From: Haney, Cathering

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
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From: Burnell, Scolt

To: Shannon, Valerie
Subject: RE: Grandmas Attic
Date: Wednesday, March 15, 2011 8:59:00 AM

Beth's office, | believe
From:- -Sﬂanno;r;.\)alé}ié o
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: A Airi
Subject: The Human Touch - March 2011
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:59:24 AM

HR Human Touch

HR [tems of Interest

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.
T

Miriam Cohen, Director,
Office of Human Resources
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From: LCartwright, Willigm

To:
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:08:12 AM

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

UANRR_ROMA\NRR_ROMA.mdb

From: Cheok, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 3:07 AM
To: Cartwright, William; Nguyen, Caroline
Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Bill —~ contrary to your message, apparently Outlook did not trust the fink. | 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.

Caraline — are you the person | 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: Miller, Biyne
To: Buad._W_Jﬂm Bahadur, Sher; Lubinski, John; Evans, Michele; Hiland, Patrick; Skeep, David; Cheok, Michael;
Lee, Samson; Holian, Brian; Galloway, Metanle; Giitter, Jozeph; Netcon, Robert; Howe, Allen; Brown, Frederick;
L;Egmltm Blount, Tom; Quay, Thegdora
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, |thought you might
be interested in the following article from the New York Times...”Google’s Quest to Build a Better
Boss.”

Google’s approach was validating to what | 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,

Jeyne
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From: Schw ifer

To: Virgilio, Martin; Williams. Shawn; Fragoyannis, Nancy
Cc: "ShafferMR@state.gpv”

Subject: RE: Task force

Date: 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

(bX5)

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)(S)
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Shawn

From: Fragoyannis, Nancy

Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2811 1:49 AM

To: 'Richard.Goorevich@nnsa.doe.gov’

Cc: Doane, Margaret; Schwartzman, Jennifer; Williams, Shawn; Virgilio, Martin
Subject: Task force

Rich,

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

advisé him that he is unable to attend the meeting and the US position.

Thanks,
Nancy

Nancy Fragoyannis
Sent from NRC Blackberry

(b)(6) |

DN 1728 of 2796




Satorius, Mark

From: Mitlyng, Viktoria

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:13 AM
To: All R3 Users

Subiject: 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: vﬂetoria.mitlyng@nrc.gov

25
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From: Galloway, Malanie

To: Boger, Bruce

Cc: Helian, 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, | 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 | do it, any input you would want me to share with
Trent from his first quarter as TA, 1 will pass on. Likewise, if you do it, | can pass on input

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

Melanie
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From: Nauven, Caroling

To: Cheok, 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 9:11 AM
To: Nguyen, Caroline

Subject: RE: Link to ROMA

Caroline — | 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 | 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. | 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 | 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 | 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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From: EQY Dady

To: Cheok, Michael
Subject: Funding bi#l haifway home | Toward better perfermance measures
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 9:16:29 AM

Having trouble viewing this e-mail? ik ture to view as a Web page.

3/16/,,,2,,011 - o o ; g
House passes latest short-term funding measure

The Howwe of Represontalives ¢ 1 thi intest shart-teem Nanding

measire lo head off 4 governm fowmn

Rating feds' performance: Changes are in the works

QPM seeks to elevate federal information management personnel}
Proving value of open government falls o agencies
Eederal IT Dashboard has inaccurate data. GAQ finds

Chris Kemp to quit NASA's CTO job

AT&T and th

gt o St stivmmiony how o DURGTEYRBIZBUMGeLInpULCOm,

In case you migsed it

Japan quake discupts wortd iechnology supoly Shain

More resources

Gel 1o know dloud computing's advaniages

Cioud computing coula help the gevernmeant bacome signdicantly mare efficient. Bul is ot
always the nght choice”

1T sirusrzias to cantrol secunty bandwidih on lethered devicas

For usars latharing looks ke an easy way 1o gel unlimded Infernet access. bul i crestes a
chattenging gevelopment for {T adiministrators.

i Al

Pl !ss«mﬁ& aw tben} ladnl &'ﬁw‘

RO P Eal o mg.,;n«m@x wnd mmm W Le

ke Leammnire,
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Federal Computer Week

