. This vulnerability study task had been identified in an April 13, 2004,
memorandum to the Commission, Work Item Tracking System (WITS) 200400052. The
purpose of the study was to estimate potential health effects and land contamination resulting
from postulated terrorist scenarios. The memorandum is designated as SGI.

July 2004
SNL Reported on the Vulnerability Analysis for Two Plants.

SNL prepared the report, "Vulnerability of NPPs to Aircraft Attack: Comprehensive Structural
Analysis for Two Plants" for RES. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

July 2004
SNL Reported on Considerations for an Aircraft Attack on a BWR Mark III Containment.

SNL prepared a preliminary report on considerations for an aircraft attack on a BWR Mark III
containment. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

August 3, 2004
The NRC Discussed Aircraft Impact Assessments with Representatives from the United
Kingdom.

The NRC staff met with representatives of Nil to exchange updates concerning the latest U.S.
and British analyses of the potential vulnerabilities associated with airplane crashes involving
nuclear facilities.

August 4, 2004
The NRC Briefed the FBI on NPP Vulnerabilities.

The NRC provided the FBI weapons of mass destruction response coordinators with an
overview of the NRC analyses of potential vulnerabilities of NPPs to aircraft attacks. The
presentation took place at the U.S. Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado Island, San Diego, CA.
The NRC presentation indicated that the NPPs are not soft targets and that defense in depth
provides protection against releases of radiological material. The NRC indicated that after 9/11
the agency sponsored quick analyses of the threat to all plants. The analyses considered
threats from a broad range of aircraft. The NRC also stated that based on the results of these
quick analyses, the agency sponsored detailed analyses of two pilot plants (a PWR and a
BWR). Most of the presentation material is designated as SGI.
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August 25, 2004
The Commission Directed the Establishment of a Program of Reviews and Inspection for
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order.

The Commission issued SRM-M040630 (ADAMS Accession No. ML042380036), which
required the staff to provide the Commission with a plan and schedule, including prioritization
and interim products, for a program of reviews and inspections, including how to use the
lessons learned to further enhance licensees' preparedness to implement mitigative measures
required by Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order. The Commission expected staff
actions to ensure that effective implementation of the ICM Order would be completed no later
than December 2004. The staff was instructed to inform licensees that the Commission
expected well-planned and well-executed implementation of B.5.b, with clear reference to large
fires and explosions and SAMGs; that licensees must understand that B.5.b is an ongoing
requirement; and that they are expected to consider new information that might bear on the
strategies and measures taken to meet B.5.b. The SRM stated that as new insights from
analysis of plant-specific vulnerabilities and mitigative strategies are developed, licensees can
be required to adopt those strategies within the scope of B.5.b if they can be effectively
implemented using existing or readily available resources. The SRM also directed the staff to
provide a firm schedule for providing the results of the aircraft vulnerability studies for BWR
Mark III containments and ice condenser containments. This SRM was assigned to NSIR for
implementation.

September 2004
The NRC Established the Office of Nuclear Security Special Projects.

The NRC appointed John A. Grobe as the Director of Nuclear Security Special Projects (NSSP),
with staff in the Office of the EDO (OEDO), to implement a program of reviews and inspections,
including using lessons learned to further enhance licensees' preparedness to implement
mitigative measures required by Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order.

Note: NSSP moved from being part of OEDO to become part of NRR and was disestablished in
September 2006. In September 2006, after completing the Phase 2 and 3 assessments, NSSP
was disestablished and responsibility for Section B.5.b implementation and verification was
transferred to Stacey L. Rosenberg, Chief, Special Projects Branch (PSPB), Division of Policy
and Rulemaking (DPR) in the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR). David Nelson and
other key members of the NSSP staff were reassigned to PSPB to ensure continuity.
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September 1, 2004
The Commission Provided Guidance on the Assessment of Potential Vulnerabilities to
Small Aircraft Strikes.

The Commission made a decision on the staff's recommendation in SECY-04-0124 to assess
potential vulnerabilities to small aircraft strikes at NPPs. The SRM is classified as Secret NSI.

September 2, 2004
Chairman Diaz Defined the "Path Forward" for Enhanced Mitigative Measures.

Chairman Diaz issued memorandum (Not in ADAMS) COMNJD-04-003, "The Path Forward for
Enhancing Reactor Mitigative Measures and Strategies to Address Terrorist Threats," as part of
his recommendation to the Commission for specific actions, in three phases. These actions
would build on the steps already taken in response to the agency's February 25, 2002, ICM
Order, which were written before RES conducted the aircraft vulnerability studies. The RES
vulnerability assessments provide confirmation that Section B.5.b is an effective approach and
contain insights into specific, important location and timing issues. The Chairman stated that an
essential element of B.5.b is its broad applicability because B.5.b is not event specific. He
further stated that B.5.b strategies must be implementable even in the "fog of war," with the
potential for loss of significant portions of the plant (and much plant instrumentation) to
explosions or fire, and that B.5.b, unlike SAMGs, includes SFPs.

The Chairman noted that as a result of early inspections of the B.5.b requirements, the staff
identified significant variation in the scope and depth of the enhancements made by licensees,
in part because of the general nature of the requirements. Re-reviewing and re-inspecting
these requirements then, with the benefit of clarified expectations, studies performed over the
preceding few years, additional industry guidance, and available industry best practice would be
a significant step towards ensuring enhanced protection. For these reasons, the staff needs to
ensure that B.5.b is well understood and well implemented at operating reactors. To achieve
these goals, the Chairman suggested implementation of the three-element approach discussed
at a closed Commission meeting on June 30, 2004, and described below.

Phase 1 would ensure that the elements of Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order
were well understood and well implemented at operating reactors. The NRC staff would
implement an additional regulatory program of reviews and inspections of NPPs, including using
lessons learned and "best practices" to further enhance the plants' effectiveness in maintaining
core and spent fuel cooling and containment integrity despite the effects of large fires and
explosions. The NRC would conduct this phase exclusively without resources external to the
agency.

In Phase 2, the staff would work with the nuclear power industry and DHS to perform
plant-specific vulnerability analyses of impacts associated with the loss of large areas of the
plant due to explosions or fire.
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In Phase 3, the staff would work with DHS and the nuclear power industry to evaluate the
effectiveness and practicability of providing backup and other mitigative capabilities.

The Chairman stated that if mitigative enhancements using existing or readily available
resources are identified, they would be considered requirements in accordance with B.5.b.

Note: Subsequently, on September 24, 2004, the Commission issued SRM-COMNJD-04-0003
(Not in ADAMS) "The Path Forward for Enhanced Reactor Mitigative Measures and Strategies
to Address Terrorist Threats," approving the three-phase approach proposed by Chairman Diaz,
as modified by several comments.

September 14, 2004
The NRC Responded to the NAS Report "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent
Nuclear Fuel Storage."

The NRC issued a letter to NAS regarding the NAS report "Safety and Security of Commercial
Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage." In the enclosure to the letter, the NRC responded to NAS
recommendations, specific findings, and other important aspects of the final report. The letter
stated that the NRC was in broad agreement with many of the findings of the study and was
developing an action plan to track completion of actions that were already underway or were
planned. The NRC agreed to consider upgrades to material control and accountability
requirements for SFPs and to conduct additional studies and improve sharing of pertinent
information with licensees. The NRC took exceptions to specific points in the report. The
enclosure to the letter is classified as Secret NSI.

September 20, 2004
The Staff Recommended a Definition of "Readily Available."

In COMSECY-04-0057 (ADAMS Accession No. ML042510100), the staff provided the
Commission with a recommended definition of the term "readily available" as used in
Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order. Working with industry representatives,
NSIR staff developed the following definition:

Readily available equipment is equipment under control (e.g., licensee owned,
under contract, established Memorandum of Understanding) which has been
incorporated into the licensee's training program. This equipment exists onsite
or, if offsite, is in close enough proximity, that it will be available and operational
in time to prevent significant core damage, significant spent fuel damage, or a
large release of radioactivity.

September 24, 2004
The Commission Approved the Three-Phase Approach to the "Path Forward."

The Commission issued an SRM approving the three-phase approach to the "path forward"
descrbed in SRM-COMNJD-04-0003. The SRM also contained comments modifying the
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approach in terms of the use of enforcement discretion and enforcement actions, the use of a
collective approach for Phase 2 to be developed with appropriate industry representatives, the
need to coordinate with NEI and its contractor before finalizing a DHS/NRC memorandum of
agreement, and the need to provide the Commission with a status update at the monthly
Commission briefings on security-related issues. This SRM also directed the staff to develop a
communications plan for agency activities involving measures and strategies to address terrorist
threats.

September 27, 2004
NEI Provided Comments on the Draft SA for Operating Reactors on Airborne Threat
Procedure.

The NEI comments on the draft SA for operating reactors on airborne threat procedure are
designated as SGI.

September 30, 2004
SNL Prepared a Preliminary Report on Considerations for an Aircraft Attack on a BWR
Mark III Containment.

SNL prepared the "Preliminary Report on Considerations for an Aircraft Attack on a BWR
Mark III Containment for the River Bend NPP." The report is classified as Secret NSI.

October 1, 2004
The Staff Requested Commission Feedback on Sharing Information with Congressional
Staff.

The staff issued a memorandum to seek Commission feedback on sharing of information
related to SFP vulnerability assessments with the congressional staff. The memorandum is
classified as Secret NSI.

October 1, 2004
The Staff Briefed the Commissioners' Technical Assistants on the Draft Mitigating
Strategies Guidance Document.

The staff conducted a briefing for Commissioner technical assistants on the draft mitigating
strategies guidance document. Subsequent to the meeting, the staff provided a copy of the
draft document to each Commissioner's office.
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October 7, 2004
SNL Reported on a Generic Approach for Overall Structural Response.

SNL prepared a report for RES on a fire simulation with the source of the fire being steam from
a reactor water cleanup system pipe break. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

October 8, 2004
The Commission Approved the Definition of "Readily Available."

The Commission issued SRM-COMSECY-04-0057 (ADAMS Accession No. ML042820590)
approving the staffs recommended definition of "readily available." Subsequently, the staff
incorporated this definition into the B.5.b guidance document issued to the industry on
February 25, 2005.

October 13, 2004
NEI Reviewed the NRC Draft Guidance Document.

On October 13, 2004, the NEI SWG submitted the results of its review of the NRC draft
document "Developing Mitigating Strategies/Guidance for Nuclear Power Plants to Respond to
Loss of Large Areas of the Plant." The staff had provided a copy of the draft guidance
document to the NEI SWG on September 28, 2004. This document contained guidance for
implementing the mitigative measures required by Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The NEI
submittal included markups indicating (1) recommendations that NEI agreed with,
(2) recommendations that it did not agree with or believed to have no value, and
(3) recommendations that could not be addressed until completion of the site-specific analyses.
Based on its review of the NEI submittal, NSIR staff concluded that the NEI SWG review of the
draft guidance document had been insufficient. NSIR provided this conclusion to OEDO for
inclusion in an October 15, 2004, D-Note. The NSIR staff later discussed this issue with the NEI
SWG at a meeting on October 14, 2004.

October 14, 2004
The Commission Provided Guidance to the Staff on Sharing Information with
Congressional Staff.

The Commission issued SRM-COMSECY-04-0063 (ADAMS Accession No. ML042880183) to
provide guidance for sharing information related to SFP vulnerability assessments with the
congressional staff.

October 14, 2004
The NRC Met with NEI To Discuss the B.5.b Phase I Program of Review and Inspections.

The staff held a meeting (described in ADAMS Accession No. ML042860332) with
representatives of the NEI SWG to discuss the resolution of industry comments on the NRC
guidance document for implementing Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The NRC staff had
developed this guidance document in response to Commission SRM issued on August 25 and
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September 24, 2004. These memoranda related to the need for licensees to provide enhanced
reactor mitigative measures and strategies to address terrorist threats. During the meeting with
NEI, the staff discussed the enhancement program and the guidance document being
developed as Phase 1 B.5.b actions. The staff also discussed the question of which equipment
and resources were considered to be readily available. The staff stated that readily available
resources included both the equipment existing on site at the time of the implementation date of
the Order and additional equipment that the licensees would need to employ for their mitigation
measures that would be obtained by procurement (i.e., equipment that would be licensee
owned), or under contract, or by established memorandum of understanding.

Based on feedback from NEI and industry representatives attending the meeting, the staff
concluded that it needed to clarify that the attributes of strategies necessary to meet the
requirements of Section B.5.b had evolved from the industry's original understanding and would
continue to evolve. The staff also concluded it needed to provide additional guidance as to the
type of equipment that belongs in the category of "readily available." The results of this meeting
were briefed to the DEDO for Operations for Reactor and Preparedness Programs on
October 18, 2004.

October 18, 2004
The NRC Briefed DOE Under Secretary Kenneth Rapuano.

The NRC briefed Under Secretary Kenneth Rapuano of DOE on an overview of NRC
vulnerability assessments of nuclear facilities for aircraft impacts, mitigation strategies, and the
integrated response plan. Some of the briefing material is classified as Secret Sage Haunt, a
special access program established for certain aspects of the assessments.

October 18-20, 2004
The NRC Met with British Representatives Concerning the Aircraft Impact Assessments.

The NRC and SNL staffs met with representatives of NIl at SNL to exchange updates
concerning the latest U.S. and British analyses of the potential vulnerabilities associated with
airplane crashes involving nuclear facilities. The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.
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October 19, 2004
The EDO Provided the Communication Plan for Aircraft Vulnerability Assessments.

EDO provided COMSECY-04-0067 (ADAMS Accession No. ML042510611), "Communication
Plan for Aircraft Vulnerability Assessments" to the Commission for its approval. The purpose of
the plan was to facilitate communication within the agency to enable the staff to provide timely,
consistent, and understandable information to external stakeholders. The information to be
communicated resulted from the work of the NRC, with support from national laboratories, and
reflected an extensive review and analysis of the potential vulnerabilities of four NPPs to aircraft
impact. The communication plan included three sets of briefing slides (i.e., Secret, SGI, and
OUO versions). On November 3, 2004, the Commission returned the subject COMSECY to the
staff for additional revision (ML043080462).

Note: Subsequently, on January 4, 2005, the staff resubmitted COMSECY-04-0067 as
COMSECY-05-0001 (ADAMS Accession No. 043550248), incorporating comments received
from the Commission and OEDO, NRR, and NSIR. On March 1, 2005, in SRM-COMSECY-05-
0001 (ML050600408), the Commission approved the communication plan subject to changes
noted in the vote sheets. The staff resubmitted a revised communication plan to the
Commission as COMSECY-05-0016 (ML051010395) on April 28, 2005. The Commission
approved the communication plan, subject to further comments and changes, in SRM-
COMSECY-05-0016 (ML051810352) on June 30, 2005.

October 27, 2004
The Commission Provided Guidance for Staff Oversight of Plant-Specific Vulnerability
Assessments.

The Commission issued an SRM (not in ADAMS) as a result of a closed Commission meeting to
discuss security issues on October 6, 2004. The SRM directed that the staff exercise effective
regulatory oversight, including regulatory review of the results of the plant-specific vulnerability
analyses to be conducted by NPP licensees, as discussed at the meeting. The SRM stated that
the plant-specific vulnerability assessments should address the impacts associated with the loss
of a large area of the plant due to large fires and explosions and that such analyses shall
consider the effects of the fire (i.e., a fire affecting internal power distribution and other critical
systems) caused by a large aircraft impacting hittable areas. The goals of this effort were (1) to
confirm the effectiveness of existing mitigation strategies and measures, (2) to identify additional
mitigation strategies or measures that use existing or readily available resources to further
enhance the plant's effectiveness in maintaining core and spent fuel cooling and containment
integrity despite the effects of large fires and explosions, and (3) to identify potential, practicable
options for use of generic, deployable, or other backup mitigation capabilities that exceed NRC
regulatory requirements. Further, the SRM directed the staff to replace the draft memorandum
of agreement with DHS with a memorandum of understanding, which addresses cooperation
and information sharing with DHS on this effort.
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This SRM provided supplemental guidance to the staff on the "path forward," and it stated that,
where conflicts arise between this SRM and the SRM on COMNJD-04-0003 issued on
September 24, 2004, this SRM takes precedence.

Additionally, the SRM directed the staff to submit the final Section B.5.b inspection guidance to
the Commission for approval before provision of the guidance to the industry.

October 28, 2004
The NRC Responded to the NAS Study Regarding Safety and Security of Commercial
Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage.

The NRC responded to the NAS study on the safety and security of commercial spent nuclear
fuel storage. The response addressed the NAS recommendations, technical comments on pool
thermal-hydraulic studies, scenarios, and structural analyses. The response also addressed
security concerns raised by NAS.

October 31, 2004
NRC Approved Revised Security Plans

By the end of October 2004, the NRC staff had approved completely revised physical security
plans for each commercial power reactor site in the country. The operating license for each
plant was revised to include a direct reference to these newly-approved security plans. Each of
these plans included a section which described the licensees' commitments with respect to
implementing the provisions of ICM B.5.b.

November 4, 2004
The NRC Informed DHS That It Would Lead Plant-Specific Assessments.

The NRC informed DHS Secretary Ridge that the NRC was leading the plant-specific
assessments program and explained that the assessments would be conducted by NRC
licensees, with expert contractors and direct oversight by the NRC. The letter to Secretary
Ridge also stated that DHS funding was not needed at that time. Previously, DHS had agreed
to provide $10 million to perform these assessments under its lead.

November 12, 2004
The NRC Received the NAS Report "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent Nuclear
Fuel Storage."

The NRC received a letter from NAS along with the final NAS report "Safety and Security of
Commercial Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage." The report is classified as Secret NSI.
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November 17, 2004
SNL Reported on an Evaluation of the Vulnerability of the Sequoyah NPP to Aircraft
Attack.

SNL prepared a draft report on an evaluation of the vulnerability of the Sequoyah NPP to aircraft
attack. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

November 17, 2004
The Chairman Requested a Paper on Reactor Safety Improvements Identified During
Consequence Assessments.

The Chairman requested (ADAMS Accession No. ML043350200/G20040797) that NSIR, in
coordination with RES, develop a paper discussing reactor safety improvements that could be
made as a result of recent NRC vulnerability assessments. The paper would discuss the
mitigative strategies that could be taken to improve reactor and spent fuel safety in the reactor
designs that were studied. On February 16, 2005, a memorandum from the EDO to the
Chairman, titled "Reactor Safety Improvements Identified During Consequence Assessments,"
provided the responsive SGI paper, "BWR Reactor Safety Improvements." In large measure,
the paper discussed safety improvements that could be realized at operating BWRs by using
information obtained in the draft Section B.5.b guidance document being developed for release
in late February 2005.

November 18, 2004
The Staff Briefed the Commission on Security.

The staff briefed the Commission on topics involving Phase 1 B.5.b implementation and
Phase 2 site-specific assessments. The briefing was at the SGI level, and OUO briefing slides
are on file.

November 24, 2004
The NRC Agreed with the NEI Plan for Plant-Specific Assessments.

In an NRC letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML043000437), Chairman Diaz replied to an
October 14, 2004, letter from NEI (ML043130522) and agreed with the industry proposal to
perform plant-specific assessments, with the NRC providing direct and effective regulatory
oversight. The industry proposed an analysis "to identify mitigation strategies that can be
employed using reasonably available onsite and offsite equipment and resources."
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November 24, 2004
The NRC Informed the Industry of Plans for a Phased Approach to Further Enhance
Mitigative Measures.

In an NRC letter (designated as SGI) from the Director, NSIR, to power reactor licensees, the
staff informed licensees of NRC plans to implement a phased approach to further enhance
reactor mitigative measures and strategies to address terrorist threats. These actions were
designed to ensure effective implementation of mitigative measures required by Section B.5.b of
the ICM Order to identify additional mitigation strategies or measures that use existing or readily
available resources to further enhance the plant's effectiveness in maintaining core and spent
fuel cooling and containment integrity despite the effects of large fires and explosions, and to
identify potential, practical options for the use of generic, deployable, or other backup mitigation
capabilities that exceed NRC regulatory requirements. The NRC informed licensees that the
Commission considers the use of mitigation strategies and measures to be a sound framework
for determining potential additional enhancements to safety and that the NRC staff would share
information and work with licensees to ensure that Section B.5.b was well understood and
appropriately implemented at all operating power reactors.

The letter stated that Section B.5.b of the Order had broad applicability because it was not event
specific and it involved the development of mitigating strategies for both the reactors and SFPs
in responding to circumstances associated with loss of large areas of the plant due to large fires
and explosions. One of the considerations in responding to these events involves reliance on
the use of readily available resources to maintain core and SFP cooling and containment
integrity. The letter provided the definition approved by the Commission of the term "readily
available equipment" and noted that this equipment includes items that may be identified as part
of the licensee reviews conducted under Phases 1 and 2. The letter further stated that during
the inspections of Section B.5.b requirements in 2002-2003, the NRC identified a large variation
in the scope and depth of the mitigative strategies developed by licensees and, as a result, the
NRC determined that licensees needed additional guidance and clarification.

The letter described Phase 1 as involving additional reviews and inspections related to
Section B.5.b of the Order. The NRC expected licensees to use information from the following
three areas: (1) use of existing programs and equipment and operational know-how, including
maintaining capabilities currently in place, (2) use of industry best practices developed during
the initial response by licensees to Section B.5.b, and (3) application of generic lessons learned
from engineering analyses conducted over the last few years. The letter offered examples in
each area. This included the reference to the NRC letter of July 29, 2004, which described SFP
mitigative measures. The Commission had concluded that a program designed to complete
these Section B.5.b requirements, with the benefits of lessons learned and best practices, would
further ensure licensees' ability to maintain core and spent fuel cooling and containment
integrity in the event of large fires and explosions.

The NRC informed the licensees that the staff, in coordination with the NEI SWG, was
developing additional guidance for licensees to use in strengthening plant programs for
Section B.5.b mitigative measures. The agency planned to provide detailed guidance
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separately in a forthcoming industry workshop. This workshop would be an opportunity to
communicate a clear understanding of the guidance and to discuss planned Phase I and 2
actions.

The NRC staff would work with industry to perform the Phase 2 plant-specific analyses of
potential impacts associated with the loss of large areas of the plant due to large fires and
explosions. The letter forwarded the NEI letter of October 14, 2004 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML043130522/G20040686) as Enclosure 2, and the NRC letter of November 5, 2004
(ML043000437) as Enclosure 3. The NRC staff would keep DHS informed of the Phase 2
activities and would discuss with DHS any potential mitigation strategies identified by the
Phase 2 analyses that were beyond the scope of Section B.5.b for consideration under national
critical infrastructure protection.

November 2004
Brookhaven National Laboratory Reported on an Assessment of Potential Fuel Assembly
Damage from an Aircraft Impact.

Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL) prepared a report for RES on an assessment of
potential fuel assembly damage from an aircraft impact on an SFP wall. The report is
designated as SGI.

December 1, 2004
The Staff Provided the B.5.b Draft Guidance Document to the Commission and NEI.

The NRC staff provided a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML043280417) to the
Commission that detailed the development of a draft document that would be used to provide
guidance and clarification necessary to help standardize the industry's response to
Section B.5.b of the lCM Order. This document was one of the interim products of the program
of reviews and inspection to further enhance licensees' preparedness to implement mitigative
measures as required by Section B.5.b. The draft guidance document incorporated lessons
learned and industry best practices developed during the initial response by licensees to the
Order. The memorandum also stated that the staff coordinated the development of the
guidance with the NEI SWG and that the staff would provide a final guidance document to the
Commission before conducting an industry workshop tentatively scheduled for early
January 2005.
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December 2, 2004
NSIR Briefed ACRS on Phase I Activities of the "Path Forward."

NSIR staff briefed the ACRS on Phase 1 activities of the "path forward" for enhanced reactor
mitigative measures and strategies to address terrorist threats. The briefing was at the OUO
level, and briefing slides are on file.

December 7, 2004
The NRC Met with NEI on the Draft B.5.b Guidance Document.

The NRC staff met with NEI representatives as part of the staff s efforts to obtain a broader
industry review of the draft Section B.5.b guidance document. The staff revised this draft
guidance document and sent it to NEI on December 10, 2004, for distribution to industry.

December 8, 2004
The Staff Estimated Resource Requirements for the B.5.b Phase I Inspection Effort.

The staff issued a D-Note (ADAMS Accession No. ML043430114) that provided a schedule of
the Phase 1 program of reviews and inspections to reverify licensee preparedness to implement
mitigative measures as required by Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Order (as required
by SRM dated August 24 and September 25, 2004) and provided an estimate of inspection
resources developed by NSIR and NRR. The estimate was 2.5 full-time equivalents (FTEs),
plus training and travel. These resources would rely on resident and regional inspection staff.

December 14, 2004
The NRC Invited Power Reactor Licensees to Attend a B.5.b Workshop.

The NSIR Office Director issued a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML043450434) to power
reactor licensees inviting them to attend a workshop on enhancing reactor mitigative measures
and strategies for responding to Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The workshop was scheduled
for January 14, 2005. This letter supplemented the guidance provided in a November 24, 2004
NRC letter which informed licensees of the NRC's plans for a phased approach for further
enhancing reactor mitigative measures and strategies. The purpose of the workshop was to
communicate a clear understanding of the guidance and to provide an opportunity for the NRC
to discuss planned Phase 1 and 2 actions. Topics for discussion included considerations for the
development of firefighting response strategies, plant operations to mitigate fuel damage, and
actions to mitigate releases. The NRC asked licensees to send representatives to the workshop
who would be able to share information about their sites' established programs and practices
related to Section B.5.b and who would be able to communicate information from the workshop
back to their respective sites.
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December 23, 2004
NEI Commented on the NRC's Draft B.5.b Guidance Document.

NEI submitted a letter (containing SGI) that commented on the NRC's draft B.5.b guidance
document. Enclosure 1 of the letter contained the industry comments, and Enclosure 2
presented a line-in/line-out revision of the Phase 1 guidelines.

NEI's general comments were the following: (1) the scope of the guidance is well beyond good
practices collected by the NRC when it conducted inspections of licensee implementation of
ICM Order Provision B.5.b, (2) the guidance delineates actions that are premature given the
site-specific mitigation strategy studies to be performed by the industry in 2005, (3) the lack of
clarity in the guideline document creates confusion, which is likely to cause inspection problems
and result in the same situation that this guidance is attempting to rectify, and (4) capital costs
would be incurred as part of B.5.b Phase 1 implementations. The industry was expecting a
checklist approach and wanted to see more information such as that contained in Section 4 of
the document, "Compilation of Best Practices." The industry comments noted that the guidance
focused primarily on three areas: (1) firefighting response strategies, (2) plant operations to
mitigate fuel damage, and (3) actions to minimize releases of radiation. The industry was
concerned that some of the analyses needed would be conducted as part of the site-specific
mitigation strategy studies and that the guidance was imposing new B.5.b requirements that
involve the expenditure of significant resources. NEI recommended that the guidance be
rewritten and provide only a checklist of good practices identified during NRC inspection of
licensee implementation of B.5.b in 2002 and that the rewrite should be done before the
January 14, 2005, workshop. The industry noted that the expected 90-day implementation
period would not be sufficient for the current scope of the guideline.

Subsequently, on December 29, 2004, the NRC staff met with NEI representatives to discuss
the industry comments provided in the NEI letter. The NRC staff reiterated the information
contained in the November 24, 2004, letter to power reactor licensees, which indicated that the
guidance document would reflect the focus on three specific areas, namely (1) reliance on
existing programs, equipment, and operational know-how, (2) reliance on industry best
practices, and (3) generic lessons learned from engineering analyses. The NRC staff, in
addressing industry concerns, stated that the licensees were not expected to complete
substantial evaluations in Phase 1. In response to the industry concern that there is no way to
predict the release of radioactive materials during the Phase 1 effort, the staff stated its
expectation that licensees would assume a release pathway and provide an appropriate
mitigation strategy.

December 29, 2004
The EDO Submitted Guidance for B.5.b, Phase 1 and Phase 2, to the Commission.

The EDO transmitted COMSECY-04-0080 (ADAMS Accession No. ML043500083) to the
Commission on the subject of reactor mitigative measures and strategies for responding to the
ICM Order, Section B.5.b, loss of large areas of the plant. The COMSECY attached for
Commission concurrence a letter for the CNOs of NPPs that described the NRC's
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implementation plan. Subsequently, on January 13, 2005, the Commission issued
SRM-COMSECY-04-0080 (ML050130329), which approved the proposed letter to the CNOs,
subject to changes.

January 7, 2005
The Staff Provided Revised Draft B.5.b Phase I Guidance to Commissioners' Assistants.

The NRC staff issued a D-Note (ADAMS Accession No. ML050120447) which forwarded the
latest version of the B.5.b Phase 1 guidance document to the Commission. The staff noted that
the Commission had been given a previous draft of the B.5.b guidance document on
December 1, 2004. The staff subsequently revised that version and sent it to NEI for
distribution to the industry on December 10, 2004. The latest version resulted from a meeting
that the NRC staff held with NEI on December 7, 2004. The D-Note provided three
attachments: (1) the NEI letter given to the NRC on December 23, 2004, which included the
industry comments on the revised draft B.5.b guidance document, (2) a marked-up version of
the staffs draft guidance document showing the differences between the staff and NEI versions,
and (3) the final draft guidance document for Phase 1, which the staff planned to distribute to
the industry at the upcoming workshop on January 14, 2005. The D-Note also stated that the
staff would develop the necessary TI to be used by the regions in conducting B.5.b Phase 1
inspections.

January 14, 2005
The NRC Provided B.5.b, Phase I and Phase 2, Guidance to Licensees.

In a January 14, 2005, letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML050130402) to all operating power
reactor licensees, the NRC provided further guidance on the reactor mitigative measures and
strategies for responding to the ICM Order Section B.5.b. The letter described a phased
approach for responding to the Order.

Phase 1 involved additional reviews and inspections of NPP licensees related to implementation
of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order. The NRC expects licensees to use information from
(1) existing programs and equipment and operational know-how, including maintaining
capabilities currently in place, (2) industry best practices developed during the initial response
by licensees, and (3) application of generic lessons learned from engineering analyses
conducted over the last few years to develop and implement appropriate Section B.5.b
mitigation measures under Phase 1 actions.

Phase 2 involved the NRC oversight of the nuclear power industry's performance of
plant-specific analyses of potential impacts associated with the loss of large areas of the plant.
The specific goals of Phase 2 are to (1) confirm the effectiveness of existing mitigating
strategies and measures, (2) identify additional mitigation strategies or measures that use
existing or readily available resources to further enhance the plant's effectiveness in maintaining
core and SFP cooling and containment integrity despite the effects of large fires and explosions,
and (3) identify potential, practicable options for the use of generic, deployable, or other backup
mitigation capabilities that exceed NRC requirements. (Note: Subsequently, this Phase 2
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strategy was replaced by a Phase 2 strategy for maintaining SFP cooling and a Phase 3
strategy for maintaining core cooling and containment integrity.)

The January 14, 2005, letter also indicated that the NRC would provide additional guidance for
addressing compliance with Section B.5.b of the ICM Order at two workshops planned for
January 14, 2005, and February 2, 2005.

January 2005
The Industry Performed a Phase 2 Pilot Assessment.

NEI and industry representatives began a Phase 2 pilot assessment at the Hatch plant in late
January 2005. The NRC staff observed this assessment, which was intended to confirm the
assessment methodology created by NEI and its contractor and reviewed by NSSP. Based on
this assessment the methodology was revised, but the assessment was interrupted by the
subsequent separation of the SFP assessments, later referred to as Phase 2, from the reactor
and containment assessments, later referred to as Phase 3. The NRC developed its own SFP
methodology for the Phase 2 assessments. Subsequently, on June 23, 2005, the NRC issued
the letter "Closure of Post 9-11 Nuclear Reactor Security Activities" (ML051740047), which
clarified the approach to the NRC's Phase 2 assessments (for SFPs) and Phase 3 assessments
(for reactors and containments) and their relationship to the Phase 1 regulatory requirements
and inspections.

January 14, 2005
The NRC Held a Workshop on the Development of the B.5.b Guidance Document for
Phases I and 2.

The NRC conducted a closed workshop with industry representatives to discuss implementation
of Phase 1 and 2 requirements for Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The staff issued the meeting
notice for this workshop on January 4, 2005 (ADAMS Accession No. ML050050154). At this
workshop, NSIR distributed a draft version of the Phase 1 guidance document and presented
the licensees with the information needed to review and determine which site-specific actions
would be necessary to achieve satisfactory compliance with Section B.5.b of the ICM Order.
The draft guidance document used at this workshop was dated January 7, 2005. RES also
presented NRC research insights into implementation of guidance for enhancing reactor
mitigative measures and strategies. RES discussed its key study conclusions, vulnerability
assessment tools, results of studies of PWR and BWR plants, and mitigation strategies. NSSP
also made a presentation on the planned Phase 2 assessments of the loss of large areas of
nuclear facilities due to explosions or fire. Most of the discussion material is designated as SGI.

January 26, 2005
The Commission Provided a Decision-Making Framework for Materials and Research and
Test Reactors.

The Commission issued SRM-SECY-04-0222 (ADAMS Accession No. ML050210288), which
provided the staff with a decision-making framework for vulnerability assessments of materials
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and research and test reactors. The SRM also directed that the results and any associated
recommendations be reported to the Commission.

January 26, 2005
The NRC Issued an SA To Address Imminent Threats.

The NRC issued SA-05-02, "Security Advisory for Operating Reactors," a document containing
SGI, to provide power reactor licensees with information regarding the NRC's process for
notifying licensees regarding potential aircraft threats and a template for the creation of
plant-specific procedures to respond to an aircraft threat. The SA identified a potential licensee
vulnerability that could be exploited by an adversary. The guidance provided to licensees
included information on the need to implement specific procedures that mitigate the
consequences associated with the vulnerability.

Following the issuance of this SA, the staff reviewed each licensee's imminent threat
procedures and conducted telephone walk-throughs with all power reactor licensees to exercise
their revised airborne threat procedures. The staff completed the walk-throughs by
October 31, 2005.

As part of the development of the Section B.5.b guidance document issued by the NRC staff on
February 25, 2005, the agency included SA-05-02 as part of the response strategy in the
section of the guidance document that discussed general considerations in developing
strategies.

Note: Subsequently, on August 20, 2008, the NRC issued RIS 2008-20, "Redesignation of
Safeguards Advisory for Operating Power Reactors" (ADAMS Accession No. ML081690761) to
announce that this SA had been redesignated from SGI to OUO-Secudty-Related Information.
The NRC took this action on the basis of the licensees' implementation of the procedures and
the consequent reduction in the level of vulnerability. The redesignated SA is now in ADAMS
(ML080390425).
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February 2, 2005
The NRC Held a Workshop on the Development of the B.5.b Guidance Document for
Phase 2.

The NRC staff conducted a closed workshop for industry representatives on the subject of the
SFP mitigating strategies portion of the Phase 2 plant-specific assessments. The arrangements
for this workshop were similar to those of the January 14, 2005, workshop discussed above.
This workshop focused on the technical bases underlying NRC recommendations associated
with SFP cooling, as transmitted to the industry in the NRC letter of July 29, 2004. The
presentation on the development of the Section B.5.b guidance included information on the
following specific areas: (1) dispersal of high-decay power assemblies, (2) locations to avoid
(e.g., above rack feet), (3) maintenance of empty spaces in fuel racks, (4) promoting passive
ventilation of air space above the pool, and (5) emergency makeup water sources. Participants
in the workshop also discussed the NRC's expectations and "path forward." An SGI
presentation, titled "Thermal Response of Fuel in Damaged Pool Events," provided the technical
basis for the recommended mitigative measures.

Subsequently, on February 2, 2005, the staff prepared a revised B.5.b guidance document to
address feedback received from the attendees at both the January 14 and February 2, 2005,
workshops.

Note: At that time, the identification of strategies for maintaining SFP cooling studies was
considered to be part of Phase 2, which also included the identification of additional mitigation
strategies for maintaining reactor core cooling and containment integrity. Later, these reactor
core cooling and containment strategies would be designated as Phase 3, leaving Phase 2 to
address only the SFP strategies.

February 3, 2005
The NRC Briefed Congress on NRC Actions To Protect Public Health and Safety.

Most of the material of this NRC presentation to Congress is classified as Secret NSI.

February 7, 2005
ORNL Published Reports on the Visual Interactive Site Analysis Code.

ORNL published reports on detailed reactor models for the Visual Interactive Site Analysis Code
(VISAC). The generic applications report is designated as SGI, and the report for specific
application of the code to the Peach Bottom and Surry plants is classified as Secret NSI.
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February 8, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff To Support the NAS Study.

The Commission issued SRM-M050124B (ADAMS Accession No. ML050390427). This SRM
noted that the Commission met with members of the study committee of the NAS which
prepared the congressionally mandated study "Safety and Security of Commercial Spent
Nuclear Fuel Storage." The Commission directed the staff to provide the study committee with
the additional background documentation requested related to spent fuel storage safety and
security and to provide for Commission review the proposed report to Congress on the NRC's
actions taken in response to the committee's recommendations.

February 17, 2005
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on the Current Results of the Ice
Condenser and Mark III Assessments.

RES issued a memorandum to update the Commission on the assessment results to date for
the PWR ice condenser and BWR Mark III containments. The memorandum also provided a
revised schedule for completion and documentation of the assessments. In parallel with the
documentation results, the staff would develop an action plan describing how the results of the
Sequoyah and Grand Gulf assessments would be used. The memorandum is classified as
Secret NSI.

February 25, 2005
The Staff Issued the Final Section B.5.b Implementing Guidance Document.

The NRC issued a letter to all power reactor licensees (ADAMS Accession No. ML050380203)
providing the final Section B.5.b implementing guidance for site-specific mitigation measures to
be used to achieve compliance with Section B.5.b. This letter followed from the
November 24, 2004, letter informing licensees that the NRC was planning to implement an
approach that would further enhance plant mitigating strategies to address potential terrorist
threats. The staff updated the guidance document to reflect industry comments received at the
January 14 and February 5, 2005, workshops. The letter referenced the NRC letter of
January 14, 2005, and discussed the use of the workshops and the coordination with the NEI
SWG in the development of the guidance document.

The final Section B.5.b implementing guidance document included Attachment A, which
addressed (1) firefighting response strategies, (2) plant operations to mitigate fuel damage, and
(3) actions to minimize releases. Attachment A related to the areas of considerations that were
based on lessons learned from recent engineering studies involving plant assessments, as well
as industry best practices. Attachment B of the guidance document addressed expectations for
employing measures from the areas of consideration, and extracts from Attachment A provided
the specific expectations for mitigative measures that should be evaluated by each licensee for
potential inclusion in its B.5.b mitigating strategies.
The letter also requested that each licensee provide a detailed response describing its
site-specific plans and schedule to address the various considerations in the enclosed guidance
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by May 31, 2005, and implement all of the planned mitigating strategies described in its
response no later than August 31, 2005.

On March 2, 2005, a D-Note (ADAMS Accession No. ML050620253) informed each
Commissioner's office that the guidance document had been issued to power reactor licensees
on February 25, 2005, and that a copy of the SGI-level document had been provided to each
Commission office.

Note: Subsequent to the NRC's issuance of the B.5.b guidance document, the industry, through
the NEI SWG, developed a Section B.5.b guidance document template (a document designated
as SGI). Licensees used this template to respond to the NRC request for plans and schedule to
address the various considerations in Attachment B of the B.5.b guidance document.

February 2005
The NRC Provided a Risk Ranking of Plants to the FBI.

The NRC provided the risk ranking for airborne threat to NPP sites to the FBI. The list is
classified as Secret NSI.

March 1, 2005
The Commission Approved the Communications Plan.

The Commission issued SRM-COMSECY-05-0001 (ADAMS Accession No. ML050600408), the
resubmittal of COMSECY-04-0067, "Communications Plan for Aircraft Vulnerability
Assessments." This SRM approved the communications plan, subject to the changes noted in
the Commission vote sheets.

March 8, 2005
The Staff Updated the Commission on the Preliminary Results of the Ice Condenser and
Mark III Studies.

The staff issued a memorandum to update the Commission on the schedule for completion of
the assessments and the staff plans for using the preliminary results. The memorandum stated
that the staff would provide a Secret-level briefing on the preliminary results of the studies for
the six licensees of the ice condenser and Mark III plants and NEI representatives. During the
briefings, the staff would request that the licensees consider the results in their ongoing B.5.b
Phase 1 effort to identify appropriate readily available mitigation strategies. The memorandum
is designated as SGI.
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March 11, 2005
A Staff Note Provided the Preliminary Results of Ice Condenser and Mark III Studies to
the Commission.

The staff provided the Commission with a note (the document is not in ADAMS) stating that the
February 17, 2005, RES memorandum (classified as Secret) discussed aircraft vulnerabilities
for PWR ice condenser and BWR Mark III containment plants. The note stated that, as part of
an action plan being developed, the NRC would immediately engage with licensees of these
types of plants to identify and implement, as appropriate, near-term mitigating strategies for
responding to loss of large areas of the plant due to fires and explosions. The note also
discussed the RES memorandum of March 8, 2005, which stated that the NRC staff would
provide Secret-level briefings on the preliminary results of the studies for the six licensees of ice
condenser and Mark III plants and NEI representatives. Further, the memorandum stated that
(1) the staff would request that the licensees consider the results in their ongoing B.5.b Phase 1
effort to identify any appropriate readily available mitigation strategies and (2) the staff would
request that NEI consider the results in the ongoing NEI development of the guidelines to be
used to identify readily available and beyond-readily-available mitigation strategies for loss of
large plant areas due to fires and explosions. Item (2) in the memo was noted as having
significant policy implications, which if not well conceived, could jeopardize the good will and
cooperation that exist as a result of the efforts of the NRC and NEI in establishing the actions of
the B.5.b Phase 1 program.

A meeting was scheduled for March 11, 2005, for representatives from NSSP, RES, NRR, and
NSIR to discuss the planning for meeting with industry to provide the Secret-level briefing. The
agenda for this meeting was to include a discussion of the potential impact of the
March 8, 2005, RES memorandum's stated action on the B.5.b Phase 1 program.

March 11, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff to Continue To Meet with NEI.

In SRM-M050125 (ADAMS Accession No. ML050700425), as a result of a briefing by
representatives of NEI to the Commission on January 25, 2005, the Commission directed the
staff to continue to work with industry to promote stability with due process for necessary
changes in NPP security programs and to provide an update on the current status of issues
discussed at the meeting, including the final closure of B.5.b.

March 12-19, 2005
RES and NSIR Staff Visit the United Kingdom as Part of an Information Exchange.

RES and NSIR representatives visited the United Kingdom as part of an ongoing information
exchange between the NRC and NIl regarding the potential consequences of attacks on nuclear
facilities. The NRC staff members visited several British nuclear facilities and were briefed on
the results of NIl analyses and associated decisions, including mitigation strategies. The NRC
learned that although aircraft are regarded as beyond the official NIl DBT, British Nuclear Fuels
had, with Nil's concurrence, defined and designed physical mitigation measures at specific
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plants. The design of these mitigation measures assumed a threat defined in terms of aircraft
type, impact speed, and approach angle. Part of the trip report for the visit is classified as
Secret NSI. The staff issued a quick-look report documenting the trip to the Commissioners'
Assistants on April 8, 2005. The staff also issued a memorandum documenting the trip report to
the RES and NSIR Office Directors on April 20, 2005. The attachment to the trip report is
classified as Secret NSI.

March 14, 2005
The NRC Responded to Congress on the NAS Study on SFPs.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML050210005), NRC Chairman Nils Diaz responded to the
"Fiscal Year 2004 Energy and Water Development Conference Report." In that report,
Congress asked NAS to provide independent scientific and technical advice on the safety and
security of commercial spent nuclear fuel storage in the United States. Congress requested that
NAS produce a classified report and also provide an unclassified summary for public
distribution. As a result of this study, NAS made the following recommendations:

* The NRC should review and upgrade, where necessary, its security requirements for
protecting spent fuel rods from theft by knowledgeable insiders.

* An independent organization should perform an assessment of the effectiveness and
adequacy of improved surveillance and security measures for protecting stored spent
fuel.

" The NRC should undertake additional analyses to more fully understand the
vulnerabilities and consequences of loss-of-pool-coolant events that could lead to
zirconium cladding fire. Based on these analyses, the NRC should take appropriate
actions to address any significant vulnerabilities.

* The NRC should ensure that power plant operators take prompt and effective measures
to reduce the consequences of loss-of-pool-coolant events that could result in
propagating zirconium cladding fires. The NRC should consider using the results of the
vulnerability analyses for possible upgrades in Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR) Part 72, "Licensing Requirements for the Independent Storage of
Spent Nuclear Fuel, High-Level Radioactive Waste, and Reactor-Related Greater Than
Class C Waste," for dry casks to improve their resistance to terrorist attacks.

" Depending on the outcome of plant-specific vulnerability analyses, the NRC might
determine that early movements of spent fuel from pools into dry cask storage would be
prudent to reduce the potential consequences of terrorist attacks on pools at some
NPPs.

* The NRC should improve the sharing of pertinent information on vulnerability and
consequence analyses of spent fuel storage with NPP operators and dry cask storage
system vendors on a timely basis.
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The Chairman's letter stated that the NRC agreed with many of the points raised by NAS and
was seriously considering the NAS report's recommendations. However, the NRC also
identified areas of disagreement with the NAS recommendations and concluded that they
lacked a sound technical basis. The NAS finding that earlier movement of spent fuel from pools
into dry storage would be prudent is one such example. The Chairman's letter included a
classified attachment providing more detailed information.

The Chairman's letter stated that the NRC continues to implement Homeland Security
Presidential Directives including those that direct Federal agencies to appropriately protect
information associated with carrying out critical infrastructure identification, prioritization, and
protection.

The Chairman's letter also stated that, independent of the NAS study, the NRC had taken
numerous actions to enhance the security of spent nuclear fuel. Before September 11, 2001,
spent fuel was well protected by physical barriers, armed guards, and several other measures
discussed in the letter. Since September 11, 2001, the NRC has significantly modified its
requirements, and licensees have significantly increased their resources to improve security at
spent fuel facilities and NPPs. The.Chairman cited the ICM Order and subsequent
implementation efforts as examples.

The Chairman's letter further stated that the NRC was continuing to evaluate power reactor
security, including SFP security, in force-on-force exercises. The letter concluded that the
results of assessments completed to date clearly show that storage of spent fuel in both SFPs
and in dry storage casks provides reasonable assurance that public health and safety, the
environment, and the common defense and security will be adequately protected.

March 22, 2005
The Staff Provided Updates on the NAS Study and the Completion of B.5.b Phase 1; the
NRC Agreed with the NEI Phase 2 Approach.

In a memorandum to the Commission (ADAMS Accession No. ML050630176), the staff
provided an update of the NRC's significant security activities as of February 28, 2005. The
memo reported that, in response to the interest generated by the Alvarez report, Congress had
asked NAS to study spent nuclear fuel storage at commercial reactor sites. The objectives of
the request were to assess (1) the potential safety and security risks of spent nuclear fuel
presently stored in cooling pools, including the density of such storage, (2) the safety and
security advantages, if any, of dry cask storage versus wet pool storage at reactor sites, and
(3) the potential safety and security advantages, if any, of dry cask storage using various
single-purpose, dual-purpose, and multipurpose cask designs. The NRC staff provided a
memorandum to the Commission including the draft report to Congress that addressed the
findings and recommendations in the NAS study. The memorandum also described the
completion of the Phase 1 B.5.b potential mitigative strategies for a range of threats that would
provide additional protection beyond that achieved by existing safety, safeguards, and security
requirements, including compensatory measures mandated since September 11, 2001.
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The memo also described inspection activities to verify actions under the ICM Order,
Section B.5.b, including TI 2515/155 and TI 2515/157, and actions since February 2004.

The memorandum described the status of Phase 2, involving the performance of site-specific
assessments to identify mitigative strategies to maintain or restore reactor core cooling,
containment integrity, and SFP cooling. The NRC and NEI, on behalf of the NPP
owners/operators (licensees), agreed in fail 2004 to collaborate in assessing each of the
nation's commercial NPPs to identify strategies for mitigating the loss of large areas of the NPP
due to fire or explosion, including those caused by an aircraft impact.

The memorandum updated the status of the site-specific assessments to reflect the first pilot
assessment in January 2005 at the Hatch plant, where NEI and industry management
concluded that an alternate approach using predefined damage footprints would better identify a
wide range of mitigative measures. The pilot and assessment schedule was adjusted to allow
NRC staff review of the industry's revised assessment concept. The staff and the industry
expected to resume pilot assessments in April 2005 to verify the effectiveness of the new
approach, finalize the revised industry guidance, establish a new assessment schedule, and
initiate industrywide assessments by July 2005.

March 22, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff Response to Congress on the NAS SFP Report.

In SRM-M050307C (ADAMS Accession No. ML050810447), as the result of a Commission
discussion at its March 7, 2007, meeting on the proposed response to Congress regarding the
NAS report, the Commission strongly agreed that the agency must send a clear message to
Congress regarding the actions taken by the NRC to ensure the safety and security of
commercial spent nuclear fuel storage. The Commission agreed to the immediate
establishment of a task force to review the NRC report to Congress on the NAS study.

March 24, 2005
NSIR Provided Plans for Inspecting the B.5.b Phase 1 Program.

NSIR provided the Commission with a framework (in ADAMS Accession No. ML050770242) for
the development of a TI for the inspection of the B.5.b Phase 1 program. This framework
included a number of considerations: identification of inspection resources and scheduling, the
development of inspection requirements and guidance, the training of inspection personnel, and
regional and Commission review of the TI. The framework also noted that, to ensure a
comprehensive review of licensee actions, NSIR and NRR would develop a plan that integrates
necessary review of licensee actions and verification provided by the TI. The staff indicated that
it would forward the TI to the Commission when the TI is issued in June 2005.
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March 29, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff on Aircraft Impact Studies.

As a result of a staff briefing to the Commission on security issues, the Commission issued
SRM-M050329B (ADAMS Accession No. ML051460105). This SRM directed the staff to
supplement the aircraft impact studies for nuclear reactors and SFPs to include (1) realistic
estimates of jet fuel carried on aircraft, (2) the influence of jet fuel inventory on the structural and
fire damage analysis, and (3) considerations of fuel dispersal. These realistic analyses, as they
are developed, would be used for all NRC work and shared with DHS, as appropriate. In
addition, the staff was directed to advise the Commission of the value, cost, and schedule of
potential additional research efforts to improve the understanding of the dispersal of jet fuel and
thereby reduce the uncertainties in structural or fire damage from realistic aircraft scenarios.

March 30, 2005
The NRC Briefed BWR Mark III Licensees on Consequence Analyses.

The NRC briefed the BWR Mark III licensees on consequence analyses for BWR reactors with
Mark III containments. The briefing summarized the NPPs analyzed by the NRC (Peach
Bottom, Surry, Indian Point, Sequoyah, and Grand Gulf), elements of the technical analysis,
hittability analysis, examples of structural and fire analyses, engineered systems response
analysis, accident progression and source term analysis, mitigation analysis, and results of the
Grand Gulf containment and auxiliary building analyses. The results of the analyses discussed
in the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.

March 30, 2005
The Commission Approved the Release of the Safeguards Report to Licensees.

In SRM-COMSECY-05-0008 (ADAMS Accession No. ML050900394), "Release to Licensees of
Non-Publically Available Documents Pertaining to Vulnerability Assessments," the Commission
approved release of the Safeguards versions of the June 2004 report "Generic Systems to
Mitigate Potential Attacks on PWR and BWR Nuclear Power Plants" and specific sections of the
draft May 4 report, subject to limitations involving need to know and licensee safeguards
programs.
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April 1, 2005
The EDO Provided Estimates for NSSP to Oversee Industry Assessments.

In a memorandum to the Commission (ADAMS Accession No. ML050940439), the EDO
provided the resource requirements and impacts of the reallocation of FTE and staff from RES,
NRR, NSIR, the Office of Enforcement, and Region III to OEDO for NSSP. This project was
planned to continue through September 2006.

April 12, 2005
NSIR Briefed Deputy Regional Administrators on B.5.b Phase I Activities.

NSIR briefed the Deputy Regional Administrators on the B.5.b Phase 1 activities of the "path
forward" for enhanced reactor mitigative measures and strategies to address terrorist threats.
The briefing slides are on file.

April 27, 2005
The NRC Endorsed NEI Guidance on the Range of Protective Actions.

In an April 27, 2005, letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML051520376), NEI requested NRC
endorsement of "NEI Guidance, Range of Protective Actions for Nuclear Power Plant Incidents,
April 2005." The purpose of the NEI guidance was to detail the range of early-phase (EPA 400-
R-92-001: "Manual of Protective Action Guides and Protective Actions for Nuclear Incidents,"
October 1991, Section 2.1.3) protective actions that could be used for NPP incidents. On
June 6, 2005, the NRC issued RIS 2005-008, "Endorsement of Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI)
Guidance 'Range of Protective Actions for Nuclear Power Plant Incidents"' (ML050870432),
which provided the requested endorsement.

May 12, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff to Complete Phase I and Approved the Plans for
Phase 2.

In SRM-M050421B (ADAMS Accession No. ML051320314), the Commission directed the staff
to complete its review and inspection of licensees' implementation of mitigative measures as
required by Section B.5.b of the [CM Order, as further elaborated in the staff's letter to licensees
dated February 25, 2005. This effort, designated as Phase 1, was to be completed by fall 2005.
The Commission also stated that it supported the NRC staff's plans to perform independent
site-specific assessments to identify additional SFP mitigation strategies at the remaining sites
(Option 2) separately from assessments of the reactor core and containment. This effort was
designated as Phase 2. The SRM directed that during the Phase 2 effort, the staff should
clearly and consistently distinguish between mitigative measures that fall within the "readily
available equipment" standard of Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Order and those that
do not.

The SRM also directed the staff to prepare a list of generic mitigation measures that are not
readily available that could be recommended for purchase by DHS. Such measures could
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include, for example, the purchase of aqueous film-forming foam (AFFF) for use by local or
regional fire departments. Subsequently, the staff provided its recommendations in
COMSECY-05-0022, dated June 15, 2005. The Commission approved the staffs
recommendations in SRM-COMSECY-05-0022, dated June 30, 2005. The COMSECY and
SRM are designated as SGI.

Note: At this point, Phase 2 was intended to address SFP, reactor, and containment strategies.
When the NAS study was declassified and released to the public, pressure came from
Congress to address the SFP vulnerabilities as a priority, resulting in the NRC's decision to
perform the SFP assessments, now designated Phase 2, before the reactor and containment
assessments, now designated Phase 3.

May 12, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff To Provide a Detailed Proposal for Conducting
Phase 3 Assessments.

In Supplemental SRM-M050421B-SUPP (ADAMS Accession No. ML051320316), the
Commission directed the staff to provide a detailed proposal for conducting site-specific
Phase 3 assessments for the reactor cooling and containment functions. This proposal would
rely heavily on what was learned from the programmatic results of the Phase 1 effort, before the
completion of the inspection effort. In addition, the Commission directed the staff to consider
lessons learned from other security efforts, including the SFP Phase 2 effort, force-on-force
exercises, and risk-informed insights from the SNL and LANL research efforts. The Phase 3
assessments were to be performed in parallel with the implementation of Phases 1 and 2.

June 8, 2005
NRC Provided Guidance to Licensees for Reactor, Containment and SFP Strategies

In a June 8, 2005 letter (ML051580090) to all licensees the NRC provided additional information
related to completion of reactor, containment and SFP mitigation measures and strategies. This
was superseded by a June 23, 2005 letter "Closure of Post 9-11 Nuclear Reactor Security
Activities" (ML051740047) clarifying the approach to NRC's Phase 2 assessments (for SFPs)
and Phase 3 assessments (for reactors and containments) and their relationship to the Phase 1
regulatory requirements and inspections.

June 23, 2005
The NRC Provided Additional Clarifying Guidance to Licensees for Reactor,
Containment, and SFP Strategies.

In a June 23, 2005, letter "Closure of Post 9-11 Nuclear Reactor Security Activities"
(ML051740047), to all licensees, the NRC clarified the approach to the NRC's Phase 2
assessments (for SFPs) and Phase 3 assessments (for reactors and containments) and their
relationship to the Phase 1 regulatory requirements and inspections.
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The letter stated that the regulatory requirements under Section B.5.b of the ICM Order
constituted a specific set of licensee obligations, and as such, were to be treated in the same
manner as any other NRC regulations. These obligations included compliance with specified
requirements, as scheduled, and implementation of timely corrective actions for deficiencies
determined by the licensee or by the NRC's oversight.

The letter also stated that the NRC's Phase 2 and 3 assessments were plant-specific
assessments intended to identify further effective mitigation strategies that exceeded the scope
of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order and were not regulatory requirements.

Note: The statement that some of the mitigation strategies to be identified during Phase 2 and 3
assessments would be beyond the scope of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order, and were not
regulatory requirements caused much discussion and debate between the NRC and NEI during
the subsequent assessments. NEI repeatedly insisted that the Phase 2 and 3 strategies were
commitments only and could be changed at any time. However, the staff clarified its position
when it subsequently endorsed NEI 06-12, "B.5.b Phase 2 & 3 Submittal Guideline," in
December 2006 as an acceptable means of implementing the Phase 2 and 3 strategies. All
licensees provided submittals to the staff describing how they planned to implement the
Phase 2 and 3 strategies described in NEI 06-12. The staff reviewed these submittals and
issued a safety evaluation report (SER) to each licensee endorsing these strategies as an
acceptable means of meeting a set of license conditions. Consequently, establishing and
maintaining these strategies became a requirement for meeting these license conditions.
Therefore, failure to establish and maintain the strategy would be a violation of the license
conditions and use of the strategies was an enforceable regulatory requirement.

June 24, 2005
The NRC Requested Information for the Phase 2 SFP Evaluations.

In a letter to all power reactor licensees, "Request for Information for Conducting Spent Fuel
Pool Assessments" (ADAMS Accession No. ML051750006), the NRC described its plans for
conducting the Phase 2 evaluations. The letter requested specific facility information and
identified those areas where licensee support would be needed to complete the assessment at
each facility. It also contained information regarding the NRC team members and required
licensee staff support. The inspections were scheduled for the third and fourth quarters of 2005.

Note: During this period, the industry began performing its own SFP assessments to prepare
for the NRC Phase 2 assessments. The NRC Phase 2 assessments were performed June
through December 2005. The staff developed an assessment guideline, which the Commission
reviewed.
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June 27, 2005
The EDO Provided TI 25151164 Phase 1 Inspection Guidance to the Commission.

In a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML051740057), the EDO transmitted the final B.5.b
inspection guidance document (TI 2515/164, "Closeout Inspection of Nuclear Reactor
Safeguards Interim Compensatory Measure B.5.b") to the Commission for its review. The
inspection guidance was developed in accordance with a framework document that the staff
shared with the Commission on March 24, 2005. The guidance resulted from Commission SRM
dated August 25 and September 24, 2004, which directed the staff to develop a program of
reviews and inspections to further enhance licensees' preparedness to implement mitigative
measures as required by Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Order. Additionally, the TI
responded to the Commission SRM dated March 31, 2005, which directed the staff to continue
working with industry to promote stability with due process for necessary changes in nuclear
plant security programs. Consistent with this staff requirement, the TI provided inspection
requirements for those measures to be considered for implementation by licensees that were
specified in the NRC guidance document dated February 24, 2005, "Developing Mitigating
Strategies/Guidance for Nuclear Power Plants to Respond to Loss of Large Areas of the Plant in
Accordance with B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Order."

June 28, 2005
NSIR Issued TI 25151164 Phase 1 Inspection Guidance for Use.

The NRC staff issued TI 2515/164 (designated as SGI) under Inspection Manual Chapter
Change Notice 05-017 (ADAMS Accession No. ML051800057). Inspectors were to use the TI
to verify that NPP licensees were effectively implementing the measures associated with the
ICM Order. The inspection objectives were to verify that the licensees had successfully
incorporated the provisions of the Order into their site strategies, to ensure that relevant
procedures had been developed and implemented, and to confirm that interface agreements
with offsite organizations, when required, had been developed and effectively coordinated.
Resident inspectors were designated to perform the inspections at their respective sites.

To accomplish this inspection at all operating reactor sites, training for the resident inspectors
was conducted before the issuance of the TI. This training took place in Region II on
May 2, 2005; in Region I on May 3, 2005; in Region IV on May 23, 2005; and Region III on
June 7, 2005. A separate training session was held at NRC Headquarters on August 30, 2005,
for resident inspectors who were unavailable to attend the regional training sessions.
Representatives of NSSP, NSIR, and RES conducted the training. The training material
consisted of presentations at the OUO, SGI, and Secret level. Examples of OUO briefing slides
are on file. Additionally, resident inspectors received a region-specific document during the
training that listed the results of surveys conducted by the NRC to identify the location of AFFF.
This document would be used during the inspections to assess licensee actions to develop
mitigative measures that relied on local and regional resources.

At the time the TI was being developed, NRR was performing a licensing review, with the
assistance of NSIR Emergency Preparedness licensing review staff, of licensees' response to
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the February 25, 2005, letter. NRR subsequently issued requests for additional information
(RAls). The NRR/NSIR licensing reviewers adjusted the TI requirements for the sites based on
the licensing review, which NSIR then used to prepare an "informed TI" for the resident
inspectors. The regions then conducted the inspections for Phase 1.

Note: During fall 2005, the NRC resident inspectors at each of the 65 operating NPP sites used
this TI to assess the actions taken by licensees in response to the guidance document issued
February 25, 2005. An internal NRC Management Assessment Panel reviewed the results of
inspections and additional information obtained from licensees to ensure that the NRC was
evaluating the licensees' implementation of the guidance in a consistent manner. In
January 2006, inspection reports were issued that documented the results of these inspections
and conclusions of the NRC Management Assessment Panel. Issues of concern that identified
the need for licensees to further enhance their mitigation strategies and measures were
identified as unresolved items (URls) in the inspection reports. The staff discussed these URIs
with each licensee during the period between January and April 2006. Each licensee made
commitments to the NRC to implement further mitigation strategies and measures to resolve the
URIs.

June 30, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff To Identify Critical Infrastructure.

In SRM-M050531 (ADAMS Accession No. ML051820207), the Commission directed the staff, in
part, to obtain from DHS a current list of facilities that the DHS considered to be part of the
critical infrastructure. The staff would then identify those facilities on this list that are within the
NRC's area of responsibility, share information with DHS, and establish the necessary protocols
with DHS to maintain an ongoing and mutually agreed-to list of critical infrastructure facilities
that fall within the scope of NRC oversight. Additionally, the Commission directed the staff to
keep the Commission fully informed of the status of the DHS comprehensive review.

June 30, 2005
The Staff Provided an Initial Assessment of Licensee Responses to the
February 25, 2005, Letter.

A D-Note (ADAMS Accession No. ML051820376) documented that on June 30, 2005, the staff
provided to each Commissioner's office the SGI document, "Licensee Responses to Security
Order Section B.5.b Guidance-Summary of Acceptance Reviews." This summary document
describes the staffs initial assessment of licensees' responses to the NRC letter of
February 25, 2005. The summary document describes the interoffice team comprising NRR
and NSIR staff assembled to perform the licensing review of the licensees' B.5.b responses and
includes a compilation of acceptance review results. The staff noted that the licensees
generally followed the NEI template in their submittals and utilized their commitment
management programs to track actions and their commitments. For those mitigative measures
that the licensees planned to implement with readily available resources, the significant majority
of licensee actions were either completed, or committed to be completed, by August 31, 2005.
Licensees considered "readily available resources" to mean equipment or resources that were
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already licensee owned, under contract, or part of an existing memorandum of understanding.
Measures that many licensees did not consider readily available included airlifted resources for
firefighting, certain firefighting capabilities of mutual aid responders, portable diesels and
transformers, a contract water supply to cool the component cooling water heat exchanger, and
prestaging of water spray scrubbing equipment. Most licensee responses were very brief with
minimal detail. However, the staff concluded that all responses were sufficient to continue with
licensing reviews and inspections.

July 5, 2005
NEI Stated That Some Aspects of the June 23 NRC Letter Are Not Consistent with
Established Regulatory Protocols.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML051880295), NEI provided the industry response to the
June 23, 2005, NRC letter (ML051740047) to all licensees regarding the closure of post-9/11 1
nuclear reactor security activities. NEI agreed with the NRC approach for Phase 1. The letter
also stated that NEI "agree[d] and [was] pleased that the letter clearly state[d] that Phases 2 and
3 are beyond the scope of the February 25, 2002, ICM Order and are not regulatory
requirements." However, as discussed in detail in the letter, NEI found other aspects of the
letter inappropriate because they were "not consistent with established regulatory protocols."
The NEI letter also stated the following:

[NEI was] seeking clarity and closure to B.5.b and [was] anxious to have future
regulatory expectations on security matters treated consistent with the
established formal regulatory processes. We acknowledge and understand that
in the immediate aftermath of 9/11 it was necessary to go outside established
regulatory processes. We are now almost four years past the horrific events of
that day and still have not returned to the normal practices that serve us so well
in other areas. Continuance of operating outside the established formal
regulatory processes is particularly inappropriate for beyond design basis threat
issues. In this regard, and with specific reference to the June 23 letter and all the
B.5.b issues, we are sending a separate letter to the Commission requesting a
safeguards meeting with all industry chief nuclear officers to discuss disposition
of readily available and beyond readily available mitigation strategies identified
by the NRC in the Phase 2, Phase 3 and any other future plant assessments the
NRC may initiate.

Note: This is one of the many documents that describe the ongoing disagreement between the
staff and NEI about whether the mitigating strategies and their implementing details should be
handled as regulatory requirements or as voluntary commitments. The staff believed that the
strategies should be considered regulatory requirements to ensure that they were implemented
by all licensees and maintained in the future. NEI believed that the mitigating strategies and
any implementing details should be considered commitments, which could be modified or
deleted in the future. Subsequently, with the NRC endorsement of NEI 06-12 in
December 2006 and issuance of new license conditions in mid-2007, the Phase 2 and 3
strategies became regulatory requirements.
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July 5, 2005
NEI Requested a Meeting with the Commission.

NEI requested that the NRC Chairman arrange a meeting between the Commission and CNOs
to discuss the agency's expectations relative to implementation of readily available and
beyond-readily-available measures that were identified by NRC studies and assessments of
beyond-design-basis conditions. (This letter is not in ADAMS.)

Note: Unable to agree with the NRC staff on many issues, including the definition of "readily
available," the industry sought a meeting where the licensees' CNOs could discuss the issues
directly with the Commission.

July 7, 2005
RES Briefed ACRS on Additional Research Activities.

This briefing of ACRS included an overview of the RES consequence assessment activities,
analysis of PWR ice condenser plant (Sequoyah), analysis of BWR Mark III containment plant
(Grand Gulf), isolation condenser plant assessments (Dresden 2 and 3, Nine Mile Point 1, and
Oyster Creek), ongoing and emerging confirmatory fire and structural research, SFP heatup and
propagation phenomena experiments, and work emerging as a result of Commission SRM on
SFP undercut studies, and studies with realistic estimates of jet fuel loads on U.S. commercial
flights. Some of the details of the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.

July 7, 2005
The NSSP Director Briefed ACRS on Reactor Safeguards.

The Director, NSSP, briefed ACRS on the mitigation strategy study of SFPs and reactor
core/containment at NPPs. The presentation slides are on file.

July 12, 2005
The NRC Discussed the Phase I B.5.b Guidance Document with NEI.

The NRC staff met with NEI representatives to discuss the NPP licensees' responses to the
B.5.b guidance document, transmitted in the February 25, 2005, letters. The NRC discussed its
plans for reviewing B.5.b Phase 1 responses and for confirming the implementation of the
licensee actions described in those responses. The meeting notice and agenda for this meeting
were issued on July 7, 2005 (ADAMS Accession No. ML051880335).

July 18, 2005
SNL Reported on "What 15 Minutes Buys You."

SNL provided its report "What 15 Minutes Buys You" (designated as OUO) to the NRC staff.
The NRC had asked SNL to evaluate what actions operators of commercial NPPs could take to
significantly reduce the predicted consequences of a surprise attack if they received a
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15-minute warning of the impending attack. This report explored pre-event actions that might
be useful, including actions potentially applicable to PWRs and BWRs. This report was
provided to the Phase 1 review panel for use as background information in the panel's review of
the TI 2515/164 inspection results. In October 2005, the Director, NSIR, issued a memorandum
(designated as SGI) to the DEDO forwarding the SNL report and indicating that the general
mitigation concepts presented in the SNL report had been shared with licensees.

July 21, 2005
BNL Reported on an Aircraft Impact Analysis for Selected NPP Structures.

BNL completed a report for RES on impact analysis for selected NPP structures. BNL utilized
the LS-DYNA computer code to perform aircraft impact analyses to evaluate the potential for
damage to NPP structures at the point of impact. The structures selected for the assessment
are the BWR SFP at the Peach Bottom plant, the PWR SFP at the D.C. Cook plant, and the
prestressed concrete containment of the Oconee plant. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

July 22, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff To List Significant Differences between NRC and NEI
Positions.

In SRM-M050629B (ADAMS Accession No. ML052030523), the Commission directed the staff
to (1) provide a list of significant differences between the NRC staff and the industry concerning
what are considered "readily available" resources, (2) keep the Commission fully informed as
Phase 2 site-specific assessments of SFPs progress, and (3) provide the proposed plan for
conducting the Phase 3 site-specific assessments for the reactor cooling and containment
functions.

Note: This was an attempt to encourage the staff and NEI to clarify and eventually resolve their
differences with regard to the regulatory treatment of the mitigating strategies. The response to
item (1) was provided on September 2, 2005, as ADAMS Accession No. ML052380166.
Responses to item (3) were provided on July 26, 2005, as ML052070349 and ML052070323.
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July 26, 2005
The Staff Provided the Plan for Completing Phase 3 to the Commission.

In SECY-05-134 (ADAMS Accession No. ML052070349), dated July 26, 2005, the staff
provided the Commission with the plan and schedule for completing the site-specific Phase 3
reactor core and containment mitigation strategy assessments. To identify additional reactor
and containment mitigation strategies, the staff planned to implement a two-track, parallel
approach.

The plan for the first track was to issue a request for information (RFI), in accordance with
10 CFR 50.54(f), that would require all operating power reactor licensees to evaluate the
viability of systems necessary to fulfill reactor core and containment safety functions under
abnormal and severe circumstances and to identify additional readily available mitigation
strategies. The plan for the second track was for NRC staff and contractors to identify
beyond-readily-available mitigation strategies.

As directed by the supplemental SRM dated May 12, 2005, the staff considered the insights
gained from force-on-force exercises, the previous RES analyses, and the development of the
Phase 1 and 2 guidance. In addition, the results of the RES nuclear plant analyses and the
site-specific insights gained from the licensee responses to the RFI formed the foundation for
NRC development of further generic and site-specific beyond-readily-available mitigation
strategies. These assessments began in June 2005 with the preparation requests for
information and ended in June 2006 with the final report to the Commission.

July 28, 2005
The NRC Briefed the FBI on NRC Assessments of Nuclear Facilities.

The NRC briefed the FBI on NRC assessments of aircraft impacts on nuclear facilities. In a
D-Note dated July 14, 2005, the staff described its plans to provide a Secret-level briefing to the
FBI Weapons of Mass Destruction Operations Unit. This briefing, requested by the FBI, was
presented during the unit's annual meeting in San Francisco, CA. The slides for presentation
were forwarded to the Commission for approval with a note on July 19, 2005. The slides were
developed from presentations previously reviewed and approved by the Commission.
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July 2005
The Commission Met with Industry CNOs.

The Commission met with industry CNOs in July 2005 to discuss closure of Section B.5.b of the
Order. The industry summarized its understanding of these discussions in an SGI letter from
F. Bowman, NEI, to N. Diaz, NRC Chairman. NEI concluded that closure of ICM Order,
Section B.5.b, would be achieved if all plants considered those good practices identified at
some plants during the initial implementation of B.5.b. This initial implementation was
completed in August 2002. NEI stated that all plants would then consider those good practices
as part of the Phase I B.5.b study. NEI restated its view that the phrase "within the scope of the
B.5.b guidance" specifically applies to the identified good practices. Attachment 2 to the NEI
letter presented the specific good practices from the initial implementation of B.5.b that are
identified in the B.5.b Phase 1 guidance for licensee consideration.

The NRC position, as stated in the letter from the Director, NRR, to power plant licensees, dated
June 23, 2005 (ADAMS Accession No. ML051740047), is that, when licensees identify existing
or readily available resources to meet the requirements within the scope of the B.5.b guidance,
then the NRC will require, under the Order, implementation of strategies using these resources.

August 12, 2005
SNL Reported on the Vulnerability of BWR Mark I SFPs to an Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared a letter report for RES on the vulnerability of BWR Mark I SFPs to an aircraft
attack. In the report, SNL presented the results of the assessment of Browns Ferry and Peach
Bottom SFPs to aircraft attacks on the SFP structures and on the support structure of the Peach
Bottom SFP. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

August 16, 2005
NEI Sent a Letter to the NRC on Concerns with the NRC Review of Phase I Industry
Submittals.

In a letter to the NRC (ADAMS Accession No. ML052340009), NEI discussed the use of a
NEI-developed template to prepare responses to the NRC letter dated February 25, 2005, which
transmitted the B.5.b guidance document. Further, the letter discussed industry concerns about
the nature and extent of the licensing reviews being conducted by NRR. Specifically, NEI stated
that it was concerned about the level of detail the NRC staff was requesting and the expansion
of the licensing basis for the Phase 1 B.5.b licensing effort.

Note: The NRC responded to this NEI concern in a letter dated September 2, 2005
(ML052410275).
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August 16, 2005
NEI Sent Letter to the NRC on Concerns with the Phase 2 Assessments.

In a letter to the NRC (ADAMS Accession No. ML052340012), NEI identified two concerns
about the ongoing Phase 2 studies that the NRC staff began the week of July 4, 2005. The first
NEI concern was the apparent "rush to judgment" that might result in a missed "opportunity for
good practices" to be implemented by all sites. NEI stated its belief that no actions should be
required until all studies were completed and the results fully vetted so that early sites can
benefit from the good practices identified across the entire industry.

The second NEI concern was that NRC staff and the industry did not agree on what constitutes
compliance with B.5.b. Feedback from some licensees during the site reviews indicated that the
NRC staff was taking the position that all identified measures must be implemented to comply
with the Order. NEI stated its belief that the Order does not require that all measures be
implemented. For instance, where a licensee did identify and adopt one or more alternative
mitigation measures for an item detailed in the Phase 1 guideline, and the follow-on Phase 2
studies identify additional readily available measures, the licensee should have the option of
either revising the Phase 1 response to include or replace the identified measures in the
Phase 1 response or treating the additional measures as entirely voluntary actions.

Note: The staff subsequently agreed with NEI that no action should be taken until after all the
Phase 2 studies were completed. However, as described in a subsequent letter (ADAMS
Accession No. ML052240422) from Chairman Diaz to NEI, the NRC disagreed that the
additional readily available strategies or measures identified from either the Phase 2 or 3
strategies could be treated as voluntary.

August 19, 2005
The NRC Briefed DOE and the National Nuclear Security Administration on NRC Security
Assessments.

The NRC briefed DOE and the National Nuclear Security Administration on NRC security
assessment for NPPs. The briefing provided an overview of the NRC's security and safeguards
responsibilities, the post-9/11 strategy to protect against threats to nuclear facilities, and the
NRC's integrated response planning with DHS, U.S. Coast Guard, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, FBI, the Department of Defense, and other Federal, State, and local
authorities, the intelligence community, and licensees. The briefing also indicated that the NRC
Chairman signed the National Response Plan on November 29, 2004. The briefing discussed
NPP capabilities to withstand aircraft attacks, the NRC's analysis approach, results of
assessments of PWR and BWR plants, and mitigative measures adopted by NPPs. The
briefing also presented the prioritization of commercial NPPs with respect to aircraft attacks.
Some of the details of the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.
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August 24, 2005
The NRC Accepted the NEI Phase 3 Approach But Disagreed that Strategies Are
Voluntary.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML052240422), NRC Chairman N. Diaz responded to an
August 2, 2005, letter from NEI (the letter is not available in ADAMS because of the SGI
attachment) which proposed a methodology for completing the Phase 3 assessments and
documented the industry's understanding of the relationship of Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002, ICM Order to the Phase 2 and 3 mitigation strategy assessments. The NRC
letter stated that the staff had performed an initial review of the proposed industry methodology
for licensees to conduct Phase 3 assessments and identified acceptable approaches, as well as
areas that warrant further consideration. Enclosure 1 to the August 24, 2005, NRC letter
outlines the latter.

In the August 2, 2005, NEI letter, F.L. Bowman also stated that "Additional measures beyond
the good practices that are identified in the Phase 2 and Phase 3 studies are considered to be
voluntary measures outside the scope of [Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Order]." The
NRC disagreed with the NEI position and stated that the Commission's position continues to be
that strategies identified during the Phase 2 and 3 assessments that are evident and rely on
existing readily available resources are required by the ICM Order if they fall within the scope of
the B.5.b guidance issued on February 25, 2005. The NRC also stated that the results of the
Phase 2 and 3 assessments would be dispositioned as shown in Enclosure 2 (ADAMS
Accession No. ML052360095).

Note: Later, the use of the "evident" and "readily available" criteria for determining whether a
strategy was required became moot with the NRC's endorsement of NEI 06-12. In their
submittals to the NRC, all licensees agreed to implement the strategies listed in NEI 06-12. The
NRC issued license conditions for each plant that required implementation of these strategies
regardless of whether they were "evident" or "readily available."

September 2, 2005
The Staff Listed Significant Differences between the Staff's and NEI's Understanding of
"Readily Available."

In a memorandum to the Commission (ADAMS Accession No. ML052380166), the staff
responded to the July 22, 2005, SRM-M050629B (ML052030523), which directed the staff to
provide a list of significant differences between what the NRC staff and the industry consider to
be "readily available" resources as described in the ICM Order, Section B.5.b.

The industry's positions characterized in this memorandum are based on four primary sources:
(1) licensees' written responses to the February 25, 2005, letter transmitting "NRC Staff
Guidance for Use in Achieving Satisfactory Compliance with Order Section B.5.b," (2) followup
calls held with individual licensees regarding their written responses, (3) meetings with NEI and
SWG representatives, and (4) two letters from NEI dated August 16, 2005.
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The memo provided five examples showing significant differences between the staff and
industry positions. These examples involved prefabricated and prestaged equipment, regional
resources, procurement of portable diesel generators and transformers, procurement of
materials, and dose projection models. The memo described the staff and industry position for
each example.

The staff summarized its position by stating that it would continue to assess licensee
compliance with Section B.5.b of the ICM Order by using the February 25, 2005, guidance
document as a basis, and in a manner consistent with the NRC staff positions as articulated in
the memorandum. Also, because some licensees might have instituted measures beyond those
currently docketed in formal correspondence but which could be described in forthcoming
licensee supplemental documentation, the staff would await the outcome of the onsite
inspections and assessments and reviews of supplemental documentation before pursuing any
further regulatory action.

Note: As stated above, these issues (as well as Phase 1 mitigating strategies) were
subsequently resolved by the NRC's issuance of license conditions.

September 2, 2005
The NRC Provided the Phase 1 Submittal Review Process and Explained the Use of RAIs.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML052410275), the NRC responded to the NEI letter of
August 16, 2005 (ML052340009) regarding the Phase 1 licensee submittal review process.
(Note that another NEI letter dated August 16, 2005, addressed Phase 2). In that letter, the
Director, NRR, agreed that the staffs process for determining whether an individual licensee's
enhancements for B.5.b are reasonable and adequate should be clearly articulated. These
issues were at the core of the staffs decision to establish the licensing review component to
supplement the B.5.b inspection activity.

The NRC letter also stated that issuing the RAIs from NRC Headquarters would achieve greater
consistency throughout the regional offices since a core group of technical reviewers would
evaluate each written and verbal response and judge its adequacy, rather than having individual
inspectors make that determination. The second purpose of the RAls was to obtain sufficient
information so that the staff could generate a safety evaluation (SE) that addressed each
expectation in the February 25, 2005, guidance document.

The August 16, 2005, NEI letter also discussed the industry's view that only 10 expectations
(the best practices) contained in Section 4 of Attachment A of the February 25, 2005, guidance
document were within the scope of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The staff did not share this
interpretation. Rather, the NRC anticipated that licensees would consider all of the expectations
contained in Attachment B of the NRC guidance document in order to comply with the ICM
Order.
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September 15, 2005
SNL Reported on Confirmatory Analytical Research on Phenomena Associated with
Structural Response to Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared a report for RES on confirmatory analytical research on phenomena associated
with structural response to aircraft attack. The report covered concrete structures subjected to
high temperatures, structural response of a BWR Mark I reactor building to fire-induced thermal
loading, fragmentation modeling with EMU computer code, EMU computer code theory manual,
and structural failure criteria as applied to a direct impact on NPP structures. The report is
classified as Secret NSI.

September 21, 2005
The NRC Agreed to Share Phase 2 Results and Disagreed That Strategies Are Voluntary.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML052450152), the NRC responded to the second
August 16, 2005, letter (ML052340012) from NEI regarding Phase 2 concerns. The NRC
agreed with the NEI observation that it would be beneficial to continue sharing the results of the
studies with industry and requiring responses to the assessments following completion of all the
studies. The staff subsequently communicated this expectation to each licensee in its
site-specific study report.

The September 21, 2005, NRC letter also reiterated that it "continues to be the Commission's
position that strategies identified during the Phase 2 and 3 assessments that are evident and
rely on existing or readily available resources are required by the ICM Order if they fall within
the scope of the B.5.b guidance issued on February 25, 2005."

September 28, 2005
The NRC Met with NEI To Discuss the B.5.b Phase 1 Review Process.

The NRC staff (from NSIR, NRR, and OGC) met with NEI representatives to discuss the
process that the NRC staff intended to use to complete its review of licensees' B.5.b Phase 1
responses and implementation of the NRC staff expectations. NEI provided feedback from
licensees on the inspections conducted in September 2005. NEI stated that the industry
position was that only the 10 best practices in the February 25, 2005, guidance document were
regulatory obligations; the industry viewed the remainder of the expectations as voluntary
commitments. NEI also reiterated its concerns about the scope of activities needed to
demonstrate compliance with the ICM Order. The staff issued a summary of this meeting on
October 21, 2005 (ADAMS Accession No. ML052920173).

0It'1AL USE uII'i- SEC.TRIY- RELATE4NF-ORMA-TION

DN 2477 of 2796



OFFICIAL USE ONLY - SECURITY RELATED- INFORMATION
- 92 -

October 4, 2005
The NRC Staff Provided Realistic Estimates of Jet Fuel on Commercial Flights.

The staff issued SECY-05-0180, which presented the staffs findings regarding the quantity of
jet fuel normally carried on domestic U.S. commercial and large general aviation flights. The
paper also presented a number of options for threat characteristics, including jet fuel loads, to
be used in future security assessments and requested the Commission's approval of the staff's
recommended option. The SECY is classified as Secret NSI.

October 5, 2005
The NRC Review Panel Began Its Review of TI 2515/164 Inspection Results.

The regions completed their inspections using TI 2515/164 by mid-October 2005. A
B.5.b Phase 1 Temporary Instruction Review Panel reviewed the results of the TI 2515/164
inspections related to Phase 1. The Interoffice Management Review Panel met for the first time
on October 5, 2005, and held its last meeting on January 20, 2006. The purpose of the review
panel was to reach management agreement on individual licensees' compliance with the
requirements of B.5.b of the ICM Order consistent with the guidance issued on
February 25, 2005. On October 27, the staff issued a D-Note (ADAMS Accession
No. ML052990138), which provided the charter for the interoffice Management Review Panel.
The D-Note also indicated that a comprehensive and effective review of all 65 sites would
require several months to complete because of the complexity of the reviews for each site,
which entailed the evaluation of more than 30 aspects of the agency's expectations as
described in the February 25, 2005, guidance. The staff stated that it expected to complete the
reviews by February 2006 and would be able to report to the Commission by the end of that
month. Subsequent to the panel review of the TI, the NRC staff would issue SERs to ensure
licensees' commitments to their actions in response to the Order. The charter for the panel
included (1) a prepanel assessment in which NSIR, with assistance from regional, NRR, and
NSIR (i.e., Emergency Preparedness (EP) reviewers) licensing staff, would review all of the
B.5.b Phase I inputs related to the TI before their presentation to the panel for the panel's final
determination and (2) a B.5.b Phase 1 panel evaluation performed by management
representatives from NSIR, NRR, Office of Enforcement, and regional Division of Reactor
Projects (DRP). An OGC representative provided legal counsel to the panel, and the senior
representative from NSIR served as the panel chairperson. Following the formation of the
panel, an initial license response assessment tool was developed (October 3-6, 2005), which
consisted of an assessment worksheet. However, based on the results of its initial reviews, the
panel directed the NRC Phase 1 staff responsible for the inspection program to redevelop the
assessment worksheet to use the acceptance criteria established by the panel for each of the
34 elements in the February 25, 2005, B.5.b Phase 1 guidance document.

On November 16, 2005, the NRC transmitted to NEI (ADAMS Accession No. ML053190430),
for its information and to share with industry, the acceptance criteria established by the review
panel for determining the acceptability of each licensee's responses to elements of the
B.5.b guidance. The staff shared the acceptance criteria with industry, as directed by the
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Commission in SRM-M051026B (ML053130332), dated November 9, 2005. (See the entry for
October 26, 2005.)

Subsequent to the completion of the assessments by the review panel, NRC staff involved in
the Phase 1 program wrote inspection reports for each site. The staff used a detailed inspection
report template to document the panel's determination of which B.5.b guidance document
elements were satisfactorily met and which were not. The areas of concern for the site were
documented as URIs in the inspection report. During the week following the completion of the
review panel process, the staff (NSIR, NRR, and a designated Branch Chief from each region)
issued inspection reports for each of the 65 sites to convey a summary of the assessment panel
results. To emphasize the importance of the TI 2515/164 inspection reports and the
documented URIs, the NRC Regional Administrators held a TI 2515/164 exit meeting with the
CNO for each licensee.

The inspection reports also identified those Phase I expectations that the staff agreed could be
deferred to the Phase 2 and 3 assessments. Phase 2 would cover expectation items B.2.m.4
and B.2.m.5, while Phase 3 would cover expectation items B.2.c, B.2.d, B.2.f, one attribute of
item B.5.g involving the portable diesel generator and transformer, B.2.i, B.2.j, and B.3c.
Subsequently, issues involving the Phase 2 expectation items B.2.m.4 (leakage control devices)
and B.2.m.5 (ventilation of the SFP area) were resolved by NEI's development of a common
industry position (see the March 27, 2006, NEI letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061790400)
and the June 29, 2006, NRC letter (ML061790306)). The details in the June 27, 2006, entry
involving NEI address the deferral of SFP-related mitigation measures from Phase 1 to Phase 2.

The staff met with all industry representatives on January 18, 2006, to communicate the
assessment criteria and to share information on licensee practices that the staff considered to
be acceptable approaches for implementing mitigation strategies that conformed to the
February 25, 2005, guidance. Following the issuance of the TI 2515/164 inspection reports, the
NRC staff met or held secure telephone discussions with each licensee to discuss the elements
that had not met the review panel's acceptance criteria and to obtain verbal and follow up
written commitments for corrective action for each element. By February 24, 2006, the staff had
completed its interactions concerning the issuance of the Phase I inspection reports and had
obtained verbal agreement on how licensees planned to resolve most of the open issues. Each
licensee was to document these agreements in its response to the inspection report. The staff
would meet with industry to resolve the remaining open items regarding fuel dispersal and
personnel dispersal. NSIR documented this status in a February 28, 2006, EDO D-Note. One
licensee required further interaction with the staff until March 29, 2006, to achieve acceptable
commitments that would allow the closure of the open issues.

Subsequently, the NRC staff developed a follow up TI (2515/168, "Closeout Inspection of
Nuclear Reactor Safeguards Interim Compensatory Measures-Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002, Orders") to be used by resident inspectors to review and close the
unresolved items at each site in order to complete the B.5.b Phase 1 effort.
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October 19, 2005
The NRC Staff Provided a Plan and Schedule for Phase 3 Assessments.

In Commission paper SECY-05-0191 (ADAMS Accession No. ML052920218), the staff provided
the plan and schedule for completing the site-specific Phase 3 assessments. The Phase 3
assessments were intended to identify additional effective reactor core and containment
mitigation strategies for cooling the reactor core and maintaining containment integrity.
NEI 05-07, Revision 0, "Industry Mitigation Strategy Study Guideline," issued September 2005,
described the process for the assessments. Plant staff would perform the assessments with the
assistance of an NEI contractor. The goal of the site-specific assessments was to identify at
least one high-confidence alternative means for accomplishing each key safety function under
the conditions associated with extensive plant damage.

The Commission paper also described the NRC plan to perform a two-stage independent
assessment of licensees' site-specific mitigation strategy studies. In the first stage, the NRC
would perform a 1-week onsite independent assessment to determine whether the licensee's
assessment was well implemented. In the second stage, the NRC would implement the
decision making flow chart, "Disposition of Mitigation Strategies Identified during Phase 2 and
Phase 3," to determine the appropriate disposition of each mitigation strategy identified by either
the licensee or the NRC. The NRC Mitigation Strategy Disposition Panel (MSDP) would ensure
regulatory consistency in the determination of whether a mitigation strategy identified during the
Phase 2 or Phase 3 assessments is readily available or beyond readily available, and if readily
available, whether it is within the Phase 1 guidelines. Mitigation strategies required under
Section B.5.b of the Order, as well as any mitigation strategies the Commission determines are
necessary, would become part of the facility licensing basis.

A pilot application of the industry approach was initiated in September 2005 at the Calvert Cliffs
NPP. In general, the staff concluded that the industry's approach, when conducted in parallel
with an independent staff assessment, with incorporation of appropriate strategies into the
licensing basis, should satisfy the Commission's expectations for enhancing reactor core and
containment mitigation strategies.

October 26, 2005
The NRC Staff Briefed the Commission on the Progress of Vulnerability Assessments.

The NRC staff briefed the Commission on the progress toward closure of the phased
vulnerability assessments of licensee compliance with Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The
briefing provided a status of the assessments of BWR isolation condenser plants, PWR ice
condenser plants, and BWR Mark III plants. The staff provided details of the input to security
assessments of BWR isolation condenser plants (Dresden 2 and 3, Nine Mile Point 1, and
Oyster Creek), accident progression and mitigation analyses for these issues, and utilities'
responses to address the issues. The staff discussed the details of its interactions with the
isolation condenser plant licensees (inspections, phone calls, plant visits, OUO- and SGI-level
briefings, and meetings); sample information provided to licensees, walkdown and analysis
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findings, and individual licensee responses. The staff presented the details of the aircraft
impact assessments of ice condenser and BWR Mark III plants, including accident progression
and consequence analyses, mitigation analyses, utility responses, and closure plans. The staff
presented the status of Phase 2 assessments (SFPs), including completion status and next
steps. The staff described the status and results of structural analyses of SFPs (Browns Ferry,
Peach Bottom, and D.C. Cook), status of work in progress, the status and schedule of SFP
undercut studies, and future plans for assessments of the remaining SFPs. The staff presented
an overview of the thermal-hydraulic analyses and experiments for SFPs. The staff also
reported on the status of Phase 3 assessments (reactor core and containment) including
completed items and next steps. Some of the details of the briefing are classified as Secret
NSI.

On November 9, 2005, the Commission issued SRM-M051026B (ADAMS Accession
No. ML053130332), which directed the staff to provide a copy of the current summary table
indicating the existing or readily available mitigative strategies being used by licensees to
implement the Section B.5.b requirements for the completed Phase 1 assessments. The SRM
also directed the staff to provide the Commission and licensees with the current acceptance
criteria for each area being reviewed during the Phase I assessments. In addition, the SRM
directed the staff to provide information on planned and actual resources expended to
accomplish the Phase 1 assessments to date and to identify any activities that had to be
deferred as a result of the work on Phase 1. Subsequently, on November 10, 2005, a D-Note
(ML053200016) provided the acceptance criteria package (ML053040406) and safeguards
documents to each Commission Office. Attachment 3 to the D-Note was a chart describing the
acceptable implementation for each B.5.b element of the TI 2515/164 inspections (an example
of the chart appears in ML053030406, which gives the status as of December 22, 2005). On
November 17, 2005, the staff issued a D-Note (ML053200484), which provided the information
on resources being expended in accomplishing the B.5.b Phase 1 activities and identified other
activities that had been deferred because of the work on B.5.b Phase 1 (ML053200497).

October 27, 2005
The Commission Issued an SRM on Demands for Information.

The Commission issued SRM-M050907A, "Discussion of Security Issues," which directed the
staff to work with OGC to develop a DFI or RFI to ensure that the four key radiological
protection mitigation strategies are being treated as requirements and are part of the facility's
licensing basis. The SRM listed four specific key radiological protection mitigation strategies for
reactor core cooling and containment integrity that are applicable to various facilities and two
nonspecific strategies for SFP cooling that are applicable to all facilities. The memorandum also
directed that, if needed, the staff should develop follow up action for Commission consideration
once the NRC receives responses to the DFI from licensees. The SRM is designated as SGI.

OFFICIAL USE ONLY -m •SECURITY-RE.ATIINFORMATIoN

DN 2481 of 2796



OFFICIAL USE.ONLY - SECURITY RELATED INFORMATt6N
- 96 -

November 4, 2005
The NRC Sent Letters to All Licensees Describing Plans for Phase 3 Assessments.

In a letter to all power reactor licensees (ADAMS Accession No. ML053070164), the NRC
described its plans for conducting the Phase 3 independent NRC staff assessments for reactor
core and containment mitigation strategies. The letter stated that the NRC assessment team
would visit each site in the same timeframe as the NEI-facilitated review in order to confirm that
the NEI approach, as documented in NEI 05-07, is well understood and well implemented by
well-qualified staff, and to ensure the identification of appropriate mitigation strategies.

The letter also stated that during the site visit, the NRC assessment team planned to
independently validate the quality of implementation of the NEI guidance, including observation
of the 2-day NEI-facilitated onsite review, to confirm, on a sampling basis, that the key
licensee-identified mitigation strategies are likely to be successful, and to identify, through
independent evaluation, any additional strategies that may be appropriate for consideration.

Note: Unlike the Phase 2 assessments which were performed by NRC staff with licensee
support, the Phase 3 assessments were performed by the licensee staff, with the NRC staff
providing oversight and independent assessments. The NRC staff agreed to allow licensees to
take the lead in the Phase 3 assessments partly because of the NRC staff review and approval
of the process described in NEI 05-07 and observation of the pilot inspection at Calvert Cliffs.

November 8, 2005
The NRC Staff Requested That SFP Strategies Be Excluded from the DFI Letter.

COMSECY-05-0052 (ADAMS Accession No. ML053080294) responded to SRM-M050907A,
discussed in the entry for October 27, 2005. The staff recommended that the RFI or DFI not
include the nonspecific SFP cooling mitigation strategies because the Phase 2 assessments
were already underway and including the two nonspecific SFP mitigation strategies at that time
would cause confusion.

November 21-22, 2005
The NRC Met with British Representatives on Aircraft Impact Assessments.

The NRC staff met with representatives of Nil to exchange updates concerning the latest U.S.
and British analyses of the potential vulnerabilities associated with airplane crashes involving
nuclear facilities. The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.
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November 30, 2005
The Commission Approved the Issuance of DFIs without SFP Strategies.

In SRM-COMSECY-05-0052 (ADAMS Accession No. ML053340551), the Commission
approved the issuance of an RFI or DFI addressing the reactor core cooling and containment
integrity mitigating strategies as soon as possible but no later than December 2, 2005. In
addition, the Commission approved addressing the SFP cooling mitigation strategies using the
site-specific Phase 2 SFP assessments, provided that all Phase 2 reports would be issued to
licensees by December 30, 2005; licensee responses would be due to the NRC by
February 15, 2006; all licensee responses to the Phase 2 reports would be dispositioned by the
MSDP by April 15, 2006; and any and all required enforcement actions and/or Orders would be
issued no later than May 15, 2006.

December 2, 2005
The NRC Issued DFIs to Certain Power Reactor Licensees.

The NRC issued a DFI requiring certain licensees to provide information to confirm that (1) each
licensee had implemented all key applicable mitigation strategies identified in the attachment(s)
to the enclosed DFI, (2) licensees acknowledge that such strategies are required by
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order, and (3) licensees capture such strategies in their security plan
within 90 days following issuance of the NRC staff's SE.

December 6, 2005
RES Briefed ACRS on the Evaluation of BWR Isolation Condenser, BWR Mark III, and
PWR Ice Condenser Plants.

The RES briefing to ACRS described the evaluation results and licensee responses for BWR
isolation condenser plants; evaluation results, value of mitigation strategies, and licensee
responses for BWR Mark III and PWR ice condenser plants; and the regulatory response. The
briefing material is classified as Secret NSI.

December 6, 2005
RES Briefed ACRS on Confirmatory Structural Calculations for Aircraft Vulnerability.

The RES briefing to ACRS provided analysis results for direct impacts on SFPs, structural and
thermal assessments of SFP support structures, and analysis of a prestressed concrete
containment. The briefing material is classified as Secret NSI.

December 7, 2005
SNL Reported on an Assessment of the Support Structures of the Oyster Creek SFP.

This SNL report for RES is classified as Secret NSI.
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December 9, 2005
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on Confirmatory Analytical Research on
Phenomena Associated with Structural Response to Aircraft Attack.

RES issued a memorandum to the Commission on the results of the staff's confirmatory
research on structural calculations performed previously for the two-plant (Peach Bottom and
Surry) study that characterized the potential for damage to structures from aircraft attacks. The
memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

December 12, 2005
SNL Prepared Three Reports on the Vulnerability of NPPs to Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared three reports: "An Assessment of Two Plants (Peach Bottom and Surry)," "An
Evaluation of Scenarios Involving Aircraft Impact on a Mark III NPP," and "An Evaluation of
Scenarios Involving Aircraft Impact on the Grand Gulf Mark III NPP." The reports are all
classified as Secret.

December 12, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff on Imminent Threat Procedures.

The Commission held a closed-door briefing on security issues. Included in this briefing was
the topic of SFP research activities. Subsequently, on December 27, 2005, the Commission
issued SRM-M051212B (ADAMS Accession No. ML053610232) directing the staff to complete
the work quantifying the gains achieved by the imminent threat procedures consistent with the
November 15, 2005, SRM-SECY-05-0180. The SRM also directed the staff to provide at the
next security briefing an update on the actions that licensees have taken in response to
previously provided insights concerning loading patterns in SFPs.

December 15, 2005
The Staff Provided Phase 2 Status and Results to the Commission.

In a December 15, 2005, Commission paper (designated as SGI), the staff provided the
Phase 2 status and results. The staff stated that the NSSP staff had conducted the Phase 2
independent assessments of SFPs at all operating reactors in response to SRM-M050421 B
(ADAMS Accession No. ML051320314), dated May 12, 2005. These assessments evaluated
potential impacts on the ability to maintain SFP cooling of a range of threat-independent terrorist
actions and identified potential mitigation strategies to address those impacts. Each
assessment considered site-specific physical characteristics and capabilities. The NSSP teams
relied on the respective site operating and engineering personnel for in-depth plant knowledge.
Multiple strategies for maintaining SFP cooling were identified for each site. The expected
effectiveness of each strategy varied according to the circumstances affecting the site. The
NSSP assessment team further categorized the mitigation strategies as "readily available" or
"beyond readily available" and distinguished the readily available strategies as voluntary or
required. The staff completed all assessments by December 16, 2005, and issued for each
plant a site-specific report documenting the assessment approach and results. The staff then
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provided this internal report and a report on the results of the Phase 2 assessments for
operating plants to the Commission.

In part because of the continuing disagreement between the NRC and industry as to whether
Phase 2 and Phase 3 mitigating strategies were regulatory requirements, the MSDP later
reviewed all site-specific mitigating strategies.

After issuance of the site-specific reports, the NSSP staff conducted briefings with each
operating reactor site's senior management to ensure that the reports were understood and to
answer questions. Concurrently, the NSSP staff provided to all licensees an industrywide
summary of the differing types and breadth of SFP mitigating strategies. In the letter
transmitting each site-specific assessment report, the staff asked the licensees to consider the
required and voluntary strategies identified during the assessment and provide a response
within 60 days of the publication date of the industrywide summary. The staff asked the
licensees to evaluate any personnel safety concerns, the overall feasibility of each required and
voluntary strategy, and the safety/security interface of the strategy to ensure that there would
not be unintended adverse impacts on the overall safety of the plant.

In addition, the NSSP staff evaluated five decommissioning reactor SFPs and one fuel storage
facility to determine whether additional mitigation strategies were warranted at these facilities.
From these evaluations, the NSSP staff concluded that no onsite or additional assessments
were warranted to identify mitigating strategies beyond existing measures at these facilities.
This conclusion was due principally to the extended decay times and resulting low decay heat
levels. The evaluation of the five decommissioning reactor SFPs and fuel storage facility was
documented in a separate internal report.

December 16, 2005
The NRC Issued the SFP Phase 2 Assessment Industrywide Summary Reports to All
Licensees.

The staff sent a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML053500028) to all power reactor licensees
informing them that the staff had completed the NRC plant-specific assessments for the SFPs at
each operating NPP site. Each assessment included an evaluation of potential impacts on the
SFP under a range of circumstances and the identification of mitigation strategies to maintain
spent fuel cooling and reduce radiological releases. The staff provided a site-specific
assessment report to each site in a separate transmittal letter. The NRC expected licensees to
respond within 60 days of the December 16, 2005, letter.

At the request of industry representatives, the NRC staff also enclosed a summary
(Enclosure 2) (ADAMS Accession No. ML053530027) of the differing types and breadth of SFP
mitigation strategies identified across the industry. The summary captured generic and
site-specific mitigation strategies. On December 19, 2005, in a D-Note (ML053530130), the
staff provided a summary of the site-specific Phase 2 assessments.
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December 22, 2005
SNL Reported on the Confirmatory Structural Analysis of the Columbia SFP.

SNL provided a report to RES on the confirmatory structural analysis of the support structures of
the Columbia SFP subjected to an aircraft impact. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

December 27, 2005
RES Provided a Confirmatory Analysis of the Oyster Creek SFP.

RES issued a memorandum to the Commission on the results of an analysis of the support
structures of the Oyster Creek SFP. The plant-specific assessment was conducted at the
direction of the Commission in SRM-M050421B, dated May 12, 2005. The memorandum is
classified as Secret NSI.