1105 Government Information Group
3141 Fairview Park Drive, Suile 777
Falls Church, VA 22042
703-876-5100

FCW Daily

Onine Exsior-n-Chust - Susan Miller | Managing Editor Dally Repont - Mickae! Haridy
1105 Government Information Group

Proswent - Anos A Armstrong | Vs Prasdent. Group Pubigher - Junridar Weiss
1105 Media

PragidenVCED - Neal Vitale

Lopynght 2011 1105 Media Inc. Federal Compuler Week pewsletiers may Only be redisiobuled o ey unedbted fonm
Wiotten permussicn from the dilor must be oblaned 10 repnnt the informauon conteined wiltvn this nawshstier
Thes message was sant 10 machaal
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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 Scarofa, SVP and CNO

CONTACT: Donna Alexander

PHONE A

FURTHER INFORMATIOMr (b))

OCM/WCO CONTACT: Mike Franovich 415-1800

Many thanks!

Linda Heve

Aduinistrative Assistent b2
Coniissionen Wibllin C. Ostendorff
US. Hucleor Regulotnny Contisoion
PH: 301-415-1759

FAX. 301-415-1757

LN

Lt -
QreeN piacc chusider the anvironmant bafore printing this e-mail.
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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, Mark; 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
Subiject: 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 cali-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™ :

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 Hi 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 cur 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@nrc.gov
630-829-9719 (office)

18
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From:

Yo: T tow
Subject: [ {b)(6) ]
Date: 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 1o shine a spotlight and elaborate on their full portfolio of solutions for
federal, state, and local government agencies. Joip your solleagues for an informative day of
industry keynotes, solution discussions, networking exhibits, and hands-on interactive training
sessions.

L_earn more about Adobe solutions that can support your agency and see firsthand the power
of Adobe products in government. Sessions will highlight:

« Connect

» LiveCycle

« Acrobat

» Creative Suite
¢ ColdFusion

» Flash

» Flex and more!

We hope you will mark you' calgndar 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 tormal invitation to follow and we hope o see you on June

23, 2011 in Arlinglon, VA!
Questions? Contact Us.
Adobe Government at Carahsoft

877-99-ADOBE (Tolt Free)

Check out our 2010 Adobe Government Techaology Summil!

Save the Datel!

Date:
Thursday, June 23, 2011

Time:
7:30 AMEDT - 5:30 PM EDT

Location:
Crystal Gateway Marriott
1700 Jefferson Davis Highway
Aglington, VA 22202
Qirecuons

B
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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: [ ®)6) 2011 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.

From: Gallagher, Johanna
Sent: Tuesday, February 01, 2011 9:26 AM

To: Krupnick, David; Hudson, Jady; Buchholz, Jeri; Hirsch, Patricia; Howard, Patrick; Boyce, Thomas (CIS); 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; Giitter, Joseph; Lew, David; Dudes, Laura; Evans, Michele; Jones, Bradley;
Leeds, Eric; Batkin, Joshua; Bailey, Marissa; Dapas, Marc; Christensen, Harold; Collins, EImo; 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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» 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 formn 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 fee! 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
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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:

To:

Ce:

Subject:
Importance:

Ross, Robin on behalf of Boger, Biuce

Ross, Robin
Canceled: Pandemic Follow-up
High

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

Where: 0-13 D16

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

L PO SNE JE DT S JUE NS UL N

POC: Joe Golla /NRR/DPR/PLPB X1002

Scheduled by Robin x1272, 8/2/10
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From: Golder, Jennifer

To: Lubinski, John
Subject: RE: lunch?
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:08:07 AM

Sounds good
f?erméﬂev C€J older

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 funch. Can we do something close since we are both busy. Meet in twfn lobby @
1130.

Sent from my NRC blackberry
~John W. Lubingki

(b)(6) {blackberry number)

From: Goider, 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 schedute is a little crazy.

Thanks!
?enm‘fefl/ Golder
Budget Director

Office of the Chief Financial Officer
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
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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

| 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, Philiip -

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; RES_DE_CIB; 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 /RA/
Division of Engineering
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Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research

SUBJECT: DELIVERY OF xL.PR VERSION 1.0 REPORT - TECHNICAL
BASIS AND PILOT STUDY PROBLEM RESULTS
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From: EUCT Epnrgize
To: Gella, Joo

Subject: Energize Weekly Newsletter, March 16, 2011
Date: Wednesday, Maich 16, 2011 10:20:03 AM

!