December 27, 2005
The Commission Directed the Staff on Imminent Threat Procedures.

The Commission issued an SRM directing the staff to complete the work quantifying the gains
achieved by the "imminent threat procedures," consistent with the SRM of November 15, 2005.

January 6, 2006
NEI Disagreed with the NRC That Strategies Are Requirements under Section B.5.b.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML060200030), NEI responded to the December 2, 2005,
NRC DFI, stating that while NEI considers these strategies to be appropriate measures for
some of the plants, it does not agree that any of the measures are requirements under
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. NEI gave details of the rationale for this position in an
attachment to the letter.

January 17, 2006
The NRC Staff Briefed the Commission on Phase 1, 2, and 3 Security Issues.

The NRC staff briefed the Commission on the current status of the Phase 1, 2, and 3 issues.
For Phase 1, the staff noted that all TI 2515/164 inspections and comprehensive prepanel and
panel assessments were completed in January 2006. The inspections were extensive and
required over 60 hours per site. The inspection results indicated that implementation varied
considerably from site to site. The staff noted that some positive results were identified,
including the following: (1) many licensees had implemented additional strategies using newly
identified regional resources, (2) some licensees had identified heavy firefighting assets, and
(3) some licensees were taking steps (or planning to take steps) to ensure that spent fuel was
stored in a geometry. The staff also discussed areas for improvement and the strategy for
closing Phase 1. This strategy included NRC staff (1) discussing inspection and assessment
results with industry at a workshop, (2) discussing open site-specific issues with each licensee,
and (3) issuing inspection reports related to TI 2515/164 by January 23, 2006. To emphasize
the importance of the TI 2515/164 inspection findings, the staff planned to have the NRC
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Regional Administrators hold a TI 2515/164 exit meeting with the CNO for each licensee. The
closure process for the Phase 1 effort would include resolving all open items. (The presentation
slides used for this briefing are on file.)

As a result of the staff briefing, the Commission issued SRM-M060117 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML060340208), on February 3, 2006. This SRM required the staff, in part, to provide the
Commission with clarification of the criteria and the process that would be used to determine the
need for any future Orders concerning mitigative strategies to permit closure of Phases 1, 2,
and 3 of the "path forward." The SRM also directed the staff to evaluate the industry's proposal
to provide internal and external mitigating strategies for SFP events.

January 18, 2006
The Staff Met with NEI to Discuss the Phase I Assessment Panel Process.

The staff met with representatives from NEI's SWG and other managers representing several
licensees. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the results of the Phase 1 assessment
panel process, to explain the acceptance criteria for a number of the expectations, and to
highlight measures employed by some sites that the staff deemed acceptable. The industry
representatives stated that the examples of how sites had reached a closed status provided
valuable information that other sites could then use to better understand what would be needed
to close out the item. (For further details of the meeting's discussion, see COMSECY-06-0013
(ADAMS Accession No. ML060460551).)

January 23, 2006
SNL Reported on the Preliminary Assessment of the Columbia SFP.

SNL prepared a report for RES on its assessment of the support structures of the Columbia
SFP. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

January 24, 2006
NEI Proposed a Process for the Closure of Phase 2.

An NEI letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML060260220) to the NRC provided the "Industry
Proposal for Closure Process for B.5.b Phase 2." The letter stated that in December 2005, the
industry convened a CNO review panel to examine the results of the industry and NRC SFP
studies and determine the most effective and efficient measures for mitigating SFP damage
conditions. The CNO review panel recommended a combination of internal and external
strategies that provided the needed flexibility for responding to events with uncertain outcomes.
The strategies included proposals to provide a makeup flow of 500 gallons per minute to the
SFP from internal and external sources, including a new, independently powered portable
pump, and a 200-gallon-per-minute spray from external sources. The industry endorsed this
recommendation on January 11, 2006.

Note: The Phase 2 assessments identified a wide range of strategies that could be useful at
some plants. The industry proposal narrowed these strategies down to the three strategies that
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would be applicable to all plants, accompanied by a commitment to acquire portable,
independently powered pumps. This proposal was essentially for a quid pro quo agreement on
the scope of strategies to be implemented rather than a relaxation of the ICM Order. At the
time, the NRC and NEI were pursuing Phase 2 and 3 strategies on separate tracks.

February 1, 2006
NEI Proposed a Template for Industry Responses to Phase 2 Assessment Reports.

In an e-mail message (ADAMS Accession No. ML060440610), NEI provided a proposed
template (ML060440112) to be used by each licensee to respond to the NRC Phase 2
assessment report. This template endorsed the methods described in the January 24, 2006,
NEI letter. The industry had reviewed the results of the industry and NRC SFP studies and
determined that a combination of internal and external strategies, including a new,
independently powered portable pump, would provide the needed flexibility for responding to
events. The template also proposed that each facility would evaluate the spectrum of strategies
available for accomplishing the internal and external strategies and provide a description of the
final strategies and plans and schedules within 60 days of NRC approval of the industry's
proposed approach. Also, any evident, readily available measures employed would constitute
nonvoluntary obligations. Any nonevident or beyond-readily-available measures employed
would be considered as voluntary regulatory commitments that become part of a facility's
licensing basis.

Note: NEI used the template to provide further details on its plans to implement the Phase 2
strategies. This template also addressed the issue of voluntary and nonvoluntary obligations.
This proposal reduced the number of SFP strategies supplying water to three and limited the
purchase of equipment to one portable pump. However, the industry agreed that any evident,
readily available measures employed (presumably the three strategies) would be considered
nonvoluntary obligations. This came closer to the NRC position than any previous NEI position.
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February 7, 2006
The Staff Provided the Commission with a Report on PWR SFP Thermal-Hydraulic
Separate Effects.

The staff provided a D-Note (ADAMS Accession No. ML060390236) which forwarded the PWR
SFP Thermal-Hydraulics Separate Effects Report to the Commissioner's Assistants. The report
stated that the current PWR analyses helped to augment the NRC's state of knowledge on best-
estimate SFP drain-down events. This work, and the earlier BWR analyses, formed the basis
for the guidance that RES continued to provide for NSIR's force-on-force program, the NRR and
NSIR B.5.b Phase I effort, and the NSSP Phase 2 efforts.

February 9, 2006
RES Provided Guidance on an SFP Loss-of-Coolant Accident.

RES issued a memorandum to NRR and NSIR on further guidance regarding the necessary
flow requirements needed to mitigate an SFP loss-of-coolant accident. The memorandum is
designated as SGI.

February 17, 2006
Chairman Diaz Briefed the North American Aerospace Defense Command on Protecting
NPPs.

Chairman Nils Diaz briefed the North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD) on
protecting NPPs. Most of the presentation material is classified as Secret NSI.

March 1, 2006
The Staff Reported on Progress in Ensuring Alternate Power for Hydrogen Igniters.

In a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML060390122), the staff informed the Commission
of the staff's progress in working with licensees to provide alternative power supplies to the
hydrogen igniters to resolve Generic Safety Issue (GSI)-189, "Susceptibility of Ice Condenser
and Mark III Containments to Early Failure From Hydrogen Combustion During a Severe
Accident' (reference SRM-SECY-M051212B, dated December 27, 2005).

The licensees of PWRs with ice condenser containments stated that backup power supplies
(large-capacity diesel generators) were available at all of the sites to power the hydrogen
igniters through the plant's internal power distribution system. For licensees with BWRs with
Mark Ill containments, the staff understood that licensees had implemented procedures for
supplying power from the Division III emergency diesel generator to one of the other divisions of
safety-related power distribution. The staff agreed that these capabilities would improve the
likelihood of recovery from a station blackout, as well as provide alternate power to the igniters.
However, even though backup power sources had been made available, the igniters still
depended on the same internal electrical distribution system. Therefore, the staff concluded
that the igniters were vulnerable to loss of power if the distribution system was compromised.
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The staff intended to request that licensees integrate these existing capabilities to provide
alternate power to the igniters into the plant's licensing basis. However, based on the outcome
of recent and near-term studies affecting the safety and security interface at NPPs, at that time,
the staff believed that the scope of issues affecting the addition of reliable power to the igniters
had the potential to be broadened. Installation of cost-effective hydrogen control systems that
are independent of the electrical distribution system offered the greatest potential safety benefit.
Inasmuch as alternate power supplies satisfying the original intent of GSI-189 were already in
place, the staff concluded that overall regulatory efficiency would be better served by delaying
the staff's request for commitments to address GSI-1 89 until completion of the last phase of the
ongoing safety and security review in September 2006.

March 1, 2006
The Staff Provided the Status of the B.5.b Phase I Program of Reviews and Inspections.

In COMSECY-06-O013 (ADAMS Accession No. ML060460551), the staff provided to the
Commission the status and a confirmation of the closure approach for the program reviews and
inspections (Phase 1 of the "path forward") involving Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. The
memorandum updated the information review done by the staff on September 2, 2005, and the
staff briefings conducted on October 26, 2005, and January 17, 2006. The memorandum noted
that (1) the staff had completed its initial Phase 1 assessment of licensee compliance with
Section B.5.b and issued inspection reports to all licensees the week of January 23, 2006,
(2) licensees had been given 30 days to respond to the inspection reports, with their responses
addressing existing or proposed new actions necessary forclosure of site-specific open issues,
(3) the staff had completed meetings and telephone calls to discuss site-specific open issues
with each licensee on February 24, 2006, (4) the staff would evaluate licensee responses to the
inspection reports and determine whether further regulatory or enforcement action (e.g., Orders)
were warranted, and (5) the staff would continue to work with NEI to address the generic open
items of Section B.5.b. The memorandum addressed two generic issues: licensee actions to
disperse plant personnel upon an imminent threat notification, and spent fuel dispersal to the
desired air coolable configuration. The development by NEI SWG of a common industry
position resolved the second issue (see the NEI letter of March 27, 2006 (ML061790400) and
the NRC letter of June 29, 2006 (ML061790306).

On May 11, 2006, the Commission approved in SRM-COMSECY-06-0013 (MLO61310325) the
staff's approach to completing Phase 1 of the Section B.5.b requirements of the ICM Order.
The staff addressed two situations where new Orders could be required. The SRM stated that
the Commission supports the staff position and that the staff should proceed expeditiously to
complete the closure of Phase 1. If the staff believes that additional Orders should be issued to
require licensees to include additional mitigation strategies in the licensing bases, the staff
should inform the Commission before any such Orders are prepared. Also, the SRM discussed
possible use of Orders and the possibility that the requirements of Section B.5.b may be
superseded by the 10 CFR Part 73 rulemaking initiative.
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March 1, 2006
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on Analysis of the Columbia SFP.

RES issued a memorandum to the Commission on the results of the confirmatory analysis of
the support structures of the Columbia SFP. The plant-specific assessment was conducted at
the direction of the Commission in SRM-M050421B, dated May 12, 2005. The memorandum is
classified as Secret NSI.

March 6, 2006
NEI Proposed Guidance for Placing Spent Fuel in a Safer Dispersed Configuration.

NEI formally transmitted by letter to the NRC (ADAMS Accession No. ML060720091) the
proposed language regarding movement of spent fuel. Placing spent fuel in a safer, dispersed
configuration was one of the expectations delineated in the NRC's B.5.b Phase 1 guidance.
NEI requested acceptance of the enclosed guidance, which would allow the industry to move
forward and close the expectation. NEI stated its belief that the industry's proposal, coupled
with the industry's Phase 2 strategy, was an effective and appropriate response.

The staff, in a D-Note (ML060730266) dated March 14, 2006, informed the Commission of the
March 6, 2006, NEI proposal regarding the spent fuel dispersal open item and provided the draft
NRC response letter.

In its letter of March 16, 2006 (ML060690339), the NRC responded as follows to the
March 6, 2006, letter from NEI

..[the NEI] proposal stated that where feasible and practical, consistent with safe
fuel handling practices, licensees would make every attempt to pre-configure the
SFP to enable direct placement of the expended assemblies from the vessel to
the final distributed fuel pattern. Further, your proposal stated that where this is
not feasible or practical, licensees would distribute the fuel into the final pattern
as soon as possible but no later than 60 days after subcriticality absent
extenuating circumstances. The staff agrees with your proposal, including the
stated considerations involving extended outages for major component
replacement. It is important to minimize the time that fuel is not in a favorable
configuration and each licensee's efforts to achieve a favorable configuration in
the shortest time is an appropriate goal that provides for improved safety for the
storage of spent fuel.

Note: The current regulatory guidance for this area is promulgated in Appendix A to the B.5.b
SERs for each site. The guidance states that "licensees are expected to put spent fuel in a
1 x4 repeating pattern or equivalent unless otherwise proven to be not applicable or
achievable."
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March 15, 2006
The Staff Briefed the Commission on the Status of Security Activities.

In this briefing, the staff informed the Commission about the status of security activities,
including an update on B.5.b Phase 1 (NSIR), Phase 2 and 3 mitigation strategies (NSSP), and
the Security Research Matrix (RES). RES provided a Secret NSI briefing to the Commission on
homeland security research activities. The briefing was a follow up to the December 12, 2005,
Commission briefing and the December 27, 2005, SRM directing the staff to provide a matrix of
boundary conditions and associated research results for the structural analyses performed by
the staff. The briefing is classified as Secret NSI.

March 20, 2006
The Staff Identified Strategic Locations for the Storage of AFFF.

The staff provided a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML060530525) informing the
Commission of several strategic locations for the storage of AFFF or other potentially beneficial
emergency response equipment, including the cases where the AFFF could service only a
single site. The staff prepared this memo in response to the task assignment on
November 4, 2005, from the OEDO by Green Ticket G20050759 (ML053110404).

This effort was a follow up to a previous task performed by the staff at the request of the
Homeland Security Council (HSC) Policy Coordinating Committee (PCC) Integrated Response
Planning for Critical Infrastructure Protection (CIP) initiative to conduct a survey of the
availability of AFFF at the nation's NPPs in 2004. The "Final Report on the Availability of
Aqueous Film Forming Foam (AFFF) at U.S. Nuclear Power Plants," designated as SGI,
contains the results of the previous task, and the current effort used the findings of that report as
a source of information. The findings of the earlier report included information about the
availability of AFFF at the sites, as well as at regional, military, and industrial locations. The
staff used the information during the Phase 1 Program of Reviews and Inspections for
assessing implementation of readily available measures in accordance with the Phase 1
guidance document and the requirements of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order.

March 22, 2006
NRR Asked RES to Analyze the Safety Implications of Using Nonborated Water for
Reactor Cooling System Injection.

NRR requested by memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML060480530) that RES analyze the
effects of using nonborated water for PWR reactor coolant system (RCS) injection to prevent
further core damage during a severe accident. Many PWR mitigation strategies identified to
date involve the use of nonborated water for RCS injection. For scenarios involving loss of
liquid coolant, such as leakage of reactor coolant pump seals, use of nonborated water to
replace lost borated water could cause the reactor to become critical, possibly generating heat
or disrupting fuel geometry, even with control rods inserted. Automatic or manual actions that
cool the RCS and the xenon transient associated with the scram caused by the event may also
affect the potential to become critical. NRR requested that the results of the analysis be ready
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by May 21, 2006, to support the reporting of the results of the Phase 3 assessments, which
were due to the Commission in June 2006.

Note: Results of this analysis indicated that the use of nonborated water for these strategies did
not pose an unacceptable risk.

April 1,2006
SNL Prepared a Report on the Potential for Secondary Collapse of BWR Mark I and II
SFPs.

SNL prepared a report for RES on its analysis of the potential for secondary collapse of BWR
Mark I and II SFPs. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

April 5, 2006
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on Phenomena Associated with Fires
Following Aircraft Attack.

RES issued a memorandum to inform the Commission of the results of the staff's confirmatory
fire research program addressing key uncertainties in the analyses of fires following postulated
aircraft attacks on NPPs. The enclosures include the following SNL reports, all issued
February 2006: "Experiment Report for Burning Liquid Fuel Spread in a Multi-Level Structure";
"The Long-Term Environment and Thermal Response of a Representative Structure Induced by
Jet Fuel Fires from Scenario-Specific Events"; "Pipe System Failure Due to Fire"; and "Vulcan
Simulations of ICFMP Benchmark Exercise 4, Test 3." The memorandum is classified as
Secret NSI.

April 5, 2006

The NRC Staff Briefed ACRS on Homeland Security Research Activities.

Most of the presentation material of this staff briefing is classified as Secret NSI.

April 6, 2006
RES Briefed NRR and NSSP on the Analysis of Oyster Creek SFP Support Structures.

The RES briefing to NRR and NSSP on the results of an analysis of the support structures of
the Oyster Creek SFP is classified as Secret NSI.
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April 11, 2006
The NRC Briefed PWR Vendor AREVA.

RES briefed the PWR vendor AREVA on the NRC actions to protect public health and safety
after the 9/11 events. The briefing provided an overview of the NRC's security and safeguards
responsibilities, the NRC's post-9/11 activities to protect against threats to nuclear facilities,
DBT and additional security requirements, integrated response planning, actions to prevent
airborne threats, NPP capability to withstand aircraft attacks, results of assessments conducted
for PWR dry and ice condenser containments and control structures, SFP consequence
analyses, summary of NRC actions, and the "path forward." Many of the details of the briefing
are classified as Secret NSI.

April 14, 2006
The Staff Requested Approval for the Deletion of the Phase 2 Schedule and Accepted the
Industry Proposal for SFP Strategies.

In a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML060860442), the staff provided a partial response
to SRM M060117 and requested Commission approval for the deletion of the Phase 2 schedule
of activities directed in the SRM for COMSECY-05-0052, dated November 30, 2005. This
memorandum presented the staff's evaluation of the industry proposal to provide "internal" and
"external" mitigating strategies for SFPs. The industry made this proposal in the NEI letter of
January 24, 2006 (ML060260220), discussed above. The staff considered the industry proposal
to be acceptable. However, acceptance for individual facilities would depend on evaluation of
site-specific mitigating strategy details and inclusion of the deferred Phase I strategies for
damage control and enhanced ventilation.

Note: The staff responded to the NEI letter of January 24, 2006, by letter on June 15, 2006
(ML061650079).

April 24, 2006
ACRS Agreed That Staff Activities Are Enhancing Security and Recommended That
Backup Power Be Provided for Hydrogen Igniters.

In a letter to Chairman Diaz (ADAMS Accession No. ML061150620), G.B. Wallis, Chairman of
ACRS, discussed the April 5-7, 2006, meeting with the staff to address its recent
security-related research and associated activities. ACRS concluded that the staff's activities
provide an adequate basis for enhancing security at existing NPPs; ongoing work by the staff is
addressing the Committee's past recommendations to an appropriate level of detail; and the
plant-specific mitigation strategy assessments are producing valuable insights for use in
enhancing site preparedness to respond to security events.

ACRS also recommended that a means of providing backup power to igniters should be
required at PWRs with ice condenser containments and BWRs with Mark III containments, the
staff should develop evaluation criteria for the selection of mitigating strategies, and the pilot
studies performed for existing plants should be extended to examine the potential for increasing
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the robustness of new plants for security events and for including security considerations in the
design certification process.

Note: ACRS gave its approval of staff actions taken thus far and encouraged the staff to
continue it efforts to ensure that backup power is provided for hydrogen igniters and to ensure
that lessons learned are applied during the licensing of new reactors.

April 25, 2006
SNL Reported on the Vulnerability of NPPs to Aircraft Attack.

SNL prepared for RES the report "Vulnerability of NPPs to Aircraft Attack: Consequences
Analyses." The report documents a study of the potential consequences of an aircraft colliding
with an NPP at the Surry and Peach Bottom power stations. The report presents the health
consequence analyses and results. SNL used the MACCS2 code to perform all of the analyses
in the report. The report is classified as Secret NSI.

April 26, 2006
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission Regarding Boundary Condition
Assumptions Relating to the Detailed Plant Analyses.

RES issued a memorandum to the Commission that provided a set of matrices describing the
boundary conditions and associated results for the detailed plant analyses. The Commission
had directed the conduct of this work in SRM-M051212B, dated December 27, 2005. The
matrices provide information on plants analyzed, structural parameters of plants, aircraft
parameters, and the results. The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

May 15, 2006
NEI Reported the Phase 3 Results and Proposed a Plan for Closure.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML093290158) to L.A. Reyes, EDO, M.S. Fertel of NEI stated
that, while studies had demonstrated that nuclear facilities are extremely robust structures and
that the redundancy and diversity requirements of the existing safety regulations also provide
substantial margin for ensuring protection of public health and safety, nevertheless, the industry
had significantly increased its security and response capabilities since September 11, 2001.
NEI concluded that only the very low-probability; most extreme attacks significantly challenge
these capabilities. Nevertheless, the industry has worked to identify further enhancements to its
capabilities to address these far beyond design-basis threats.

Enclosure 1 (designated as SGI) of the letter provided the final industry report on the B.5.b
Phase 3 studies. This report summarized the overall project, as well as the insights
communicated to the industry CNO B.5.b review panel for its consideration in formulating a
closure plan for the Phase 3 studies.

Enclosure 2 of the NEI letter provided a white paper describing the industry's proposal for
closing Phase 3. The paper included both the technical and regulatory characteristics that NEI
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believed were appropriate for achieving closure. NEI provided Enclosure 3 to meet the NRC's
request that industry identify a generic set of equipment for responding to severe conditions at a
nuclear plant that could be part of a federally funded regional response capability to support the
nation's critical infrastructure.

After reviewing the results of the industry Phase 3 studies, the industry CNO review panel
determined that an approach similar to that used in Phase 2 would be the most efficient and
effective way to achieve success for a spectrum of potential scenarios. Since several of the
Phase 3 proposed enhancements rely on the Phase 2 external pump, it would be necessary to
determine the acceptability of the industry's Phase 2 approach in order to proceed with Phase 3.
It was each licensee's intent to send a letter to the NRC committing to the industry proposal
upon formal notification to NEI of the proposal's acceptance by the NRC.

Note: NEI was now agreeing to further enhancements to address the Phase 3 assessments. It
proposed a closure process for Phase 3 that was similar to that approved for Phase 2. At this
point, the Phase 2 and 3 paths were still on separate but parallel paths.

May 19, 2006
NSIR Issued a TI for Conducting Closeout Phase 1 Inspections.

The NRC staff issued TI 2515/168 (designated as SGI). This TI was issued as Inspection
Manual Chapter Change Notice 06-012 (ADAMS Accession No. ML061390158). The staff
prepared this TI at the direction of the TI 2515/164 Management Review Panel that reviewed
inspection findings. The purpose of the TI 2515/168 inspections was to confirm that NPP
licensees had effectively completed their verbal and written commitments to close the
unresolved items that resulted at each site following the Management Review Panel
assessments of the results of the TI 2515/164 inspections.

The resident inspectors performed these inspections at their respective sites. NSIR provided a
unique site inspection report template to each resident inspector office. This template provided
details of the open Section B.5.b guidance document elements, as well as the description of
licensee closure action commitments and the corresponding confirmatory inspection
requirements that would be needed to close the open issues. Depending on licensee
commitments for implementation of additional mitigative measures to address the open issues
at a site, the inspections were scheduled to start as early as June 2006, with the last inspections
expected to be completed by December 2006.

TI 2515/168 provided generic guidance on acceptable methods, along with staff acceptance
criteria, for satisfying Phase 1 items. This guidance was included in the TI to provide inspectors
with an overall understanding of the considerations used by the panel to arrive at its
determinations; as well as to highlight to licensees the various alternative methods for satisfying
the requirements. Although the acceptance criteria had previously been communicated to
licensees, this marked the first publication of generic guidance explaining the reasoning behind
the criteria. This generic guidance was carried forward and appears in Appendix A of each site-
specific B.5.b closure safety evaluation.
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May 31, 2006
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on the Confirmatory Analysis of Two SFP
Support Structures.

RES issued a memorandum to inform the Commission of the results of the staffs confirmatory
analysis of the two SFP structures subjected to a postulated aircraft attack. The Commission
had directed the conduct of this plant-specific assessment in SRM-M050421B, dated
May 12, 2005. The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

June 1, 2006
SNL Briefed Chairman Diaz on the Assessment of SFPs.

SNL provided a Secret-level briefing to Chairman Diaz at SNL on security assessments of
SFPs. In the briefing, SNL summarized the history of the Vulnerability Program, its cost, major
technical analyses performed, and assessment results. The briefing material is classified as
Secret NSI.

June 5, 2006
The NRC Issued a Communication Plan for Issuing Orders to Certain Licensees.

In a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML061520135) to OEDO, the Director, NRR,
forwarded a communication plan to inform stakeholders of the issuance of Orders to certain
operating reactor licensees related to the DFI regarding implementation of Section B.5.b of the
ICM Order. This communication plan stated that on December 2, 2005, the staff issued a DFI to
most NPP licensees, which identified applicable mitigation strategies and required each
licensee to provide information to (1) confirm that the identified strategies were applicable to
their site, (2) confirm that licensees had implemented all key applicable mitigation strategies
identified in the DFI, (3) acknowledge that these mitigation strategies are required by
Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Order, and (4) confirm that licensees will capture such
strategies in their security plans within 90 days following issuance of the NRC staffs SE.

In most cases, for each of the strategies, licensees indicated that the strategy (1) was applicable
and (2) had been or was being implemented, including development of procedures and staff
training. However, licensees took the position that these strategies were being implemented
voluntarily and were not considered a regulatory requirement under the February 25, 2002,
Order. NEI described this position in a letter to the staff dated January 6, 2006.

The staff completed its review of the DFI responses and recommended to the Commission that
the NRC issue Orders for each of the four mitigating strategies to ensure that the strategies are
incorporated into the licensing basis for the NPPs. The staff recommended that the Orders be
issued simultaneously for all four mitigating strategies.

Note: DFIs were issued to only some of the reactor sites for whom these issues were
considered most important. Based on the staffs review of the licensee responses to the DFIs,
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the NRC issued Orders to some licensees to address these issues. As a consequence, license
conditions were added to the licenses for some reactor sites but were not considered necessary
for other sites. However, all sites subsequently committed to the implementation of NEI 06-12,
which also required that these issues be addressed.

June 6, 2006
The Staff Briefed the Commission on NEI-Proposed License Conditions and Provided a
Phase I Cross-Reference.

On June 6, 2006, at a meeting between senior NRC and NEI staff, NEI informally provided
proposed license conditions that it believed would capture the requirements delineated in
Section B.5.b of the [CM Order. The NRC staff discussed these proposed license conditions
with the Commission at the closed meeting held on June 7, 2006, to address security issues.
The briefing slide package, which provided an update of Phase 1 activities as well as the status
of Phase 2 and 3 activities, included the license conditions. During the Commission meeting,
the staff committed to providing a cross-reference of all B.5.b guidance elements with the NEI
proposed license conditions. The staff developed this cross-reference and gave a copy to NEI
for its review and comment. On June 9, 2006, the NRC staff distributed a D-Note (ADAMS
Accession No. ML061600457) that provided the cross-reference of all B.5.b guidance elements
with the NEI proposed license conditions. The staff indicated in the D-Note that it was waiting
for the NEI response to the staffs actions and expected that NEI would formally respond to the
NRC in the near future.

June 7, 2006
RES Briefed the Commission on the Benefits of Imminent Threat Procedures.

RES provided a briefing on quantifying the benefits of imminent threat procedures. The briefing
included a discussion of the background, SRM guidance on imminent threat procedures,
elements of the staff's plan that had been implemented, quantification of benefits, and timing of
accident progression for various specific systems. The briefing material is designated as SGI.

June 13, 2006
The Commission Directed the Staff on Updating SAMGs and EDMGs and Coordinating
SFP Strategies.

In SRM-COMSECY-06-0021, "Partial Response to Staff Requirement Memorandum M060117,
Discussion of Security Issues and Request for Schedule Change" (ADAMS Accession
No. ML061640229), the Commission directed the staff to (1) ensure that the already identified
mitigating strategies are being incorporated in the licensee's SAMGs and extensive damage
mitigation guidelines (EDMGs), or appended to other appropriate site implementation guidance,
and (2) ensure that each licensee's proposed SFP cooling strategies are coordinated with its
commitments to managing spent fuel configurations in the pool.
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June 15, 2006
The NRC Accepted the NEI Proposal for Closing Phase 2.

In a letter to NEI (ADAMS Accession No. ML061650079), the Director, NRR, stated that the
NRC staff had reviewed the NEI proposal for closing Phase 2 and agreed that providing both
internal and external strategies was highly desirable, considering the uncertainty of postulated
events, and would be acceptable pending review of site-specific implementation plans.
Previously, in a Commission memorandum dated April 14, 2006 (ML060860442), the staff had
recommended approval of the January 24, 2006, NEI proposal for closing Phase 2. As for the
regulatory aspects of this issue, those portions of the internal and external mitigation strategies
identified during the Phase 2 assessments that utilize reasonable, evident, readily available
measures and that fall within the scope of the B.5.b guidance issued on February 25, 2005,
were required pursuant to Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. Portions of the internal and external
mitigation strategies that use beyond-readily-available resources would be treated as
commitments, which become part of the licensing basis of the plant.

The June 15, 2006, letter also stated that the NEI proposal reasonably justified the exclusion of
those additional strategies identified during the NRC Phase 2 assessments from formal
regulatory controls that would have originally been required under Section B.5.b of the Order.
The letter also stated that the site-specific implementation of the proposed internal and external
strategies, appropriately referenced in site security plans or other appropriate regulatory
documents, would provide an acceptable approach to satisfying Phase 2 aspects of
Section B.5.b of the Order.

Note: The NRC considered the proposal in the NEI letter to be acceptable for the specified
purposes and consistent with the safety objectives of the mitigation strategy program. However,
acceptance for individual facilities would be conditional upon staff evaluation of site-specific
implementation and documentation of the proposed strategies. At this time, Phases 2 and 3
continued on separate paths.
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June 16, 2006
NEI Understood Phase I Items To Be Complete and Provided an Acceptable Proposal for
Closing Phases 2 and 3.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061720325), NEI stated the industry understanding of the
status of closure of each phase of Section B.5.b. (Note: ML061770542 documents the Green
Ticket G20050594 issued to NRR in coordination with NSIR.)

For Phase 1, the industry understood that all licensees had met the NRC staff expectations for
acceptable implementation of Phase 1 items, except those deferred to Phases 2 and 3, and that
the NRC staff was in the process of drafting SERs. To delineate Phase 1 requirements from
commitments, the industry provided a draft of a license condition that would clearly describe the
scope of requirements under the Order, including items deferred from Phase 1 to Phases 2
and 3. Details of commitments found to be an acceptable means of meeting the license
condition would be treated in accordance with the NRC-endorsed NEI 99-04, "Guidelines for
Managing NRC Commitment Changes," issued July 1999 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML003680088).

For Phase 2, the industry submitted its proposal for enhanced SFP mitigation measures in a
January 24, 2006, letter to L.A. Reyes, NRC, from M.S. Fertel, NEI. The Director, NRR,
accepted this proposal in a letter dated June 15, 2006 (ML061650079), which also required that
two items deferred from Phase 1 to Phase 2 be addressed. Based on its current understanding
of these two Phase 1 items, the industry stated its intention to respond generically that these
items do not add value given the significantly greater benefits afforded by the industry proposal.
The industry would provide the technical and practical bases for this position by June 23, 2006.
Subsequently, in a letter dated June 27, 2006, to W. Kane, DEDO, NEI provided the industry
position and its basis for deferring items from Phase 1 to 2 (leakage control devices and
ventilation of the SFP area).

For Phase 3, the proposal submitted by the industry on May 15, 2006, provided a flexible set of
strategies for addressing key safety functions important to maintaining core cooling and
containment integrity. The industry restated its belief that the strategies identified in the industry
Phase 3 proposal are beyond the scope of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order because these
available strategies were not "evident." Nonetheless, consistent with satisfying the intent
expressed in Chairman Diaz's letter of August 23, 2005, the industry planned to voluntarily
implement its Phase 3 proposal upon notification of the proposal's acceptance by the NRC.

The NRC staff's preliminary review of the Phase 3 proposal identified a few additional items that
it provided to NEI for its consideration. NEI stated that it would evaluate these additional items
and submit a revised Phase 3 industry proposal by June 26, 2006. NEI also discussed the
formal closure process for all phases and stated its belief that the concept of a license condition
appeared to have merit. NEI disagreed with the staff position that the Phase 2 and Phase 3
strategies are requirements under the February 2002 Order. It stated that the proposed license
condition contains language that captures the intent of Phases 2 and 3. As with Phase 1, NEI
would treat the implementing details as regulatory commitments, not regulatory requirements.
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Note: The potential for issuance of the DFI Orders may have spurred the industry to propose
the license condition, which added slightly more detail than the original text of Section B.5.b.
The implementing details would be handled as commitments. This, along with the proposal to
purchase the Phase 2 portable pump, which was beyond readily available, was sufficient to
convince the staff to agree with the industry proposal.

In its June 16, 2006, letter, NEI also recommended that the NRC, upon formal acceptance of
the industry approaches for Phases 2 and 3 and implementation of the license condition, issue
letters rescinding Provision B.5.b of the February 2002 Order.

June 19, 2006
RES Agreed To Perform a Consequence Study for External Spray Scrubbing of Releases.

In a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML061660443), RES agreed to integrate User Need
Request NRR-2006-004 on external spray scrubbing into the State-of-the-Art Consequence
Study upon approval from the Chairman. It was envisioned that external water spray would be
used to mitigate the consequences of a severe accident. Such a water spray could be deployed
to the area outside the building from which the release is emanating, started, and left
unattended to avoid the expected high-radiation levels associated with the release.
Accordingly, as part of B.5.b-related activities, licensees have purchased and stored such
equipment or have identified such equipment at nearby fire stations.

To perform this study, RES required a detailed description of existing external water spray
capabilities at NPPs to better evaluate their effectiveness in scrubbing an ongoing release.
Therefore, RES requested that NRR provide the necessary information for Surry, Peach
Bottom, Grand Gulf, and Sequoyah that would enable RES to perform a realistic analysis of
spray effectiveness for these four plants using existing MELCOR modeling and results. RES
also requested that the same information for the remaining plants be provided, so that it can
ensure that the results for these four plants are relevant and representative for the industry.
Alternatively, NRR could confirm that the information from these four plants is representative for
the industry.

Note: The Phase 3 assessments identified many strategies that could be used to mitigate the
consequences of a severe accident. However, most of these strategies were considered "low
confidence." At many sites, the NRC MSDP judged only one strategy, the use of portable
sprays to scrub releases, to be "high confidence." This meant that the panel considered that for
most postulated damage states, there was high confidence that this strategy could be deployed.
However, this did not mean that the panel thought this strategy would be effective in reducing
releases. Therefore, NRR asked RES to perform the consequence study.
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June 20, 2006
The NRC Issued Orders to Certain Licensees Requiring Implementation of Key
Radiological Protection Strategies.

The Director, NRR, issued Order EA-06-137 (ADAMS Accession Nos. ML061600023 and
ML061600076; the package is ML061600130) to certain operating power reactors. This Order
stated that, as a result of the Commission's continued assessment of Section B.5.b mitigation
strategies for the loss of large areas of the plant due to large fires or explosions, the
Commission had determined that it was necessary to require implementation of certain key
radiological protection mitigation strategies. These strategies, set forth in Attachment 2, which
was designated SGI, were required to be completed and implemented within 120 days of the
date of the Order. Each licensee was required to amend its site security plan, safeguards
contingency plan, guard training and qualification plan, and emergency plan as appropriate to
address the key radiological protection mitigation strategies identified for its facilities.

Previously, on February 25, 2002, the Commission had issued an Order to all operating power
reactor licensees that required certain interim compensatory measures to be implemented (the
ICM Order). On December 2, 2005, the Commission issued a DFI to certain power reactor
licensees. The DFI required responses regarding whether certain identified key mitigative
strategies, related to Section B.5.b of the 1CM Order, for loss of large areas of the plant due to
large fires or explosions, were applicable to the licensees' facilities. The DFI also required
certain related information, including whether the licensees acknowledged that the identified key
strategies were required by Section B.5.b of the ICM Order. All licensees responded to the DFI
with the required information, but all responses stated that the strategies were not required by
Section B.5.b. The NRC believed that the identified key mitigative strategies should be required
at some of the plants and therefore issued Orders to ensure that these strategies were
implemented and maintained.

Subsequently, on August 28, 2006, the NRC commented on Order EA-06-137 by letter (ADAMS
Accession No. ML062300304). The letter stated that the NRC had determined that, instead of
incorporating the required strategies in the security plan, or safeguards contingency plan, or
guard training and qualification plan, and/or emergency plan, a license condition would be
sufficient to satisfy the Order's substantive requirements. The NRC asked licensees to agree to
have their license amended to include the license condition. Upon receipt of licensee response
indicating agreement, the NRC would issue a conforming amendment to the license to
incorporate the license condition.

Note: The June 20, 2006, Orders to implement certain key radiological protection mitigation
strategies were sent only to certain sites. However, these strategies were subsequently
included in the NEI 06-12 Phase 2 and 3 submittal guideline. Since all licensees agreed to
implement the strategies in NEI 06-12, these key radiological protection mitigation strategies
became requirements for all sites, not just those that received the June 20, 2006, Orders.
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June 21, 2006
The NRC Agreed with the NEI Proposal for Closing Phase 2.

The NRC sent a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061670153) to all holders of licenses for
operating power reactors informing them, as indicated in the NRC letter to NEI dated
June 15, 2006 (ML061650079), that the NRC agreed in principle with the industry proposal for
closing the Phase 2 assessment of SFPs, pending review of site-specific details of its
application and implementation.

June 27, 2006
NEI Responded to NRC Approval of the NEI Plan for Implementing Phase 2.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061790400), NEI responded to the June 15, 2006, NRC
letter, in which the NRC had accepted the industry proposal for closing Phase 2. NEI agreed
that the internal strategy was considered readily available and therefore required under the
February 25, 2002, Order.

The NEI letter also stated that two items (premade leakage control devices and ventilation of the
SFP area) deferred from Phase 1 to Phase 2 did not add value, given the significantly greater
benefits afforded by the industry proposal. NEI provided an enclosure stating its technical and
practical bases for this generic determination. NEI also stated that it would prepare an industry
template for use in submitting the Phase 2 site-specific information requested in the site-specific
NRC letters of June 21, 2006.

The NEI letter also provided a copy of a draft license condition that the industry believed would
capture the B.5.b requirements delineated in the ICM Order. NEI also stated that the details of
commitments found to be an acceptable means of meeting the license condition would be
treated in accordance with the commitment management guideline in NEI 99-04. NEI stated
that, with submittal of this letter, Phase 2 should be closed.

Note: The staff did not agree that Phase 2 should be closed. The staff agreed only that the
process proposed by NEI appeared to be acceptable. Phase 2 would not be closed until each
site had implemented the Phase 2 SFP strategies and the NRC had verified the implementation
by an onsite inspection.

June 27, 2006
NEI Submitted a Proposal to the NRC for Closing Phase 3.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061860753), NEI submitted a proposal for closing
Phase 3. Previously, on June 15, 2006, NEI had provided the NRC with the final industry report
on the Phase 3 studies. The report summarized the overall project, as well as the insights
communicated to the CNO B.5.b review panel for its consideration in formulating a Phase 3
closure plan. This plan included both the technical and regulatory characteristics that NEI
believed to be appropriate for achieving closure.
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The NRC staff reviewed the licensee approach and found it generally acceptable. The staff
provided 10 additional considerations for achieving closure. NEI met with the NRC staff and
discussed each item in detail. NEI agreed to further evaluate two items. The first item, specific
to PWRs, involved installation of a passive containment vent line. NEI stated that this item was
already covered in plant-specific SAMGs that address the use of containment venting to prevent
containment failure. The second item was a BWR strategy for flooding the drywell, which NEI
agreed to include in the industry Phase 3 position.

NEI enclosed a table showing the disposition of the 10 additional considerations and a revised
Phase 3 position paper. The letter stated NEI's belief that, with the submittal of this letter,
Phase 3 should be closed.

Note: The staff did not agree that Phase 3 should be closed. The staff agreed only that the
process proposed by NEI appeared to be acceptable. Phase 3 would not be closed until each
site had implemented the Phase 3 reactor and containment strategies and the NRC had verified
the implementation by onsite inspection.

June 28, 2006
The Commission Provided Direction to the Staff on New Reactors, the Insider Mitigation
Program, Lessons Learned, Capturing B.5.B Requirements, and Hydrogen Igniters.

In SRM-M060607 (ADAMS Accession No. ML061790554), the Commission directed the staff to
note the following: (1) the staff should brief the nuclear reactor vendors of current and proposed
designs on the insights gained from assessments of SFP and reactor and containment
mitigating strategies, (2) the staff should consider reclassifying the requirements for an insider
mitigation program as Nonsafeguards Information, (3) the staff should brief the Commission
after completion of the lessons-learned evaluations and benchmarking effort on the insider
mitigation program, and (4) the staff should work expeditiously with stakeholders to establish an
effective method of capturing the B.5.b requirements in each plant's license, security plan, or
other appropriate regulatory document and other voluntary commitments in the licensee's
commitment management program.

The Commission also directed the staff to promptly proceed to require BWR Mark III and PWR
ice condensers to have additional nonsafety-related power supplies for containment hydrogen
igniters to close out GSI-1 89. In conjunction with providing its report on the assessment of the
benefits achieved by implementing imminent attack procedures, the staff should brief industry
on the significant benefits of mitigating or preventing the consequences of such an attack by
employing the procedures.
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June 29, 2006
The NRC Responded to Industry Proposals for Closing Phases 1, 2, and 3.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061790306), the Director, NRR, provided the staff's
response to the industry's proposals regarding Phase 1 of Section B.5.b of the Order, as well as
Phases 2 and 3. NEI documented these proposals in a letter dated June 16, 2006, and two
letters dated June 27, 2006. In summary, the NRC letter of June 29, 2006, stated that the staff
considered the proposals for closing Phases 1, 2, and 3 contained in the NEI letters to be
acceptable for the specified purposes and consistent with the safety objectives of the post-9/1 1
security enhancement programs. However, acceptance for individual facilities was made
conditional on staff evaluation of site-specific implementation and documentation of the
proposed Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies.

For Phase 1, the staff agreed that the proposed license condition to clearly describe the scope
of requirements under the Order, including items deferred from Phase 1 to Phases 2 and 3, was
an appropriate way to describe in each license the types of strategies required by Section B.5.b
of the Order. While the staff did not agree with all the technical arguments that NEI provided,
the staff accepted the proposals regarding Phases 2 and 3 as sufficient. As for the regulatory
aspects, those portions of the mitigation strategies identified during the Phase 2 and 3
assessments that utilize reasonable, evident, and readily available measures (as identified in
the February 25, 2005, guidance document) were required pursuant to Section B.5.b of the
Order and therefore are included within the items described in the proposed license condition.

Other mitigation strategies not included in this guidance were not required by Section B.5.b of
the Order. Mitigation strategies that use beyond-readily-available resources would be treated
as commitments, which become part of the licensing basis of the plant.

The staff also stated its belief that the NEI proposals reasonably justify the exclusion from
formal regulatory controls of those additional strategies identified during the Phase 2 and 3
Assessments that the NRC had previously deemed to be required under Section B.5.b of the
Order.

The NRC based its acceptance of the NEI proposal on the understanding that the details of the
required strategies would be implemented by commitment and managed in accordance with
NEI 99-04.

The staff concluded that strategies managed as commitments by NEI 99-04 do not warrant
notification prior to change. The staff also agreed with the NEI proposal that additional
strategies identified during Phases 2 and 3 that are deemed acceptable and valuable to
promote diversification and survivability would be incorporated into licensees' SAMGs and
EDMGs or be appended to other site implementation guidance.

Note: The staff agreed that the proposed license condition was an appropriate way to describe
which strategies were required by Section B.5.b of the Order. This included strategies that use
reasonable, evident, and readily available measures. However, the implementing details of
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these required strategies could be handled as commitments. In addition, other strategies not
required by the Order and their implementing details would be handled as commitments. This
was a significant step forward in reaching agreement between the NRC and NEI positions on
regulatory treatment of the B.5.b strategies.

Note: This letter was issued the day before the term of Chairman Diaz expired on
June 30, 2006.

June 30, 2006
Commissioner Jaczko Directs the Staff To Thoroughly Review the NEI Proposals.

In the memorandum COMGBJ-06-0004 (ADAMS Accession No. ML061810386), Commissioner
Jaczko noted the following:

[alt this stage, the Commission has reviewed and approved the methodology the
industry is using to meet the Phase 2 effort by approving related agency
correspondence in a June 13, 2006 Staff Requirements Memorandum. On
June 16, 2006, and June 27, 2006, the NRC received additional correspondence
from Marvin S. Fertel, Senior Vice President and Chief Nuclear Officer for the
NEI, which outlined the industry's proposed resolution to the remainder of this
effort.

The Commissioner recommended the following action:

Consistent with its established process for resolving issues associated with this
important NPP security program, the staff should be directed to thoroughly
review the correspondence and provide a detailed analysis of the NEI proposal.
The focus of the analysis should be on how the proposal offered by NEI meets
the requirements and policy of the Commission, any areas where it may fall short
of the Commission's expectations, and recommendations regarding any
necessary changes to the proposal that will allow licensees to fully implement,
complete, and close this effort in a manner acceptable to the NRC. The Office of
General Counsel should participate in this review to assist in the determination of
how consistent the proposal is with established Commission policy in this area.

July 12, 2006
The Staff Completed Its Thorough Review of NEI Proposals In Response to
Commissioner Jaczko's Direction.

In a D-Note (ADAMS Accession Nos. ML061940064 (package) and ML061940067), W. Dean
provided the staff's thorough review and assessment of the NEI proposals for closing Phases 1,
2, and 3. This included adding license conditions to capture the B.5.b requirements, address
items deferred from Phase 1 to Phase 2, and add generic mitigative strategies for Phase 3
(ML061930290). A table that cross-references the NEI Phase 3 generic mitigation strategies
with the February 25, 2005, B.5.b guidance document was also enclosed (ML061930299). The
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staff concluded that the closure process described in the enclosure was consistent with
Commission-established policy and requirements and the goals of the Phase 2 and 3 mitigation
strategy assessments. OGC participated in the development of this assessment and assisted in
the determination that the staffs conditional acceptance of the NEI proposals is consistent with
Commission policy in this area.

July 17, 2006
The NRC Staff Provided the Results of the Staff's Independent Phase 3 Assessments.

In Commission paper SECY-06-0158 (ADAMS Accession No. ML061910624), the EDO
provided the results of the staff's independent, site-specific assessments of reactor core and
containment mitigation strategies (Phase 3) and information on resources expended to
accomplish Phase 3. The paper stated that the industry had recently completed Phase 3
studies of reactor core and containment mitigation strategies at all operating NPP sites. In
parallel, the NRC staff had performed an independent Phase 3 assessment at each site. The
staff concluded that these studies and assessments had identified an appropriate spectrum of
candidate enhancement strategies at each site. These strategies were intended to prevent and
delay core damage, prevent containment failure, and reduce radiological releases.

As described in its letter of June 29, 2006 (ML061790306), the staff had agreed to the NEI
proposal for closing Phases 1, 2, and 3. The NEI proposal involved the use of a license
condition to describe in each license the types of strategies required by Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002, Order, including items deferred from Phase 1 to Phases 2 and 3.

Acceptance for individual facilities was made conditional upon staff evaluation of site-specific
implementation and documentation of the proposed Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies. The
staff would contact individual licensees to request details of site-specific implementation of the
proposed Phase 2 and 3 strategies. Following receipt of site-specific details, the staff would
develop site-specific SERs that incorporate all three phases; provide the SERs to licensees; and
issue conforming license amendments. The completion of these steps would constitute final
closure for the implementation of all three phases.

July 28, 2006
The NRC Staff Briefed the Naval Reactors Propulsion Directorate on Mitigative
Strategies.

NSSP and NSIR staff briefed the Director, Emergency Management, Naval Reactors,
Department of the Navy, at NRC Headquarters on the background of the NRC Order to
implement radiological protection mitigative strategies for a loss of large areas of the plant due
to fires or explosions, as discussed in the June 27, 2006, Federal Register. The briefing was an
abbreviated version of the presentation on mitigative measures used to brief foreign
counterparts of the NRC. The staff presented information on the phases of the "path forward."
OEDO approved this SGI-level briefing.
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August 7, 2006
The NRC Staff Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on the Benefits of Imminent
Threat Procedures.

The RES staff issued a memorandum to the Commission on quantifying the benefits of
imminent threat procedures. The purpose of the memorandum was to provide results of the
NRC assessment of the benefits associated with implementation of imminent threat procedures.
The memorandum discussed insights from plant analyses for selected scenarios accompanied
by extensive damage and quantification of the value added by procedures previously identified
by the NRC and implemented by licensees. The memorandum is designated as SGI.

August 14, 2006
The Commission Directs the Staff To Fully Document Insights Resulting from
Implementation of Phase 1, 2, and 3 1CM Order.

On August 14, 2006, the Commission stated in SRM-COMGBJ-06-0004 (ADAMS Accession
No. ML0622701062) that fully documenting the insights gained from the Phase 1, 2, and 3
initiatives to implement the February 25, 2002, security Orders at NPPs will be important to
future decisions the staff and Commission will make regarding the design features and
operations security programs of any new future plants. Therefore, for the purposes of
maintaining a clear and continuing record of the bases of staff decisions, the staff should
summarize for the Commission how it will document its integrated technical insights and
decision bases resulting from Phases 1, 2, and 3 for future use by the staff and Commissioners.
The SRM directed the staff to provide the Commission with a summary report following the
completion of all staff licensing actions related to these initiatives. The SRM also specified other
actions to be completed by the staff.

Subsequently, on December 28, 2006, the staff provided the Commission with a memorandum
(ADAMS Accession No. ML063460270), "Partial Response to Staff
Requirements-COMGBJ-06-0004-Potential Closure of the Issues Surrounding the
February 25, 2002, Security Orders to Nuclear Power Plants." In addition to Phase 1
information already obtained from licensees, the staff expected to receive site-specific
implementing details for Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies early in calendar year 2007. After
review of this site-specific information, the staff would prepare SERs that integrate the Phase 1,
2, and 3 site-specific details with the decision bases that support issuance of a license condition
covering all aspects of Section B.5.b, which should be completed by June 2007. The staff's
documentation would also capture licensee actions taken in response to the June 20, 2006,
Orders issued to certain facilities regarding key radiological protection strategies. The
memorandum also stated that the staff intended to perform inspection activities to verify the
implementation of Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies documented in the SERs (inspection of
Phase 1 attributes had been initially accomplished) and to address the two SRM items
remaining open upon completion of the licensing actions.

Note: The staff addressed the remaining items from SRM-COMGBJ-06-0004 in the
October 5, 2007, staff memorandum to the Commission, "Closure of All Actions Related to
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Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002, Interim Compensatory Measures Order to Nuclear
Power Plants" (ADAMS Accession No. ML072540485).

August 28, 2006
The NRC Provided the License Condition for Implementing Key Radiological Protection
Mitigating Strategies.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML062300304), the Director, NRR, informed those power
reactor licensees ordered to implement certain key radiological protection mitigation strategies
that the following license condition would be sufficient to satisfy the Order's substantive
requirements: "[Licensee] shall implement and maintain all Actions required by Attachment 2 to
NRC Order EA-06-137, issued June 20, 2006, except the last action that requires incorporation
of the strategies into the site security plan, contingency plan, emergency plan and/or guard
training and qualification plan, as appropriate."

Note: This allowed the affected licensees to manage these strategies as commitments in
accordance with NEI 99-04, making their management consistent with that of the other
mitigation strategies.

September 2006
Responsibilty for B.5.b Assigned to Special Projects BranchINRR.

In September 2006, after completing the Phase 2 and 3 assessments, NSSP was
disestablished and responsibility for Section B.5.b implementation and verification (e.g., license
amendments and inspections) was transferred to Special Projects Branch (PSPB), Division of
Policy and Rulemaking (DPR) in the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR). Key
members of the NSSP staff were reassigned to PSPB to ensure continuity.

September 11, 2006
RES Briefed the Commission on the Results and Implications of SFP Structural
Analyses.

RES briefed the Commission on the results and implications of SFP structural analyses. The
staff presentation included assessment method, summary of results, and implications with
respect to the previous staff statements and new reactors. In summary, the aircraft impact
assessment methodology is that the scenario development (aircraft speed, fuel, payload), plant
response (structural and fire analyses), and fuel response (event progression analysis, source
term, event timeline) are used to identify potential mitigation strategies. The staff presented a
summary of the BWR Mark I, BWR Mark II, and PWR SFPs analyzed by the staff. Most of the
details of the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.
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September 28, 2006
The Commission Issued the SRM "Discussion of Security Issues."

The Commission issued the SRM "Discussion of Security Issues," which directed the staff to
review the remaining BWR Mark II and applicable PWR SFPs, with respect to structural
characteristics and hittability, and consider what actions licensees could take as a result of the
findings, draft a proposed rule for security assessment requirements for new nuclear power
reactors, and provide a paper on the staff's plan for assessing aircraft impact for new reactor
designs.

October 12, 2006
The NRC Began Sending Phase 3 Assessment Results to All Licensees.

Beginning October 12, 2006, NRR began sending letters (e.g., ADAMS Accession
No. ML062630449) to all power reactor licensees. The letters forwarded a summary of the NRC
Phase 3 independent assessment for each plant, as well as a draft mitigation strategies table
and a proposed license condition. These letters also requested certain information described
below.

At the completion of the Phase 3 studies for all operating NPP sites, NEI provided the NRC with
a proposal for closing Phase 3 (letter to W. Kane, NRC, from M. Fertel, NEI, dated
June 27, 2006). In a response letter from the Director, NRR, to M. Fertel, NEI, dated
June 29, 2006, the NRC conditionally accepted the NEI proposal for closing Phase 3. In its
response, the staff reiterated that mitigation strategies in NEI's proposal that were identified
during the Phase 3 assessments and utilize reasonable, evident, readily available measures (as
identified in the February 25, 2005, guidance document) are required pursuant to Section B.5.b
of the Order. However, the details of the required strategies could be implemented and
managed in accordance with NEI 99-04. The staff believed that the NEI proposal reasonably
justified the exclusion from formal regulatory controls of those additional strategies identified
during the site-specific Phase 3 assessments that would be required under Section B.5.b of the
Order but are not identified in NEl's proposal.

The letter also stated that any mitigation strategies included in the proposal that were not
included in the February 25, 2005, guidance, including those that utilize
beyond-readily-available resources, were expected to be treated as commitments, which
become part of the licensing basis of the plant. Consistent with the NEI proposal, additional
strategies identified during Phase 3 that licensees deem acceptable and valuable to promote
diversification and survivability are expected to be incorporated into licensees' SAMGs or
EDMGs or to be appended to other site implementation guidance.

The letters also stated that regardless of the regulatory treatment of the various mitigation
strategies, the staff expected that they would be integrated into plant procedures or guidance in
such a manner that they could also be effectively used for nonsecurity-initiated events.
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The letters also stated that NRC Phase 3 assessments had determined that resolution of
several "command and control" issues was necessary in order to have confidence in the
success of any of the mitigation strategies identified. These issues include, but are not limited
to, communications capability; availability of plant reference documents; access to plant
equipment; normal locations of senior operators and other plant staff, as well as prestaged
emergency equipment to ensure its availability during the loss of large areas of the facility due
to explosions and fires; and chain-of-command logistics, given the potential for significant
disruption of the normal chain of command. The EDMGs described in the NEI proposal were
expected to address these issues.

All licensees were asked to provide, by January 5, 2007, the details of their site-specific
implementation of the generic mitigation strategies contained in the NEI Phase 3 proposal and
any other site-specific strategies that they intended to implement by procedure. Also, they were
requested to provide by January 5, 2007, the details of their Phase 2 strategies as discussed in
the June 21, 2006, NRC letter.

These letters to each licensee also forwarded a draft mitigation strategies table (Enclosure 3),
which reflected the staffs understanding of a list of required strategies and of each licensee's
site-specific method of implementation for each strategy. The letters asked the licensees to
confirm that this table correctly represented their method of implementing the requirements or to
provide corrections.

Finally, the letters to each licensee forwarded a proposed license condition (Enclosure 4), to be
included in each facility's operating license via a future license amendment, as a means to
provide regulatory control of each plant's mitigation strategies and to bring regulatory licensing
closure to this process. The letters asked the licensees to confirm that the enclosed draft
license condition appropriately captured their site's requirements.

Note: These letters to each licensee reiterated the information provided in the June 29, 2006,
letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML061790306) to NEI, which approved the NEI proposal for
closing Phases 1, 2, and 3 subject to NRC review and approval of implementing details. These
letters requested that all licensees provide the details of their site-specific implementation plans
by January 5, 2007. These letters also forwarded a draft mitigation strategies table and a
proposed license condition for each licensee's review.

October 26, 2006
NRC Published Proposed Rule on Power Reactor Security Requirements in the Federal
Register.

The NRC published a proposed rulemaking on Power Reactor Security Requirements in the
Federal Register, 71 FR 62663. Had it been approved in this form, the rulemaking would have
required licensees to "[i]nclude specific procedures, guidance, and strategies to maintain or
restore core cooling, containment, and spent fuel pool cooling capabilities using existing or
readily available resources (equipment and personnel) that can be effectively implemented
under the circumstances associated with loss of large areas of the plant due to explosions or
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fires." This provision was included in Appendix C, Section 11(j) of 10 CFR 73. This aspect of the
proposed rulemaking was modified April 10, 2008 in a supplemental rulemaking and in the final
rule published March 27, 2009, both discussed below. The corresponding requirements were
ultimately shifted to 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2).

December 1, 2006
NEI Requested a Meeting with the Commission to Discuss NRC Plans for Orders on
Hydrogen Control.

In an e-mail (ADAMS Accession No. ML063560320) to Chairman Klein, NEI requested a
Safeguards meeting with the Commission to discuss NRC plans to issue Orders to specific
licensees to address issues under certain beyond-design-basis security scenarios. The letter
stated that NRC management had informed NEI that the staff was preparing Orders affecting
PWRs with ice condenser containments and BWRs with Mark III containments. While NEI was
aware of the December 5, 2006, meeting between licensees and the NRC staff to discuss this
issue, it understood that the staff was implementing specific direction provided by the
Commission. In this regard, NEI believed a meeting between the Commissioners and CNOs of
the affected plants should be arranged after the December 5 meeting, but before the issuance
of Orders, to discuss the licensee perspective on the scope, safety value, and cost associated
with the proposed action.

Note: The industry appeared to believe that requiring additional methods of repowering the
hydrogen igniters was unnecessary because the events they were intended to mitigate were
beyond design basis. Apparently believing that the staff had reached a conclusion on this issue,
NEI requested an opportunity to appeal directly to the Commission.

December 8, 2006
NEI Repeated Its Request for a Meeting To Discuss NRC Plans for Orders on Hydrogen
Control.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML063560318) to Chairman Klein, NEI stated that its letter
dated December 1, 2006, requested a Safeguards meeting with the Commission to discuss
NRC plans to issue Orders to specific licensees to address hydrogen control issues under
certain beyond-design-basis security scenarios. On December 5, NRC staff and the affected
licensees met to discuss this topic, and those licensees were informed that the Orders would be
issued by December 20. The discussion at the December 5 meeting reinforced NEI's belief that
a meeting between the Commissioners and CNOs of the affected plants was necessary. NEI
stated that there was considerable confusion over the premise of the Orders, including the
impact of the scenario on the specific plants, the viability of the proposed resolution, the
relationship to the actions and mitigation strategies already being implemented under
Provision B.5.b of the ICM Order, the design criteria being imposed, and the cost of the design
modifications. Thus, NEI urged the Commission to arrange a meeting to discuss these
concerns to ensure consistency in Commission expectations and licensee actions related to
addressing specific security scenarios before the issuance of Orders.
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December 8, 2006
The Commission Directed the Staff To Summarize How Implementation of B.5.b Will Be
Documented for Future Use.

In SRM-COMGBJ-06-0004 (ADAMS Accession No. ML062270106), the Commission directed
the staff to summarize how it would document its integrated technical insights and decision
bases resulting from Phases 1, 2, and 3 of the implementation of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order
for future use by the staff and Commission. Two additional directives of the SRM were: (1) the
staff should provide to the Commission a summary report following the completion of all staff
licensing actions related to these initiatives and (2) the staff should notify the Commission within
60 days that a licensee has reported a modification or deletion of any commitment made
pursuant to Phase 3, together with a recommendation as to whether an Order should be issued.

December 14, 2006
NEI Provided NEI 06-12 for NRC Approval.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML070080351) to the Director, NRR, NEI forwarded
NEI 06-12, Revision 2, "B.5.b Phases 2 & 3 Submittal Guideline" (ML070090060), to the NRC
for review and acceptance. This document provided guidance to assist licensees in preparing
their site-specific Phase 2 and 3 responses. It also presented a methodology for developing the
industry mitigation strategies and an approach for evaluating other strategies to determine if
they are viable.

Note: This is a very significant document. Previously, the discussions for closing Phases 2
and 3 had been pursued on separate, parallel tracks. The agreements made between the staff
and NEI had been documented in numerous, usually separate letters and memoranda. With the
issuance of the NEI 06-12 submittal guideline, the process for closing Phases 2 and 3 was
consolidated into one process.

December 19, 2006
RES Briefed NEI on the Benefits of Imminent Threat Procedures.

RES provided a briefing to NEI on quantifying the benefits of imminent threat procedures. The
purpose of the briefing was to share the results of the NRC's assessment of the benefits
associated with the implementation of imminent threat procedures. The briefing discussed
insights from plant analyses for selected scenarios accompanied by extensive damage and
quantification of the value added by procedures previously identified by the NRC and
implemented by licensees. The briefing material is designated as SGI.

December 22, 2006
The NRC Endorsed NEI 06-12.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML063560235) to NEI, the Director, NRR, stated that the
NRC staff had considered the NEI request for NRC endorsement of NEI 06-12. The letter
stated that the NRC staff had interacted with NEI staff and its contractor during the development
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of this guidance and had also attended portions of the industry workshops conducted on this
topic. The staff agreed that licensee responses to the October 12 and 13, 2006, NRC requests
for site-specific Phase 2 and 3 implementing details, if prepared in accordance with NEI 06-12,
should provide sufficient information for the staff to evaluate the responses without the need for
RAIs. The staff believed that the guidance generally encompassed the mitigating strategy
attributes contained in the industry proposals for closing Phases 2 and 3, which were
conditionally accepted by the NRC. Accordingly, the NRC endorsed NEI 06-12.

The letter also cautioned that, notwithstanding proper application of the guidance, acceptance of
licensee responses for individual facilities would be conditional upon staff evaluation of
site-specific implementation and documentation of certain Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies.
In particular, the Phase 2 external strategy implementation plans at some sites would require
specific staff scrutiny because NEI 06-12 modifies the guidance in the earlier Phase 2 closure
proposal accepted by the NRC. The staff recognized that some sites have constraints
potentially requiring different approaches for this and possibly other strategies. Licensees were
strongly encouraged to follow the NEI 06-12 guidance to increase the efficiency of the NRC's
review and avoid further requests for information. Licensees were also cautioned to provide
ample information when deviations from the guidance were necessary.

Note: Previously, the NRC had accepted separate NEI proposals for closing Phases 2 and 3.
This letter informs NEI that the NRC conditionally accepted NEI 06-12 as an acceptable method
for licensees to provide submittals for closing both Phases 2 and 3. The subsequent submittals
by licensees required Requests for Additional Information (RAIs) and supplemental submittals
for all but three sites.

December 28, 2006
The Staff Summarized Plans for Documenting Closure of the February 25, 2002, Orders.

The staff provided the Commission with "Partial Response to Staff Requirements,
COMGBJ-06-0004-Potential Closure of the Issues Surrounding the February 25, 2002,
Security Orders to Nuclear Power Plants" (ADAMS Accession No. ML063460270). In addition
to Phase I information already obtained from licensees, the staff expected to receive
site-specific implementing details for Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies early in calendar
year 2007. After review of this site-specific information, the staff would prepare SERs that
integrate the Phase 1, 2, and 3 site-specific details with the decision bases that support
issuance of a license condition covering all aspects of Section B.5.b; this work would be
completed by June 2007. The staff's documentation would also capture licensee actions taken
in response to the June 20, 2006, Orders issued to certain facilities regarding key radiological
protection strategies. The memorandum also stated that the staff intended to perform
inspection activities to verify implementation of Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies documented
in the SERs (inspection of Phase 1 attributes have been initially accomplished) and to address
the two SRM items remaining open upon completion of the licensing actions.

Note: The October 5, 2007, staff memorandum to the Commission (ADAMS Accession
No. ML072540485), "Closure of All Actions Related to Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002,
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Interim Compensatory Measures Order to Nuclear Power Plants," addressed the remaining
items from SRM-COMGBJ-06-0004.

January 22, 2007
RES Briefed the Commission on NRC Aircraft Studies.

RES briefed the Commission with a presentation of a summary of NRC aircraft studies. The
briefing included background, aircraft threat characteristics, comparison of aircraft threat
characteristics with the approach of the Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI) and Electricite
de France (EDF), and a summary of NRC and EPRI structural analysis results for auxiliary
building and containments. The briefing also discussed the communications approach and
recipients, proposed 10 CFR 73.62 rulemaking, and new reactor assessments. Many of the
details of the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.
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February 9, 2007
Commission Issued SRM on Emergency Response Equipment

Representatives of the nuclear power industry briefed the Commission on security issues at
NPPs. The Commission issued SRM-M070130A (ADAMS Accession No. ML070400040)
following this meeting, on February 9, 2007, which directed the staff to update the Commission
on its efforts to provide the industry and DHS with specifications for emergency response
equipment that can be strategically located, made available to more than one site, and be
supported by grant funds from DHS. The action item was EDATS:SECY-2007-0033.

On March 30, 2007, in a D-Note (ADAMS Accession No. ML070900006), the staff provided the
Commission with an update on strategically located emergency response equipment. This D-
Note included an equipment list that had been received as Enclosure 3, "Nuclear Industry Input
in Support of a Federally Funded Regional Response Capability for the Nation's Critical
Infrastructure," to a May 15, 2006, NEI letter discussing B.5.b closure (ML070871185). Also,
the D-Note stated that on March 6, 2007, NSIR management met with Government counterparts
at the quarterly Government Coordination Council meeting. At that meeting, the Director of the
Chemical and Nuclear Preparedness and Protection Division acknowledged previous receipt of
the equipment list and agreed to engage the Federal Emergency Management Agency in
ascertaining the status and location of existing emergency response equipment. Further, during
the joint Government Coordination Council/Nuclear Sector Coordinating Council meeting, all
attendees received this update. Additionally, the Nuclear Sector Coordinating Council agreed to
develop a cost estimate for its previously proposed equipment list.

March 28, 2007
Chairman Klein Received a Letter on Aircraft Crash Design Requirements from the
Finland Radiation and Nuclear Safety Authority.

Chairman Klein received a letter from the Finland Radiation and Nuclear Safety Authority
(STUK) regarding cooperation on aircraft crash design requirements. The letter discussed
Finnish regulations regarding aircraft impacts on NPPs and an assessment performed by STUK
and also included a copy of the briefing provided to a RES staff member on March 5, 2007,
Most of the material attached to the letter is classified as Secret by STUK.
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April 16, 2007
RES Briefed DHS on NRC Actions To Protect Public Health and Safety.

The NRC briefed DHS on NRC actions to protect public health and safety in regards to NPPs.
The briefing discussed the NRC's post-9/1 1 strategy to protect against threats to nuclear
facilities, concept of DBT, NRC rulemaking for DBTs, risk ranking of NPPs for airborne threats,
integrated response planning with NORAD command and control, NPP capability to withstand
aircraft attacks, aircraft hittability analysis, commercial aircraft population, approximate fuel
loads, analysis tools for consequence analysis, analysis results for BWR and PWR plants, small
aircraft threats, SFP consequence analyses, and summary of NRC actions. Most of the details
of the briefing are classified as Secret NSI.

May 1, 2007
The Staff Established a Process for Documenting Closure of DFIs and Phase 1, 2, and 3
Assessments.

In an internal NRR memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML071160296), the staff documented
the closure of technical assignment codes (TACs) related to the December 2, 2005, DFI
concerning Section B.5.b. This DFI required licensees to provide information to confirm that
they had implemented applicable mitigation strategies associated with Section B.5.b of the ICM
Order to power plant licensees. In some instances, the NRC staff found it necessary to issue
Orders to specific licensees to ensure that these licensees are effectively implementing
applicable mitigation strategies required by the February 25, 2002, Order; the NRR staff opened
plant-specific TACs for its review of licensee responses to the Orders. To bring Headquarters
staff B.5.b review activities to closure most efficiently, the NRC staff determined that it would
issue its findings regarding licensee implementation of the Orders, as well as Phases 1, 2,
and 3, as part of a single, integrated plant-specific SE. Consequently, the TACs opened to
develop and issue the SE would account for any additional NRC staff review related to the
Orders.

Note: This decision to document the closure of the DFI and Phases 1, 2, and 3 in a single SER
significantly simplified the final closure of what had become the very complicated process of
addressing the February 25, 2002, ICM Order. The decision benefited both the staff and the
industry by consolidating the closure of all the remaining B.5.b issues in one document for each
site.

August 17, 2007
The Commission Directed the Staff To Provide a Summary Report on the Remaining
Phase 2 and 3 Actions.

In SRM-M070718A (ADAMS Accession No. ML072290248), the Commission directed the staff
to (1) provide a summary report estimating licensees' remaining actions needed to implement all
mitigating strategies associated with Phases 2 and 3 of Section B.5.b of the February 25, 2002,
Order and (2) ensure that confirmatory inspections of Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies are
adequately funded and given high priority.
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September 20, 2007
NRC Issued Order EA-07-231 Imposing Safeguards Information Protection Requirements
and Fingerprinting and Criminal History Records Check Requirements for Access to
Safeguards Information.

In anticipation of a requirement, through rulemaking, that nuclear power plant designers perform
a rigorous assessment of design features that could provide additional inherent protection to
avoid or mitigate the effects of a large commercial aircraft impact, while reducing or eliminating
the need for operator actions, the Commission decided to provide the detailed aircraft impact
characteristics that should be used as reasonable inputs. The detailed aircraft characteristics
that are the subject of this Order were designated as SGI by it. This Order imposed SGI
handling requirements on four vendors/designers of new reactors and provided the
requirements for granting access to individuals. These requirements specified additional
controls for foreign nationals and other individuals whose FBI criminal records would be unlikely
to provide sufficient information to form the basis of an informed decision on granting access.

October 2, 2007
RES Briefed Commissioners' Technical Assistants on SFPs Subjected to Postulated
Aircraft Attack.

RES briefed the Commissioners' Technical Assistants on the staffs review of the assessment of
the capability of PWR and BWR Mark II SFPs to withstand an impact by a large commercial
aircraft, as directed in SRM-M06091 1A, dated September 28, 2006. The briefing is classified as
Secret NSI.

October 5, 2007
The Staff Informed the Commission That B.5.b Staff Actions Are Complete, Provided a
Plan for Monitoring B.5.b Commitments, and Estimated the Remaining Actions.

In a memorandum to the Commission (ADAMS Accession No. ML072540485), the staff
addressed the remaining items from the Commission's SRM-COMGBJ-06-0004 and associated
SRM-COMSECY-06-0021 and SRM-M070718A pertaining to Section B.5.b of the
February 25, 2002, [CM Order.

First, the staff reported that it had completed all remaining staff actions for licensing associated
with Section B.5.b of the ICM Order:

For Phase 1 licensees had assessed their nuclear power plants to identify readily
available mitigative strategies to address a range of potential scenarios that may
result in the loss of large areas of the plant due to explosions or fires. Licensees
implemented these mitigative strategies, and the staff completed their
inspections of implementation of most of the Phase 1 items by the end of
calendar year 2006. Some items were deferred to Phases 2 and 3.
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For Phases 2 and 3 the NRC determined that differences in plant design and
configuration warranted independent assessments for SFPs and the reactor core
and containment. Site-specific assessments of SFPs, deemed Phase 2, were
completed in December 2005. Site-specific assessments of reactor core and
containment, deemed Phase 3, were completed in June 2006.

In December 2006, the staff, after several rounds of comments, approved
NEI 06-12 as an acceptable method for addressing B.5.b Phases 2 and 3
submittals. By mid July 2007 the staff had received all licensee initial and
supplemental submittals. The staff concluded that all licensees had identified a
range of strategies that, if implemented as described, would be adequate to
address the industry-proposed B.5.b license condition. By the end of
August 2007 the staff had documented its reviews in SERs and issued license
conditions to capture the required strategies for each site.

Second, the staff informed the Commission of its plan to monitor the modification or deletion of
licensee B.5.b commitments through the Reactor Oversight Process (ROP) inspection program
and to notify the Commission of necessary regulatory actions via existing processes. The staff
confirmed that it had prepared TI 2515/171, "Verification of Site Specific Implementation of B.5.b
Phase 2 and 3 Mitigating Strategies" (ADAMS Accession No. ML073120469), which would be
used to verify that all commitments had been implemented as described in the licensee's B.5.b
submittals, documented in the SERs, and incorporated into the licensee's commitment
management program. If a licensee had modified a commitment, the staff would verify that the
modified or alternative commitment is as effective as the original strategy described in the SER.
If a licensee had deleted a commitment, the staff would verify that the licensee had identified an
acceptable alternative commitment or had provided justification that the commitment is no
longer needed to satisfy the license condition.

Third, the staff estimated that it would begin the TI 2515/171 inspections in January 2008 and
would complete the inspections by the end of December 2008. Based on the lessons learned
from these inspections, the staff would review and revise, as necessary, the ROP inspection
program to ensure long-term monitoring of the equipment, training, and procedures needed to
maintain the effectiveness of the B.5.b commitments. In this manner, the staff could monitor the
modification or deletion of B.5.b commitments by licensees associated with all three phases of
B.5.b and would take appropriate regulatory actions if commitments were no longer being met.
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October 10, 2007
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on the Assessment of SFPs Subjected to
a Postulated Aircraft Attack.

RES issued a memorandum to inform the Commission of the staff's review of the assessment of
the capability of PWR and BWR Mark II SFPs to withstand an impact by a large commercial
aircraft, as directed in SRM-M06091 1A, dated September 28, 2006. The memorandum is
classified as Secret NSI.

Note: This memorandum addresses the subjects presented to Commissioners' Technical
Assistants in a briefing on October 2, 2007.

January 11, 2008
The Staff Documented the Pilot Inspection at Duane Arnold Using Draft TI 2515/171.

In an inspection report (ADAMS Accession No. ML080160279), the staff documented the pilot
inspection at Duane Arnold Energy Center, performed December 10-14, 2007, using
TI 2515/171. The inspection examined activities conducted by the licensee as they related to
the implementation of B.5.b Phase 2 and 3 mitigating strategies. The inspection involved
examination of selected procedures and representative records, observations of activities, and
interviews with personnel. On the basis of the samples selected for review, the inspection
identified no findings or violations of regulatory requirements. The team concluded that, in
general, the licensee had implemented the site-specific B.5.b Phase 2 and 3 mitigating
strategies as described in its submittals and the associated SER. The NRC staff also concluded
that TI 2515/171, with minor changes, would be acceptable for use at other sites.

Note: The pilot inspection confirmed the efficacy of the inspection procedure. The licensee was
proactive in its implementation of the mitigating strategies and was very well prepared for the
inspection. Both the staff and industry representatives learned a great deal during the
inspection.

February 6, 2008
The Staff Issued TI 2515/171 for Use.

The staff issued T1 2515/171 for use. On May 16, 2008, TI 2515/171, Appendix C, "B.5.b
Significance Determination Process," was approved. This significance determination process
would be used to evaluate all potentially greater-than-minor B.5.b inspection findings identified
during the TI 2515/171 inspections. On July 25, 2008, the staff issued TI 2515/171, Revision 1
(ADAMS Accession No. ML081340110) for use. The revision incorporated the Appendix C
B.5.b significance determination process and provided guidance on an acceptable allowance for
overspray when using the SFP spray strategy.
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April 10, 2008
NRC Published Supplemental Proposed Rule on Power Reactor Security Requirements in
the Federal Register.

The NRC published a supplemental proposed rulemaking on power reactor security
requirements in the Federal Register, 73 FR 19443. As discussed in SECY-08-099, this moved
the proposed rule corresponding to the requirements of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order to 10
CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and revised the wording to read:

Each licensee shall develop and implement guidance and strategies intended to
maintain or restore core cooling, containment, and spent fuel pool cooling
capabilities under the circumstances associated with loss of large areas of the
plant due to explosions or fire, to include strategies in the following areas:

(i) Fire fighting;
(ii) Operations to mitigate fuel damage; and
(iii) Actions to minimize radiological release.

This revision to the proposed rule reflected the further development and refinement of the
strategies.

May 2008
NRR Staff Established B.5.b Community of Practice on the NRC Knowledge Center.

The NRR Staff established a Community of Practice (CoP) on the NRC Knowledge Center to
facilitate knowledge management on the B.5.b requirements. This CoP is available to NRC
users at http://nrcknowledgecenter.nrc.gov/CommunityBrowser.aspx?id=4380&lang=en-US.

August 4, 2008
RES Issued a Memorandum to the Commission on the Assessment of BWR Mark II and
Mark III SFPs.

RES issued a memorandum to the Commission, which presented a summary of the staffs
detailed study of the ability of BWR Mark II SFPs (Limerick 1, Limerick 2, and Nine Mile Point 2)
to withstand an impact by a large commercial aircraft. The memorandum also provided results
of the qualitative assessment of BWR Mark III SFPs (Clinton, Perry, River Bend, and Grand
Gulf). The memorandum is classified as Secret NSI.

August 5, 2008
The Staff Informed the Commission of Its Plans for Integrating B.5.b Areas into the ROP.

In a memorandum (ADAMS Accession No. ML082050032), the staff responded to
SRM-M070718A, "Discussion of Security Issues," dated August 17, 2007. This SRM
addressed, in part, the plan and schedule for the integration of new areas of B.5.b-related
inspection into the ROP.
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The staff reported that it had issued TI 2515/171 on February 6, 2008, to provide guidance for
the inspection effort. In the memorandum, the staff stated that it had completed approximately
one-quarter of the confirmatory inspections and expected to complete inspection activities at all
NPP sites by December 31, 2008.

The staff also reported that it had initiated a B.5.b Inspection Community of Practice using the
NRC's Knowledge Center Web site as a tool to collect results and lessons learned from these
inspections. The lessons learned would be used to integrate the new areas related to
Section B.5.b into the ROP.

In addition, the staff formed a B.5.b Integration Team, comprising experienced representatives
from NRR, in coordination with the regions and NSIR, to assess and evaluate the aspects of
Phases 1, 2, and 3 of Section B.5.b activities that should be integrated into routine regulatory
activities, including the ROP. The team would formulate an integration plan for issues related to
Section B.5.b for use by December 2008. Both the integration plan and the lessons learned
from the confirmatory inspections were used to update the inspection program and integrate the
new areas related to Section B.5.b into the ROP for use in ROP Year 11, which would
commence January 1,2010.

October 6, 2008
The NRC Staff Briefed the Commission on Recent Aircraft Impact Assessment Activities.

The briefing topics included aircraft impact parameters, SFP assessments, new reactor
assessments, and communications with foreign countries and reactor vendors. The briefing
material is classified as Secret NSI.

November 12, 2008
The Commission Directed the Staff to Provide a Summary Report on Significant Issues.

SRM-M081006B (not in ADAMS), "Discussion of Security Issues," addressed, in part, the
completion of inspections to verify the site-specific implementation of Phase 2 and 3 mitigating
strategies. Specifically, the SRM directed the staff to provide the Commission with a summary
report, after completing all of the inspections, to identify any significant issues and their
resolution or outstanding issues requiring resolution.

December 17, 2008
The Commission Approved the Final Rule on Power Reactor Security Requirements.

In SRM-M081217B (ADAMS Accession No. ML083520252), the Commission approved a final
rule (SECY-08-0099, "Final Rule-Power Reactor Security Requirements" (RIN 3150-AG63)),
which amended existing security regulations and added new security requirements pertaining to
current and future nuclear power reactors, subject to the comments and changes noted in the
attachment. This final rule made security requirements similar to those previously imposed by
the Commission Orders issued after the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, generically
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applicable. The requirements of Section B.5.b of the ICM Order were included as
10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2). Additionally, the final rule added several new requirements developed as
a result of insights gained from implementation of the security Orders, reviews of site security
plans, and implementation of the enhanced baseline inspection program. The final rule also
updated the NRC's security regulatory framework for the licensing of new NPPs.

The SRM directed the staff to allocate the necessary resources to inspect the security plans in
the ROP baseline inspection program. Licensees currently licensed to operate under
10 CFR Part 50, "Domestic Licensing of Production and Utilization Facilities," must comply with
the final rule by March 31, 2010. This will allow current power reactor licensees an
implementation period extending 1 year beyond the March 2009 expected completion date for
the regulatory guides. In addition, the staff should make any conforming changes as necessary.

February 12, 2009
The Staff Issued a D-Note in Response to the SRM Dated November 12, 2008,

The staff issued a D-Note in response to SRM-M081006B, dated November 12, 2008, regarding
SFP undercutting issues at two plants. The D-Note is classified as Secret NSI.

February 17, 2009
The Commission Approved the Final Rule on Consideration of Aircraft Impacts for New
Nuclear Power Reactors.

In SRM-M090217 (ADAMS Accession No. ML090480610), the Commission approved a final
rule (SECY-08-0152, "Final Rule-Consideration of Aircraft Impacts for New Nuclear Power
Reactors" (RIN 3150-AI19)), which complements the new rule, 10 CFR 50.54(hh) to mitigate the
effects of large fires and explosions. This rulemaking requires applicants for new nuclear power
reactors to:

" Perform an assessment of the effects on the designed facility of a beyond-design-basis
aircraft impact.

" Using realistic analyses, identify and incorporate into the design those design features
and functional capabilities to show, with reduced use of operator action, that the facility
can withstand the effects of an aircraft impact (i.e., that the rule's acceptance criteria are
met).

" Describe how such design features and functional capabilities show, with reduced use of
operator action, that the facility can withstand the effects of an aircraft impact.

The goal of this rule is to have the designer implement a rigorous assessment process to
ensure that the design process constitutes a reasoned approach for assessing the plant design
to identify design features and functional capabilities to show that the facility can withstand the
effects of an aircraft impact. The relationship between this rule and the B.5.b requirements is
explained in the statement of considerations published with the Final Rule on June 12, 2009 in
the Federal Register (74 FR 28111).
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March 27, 2009
NRC Published Final Rule on Power Reactor Security Requirements in the Federal
Register.

The NRC published the final rule on Power Reactor Security Requirements, which had been
approved by the Commission on December 17, 2008, in the Federal Register (74 FR 13925).
This included the new rule, 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2), implementing requirements consistent with
Section B.5.b of the ICM Order.

April 30, 2009
The Staff Reported Completion of Inspections of Phase 2 and 3 Actions.

The staff issued to the Commission the memorandum "Summary Report upon Completion of the
Inspection of Phase 2 and 3 Actions Related to Section B.5.B of the February 25, 2002, Interim
Compensatory Measures Order to Nuclear Power Plants" (ADAMS Accession
No. ML090771056) in response to SRM-M081006B. The staff informed the Commission that it
had performed an inspection at each power reactor site using TI 2515/171, "Verification of Site
Specific Implementation of B.5.b Phase 2 and 3 Mitigation Strategies." The first inspection was
performed in December 2007, and the last was completed in December 2008. The inspections
were performed by a team which typically included a region based team leader, the resident
inspector and a representative from the NRR Special Projects Branch with previous B.5.b
experience.

The inspection process identified a range of issues, which were documented in the inspection
report for each site. Most significant issues (those determined to be more than minor) were
identified as findings or violations. Licensees addressed inspection findings and violations by
taking appropriate corrective actions. These corrective actions included performing additional
engineering calculations, establishing additional strategies, updating and correcting procedures,
training plant staff, and rerouting flow paths to reduce system pressure losses.

The inspection process also identified two significant issues that require resolution:

(1) New information became available in the PWR Owners' Group technical report,
WCAP-16800, "Insights for Operating Steam Generators to Minimize RCS Inventory
Loss Following a Loss of All AC and DC Power," November 2007, that could affect the
viability of three of the PWR steam generator mitigation strategies described in NEI 06-
12. WCAP-16800 had not been submitted to the NRC for review and approval as a
topical report. A licensee provided a copy of the report to the inspection team during
their TI 2515/171 inspection.

(2) Guidance should be provided to address other lessons learned during the TI 2515/171
inspections, including clarifying expectations for procedures, training, engineering
calculations, and maintenance of B.5.b equipment, such as allowed out-of-service time.
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The staff reported that it was working with NEI and the nuclear industry to determine if the
guidance on these two issues (WCAP-16800 and other lessons learned) could be incorporated
into NEI 06-12 to provide regulatory guidance for the requirements of Section B.5.b for existing
reactors and the new regulation, 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2), for existing reactors and new reactors.
As an alternative, the staff could provide interim staff guidance or a regulatory guide that
endorses NEI 06-12 and addresses these issues. The NRC staff had also prepared a revision
to an existing inspection procedure for the baseline ROP to ensure that the effectiveness of the
B.5.b strategies is maintained for existing reactors.

May 1, 2009
NEI Submitted Proposed Revisions to NEI 06-12 To Address New Reactors.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession Nos. ML091310577 and, for the package, ML091310591), NEI
provided Revision 3 of NEI 06-12 to the NRC for review and endorsement. This revision
provided guidance on the application of NEI 06-12 to new NPPs to ensure consistency in
meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and 10 CFR 52.80(d).

In 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2), which codified Provision B.5.b of the NRC's February 25, 2002, ICM
Order, the NRC requires new plant applicants to develop guidance and strategies for
addressing losses of large areas of the plant due to fires or explosions from
beyond-design-basis events. NEI stated that the current operating plants are meeting the same
requirements and developed their strategies by following the guidance in NEI 06-12, which the
NRC endorsed.

NEI stated that it expects the strategies in place for the current operating fleet and those for new
plants to be similar. However, NEI recognized that new reactors employ many design
enhancements and use advanced technologies, which means some adjustments to the
methodology in NEI 06-12 would be necessary. In this regard, NEI drafted a new Chapter 5
(ADAMS Accession No. ML091310585) to address the application of NEI 06-12 to new reactors.

NEI stated that it is aware that the NRC has a list of lessons learned resulting from the B.5.b
implementation inspections conducted at the current operating plants. If the disposition of these
lessons learned results in changes to NEI 06-12, the applicants for combined operating licenses
(COLs) will review those changes for applicability.

To meet the requirements of 10 CFR 52.80(d), COL applicants must submit a description and
plans for implementation of the guidance and strategies required by 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2). NEI
had developed a 10 CFR 52.80(d) template (ADAMS Accession No. ML091310588) that would
become an appendix to NEI 06-12. Applicants would complete this template as part of their
COL application.

NEI requested that the NRC endorse the enclosed revision to NEI 06-12. Once endorsement
was received, NEI would update and reissue NEI 06-12 in final form.
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May, 18, 2009
NRC Published Proposed Rule for Emergency Preparedness in the Federal Register.

The NRC staff proposed to amend certain emergency preparedness requirements in order to
codify voluntary measures licensees implemented in response to NRC Bulletin 2005-02,
"Emergency Preparedness and Response Actions for Security-Based Events". These
measures included onsite personnel protective actions that address hostile action and inclusion
of hostile action scenarios in the drill and exercise program. In addition, the staff proposed a
requirement that implementation strategies, procedures and guidance developed under 10 CFR
50.54(hh) be demonstrated in biennial exercises inspected by NRC. The rule was expected to
be final in late 2010.

June 12, 2009
NRC Published Final Rule on Consideration of Aircraft Impacts for New Nuclear Power
Reactors in the Federal Register.

The NRC published the final rule on Consideration of Aircraft Impacts for New Nuclear Power
Reactors., which had been approved by the Commission on February 17, 2009, in the Federal
Register (74 FR 28111). This included the new rule, 10 CFR 50.150, implementing the
requirements for aircraft impact assessments for new nuclear power reactors.

July 17, 2009
NEI Submitted NEI 06-12, Revision 3, To Address NRC Comments.

NEI submitted an updated version of Revision 3 (ADAMS Accession No. ML092120161) of
NEI 06-12 for NRC review. This revision provided guidance on the application of NEI 06-12 to
new NPPs to ensure consistency in meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and
10 CFR 52.80(d). In the submittal letter, NEI stated that Revision 3 included some changes in
addition to those in the May 1, 2009, proposed revision. The discussion of the application of
NEI 06-12 to new reactors was moved from Chapter 5 to Chapter 4. NEI added a new
Appendix D to provide a template for complying with 10 CFR 52.80(d), which requires
applicants to prepare descriptions and plans for implementation of the guidance and strategies
required by 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2). The submittal letter stated that Revision 3 addressed NRC
comments provided in e-mails dated June 8, 2009, and June 29, 2009, and at a meeting on
June 23, 2009. The submittal letter also stated that NEI understands that the NRC had a list of
lessons learned resulting from the B.5.b inspections conducted at operating plants. NEI stated
that if the disposition of these lessons learned results in changes to NEI 06-12, Revision 3, the
COL applicants will review these changes for applicability. NEI requested that the NRC staff
endorse Revision 3 for use.
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August 26, 2009
The NRC Requested Sunsetting the Special Access Program.

In SECY-09-0118 (ADAMS Accession No. ML092110601), the staff asked the Commission to
approve the sunsetting of the Special Access Program (SAP). Approval to establish the SAP
was initially granted by the President on July 1, 2004. The SAP was established to safeguard
information that the Commission determined was vitally important to protecting commercial
NPPs and Category I nuclear fuel facilities from terrorist attacks and for responding to such
attacks. The program was designated Sage Haunt and required implementation of strict
controls for access and dissemination. Most of the details related to the program would
continue to be classified as NSI or designated as SGI, although not with the dissemination
controls provided by the SAP.

October 7, 2009
The NRC Issued Draft Interim Staff Guidance for 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and 10 CFR 50.82(d)
for New Reactors.

In a letter (ADAMS Accession No. ML092100352), the staff forwarded Draft Interim Staff
Guidance (ISG) DC/COL-ISG-016, "Compliance with 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and
10 CFR 52.80(d)," to NEI and requested its comments within 30 days. The ISG endorses the
guidelines of NEI 06-12, Revision 3, as an acceptable approach to meeting the requirements of
10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) and 10 CFR 52.80(d), with certain exceptions based on the lessons
learned outlined above. New applicants for, and new holders of, an operating license may use
other methods to satisfy these requirements, which the staff would review for acceptability on a
case-by-case basis.
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February 4, 2010

MEMORANDUM TO: Chairman Jaczko
Commissioner Klein
Commissioner Svinicki

FROM: R. W. Borchardt IRA by Bruce S. Mallett for/
Executive Director for Operations

SUBJECT: DOCUMENTATION OF EVOLUTION OF SECURITY
REQUIREMENTS AT COMMERCIAL NUCLEAR POWER
PLANTS WITH RESPECT TO MITIGATION MEASURES FOR
LARGE FIRES AND EXPLOSIONS

Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM)-M081006B, "Discussion of Security Issues," dated
November 12, 2008, addressed, in part, actions taken at commercial nuclear power plants
since the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. Specifically, the SRM directed the staff of
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to provide the following to the Commission:

.. in one document the evolution of the implementation of security requirements
with respect to mitigation measures for large fires or explosions starting with the
advisories and through Phases 1, 2 and 3. The document should be provided to
the Commission for information and retained for knowledge transfer. The staff
should explore making publically available additional information about steps the
agency has taken to protect nuclear plant(s) from large fires or explosions.

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide the requested document to the Commission.
This memorandum will also be placed on the NRC Knowledge Center's B.5.b Inspections
Community of Practice where it will be retained for knowledge transfer. To inform the public
about the steps the staff has taken to protect nuclear plants, the Office of Public Affairs plans to
prepare and release a publicly available version of the information.

To respond to the Commission's request, the staff performed a search to identify existing
classified and unclassified documents which describe the evolution of the implementation of
security requirements with respect to mitigation measures taken since September 11, 2001.
Staff representatives from the Offices of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR), Nuclear
Regulatory Research (RES), Nuclear Security and Incident Response (NSIR) and the former
Office of Nuclear Security Special Projects (NSSP) participated in this search. The staff
identified documents from paper copy files, documents that were available in the Agencywide
Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS), and documents that were available on

CONTACT: Eric E. Bowman, NRRIDPR
301-415-2963
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the Safeguards Information Local Area Network and Electronic Safe (SLES) system. As these
documents were identified, they were cataloged in an EXCEL database called the
'Consolidated Timeline Documents." The database included fields to enter the document date,
ADAMS Accession Number (if available), Document/Event Type, Cognizant Office, Subject,
and Comments. For many documents, the staff used the comment field to summarize the
contents of the actual document. For Safeguards or Classified documents, the staff used the
comment field to provide a summary of the document that could be handled as Official Use
Only-Security-Related Information. By the end of the review process, the staff had entered
more than 600 documents into the database.

The staff used the information contained in the "Consolidated Timeline Documents" database to
prepare the enclosure to this paper which describes the evolution of the implementation of
security requirements with respect to mitigation measures taken since September 11, 2001.

The information contained in this memorandum was developed by the NRR, RES, NSIR and
(former) NSSP staff based on their review of the referenced documents and their recollection of
their participation in these activities. This memorandum was also coordinated with staff
members from the Offices of the Executive Director for Operations (OEDO), Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards (NMSS) and New Reactors (NRO) who participated in these activities.

Enclosure: Evolution of Mitigating Measures for Larger Fire and Explosions

cc: SECY
OGC
OCA
OPA
CFO
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The Commissioners

the Safeguards Information Local Area Network and Electronic Safe (SLES) system. As these
documents were identified, they were cataloged in an EXCEL database called the
"Consolidated Timeline Documents." The database included fields to enter the document date,
ADAMS Accession Number (if available), Document/Event Type, Cognizant Office, Subject,
and Comments. For many documents, the staff used the comment field to summarize the
contents of the actual document. For Safeguards or Classified documents, the staff used the
comment field to provide a summary of the document that could be handled as Official Use
Only-Security-Related Information. By the end of the review process, the staff had entered
more than 600 documents into the database.

The staff used the information contained in the "Consolidated Timeline Documents" database to
prepare the enclosure to this paper which describes the evolution of the implementation of
security requirements with respect to mitigation measures taken since September 11, 2001.

The information contained in this memorandum was developed by the NRR, RES, NSIR and
(former) NSSP staff based on their review of the referenced documents and their recollection of
their participation in these activities. This memorandum was also coordinated with staff
members from the Offices of the Executive Director for Operations (OEDO), Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards (NMSS) and New Reactors (NRO) who participated in these activities.

Enclosure: Evolution of Mitigating Measures for Larger Fire and Explosions

cc: SECY
OGC
OCA
OPA
CFO

DISTRIBUTION: WITS 200800433/EDATS: SECY-2008-0648
See next page
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Memorandum to the Commission from R. W. Borchardt dated. February 4, 2010

SUBJECT: DOCUMENTATION OF EVOLUTION OF SECURITY REQUIREMENTS WITH
RESPECT TO MITIGATION MEASURES FOR LARGE FIRES AND EXPLOSIONS

DISTRIBUTION: WITS200800433 IEDATS: SECY-2008-0648
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

E (b)(6)
Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:23:58 AM

(b)(6)
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From: Borchardt, Bill
To: Collins. Elmo; Virgilio. Martin
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:24:00 AM

Thanks.

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:01 AM
To: Virgilio, Martin; Borchardt, Bill
Subject: FW: Action: ERB Items for Review

Marty and Bill

Looks like we're moving ahead with Tom Blount for Deputy DRS

Elmo

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:00 AM
To: Collins, Elmo; Leeds, Eric; Evans, Michele
Cc: Johns, Nancy; Gallagher, Johanna
Subject: RE: Action: ERB Items for Review

Hello Elmo, Eric and Michele,

We've heard back from almost everyone, and no one has any objections, so we are free to
proceed. Eric, Johanna is still out so if you like I can try and draft up a rotational
solicitation to backfill for Mary.

Thanks
Alison
301-492-2326

From: Tallarico, Alison
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Evans, Michele; Ash, Darren; Borchardt, Bill; Boyce, Thomas (01S); Buchholz, Jeri; Bums, Stephen;
Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean, Bill; Doane,
Margaret; Dorman, Dan; Dyer, Jim; Gallagher, Johanna; Greene, Kathryn; Haney, Catherine; Holahan,
Gary; Howell, Art; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Kelley, Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Lew, David; Mamish,
Nader; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott; Muessle, Mary; Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark;
Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Tallarico, Alison; Tracy, Glenn; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wert, Leonard; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: Action: ERB Items for Review

*!&Fac. yurees onl~y**

TO ERB Members

We are sharing the following items for ERB review and information because the ERB is not scheduled to
meet this week:

(b)(5),(b)(6)
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Thanks
Alison Tallarico (for Johanna Gallagher)

301-492-2326
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From; Haney, Catherine
To: Schneider. Kathleen
Subject: are you good for lunch at noon
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:36:00 AM
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From: Harrison. Donnie

To: Check. Michael
Subject: RE: Standup Meeting

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:34:48 AM

Mike,

If you want to fill me in via phone, just call me at 202-579-6238 (or e-mail). Otherwise, I will be in

tomorrow and you can catch me up then.

Donnie

From: Cheok, Michael On Behalf Of Alexander, Cheryl
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:54 AM
To: Laur, Steven; Lee, Samson; Rodriguez, Veronica; Tate, Travis; Harrison, Donnie; Dinsmore, Stephen
Subject: FW: Standup Meeting
When: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:00 AM-10:15 AM.
Where: Mike Office

When: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:00 AM-10:15 AM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: Mike Office

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.

If you are available, this is a quick stand-up mtg to pass along some info from the ET meeting this
morning. If you are not available, come on by later and I can fill you in. Nothing urgent - just some
info as to what is happening.

Mike

----- Original Appointment -----
From: Alexander, Cheryl
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:47 AM
To: Alexander, Cheryl; Klein, Alex; Cheok, Michael; DRACAL Resource
Subject: Standup Meeting
When: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:00 AM-10:15 AM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: Mike Office
Importance: High

When: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:00 AM-10:15 AM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: Mike Office

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.

DN 2537 of 2796



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

Grobe. Jack
(b)T6)

Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:34:58 AM

(b)(6)
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Satorius, Mark

From: Holt, BJ
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:37 AM
To: Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia; Langan, Scott; Boland, Anne; Louden, Patrick;

Sotiropoulos, Dina; West, Steven; Shear, Gary; Reynolds, Steven; OBrien, Kenneth
Subject: RE: Lisle Woodridge Fire District unannounced fire inspection

All, Dina and I have spoken to Gail regarding the following email. Gail will work with the affected parties to
ensure the violations are resolved. We will inform you of the results and any outstanding issues.

From: Christoffer-Baruch, Gail
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:25 PM
To: Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia; Langan, Scott; Boland, Anne; Louden, Patrick; Holt, BJ; Sotiropoulos, Dina; West,
Steven; Shear, Gary; Reynolds, Steven; OBrien, Kenneth
Subject: Lisle Woodridge Fire District unannounced fire inspection

On March 14, 2011, two fire bureau inspectors from the Lisle Woodridge Fire District conducted an
unannounced fire inspection of NRC space.

We had quite a few violations during this inspection, some of which are the responsibility of the building
management to correct.

Listed below are the violations that the NRC should correct. I would appreciate it if you would ensure that the
violations are corrected for those offices/areas that are in your respective groups. Please notify me when the
violation is corrected, so that I can conduct a follow-up before the fire district conducts another inspection.
Thank you!

1) Extension cord used. A4000C Power strips with surge protectors can be used (contact
Mike Pope for acceptable power strips)

2) Extension cords piggqybacked. B4013 (Power strips with surge protectors can be used. They
cannot be piggybacked. (contact Mike Pope for acceptable power strips)

3) Coffee pot plugged in and located on the floor, under the desk and near combustibles. A4007
Coffee pot should not be placed on the floorlor near combustibles.

An unacceptable extension cord located on the floor. A4007 Extension cords without
surge protectors cannot be used. (contact Mike Pope for acceptable power strips)

4) Not maintaining 36" aisle way. Desk is in the way. Third floor drug testing rooms. Needto
maintain a minimum 36' aisle way. Desk should be relocated or removed.

5) Extension cords piggybacked. A3010 Power strips with surge protectors can be used.
They cannot be piggybacked.

6) Space heater under desk. A2003 Space heaters are prohibited in this building. Space
heater should be removed from building.

Gail

6ai! Ckrisloffer Barnuh

6
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From: Der. Bu
To: Ras.Robin
Subject- FW: Difficult Conversations POSTPONED!
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:38:00 AM
Importance: High

Robin, A deletion for my calendar. Bruce

From: Nguyen, Quynh
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:36 AM
To: Douglas Stone; Sheila Heen; Heather Sulejman
Cc. PDC Resource; Orlando, Dennise; Grobe, lack; Leeds, Eric; Boger, Bruce; Deeds, Erin; Scales,
Kerby; Lichatz, Taylor; Bahadur, Sher; Blount, Tom; Brown, Frederick; Cheok, Michael; Evans, Michele;
Galloway, Melanie; Glitter, Joseph; Givvines, Mary; Hiland, Patrick; Holian, Brian; Howe, Allen; Lee,
Samson; Lubinski, John; Lund, Louise; McGinty, Tim; Nelson, Robert; Quay, Theodore; Ruland, William;
Skeen, David; Azeem, Almas; Cartwright, William; Cusumano, Victor; Heida, Bruce; Mahoney, Michael;
Meighan, Sean; Nguyen, Quynh; Roquecruz, Carla; Susco, Jeremy; Titus, Brett; Valentine, Nicholee;
Wertz, Trent
Subject: Difficult Conversations POSTPONED!
Importance: High

Doug & Sheila,

Due to recent events, we are going to POSTPONE the training (originally scheduled for
March 21-23). New dates TBD.

Thank you all for your understanding!

Thanks,
Quynh
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

l (b)(6) 
-

Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:40:19 AM

(b)(6)
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Homeland Security Outlook [reply@hsoutlook.com]
Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:40 AM
Satorius, Mark
Hotels Announced for International Crisis & Risk Communication Conference May 10-11

ICRe

Earlybird Registration Ends in Only 8
Days!
Register now to receive $100 OFF the regular admission price.
Enter discount Code "earlybird"

Hotels Announcement:

Hampton Inn & Suites
3450 Quadrangle Blvd.
Orlando, FL 32817 (407) 282-0029
Gov't Per Diem Rate: $1041night - use group code "Neak Media" to
reserve
Conference Group Rate: $1091night - use group code "Neak Media 2" to
reserve

Read more important reservation information

Holiday Inn UCF
12125 High Tech Avenue
Orlando, FL 32817
Phone: (407) 275-9000
Gov't Per Diem/Conference Rate: $94/night - Use Group Code "ICRC"
to reserve.