Cover Story

Nuclear Relicensing, New Construction to Face More Scrutiny
By Christopher Kolgmitz, ELICH

As Japanese officials contend with the triple whammy of an earthquake. lsunami, and nuclear crisis all stemming from last week's 8.9-
‘ magnitude lrembler, U.S. nuclear opponents and proponents are saying it's t0o early o judge what impact it will have in this counlry —
! although the nuclear power debale is sure to have more scrutiny.

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

slates

" Atissue for the two sides of the debale is the relicensing of existing plants, many of which are coming to the end of their 40-year licenses.

Second is the conslruction of new plants — something that hasn’t been an issue in decades.

i
According to the Nuclear Energy Instilute, requests to construct 22 new reactors are being considered by the Nuclear Energy Commission.

Each reactor averages $6 billion to $10 billion.

Roac tha {ull aticls herg

T Nows

. In the News

» Multi-State Power Line Projeci

s Pipghne Power Ling 2!

o Rorea E g"'ng g-,qn( 10 Invest S8 Bv linn in Smarn Powsr Gnd by 2013
- Qm' e gL mbrace

. set Rlsin

Renewable Energy News
By Christopher Kolomitz, EUCH

I Solar Makes Big Gains in 2010, Forecast is Strong

Four of the top 10 states for total amount of installec 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 instailled 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 87 percent from 2009 levels to reach $6

! billion, according to informalion recently released by the Solar Energy Industries Association and

GTM Research.
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Featured Arlicle

By Lamel Proctor, EUGL

Exxon Mobil Buying Natural
Gas, but Still Bullish on Qil

Many oil companies have taken
positions in natural gas over the
past several months, seeking to
take advantage of large new plays
such as the Marcellus Shale in the
U.8. 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

'
i
i

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
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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;. New and emerging technologies will have a significant impact on the bulik power system. Many

55 voices are calling for the implementation of a "smart grid.” and the U.S. government is providing

i funding and incenlives 1o encourage its development. The development and deployment of a smart

1 grid wilt 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.

1 Meeting reliability expectations with the generation mix of the future will certainly require an immense
'{i investment in additional infrastructure.

* This conference will explore he following question: Will current methods of bulk power system

i planning, design, and operation - in conjunction with current reliability standards and enforcement

: mechanisms - provide a sufficient level of reliability under these changing conditions?
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Qil, Coal, and Natural Gas News

: By Darrell Proctor, EUCH

Canada Pipeline Project Gets Go-Ahead

o Mi S

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.

Impenat Oil Ltd. is the fead partner in the projeci, 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 nol be operational untii 2018 at the earliest, according lo Imperial. If all the
approval conditions are mel, construction could begin in 2013

Other partners include the Abornginal 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 ConocoPhilips Canada, Shell Canada, and Exxon Mobil.
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If you wish to cancel your subscription to this newsletter click here

an effort to bring down higher i
gasoline prices, seen as a threat lo

the economic recovery, and reduce
. dependence on foreign oil. Higher
prices for oil also are seen as an
* opportunity for companies who
continue 10 see depressed prices i
for natural gas and are
reconsidering their investments

there.

oY

o fil icle

Browse Events By Category ;

.

Geneation |
Natural Gas {
Nyclear 3
Coal
Gengration :
Solar
Binmass
Hydiq .
213 e i
Transmission |
Dislrbution !
SocurityiSalely i
Materng Technologies
Demand Resgonse, Energy
EHiclency
Markets and Trading
Rizk Managamen
Eales, Finsnge and
rec -
il 3 It
Sanviee/Collections
onununications,Margeling
HIe ingss gn
Human Resgurges

g3l {ss

DN 1752 of 2796




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: OSTO5 Hoc

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:25 AM

To: Collins, Eimo; Dean, Bill; McCree, Victor; Satorius, Mark
Subject: Test
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Murphy, Martin

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Murphy, Martin

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:26 AM
Murphy, Martin

Whitepapers

Get whitepapers from Tim and on vendors

Martin Murphy

[ owJes
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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