Read more important reservation information

R, e ist

-. atre Speaker:

I
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Gulf Oil Spill: Communicating with the News
Media and Public:

Neil Chapman, Founder, Alpha Voice Communications,
Former Director of Public Affairs, BP

IoeSpeakers

Michael W. Robinson
Senior Vice President,

Levick Strategic
Communications

Topic: "Crisis
Communication and the

Financial Crisis"

View More Speakers

Brian Andrews
John P. "Pat" Philbin, Director, News in

Ph.D., APR English, NTN 24, RCN
President & CEO, Television

Strategic Collaborative
Solutions, LLC, Former

Director, Office of
External Affairs, FEMA

.Jay =Aid
Deputy Director,

Communications,
Governor's Office of
Homeland Security,
State of California

SWh Shoul Attn I

* Public Relations Practitioners
* Public Affairs Professional
* Internal Communication Personnel

* Government Affairs Professionals
* Corporate Communicators
* Emergency Management
* Crisis and Disaster Response Planners
*Web Communication Practitioners
* Journalists/Reporters
* Continuity of Operations Planners

* Media Relations Professionals
* Communication Scholars and Researchers
* Communication Students
* Communication Trainers and Educators
* Public Agency Administrators

" Local, State and Federal Elected
Government Officials
* Public Health Officials
* Public Safety and Law Enforcement

Personnel

Join your colleagues at the International Crisis & Risk Communiocation
Conference featuring thought-provoking keynotes, visionary speakers and an
unparallelled networking opportunity.

What are you waiting for?

Hosted by the University of Central Florida (UCF)

2
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Produced by UCF's Nicholson School of Communication & Homeland Security Outlook

3

DN 2548 of 2796



HS~utlo4

DN 2549 of 2796



Update Profile / Unsubscribe

5

DN 2550 of 2796



From: ORourke, Christine
To: Baker. Pamela: Clifford. James; Collins, Daniel; Dean. Bi Lew, David; Lorson. Raymond; Miller Chris; Roberts.

Darrell; Walker, Tracy; Wilson, Peter; Bellamy. Ronald; Burritt. Arthur; Conte. Richard; Dean. Michael; Dentel.
Glenn; Doerflein, Lawrence; Dwyer. James; Ferdas. Marc Gray. Mel; HanselL. Samuel Henderson, Pamela
Holody. Daniel; Jackson, Donald Joustra. Judith Krohn. Paul; Powell. Raymond Rogge. John Royal, Judith;
Rule. David Traoo. James Welling. Blake

Cc: Broadwater. Lvnne; Todd, Colleen; Bearde, Diane HaverkamD. Trisha; Heater. Ke th; Larche. Linda; Martin,
Starlet; Matakas, ina; miskey. Cheryl ODaniell. Cynthia; Pinkham. Laurie; Powell. Gerry; hom
Margaret Toukatlv, Kelly

Subject: MARCH 23 EXECUTIVE LEADERSHIP SEMINAR
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:45:11 AM

The next NRC Executive Leadership Seminar (ELS) is scheduled for Wednesday, March
23' from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. It will be broadcast via VTC in the Public Meeting Room. All
Region I managers and supervisors are invited to attend.

This ELS will take a different approach than previous seminars. A major focus of the
seminar will be on presentation of the latest organizational research conducted by the
Corporate Executive Board on the topic of Employee Engagement and what drives it

Specific information on the seminar is below:

Speaker: Mr. Adam Cole, Corporate Executive Board (CEB)

Title of Presentation: Building Engagement Capital

Description:

The title of the seminar is "Building Engagement Capital". The seminar will present the
latest organizational research on employee engagement conducted by the Corporate
Executive Board. Special emphasis will be on the major drivers contributing to employee
engagement, and the relative strength and staying power of the various top drivers.

Program Outline:

Definition of Employee Engagement:
Engagement is the extent to which employees commit to something or someone in their
organization, how hard they work, and how long they stay as a result of that commitment.
An employee's level of engagement is directly correlated to their intent to stay with an
organization as well as the amount of effort impacting their performance.

Outcomes of Employee Engagement:
Employees that are committed work 57% harder and are 9 times less likely to leave.

Key Engagement Drivers:
More than 300 potential drivers of engagement were analyzed and the top five drivers of
engagement were identified.

ChA.Z6 M. O'Rouwze
HR SpeciatiLt
USNRC-Region I
610-337-5386
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Hon. Andrew
.Philpott. Stephen; Jolicoeur. John

Calero. Alicia; Holly; G2iI.2Jo; Lennin, Ekaterina; Rowley Jonathan; Stuchell. Sheldon
RE: Q2 accomplishments and completions by COB today
Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:47:12 AM

Thanks Steve, (b)(5)

(b)(5)

Andy

From: Philpott, Stephen
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:25 AM
To;-Hon, Andrew; Jolicoeur, John
Cc: Calero, Alicia; Cruz, Holly; Golla, Joe; Lenning, Ekaterina; Rowley, Jonathan; Stuchell, Sheldon
Subject: RE: Q2 accomplishments and completions by COB today

Andy / John,

(b)(5)

Thanks,
Steve

From: Hon, Andrew
Sent: Thursday, Mart-n 17, 2011 9:26 AM
To: Jolicoeur, John
Cc: Calero, Alicia; Cruz, Holly; Golla, Joe; Lenning, Ekaterina; Philpott, Stephen; Rowley, Jonathan;
Stuchell, Sheldon
Subject: Q2 accomplishments and completions by COB today

John,
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(b)(5)

Andy

From: Hon, Andrew
Sent: Thursday, F-ruaryt6, 2011 4:38 PM
To: Ash, Melissa%
Cc: Calero, Alicia' Cruz, Holly; Golla, Joe; Jolicoeur, John; Lenning, Ekatenna; Philpott, Stephen;
Rowley, Jonathan; Stuchell, Sheldon
Subject: RE: Q1 accomplishments and completions by COB today

Melissa,

(b)(5)

Andy

From: Ash, Melissa
Sent: Thursday, Febru•ry' 10, 2011 7:41 AM
To: Baxley, Dana; Brown, Nathan; Calero, Alicia; Cruz, Holly; Golla, Joe; Hon, Andrew; Honcharik,
Michelle; Lenning, Ekaterina; Miller, Barry; Philpott, Stephen; Rowley, Jonathan; Stuchell, Sheldon
Subject: Q1 accomplishments and completions by COB today
Importance: High
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Please submit a list of accomplishments from quarter 1 for the upcoming PR quarterly
meeting. For example, completed TIA (include region), TR, TSTF; office
document/procedure; employee achievement (service, award); etc.

Best,

Melissa Ash
Acting Licensing Processes Branch Chief (PLPB) Division of Policy and Rulemaking
(DPR) Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR) Office
Office: O-11E18
Mailstop: O-12D1
Phone: (301) 415-7251
NRC BlackBerry: I (b)(6)

Email: melissaaashbnrc.gov
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Frumkin. Daniel
Cheok. Michae; ein. Alex
Lee, Sam ; Phil
RE: Dan ACTION: NEI 2010 Fire forum items
Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:53:11 AM

Alex,

Let me provide a little status on these issues, licensing basis alignment and enhanced
operator rounds.

(b)(5)

Dan

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:43 AM
To: Klein, Alex; Frumkin, Daniel
Cc: Lee, Samson
Subject: RE: Dan ACTION: NEI 2010 Fire forum items
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Thanks Alex

Before we do too much prep work, we may want to touch base with NEI in terms of getting
a common understanding of the topics that are "issues of interest" - so that we are more
effective in our preps. This could also help plan the agenda for the public meeting.

From: Klein, Alex
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:05 AM
To: Frumkin, Daniel
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Lee, Samson
Subject: Dan ACTION: NEI 2010 Fire forum items

Dan,

As you recall, one of the items that came out of the 2010 NEI fire protection forum was a
need to hold a public meeting(s) with the industry to further discuss MSOs; licensing basis
alignment and enhanced operator rounds (comp measures). The industry was pushing
back on the staffs position in these areas and we stopped the discussion because we felt
that it should take place in a public meeting with additional stakeholders (transparency).

Jack would like us to followup on this.

Your action items are to define the issues that we had discussed at the NEI forum with
respect to MSOs; licensing basis and enhanced operator rounds; develop
recommendations for resolving these issues and gain internal staff alignment; and setup
the public meeting (coordinate with NEI to determine industry availability) to discuss our
position.

Please let me know by early next week your best estimate schedule and milestone dates
for the above actions so that Mike can communicate back to Jack.

Thanks.

Alex
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From: Booer. Bruce
To: Holian. Brian
Subject: RE: VY...Lic Ren
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:55:00 AM

Brian, Nice reach out. (b)(5)

[ ~(b)(5)

From: Holian, Brian
Sent, Thursday, Matcn 17, 2011 10:38 AM
To: Lew, David; Dean, Bill; Boger, Bruce; Leeds, Eric
Cc: Galloway, Melanie; Pham, Bo; Bumell, Scott; Dacus, Eugene; Nelson, Robert; Guitter, Joseph; Howe,
Allen; Screnci, Diane; Sheehan, Neil; Roberts, Darrell; Wilson, Peter; Spencer, Mary; Pelton, David
Subject: VY... Lic Ren

As of today, we plan to issue the VY license on Monday.

The timing has not been discussed... I would expect we may sign it prior to the 0900
Commission meeting on the Japan event. (I will try and firm up a time today and get back
to you).

DLR will fax it to the licensee after it is signed.

I do not believe we will do any press release.. .DLRNRR will continue to work the Comm
plan with Region I and OPA. (we are working some backup Q and A on VY hardened
vent, etc.)

The basic answer to questions on "why renew now".will be that the applicant has
satisfied the requirements of Part 54. The staff has completed an extensive review. In
light of the event in Japan, the NRC is doing, and will complete, an extensive review - and
any regulatory changes (short term or long term) will be applied through Part 50 on the
applicable plants (irrespective of whether a plant has gone through license renewal or not).

Bill... I know you'll want to let the Governor's office know a little in advance. I would hope
Monday morning early is time enough.. .as I'm sure you are all concerned that we not
unnecessarily cycle the government offices / news organizations prior to that (esp. if there
is some minor change).

- Brian
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From: FerreL. Kimberly
To: Lee. Samson
Cc: Cheok. Micah; G ines. Mant
Subject: RE: Organizational Effectiveness Functions - Sensitive

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:04:17 PM

Thanks for your feedback.

From: Lee, Samson
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:28 AM
To: Ferrell, Kimberly
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Givvines, Mary
Subject: RE: Organizational Effectiveness Functions - Sensitive

Kim:

I talked with the branch chiefs as requested. We could not identify anything specific to the
branches that the OE staffers did. However, one OE staffer is involved with the Branch
Chief Council and the Knowledge Management Center.

Thanks,
Sam

From: Ferrell, Kimberly
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 4:54 PM
To: Brown, Frederick; Evans, Michele; Ferrell, Kimberly; Giutter, Joseph; Giwines, Mary; Hiland, Patrick;
Holian, Brian; Lee, Samson; McGinty, Tim; Ruland, William; Skeen, David; Thomas, Brian; Bahadur,
Sher; Blount, Tom; Cheok, Michael; Galloway, Melanie; Howe, Allen; Lubinski, John; Lund, Louise;
Nelson, Robert; Quay, Theodore
Subject: Organizational Effectiveness Functions - Sensitive

LT Members,

As part of PMDA's ongoing efforts to improve efficiency and maximize resources, we are reviewing
the Organizational Effectiveness (OE) functions which currently reside within HCB.

We'd like LT comments on what services your Division may be utilizing from the OE staff. We'd
also appreciate comments on the significance, frequency, or complexity of OE staff involvement.

Please provide your comments to me with a cc: to Mary Givvines by COB Wednesday, March 16.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!

Kimberly
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From: Harrison. Donne
To: Graham. Caroillea; Chek, Michael; Hekid e Lee. Samon
Subject: RE: APLA Project/Spending Plan

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:10:47 PM

Camillea,

Can you please move this meeting to next week (or Friday if Mike is in the office then). Sorry for the
late notice.

From: Graham, Camillea
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 9:01 AM
Required: Graham, Camillea; Harrison, Donnie; Cheok, Michael; Heida, Bruce; Lee, Samson
Subject: APLA Project/Spending Plan
When: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:00 PM-2:00 PM.
Where: 1OHO0 (Mike Cheok's Office)

When: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (GMT-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: 10HO0 (Mike Cheok's Office)

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Check, Michael
Reducing Shift Schedule Costs - Compliimentary White Paper
Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:14:28 PM

4 KEY CONSIDERATIONS & 7 STRATEGIES FOR IMMEDIATE SAVINGS I THURSDAY 17 MARCH 2011

ri . 1

Reducing the Costs of
Continuous Operating

Schedules

Have a scheduling question?

Have shiftworkers to train?

Trying to meet fatigue

management requirements?

Contact Us

The largest contributor to

risks and costs in 24/7 and

shiftwork operations is the

shift schedule.

View CIRCADIAN's Shift

Scheduling Services

June 8th - Fatioue Risk
Manacement 2011 -

Houston, USA

June 16th - Best Shiftwork &

Schedutina Practices -

Chicaco, USA

CIRCADIAN provides Shift

CIRCADIAN® presents a complimentary white paper:

REDUCING THE COSTS OF CONTINUOUS
OPERATING SCHEDULES:

4 Key Considerations & 7 Creative Solutions for Immediate
Sq vin

During these challenging economic times, virtually every
24-hour business is searching for ways to reduce costs
and to quickly react to changes in demand. As such,
many 24-hour operations are contemplating the following
solutions:

" Reducing their workforce
" Contracting the number of workdays

But be warned: these "solutions" can lead to disastrous
results if not managed properly. To help you navigate
through the potential perils of reducing costs,
CIRCADIAN(®) has written a free white paper that offers:

* 4 key considerations to help you frame the problem
of cutting costs in your shift schedule and 24-hour
operation.

* 7 creative strategies for immediate savings in your
work schedule and operation.

Click the Title Below to Download the Free White Paper:

Reducing the Costs of Continuous Operating
Schedules..

4 Key Considerations & 7 Creative Solutions for Immediate

CIRCADIAN offers its white papers for free to shift work
managers and others interested in improving the health,
safety and productivity of the 24/7 workforce.

Throughout our three decades of working with shiftwork
and extended hours operations, CIRCADIAN has written
many white papers in response to our clients questions
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Schedule Optimization,
Fatigue Risk Management and interests. If you have a question for us, please
Systems, Training Shift contact us.
Workers. and Shiftwork
Management Publicalions- jig. For a complete list of our white papers, piease click here. •
Learn More About
CIRCADIAN

CIRCADIAN®
2 Main Street, Suite 310

Stoneham, MA 02180
USA

E-Mail) info(&circadian.com
Phone) 1-800-284-5001 or 781-439-6300

.CIRCADIAN® UK
1 Heddon Street

Mayfair
London W1B 4BD

United Kingdom

E-Mail) contact00circadian.uk.com
Phone) +44 (0)207 470 7148

CIRCADIAN® Australia
12 Birubi Street

Coorparoo
QLD 4151
Australia

Phone) (07) 33943922
www.circadianaustralia.com.au

.CIRCADIAN® Netherlands
Erich Salomonstraat 500

1087 JA Amsterdam
The Netherlands

E-Mail) NLinfo(&circadian.com
Phone) +31 (0)6 3633 6050

CIRCADIAN® provides free white papers, expert guidance,
and practical tips to help you solve the challenges of 24/7
work schedules and shiftwork. If you wish to no longer
receive this free information from CIRCADIAN®, you can
unsubscribe or go to
http://www.circadian.com/unsubscribe.cfm?
unsubscribelD= 117113.74

•'201 1 Circadian Information Limited Partnership. Alt rights reserved. The brand name CIRCADIANt.: refers to the ne:work of
Circadian companies. each of which is a separate and independent legal entity.
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From: Graham. Camillea
To: Cheek. Michael
Subject: Message
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:14:34 PM

Mike,

Sher called for you again x6289

CamdLea? GCraham4
Administrative Assistant

Division of Risk Assessment (DRA)
301-415-2884
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From: Cheok. Michael
"to:

Cc: Lee. Samson
Subject: RE: Dan ACTION: NET 2010 Fire forum items
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:21:00 PM

I also read Dan's e-mail. I think that, one of the reasons we have "discussions" with
stakeholders is to hear their point of view, and to communicate with them as to what our
issues are (what outcomes we are trying to achieve, etc.). If we go into these meetings
with set/fixed positions, then there will be no use for discussions - we have already made
up our minds and will not be willing to budge. If we go into the meetings with the idea of
getting to our desired outcome, then maybe, the other stakeholders can get us to those
outcomes in a more efficient (or more desirable) way. Just a thought.

Mike

From: Klein, Alex
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:09 PM
To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: RE: Dan ACTION: NEI 2010 Fire forum items

Not yet. I need to talk to Dan about his latest email (you were cc'd).

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:06 PM
To: Klein, Alex
Subject: RE: Dan ACTION: NEI 2010 Fire forum items

Can I (or should I) email Jack on proposed DRA actions based on the words below?

From: Klein, Alex
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:05 AM
To: Frumkin, Daniel
Cc: Cheok, Michael; Lee, Samson
Subject: Dan ACTION: NEI 2010 Fire forum items

Dan,

As you recall, one of the items that came out of the 2010 NEI fire protection forum was a
need to hold a public meeting(s) with the industry to further discuss MSOs; licensing basis
alignment and enhanced operator rounds (comp measures). The industry was pushing
back on the staffs position in these areas and we stopped the discussion because we felt
that it should take place in a public meeting with additional stakeholders (transparency).

Jack would like us to followup on this.

Your action items are to define the issues that we had discussed at the NEI forum with
respect to MSOs; licensing basis and enhanced operator rounds; develop
recommendations for resolving these issues and gain internal staff alignment; and setup
the public meeting (coordinate with NEI to determine industry availability) to discuss our
position.
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Please let me know by early next week your best estimate schedule and milestone dates
for the above actions so that Mike can communicate back to Jack.

Thanks.

Alex
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From: Gwines. Mary
To: NRR PMDA Distribution

Cc: LdsE ; Boger. Bruce
Subject: PMDA Announcements
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:21:55 PM

All,

I hope all of you are doing the best you can given the sad and difficult situation in Japan.
This situation further highlights just how grateful we are and puts our challenges and
issues in perspective!

I have a few announcements to make.

1) I am thrilled to announce that our very own Sandra Walker has been selected to
receive a Meritorious award. This is a huge honor and attests to her outstanding
performance. Please stop by and congratulate her.

2) I am also happy to report that Laura Gerke and Ilyne Miller, who provide NRR
"Organizational Effectiveness to include Culture Survey Activities and Knowledge
Management Activities" services will be moved from HCB to the PMDA front office.

3) I am "not as happy" to report that I will be performing a rotational assignment lasting'
4-6 months to SBCR. My role would be to support Ren Kelley, the Office Director,
and look for opportunities to increase organizational capacity. I'm also looking
forward to learning more about the SBCR programs. I do not know who my backfill
will be during this rotation but trust you will support them as you have supported

me. As far as I know, my start date will be April 1 1 th.

Please see me if you have any questions.

Mary

Director, Program Management, Policy Development and Analysis Staff

Office of the Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

(301) 415-1275; Mary.Givvines@nrc.gov
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From: Graham, Camillea
To: Cheek Michael
Subject: RE: Difficult Conversations Training
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:26:07 PM

Oh! OK, thanks!

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:24 PM
To: Graham, Camillea
Subject: RE: Difficult Conversations Training

Yea, I plan on taking my CWS tomorrow.

Also, we just found out 2 hours ago, that the Difficult Conversations training has been
postponed due to working going on to support the Japan event.

From: Graham, Camillea
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:17 PM
To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: Difficult Conversations Training

Hi Mike,

Are you attending this Training next Tuesday and Wednesday? Also, is your CWS tomorrow??

Administrative Assistant

Division of Risk Assessment (DRA)

301-415-2884
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

S (b)(6 )777
Lubinski. John

(b)(6)
Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:28:33 PM

(b)(6)

DN 2568 of 2796



(b)(6)
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From: McHafe. Jobr,
To: Cheok. Michael
Subject: RE: Voucher (Trip ID: 2660521, Voucher ID: 1) is pending your approval
Date: Thursday, March 17, 201112:32:36 PM

Thanks Mike. I know it takes a while to get supervisor chain updated in e-Travel - hope
you won't be bothered too much longer.

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:14 PM
To: Westreich, Barry; McHale, John
Subject: FW: Voucher (Trip ID: 2660521, Voucher ID: 1) is pending your approval

FYI - I went ahead and approved this since I approved the travel authorization.

Barry - hopefully you are OK with this.

From: etravelservices@cadson.com [mailto:etravelservices@carlson.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:35 AM
To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: Voucher (Trip ID: 2660521, Voucher ID: 1) is pending your approval

Dear eTravel Approver,

The traveler has completed his/her voucher and is now awaiting your approval. Please access
E2 and approve or return the claim.

Actual Voucher Expenses: $ 211.55
Total Trip Estimated Cost: $ 309.70

Trip ID: 2660521
Voucher ID: 1
Traveler : MCHALE, JOHN
Destination: CAMBRIDGE, MD
TDY Type: INFORMATION MEETING
Purpose : Attend NRO/DCIP Counterpart Meeting
Voucher Dates : 2011-03-15 To 2011-03-16
Status : Pending Voucher Approval

Thank you for using E2 Solutions. Help and support is available online by selecting the 'Find
Answers' link. Please note: Replies to this mailbox are not monitored.

Click here to log back into the System.
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From: Federal Comouter Week Magazine
To: Cheok. Michael

SubjectM Access your digital edition today
Date: Friday, March 18, 2011 12:32:46 PM

Dear MICHAEL,

Here at FEDERAL COMPUTER WEEK, we understand that your time is valuable so we decided to take
this opportunity to highlight some of the top stories from the most recent issue which you have yet to
download.

To download, please dick on the link below the issue:

March 14th
http:l//www.digital.1105pubs.com/t.doid= 7397163:24998493&FW ACCOUNTNBR=282129030

In this issue:
- Recharging the CIO: How to Bolster the Role of agency CIO's
- Scoping Out the Future of the Federal Workforce
- Turn Your Employees into Cloud Cowboys
- Pay for Performance is Back on the Table - Again

February 28th
http: /lwwwdiaital. 1 1O5pubs.comlt.doid=7397164: 24998493&FW ACCOUNTNBR=282129030

In this issue:
- Agency Insider Threats: Some Leaks Can't Be Stopped
- Terry Watson, Deputy PEO-EIS, Army: Creative Approaches to Budget Challenges
- How Outsourcing Keeps The U.S. on Top
- Digital Archives: NARA Falls Behind the Curve

Thank you.

Digital Services Department
FEDERAL COMPUTER WEEK

This message has been sent to: michael.cheok@nrc.gov

Your subscription account number is: (b)6)

You will now be receiving Federal Computer Week Magazine in digital format. If you wish to no longer
receive Federal Computer Week Magazine in the Digital Format and/or to stop receiving this kind of
message, please visit the Customer Service Page below to change your format preference.
httns://subscribe. 1105pubs.com/cgi-bin/webformN =FWCUSTOM&P49=FW

To review our Privacy Policy, visit our website at: httU://www.11Q05media.com/Prvacy.aspx
1105 Media, Inc., 9201 Oakdale Avenue, Chatsworth, CA 91311

DN 2571 of 2796



From: Wilson. Peter
To: C. Coyne. Kevi

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:36:18 PM
Importance: High

Doug and Kevin,

Please call me when you can. Region I needs your help (RES) is responding to questions
we are receiving from of State Government stakeholders on GI-199.

Peter R. Wilson
Acting Director

Divsion of Reactor Safety, Region I
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

610-337-5126 (W)
S (b)(6) I{C)

610-337-6928 (fax)
peter.wilson(Canrc.gov
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From: CSC PasswordStation(&nrc.oov
To: Virailio. Martin
Subject: NRC Customer Support Center: Your Password Will Expire in 11 Days
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:45:19 PM

NRC Customer Support Center: Your Password Will Expire in 11 Days

We recommend that you change your network password now to avoid any potential difficulties logging in
to your workstation.

Changing your password with Avatier Password Station is a quick and simple process - You will not have
to reboot your workstation or log off after changing your password.

To validate the authenticity of this NRC email and learn how to enroll in Avatier Password Station, click
the following NRC web server link:
http://www.internal.nrc.gaov/ois/CScatalog/customerservicecatalogs/announcements/chancingoassword.htmI

If you already know how to change your password using Password Station, and would like to go to
Password Station now, click the following link: httos://selfservice.nrc.gov/aims/os/default.aspx

Note: If you're reading this email through Outlook Web Access, this link will not work. Please log in to the
NRC network directly, or through Citrix remote access, to use Password Station.

If you require additional assistance, please contact the Customer Support Center (CSC).

Customer Support Center (CSC)
Mon - Fri 6:00 AM - 9:00 PM (EST) and Sat and Sun 9:00 AM - 9:00PM (EST)
Phone: 301-415-1234, Option 2
Email: CSC@nrc.gov

Note: Please do not reply to this email. This is for notification only and your emails will not be received.

DN 2573 of 2796



From: Leeds. Eric
To: YOUNG, GARRY G
Subject: RE: Support for LTO Meeting in Paris
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:49:00 PM

Thanks, Garry. Perhaps another time.

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: YOUNG, GARRY G [mailto:GYOUNG4@entergy.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:49 AM
To: Leeds, Eric
Subject: RE: Support for LTO Meeting in Paris

Eric,

Sorry for the delay in responding, but we were trying to work something out internally to support this
meeting and we were also diverted due to the Japanese situation. Unfortunately, due to budget
constraints and other previous commitments, Entergy will not be able to support this meeting in Paris.
Thank you for the invitation and it certainly looks like a relevant and useful meeting. We wish you and
everyone involved in this meeting the best.

Garry

Garry G. Young
Director, Nuclear Business Development
Entergy Nuclear
601-368-5208 (work)

(b)(6) ](mobile)
gyoung4l@entergy.com

Th' •.` natcm.ents thereto are intended only for the use by the addrese0nf-e d

herein and contain p•ropri -oqfidential information. If you are intended recipient of

this e-mail, you are hereby notified that any r rcapyt .ng of this e-mail and any
attachments thereto, is strictly prohli .you have receive in ~error~pilease
immediately not iff e ephone and permanently delete the original and ay Cop

iI-on ny printout thereof.

From: Leeds, Eric [mailto:Eric.Leeds@nrc.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:47 PM
To: YOUNG, GARRY G
Subject: Support for LTO Meeting in Paris

Garry-

I've been distracted by the events in Japan and have not kept up with my emails. Can Entergy

support the June 8 meeting in Paris?
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Thanks for your help!

Eric J. Leeds, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270
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From: Wiggains. Jim
To: Grobe.Jack
Subject: Out of Office: Question w.r.t. NRC"s New Strategic Plan for Out Years for you to ponder
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:52:23 PM

I am out of the office. I will return on Monday, 3121111.

Since I just can't bring myself to completely shutdown, I'll be occasionally checking
messages via Blackberry and CITREX. However, if you need something done in the
office, please call Michele Evans or Amy Salus (415-7476).
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From: hTo. [ r I
Subject: EAtAsponsred courses

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:53:00 PM

Hi Mark - hope you are enjoying your retirement. As you know, things here are always
somewhat hectic, and the events in Japan are not helping.

One request came in from Mark Petri (ANL) concerning your availability. (I did not know
whether you wanted me to share your contact information, so I offered to act as the
.middle man") Mr. Petri said that you had previously done some IAEA (DOE) sponsored
courses for them and was wondering if you are interested in continuing (even as a retired
person, they were interested in your expertise.) I think he also said that per diems, etc will
be covered by DOE (but you should verify). You can contact Mark P directly using the info
below. Or if you would like, I can pass on your answer to him.

Cheers

Mike

Mark C. Petri
Technology Development Director
Energy Engineering and Systems Analysis Directorate
Argonne National Laboratory
630-252-3719
mcpetri@anl~gov

DN 2577 of 2796



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

The Futuri of Nuclear Project Development: Economics and Cost
Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:56:32 PM

Economic and Cost-Realities of Nuclear Project

Development

May 2-3. 2011 -: Rockville, MD

I Ovrve

Recent international developments in both industry and government will clearly

impact the future expansion of nuclear power. How will these developments

influence economic considerations in the analysis of the viability of nuclear
projects? What are the facts and what is the fiction?

Attending this seminar will help you understand nuclear energy's future position in the mix

of energy options, how costs affect energy choices, and the economics of new nuclear
plant construction and operations.

POF Brochure I Pricing and Registration

ýToplcs Include- - _ __ - I

* What owners of new nuclear plants will face (and have to address) in new nuclear
projects and for their financing

* Cost risks in nuclear projects (licensing, construction, and operation)
* Traditional ways industries control costs and how that applies to nuclear energy

* Relative nuclear cost-contributors in construction and operations
I tnvestors' concerns about nuclear projects and how they can be addressed

* How 10 CFR Part 52 attempts to address (and manage) the cost-question.
including issues that could lead to licensing problems

* Factors that project managers should anticipate in order to control cost risk and

avoid falling into old cost traps, repeating past nuclear cost-Overrun performance
* Methods to manage and control nuclear project costs

* Issues that threaten nuclear cost-escalation

Full Agenda

Nuclear Power Design Basis
May 3-4, 2011
Rockville, MD

Nuclear Power Probabilistic
Risk Assessment fPRA)
May 5-6, 2011
Rockville, MD

*Generation
*Natural Gas
*Nuclear

• Future/Altemative
Generation

SBiomas.s
* Hydro
* Energy Storaoe
" Transmission

" Security/Safety
" Metering Technologies
" Demand Response

Energyz Efficiency

" Environmental and
Emissions

" Markets and Tradina
" Risk Management
" Rates. Finance and

Accounting

ServicelCollections
" Communications/Marketing
" Utility Business and

Manaoement
" Human Resources
" Regulatory Policy and

Lecal Issues

I Presented By I

Jim August, P.E., Nuclear Engineer, CORE, Inc.

Bryan Kelly, Esquire, Principal, Surety Insider LLC

Full Instructor ,Bjos

I Energize Weekly I

Sign up to gel our "Energize Weekly" newsletter and keep up with the latest events in the energy
industry. Energize Weekly also contains a new conference presentation each week on a relevant
industry topic.

Sign Up Now

I-
If you no longer wish to get these emails. you may delete your name from our distribution lists here
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Murphy, Martin

From: Diaz-Castillo, Yamir
Sent: Thursday, March 17,'201l 12:59 PM
To: Harvey, Mark W
Cc: Murphy, Martin; Pettis, Robert
Subject: RE: ILAC Industry Initiative Status - Meeting availability

Mark,

Please add the following N RC staff as. potential attendees of the meeting:

Martin Murphy
Robert Pettis

From: Harvey, Mark W rmailo:mark.harveyvunistarnuclear.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:46 PM
To: Pitts Jr, Alfred; Wilfred LaRochelle@HSBCT.COM; Diaz-Castillo, Yamir; McIntyre, Richard; brianr.johnsonage.com;
mscanlanatane.toshiba.com; ziesinrf~westinghouse.com; pedro.salas@areva.com; joseph tafia@,mnes-us.com;
drsennerc&energy-northwest.com; JohnrSimmons(@uminant.com; John Giddens (imqiddenasouthemco.com); Smith,
Marion; Kerry Rhoads
Cc: BELL, Russ
Subject: ILAC Industry Initiative Status - Meeting availability

Gentlemen,

As many of you are aware, the qualification and use of international calibration and testing laboratories has
posed a challenge to the nuclear industry due to issues regarding the ability of individual utilities and suppliers
to audit or survey these facilities. NEI has recently been engaged in communication with the NRC, NUPIC,
ILAC and NVLAP to help gain a better understanding of our options as an industry; and to establish a means
that can be used by all stakeholders to qualify these calibration and testing facilities and/or processes. The
first step in this effort is to have a meeting in which we can share ideas and issues.

I have been in contact with representatives of ILAC and NVLAP, and they have generously offered to host a
meeting at the NIST office in Gaithersburg, MD on the afternoon of March 31, 2011. At this point we have
confirmed representation from the following groups:

ILAC
* NIST
* NVLAP
* NRC
* NEI
* NUPIC
* NCSLI

It is very important that the concerns of all parties be communicated so we can work towards a solution for the
industry. It is imperative that our solution be able to be implemented by both utilities and suppliers. I believe
that each person on distribution has some level of interest regarding this issue.

I apologize for the short notice, but it is critical that we begin moving forward on this issue and this is the first
opportunity I have had to get the people from ILAC and NVLAP to participate. We are working on a final
agenda for the meeting, but at this point I am planning on having the following presentations and discussions:

[ ILAC Overview - Peter Unger (ILAC)
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* Accrediting Bodies and MRA - Sally Bruce (NVLAP)
* Documentary Standards vs. Regulations, Committee Work for Consensus Standards - Ambler

Thompson (NIST)
* NRC Perspective- TBD
* User Challenges - TBD
* Brainstorming Session - Plan Forward (Who? What? When?)

Please provide any recommendations for topics which you feel would be of benefit at this meeting.

I will issue formal invitations to the meeting once I have determined a level of interest from each of you. It may
be that the individual listed in the distribution above is not the right representative from your organization. If
that is the case, please pass this along to the right person(s).

I need to have a list of people that will be attending this meeting so that I can pass this along to NIST as
special arrangements are necessary. Additional information is needed for international attendees, but we can
address that after we have determined who plans to attend. Please provide a response regarding your
organization's participation no later than Wednesday, March 23, 2011.

Thank you for your support on this issue,

Senior Project Manager, New Plant Deployment
Nuclear Energy Institute
1776 Eye (I) Street
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20006-3708

(410) 470-5541 (office)
(cellI)

2
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Murphy, Martin

From: Murphy, Martin
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:08 PM
To: Prescott, Paul
Cc: Fanelli, Theodore
Subject: Priority Question

Importance: High

Question - Watts Bar 2 Inspection

Subject Foxboro Spec 200 System - r&C control system

(b)(5)

Marty
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Satorius, Mark

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:16 PM
To: Langstaff, Ronald; Satorius, Mark
Cc: LaFranzo, Michael; Lougheed, Patricia
Subject: RE: Thank you for sharing information with the staff

Thank you for the feedback. As you just heard over the PA, today at 2:00 we will be holding an informal
discussion on the Japanese events primarily focused for the non-technical staff to help them with
understanding and context of what they are hearing and receiving.

From: Langstaff, Ronald
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:48 PM
To: Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia
Cc: LaFranzo, Michael; Lougheed, Patricia
Subject: Thank you for sharing information with the staff

Mark and Cindy,

I would like to thank you both of you for sharing what information you can with the staff concerning the Japanese
Earthquake/Tsunami updates. From what I understand, many offices are not sharing this information. We appreciate the
trust you've placed in the staff in sharing this information. Having the information helps us understand the seriousness of
the situation and further appreciate the significance of the jobs we do.

- Ron Langstaff, RIII VP, NTEU
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From: Lubinski. John
To: Thnms Brian
Subject. FW: Follow up actions from bi-lat

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:19:00 PM
Attachments: Action Item Chart.xlsx

Electronic of version I provided yesterday.

From: Astwood, Heather
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 6:43 PM
To: Leeds, Eric; Boger, Bruce; Grobe, Jack
Cc: Regan, Christopher; Hopkins, Jon; Cullingford, Michael; Lubinski, John; Quinones, Lauren
Subject: Follow up actions from bi-lat

Eric, Bruce, Jack -

This is not complete yet, but Mike and I wanted you to know that we are working on a
simple tracking list for the actions that were given to NRR today during the bi-lats.

We will finish filling this out and will assign people to complete the tasks. This would be a
great place to keep any other international action items that you may have picked up in
other meetings. Please let us know if there are other things you would like to add.

Note there is a different spread sheet for France, Japan, and Finland.

Heather Astwood
International Team Leader
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-1075
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Country Topic Area Action Items Responsible Division Status

Japan RIC planning Compile and send information on RIC statistics costs, number and
type sof attendees, NRC staff vs contactor effo, how it is funded

Digital I and C Set up Video Conference/Face to face meeting
Periodic Safety Review (PSR) Set up Video ConferencelFace to face meeting
GSI-191. Sump Cloggng Issue Develop and send Questions outlining issue
Containment Accident Pressure Develop and send Questions outlining issue
Spent Fuel Pool issues incuding Neutron Develop and send Questions outlining issue
Absoring material degradation
Materals Related Topics(Steam Generator, Proposed by Japan -Determine if this is an area of cooperation that
Pressurized Thermal Shock (PIS), NRC would like to pursue
Mitigation ot Dissimilar Metal But Welds and
Buned Pipe Issues)
Utilization of Risk Information on Reactor Proposed by Japan- Determine d this is an area of cooperation that
Facility NRC woul like to pursue
Evaluation of the Nrcraft Crash into Nucear Proposed by Japan - Determine if this is an ara of coopetion that
Facilities NRC would like to pursue
Severe Acddent Proposed by Japan- Determine if this is an area of cooperation that

NRC would like to pursue
Performance Indicator (PI) and Signiktince Proposed by Japan -Determine if this is an area Of cooperation that
Determination Process (SDP) NRC would like to pursue
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Country Topic Area Action Items Responsible Division Status

France Pressure Vessel Behavior St p a VTC and then set up a follow up face to face meeting

Wafts Barr- refurbishing mot. balled Set up VTC
plants
Digital K&C Set up meeting during June CNRA meeting
IRRS Lessons Learned Set up VTC before Oct lesson learned worksfnop

Set up face to face ust before or during lessons learned workshop

Task Force on Groundwater and Buried Send Task Force report
pipin issue

Set up meeting durinq June CNRA meeting

DN 2585 of 2796



Country Topic Area

Finland Operator Pertormance

Action Items
Set up a VTC and then set up a follw up Face to face meeting

Responsible Division Status

Suspect, Counterdet and Fradulent Parts Turn over to Mike Johnson NRO

Dipit I&C

Safety Culture

Cyber Secruity

Set up meeting during June CNRArmeeting
Coodinate vwth meeting with the French??
Coordinate with OE and set up VTC
Set date for future discussions- 1 year from now?
Turn over to Mike Johnson NRO
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From: Cheok. Micae
To:
Subject: FW: THANK YOU and ACTION: Sample Speaker Thank you Letter and Template for Unanswered Session

Questions
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:20:00 PM
Attachments: Samole Soeaker TY Ltrdoc

Samnle Format for Os&As.do=c
Importance: High

Undine - Thanks again for taking over the ROP discussion. Andy Campbell came by and
provided me with very positive feedback. But, as always, good deeds shall not go
unpunished - see below for a potential followup action (if you did not answer all your
questions during the RIC)

Mike

From: Langlie, Liz
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:00 PM
To: Prescott, Paul; Hall, Victor; Zhang, Deanna; Rebstock, Paul; Hilton, Nick; Cool, Donald; Dehmel,
Jean-Claude; Jankovich, John; Poole, Brooke; Dube, Donald; Lois, Erasmia; Stutzke, Martin; Hudson,
Daniel; Drouin, Mary; Nove, Carol; Scarbrough, Thomas; Lee, Mike; Dean, Bill; McCree, Victor; Satorius,
Mark; Collins, Elmo; Denissen, Christie; Munson, Clifford; Ake, Jon; Manoly, Kamal; Kokajko, Lawrence;
Miller, Kenn; Daley, Robert; Tappert, John; Casto, Chuck; Kahler, Robert; Dozier, Jerry; Imboden, Andy;
Stone, AnnMarie; Galloway, Melanie; Howe, Andrew; Tjader, Theodore; Mrowca, Lynn; Sieracki, Diane;
Cheok, Michael; Cai, June; Dion, Jeanne; Pederson, Perry; Costello, Ralph; Hiser, Allen; Carpenter,
Gene; Frumkin, Daniel; Held, Wesley; Scales, Kerby; Roquecruz, Carla; Concepcion, Milton; Day,
Kerstun; Shaffer, Vered; Cullingford, Michael; Bailey, Stewart; Cloyd, SherVerne; Tetter, Keith; Moyer,
Carol; Carpenter, Robert; Stevens, Gary; Kennedy, James; Barkley, Richard; Markley, Michael; Doolittle,
Elizabeth; Som, Swagata; Rivera-Varona, Aida; Mroz (Sahm), Sara; Sangimino, Donna-Marie; Drucker,
David; Evans, Jonathan; Thompson, Catherine; Cai, June; Emche, Danielle; VandenBerghe, John;
Tregoning, Robert; Oudinot, Daniele; Mills, Daniel; Gall, Jennifer; Calvo, Antony; Anooshehpoor, Rasool;
Miller, Barry; Sakai, Stacie; Williams, Donna; Cartwright, William; Tene, Kimberly; Sallman, Ahsan; Sail,
Basia; Reed, Wendy; Snyder, Amy; Cupidon, Les; Shropshire, Alan; Chang, Richard; Barrett, Harold; Xu,
Jim; Lu, Shanlai; Park, Sunwoo; Hernandez, Raul; Gall, Jennifer; Ruland, William; Zigh, Ghani; Gingrich,
Chester; Whitman, Josh; Esmaili, Hossein; Gibson, Kathy; Brock, Terry; Khanna, Meena; Klein, Paul;
Hardies, Robert; Kozal, Jason; Powell, Raymond; Pederson, Cynthia; Guthrie, Eugene; Daley, Robert;
Vegel, Anton; Brown, Frederick; Kelly, Joseph; Srinivasan, Makuteswara; Lobel, Richard; Laur, Steven;
Mitchell, Reggie; Rheaume, Cynthia; Noggie, James; Libby, Earl; Case, Michael; Mizuno, Geary;
Benowitz, Howard; Whitney, James; Schnetzler, Bonnie; Giantelli, Adelaide; Barry, Terrence; Chang,
Richard; Schaperow, Jason; Tinkler, Charles; Santiago, Patricia; Patel, Jigar
Cc: Giwines, Mary; Kipfer, Lorna; Oliveto, Betsy; Reckley, William; Murphy, Martin; Sydnor, Russell;
Zimmerman, Roy; Bush-Goddard, Stephanie; Cullingford, Michael; Ruland, William; Karlin, Alex; Demoss
Gary; Norris, Wallace; Camper, Larry; Virgilio, Martin; Markley, Michael; Haney, Catherine; Wilson,
George; Tappert, John; McDermott, Brian; Sheron, Brian; Holian, Brian; Harrison, Donnie; Elliott, Robert;
Campbell, Andy; Doane, Margaret; Erlanger, Craig; Case, Michael; Klein, Alex; Mrowca, Lynn; Ulses,
Anthony; Uhle, Jenn)fer; Gibson, Kathy; Gavrilas, Mirela; Virgilio, Martin; Holahan, Gary; Morris, Scott;
Pederson, Cynthia; Scott, Michael; Dennig, Robert; Dyer, Jim; Nicholson, Thomas; Matthews, David;
Johnson, Clay; Coffin, Stephanie; Bonaccorso, Amy; Anderson, Patricia; Schum, Constance; Wright,
Jason; Padil(a, William; Doan, Brian; Coates, Carlotta; Emche, Danielle; Doolittle, Elizabeth; Galloway,
Melanie; Case, Michael; Dudes, Laura; Lorson, Raymond; Cullingford, Michael; Machalek, Woody;
Wilson, George; Knowles, Eric; Valentin, Andrea; Betsy Oliveto
Subject: THANK YOU and ACTION: Sample Speaker Thank you Letter and Template for Unanswered
Session Questions
Importance: High

Dear Session Coordinators and Chairs,
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The 2011 RIC was very successful and I thank you on behalf of Loma Kipfer, Betsy
Oliveto and the RIC Planning Committee for greatly adding to that success! We have
received many compliments on the technical session content and we appreciate the hard
work you and your speakers put into making RIC sessions educational, timely and
interesting.

It is now time for conference wrap up actions, which include thanking all speakers for their
participation and responding to unanswered session questions, which will be posted on the
RIC website. Attached is a sample speaker thank you letter for your reference - feel free
to customize the letter to meet your needs. Please send thank you notes to your speakers
in the next couple of weeks and let us know via email when this action has been
completed - we do not need to be copied on thank you notes. Feel free to send your
thank you letters via regular mail or email.

Also attached is a question and answer template. If you have unanswered questions from
your session, please respond in the Option A format listed on the attached template; or, if
all questions were answered at your session onsite, please respond in the Option B
format. Please send your responses to me at liz.langlie~nrc.gov by March 23.

Our goal is to have audio and video of plenary sessions, audio of technical sessions,
transcripts for plenary and technical sessions, updated technical presentations and
unanswered questions on the external website by the end of March. We understand that it
is an extremely busy time for many of you as a result of the Japan earthquake and
tsunami, so please let us know if you are unable to send responses to unanswered
questions by March 23.

i enjoyed working with each of you on the RIC technical sessions this year and I hope to
work with you again on RIC 2012! Please don't hesitate to contact me or Loma Kipfer if
you have any questions and thank you again for your efforts to make the RIC such a
successful conference.

Best,
Liz

Liz Langlie
Program Specialist, NRR/PMDA

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)

301/415-7237
0-13E9
liz.langlie@nrc.gov
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From. QWok. Mmahel
To: LubinskL, John

Subject: RE: NRR Emergency Officer Duty Schedule March 22, 2011 - MarCh 29, 2011
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:23:00 PM

Are all TA briefs now set for the fixed times of 8arn and 8pm?

(I just realized that I now cannot have my green beer tonight!)

From: Lubinski, John
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:06 PM
To: Cheok, Michael; Bahadur, Sher
Cc: Westreich, Barry
Subject: FW: NRR Emergency Officer Duty Schedule March 22, 2011 - March 29, 2011

Big Thanks

From: Bahadur, Sher
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:05 PM
To: Cunningham, Uza
Cc: Thorp, John; HOO Hoc; Gray, Kathy; ROO hoc; Lubinski, John; Cheok, Michael
Subject: RE: NRR Emergency Officer Duty Schedule March 22, 2011 - March 29, 2011

Liza,

John Lubinski is actively involved in Op Center over the Japanese situation. He has cut
short his EO duty and handed it over to Mike Cheok effective today [Thursday, March 171.
Also, Mike Cheok and I have swapped the EO duty as follows: Mike Cheok: 3/22; Sher
Bahadur: 5/10

Call me if any Qs

Sher

SHERBAHADUR; . - -

sher. bahadur(_nrc. ov

From: Cunningham, Liza
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:41 AM
To: Bahadur, Sher
Cc: Thorp, John; HOO Hoc; King, Mark; Thomas, Eric; Gray, Kathy; ROO hoc; Brown, Frederick;
Cunningham, Liza; Lubinski, John; Glitter, Joseph
Subject: NRR Emergency Officer Duty Schedule March 22, 2011 - March 29, 2011

Dear Sher Bahadur,

I am sending this email confirming that you will become the EO on Tuesday, March 22,
2011. You should receive the EO briefcase from John Lubinski on Tuesday, March 22,
2011, and on Tuesday, March 29, 2011, you will turn over the EO briefcase to Joe Giitter.

As the ongoing EO, please be sure to attend the events briefing of the ET in Room 0-
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13D20 on March 22, 2011 at 7:45 am.

If you have any questions, please contact Kathy Gray at 415-1166 or by email
Kathy.Gray@nrc.gov.

John Thorp is the Daytime EO and can be reached at 202-669-4218 or 410-474-0911.
When John Is not available for Daytime EO duty, his alternate can be identified and
contacted via the HOO. The current list of alternate daytime EO's in call-first priority
order is

Thanks,
Liza

Elizabeth (Liza) Cunningham
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NRR/DIRS/IOEB
MIS O- 12G13
301-415-3226
liza. cunningham@nrc.gov
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Stone, AnnMarie
Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:21 PM
DRSIII; DRPIII; Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia; Boland, Anne; Louden, Patrick
Kobetz, Timothy
Duane Arnold CDBI issue discussed at the 8:15 meeting

This morning, I discussed a preliminary issue the CDBI team identified at the Duane Arnold site.
in draft - therefore, not available for distribution. However, the key points are below.

The report is

(b)(5)

If you have further questions, please contact me or Andy Dunlop, Benny
ose, o Bruce alagi for more intormation.

Thanks!
Ann Marie

39
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Bozin, Sunny

From: Bozin, Sunny
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2011 1:35 PM
To: Nieh, Ho
Cc: Herr, Linda
Subject: SCIF Read

,-. , u can go down at 4 or 5 if that works for you but. if no one is here to call for you, you'll need to call
[ (b)jirst to make sure they are at their desks....

From: Melendez, Israel
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2011 1:04 PM
To: Bozin, Sunny
Cc: Parsons, Darryl
Subject: phone number

POC for Security read Darryl Parsons 415-7751

Israel A. Melendez, Special Security Officer
U. S. NRC
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852

(301) 415-2209 (Office)
(301) 415-210(:••
~(b)(6)
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From: Bano. Mahmooda
To: RES [nternational Travel DOst; Eisenberg. Wendy
Cc: Calvo. Antony; Hoxie, Chri
Subject: Pre Trip -DPrelewicz- April 2011 Spring CAMP (Bariloche Argentina) Meeting (3).docx
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:38:37 PM
Attachments: Pre Trip -DPrelewlcz- April 2011 Spring CAMP (Bariloche Aroentina) Meeting (3".docx
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International Travel Pre-Trip Notification
This is due 30 days before trip start date. Please complete the light shaded area.

.e Traveler Name(s): Chris Hoxie, RES/DSA - Phone #(s): 301-251-7562
(include offrcc/Division) Antony Calvo, RES/DSA 301-251-7677

Josh Whitman, RES/DSA 301-251-7514
Dan Prelewicz, ISL 301-255-2273

9 E-mail Address(es): chris.hoxie@nrc.gov 19 Location(s): Rockville, MD

antony.calvo@nrc.gov Rockville, MD
josh.whitman@nrc.gov Rockville, MD
danp@islinc.com Rockville, MD

• Multiple Travelers: ICI Less than 4 0 4 or more (see below)

If 4+. Coordinating Office: IRES
If 4+. Office Director Approvals: J (1) IRES: Brian W. SheronDtej___________

(Office Director approves travelers 1 (2) ICHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING jDate:I

from bis/ner office only) (3) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING jDate:

7__I tI

Fo(4)TCHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING bOate_- I

ADAMS Accession Number: -ML-110730387
[If 4+. Submit NRC Daily Note with ML# of pre-trip
notification 30 days before trip start d~ate]

* Travel Dales mrnr/dd/yyyy): 104/24/2011 to 04/29/2011

" Destination(s) ICity. Counuyl: San Carlos De Bariloche, Argentina

" Framework: C1 Export and Import Licensing [I Multilateral Cooperation and Assistance

![ Treaties, Agreements, and Conventions 0 International Cooperative Research

jlI Bilateral Cooperation and Assistance LI Other (specifvl

* International Organization: CI NEA/CSNI 0I NEA/CNRA LI NEA/RWMC C NEA/MDEP
[I NEA/CRPPH El iAEA/NS(TRANSSC) C3 IAEA/NS(WASSC)

0 IAEA/(NUSSC) 0I IAEA/NS(RASSC) 11 IAEA/Safeguards
C3 IAEA/NS (3 IAEA/NE [I IAEA/Technical Cooperation

g Other: Code Application & Maintenance Program (CAMP)

a Purpose of Travel: IThis trip is necessary for NRC to fulfill it's obligations under the CAMP agreements it
,has with 25 nations.