301415 8200
C: (b)(6)

Sent from my Blackberry

From: Nieh, Ho

Yo: Herr, Linda; 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)
mobne)
(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrec.qov

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 — 1 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 Hoffman (b)(6) J
Sent: Tuesday, March £, 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.org 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) Direct

(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://www.ktym.com

KPFK Radio Los Angeles 90.7 FM

Saturdays Noon to 1:00 PM PST

Streamed on http://www.kpfk.org/proqrams/181-hutchinson-report.html!
http:/Ntwitter.com/earlhutchinson

View Hutchinson Report TV

DN 1756 of 2796

| hapey



on ustream.tv

"Never mistake activity for achievement”

-Coach John Wooden
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From: NRC Announcement

To: NRC Announcement

Subject: Daily: 1 New Item from Wednesday, March 16, 2011

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

NRC Daily Announcements Highlighted Information and Messages
7] 2}

Wednesday March 16, 2011 -- Regional Edition

Employee Resources: 2 F ral Lon m Care Insurance Progra en 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 ELTCIP Wetsite to learn more.
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Have a Certified L ong 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 27“_‘ 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 5t 2011,

For more information on the FLTCIP Open Season

Visit the ELTCIP 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 | Riqueza Marziale 610-337-5174
Region I Shelia Willis 404-997-4844
Region Il Christine Martinez 630-827-9625
Region IV Sandy Lindsay 817-860-8237

(2011-03-16 00:00:00.0) View ilem in 3 new window
The latest Announcements are always on the NRC@WORK Home Page.

Announcements by Date | Announcements by Category
Search Announcements:

Frequently Asked Questions About the NRC Daily Announcements Email
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From: Camper, Larry

To: Grobe, Jack
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. | 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,
| want to tell you how impressed | was with your command of the ET last evening. You

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

From: Huang, Eugene

Sent: Wednesday, March 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,

| 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 OIG.

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

Sent: Friday, February 25, 2011 8:24 AM

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@nrc.gov
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From: Wyatt, Melissa

To: EDQ 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;
Arit, 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; Biemnik, 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;
Felsher, 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; Hag, 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; Igbal,
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, Iika; 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, Michae!; 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.

@aaolot;wofaz @oo/&ev
Acquisition Career Manager

Division of Coniracts
Office of Administration
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From; Tagy, Glenn

To: Dorman, Dan; Casto, Chuck; Grabe, Jack; Burns, Stephen; Stewart, Sharon
Cer Bughholz. Jeri; Powell, Davn; Cohen, Miriam

Subject: OEDO ACTION ON SBCR REHIRED ANNUITANT / MEETING ON FRIDAY
Date: 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, | request notification. | have asked Len wert to sitin

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.| J

(b)5)

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

(b)(S)

All the best, Glenn
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From: Sa N,

To: R PR Digtricution
Subject: Delegation of Authority for Stacey Rosenberg
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:49:24 AM

March 16, 2011

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

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

SUBJECT: DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

While | 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.bowman@nrc.Qoyv

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

To: Haney, Catherine

Cc: Hirsch, Patricia

Subject: RE: Congressional request for Yucca documents
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:59:37 AM

(bX(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)(S)

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, | have pasted it below, and
| 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 23 of March as the due date for most of the documents,
and April 1, for the delivery of the un-redacted SER volume 3, | 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 | am out, Steve Crockett will be acting for me.

| know everyone is busy and | 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 failing 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-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 {o 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

3) 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
Voiume Il of the SER.

8. A statement by each individual responsible for reviewing and signing Volume Il 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 staff's technical review aclivities
completed to date.

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

/IRA/

Stephen G. Burns
General Counsel

DN 1770 of 2796




From:
Ta:
Subject:
Date:

Haney, Catherine
RE:| (b)(6) ]

Monday, March 14, 2011 11:04:55 AM

(bX6)
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pederson, Cynthia

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:12 AM
Satorius, Mark

Good news on Ken

(bX(6)

dl}mg/

Cynthia D. Pederson

Deputy Regional Administrator
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Region I
630-829-9658

19
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From: ailey, Mari

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? | don't.

From: Tallarico, Alison .