* Desired Outcome: The desired outcome is for NRC to meet its CAMP obligation to hold one CAMP

Imeeting on foreign soil each year, and to continue to energize the participants to use

ithe TRACE code and share their results with the CAMP community.

* Traveler Role(s): !Chris Hoxie is the lead-off speaker at the Spring 2011 CAMP meeting. He will
1provide a 45 minute presentation of the TRACE-PARCS-SNAP roadmap to the
CAMP participants to inform them of NRC's future thermal hydraulic development

08/18/2010 v 2.0

DN 2594 of 2796



plans, and to gather their comments. He will also present the new SNAP-TRACE
Uncertainty Module software specification and prototype.

Josh Whitman will present the details of the improvements that have been made to
TRACE, including the new features of TRACE Version 5, Patch 3. This includes new
fuel rod modeling capabilities, an improved mechanistic flashing model, and a new
"vessel-to-vessel" capability that allows improved modeling of BWR and PWR cores.

Doug Barber (ISL contractor) will present the status of the RELAP5 code including the
bugs that were fixed to allow the publication of RELAP5, Mod 3.3 Patch 4. The
contractor will also take the CAMP meeting minutes.

Antony Calvo, the CAMP Manager, will run the CAMP Technical Meeting that takes
place on the third day. During that time, Mr. Calvo will make a presentation on the
status of CAMP, and will go over with each country the status of their CAMP
membership, including the status of their "like-in-kind" contributions.

.• Is this an NRC Core or Non-Core Trip?
tCore means NRC-Furndcd. Non.Core is externally funded or travel to Canadal

* Is there a speech or presentation to be given?

[If yes. send ADAMS ML# or presentations in an EDO One Week Look Aheadl

* Are policy issues or other items of Commission interest to be raised?

0 Core 0 Non-Core

0Yes F-)No

QYes 0No

If yes. how will the Commission be informed? Via the trip report.

08/18/2010 v 2.0
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Satorius, Mark

From: Pederson, Cynthia
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:40 PM
To: Boland, Anne; Holt, BJ; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Shear, Gary; Louden, Patrick; Satorius, Mark;

OBrien, Kenneth; Reynolds, Steven; West, Steven
Subject: FW: If no continuing resolution?

I just checked in with OEDO.

From: Muessle, Mary
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:30 PM
To: Pederson, Cynthia
Cc: Merzke, Daniel
Subject: Response: If no continuing resolution?

Yes. We will operate about another week, but we still really expect a CR through April 8

Sent from NRC BlackBerry
Marv Maaasp.-l

S (b)(6)

From: Pederson, Cynthia
To: Muessle, Mary
Cc: Merzke, Daniel
Sent: Thu Mar 17 14:21:04 2011
Subject: If no continuing resolution?

Hi Mary,
Just wanted to know if we have a decision on whether we will operate another week if there is no continuing
resolution signed by midnight tomorrow.
Thanks,

Cynthia D. Pederson
Deputy Regional Administrator
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region III
630-829-9658

37
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From: -tnton. Larav
To: Savoy, Joanne; Arroyo. Damans; Cullinaford. Michael; Gettys. Evelyn; Guzzetta. Ashley Jardaneh. Mahnmoud;

.ervey. Richard; Kannev. Joseph; Kratchman. Jessica; Longmire, Pamela; Ortega-Luciano., onathan; Perin.
V.IYce; Rivera-Luco. Richard Rodriguez-Luccioni. Hgeclor; Abraharms. Susan; Alvarado, Lvdiana- Benson.
Michael; Clement, Richard; Cuz. Luis Dion, Jeanne; Gonzalez, Felix; Green, Brian; Hon. Andrew; Lee. Samuel;
Li. Nanian Joyn:- Shaffer. Vered; Tran. Tar; ,Nittick. Brian Betancourt. LuIS; Grobe.
Jack; Tram). James;| (b)(6) Bjijlka

Cc: Couret. Ivonne I
Subject: RE: Montgomery County Science Fair

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:40:01 PM

Joanne,

Has it been decided yet who is judging which particular subject areas? I know that we
were asked to identify which subject areas we were comfortable with, which I have, but I
don't recall receiving anything back about which subject are that I would be assigned to. I
just wanted to know ahead of time so that I can be prepared. Thanks.

LaRay J. Benton

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Division of Risk Assessment
Accident Dose Branch (AADB)
(301) 415-1088

From: Savoy, Joanne
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:18 PM
To: Arroyo, Damaris; Benton, Laray; Cullingford, Michael; Gettys, Evelyn; Guzzetta, Ashley; Jardaneh,
Mahmoud; Jervey, Richard; Kanney, Joseph; Kratchman, Jessica; Longmire, Pamela; Ortega-Luciano,
Jonathan; Perin, Vanice; Rivera-Lugo, Richard; Rodriguez-Luccioni, Hector; Abrahams, Susan; Alvarado,
Lydiana; Benson, Michael; Clement, Richard; Cruz, Luis; Dion, Jeanne; Gonzalez, Felix; Green, Brian;
Hon, Andrew; Lee, Samuel; Li, Zhian; Lian, Jocelyn; ODriscoll, James; Savoy, Joanne; Shaffer, Vered;
Tran, Tam; Wittick, Brian; Betancourt, Luis; Grobe, Jack; Trapp, James; 'rclem97@yahoo.com'; Berrios,
Ilka
Cc: Couret, Ivonne
Subject: Montgomery County Science Fair

Good Afternoon Montgomery County Science Fair Volunteers,
My name is Joanne Savoy, I am the new point of contact for the Science Fair on Saturday
March 19, 2011. Please arrive to the Reckord Armory promptly by 11:00. There will be no
parking permits available however you will be able to park next to the Armory. Attached is
a map and some information about the science fair and lunch will be provided at the
science fair.

Please let me know if you are unable to attend.

Please feel free to give me a call at 410-610-9843 if you have any questions. I look
forward to seeing all of you there (

UPON ARRIVAL:
- You will find ample parking adjacent to the Reckord Armory since the University is on
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Spring Break.
" Inside you will be greeted and directed to the Special Awards Judging table to check-in

and be given an identifyip narr
" Joanne Savoy, OIP (cell:1 (b)(6) )J will be in this area upon check-in to

meet/greet you will forthcoming instructions on judging.
" There are usually snacks and beverages available for the judges.
" Judges will be given a scoring sheet; map with the highlighted selected projects by grade

and specific location in the exhibition hall.

Joanne

Joanne M. Savoy
U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Licensing Assistant
OlP/ECIO
Phone. 301-415-2333
Fax. 301-415-2400
Location. 04C6
1oanne.Savoy@nrc.gov
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From:
To: _chwarz. Sher•
Subject: RE: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:46:00 PM

Good idea-you should be on distribution.

From: Schwarz, Sherry
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:44 PM
To: Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION

Yes, thanks Bruce for the update. I had phone Renee Taylor before lunch inquiring if this
meeting was going forward, and she told me it was to be cancelled, and we would be
advised later. I am not onAnis Astribution, so I will inform Mr. Ellmers to add me.

From: Boger, Bruce
Sent, Thursday, Martcn 17, 2011 1:41 PM
To. Schwarz, Sherry
Subject, FW: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME,
LOCATION
Importance: High

Long list-are you in there somewhere? Eric may appreciate his calendar reflecting the
schedule dhange below.

From: Ellmers, Glenn
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:18 PM
To: Ellmers, Glenn; Ash, Darren; Boger, Bruce; Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Brenner, Eliot; Brown, Milton;
Bums, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean,
Bill; Doane, Margaret; Droggitis, Spiros; Dyer, Jim; Greene, Kathryn; Grobe, Jack; Hackett, Edwin;
Haney, Catherine; Hayden, Elizabeth; Holahan, Gary; Howard, Patrick; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Mamish, Nader; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Pederson, Cynthia; Plisco, Loren; Poole, Brooke; Powell, Amy; Reyes, Luis; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer,
James; Schmidt, Rebecca; Sheron, Brian; Stewart, Sharon; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; Holahan, Patricia; Dorman,
Dan; Muessle, Mary; Wert, Leonard; Tracy, Glenn; Taylor, Renee; Krupnick, David; Evans, Michele
Cc: Akstulewicz, Brenda; Andersen, James; Bellosi, Susan; Belmore, Nancy; Boyd, Lena; Buckley,
Patricia; Casby, Marcia; Cianci, Sandra; Crawford, Carrie; Flory, Shirley; Garland, Stephanie;
Higginbotham, Tina; Hudson, Sharon; Landau, Mindy; Matakas, Gina; Miles, Patricia; Pulley, Deborah;
Rihm, Roger; Riner, Janet; Ronewicz, Lynn; Ross, Robin; Sa(us, Amy; Tannenbaum, Anita; Taylor,
Renee; Thomas, Loretta; Walker, Dwight; Warner, MaryAnn; Wright, Darlene; Wyatt, Melissa; Cannady,
Ashley; Lockhart, Denise; Perez-Ortiz, Aracelis; Riddick, Nicole; King, Shannon; Penny, Melissa;
Sprogeris, Patricia; Banks, Eleasah; Nagel, Cheri; Hasan, Nasreen; Call, Michel; Thaggard, Mark; Young,
Gary; Holonich, Joseph; Jaigobind, Avinash; Brown, Theron; Moore, Mary; Daniels, Stanley; Kreuter,
Jane; Schumann, Stacy; Rihm, Roger
Subject: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION
Importance: High

Due to the events occurring this week, tomorrow's Monthly Management Meeting is being
postponed to next Friday. It will take place just prior to the ERB meeting, from 9:00 to
10:00, in the OEDO conference room, 017B4. As of now, we have on the agenda:

Jun Lee, launch of new public website
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Eric Leeds, RIC report
OGC, FOIA update
Miriam Cohen, Federal Employee Viewpoint Survey

Let me know if you have anr other items to add.

From: Ellmers, Glenn
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2011 10:20 AM
To: Ellmers, Glenn; Ash, Darren; Boger, Bruce; Boyce, Thomas (01S); Brenner, Eliot; Brown, Milton;
Bums, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean,
Bill; Doane, Margaret; Droggitis, Spiros; Dyer, Jim; Greene, Kathryn; Grobe, Jack; Hackett, Edwin;
Haney, Catherine; Hayden, Elizabeth; Holahan, Gary; Howard, Patrick; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Mamish, Nader; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Pederson, Cynthia; Plisco, Loren; Poole, Brooke; Powell, Amy; Reyes, Luis; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer,
James; Schmidt, Rebecca; Sheron, Brian; Stewart, Sharon; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; Holahan, Patricia; Dorman,
Dan; Muessle, Mary; Wert, Leonard; Tracy, Glenn; Taylor, Renee; Krupnick, David; Evans, Michele
Cc: Akstulewicz, Brenda; Andersen, James; Bellosi, Susan; Belmore, Nancy; Boyd, Lena; Buckley,
Patricia; Casby, Marcia; Cianci, Sandra; Crawford, Carrie; Flory, Shirley; Garland, Stephanie;
Higginbotham, Tina; Hudson, Sharon; Landau, Mindy; Matakas, Gina; Miles, Patricia; Pulley, Deborah;
Rihm, Roger; Riner, Janet; Ronewicz, Lynn; Ross, Robin; Salus, Amy; Tannenbaum, Anita; Taylor,
Renee; Thomas, Loretta; Walker, Dwight; Warner, MaryAnn; Wright, Darlene; Wyatt, Melissa; Cannady,
Ashley; Lockhart, Denise; Perez-Ortiz, Aracelis; Riddick, Nicole; King, Shannon; Penny, Melissa;
Sprogeris, Patricia; Burroughs, Eleasah; Nagel, Cheri; Hasan, Nasreen; Call, Michel; Thaggard, Mark;
Young, Gary; Holonich, Joseph; Jaigobind, Avinash; Brown, Theron; Moore, Mary; Daniels, Stanley;
Kreuter, Jane; 'Stacy.Schumann@nrc.gov'; Rihm, Roger
Subject: Monthly Management Meeting - Soliciation for Topics

The next EDO Monthly Management Meeting is scheduled for Friday, March, 18, 2011
from 10:00 - 11:30 a.m. EST in T2B1 (Regions by VTC).

Please send me any discussion topics you would like to suggest, along with who you
expect would lead the discussion, by COB Wednesday, March 9. (I already have Jun Lee
on the agenda to discuss the public website.)

Send all materials for the meeting to me (with a cc: to Melissa Wyatt and Roger Rihm) by
COB Wednesday, March 16, so we can post them to the SharePoint site.

As always, let me know if you have any questions,

Glenn
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From: B. Bruc
To: Holian. Brian
Subject: RE: VY.. Lic Ren
Date; Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:47:00 PM

Thanks, Brian.

From: Holian, Briar.
Sent: Thursday, Marcn 17, 2011 1:16 PM
To: Leeds, Eric
Cc: Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: VY...Lic Ren

Eric...How does a first thing in the morning signing strike you...?? Around 8? We are
sendinQ a daily note up today statinq Monday issuance.

(b)(5)

Bruce.. .Comm plan only has a few questions and answers, but first one does touch on
"certificate of public good". Tfhat was coordinated with Ri. Thanks for checking.

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:52 PM
To: Holian, Brian
Subject, RE: VY...Lic Ren

Thanks, Brian!

Eric J. Leeds, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: Holian, Brian
Sent: Thursday, Marth 17, 2011 10:38 AM
To: Lew, David; Dean, Bill; Boger, Bruce; Leeds, Eric
Cc: Galloway, Melanie; Pham, Bo; Burnell, Scott; Dacus, Eugene; Nelson, Robert; Glitter, Joseph; Howe,
Allen; Scrend, Diane; Sheehan, Neil; Roberts, Darrell; Wilson, Peter; Spencer, Mary; Pelton, David
Subject: VY ...Lic Ren

As of today, we plan to issue the VY license on Monday.

The timing has not been discussed... I would expect we may sign it prior to the 0900
Commission meeting on the Japan event. (I will try and firm up a time today and get back
to you).

DLR will fax it to the licensee after it is signed.

I do not believe we will do any press release... DLR/NRR will continue to work the Comm
plan with Region I and OPA. (we are working some backup Q and A on VY hardened
vent, etc.)
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The basic answer to questions on "why renew now"... .will be that the applicant has
satisfied the requirements of Part 54. The staff has completed an extensive review. In
light of the event in Japan, the NRC is doing, and will complete, an extensive review - and
any regulatory changes (short term or long term) will be applied through Part 50 on the
applicable plants (irrespective of whether a plant has gone through license renewal or not).

Bill.. .I know you'll want to let the Governor's office know a little in advance. I would hope
Monday morning early is time enough.. .as I'm sure you are all concerned that we not
unnecessarily cycle the government offices / news organizations prior to that (esp. if there
is some minor change).

- Brian
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From: Mc-ale. John
To: NRR DIRS Distribution
Subject: Delegation of Authority - 10LB
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:47:43 PM

While I am away from the office on Friday, March 18, 2011, 1 have designated David Muller
as the acting Chief, Operator Licensing and Training Branch. Dave is located in room
07G 11 and may be reached at extension 415-1412.

Jack McHale, Chief
Operator Licensing & Training Branch
Division of Inspection & Regional Support
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
(301) 415-3254
John .McHale(Mnrc.gov
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

H~iland. Patrick
Sk=n David; Harper Kevi ; Wilson. George
RE: (b)(6)
Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:59:00 PM

Kevin, have George act today and find out who is in tomorrow to act for division; Meena? I will be
working 11 pm-7:00 am in lieu of CWS, so while I will be here in the morning, I'll likely be very tired.

----- Original Message-----
From: Skeen, David
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:52 PM
To: HarpLKeuiný-Nilson, George; Hiland, Patrick
Subject: I (b)(6

All,

I will not be in today. (b)(6)

I'll try to make it in tomorrow, but if not, we will need someone to act, since it is Pat's CWS.

I plan to be on shift as RST Director for the 3-11 shifts on Sat and Sun,
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From: Haney. Catherine

To: Dorman. Dan

Cc: Cu.p, Lisp
Subject: FW: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:00:00 PM

Lisa Ann - I'm sure you heard that the presentation was delayed a week. Dan will be
making the presentation next week as I will be away.

If you have time this afternoon, let's review what you have prepared. I expect visitors
around 2:30 to 3 but other than that, I am fairly open.

From: Ellmers, Glenn
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:55 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: RE: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION

No, sorry. It's on. I was just mentioning "regular" agenda items to see if there was
anything people wanted to add. Office in the Spotlight is sort of it's own thing. You guys
are on.

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:52 PM
To: ElImers, Glenn
Subject: RE: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION

Are you dropping the "office in the spotlight" for March.

No problem if you are, just wanted to confirm

From: Ellmers, Glenn
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:18 PM
To: Ellmers, Glenn; Ash, Darren; Boger, Bruce; Boyce, Thomas (0IS); Brenner, Eliot; Brown, Milton;
Bums, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean,
Bill; Doane, Margaret; Droggitis, Spiros; Dyer, Jim; Greene, Kathryn; Grobe, Jack; Hackett, Edwin;
Haney, Catherine; Hayden, Elizabeth; Holahan, Gary; Howard, Patrick; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Mamish, Nader; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Pederson, Cynthia; Plisco, Loren; Poole, Brooke; Powell, Amy; Reyes, Luis; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer,
James; Schmidt, Rebecca; Sheron, Brian; Stewart, Sharon; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; Holahan, Patricia; Dorman,
Dan; Muessle, Mary; Wert, Leonard; Tracy, Glenn; Taylor, Renee; Krupnick, David; Evans, Michele
Cc: Akstulewicz, Brenda; Andersen, James; Bellosi, Susan; Belmore, Nancy; Boyd, Lena; Buckley,
Patricia; Casby, Marcia; Cianci, Sandra; Crawford, Carrie; Flory, Shirley; Garland, Stephanie;.
Higginbotham, Tina; Hudson, Sharon; Landau, Mindy; Matakas, Gina; Miles, Patricia; Pulley, Deborah;
Rihm, Roger; Riner, Janet; Ronewicz, Lynn; Ross, Robin; Salus, Amy; Tannenbaum, Anita; Taylor,
Renee; Thomas, Loretta; Walker, Dwight; Warner, MaryAnn; Wright, Darlene; Wyatt, Melissa; Cannady,
Ashley; Lockhart, Denise; Perez-Ortiz, Aracelis; Riddick, Nicole; King, Shannon; Penny, Melissa;
Sprogeris, Patricia; Banks, Eleasah; Nagel, Cheri; Hasan, Nasreen; Call, Michel; Thaggard, Mark; Young,
Gary; Holonich, Joseph; Jaigobind, Avinash; Brown, Theron; Moore, Mary; Daniels, Stanley; Kreuter,
Jane; Schumann, Stacy; Rihm, Roger
Subject: POSTPONED - Monthly Management Meeting - NOTE CHANGE IN DATE, TIME, LOCATION
Importance: High

Due to the events occurring this week, tomorrow's Monthly Management Meeting is being
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postponed to next Friday. It will take place just prior to the ERB meeting, from 9:00 to
10:00, in the OEDO conference room, 017B4. As of now, we have on the agenda:

Jun Lee, launch of new public website
Eric Leeds, RIC report
OGC, FOIA update
Miriam Cohen, Federal Employee Viewpoint Survey

Let me know if you have any other items to add.

From: ElImers, Glenn
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2011 10:20 AM
To: Ellmers, Glenn; Ash, Darren; Boger, Bruce; Boyce, Thomas (01S); Brenner, Eliot; Brown, Milton;
Bums, Stephen; Carpenter, Cynthia; Casto, Chuck; Cohen, Miriam; Collins, Elmo; Dapas, Marc; Dean,
Bill; Doane, Margaret; Droggitis, Spiros; Dyer, Jim; Greene, Kathryn; Grobe, lack; Hackett, Edwin;
Haney, Catherine; Hayden, Elizabeth; Holahan, Gary; Howard, Patrick; Johnson, Michael; Kelley,
Corenthis; Leeds, Eric; Mamish, Nader; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Pederson, Cynthia; Plisco, Loren; Poole, Brooke; Powell, Amy; Reyes, Luis; Satorius, Mark; Schaeffer,
James; Schmidt, Rebecca; Sheron, Brian; Stewart, Sharon; Uhle, Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; Holahan, Patricia; Dorman,
Dan; Muessle, Mary; Wert, Leonard; Tracy, Glenn; Taylor, Renee; Krupnick, David; Evans, Michele
Cc: Akstulewicz, Brenda; Andersen, James; Bellosi, Susan; Belmore, Nancy; Boyd, Lena; Buckley,
Patricia; Casby, Marcia; Cianci, Sandra; Crawford, Carrie; Flory, Shirley; Garland, Stephanie;
Higginbotham, Tina; Hudson, Sharon; Landau, Mindy; Matakas, Gina; Miles, Patricia; Pulley, Deborah;
Rihm, Roger; Riner, Janet; Ronewicz, Lynn; Ross, Robin; Salus, Amy; Tannenbaum, Anita; Taylor,
Renee; Thomas, Loretta; Walker, Dwight; Warner, MaryAnn; Wright, Darlene; Wyatt, Melissa; Cannady,
Ashley; Lockhart, Denise; Perez-Ortiz, Aracelis; Riddick, Nicole; King, Shannon; Penny, Melissa;
Sprogeris, Patricia; Burroughs, Eleasah; Nagel, Cheri; Hasan, Nasreen; Call, Michel; Thaggard, Mark;
Young, Gary; Holonich, Joseph; Jaigobind, Avinash; Brown, Theron; Moore, Mary; Daniels, Stanley;
Kreuter, Jane; 'Stacy.Schumann@nrc.gov'; Rihm, Roger
Subject: Monthly Management Meeting - Soliciation for Topics

The next EDO Monthly Management Meeting is scheduled for Friday, March, 18, 2011
from 10:00 - 11:30 a.m. EST in T2B1 (Regions by VTC).

Please send me any discussion topics you would like to suggest, along with who you
expect would lead the discussion, by COB Wednesday, March 9. (1 already have Jun Lee
on the agenda to discuss the public website.)

Send all materials for the meeting to me (with a cc: to Melissa Wyatt and Roger Rihm) by

COB Wednesday, March 16, so we can post them to the SharePoint site.

As always, let me know if you have any questions,

Glenn
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From: Leds. E
To: Hollan. Braan
Cc,: 6oer. Bru
Subject RE: VY...LUc Ren
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:03:38 PM

Good - see you at 8 am on Monday!

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: Holian, Briar.
Sent: Thursday, Marcn 17, 2011 1:16 PM
To: Leeds, Eric
Cc: Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: VY.. .Uc Ren

Eric.. .How does a first thing in the morning signing strike you...?? Around 8? We are
sending a daily note up today stating Monday issuance.

(b)(5)

Bruce.. .Comm plan only has a few questions and answers, but first one does touch on
"certificate of public good". That was coordinated with RI. Thanks for checking.

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Thursday, IV1arch 17, 2011 12:52 PM
To: Holian, Brian
Subject: RE: VY ... Lic Ren

Thanks, Brian!

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: Holian, Brian
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:38 AM
To: Lew, David; Dean, Bill; Boger, Bruce; Leeds, Eric
Cc: Galloway, Melanie; Pham, Bo; Bumell, Scott; Dacus, Eugene; Nelson, Robert; Glitter, Joseph; Howe,
Allen; Screnci, Diane; Sheehan, Neil; Roberts, Darrell; Wilson, Peter; Spencer, Mary; Pelton, David
Subject: VY.. .Uc Ren

As of today, we plan to issue the VY license on Monday.

The timing has not been discussed... I would expect we may sign it prior to the 0900
Commission meeting on the Japan event. (I will try and firm up a time today and get back
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to you).

DLR will fax it to the licensee after it is signed.

I do not believe we will do any press release... DLR/NRR will continue to work the Comm
plan with Region I and OPA. (we are working some backup Q and A on VY hardened

-vent, etc.)

The basic answer to questions on "why renew now"....will be that the applicant has
satisfied the requirements of Part 54. The staff has completed an extensive review. In
light of the event in Japan, the NRC is doing, and will complete, an extensive review - and
any regulatory changes (short term or long term) will be applied through Part 50 on the
applicable plants (irrespective of whether a plant has gone through license renewal or not).

Bill.. I know you'll want to let the Governor's office know a little in advance. I would hope
Monday morning early is time enough...as I'm sure you are all concerned that we not
unnecessarily cycle the government offices / news organizations prior to that (esp. if there
is some minor change).

Brian
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From: Haney. Catherine
To: Sails, Jam
Cc; Ordaz, Vonna
Subject: User need to RE5
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:07:00 PM

I just signed your user need. What level of effort do you expect from RES - either FTE or
dollar amount?
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Fmo: Nguyen. Quynh
To: Baaer. Bruce
Subject: Out of Office: CrS-SRM-CMGEA11-D0D1
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:13:40 PM

Greetings!

I will be out of the office for the rest of the afternoon.

Sean Meighan, Acting Office Technical Assistant, can be reached at 301-415-1020.

I will be monitoring my email and can be reached via BlackBerry a (b)(6)

Thank you for your efforts and understanding during this difficult time.
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From: Williams. Shawn
To: Abu-Eid. Boby Astwood. Heather; Br ; Camoer. Larry; Case. cael;ok ohn Cool Donald;

Holahan. Vinet; Lewis. Robert; Rini, Bret; Samoson. Michele; Schwartzman Jennifer; Virgilio, Mlti;
Weaver. Doug Williams. Shawn

Subject: Suggest postponing our March 22 meeting on developing a National Stakeholder process for 1AEA Safety
Standards and issuing a Green Ticket

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:14:27 PM

Attachments: Discuss National Stakeholder Input for IAEA Safety Standards.msq
Draft FRN to Pilot Stakehokler Inout to IAEA Safety Standards at a National Level.dpc
RE Addressing JAEA Standards.rnsg

Bill,

Thanks for sending out the e-mail (3 rd attachment) in an effort to prepare for next Tuesday's
meeting, March 22, 3-4pm (attached).

All,
Considering you may be busy with the tragic events in Japan, and, as far as I know, you have not
had the opportunity to come together and developed a proposal (or counter proposal to the pilot
proposal- attached) for NRC's strategy to - .... seek commentsfi-om national stakeholders and to
present a national position on each draft sqlfeO, standard, which should be based on appropriate
consultation of the national level and coordination of the input of national stakeholders, " I
suggest we postpone the meeting on this subject.

I am thinking a better strategy is to assign a Green Ticket to FSME (since they have both WASSC
and RASSC) due in 3-4 months to coordinate with the other SSCs to develop an option or options
on how the NRC will meet its obligations to this SSC TOR item. I know I may get negative feedback
on issuing a formal "Green Ticket," but, from my experience there is a much higher probability we
will make progress on this issue if it is a formal action from the EDO's office, rather than an e-mail

request.

Let me know if you do have a proposed path forward and are ready for the March 22 meeting. If
so, we should keep the meeting as scheduled (of course, it would depend on if Marty is still
supporting the HOO).

Comments?

Shawn Williams
Executive Technical Assistant
Office of the Executive Director for Operations
301-415-1009
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Williams, Shawn

Subject:
Location:

Start:
End:

Discuss National Stakeholder Input for IAEA Safety Standards
0-171B4

Tue 3/22/2011 3:00 PM
Tue 3/22/2011 4:00 PM

(none)

Accepted

Recurrence:

Meeting Status:

Organizer:
Required Attendees:

Virgilio, Martin
Abu-Eid. Boby; Brach. Bill; Camper, Larry; Case, Michael: Cook, John; Cool, Donald; Holahan,
Vincent: Lewis, Robert; Rini, Brett; Sampson, Michele; Schwartzman. Jennifer; Virgilio, Martin;
Weaver, Doug; Williams. Shawn; ConferenceRoomO17B4 Resource

Purpose: Discuss NRC's strategy to meeting the following statement on the SSC's and future CSS's Terms of
Reference.

"To disseminate the draft fIc/V/diltiotrun.%'7Urt/Wa.Te sa/r., standards in their respective Stales. to seek
commentsi .Iom their national s.tkeholder.s and to prexenI a natioMnd p)osition on each dirafli .szq/ety standard,
which shoutit be based on appropriate consultation at the national level anid coordination of the input of

national stakeholders.

Outcome: Develop a policy that meets the intent of the SSC TOR statement above.

Process: An SSC Rep, perhaps Bill or Larry, lead the meeting.

- In advance of the meeting, the SSC's should coordinate to address Larrys suggested path forward (1s
att chment and below).
(1)

(2)

(b)(5)

(3)

2/8/11

Sa-ndy Cianci
Administrative Assistant to Marty Virgilio, DEOR
Office of the Executive Director for Operations
0-17 H13
301-415-1714

1
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(b)(5)
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(b)(5)
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(b)(5)
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Williams, Shawn

From: Brach. Bill
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 4:17 PM
To: Camper, Larry
Cc: Case. Michael; Lewis, Robert: Weaver, Doug: Abu-Eid, Boby; Cook, John; Cool, Donald;

Holahan, Vincent; Rini, Brett; Sampson, Michele; Schwartzman, Jennifer; Williams, Shawn;
Smith, Shawn

Subject: RE. Addressing IAEA Standards

Larry.

In preparation for next week's meeting with Marty et al, do you have any additional recommendations for how

NRC might consider 'if, when, and how" national stakeholder input should be solicited on draft IAEA Safety
Standards? I suspect Marty will be looking for suggestions on the path forward to meet the expectations in the

new Safety Standards Committees' Terms of Reference for committee representatives to present:

"a national position on each draft safety standard, which should be based on appropriate consultation at

the national level and coordination of the input of national stakeholders."

(b)(5)

Your thoughts/suggestions?

I am also copying Mike Case, Rob Lewis, Doug Weaver and Safety Standards Committee technical support
staff for thoughts/suggestions to consider before the meeting next Tuesday.

Bill

,From: Camper, Larry
Sent: Thursday, November 18, 2010 6:25 PM
To: Virgilio, Martin
Cc: Williams, Shawn; Case, Michael; Lewis, Robert; Brach, Bill
Subject: Addressing IAEA Standards

Marty,
Reflecting upon our meeting today and the increasing interest in harmonizing our regulations with international
standards, as well as achieving convergence with those standards, coupled with an interest in achieving
"national" input I would offer some thoughts on how we might proceed:

I
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3)

LARRY W. CAMPER
Director, Division of Waste Management

& Environmental Protection
(W) 301-415-7437
(F) 301-415-5369

(M) (b)(6)
larrv~ca mper Pa nrc .gov

<*A sN8
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From: Hopkins, Jon
To: Skeen. David
Cc: Case, Michael
Subject-. FW: Foreign trip report: .. .ankovich/FSME, ISO standards mtg., Berlin, Germany
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:16:33 PM

Attachments: Trip report ML1107603060.doc

Dave,

Interesting trip report. FSME participates in an ISO standards working group. I wonder
what other ISO standards there might be for us to potentially get involved with.

Jon

From: Jankovich, John
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:38 PM
To: ForeignTravel
Cc: Foster, Jack; Luehman, James
Subject: Foreign trip report: J. Jankovich/FSME, ISO standards mtg., Berlin, Germany

The Trip report is attached.
The document is also available in ADAMS under ML1 10760306.
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FOREIGN TRAVEL TRIP REPORT

Subject

International Standards Organization (ISO) Working Group 11 (WG 11) meeting

Dates of Travel and Countries/Organizations Visited

February 23-25, 2011
Berlin, Germany
ISO/WG 11 held its periodic meeting at VDE Verlag, Bismarkstrasse 33, 10625 Berlin, Germany

Author, Title and Agency Affiliation

John Jankovich, Team Leader
Division of Materials Safety and State Agreements
Office of Federal and State Materials and Environmental Management Programs
iohn.jankovich(.nrc.gov
301-415-7904

Sensitivity

Non-sensitive

Background/Purpose

The purpose was to participate, as NRC delegate and technical expert, in the activities of
ISO/Working Group 11 to update three ISO standards, used by NRC staff and NRC licensees,
regarding radioactive sources and devices (ISO-2910, ISO 3925, and ISO-7205)

Abstract: Summary of Pertinent Points/Issues

The function of ISO/WG 11 is to maintain a number of ISO standards at the level and practice of
current technology in the area of radioactive sources and devices. Maintenance is achieved
through periodic updates which are developed from inputs from representatives of the
international user community. The goal of NRC participation in ISOAND 11 is to assure that the
standards represent NRC perspectives regarding licensing and registration and express the use
of these standards in the U.S. The meeting addressed three ISO standards; the following are
the key highlights for each:

1. ISO 2919, "Radiation Protection - Sealed radioactive sources - General requirements
and classification"

" The draft standard, developed in previous meetings, was circulated to the
national standardization organizations for review. The review resulted in 68
comments;

" The meeting resolved all 68 comments;
" The update with the resolutions will be presented by the convener (i.e.,

chairman) of WG 11 to the ISO plenary session to be held in Niagara
Fails/Canada in April 2011 for acceptance and to be issued as final,
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2. ISO 3925, "Unsealed radioactive substances - Identification and certification"
" At the request of the ISO Secretariat, the group reviewed ISO 3925;
" The group concluded that this standard is used infrequently, but is open to

making updates to the standard;
• WG 11 identified those sections of the standard that need updating and those

that need harmonization with other relevant standards;
" The changes will be circulated by ISO Secretariat to the national standardization

organizations for review as a draft international standard (DIS).

3. ISO 7205, "Radionuclide gauges - Gauges designed for permanent installation"
" WG 11 members described the current use of this standard in various regions of

the world, i.e., Asia (China, India, Japan), Europe (inc. European Community's
relevant standards and Scandinavia), and North America (Canada, Mexico,
U.S.);

* WG 11 concluded that ISO 7205 should not be withdrawn and that the standard
is important and relevant;

* WG 11 reviewed an analogous standard recently updated by the International
Electrotechnical Commission (IEC): IEC 62598 has been approved and is
expected to be published in 2011, it replaces IEC 60405. WG 11 compiled an
extensive list of differences between ISO 7205 and IEC 62598;

" WG 11 concluded that harmonization is needed with the other analogous
standards, i.e., IEC 60405 and ANSI N43.8.

" WG 11 developed a request for guidance from ISO Secretariat regarding the
stage and timing for the update of this standard and its harmonization with the
other analogous IEC and ANSI standards.

Pending Actions/Planned Next Steps for NRC

The staff will continue to participate in follow-up activities, such as responding to electronic
communication requesting comments and recommendations. No date has been scheduled for
further meetings. Further action, i.e. start updating ISO 7205, will commence only upon
direction from the ISO Secretariat.

Points for Commission ConsiderationiItems of Interest

None

Attachment

None attached. Meeting Minutes, Attendance List, business cards are available from John
Jankovich.
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from: TIbltv Micaed
To: Catherine
Cc: : Memo/annohn
Subject: PE: Memno/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:19:34 PM

i'll ask Tom if he knows and let you know..

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:18 PM
To: Tschiltz, Michael
Cc: Kinneman, John
Subject: RE: Memo/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room

(b)(5)

From: Tschiltz, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:14 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Kinneman, John
Subject: RE: Memo/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room

(b)(5)

Mike

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:53 PM
To: Tschfltz, Michael; Kinneman, John
Subject: FW: Memo/announcement concerning use of the E8B2-EO1 secure conference room

You ok with this?

From: Schultz, Eileen
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:14 PM
To: Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan
Cc: Grice, Thomas; Easson, Pamela
Subject: FW: Memo/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room

Cathy:

Below is the suggested text for providing the policy and procedures for utilizing the
secure conference room (EBB 2E-01) here at Executive Boulevard.)l

(b)(5)
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After reading and hopefully approving we would like to send out to all NMSS staff
under your signature. Thank you, please provide your response/comments to

Eileen Schultz eds or 301-492-3256..
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Importance:

IN Number:
Contact:

DRMA-Notice Resource
Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:22 PM
DRMA-Notice Resource; All R3 Users; OTHERIII
ADAMS P8 Upgrade Tonight
imageO01 .jpg

High

11-043
Ming Luo (ming.Iuo(•Dnrc.qov), Ext. 9532

As indicated in a previous DRMA-NOTICE, the new ADAMS P8 (P8) upgrade will be implemented
tonight. The upgrade will change the ADAMS menu on your desktop somewhat like this:

So before you leave office today, please log off or restart your computer to assist the upgrade.

After the upgrade, the old ADAMS will still be available for an extended period. All documents added
into the old ADAMS will be synchronized into the new P8. At this moment we are not told how long

30
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the old ADAMS will remain available; but we strongly encourage you to begin using the new P8

program.

Users at the resident sites can still use Citrix to access the new P8.

If you have a question or problem with P8 or with the upgrade, please email help3@nrc.Qov for help
or call the switchboard.

Distribution of the P8 User Quick Reference has been completed. If you did not receive a copy,
please contact Joan White, Ming Luo or the Rill Helpdesk to get one.

More resources for new P8 are available online:
http://www.intemal.nrc.gov/ois/ECM/ADAMS/index.html.

Web-based training is also available. Four Web-based training courses are available through
iLeam. Access iLearn through the links below to register for any of the following courses:

ADAMS P8 Overview - This Web-based course provides an overview of how ADAMS is
currently used at the NRC. It explains what ADAMS is, why the NRC uses ADAMS, the
benefits of using ADAMS, and how to prepare to use ADAMS in your daily work
assignments. It also includes an introduction to the structure of ADAMS and terminology
that is an essential preparation for your hands-on training.

ADAMS P8 Basic - This Web-based course covers the basic features and capabilities of
ADAMS P8. During this course you will learn how to navigate the ADAMS P8 interface;
work with documents, packages, and folders; and how to search for documents using
different search methods. The course is the Web-based version of the 'ADAMS P8 for NRC
Users' classroom course.

ADAMS P8 Advanced - This Web-based course covers the basic and advanced features
and capabilities of ADAMS P8. During this course you will learn how to navigate the
ADAMS P8 interface; work with documents, packages, and folders; create dashboards and
entry templates; and how to search for documents using different search methods.

ADAMS P8 'What's New' - This Web-based course provides an overview of the new
features and capabilities that are available in ADAMS P8.

DO NOT REPLY TO THIS DRMA NOTICE

IRA/
Roger Doornbos, Chief
Information Resources Branch

31
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From: Hanev. Catherine
To: Frazier. Alan
Subject- RE: Nye County Resolution 2011-21
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:25:00 PM
Attachments: imageOO].prig

thx

From: Frazier, Alan
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:21 PM
To: Haney, Catherine; Kotra, Janet
Cc: Kokajko, Lawrence; Stablein, King; Davis, Jack; Mohseni, Aby; Dorman, Dan
Subject: RE: Nye County Resolution 2011-21

I just confirmed with SECY that it will be in tomorrow's E-Reader.

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:54 PM
To: Kotra, Janet; Frazier, Alan
Cc: Kokajko, Lawrence; Stablein, King; Davis, Jack; Mohseni, Aby; Dorman, Dan
Subject: RE: Nye County Resolution 2011-21

Alan - I would assume this will get into the Commissioner Reader?

From: Kotra, Janet
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:00 AM
To: Frazier, Alan
Cc: Kokajko, Lawrence; Stablein, King; Haney, Catherine; Davis, Jack; Mohseni, Aby; Dorman, Dan
Subject: FW: Nye County Resolution 2011-21

Alan, I have received this forwarded message from the clerk of the Commission of Nye County,
Nevada. She asks that I forward copies of the attached resolution to the NRC Commissioners. I

have not yet received the hard copy of the message, but am providing this to you for distribution to
the Commission. Thank you.

Janet P. Xotra
Janet P. Kotra, Ph.D.
Senior Project Manager for HLW Regulatory Communications
Division of HLW Repository Safety
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop E2B-2
Washington, DC 20555
(301) 492-3190
email: ianet.kotrarnrc.oov

From: Sandra L. Merlino [mailto:smerlino@co.nye.nv.us]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 6:32 PM
To: Kotra, Janet
Subject: Nye County Resolution 2011-21

Dear Dr. Kotra,
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I have attached a cover letter from my office along with a copy of Nye County Resolution No. 2011-

21 as requested by our Nye County Board of Commissioners. You will be receiving the original

letter via certified mail.

Sincerely,

Sandra L. Merlino
Nye County Clerk
smerlino@co.nye.nv.us

Tonopah Office
P.O. Box 1031
Tonopah, NV 89049
Phone: (775)482-8134
Fax: (775)482-8133

Pahrump Office
1520 East Basin Ave.
Pahrump, NV 89060
Phone: (775)751-7049
Fax: (775)751-7047
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Frojm; (b)(6)

DOW m %W March 17,2011 2:23:11 PM

(b)(6)
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

N% Lan. Da2rfene
Haney. Catherine
DorMan. Dan
RE: Personnel

Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:31:02 PM

(b)(5)

NM1SS/PBPA

301- 492-3558

"THE MIND IS LIKE A PARACHUTE,
IT WORKS tEST WHEN ITS OPEN."

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:30 PM
To: Negrin, Darlene
Cc: Dorman, Dan
Subject: RE: Personnel

From: Negrin, Darlene
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:26 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Dorman, Dan
Subject: Personnel

NAT•'SS/PIBIA

301-492.-3558

"THE MIlN IS lIkE A PARACHUTE,
IT WORKS 8EST WHIEN ITS OPEN."
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Owen, Lucy

From: Sosa, Belkys
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:33 PM
To: Collins, Elmo
Subject: Re: Action: Ltr from Sens Boxer, Feinstein

Thks

Sent from an NRC Blackberry

From: Collins, Elmo
To: Sosa, Belkys
Cc: Virgilio, Martin; Sanfilippo, Nathan; Hay, Michael; Vegel, Anton; Kennedy, Kriss; Miller, Geoffrey; Lantz, Ryan
Sent: Thu Mar 17 15:29:54 2011
Subject: Action: Ltr from Sens Boxer, Feinstein

Thanks

We'll work through EDO to get prep material up

Elmo

From: Sosa, Belkys
To: Collins, Elmo; Davis, Roger
Sent: Thu Mar 17 15:15:54 2011
Subject: Fw: Ltr from Sens Boxer, Feinstein

Hi Elmo, I hope all is well.
Please note that the trip to Diablo and SONGS will also include Senator Boxer. If you have any information on these
plants that can help Cmr Apostolakis prepare for the site visit, we would really appreciate it. I'll send you the details of the
Senators agenda ASAP. I'm waiting for OCA to provide.
Thks

Sent from an NRC Blackberry

From: Powell, Amy
To: Blake, Kathleen
Cc: Davis, Roger; Sosa, Belkys
Sent: Thu Mar 17 14:04:10 2011
Subject: Ltr from Sens Boxer, Feinstein

Kathleen,

Here is the letter that I referenced on my call this afternoon with Belkys and Roger.

Amy
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Amy Powell
Associate Director
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Congressional Affairs
Phone: 301-415-1673
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From:
To"
Subject:
Date:

.lwer. BruqFe
McGinty Tim
RE: G20110165: NEI Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop
Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:40:00 PM

As I was trying to covey this rriorning, your gut instincts were solid once again.

From: McGinty, Tim
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:20 PM
To: Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: G20110165: NEI Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop

thx

From: Boger, Bruce
Sent: Thursday, Marth 17, 2011 2:02 PM
To: McGinty, Tim; Fredrichs, Thomas
Cc: Regan, Christopher; Simmons, Anneliese; Blount, Tom; Quay, Theodore; Leeds, Eric
Subject: RE: G20110165: NEI Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop

(b)(5)

From: McGinty, Tim
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 5:45 PM
To: Fredrichs, Thomas
Cc: Regan, Christopher; Simmons, Anneliese; Blount, Tom; Quay, Theodore; Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: G20110165: NEI Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop

(b)(5)

From: Fredrichs, Thomas
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 4:20 PM
To: McGinty, Tim
Cc: Regan, Christopher; Simmons, Anneliese; Blount, Tom; Quay, Theodore; Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: G20110165: NEI Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop

Tim,

Thanks for your thoughts. (b)(5) I
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(b)(5)

Tom F.

From: McGinty, Tim
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:19 PM
To: Fredrichs, Thomas
Cc: Regan, Christopher; Simmons, Anneliese; Blount, Tom; Quay, Theodore; Boger, Bruce
Subject: RE: G20110165: NEI Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop

I like the idea that we treat the incoming letter within the already defined process, which is
comments due by April 4.

(b)(5)

Would you be OK with this approach. Notwithstanding, let's chat with Bruce to make sure
alignment, if we do an acknowledgement letter I would not be surprised if Eric would want
to sign it out. Tim

From: Fredrichs, Thomas
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 3:32 PM
To: Blount, Tom; McGinty, Tim; Quay, Theodore; Boger, Bruce
Cc: Regan, Christopher; Simmons, Anneliese
Subject: G20110165: NET Letter to Chairman Conerning March 2 Workshop

To All:

G20110165 directed the staff to take action as appropriate on whether or not to respond to
the March 8 letter from Anthony Pietrangelo, NEI, to the Chairman, stating concerns over
the conduct of the staff during the March 2, 2011 Decommissioning Funding Workshop.

Secondly, Marty Virgilio asked for a tutorial on NPV and the issues discussed at the
Workshop. The meeting is scheduled for next Monday, March 21. We suggest that we
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contact his office and ask if he would prefer to postpone the meeting.
Thanks,
Tom F.

DN 2638 of 2796



From: Boger, Bruce
To: Craver. PttiV b
Subject: RE: AARM memo
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:41:00 PM

Thank you.

From: Craver, Patti
Sent: Thursday, Match 17, 2011 2:40 PM
To: Boger, Bruce; Ross, Robin
Subject: RE: AARM memo

Yes, I will

From: Boger, Bruce
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:40 PM
To: Ross, Robin; Craver, Patti
Subject: AARM memo

Could one of you provide Eric a copy of the AARM memo I just signed for him? Thanks.
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From: Harer, Kevin
To: NRR DE Distribution; ; L Bahadur. Sher; Bloun. Tom Brown. Frederick; Cheok. Michael;

llowa n; ie i1tter..OSeh Hiland. Patrick; Holian. Brian: Ho All Lee. Samson; LubinskL John;
McGinty. Tim; Nelson. Robert; Quay. Theodore Ruland. William; Matheson, Mary

Cc, Shwarz Sherry;; ;laaie; Moore. Toeh; S Curran. Bridget o h
Sona; Cox a; Jones(NRR. Latova; Haroer. Kevin; Chen. Oiao-Lvnn :sRbin

Subject: March 18, 2011 Delegation of Authority. George Wilson Acting for Patrick Hiland
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:43:29 PM
Attachments: March 18. 2011 Delegation of Authority.docx

Please ignore the previous delegation of authority memo, George Wilson will be acting

Division Director doe DE, Friday March 18, 2011.

Thanks
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March 17, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

John A. Grobe, Deputy Director
for Engineering and Corporate Support

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Patrick L. Hiland, Director IRAI
Division of Engineering
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

During my absence from the office March 18, 2011, I have designated George Wilson as

Acting Division Director for Division of Engineering (DE). Mr. Wilson is located at O-9E12 and

can be reached at 415-1711.

cc: ET/LT
DE Staff
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March 17, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

John A. Grobe, Deputy Director
for Engineering and Corporate Support

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Patrick L. Hiland, Director IRAI
Division of Engineering
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

During my absence from the office March 18, 2011, 1 have designated George Wilson as

Acting Division Director for Division of Engineering (DE). Mr. Wilson is located at O-9E12 and

can be reached at 415-1711.

cc: ET/LT
DE Staff

OFFIC

NAME

DATE

•E NRR/DE

P.Hiland

03/17/2010
OFFICIAL RECORD COPY

1
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

Golla Joe
(b)(6)

Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:47:00 PM

(b)(6)
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(b)(6)
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d

(b)(6)
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From: Blurgess. Mihel
To:
Subject: Out of Offce: COOP
Date. Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:52:19 PM

I will be out of the office until Monday, March 21. If you need immediate assistance, please

contact the secretary at 301-415-3340.
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Fmmr:
To:
Subject:
Deft:

EMC C=Drawk
Boger, Bruce
EMC Backup And Recovery at EMC World 2011
Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:55:28 PM

View web version View mobile ver-ion

Backup and Recovery at EMC World 2011 EWlogo

I ---IRegister Now M I

Sneak Preview: Backup and Recovery at EMC World

It's all happening at EMC World. If you are looking for industry
thought leaders. innovative solutions, and the latest product
information, plan now to participate in this key event.

Sign up now: Join us in Las Vegas May 9-12. 2011

EMC Backup and Recovery at EMC World
Learn directly from EMC Backup and Recovery technical
consultants, customers, partners: and industry leaders.

Learn what's new with EMC backup and recovery products;

Over 20 backup and recovery focused sessions including

executive keynotes. lectures, hands on workshops. birds of a
feather customer sessions, exhibit booth and more across the
entire EMC backup and recovery portfolio of products:

" EMC Avamar
" EMC Data Domain
" EMC NetWorker
" EMC Data Protection Advisor
" EMC Disk Library for Mainframe

Learn more

Blockbuster Backup Solutions Keynote:
BJ Jenkins. President, EMC Backup and Recovery Systems

Division

Learn more >>

Who Should Attend

Backup and recovery
professionals and partners
chartered with the responsibility
of designing, building. and
operating backup environments.

Win BIG Prizes!

Visit the EMC Backup and
Recovery booth for your chance
to win some blockbuster prizes!

Industry-Leading Solutions

Learn more about backup and
recovery solultons for,

Virluahizalon
Disaster Recovery &
Replication
Tape Replacement
Consolidatfing Backup and
Archtve
Deduplication
Protecting the Edge

EMC World.
Don't miss (his incredible event!
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Sponsors

I.9

Visit ELVC corn I Contact Us I Join the EMC Community Manage Your Subscriptions I Unsubscribe

EMC 2
. EMC, and the EMC logo are registered trademarks or trademarks of EMC Corporation in the United States and other

countries. All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.

© Copyright 2011 EMC Corporation. All rights reserved.

EMC Corporation, Hopkinton. MA 01748-9103

This email advertisement was sent to. bab2@nrc.gov

Read our ,rivacy policy.
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From: Haney. Catherine
To: Kokaiko. Lawrence; Mohseni. Aby
Subject: FW: G20110183 - Due Today -- Document Hold Instructions Regarding Yucca High Level Waste Repository --

Estimate of Time (EDATS: OEDO-2011-0202)
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:03:00 PM
Attachments: ACTION G20110183 - Due Today.mso

G20110183,%f

Throw in about 5 hours for me to got thru my records.

From: Rodgers, Mary
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:39 AM
To: Chidichimo, Gabriele; Ford, William; Parker, Nicole; Rodgers, Mary; Valencia, Jennifer
Cc: Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Kokajko, Lawrence; Mohseni, Aby; Davis, Jack; McCartin, Timothy
Subject: G20110183 - Due Today -- Document Hold Instructions Regarding Yucca High Level Waste
Repository -- Estimate of Time (EDATS: OEDO-2011-0202)

LADIES/GENTLEMEN:

PLEASE PRINT THE ATTACHED OEDO
TICKET AND ACTION.

DUE TO OEDO/OGC: 03/17/42011

Mary L Rodgers, NMSS
FOIA/Records Manager

(301) 492-3246

-----Original Message -----
From: Jaegers, Cathy
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 11:e6 AM
To: RidsNrrMailCenter Resource; RidsNroMailCenter Resource; Berry, Lee;
RidsNsirMailCenter Resource; Wimbush, Andrea; RidsFsmeOd Resource; Tressler,
Patricia; Fleming, Barbara; RidsNmssOd Resource; Rodgers, Mary; Walker,
Dwight; RidsResPmdaMail Resource; Johnson, Kevin; Dempsey, Heather;
RidsOiMailCenter Resource; Boyd, Lena; RidsOeMailCenter Resource; Riddick,
Nicole; RidsOIS Resource; Fry, Jeannie; RidsCsoMailCenter Resource; Daniels,
Stanley; Moore, Mary; RidsAdmMailCenter Resource; Clarke, Deanna;
RidsHrMailCenter Resource; Thomas, Loretta; RidsRgn1MailCenter Resource;
Matakas, Gina; RidsRgn2MailCenter Resource; Miles, Patricia;
RidsRgn3MailCenter Resource; Buckley, Patricia; RidsRgn4MailCenter Resource;
Owen, Lucy; Andersen, James; Frazier, Alan
Cc: RidsOgcMailCenter Resource; Remsburg, Kristy; Hirsch, Patricia
Subject: ACTION: 620110183 - Due Today

Attached is the action green ticket for OEDO OD/RAs. The ADAMS version will
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be sent after DPC processes.
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Attachment ACTION G20110183 - Due Today_l.msg (2560 Bytes) cannot be converted to PDF format.
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Display Ticket
Ticket Type EDO - Green Ticketing Organization NMSS

Ticket Number G20110183 Ticket Contact Ford, William H
TAR N Ticket Created On 03/17/2011
ADAMS Number Ticket Due Date 03/17/2011
FOIA Number Ticket Extensions D

WITS Ticket Number Ticket Status

Description DOCUMENT HOLD INSTRUCTIONS REGARDING YUCCA HIGH LEVEL WASTE
REPOSITORY - ESTIMATE OF TIME (EDATS: OEDO-2011-0202)

Task Basis Req frm OGC to various dtd 311 7/11

Sp e i ; In reference to NRC Annoucere nt YA-1 10033 (ML1 0740769). pleasep7' de estimate fa re nable date that
I Instructions the information can be provided to OGC, or in some instances, the requested timelines. Estimate should be provided

I (Task 1): to OGC (PHirsch) by C.O.B. March 17. 2011.

Assign To Contact Report To Status A sige Date Due ae_ 'No'

.. . .I ...R.. TID. .. . 0 3 ss71n.. 031 7/01 open ,- 1

Ticket G20110183 Is open

[Printouti

Main Menu
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From: Chey. Sonarv
To: Doer. Bruce
Cc: NRR DLR Distribution; W Dias. Antonio; Roiss5 .1bn; Cohen. Shari Schwarz, Sherry

Subject: Delegation of Authority: A. Imboden acting Director, DLR: Friday, March 18, 2011

Date, Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:05:59 PM
Attachments: March 18. 11 acting me.doc

Good afternoon - while both Brian and Melanie are away from the office tomorrow, Friday,
March 18, Andy Imboden has been designated acting Director DLR/NRR. Andy is in room
0-11Hl and may reached at 415-2327.

Thanks,
Sonary
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March 17, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO: Bruce A. Boger, Deputy Director
for Reactor Safety Programs

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM: Brian E. Holian, Director IRA by MAGalloway for/
Division of License Renewal
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

While Melanie A. Galloway and I are away from the office on March 18, 2011, I have

designated Andy Imboden to be acting Director, DLR/NRR. Andy is located in room

0-11H11 and may be reached at 415-2327.

cc: DLR RF
DLR staff via e-mail
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March 17, 2011

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Bruce A. Boger, Deputy Director
for Reactor Safety Programs

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Brian E. Holian, Director /RA by MAGalloway for/
Division of License Renewal
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

While Melanie A. Galloway and I are away from the office on March 18, 2011, 1 have

designated Andy Imboden to be acting Director, DLR/NRR. Andy is located in room

0-11H11 and may be reached at 415-2327.

cc: DLR RF
DLR staff via e-mail

ADAMS Accession No.: M L110760278

OFFICE D:DLR

NAME MAGalloway
for BEHolian

DATE 03117/2011

OFFICIAL RECORD COPY
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From; Covne- Kevin
To: Cheok. Michael
Cc: Hudson. Daniel; Soencer. Ruth C Correia, Richard: Demoss. Gary; Kuritzkjy Alan; Beaste. Benjamin;

Peters. Sean; . Jin
Subject: RASP User Need (UNR 2010-017) Additional FY2013 Scenario A Cuts for Operating Reactors
Date- Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:14:28 PM
Attachments: UNR NRR-2010-017 Incoming ML1018102271.odf

Mike -

I've attached the incoming user need for risk tool support. As we discussed, although the
NRR LT evidently prioritized this UNR as "low" priority, many of the items are actually
"high" or "medium" priority (e.g., SPAR/SAPHIRE maintenance, INL help desk support,
RASP handbook). We intend to revise the scenario "A" listing in our budget consistent with
the priority level identified in the user need (unless we hear differently from you). Also, our
RES PMDA point of contact recommended that you let your PMDA budget folks (Hong Le,
Caroline Nguyen) know that the "low" priority list generated by the LT may not accurately
reflect the real priority needs.

Kevin
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July 29, 2010

MEMORANDUM TO: Brian W. Sheron, Director
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research

Eric J. Leeds, Director IRA/ Jack Grobe for
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM:

SUBJECT: USER NEED REQUEST FOR SUPPORT IN THE DEVELOPMENT
AND ENHANCEMENTS OF NRC RISK ANALYSIS TOOLS

(b)(5)

CONTACT: See-Meng Wong, NRRIDRA
(301)415-1125
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B. Sheron -2-

B. Sheron -2-

(b)(5)

Enclosures:
As stated
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(b)(5)
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Attachment NRC_6.joboptions (13738 Bytes) cannot be converted to PDF format.
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From: Hiltz. Thomas

To: ForeignTravel; Tschiltz. Michael' Kinneman. John
Subject: Pre-Trip for Hiltz, Workshop Organizing Committee on Fuel Cycle Safety
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:21:18 PM

Attachments: Hiltz Pre-Trio.docx

Please see attached.

Tom

Thomas G. Hiltz
BranchChief
Advanced Fuel Cycle Branch

Division of Fuel Cycle Safety and Safeguards
301-492-3296
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International Travel Pre-Trip Notification
:This is due 30 days before trip start date. Please complete the light shaded area.

___________TRAVE INFORMATION_ ___ __

.Traveler Name(s): Ihomas Hiltz Phn () 301-492-3296
.(include Office/Division) INMSSIFCSS I

E-mail Address(es): thomas.hiltz@nrc.gov o Location(s): [EBB

a Multiple Travelers: 10 Less than 4 [] 4 or more (see below)

If 4+. Coordinating Office:

If 4+, Office Director Approvals: . (1) ICHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING jDate:

(Office Director approves travelers j2 HOEOEO H OLWN ae
ofi '(2) IC"OOS'E ONE OF TH-E FOLLOWING __~t7T

from his/her office only) (3) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date: I

1 (4) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING jDate: I

ADAMS Accession Number:
(If 4+, Submit NRC Daily Note with ML# of pre-trip
notification 30 clays before trip start date],a Travel Dates [mm/dd/yyyy]: 104/16/11-04/20/11

* Destination(s) ICity, Country]: Paris, France

.0 Framework: [I Export and Import Licensing M Multilateral Cooperation and Assistance
Q Treaties, Agreements, and Conventions [I International Cooperative Research
El Bilateral Cooperation and Assistance 0 Other fsoecifyj

" International Organization: Z NEA/CSNI Di NEA/CNRA El NEA/RWMC [I NEAIMDEP
[I NEA/CRPPH 0 IAEA/NS(TRANSSC) [I IAEA/NS(WASSC)

[E IAEA/(NUSSC) [: IAEA/NS(RASSC) 0i IAEA/Safeguards

0l IAEA/NS [3 IAEA/NE 0i IAEA/Technical Cooperation

El Other:

* Purpose of Travel: Workshop Organizing Committee (WOC) meeting for the NEAIIAEA sponsored
workshop on Fuel Cycle Safety

& Desired Outcome:

9 Traveler Role(s):

At this meetingthe WOC will coordinate the final agenda, review submitted abstracts,
and make any final program decisions.

FTraveler will represent USNRC on the WOC for the IAEA/NEA sponsored conference
to be held in Toronto in September 2011 and provide NRC insights and help shape
the conference agenda.

I

.- Is this an NRC Core or Non-Core Trip? E Core El Non-Core
[Coie means NRC-Funded. Non-Core is extcrnally funded or travel to Canada] I

a Is there a speech or presentation to be given? L Yes 0No
[if yes. send AI)AMS ML. of presentations in an EDO One Week Look Aheadl

08/18/2010 v 2.0
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. Are policy issues or other items of Commission Interest to be raised? E Yes 0 No

If yes. how will the Commission be informed?

08/18/2010 v2.0
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From, Tschiltz. Michael

To: Haney, Catherine

Cc: Kinneman. John Bailey- Marissa

Subject: FW: Memo/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room

Date; Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:24:13 PM

FYI

From: Grice, Thomas
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:16 PM
To: Tschiltz, Michael; Habighorst, Peter
Subject: RE: Memo/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room

It takes a sweep by qualified Technical Security Counter Measures (TSCM) people.
ADM/Facility Security uses a contractor at $4,000 a pop.

From: Tschiltz, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:25 PM
To: Grice, Thomas; Habighorst, Peter
Subject: FW: Memo/announcement concerning use of the EBB2-EO1 secure conference room

Peter/Tom.. what does it take to clear the secure conference room after conducting a
meeting with a non-cleared member of the public.., what actions are required and
how much does it cost?

Thanks. Mike
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From: Gies. Mary
To: L s. Ferrell, Kimber
Cc: Grobe, Jack Boger. Brce Ruland. William
Subject: RE: Heads up - Work schedule and premium pay.

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:25:02 PM

Eric - fyi, I've already forwarded this to all NRR managers. I know how busy you are.

From: Leeds, Eric
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:24 PM
To: Givvines, Mary; Ferrell, Kimberly
Cc: Grobe, Jack; Boger, Bruce; Ruland, William
Subject: Heads up - Work schedule and premium pay.

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301-415-1270

From: Davidson, Lawrence
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:06 PM
To: Abraham, Susan; Abrams, Charlotte; Ader, Charles; Akstulewicz, Frank; Albert, Ronald; AlIwein,
Russell; Alston, Timothy; Andersen, James; Anderson, Joseph; Armentrout, Deborah; Ash, Darren; Ash,
Melissa; Astwood, Heather; Auluck, Rajender; Austn, Joseph; Ayres, David; Bahadur, Sher; Bailey,
Marissa; Bailey, Stewart; Baker, Pamela; Banas, Paul; Barss, Dan; Bartlett, Bruce; Bartley, Jonathan;
Bartley, Malion; Batkin, Joshua; Baum, Robin; Bayliff, Shirley; Beardsley, James; Beasley, Benjamin;
Bell, Hubert; Bell, Marvin; Bellamy, Ronald; Bellinger, Alesha; Benjamin, Jamie; Benner, Eric; Benney,
Brian; Bergman, Thomas; Biggins, James; Bladey, Cindy; Blamey, Alan; Bloom, Steven; Bloomer,
Tamara; Blount, Tom; Boger, Bruce; Boland, Anne; Bolduc, Angela; Bonser, Brian; Borchardt, Bill;
Borden, William; Bouling, Ramona; Bower, Fred; Bower, Phyllis; Boyce, Tom (RES); Boyce, Thomas
(01S); Brady, Joseph; Brenner, Eliot; Brezovec, Michael; Broaddus, Doug; Brooks, Kenneth; Brown,
Frederick; Brown, Tony; Brown, Milton; Brown, Rohn; Bubar, Patrice; Buchholz, Jeri; Buckley, Michael;
Bumpass, Sheila; Burns, Stephen; Burritt, Arthur; Burton, Stephen; Burton, William; Bush-Goddard,
Stephanie; Cain, Chuck; Caldwell, Robert; Calle, Joselito; Cameron, Jamnes; Campbell, Andy; Campbell,
Larry; Campbell, Stephen; Campbell, Vivian; Camper, Larry; Caniano, Roy; Cardenas, Daniel; Carlson,
Robert; Carpenter, Cynthia; Case, Michael; Casto, Chuck; Casto, Greg; Cataldo, Paul; Catts, Michelle;
Champion, Bryan; Chang, Helen; Chang, Lydia; Cheok, Michael; Chernoff, Harold; Chemoff, Margaret;
Chokshi, Nilesh; Christensen, Harold; Clark, Jeff; Clay, Earmestine; Clayton, Brent; Clifford, James;
Cobey, Eugene; Cochrum, Steven; Coe, Doug; Cohen, Miriam; Cohen, Ronald; Cohen, Stephen;
Colaccino, Joseph; Coleman, Judy; Collins, Daniel; Collins, Elmo; Conte, Richard; Cook, Christopher;
Corbett, James; Cordes, John; Correia, Richard; Costello, Ralph; Coyne, Kevin; Croteau, Rick; Crowe,
Eddy; Cruz, Jeffrey; Csontos, Aladar; Cubbage, Amy; Cubellis, Louis; Cullison, David; Curtis, David;
Daley, Robert; Daly, Jill; Dambly, Jan; Daniel, Susan; Danna, James; Dapas, Marc; Davis, Henry; Davis,
Jack; Davis, Marlone; Dean, Michael; Dean, Bill; Dehn, Janine; Delligatti, Mark; Dembek, Stephen;
Demoss, Gary; Dennig, Robert; Dentel, Glenn; Desai, Binoy; Dias, Antonio; Diaz-Toro, Diana; Dickson,
Billy; Dingbaum, Stephen; DiPaolo, Eugene; Dixon, John; Dixon-Herrity, Jennifer; Doane, Margaret;
Dodmead, James; Doerflein, Lawrence; Donaldson, Leslie; Donnell, Tremaine; Donoghue, Joseph;
Doornbos, Roger; Dorman, Dan; Dorsey, Jeryll; Dosch, William; Dreisbach, Jason; Droggitis, Spiros;
Dudes, Laura; Dumbacher, David; Duncan, Eric; Dwyer, James; Dyer, Jim; Eads, Johnny; Easson,
Pamela; Egan, Dennis; Egli, Richard; Einberg, Christian; Elkins, Scott; Ellegood, John; Elliott, Robert;
Ellsbury, Richard; Erlanger, Craig; Ernstes, Michael; Brown, Cris; Evans, Carolyn; Michele.ca@nrc.gov;
Farnholtz, Thomas; Felts, Russell; Fenton, Darlene; Ferdas, Marc; Ferrell, Kimberly; Ficks, Ben; Fields,
Leslie; Finney, Patrick; Fitch, Karen; Flanders, Scott; Flynn, Sean; Foster, Jack; Franke, Mark; Franovich,
Rani; Fredericks, Carl; Freeman, Scott; Fretz, Robert; Frumkin, Daniel; Frye, Timothy; Fuller, Michael;
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Gaddy, Vincent; Gallo, Jenny; Galloway, Melanie; Gartman, Michael; Gavrilas, Mirela; Giantelli, Adelaide;
Gibson, Kathy; Giessner, John; Glitter, Joseph; Giwines, Mary; Gody, Tony; Golder, Jennifer; Golshan,
KG; Gorham, Tajuan; Gott, William; Graham, Thorne; Grancorvitz, Teresa; Grant, Jeffery; Graser, Dan;
Gray, Mel; Greene, Kathryn; Grice, Thomas; Griffin, Steven; Grobe, Jack; Hawkins, Kimberly; Gusack,
Barbara; Guthrie, Eugene; Guttmann, Jack; Haag, Robert; Habighorst, Peter; Hackett, Edwin; Haeg,
Lucas; Haire, Mark; Hall, Donald; Hall, Patricia; Hamzehee, Hossein; Haney, Catherine; Hansell, Samuel;
Harris, Tim; Harrison, Donnie; Hatchett, Gregory; Hawkens, Roy; Hay, Michael; Hayden, Elizabeth;
Hays, Myra; Heck, James; Heck, Jared; Helton, Shana; Henderson, Pamela; Hickey, James; Hiland,
Patrick; Hills, David; Hilton, Nick; Hiltz, Thomas; Hirsch, Patricia; Hoeg, Tim; Hogan, Rosemary;
Holahan, Gary; Holahan, Patricia; Holian, Brian; Holland, Crystal; Holody, Daniel; Holonich, Joseph; Holt,
03; Hopper, George; Howard, Patrick; Howe, Allen; Howell, Art; Howell, Unda; Hoxie, Chris; Hsia,
Anthony; Hsu, Caroline; Hsueh, Kevin; Huber, Deborah; Hudson, Jody; Humerick, David; Hunegs,
Gordon; Hunter, James; Huth, Virginia; Hutto, Andy; Huyck, Doug; Imboden, Andy; Itzkowitz, Marvin;
Jackson, Deborah; Jackson, Donald; Jackson, Terry; James, Lois; Jankovich, John; Janney, Margie;
Jarvis, Rodney; Jenkins, Ronaldo; Jernell, Eleni; Johns, Nancy; Johnson, Michael; Johnson, Clay;
Johnson, Robert; Jolicoeur, John; Jones, Bradley; Jones, Evan; Jones, William; Josey, Jeffrey; Joustra,
Judith; Julian, Emile; Jung, Ian; Junge, Michael; Kahler, Robert; Kaplan, Michele; Karas, Rebecca; Kellar,
Ray; Kelley, Corenthis; Kemerer, Myron; Kemker, Brian; Kennedy, Kriss; Kennedy, Silas; Kerben, Valerie;
Kern, David; Khanna, Meena; Kim, Yong; Kimble, Daniel; King, Donald; King, Michael; Kinneman, John;
Kirkland, John; Kirkwood, Sara; Klein, Alex; Knutson, Ed; Kobetz, Timothy; Kokajko, Lawrence;
Kolaczyk, Kenneth; Konzman, Carl; Koshy, Thomas; Kowal, Mark; Kramer, John; Krohn, Paul; Krsek,
Robert; Krupnick, David; Kulesa, Gloria; Kulp, Jeffrey; Kunowski, Michael; Lam, Donna; Lambert,
Kenneth; Landau, Mindy; Langan, Scott; Lankford, Jeffrey; Lantz, Ryan; Lara, Julio; Larkin, Grant;
Laura, Richard; Layton, Michael; Le, Hong; Lee, Bert; Lee, David; Lee, Richard; Lee, Samson; Lee,
Samuel; Leeds, Eric; Lennartz, Jay; Lesser, Mark; Lew, David; Lewis, Robert; Upa, Christine; Lombard,
Mark; Long, Chris; Lopez, Joseph; Lorson, Raymond; Louden, Patrick; Lubinski, John; Luehman, James;
Lui, Christiana; Lukes, Robert; Lund, Louise; Lupold, Timothy; Lyons-Burke, Kathy; Ma, May; Madden,
Patrick; Madison, Wil; Magruder, Stewart; Mamish, Nader; Markley, Michael; Marshall, Jane; Marshfield,
Mark; Martin, Gillian; Masnik, Michael; Masse, Todd; Matheson, Mary; Mathew, Roy; Matthews, David;
Mattingley, Joel; Maxin, Mark; Mayfield, Michael; McCann, Carrie; McConnell, Keith; McCoppin, Michael;
McCoy, Gerald; McCrary, Cheryl; McCree, Victor; McDermott, Brian; McGhee, James; McGill, Clinton;
McGinty, Tim; McGowan, Anna; McHale, John; McKelvey, Harold; McKenna, Eileen; McKenney,
Christepher; McKirgan, John; McMillan, Joseph; McMurtray, Anthony; Mendiola, Anthony; Meyer, David;
Michalak, Paul; Miller, Charles; Miller, Chris; Miller, Geoffrey; Miller, Made; Miller, Mark; Miller, Michael;
Miotla, Sherri; Mitchell, Matthew; Mitchell, Reggie; Mohseni, Aby; Monk, Robert; Monninger, John;
Montgomery, Jack; Moore, Scott; Moore, Thomas; Moorman, James; Morris, Eddie; Morris, James;
Morris, R. Michael; Morris,. Scott; Morrissey, Thomas; Moulding, Patrick; Moy, Romena; Mrowca, Lynn;
Muessle, Mary; Munday, Joel; Murphy, Jerome; Murphy, Martin; Musser, Randy; Narick, Marianne;
Nazario, Tomy; Nease, Rebecca; Neff, Deborah; Nelson, Robert; Nichols, Russell; Nieh, Ho; Norato,
Michael; Norris, Michael; Nute-Blackshear, Lora; OBrien, Kenneth; OBryan, Phil; O'Donohue, Kathleen;
Offutt, David; Ogle, Chuck; OKeefe, Neil; Oklesson, Edward; Ordaz, Vonna; Orth, Steven; O'Sullivan,
Kevin; Ott, William; Ousley, Elizabeth; Owens, Janice; Paradiso, Karen; Partlow, Benjamin; Pascarelli,
Robert; Peck, Michael; Pederson, Cynthia; Pelke, Patricia; Pellet, John; Pelton, David; Peralta, Juan;
Perry, Jamila; Perry, Neil; Persinko, Andrew; Peters, Sean; Peterson, Gordon; Peterson, Hironori; Pham,
B3o; Phillips, Charles; Piccone, Josephine; Pool, Stephen; Poole, Brooke; Powell, Amy; Powell, Dawn;
Powell, Raymond; Prescott, Peter; Pretzello, Andrew; Price, Georgette; Pruett, Troy; Pstrak, David;
Pulliam, Timothy; Quay, Theodore; Quichocho, Jessie; Rabideau, Peter; Rahimi, Meraj; Raione, Richard;
Rajnic, Cecilia; Ramirez, Frances; Rasmussen, Richard; Rasouli, Houman; Raspa, Rossana; Rayland,
Andrew; Raymond, William; Reckley, William; Reddick, Darani; Reece, James; Regan, Christopher; Reis,
Terrence; Remsburg, Kristy; Reynolds, Steven; Reynoso, John; Rheaume, Cynthia; Ricci, John; Rich,
Daniel; Rich, Thomas; Richards, Stuart; Ricketts, Paul; Riemer, Kenneth; Ring, Mark; Roach, Edward;
Roach, Gregory; Roberts, Darrell; Rodgers, Felecia; Rogge, John; Rosenberg, Stacey; Ross, Thierry;
Ross-Lee, MaryJane; Rothschild, Trip; Rough, Richard; Rowhani, Bahman; Royal, Judith; Rubenstone,
James; Rubic, Mark; Ruiz, Robert; Ruland, William; Rule, David; Rutkowski, John; Rutledge, Steven;
Rzepka, Robert; Sabisch, Andrew; Safford, Carrie; Salgado, Nancy; Salley, MarkHenry; Salter, Susan;
Sanchez, Alba; Sanchez, Alfred; Sangimino, Donna-Marie; Santiago, Patricia; Santos, Cayetano; Sargent,
Kimberly; Satorius, Mark; Schaaf, Robert; Schaeffer, James; Schmidt, Rebecca; Schneider, Max;
Schnetzler, Bonnie; Schoenmann, Sandra; Schroeder, Daniel; Schum, Constance; Scott, Catherine; Scott,
Michael; Sealing, Donna; Segala, John; Serepca, Beth; Seymour, Deborah; Shaeffer, Scott; Shaffer,
Steve; Shannon, Mel; Shannon, Michael; Sharkey, Jeifry; Shay, Jason; Shear, Gary; Shehee, James;
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Sheron, Brian; Shields, James; Shoop, Undine; Shuaibi, Mohammed; Silva, Patricia; Simms, Sophonia;
Skeen, David; Skokowski, Richard; Smith, Arthur; Smith, Brian; Smith, Galen; Smith, Rich; Smith,
Tuwanda; Solorio, Dave; Sosa, Belkys; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Spencer, Mary; Spindler, David; Spitzberg,
Blair; StAmour, Norman; Stablein, King; Stapleton, Bernard; Stetson, Kathleen; Stewart, Scott; Stewart,
Sharon; Stoedter, Karla; Stone, AnnMarie; Suber, Gregory; Subosits, Stephen; Sullivan, Allen; Swain,
Karol; Sydnor, Russell; Sykes, Marvin; Szyperski, Bill; Tailleart, Don; Talley, Sandra; Tappert, John; Tate,
Travis; Taylor, Robert; Tenaglia, Mickey; Terao, David; Terry, Leslie; Thaggard, Mark; Thomas, Brian;
Thomas, Christopher; Thorp, John; Tonacci, Mark; Tracy, Glenn; Tran, Tu; Trapp, James; Travick,
Vanette; Trent, Glenn; Tschiltz, Michael; Turner, Joseph; Turtil, Richard; Uhle, Jennifer; Ulses, Anthony;
Usilton, William; Valentin, Andrea; Vegel, Anton; Vias, Steven; Vietti-Cook, Annette; Virgilio, Martin;
VonTill, Bill; Voytko, Victoria; Walker, Tracy; Walker, Wayne; Wall, Scott; Warnick, Greg; Wastler,
Sandra; Waters, Michael; Watson, Bruce; Weaver, Doug; Webber, Robert; Weber, Michael; Weerakkody,
Sunil; Welling, Blake; Werkheiser, David; Werner, Greg; Wert, Leonard; West, Garmon; West, Steven;
Westreich, Barry; Whetstine, Jack; White, Duncan; White, Darrell; Whited, Ryan; Whitten, Jack;
Widdup, Joseph; Widmann, Malcolm; Wiggins, Jim; Williams, Barbara; Williams, Evelyn; Williams, Kevin;
Williams, Michael, Williams, Mona; Williams-Johnson, Patrice; Williamson, Edward; Wilson, Ernest;
Wilson, George; Wilson, Peter; Wood, Gene; Wood, Kent; Wright, Lisa (Gibney); Wrona, David; Wunder,
George; Yerokun, Jimi; Young, Cale; Young, Mitzi; Zane, Steven; Zeiler, John; Zimmerman, Jacob;
Zimmerman, Roy; Zobler, Marian
Cc: Scott, Tracy; Tallarico, Alison; Thoman, Raymond; Jones, Jackie; Blair, Tina; Chin, Allison; Dean,
Vivian; Evans(HR), Marilyn; Himmelberg, Jude; Jackson, Briana; Jaigobind, Savi; Silberfeld, Dafna;
Watson, Madonna; Williams, Michelle; Atkinson, Jeanne; Broadwater, Lynne; Brown, Keisa; Hicks,
Beverly; Hicks, Valencia; Jonsson, Dawn; Lindsay, Sandy; Marziale, Riqueza; ORourke, Christine; Reeves,
Gloria; Scott, Mary; Thomas-Richards, Karen; Todd, Colleen
Subject:

Managers, supervisors, team leaders, and T&L Coordinators,

Attached for your information is a document that addresses, in detail, work schedules
and premium pay for individuals who serve in and support the NRC Operations
Center or work in Japan, in response to the current, serious nuclear power plant
issues in that country. NSIR and the NRC Japanese support team leader will provide
the document to all participants.

T&L Coordinators, please note that participants in your organization may contact you
to request a change in their HRMS workgroups for pay periods in which they perform
emergency response work.

Participants should contact me if they have any questions on work schedules or
premium pay.

Larry Davidson
Office of Human Resources
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-492-2286; lawrence~davidson@nrc.gov
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Owen, Lucy

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Riddick, Nicole
Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:27 PM
Kellar, Ray; Vasquez, Michael; Caniano, Roy; Maier, Christi; Fuller, Karla; Collins, Elmo;
Sreenivas, Leelavathi; Hilton, Nick; Zimmerman, Roy; Coleman, Nicole; Burgess, Michele;
White, Duane; Poston-Brown, Martha
Strategy Form for EA-2011-023
ADAMS Document.ADC

Please see the attached.

I
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Case Information:aC

RegioalEn.Slst I Raya. 2 nep gona up Snat:I Conrl meier I Regaonal Iao:. I DNMS w Regioaln Contact: cV'ed E;TrDaeofVioaton':t°+• I =2=11 o""i'tn .vk. "o"?: I'0 NoEteme"nt Type: IT"a•tiona I Dicrmme'?tion: I NA I ..
Referred to DOU?: WIA Pending EscalatedAction: Yes Tlmefinesa;Start ate: I02J14r20|11 Timrelness Bsed On.: IInspetionCutnTieiesRpr;I Ye ], cne ye I RaigarI SalBsns? I No I Repo. mett: 00W
In action Dafta: 107/29=10 I Pulcly lllAvailable?; I No JOUO/!!RI) I llcen•e Numnber I LA,-1, 5B-LOI ICAN~ uSh+lort .Des-cription:

" I,•.a)Vlatio- 2in0' - ndentc<ontrolstyanroa .. ' ... . .ao -d v ao:m'ultwithinanuni.0<:ked'ak~m 1
wtd was i an open sealand con r. The radiography crew arnved witn a minute because the inspector "set off' a motion detector In the darktoomn.

# Docket No.1zO. q, L7ense Name: Plant Name: AGREEMENT STATE-LOUISIANA]

*outside OrganItzation - Name: CAN ty;. bi-C1tstate: LoT0Usiana.

F Facts:

* Web Summaryr.

: .: : . .. .. , ... 4 . . . . .

Actions - i

" Panel

Actlonrinfonradon:

Panel Number [ I
f artlcipants: Ray Kellar, Michael Vasquez, Roy Caniano, Marti Poston-Brown. Christi Maier, Karla Fuller, Elmo

OE Participants: Leela Sreenivas, Nick Hilton, Roy Zimmerman, Nicole Coleman

Program Office Par.icipant: F Mh Burgess, Dun whi

Other Partlcipants:FNSIR:Fritz Sturz I

Last 4xtsts WK4By- OW RV 0'04442011

ft OE Approval:

OE Approval: FO711iiL
Approved by:rL7 [ Sj erivasl

Last /phOted By: Sweilne LaeaM on 0317/201

• st Uipdated By.- S&enWa;, Lt :We .4 1.1f .t Strategy Form:

Strategy Form Numberu[b].
Considering Sanctions (CP or Enforcement Order)?: No (OUO/SRI)l

Violatio Number

Violation: IC-4(A) Increased Controls

Date of Vioaon: 07127,

Generated 03/07/2011

1/2
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Specific Issue (Violation) Description:

I IC-4(a):Failue to provide two independent physical controls that form a tangible barrier to
sectue the radioactive material from unauthorized removal and it was not under direct
control and constant surveillance by the licensee I
So v: Fv-e-s

Consequence:F~otentiall
ID Credit?: I o(UO/SRl)
CA Credit?-ij~V~7

CP?: FN.CP]

Keywords: Secure Source/DeviceIncreased Controls

Prior Escalated Action?: Yes

Prior EA No.: EA-08-184
Date: 04/16/2010

Next Action: Issue SL IV NOVI
Next Action Review:. FullOE HQ ReviewI

Other Action(s): OE will review the NOV for consistency and FSME wJll conduct a courtesy review
Remarks:
The panel agreed to disposition this violation as a SLIV violation using discretion from
Severity Level III. However, the cover letter will document the basis for the discretion,
indicating the factors that warranted the reduction in severity level such as location, duration.
and the radiography crew responded immediately when the motion detector in the dark room
alerted them. Nonetheless, the letter wilg emphasize the licensee's responsibility to maintain
control of the radioactive material. Specifically, the panel determined that the offshore
platform was in a remote location with no or only minimal non-licensee personnel in the area.
Therefore, the panel concluded that the remoteness of the site would limit the ability of other
non-licensee personnel to approach the radiographic device. It was noted that the violation
was isolated that was caused by an oversight and the licensee's program to monitor and
immediately detect, assess, and respond worked such that the radiographers responded
immediately, again limiting the likelihood that non-Pcensee personnel could approach the
device without being detected. The panel also considered that the device was secured with
at least one barrier and was not under constant surveillance for only a minute or less.

L"~ Lfoisda ly- SmwnIwu Le"i on 03'4211

Generated 03/07/2011
2/2
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Owen, Lucy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Importance:

Owen, Lucy
Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:27 PM
Collins, Elmo; Pellet, John; Gardin, Kathy
FW: OCFO/OEDO Periodic Budget Meeting
Canceled: OCFO/OEDO Periodic Budget Meeting

High

Tomorrow's 8 a.m. CFO/OEDO Budget Briefing has been cancelled....

Lucy

I
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Owen, Lucy

Subject:
Location:

Canceled: OCFO/OEDO Periodic Budget Meeting
TWFN 2B1

Start:
End:
Show Time As:

Recurrence:
Recurrence Pattern:

Meeting Status:

Organizer:
Required Attendees:

Optional Attendees:

Importance:

Fri 3/18/2011 8:00 AM
Fri 3/18/2011 9:00 AM
Free

(none)

the third Friday of every 1 month from 9:00 AM to 10:00 AM

Not yet responded

Dyer, Jim
Brown, Milton; Mitchell, Reggie; Taylor, Renee; Borchardt, Bill; Virgilio, Martin; Weber,
Michael; Ash, Darren; Mamish, Nader, Williams-Johnson, Patrice; ODaniell, Cynthia; Sentz,
Brian; Kasputys, Clare; Jacobs-Baynard, Elizabeth; Grobe, Jack; Leeds, Eric; Dapas, Marc;
Reyes, Luis; Pederson, Cynthia; Collins, Elmo; Owen, Lucy; Buckley, Patricia; Miles, Patricia;
Cohen, Miriam; Matakas, Gina; Greene, Kathryn; Miller, Charles; Howard, Patrick; Haney,
Catherine; Johnson, Michael; Wiggins, Jim; Zimmerman, Roy; McCrary, Cheryl; Boyce,
Thomas (OIS); Sheron, Brian; Garland, Stephanie; Cianci, Sandra; Davis, Chon; Beckford,
Kaydian; Trowell, Tina; Mahdi, Deborah; AIlwein, Russell; Mattingley, Joel; Hudson, Sharon;
Krupnick, David; Flory, Shirley; Muessle, Mary; Golder, Jennifer; Carpenter, Cynthia;
Rheaume, Cynthia; Schumann, Stacy; Ronewicz, Lynn
Stewart, Sharon; Gusack, Barbara; Madden, Patrick; Givvines, Mary; DNRLCAL Resource;
Mayfield, Michael

High

Subject meeting is cancelled.

1
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From:

To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Attachments:

Robinson[]. Richard
OIP Travel Distribution; NRO ForeianTravel Resource
Kromer. Harry; Coffin. Stephanie
Pre-Trip for Stephanie Coffin
Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:32:54 PM
Pre Trio new form (]FNEC) - April 17-21 2011 docx

Good evening,

Attached, please find the Pre-trip for Stephanie Coffin's travel to Paris, France from April
17-21, 2011.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Respectfully,

Rob Robinson
Administrative Assistant
NROIARP
[Phone] 415-0561
[Mail Stop] T-6E04
[E-mail] Richard. Robinsonll@nrc. oov

<- U.S.NRCI ,-ircd swqt, Nu. lr.r Rcrihl ..a, t .,I T 1 l l

Protectipig People and the Environment
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Foreign Travel Pre-Trip Notification
jThis is due 30 days before trip start date. Please complete the light shaded area.

I T V I F R A O

is Traveler Name(s): Stephanie M. Coffin * Phone #(s): 301-415-6877
i(include Office/Division) NRO/ARP
a E-mail Address(es): stephanie.coffin@nrc.gov Location(s): T6AO1

'a Multiple Travelers: 10 Less than 3 0- 3 travelers (Office Directors to be notified) C] 4 + (see below)

If 4*, Coordinating Office: n/a

I;f 4+, Office Director Approvals: _ (1) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date:

(Office Director approves travelers5IF (2])CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date:

from (us/her office only) 1 (3) CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING iDate:

- (4]¶CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING jDate: I

;ADAMS Accession Number:
'[If 4.. Submit NRC Daily Note with ML# of pre-trip
.notification 30 days before trip start date)

:0 Travel Dates [mm/dd!yyyyj: 04/17/2011 - 4/21/2011

Destination(s) (City.. Counryl: IParis, France

= Framework: Export and Import Licensing 0 Multilateral Cooperation and Assistance
1 Treaties, Agreements, and Conventions [E International Cooperative Research
:- Bilateral Cooperation and Assistance Other (speify)

:a International Organizafion: -I NEA/CSNI n NEA/CNRA El NEA/RWMC C- NEA/MDEP
[I NEA/CRPPH El IAEA/NS(TRANSSC) [I IAEA/NS(WASSC)
[I IAEA/(NUSSC) [I IAEA/NS(RASSC) El IAEA/Safeguards

IAEAINS 0] IAEA/NE Dl IAEA/Technical Cooperation

Other: IFNEC

* Purpose of Travel: !Participate in the meeting of the Infrastructure Development Working Group

• Desired Outcome: Provide support of the INFEC goal of supporting countries starting or expanding
nuclear power programs. Our specific contribution at this meeting will be through the
discussion of the licensing process, including key policy and technical issues related
to small modular reactors.

* Traveler Role(s): IStephanie M. Coffin

• Is this an NRC Core or Non-Core Trip? 0 0 Core T1 Non-Core
[Core moans NRC-- ULrded. Non-Core is externally lunded oi travcl to Canada]

. Is there a speech or presentation to be given? Z Yes E No
[if yes, send ADAMS ML# of presentations in an [DO One Week Look Ahead]
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I: Are policy issues or other items of Commission Interest to be roised? 0 El Yes Z No

it yes, how will the Commission be informed?
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From: Tschiltz. Michael
To: Haney. Catherine

Cc: Kinneman. John

Subject: FW: Ticket re: NRC/OSHA MOU

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:34:54 PM

Cathy... in response to your inquiry regarding where we stood with the ticket.. I think we
are in good shape per explanation below.. Mike

From: Bartlett, Matthew
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:33 PM
To: Tschiltz, Michael
Cc: Hiltz, Thomas
Subject: Ticket re: NRC/OSHA MOU

Mike,

The SRM to SECY-10-0128 required three actions related to the Part 40 rulemaking to
incorporate ISA requirements for certain source material facilities. The items NMSS are
responsible for are listed below.

1. Publish, concurrently with the proposed rule, draft
guidance/standard review plan related to the proposed rule

The staff has developed a NUREG (ML102520018) to provide the guidance as directed
in the SRM. Since the Part 40 ISA requirements parallel the Part 70 ISA requirements,
the NUREG references the existing guidance (for Part 70) in NUREG-1513 and
NUREG-1520. The draft guidance has passed through NMSS concurrence and is

currently being reviewed (2 nd time) by OGC. The internal goal is to have the draft
guidance document ready by the end of March.

2. Evaluate if there is a need to modify the existing MOU between
NRC/OSHA

NMSS contacted NRC Offices which use the MOU and OSHA regarding the need to
update the MOU. Although we received some comment on a need to modernize the
MOU, there was agreement that the MOU did not need to be revised to support the
Part 40 rulemaking. AFCB is developing a memorandum to Cathy which summarizes
the feedback on the MOU and the staffs planned path forward.

3. If the MOU does not need revised, ensure the proposed Part 40 rule
to incorporate ISA and associated guidance provides clear
explanation as to how to evaluate NRC/OSHA MOU criterion #3.

In order to provide guidance on implementing the MOU criterion #3 in the ISA, a
section has been added to the guidance in the NUREG on Part 40. The sections
describes how the MOU has been incorporated into the performance requirements for
the ISA. It also provides examples of accident sequences which would meet criterion
#2 and #3 of the MOU.

FCSS is on schedule to meet the NMSS ticket (FCSS please provide draft guidance
(NUREG) for Federal Register Notice to NMSS 04/22/2011; due to OEDO by
04/29/2011) by the first week in April.
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Sincerely,

Matt Bartlett
Project Manager
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NMSS/FCSS/AFCB
(301)-492-3119
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Satorius, Mark

From: Holt, BJ
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:38 PM
To: Pederson, Cynthia; Satorius, Mark; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Boland, Anne; Louden, Patrick;

Reynolds, Steven; OBrien, Kenneth; West, Steven; Shear, Gary; Bayliff, Shirley
Subject: FW: Stopgap Spending Bill Cleared by Senate

.......... . . . . . ... . ....... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .... ........ . ... . .. . . .. . .. . . .

From: Golder, Jennifer
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:34 PM
To: Holt, BJ
Subject: FW: Stopgap Spending Bill Cleared by Senate

BJ,

I know you were concerned about the CR- see below - we expect the President to sign by tomorrow so we
should be fine through April 8

I'Nnn*A'n c 016d~

Budget Director
Office of the Chief Financial Officer
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission

From: Mahdi, Deborah
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:13 PM
To: Williams-Johnson, Patrice; Trowell, Tina; Dorfman, Joel; Agneu, Terry; Kerlin, Marty; Zabrucky, Caroline; Suri, Renu;
Champion, Tanya
Subject: Stopgap Spending Bill Cleared by Senate

Stopgap Spending Bill Cleared by Senate

The Senate cleared, 87-13, a sixth continuing resolution (H ] Res 48) for fiscal 2011, which would keep the government

running through April 8 and would reduce spending by $6 billion. The president is expected to sign the measure into law.

17
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From: Susco. Jeremvi
To: Golla Joe
Subject. RE: BWRO1 Executive Committee Meeting In May
Date! Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:41:42 PM

On second thought, DLR has nothing to add to the list.

Jeremy

From: Golla, Joe
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 8:07 AM

'To: Titus, Brett; Roquecruz, Carla; Heida, Bruce; Cartwright, William; Meighan, Sean; Cusumano, Victor;
Susco, Jeremy
Cc: Nguyen, Quynh; Jolicoeur, John
Subject: BWROG Executive Committee Meeting In May

... forgot to fill in subject line first time

From: Golla, Joe
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 8:03 AM

.To: Titus, Brett; Roquecruz, Carla; Heida, Bruce; Cartwright, William; Meighan, Sean; Cusumano, Victor;
Susco, Jeremy
Cc: Nguyen, Quynh; Jolicoeur, John
Subject:

TAs: There's will be a meeting of the BWROG Executive Committee May 25 & 26 in

sunny Florida (Palm Beach Gardens). On the morning of the 2 6 th there will be a
BWROG/NRC question and answer forum. This portion of the meeting will probably be
public. Jack Grobe will be representing the NRC along with others who may be needed to
assist him. In preparation for this, would you please ask the appropriate person(s) in your
division if there is anything they would like to have raised with the BWROG at the
meeting? Ongoing issues and activities we have that involve the BWROG are:

Crediting containment accident pressure to demonstrate adequate ECCS pump

NPSH (Bob Dennig, Rich Lobel)
ECCS suction strainer evaluation (Stew Bailey, Tony Mendiola for review of in-

vessel downstream effects Topical Report)
Preparation of Draft Guide (DG) 1199: This is proposed Rev. I to RG 1.183,
"Alternative Radiological Source Terms for Evaluating Design Basis Accidents at
Nuclear Power Reactors." (Travis Tate, Mark Blumberg)
TSTF-514: Rev. 3, Revise BWR Operability Requirements and Actions for RCS
Leakage (approved December 2010) (Greg Casto, Anthony Ulses)
TSTF-515: Revise Post-Accident Monitoring Instrumentation Based on RG 1.97
Rev. 4 and NEDO-33349 Final SE (On hold until NEDO-33349 Final SE is issued)
(George Wilson)
TSTF-522: Rev. 0, Ventilation System Surveillance Requirements to Operate for 10
hours/month (approved February, 2011) (Bob Dennig)

Brett- it's very possible that Jack may want Bill Ruland to come to the meeting so you may
want to see that enough time is available on Bill's calendar now to support this meeting,
including travel time.
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We may need others to support the meeting also. I'll keep you all informed. Please get
back to me by COB Friday March 18 regarding issues to be discussed at the meeting.
Thank you.

Joe Golla, BWROG PM
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NRR/DPR/PLPB
301-415-1002
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From: RidsNmssOd Resource

To: Ci Chidichimo, Gabriele Cooper. LaTova; Damiano. Debra FCSS Document Processing Resource-
Ford. William; Gallardv Vivian Parker. Nicole; Rodgers. Mary; Smith. James White, Bernard

Cc: Easson, Pamela Pulfiam. Timothy; Dorman. Dan: Haney. Catherine Kinneman. John: Kokaiko. Lawrence;
Ordaz. Vonna; Bailey. Marissa Davis. Jack; Mohseni. Abv Tschiltz. Michael: Weaver. Doug

Subject. 9/11 Commemoration Office Exhibits (NMSS201100103/NMSS-2011-0045)

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:42:09 PM

Attachments: NMSS-2011-0045.ndf
NMSS201100103.pdt

LADIES/GENTLEMEN:

PLEASE PRINT THE ATTACHED NMSS
TICKETS AND ACTION.

DUE TO NMSS: 03/29/2011

DUE TO NSIR: 03/31/2011

Mary L. Rodgers

FOIA/Records Manager Analyst

(301) 492-3246

From: Salus, Amy
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:54 AM
To: RidsCsoMailCenter Resource; RidsOeMailCenter Resource; RidsFsmeOd Resource; RidsOiMailCenter
Resource; RidsOIS Resource; RidsNroMailCenter Resource; RidsNroOd Resource; RidsNmssOd Resource;
RidsNrrOd Resource; RidsAdmMailCenter Resource; RidsResOd Resource; RidsSbcrMailCenter Resource;
RidsRgnlMailCenter Resource; RidsRgn2MailCenter Resource; RidsRgn3MailCenter Resource;
RidsRgn4MailCenter Resource
Cc: Abraham, Susan; Janney, Margie; Huyck, Doug; Evans, Michele; Wiggins, Jim
Subject: 9/11 Commemoration Office Exhibits

To: Office Directors

Regional Administrators

Subject: 9/11 Commemoration Office Exhibits

On September 1, 2011, the NRC will host a commemoration of the 10th anniversary of the events

of September 11, 2001. The theme of the event is "A Day That Changed What We Do and Who We

Are".

In remembrance of the events of 9/11, we are asking individual offices and regions if they would

please submit an exhibit that shows how the events of that day changed the way the office/region
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does business. Exhibits could take the form of a poster, handouts, etc.

If your office will be submitting an exhibit for display at this special commemoration event, or for

more information, please contact Marpie Janney via email or at 301-415-7245 by March 31, 2011.

Michefe Evans
Acting Deputy Director
Office of Nuclear Security andInci•ent Response
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EDATS Number: NMSS-2011-0045 Source: NMSS

I General Information
Assigned To: NMSS

Other Assignees:

Office Due Date: 3/31/2011 11:00 PM

OEDO Due Date: NONE

SECY Due Date: NONE

Subject: 9/11 Commemoration Office Exhibits

Description: Note to ODs/RAs dtd 3/16/11

CC Routing: NONE

ADAMS Accession Numbers - Incoming: NONE Response/Package: NONE

Ote nomto

Cross Reference Number: NMSS201100103

Related Task:

File Routing: EDATS

Staff Initiated: NO

Recurring Item: NO

Agency Lesson Learned: NO

OEDO Monthly Report Item: NO

Process Information

Action Type: Note To Priority: Medium

Sensitivity: None

Signature Level: No Signature Required Urgency:

Approval Level: No Approval Required

OEDO Concurrence: NO

OCM Concurrence: NO

OCA Concurrence: NO

Office Instructions: NMSS/HITAB (Culp) has lead. FCSS/SFST/HLWRS: Please provide POC for ideas, if any, or
negative response NMSS/HITAB (Culp) by 3/29/2011; Due to NSIR by 3/31/11

NO

I Dcmn nomto

Originator Name: Michele Evans, ADD/NSIR
Originating Organization: NSIR

Addressee: Office Directors/Regional Administrators

Incoming Task Received: Note To:

Date of Incoming: 3/16/2011

Document Received by NMSS Date: 3/16/2011

Date Response Requested by Originator: 3/31/2011
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Ticket Type

Ticket Number
TAR

ADAMS Number

FOIA Number

WITS Ticket Number

Description

Task Basis

Display Ticket
NMISS - Blue Ticketing

Organization

NMSS201100103 Ticket Contact Culp, Lisa-ani

N Ticket Created On 03116/2011

Ticket Due Date 03/31/2011

Ticket Extensions 0

Ticket Status

9/11 COMMEMORATION OFFICE EXHIBITS (EDATS: NMSS-2011-0045)

Email frm NSIR to OD/RA dtd 3/16/11

ne

SeialInstructions i'MS7IHITAB (Culp) has lad. FCSSFSTHWRS:Please provide POC for ideaianonetversneS'pecNa as,. I-f'•h cI" F-- "i • -- . a"ny, r•or negaiv respose
(Task 1): NMSS/HITAB (Culp) by 3/2912011; Due to NSIR by 3/31/11

Assign To Contact Report To Status Date Date Due Date ro.
Assigned Closed Ext

NMSS/HITAB Culp, Lisa-anne u.-- .... 03/16/2011 03131/2011 open 0

NMSSIDHLWRS Ford, William H NMSS/ 03116/2011 03/29/2011 open 0
HITAB

NMSS/DSFST White, Bernard H NHITA 03/16/2011 03/2912011 open 0

NMSS/FCSS Smith, James A NMSS/ 03/16/2011 03129/2011 open 0
. .. HITAB ..

Ticket NMSS201100103 Is open

[Printouti

Main Menu]
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Satorius, Mark

From: Certain Software [info@certain.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:42 PM
To: Satorius, Mark
Subject: A Suite Deal from Certain

Forward this email to a friend.

C ertain

The Technology Suite that Delivers
.. ...p...r........ ....t. ........t...Get the platform that ,........

revolutionizes the
way you plan,
deliver and promote
events.

i E~ertLi•,t . ,• - , .

Home Create I C•op

select a view: Current and Upcoming Evert.

Certain Softwae *4arketnd

.1Wuea i
26-an.-201 1. Sanr Francico CA In

Progress
04-Feb-20:I1 Sari Francisco CA In

Piro~gress

31*Jarr-20 Ii San Frarvri~co CA. Testtng

Cefta~n
webinar

Certain

cerTaint

Speia priin avaiabl ONL unti Mac 31st 201

Certain Mobile $3,995

Mobile provides a new way of connecting with
attendees on web-enabled mobile devices,
including iPads and iPhones, Blackberry and
Android smartphones. Deepen attendee
involvement and increase business value while
instantly delivering an engaging, readily
accessible, interactive experience. Price includes
Certain Meetings Professional software and
"Make it Mobile" service.

15
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1-1-.

Certain Email Marketing $599

Your marketing and communication doesn't stop just because
your event is over. Add this comprehensive email solution to
Certain Meetings Professional to communicate and engage
with potential attendees to alert them to your upcoming events
and encourage them to register early. Plus, it helps planners 7..
stay organized, including the ability to segment distribution lists,
send multi-touch campaigns, confirm deliveries and analyze
results. Price includes setup and 2 user seats.

I -C0 rl_ýa , I ,

Certain Virtual $99 pp*

Expand the scope of your conference or
meeting beyond a single location. Open a
venue online to add more participants,
speakers and exhibitors and take advantage
of the attention, information and networking
opportunities around your virtual event. Live
streaming video, recorded webcasts, live
interactions and access to a wealth of online
information can increase the business value
that your live meeting creates. *Minimum 100
participants per virtual event.

Co iact:Sales.

Have questions or ready to see a demo? Contact Certain K

Certain Software, Inc. (HQ) I 75 Hawthorne St., Suite 3001 San Francisco, CA 94105
US (415) 353-5330 1 AUS +61 7 3457 0900 1 UK + 44 1462 486 104

To remove yourself from receiving future emails from Certain Software. Inc. unsubscribe here.

16
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From: Matula. Thomas

To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Kokaiko. Lawrence; Mohseni. Aby' Benney, Brian; Jacobs. Frank
Subject: Updated Inspection Program Review Email and Charter
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:59:39 PM
Attachments: WG charter email.docx

WG( charterbdoc

(b)(5)
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DATE: March 17, 2011

FROM: Catherine Haney

TO:

CC:

RI/DNMS Director
RI/DNMS Deputy Director
RII/DRS Director
RII/DRS Deputy Director
RIIIIDRS Director
RIII/DRS Deputy Director
RIV/DNMS Director
RIV/DNMS Deputy Director
NRR Director
NRR Deputy Director
NRO Acting Director
NRO Acting Deputy Director
FSME Director
FSME Deputy Director
FCSS Director
FCSS Deputy Director
OGC Assistant General Counsel
OGC Deputy
OE Deputy Director
OE Enforcement Branch Chief

RI Regional Administrator
RI Deputy Regional Administrator
RII Regional Administrator
RII Deputy Regional Administrator
Rill Regional Administrator
Rill Deputy Regional Administrator
RIV Regional Administrator
RIV Deputy Regional Administrator
NRR Office Director
NRR Deputy Office Director
NRO Office Director
NRO Deputy Office Director
FSME Office Director
FSME Deputy Office Director
OGC General Counsel
OGC Assistant General Counsel
OE Director
NMSS Deputy Office Director
SFST/Director
SFST/Deputy Director

Ray Lorson
Daniel Collins
Joel Munday
Harold Christensen
Anne Boland
Patrick Louden
Roy Caniano
Charles Cain
Frederick Brown
Michael Cheok
John Tappert
Mohamed Shuaibi
Charles Miller
James Luehman
John Dinneman
Marissa Bailey
Mitzi Young
Norman St. Amour
Andy Campbell
Nick Hilton

William Dean
David Lew
Victor McCree
Len Wert
Mark Satorius
Cynthia Pederson
Elmo Collins
Art Howell
Eric Leeds
Bruce Boger
Michael Johnson
Gary Holahan
Charlie Miller
Scott Moore
Stephen Burns
Trip Rothschild
Roy Zimmerman
Daniel Dorman
Vonna Ordaz
Doug Weaver
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HLWRS/Director Lawrence Kokajko
HLWRS/Deputy Director Aby Mohseni
HLWRS/Deputy Director Jack Davis

ATTACHMENTS: SRM-COMSECY-10-0007, COMSECY-10-0007, Charter

SUBJECT: LICENSING, INSPECTION, AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS
REVIEW FOR STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION

The purpose of this email is to inform you that the Office of Nuclear Material Safety and
Safeguards is performing a self assessment to identify and implement regulatory and process
improvements to the Agency's spent fuel storage and transportation inspection program and to
seek your support for the project. This self assessment is led by the Division of High Level
Waste Repository Safety and will consider the agency's two decades of licensing and oversight
experience with dry cask storage and transportation systems, vendors, certificate holders and
licensees. A description of this effort can be found in the attached Staff Requirements -
COMSECY-10-0007, COMSECY-10-0007, and project Charter.

A staff Working Group (WG) is being formed that will perform a comprehensive review of the
existing licensing, inspection, and enforcement programs. A staff Consulting Group (CG) is also
being formed to complement the WG but it will not require as much time and will be task
specific. The WG and CG will systematically review relevant rules, standards, guidance,
procedures, and internal processes used to conduct licensing, inspection, and enforcement of
spent nuclear fuel storage and transportation and radioactive materials transportation to identify
efficiency and effectiveness improvements. Concurrent with the inspection process review, the
WG will develop guidance on inspecting aging management programs at independent spent fuel
storage installations with renewed license terms.

I believe that to be as effective as possible, the WG and CG should include members that are
experienced in other Agency oversight programs, such as NRR's Reactor Oversight Process
and vendor inspection programs conducted by NRO, FCSS, and FSME. To that end, I am
seeking both program office and regional perspectives to aid in achieving the best possible
outcome. The review will be completed by September 30, 2011, and the level of effort for CG
members is no more than 20 hours. Additional time will be required of WG members to perform
the detailed review. After the WG and CG members are designated the Project Manager,
Thomas Matula, will provide task assignments and charge numbers to team members.

Please contact Thomas Matula (Thomas.Matulaanrc.gov) and provide him with the names of
your representatives for the WG/CG as listed in the Charter. We will then arrange for a kickoff
meeting in the near future to provide you with additional background information on this project.
Thank you for your cooperation and assistance.

DN 2712 of 2796



(b)(5)

DN 2713 of 2796



(b)(5)

DN 2714 of 2796



(b)(5)

DN 2715 of 2796



(b)(5)

DN 2716 of 2796



(b)(5)

DN 2717 of 2796



(b)(5)

DN 2718 of 2796



From: Riner. Joyce
To: Archer. Randy; Atkinson, Jeanne; Bardift. Tiffany Barnes, Teri; Bartlinski. Anita B!ackion. Leticia; Borchardt

Bill; Broadwater, Lynne' Brown. Keisa: Buchholz. Jeri; Cain. Brendan Campbell. Steve Chin, Allison; Cohen.
Miriam; Cole, Cassandra; Cusseaux. Susan Daniels. Christian; Davidson, Lawrence: Dean, Vivian; Dosch,
Willim; English. Kimberly EthdoeP t; Fleming, Kreslvon; Gallaoher. Johanna Gartman. Michael; Hicks
Beverly; Hicks, Valencia Himmelberg. jude; Hom.James; Jackson Bnana; Jaioobind. Savi; Johns. Nancy'
Johnson, Sandra; Jones. Anoela D ; Mae. Clifford; Lamborn. Linda: Lindsay. Sanl; Looez.
Joseph; Mackey. Carie; Mahavaq. Edwardo; Mahoney. Darlene; Evans(HR). Marilyn; Martin. Gillian; Marziale.
Rig•eza; McCormick. Chad Milton. Dariele; Morrison, Jennie; ORourke. Christine; Picon-Colon. Reinaldo:
Powell. Dawn; Quayle. Lisa Reeves, Gloda Riner. Joyce; Royal. Judith Rubic. Mark; Salter. Susan; Sanford
Nancy; S.c ry; Scott. Trac Simms. Dannette; Smith. Bertinia Stanfield. Richard Tallarico. Alison
Thomas. Loretta; Todd, Colleen; Watson. Madonna; Williams. Linda; Williams. isa; Williams Michelle; LL

Subject: Retirement Loss List Dated March 19th

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:03:18 PM

Attachments: Retirement Loss List.doc

Have a great weekend.

Joyce

Joyce M. Riner

Human Resources Specialist

Office of Human Resources

301-415-1230

FAX 301-41S-3818
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RETIREMENT LOSS LIST
* Indicates an addition or change since the last list

March 19, 2011

PAY PLAN-
DATE NAME ORG POSITION GRADE! SCH YRS REEMPLOYMENT

RETIREMENT PENDINGIAPP'D

CODE

RETIREMENTS FOR WEEK ENDING 0311912011:

NONE

RETIREMENTS FOR WEEK ENDING 0312612011:
NONE

HQ PENDING RETIREMENTS

(b)(6)

REGION I PENDING RETIREMENTS
(b)(6)

REGION II PENDING RETIREMENTS
(b)(6)

REGION III PENDING RETIREMENTS
(b)(6)

EI REGION IV PENDING RETIREMENTS
INONE II
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RETIREMENT LOSS LIST
Indicates an addition or change since the last list

March 19, 2011
PAY PLAN.

DATE NAME ORG POSITION GRADE/ SCH YRS REEMPLOYMENT
RETIREMENT PENDINGIAPP'D

CODE
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)

Lubtinski. John
(b)(6)

Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:04:38 PM

(b)(6)

DN 2722 of 2796



(b)(6)

DN 2723 of 2796



From; Haney, Catherine

To: Negrin. Darene

Subject: RE: Personnel

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:07:00 PM

Lets go with Kristina

From: Negrin, Darlene
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:19 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: RE: Personnel

(b)(5)

NVAISS/PIRPA

301 -492.3558

"THE MIND (S LIKE A PARACHUTE,
IT WORIS BEST WHEN ITS OPEN."

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:52 PM
To: Negrin, Darlene
Subject: RE: Personnel

(b)(5)

From: Negrin, Darlene
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:37 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Dorman, Dan
Subject: RE: Personnel

Since you're online, please break the tie for me:

February Employee of the Month:

Kristina Banovac
The Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Division (SFST) nominates Kristina Banovac as the Office

of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards (NMSS) Employee of the Month, for February 2011, for

her successful efforts and significant contributions in responding to questions from Ms. Debbie

Grinnell, C-10 Foundation. Ms. Grinnell requested information related to the NextEra Energy

Seabrook, LLC (NextEra), Seabrook Station Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI) and

the dry cask storage system (DCSS) used to store spent fuel at the ISFSI. On December 2, 2010, the

NRC granted an exemption to allow NextEra to use a daily temperature measurement program as

an alternate method of monitoring the thermal performance of the ISFSI horizontal storage

modules (HSMs), instead of the daily visual inspection of the HSM air vents to ensure they are not
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blocked. Ms. Grinnell submitted her questions by e-mail on December 8, 2010, to better
understand the exemption that had been issued. Ms. Banovac worked very hard to produce a

letter that is responsive to the questions, provides the right level of detail for such questions, and is
clear with respect to organizational roles and responsibilities for NRC staff at Region I and

headquarters, and for NextEra. She spent quite a bit of time coordinating with appropriate staff

both within, and outside of the NRC, and was diligent in crafting careful, responsive and accurate
answers to the questions. In addition, she kept C-10 up-to-date on the status of the response. Ms.

Banovac's efforts were complimented by the Seabrook Station Sr. Resident Inspector, in his review

of the draft response letter. The letter responding to Ms. Grinnell was issued on February 28,
2011. By ensuring a high quality and timely response, Ms. Banovac demonstrated the NMSS values
of Excellence, Service, Cooperation, Commitment and Mission.

sba'Z~ee,2cZ ?7, feql/n,
INMSS/PB PA
301-4.92-3558

"THE MIND IS LIKE A PARACHUTE,
IT WORKS BEST WHEN IrS OPEN."

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:30 PM
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From: Gibson. Kathy
To: Inverso. Tara Ader. Charles McGinty Tim
Cc: Helton. Shana; Quay. Theodore Flanagan, Michelle; Landry. Ralph C Mizuno. Geary Lee. Richard
Subject: RE: Response Requested: 50.46(b) Deliverables/Mllestones
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:09:24 PM
Attachments: Kathy Halvev Gibson.vcf

Tara,
I just met with Michelle and John. RES/DSA is aligned with your proposal.

It is a very tight schedule, but we believe we can support it.

Thanks,
Kathy

Kathy Halvey Gibson
Director

Division of Systems Analysis

Kath ,'.Gibson •nrc.gov
13,301' 251-7499 WVork

S (b)(6) Cell

From: Inverso, Tara
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:14 AM
To: Ruland, William; Gibson, Kathy; Ader, Charles; McGinty, Tim
Cc: Helton, Shana; Quay, Theodore; Flanagan, Michelle; Landry, Ralph; Clifford, Paul; Mizuno, Geary;
Lee, Richard
Subject: Response Requested: 50.46(b) Deliverables/Milestones

Good morning,

The working group developed a revised schedule based on the extended due date, and upcoming

ACRS meetings. The working group is in agreement that RES will provide, by May 2 0 th, a revised
RIL. This RIL would reference a larger technical document; the larger technical document (perhaps
a NUREG) would contain the evaluation and conclusions of the research into the mechanical
properties of the balloon, and the fuel fragmentation/dispersal phenomenon. These conclusions,
and the impact these conclusions have on RIL-O8Ol's findings, would be described in the revised
RIL. (This is similar to the relationship between RIL-0801 and NUREG-6967.)

Please respond to this e-mail by COB Thursday, 3/17, regarding your alignment on the following:
o May 20, 2011- Revised RIL and supporting technical documents

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Tara

Tara Inverso, Project Manager

Rulemaking Branch

012-D21 / (301)-415-1024 / Tara.inverso@nrc.gov
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From: ,Jnes(NRR). Latova
To: NRR DPR Distribution
Subject: Administrative Assistance for 3/18/2011
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:10:05 PMV1

I will be out of the office tomorrow, March 18, 2011. Please see Meghan Creedon for
Administrative assistance.

Thank you,
LaToya
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From:

To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Pulliarn. Timothy

Haney, Catherine; Dorman. Din
Fich. Karen: Tschiltz. Michael; Kineman. John; Kokaiko. Lawrence' Mohseni. Aby: D Jack; Bailey. Marissa;
Weaver. Doug; Ordaz. Vonna
FW: Announcements - Commission SRM - FY 2013 Perform...
Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:11:50 PM

FYI.

From: Budget Formulation [mailto:sharepoint-help@nrc.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:55 PM
To: Pulliam, Timothy
Subject: Announcements - Commission SRM - FY 2013 Perform...

Budget Formulation

Commission SRM - FY 2013 Perform... has been
added

setincis
View Commission SRM - FY 2013
Perform.. View Announcements Mobile View

Title: Commission SRM - FY 2013 Performance Budget High-Level Planning Guidance

Modified: 3/17/2011 2:52 PM

Created: 3/17/2011 2:52 PM

Body: On March 17, 2011, the Commission issued its Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM)
- COMCBJ-11-0001 - FY 2013 Performance Budget High-Level Planning Guidance. The
SRM may be found at this link: SRM Commission Hioh-Level Planning Guidance.

In developing business/product line budget requests, lead offices should assume the
following overarching planning objectives:

In developing the business line/product line budget requests, lead offices should
assume the above overarching planning objectives, as well as the detailed budget
guidance in the Commission SRM. Lead offices are requested to finalize their Business
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Line Summaries (BLS) for their business/product lines by April 1, 2011. The April 1st
due date is not expected to be extended because the DEDOs schedules to discuss the
budgets with their direct reports cannot be postponed.

Expires- 5/31/2011

... . . ..... . . . . . ....... . ... . . . . . . .. .. ............... .... . ..................... .... .... ... .............. ,.. ............ ...... . ........... ..... ... ............... ..... ... ......... ....... , ................ . ,.
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From: Hudson, Daniel
To: Cbeok. Michael
Subject: Out of Office: RASP User Need (UNR 2010-017)/ Additional FY2013 Scenario A Cuts for Operating Reactors
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:34:27 PM

I am out of the office on Thursday, 3/17. If you need assistance with any urgent matter in my absence,
please call the DRA Administrative Assistants at 301-251-7430.
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From: Coe. Dug
To: Cheok. Michael
Subject: Out o( Office: RASP User Need (UNR 2010-017)/ Additional FY2013 Scenario A Cuts for Operating Reactors

Date: Thursday. March 17, 2011 4:34:27 PM

I am currently out of the office and will return on Monday March 21.

In my absence, the acting RES/DRA Director is Kevin Coyne who can be reached at 301 -
251-7586.

If you need immediate assistance, please call 301-251-7430.

Thank you,
Doug Coe
Deputy Director
Division of Risk Analysis
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
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From: Demoss. Gary
To: Cheok. Michael
Subject. Out of Office: RASP User Need (UNR 2010-017)1 Additional FY2013 Scenario A Cuts for Operating Reactors
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:34:27 PM

Don Marksberry is acting Branch Chief while I am out of the office. He can be reached at
301-251-7593.

If you need immediate attention, please call the DRA secretary at 251-7430.

I will return to the office on Friday, March 18, 2011.

Gary DeMoss
RES/DRA/PRB
(301)251-7584
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From: Pet. Sean
To:
Subject Out of Office: RASP User Need (UNR 2010-017)/ Additional FY2013 Scenario A Cuts for Operating Reactors
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:34:28 PM

I will be out of the office from Mach 17 through Mar 23.

If you have any urgent issues, please contact Jing Xing at 301-251-7580.
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From: ]ones Kimberlvy.
To: J ; Mohseni. Aby
Subject. FW: Diversity Plan Celebration
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:35:27 PM

Sorry gentlemen, I forgot to put you on the e-mail. Please see attached e-mail below.

Kim

From: Jones, Kimberly
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:31 PM
To: Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Kokajko, Lawrence; Ordaz, Vonna; Bailey, Manssa; Weaver, Doug;
Fitch, Karen; Easson, Pamela
Cc: Jones, Sam; Negrln, Darlene
Subject: Diversity Plan Celebration

Cathy, Dan, Tim, Lawrence, Vonna, John, Marissa, Doug, Karen and Pam:

NMSS will be celebrating the roll out of our Diversity Plan on April 12, 2011, at 2:00.

In addition to speakers, we plan to have international foods from local ethnics
restaurants to snack, as we mingle, have fun and learn how much we are alike!N!!

To ensure everyone is a part of the festivities, it will be required that each division:

encourage those that are teleworking to switch their days to be present

provide some type of entertainment (karaoke, poem reading, dance or
presentation) not to exceed 10 minutes. Please provide me with the logistics
of your divisions entertainment by March 31, 2011.

participate in the "Its Diversity" game. We need three individuals from each
division to participate. Please provide those names to Darlene Negrin by April
8,2011.

provide me with two facts about yourself (ex. I like to ride a Harley motorcycle
in my spare time who am I or my last name originated from England who am
I?) by March 31, 2011.

Sam Jones will be will discuss he financial needs for catering this event at the
next LT and DLT meetings.

Again, thank you so much for your continued support.

Kim
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Dean, Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:39 PM
To: Baker, Pamela; Walker, Tracy; Dean, Michael
Subject: Fw: IT/IM Strategic Plan Update

In case you are not on distribution.
Bill Dean
Regional Administrator
Region I, USNRC
Sent from NRC BlackBerry

From: Goldberg, Francine
To: Hackett, Edwin; Hawkens, Roy; Bell, Hubert; Lee, David; Burns, Stephen; Vietti-Cook, Annette; Brenner, Eliot;
Hayden, Elizabeth; Schmidt, Rebecca; Powell, Amy; Poole, Brooke; Doane, Margaret; Mamish, Nader; Dyer, Jim; Brown,
Milton; Borchardt, Bill; Virgilio, Martin; Greene, Kathryn; Stewart, Sharon; Howard, Patrick; Miller, Charles; Moore, Scott;
Cohen, Miriam; Tracy, Glenn; Haney, Catherine; Dorman, Dan; Johnson, Michael; Holahan, Gary; Leeds, Eric; Boger,
Bruce; Grobe, Jack; Wiggins, Jim; Dapas, Marc; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; McCrary, Cheryl; Krupnick, David;
Boyce, Thomas (OIS); Schaeffer, James; Sheron, Brian; Uhle, Jennifer; Kelley, Corenthis; Williams, Barbara; Dean, Bill;
Lew, David; McCree, Victor; Wert, Leonard; Casto, Chuck; Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia; Collins, Elmo; Howell, Art;
Gallo, Jenny; Whetstine, Jack; Huber, Deborah; Tenaglia, Mickey; Powell, Amy; Poole, Brooke; McDevitt, Joan; Rough,
Richard; Dambly, Jan; Webber, Robert; Shay, Jason; Pulliam, Timothy; Gusack, Barbara; Givvines, Mary; Rheaume,
Cynthia; Ficks, Ben; Valentin, Andrea; Baker, Pamela; Coleman, Judy; Holt, BJ; Hays, Myra; Ash, Darren; Holonich,
Joseph; Corbett, James; Rich, Thomas; Shields, James; Voytko, Victoria; Coplin, Seth; Daniel, Susan; Kemerer, Myron;
Ousley, Elizabeth; Bell, Marvin; Szyperski, Bill; Turner, Joseph; Rasouli, Houman; Sealing, Donna; Nichols, Russell;
Ricketts, Paul; Lyons-Burke, Kathy; Graham, Thorne; Trocki, Tamara
Sent: Thu Mar 17 10:09:33 2011
Subject: ]T/IM Strategic Plan Update

All -

I just wanted to update all of you who participated in the SWOT analyses for the IT/IM Strategic Plan last fall.
Your input, especially your suggestions for improvements, has been essential in helping us develop the
strategies, measures, and key activities for each of the IT/IM goals.

Although the plan is not yet final, you can get a preview of what it will contain at the following SharePoint site:

http://portal.nrc.gov/edo/oislitimstratplan/default.aspx

In particular, I'd like to draw your attention to the following SharePoint views in the middle of the page:

IT/IM Strategic Plan Reports
Plan Components
Goals and Strategies
Strategies and Associated Measures by Goal
Strategies and Associated Activities by Goal

Once again I'd like to express my appreciation for your participation in this effort. We plan to use the plan as
the framework and key driver for future revisions to the IT Roadmap, the OIS and CSO operating plans
beginning in FY 2012, and the IT/IM budget.

If I have omitted any of the attendees from your organization who attended the SWOT meetings, please pass
this along.
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Fat 9. 9otdFIV
Senior Advisor for IT/IM Strategic Planning and Communication
Francine.Goldberg(.nrc.cov
(301) 415-6921 (0)
NRC Operator - Best way to reach me on Mondays and Wednesdays

2
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From: Riddick Nicole
To: Sparks. Sott; Croteau. Rick Mundav. Joel Guthrie, Eugene Musser. Randy Bernhard. Rudolph; Hanna, John;

Rss, Thierry; Camobell, Anddvy : k tt. Chistoher: Summers. Robert Lee. Samson; Chek.
Kchael Cunningham. Mark Franovich. Rani; Ashley. MarAnr; Klett, Audre; CrcleJff; Rodrauez. Veronica;
Vaughn. Stephen; Gratton. Christopher

Subject: Strategy Form for EA-2011-018
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:41:16 PM
Attachments: ML110740494,AD

Please see the attached. Thank you.
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Attachment MLI 10740494.ADC (107 Bytes) cannot be converted to PDF format.
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From: Harrison. Donnie
To: LJe. Samson; Cheok. Michael; Tate. Travis: Alex
Subject: Interest in supporting reviews
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:23:04 PM

While I was at PSA 2011 I was approached by Ross Anderson (professor at VCU and own company)
interested in how he and his partner could support our various reviews, primarily NFPA 805 and SAMA
PRa support. I indicated there were different mechanisms (via subbing to lab or separate commercial
RFP). They do not have a conflict as they do not do commercial nuclear support. Ross used to work for
Dominion as a PRA lead, which is where I know him from.

I told him I would get back to him on how he should proceed (or if we would provide his information to
the labs for their consideration).

Any thoughts?

Donnie
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From:
To:
Subject.
Date:

Attachments:

(b)(6)

Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:23:58 PM
ATT00001..t

I 

(b)(6)Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:23:58 PMATTOOOOI..txt

(b)(6)
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ile:///CV!FOIA/2011-0140/NRR/,Single%20PDF/JAG/ATTOOOO I._ I .txt[4/7/2011 2:21:07 PM]
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From: Bowen. Jeremy
To: (iok. Michael
Subject: Out of Office: NFPA 805 inspectons
Date. Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:37:54 PM

I will be out of the office until Monday, March 21. If you need immediate assistance
please contact Aron Lewin.

Thank you,
Jeremy Bowen
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From:
To; McCubbin. Sharlene
Cc: Pulliam Timothy Ftc,. Karen; Dorman. Dan; H
Subject: RE: 35648 FEI Routeslip.docx
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:21:29 PM

OUTSTANDING WORK AND A VERY FAST TURN AROUND

THANK YOU VERY MUCH !!!

From: McCubbin, Sharlene
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:11 PM
To: Fitch, Karen
Cc: ]ones, Sam
Subject: 15648 FEI Routeslip.docx

Everything is ready and we are waiting for FEI to call back and give us a proposal hopefully on
Friday. I will call them in the morning.
Sam says as long as this can be in place by Tuesday or Wednesday next week he will be o.k.

I have tried to make the job easy for whom ever needs to complete.

I am in training next week down in DC but if Tracy or Brenda are not here on Monday or Tuesday, I
told Sam to have you call me on my cell phone and I will come in from DC on Tuesday evening after
class if you have trouble.

I think I can walk you through things verily quickly.

Please look over the letter, SOW and justification for spell check. I was rushing to get this done for

Sam. I forgot to do spell check.

I am leaving a copy of this email and package on your chair.

Sharlene McCubbin

_b() (cell)
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Satorius, Mark

From: Ariano, Carole
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:22 PM
To: Satorius, Mark; Pederson, Cynthia
Subject: BI-WEEKLY T&L REPORT
Attachments: image00l .png; U9300 REG .pdf; U9300 NON.pdf

Importance: High

.Attachedare reports (inpdfformat) of summarizedalime & Labor hours enteredand

certifiedfor your employees in the previous pay perioda 2/27/11 - _/12/11). There are
usually two reports - Regufar hours and [on-Regufar hours (f ayppicable).

fe-ase contact me with any questions, comments or suggestions you may have.

Thank you,

Carole A. Ariono
License Fee / Time & Labor Coordinator
e Travel System Administrator
Region Ill
630-829-9554 corole.orianoa~nrc.qov

7
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From: McGinty, Tim
To. .ones(NRR). Latova: FAST Resource: funt. Tom; ; Valentie. Nicholee Helton. Shana

Ouichoch. Jessie: Earls. 3ohnny ReaLan. Chrostoher nbe S ; Jolicoeur. John
Cc-: Boer. Br
Subject: RE: 3.17.11. Ticket Status

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:24:47 PM

Attachments; 3.17. t Ldocx

Thanks, all of you and your staff, for somehow managing to keep the trains running.
Really appreciate it. Tim

From: Jones(NRR), Latoya
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:49 PM
To: FAST Resource; Blount, Tom; McGinty, Tim; Quay, Theodore; Valentine, Nicholee; Helton, Shana;
Quichocho, Jessie; Eads, Johnny; Regan, Christopher; Rosenberg, Stacey; Jolicoeur, John
Subject. 3.17.11. Ticket Status
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3/17/2011 TICKET STATUS

Eads (NRR due 3/2512011 - Latest due 3130/2011)
Y020100240 - Unannounced Inspections at Research and Test Reactors
Status: Delivered to NRR Mailroom on 3/17/11.

Astwood (NRR due 3/2112011 - Latest due 312412011)
Y20110011 - Briefing for Marty Virgilio on IAEA Activities for March 2 9 h Meeting.
Status: Completed on 3/16/11. Waiting on official closeout.

Cruz (NRR due 3/25/2011 - Latest due 3/30/2011)
Y20110048 - Management Directive and Handbook 3.7, "NUREG-Series Publications"
Status: Soliciting feedback from Division TA's due 3123/11. On schedule to meet 3/25111
due date.

Bowman (NRR due 3/23)2011 - Latest due 3/28/2011)
Y20110049 - Proposed revisions to Management Directive and Handbook 3.12, "Handling and
Dispositions of Foreign Documents and Translations"
Status: Comments provided to ADM on 3/16/11. Waiting on official closeout.

Mensah (NRR due 3/28/2011 - Latest due 3/31/2011)
WITS200700062 - Provide Monthly Report on Part 2.206 Petitions
Status: Delivered to NRR Mailroom on 3117111.

Quinones (NRR due 3/22/2011 - Latest due 3/25/2011)
WITS200700139 - Final Rule - Enhancements to Emergency Preparedness Regulations and
Guidance (10 CFR Part 50)
Status: Package with OGC for NLO. On schedule to make 3122/11 due date.

Astwood (NRR due 3/23/2011 - Latest due 3/28/2011)
G20110151 - Update to the Enclosure of the 2010 Annual Report on IAENNEA Activity
Descriptions and Associated Draft Commission Paper.
Status: The report is being updated to Include all of NRR's IAEA and NEA activities in
2010.
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From; (b)(6)

To:Sujet (b)(6)
Date. lurs4, MaO 17,20137:34 PM

(b)(6)
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From: I(b)(6) --
TO: Hamy, Catherinp
Subject.m (b)(6)
Date: ITursday, March 17, 2011 6:38:23 PM

(b)(6)

I
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From: Borchardt, Bill
To: Rheaume. Cynthia
Subject- Re: Answer to your CR Question
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:55:27 PM

Thanks
Bill Borchardt
Via blackberry

From: Rheaume, Cynthia
To: Borchardt, Bill
Sent: Thu Mar 17 18:49:27 2011
Subject: Answer to your CR Question

The Senate cleared, 87-13, a sixth continuing resolution (H J Res 48) for fiscal 2011, which would keep the

government running through April 8 and would reduce spending by $6 billion. The president is expected to

sign the measure into law.

Director, Program Management, Policy

Development and Analysis

Nuclear Security and Incident Response

(301)415-6538

Cynthia.Rheaume@ nrc.gov

DN 2759 of 2796



Se.ct. Wt M5 -GOODera WS%-M Po O_ f 3-Wee, CS
ON. MThtny, Km) I. 2011 6:16:30 PM

Pecan Weber, Mkaida.-216:2FI
Saint Thurday, March 17. 2011,6:52
To: Bowman, Gregory; Brock, Kathryn; Carpbetl, Andy; Carpenter, Cynthia; Domtan, Dan; Frazier, Alan; Haney, Catdnerin Krupnikdt David; McCrary, Cheryl; Miller, Chades; Moore,
Scott; Sheon, Brian; Uhle, ennrier; Zimmerran, Roy
c: P-T01 Hoc; RST0 Hoc; OST02 HOC; UA05 Hoc; HOO Hoc

Subject- FYI - GOOD NEWS! Senate Passes the 3-Week CR Ext:ension

We just wanted to let you kmow that the Senate just passed the 3 -week extension to the CR (through Friday, Apri 8). Attached below is a statement by the White House Press
Secretary,

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

March 17, 2011

Statement by Press Secretary Jay Carney on Senate Passage of the Three-Week Continuing Resolution

Today, the Senate passed a short-term funding bill that avoids a government shutdown and gives Congress the time to find common ground on a

measure to take us through the end of the fiscal year. Continuing to fund our government in two or three week increments adds uncertainty to our
economy and distracts us from other urgent priorities facing our nation. Now is the time for Democrats and Republicans to come together and find
a long-term solution that cuts spending without impeding our ability to win the future. We all agree we want to cut spending, which is why we
have already met Republicans halfway. But we will continue to oppose harmful cuts to critical investments in education, innovation, and research
and development that we need to grow our economy and create jobs - as well as oppose additions to the bill that have nothing to do with fiscal
policy. The President is optimistic that Congress can get this done.

0##
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From: Trap.o James
To: HRMSBulletin.Resourcennrc.aov

Subject: RE: Payroll Reminder

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:10:29 PM

From: HRMSBulletin.Resource@nrc.gov (HRMSBulletin.Resource@nrc.gov)
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:34 AM
To: Trapp, James
Subject: Payroll Reminder

Your earnings and leave statement (ELS) is available on Employee Express (EEX) as of close of business
Thursday March 17, 2011. NRC's Official pay date is Tuesday March 22, 2011 and your direct deposit
will be available by this date. To access EEX, click here:

https:I/wwwemployeeexpress.gov/

Questions can be directed to the Department of Interior Payroll Operations Help Desk at 1-888-367-
1622.

Reminder: All employees are responsible for reviewing their ELS for accuracy of data.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

EMC COrDOortion
H-aney, Catherine
EMC Backup and Recovery at EMC World 2011
Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:32:25 PM

Viewwebvrsion I Miew mobile version

EWlogo
Backup and Recovery at EMC World 2011

•,:,v •! -; r K.. '" -'.:"

AIi

Sneak Preview: Backup and Recovery at EMC World

It's all happening at EMC World. If you are looking for industry
thought leaders, innovative solutions, and the latest product
information, plan now to participate in this key event.

Sign uR now: Join us in Las Vegas, May 9-12, 2011.

EMC Backup and Recovery at EMC World
Learn directly from EMC Backup and Recovery technical
consultants, customers, partners, and industry leaders.

Learn what's new with EMC backup and recovery products:

Over 20 backup and recovery focused sessions including
executive keynotes, lectures, hands on workshops, birds of a
feather customer sessions, exhibit booth and more across the
entire EMC backup and recovery portfolio of products:

" EMC Avamar
" EMC Data Domain
" EMC NetWorker
" EMC Data Protection Advisor
* EMC Disk Library for Mainframe

"Le_• M_ mo__re . >>

Blockbuster Backup Solutions Keynote:
BJ Jenkins, President, EMC Backup and Recovery Systems
Division

Learn more >>

Who Should Attend

Backup and recovery
professionals and partners
chartered with the responsibility
of designing, building, and
operating backup environments.

Win BIG Prizes!

Visit the EMC Backup and
Recovery booth for your chance
to win some blockbuster prizes!

Industry-Leading
Solutions

Learn more about backup and
recovery solutions for.

Virtualization
Disaster Recovery &
Replication
Tape Replacement
Consolidating Backup and
Archive
Deduplication
Protecting the Edge

EMC World.
Don't miss this incredible event!
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Visit EMC.corn I Contact Us I Join the EMC Community J Manaae Your Subscriptions I Unsubscibe

EMC 2 , EMC, and the EMC logo are registered trademarks or trademarks of EMC Corporation in the United States and other
countries. Aul other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.

© Copyright 2011 EMC Corporation. All rights reserved.

EMC Corporation, Hopkinton, MA 01748-9103

This email advertisement was sent to: catherine.haney@nrc.gov

Read our pyvac polficy.
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From: Powell. Dawn
To: Do . Dnn•an; Burns. Stephen: Tracy. Glenn Le Dv Stewart. Sharon G

Cc:
Subject: RE: AGENDA FOR HCC HIRING ADVISORY MEETING - FRIDAY, MARCH 18

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:01:35 PM

We are going to cancel the meeting. Thank you, Dawn

From: Dorman, Dan
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 7:56 PM
To, Bums, Stephen; Powell, Dawn; Tracy, Glenn; Lew, David; Stewart, Sharon; Grobe, Jack
Subject: RE: AGENDA FOR HCC HIRING ADVISORY MEETING - FRIDAY, MARCH 18

1 will also not be able to attend due to the Japan events

From: Burns, Stephen
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:25 PM
To: Powell, Dawn; Tracy, Glenn; Lew, David; Stewart, Sharon; Grobe, Jack; Dorman, Dan
Subject: Re: AGENDA FOR HCC HIRING ADVISORY MEETING - FRIDAY, MARCH 18

1 will not be able to attend due to other commitments.

From: Powell, Dawn
To: Tracy, Glenn; Lew, David; Stewart, Sharon; Grobe, lack; Burns, Stephen; Dorman, Dan
Sent: Thu Mar 17 15:55:26 2011
Subject: AGENDA FOR HCC HIRING ADVISORY MEETING - FRIDAY, MARCH 18

Good afternoon,

Below is the agenda for the meeting tomorrow, Friday, March 18, 3:00 pm in 03B6. A

scheduler was sent out last week. The bridge line is 888-455-1793, PC= ].

(b)(5)

Thank you, Dawn

Dawn 0. Powell

Deputy Associate Director

for HR Operations and Policy

Office of Human Resources

Office phone: 301-492-2341

Blackberry:
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments;

(b)(6)

I.MUI.dy, wI-drCrl 1/, ZUI I I:16:31 PM
ATT0001,..
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Dean, Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:18 PM
Cc: Lew, David; Wilson, Peter; Roberts, Darrell; Tifft, Doug; Barkley, Richard
Subject: Re: Request from Governor Cuomo's Office Re: Mtg w/Chairman

(b)(5)

Bill Dean
Regional Administrator
Region 1, USNRC
Sent from NRC BlackBerry

From: McNamara, Nancy
To: LIA04 Hoc; OST05 Hoc; LIA06 Hoc
Cc: Lew, David; Dean, Bill; Wilson, Peter; Roberts, Darrell; Tifft, Doug; Barkley, Richard; Piccone, Josephine
Sent: Thu Mar 17 18:57:42 2011
Subject: RE: Request from Governor Cuomo's Office Re: Mtg w/Chairman

NY's Governor's office apparently took 2 avenues for processing their request. Region I and through their
Washington office to HQs.

So I guess the answer is yes, it is one of two official requests.

FYI. Under normal circumstances, we would have processed this through the EDO's office. Wasn't sure what
rules I was playing under here.

From: LIA04 Hoc
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 6:52 PM
To: McNamara, Nancy; OST05 Hoc; LIA06 Hoc
Cc: Lew, David; Dean, Bill; Wilson, Peter; Roberts, Darrell; Tifft, Doug; Barkley, Richard; Piccone, Josephine
Subject: RE: Request from Governor Cuomo's Office Re: Mtg w/Chairman

Nancy: is your e-mail the official request, or has NY and/or RI pursued contact with the Chairman's office?

Richard Turtil
State Liaison - Liaison Team
Incident Response Center

From: McNamara, Nancy
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 5:57 PM
To: LIA04 Hoc; OST05 Hoc
Cc: Lew, David; Dean, Bill; Wilson, Peter; Roberts, Darrell; Tifft, Doug; Barkley, Richard
Subject: Request from Governor Cuomo's Office Re: Mtg w/Chairman
Importance: High

Liaison Team: Received a call from Tom Condon, NY State Deputy Secretary of Energy & Environment in the
Governor's Office. The NY Lieutenant Governor, Robert Duffey is requesting a meeting with the Chairman to
discuss the GI-199 report and how it relates to Indian Point. The other attendees from the Governor's office
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would be Mr. Howard Glaser, Director of State Operations and Mr. Condon. They also made the request via
their Washington D.C. office.

Mr. Condon would like me to find out if the request has been received and what dates are being offered. They
are flexible.

I informed Mr. Condon of our outreach today to several of his State agency representatives and the 4-County
Executives and offered was there anything the Region I staff could assist the Governor's office in while their
request was being processed. He stated that the Governor's office is very pleased with the communications
from the Region to his State SLO and other agency reps; however, the Governor would prefer the meeting at
the Chairman's level.

-Nancy
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From: F7b76
To:

Subject: Re

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 8:21:14 PM

(bX)(6
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

CSCLOnmc.cov
Haney. Catherine
CSC Customer Survey (Reference Ticket # 506987)
Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:00:22 PM

Office of Information Services - Customer Satisfaction
Survey

Dear CATHERINE HANEY:

Thank you for contacting the Customer Support Center (CSC). Our records indicate that your ticket
regarding 'LT AIR CARD CONNECTION TROUBLE' has been resolved.

In an effort to continually improve customer service, we're asking you to please assist us by filling out
the Customer Satisfaction Survey. Click on the link below to confirm whether or not your issue has
been resolved to your satisfaction and answer a brief survey on our performance in
handling/processing your request.

Please carefully review each question before answering. We appreciate your feedback.

http:llservicedesk/survey/survey.asp?ticket=506987

Thank you,

NRC Customer Support Center (CSC)
Two White Flint, 5th floor C-14
Hours: 6:00 AM-9:00 PM (M-F)
Hours: 9:00 AM-9:00 PM (Sat-Sun)
(301) 415-1234

Auto-generated by SDEBR: NOTIFYSENDCSCSurvey

DN 2771 of 2796



McKelvey, Harold

From: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:26 PM
To: Powell, Amy
Subject: Re: Hotels for Monday and Tuesday nights 3/21 and 3/22

Thanks Amy

Got a rental car that will be waiting for us at SONGS - I'll drive folks where ever they need to go - although A and Co. May
have there own wheels

It would be my privilege to take you to the airport - I'm your wheels - I'm staying over the night of 3/22 for a site visit on
3/23

Any suggestions for attire?

Etmo

From: Powell, Amy
To: Owen, Lucy
Cc: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thu Mar 17 21:02:04 2011
Subject: Re: Hotels for Monday and Tuesday nights 3/21 and 3/22

Thanks Lucy - I plan to make my reservations tomorrow.

Elmo - you and I are the team for Diablo Canyon; Cmr A will join us at SONGS. I should have a more complete itinerary
for you tomorrow now that the players are set.

Looking forward to working with you!

Amy

Amy Powell
Associate Director
Office of Congressional Affairs
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Phone: 301-415-1673

Sent from my Blackberry

From: Owen, Lucy
To: Powell, Amy
Cc: Collins, Elmo
Sent: Thu Mar 17 19:44:03 2011
Subject: Hotels for Monday and Tuesday nights 3/21 and 3/22

Hi Amy - Hotel reservations have been made for Elmo as follows
for the California trip. He asked that I let you know of the locations for
you to make your reservations.

As follows:
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Monday 3121
Marriott at San Francisco Airport Waterfront
1800 Old Bayshore Hwy.
Burlingame, CA. 94010
Phone: 6501692-9100
Govt. rate: $108.00 plus tax

Tuesday 3122
123.00 govt. rate

DoubleTree Suites by Hilton Hotel Dana Point - Doheny Beach

34402 Pacific Coast Highway, Dana Point, California, United States 92629
Tel: 1-949-661-1100 Fax: 1-949-489-0628

Govt. Rate: $123.00 plus tax

Should you need additional information, please let me know.

Thanks.
Lucy

Administrative Assistant to RIVRegionalAdminIstrdtor
Office of the Regional Administrator, Region IV Office
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
6 12 F. Lamar 8/vd Suite 400

Arlington. rexas 76011-4125

Direct: (817)860-8227

roll FrIe: 1-800-952-9677
Fax: (817)860-8122
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From:
To:
CC:
Subject:
Date;

NSpen Car, iet

2; 5tiut Kathleen LW.8or]a nQUnMotTera; uaWljam
RE: FY 2013 Operating Reactors Business Line "Base" Budget
Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:45:58 PM

H-i Ruth -

(b)(5)

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Caroline

From: Spencer, Ruth
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:54 PM
To: Le, Hong
Cc: Newell, Karenina; Nguyen, Caroline; Stout, KathleenSubject: RE: FY 2013 Operating Reactors Business Line "Base" Budget

Hong -

(b)(5)

Ruth
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Ruth Spencer, NRC/RES, 301 251 7921

From: Le, Hong
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:47 PM
To: Bahadur, Sher; Blount, Tom; Brown, Frederick; Cheok, Michael; 'Cunningham, Mark'; Evans,
Michele; Ferrell, Kimberly; Galloway, Melanie; Glitter, Joseph; Giwines, Mary; Hiland, Patrick; Holian,
Brian; Howe, Allen; Jolicoeur, John; Lee, Samson; Lubinski, John; McGinty, Tim; Nelson, Robert; Dean,
Bill; Dapas, Marc; Reyes, Luis; McCree, Victor; Satorius, Mark; West, Steven; Collins, Elmo; Casto,
Chuck; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Doane, Margaret; Abdel-Khalik, Said; Armijo, Joseph; Greene,
Kathryn; Stewart, Sharon; Moore, Thomas; Baratta, Anthony; Hawkens, Roy; Miller, Charles; Carpenter,
Cynthia; Cohen, Miriam; Wiggins, Jim; Howell, Art; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; Bums, Stephen;
McCrary, Cheryl; Krupnick, David; Perry, Jamila; Bellinger, Alesha; Dambly, Jan; Bettis, Ashley;
Whetstine, Jack; Marks, Sharon; Green, Jamie; Hoadley, Danielle; Shay, Jason; Janis, James; Mitchell,
Reggie; Harvey, Sue; Ma, May; Arrighi, Russell; Shnayder, Yana; Tenaglia, Mickey; 'Hackworth, Sandra';
McDevitt, loan; Grancorvitz, Teresa; Thompson, Gina; Spencer, Ruth; Stout, Kathleen; Brand,
MaryLynn; Zilka, Kathleen; Hunter, James; Bayliff, Shirley; Sotiropoulos, Dina; Nute-Blackshear, Lora;
Rule, David; Gardin, Kathy; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Newell, Karenina; Nguyen, Caroline; Titus, Brett; Meighan, Sean; Susco, Jeremy; Roquecruz, Carla;
Valentine, Nicholee; Cusumano, Victor; Azeem, Almas; Cartwright, William; Heida, Bruce; Scales, Kerby
Subject: FY 2013 Operating Reactors Business Une "Base" Budget

To: Operating Reactors Stakeholder Offices,

NRR, as the lead office, would like to thank everyone for all the effort that was put into
formulating the FY 2013 Operating Reactors "Base" BQdri.t rpnlj~ f

1" File: FY2013 Operating Reactors Business Line (by product line)

2 nd File: FY2013 Operating Reactors Business Line (by office)
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Please let me know if you have any questions.

Hong T. Le
Branch Chief
NRR/PMDA/Budget Formulation and Execution Branch (BFEB)
phone: 301-415-2294
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Dean, Bill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Dean, Bill
Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:33 PM
Baker, Pamela; Walker, Tracy
Fw: FY 2013 Operating Reactors Business Line "Base" Budget
FY2013 Operating Rx Base Budget (office, 16Mar2011 ).pdf; FY2013 Operating Rx Base
Budget (by product line, 16Mar20 1).pdf

Assume your team got this but just in case
Bill Dean
Regional Administrator
Region I, USNRC
Sent from NRC BlackBerry

From: Le, Hong
To: Bahadur, Sher; Blount, Tom; Brown, Frederick; Cheok, Michael; 'Cunningham, Mark'; Evans, Michele; Ferrell,
Kimberly; Galloway, Melanie; Gitter, Joseph; Giwines, Mary; Hiland, Patrick; Holian, Brian; Howe, Allen; Jolicoeur, John;
Lee, Samson; Lubinski, John; McGinty, Tim; Nelson, Robert; Dean, Bill; Dapas, Marc; Reyes, Luis; McCree, Victor;
Satorius, Mark; West, Steven; Collins, Elmo; Casto, Chuck; Sheron, Brian; Moore, Scott; Doane, Margaret; Abdel-Khalik,
Said; Armijo, Joseph; Greene, Kathryn; Stewart, Sharon; Moore, Thomas; Baratta, Anthony; Hawkens, Roy; Miller,
Charles; Carpenter, Cynthia; Cohen, Miriam; Wiggins, Jim; Howell, Art; Zimmerman, Roy; Campbell, Andy; Burns,
Stephen; McCrary, Cheryl; Krupnick, David; Perry, Jamila; Bellinger, Alesha; Dambly, Jan; Bettis, Ashley; Whetstine, Jack;
Marks, Sharon; Green, Jamie; Hoadley, Danielle; Shay, Jason; Janis, James; Mitchell, Reggie; Harvey, Sue; Ma, May;
Arrighi, Russell; Shnayder, Yana; Tenaglia, Mickey; 'Hackworth, Sandra'; McDevitt, Joan; Grancorvitz, Teresa; Thompson,
Gina; Spencer, Ruth; Stout, Kathleen; Brand, MaryLynn; Zilka, Kathleen; Hunter, James; Bayliff, Shirley; Sotiropoulos,
Dina; Nute-Blackshear, Lora; Rule, David; Gardin, Kathy; Mamish, Nader
Cc: Newell, Karenina; Nguyen, Caroline; Titus, Brett; Meighan, Sean; Susco, Jeremy; Roquecruz, Carla; Valentine,
Nicholee; Cusumano, Victor; Azeem, Almas; Cartwright, William; Heida, Bruce; Scales, Kerby
Sent: Thu Mar 17 16:47:05 2011
Subject: FY 2013 Operating Reactors Business Line "Base" Budget

To: Operating Reactors Stakeholder Offices,

NRR, as the lead office, would like to thank everyone for all the effort that was put into formulating the FY 2013
Operating Reactors "Base" Budget request.

(b)(5)
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Attachments:
1st File: FY2013 Operating Reactors Business Line (by product line)

* 2 nd File: FY2013 Operating Reactors Business Line (by office)

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Hong T. Le
Branch Chief
NRR/PMDA/Budget Formulation and Execution Branch (BFEB)
phone: 301-415-2294

2
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From:
To:
Subject.

(b)(6)

..... hnursoay, Mardi 17, 2011 10:57:07 PM
Date:
Attachments: y, 0 ar 1 2011 10:S7:07 PM

D(b)(6) r r1ý grMar?6 tlýve' =dr

(b)(6)
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From: Ordaz. Vonna
To: Haney. Catherine: Dorman, Dan: Pulliam. Timothy

Subject: FYI - RIOB February Progress Report

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:13:52 PM

Attachments: RIOB Timelines Action Corresoondence.xs

From: Ordaz, Vonna
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:12 PM
To: NMSSDSFST Distribution
Subject: RIOB February Progress Report

Good Afternoon SFST,

The attachment includes the Rules, Inspections, and Operations Bra (RIOB) Monthly
Status and Progress Report for February 2011. The most current version of the report is
also available in the shared document section of the RIOB SharePoint Site. Some of our
key accomplishments for February were:

Inspections - We issued the following inspection reports:

Holtec International Headquarters (ML1 10450157) - We issued notices of two
violations associated with: 1) inadequate basis for 72.48 evaluations; and 2)
improperly controlled calculations supporting thermal values for vacuum drying
(Holtec has sought additional clarification on this violation). We are assessing what
generic actions we need to take in response to these issues and John Goshen, Joe
Borowsky and Frank Gee are the team developing the short-term generic actions,
including issuing information notices and evaluating enforcement options for
general licensees. We also intend to use the Working Group Committee being led
by John vera to assess longer-term generic actions. You may be asked to
support this activity, as we are trying to ensure broad alignment
within the division and with our stakeholders when potential
generic issues arise so I thank you in advance for your support!

AREVA Fuel Services (AFS) (ML1 10540571) - This was the first inspection of AFS
under their own NRC approved Quality Assurance Plan (QAP). They had
previously utilized the Transnuclear QAP until the companies split. The inspection
resulted in one severity level IV violation under 10 CFR 71.111, "Instructions,
Procedures, and Drawings," with three examples for this violation. (Usually, if
several findings can be cited under a section of the 10 CFR, these findings can be
grouped as examples for a violation to comply with that section of the regulations.)

General Electric Vallecitos (ML1 10460460) : This was a routine five-year planned
inspection of the implementation of their full-scope 10 CFR Part 71 NRC-approved
QA program for the packaging that they currently maintain. The following areas
had findings identified in an NOV: 10 CFR 71.119, "Control of special processes,"
and 10 CFR 71.133, "Corrective action," both were Severity Level IV Violations.

Knowledge Management (KM):

Dave Pstrak is now our KM champion within the division and we
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look forward to hearing from Dave on our future progress in this
area!

This past month we undertook the following activities:

The SFST management team met with the KM Team to discuss KM initiatives and
the contents of the New Employee Handbook which is now available on the 54gn0
Fuel SharePoint Site! Our Branch Chiefs are currently commenting on the
handbook, and it will be revised in April.

We revised the transportation section of the Reactor Concepts training in response
to a request from the Course Manager.

We initiated development of a seminar to be conducted in April focused on
questions related to the SFST qualification journal. Representatives from each
SFST branch will be preparing questions that will be later used in the seminar titled,.
"Qualification Journal Jeopardy."

Quality Assurance Reviews - We approved the renewal of Babcock and Wilcox
QAP within 30 days.

Many thanks to your efforts on these important activities!

Vonna
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From:

To:
Subject
Date:

Hanev, Catherine
Nerin. Darlene
RE: Personnel
Thursday, March 17, 2011 4:07:00 PM

(b)(5)

From: Negrin, Darlene
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 3:19 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Subject: RE: Personnel

(b)(5)

NMSS/PPPA

301-492-35533

"THE MIND IS LIKE A PARACHUTE,
IT WORKS REST WHEN IrS OPEN."

From: Haney, Catherine
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:30 PM
To: Negrin, Darlene
Cc: Dorman, Dan
Subject: RE: Personnel

From: Negrin, Darlene
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 2:26 PM
To: Haney, Catherine
Cc: Dorman, Dan
Subject: Personnel

NAISSIPBPA

301-492-3558

"THE MIND IS LIKE A PARACHUTE,

IT WORKS REST WHEN IrS OPEN."
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