Sent: Tuesday, March 15,72011 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. | 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: Boger, Bruce

Subject: Out of Office: Deputy Regional Administrator {DRA) Monthly Call
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:18:14 AM

1 am not in the office on Monday 3/14 but | will be back on Tuesday 3/15. For assistance please
contact Fatima Aragon.
Thanks

DN 1776 of 2796




From: Smith, James

To: Rodgers, Mary; Nearin, Darlepe; FCSS Document Processing Resource; Bailey, Marissa; Tschiltz, Michael
Cc: Pulliam, Timothy; Kim, Sunny; Sakadales, Antoinette; Dorman, Dan; Haney, Catherine; Kinneman, John;

Kokajka, Lawrence; Qrdaz, Vonna; sgblltg Michael; Bailey, Mangsa, Benner, Eric; Davis, Jack; Mohseni, Aby;
Smith, Brian; Weaver, Doug; lones, Sam; Fitch, Karen; Easson, Pamela; Jones, Kimberly; Berry, Rollie;
Chidichimo, Gabriele; Cooper, LaTova; Darmam.__eb_a_ ECSS Document Processing Resource; EQA_Mr iliam;
Gallardy, 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) -
closes task 2
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:24:26 AM

Attachments: NSIR 2011 SPQ MidYear by NMSS.doc
QF 2011 SPQO MidYear by NMSS.doc
RII 2011 SPO MidYear by NMSS.doc
FSME 2011 SPQ 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; FCSS_Document_Processing 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 Negnn 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.

Barlene T C?’f,eg/uin'
NMSS/PBPA
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 ciassified 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
Palicy Statement (SCPS) leading to subsequent approva!l 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.

Qutstanding 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 Il by NMSS

RIl 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, O!G-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. RI! 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 Il 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.

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.

April 26, 2011
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From: Ross, Robin on behalf of Boyer, Rachel

To: NRR Distribution; Chang, Helen; Christoffer-Baruch, Gail; Ciandi, Sandra; Michelle; Gaskins, Farrah;
Greenwood, Carol; Jenifer, Phwllis; King, Ikeda: hman, ; Maore, Wendy; Ross, Robin; Sheoard,
Alice; Simpson, JoAnn; Tannenbaum, Anita; Yiim i ; Boger, Bruce; NRR Leave Calendar Resource:
RR ET Agtivity R
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 refiect daylight saving time adjustments.

IV TOF JRE SN U L JRE N

----- 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, ITkeda; Kratchman, Jessica; Moore, Wendy; Ross, Robin; Shepard, Alice; Simpson, JoAnn; Tannenbaum, Anita;
Yiima, Haimanot; Boger, Bruce; NRR_Leave_Calendar Resource; NRR_ET_Activity 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.

L UL JUE JUT JUT DUt Ut UL N P
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Laur, Steven

From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Steve,

Wittick, Brian

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:35 AM

Laur, Steven

Cheok, Michael; Lee, Samson

FW: CTS-SRM-511-0014

CTS-SRM-S11-0014.docx; SRM 03-15 SECY-11-0014.docx

Attached is the SECY proposed action items resulting from the CAP SRM. | 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.

[ 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 Co

mmission

301-415-2496 (w);[__ ®)X6) __|(c)

From: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource

To: Wittick, Brian
Sent: Tue Mar 15 14:21:17

2011

Subject: FW: CTS-SRM-511-0014

Brian,

See SECY tasking sheet for 03/15/11 SRM to SECY-11-0014. Please let me know as soon as

possible that it is okay
additional OEDO taski
indicate:

for the action to be tasked to the assigned office and that there are no
ng that need to be tracked from this SRM. When responding, please

(1) the EDO 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
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From: Shea, Pamela

Sent: Tuesday, Marcht i5, 2011 1:26 PM

To: RidsEdaDraftSrmVote Resource

Cc: Bavol, Rochelle; Laufer, Richard; Andersen, James; Landau, Mindy
Subject: CTS-SRM-511-0014

See attached CTS.

Thanks,
Pam
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From: Padilla, William

To: Irapp, James

Cc: Rich, Thomas; Paradiso, Karen; Bell, Marvin; Mobley, Helen; Lopez, George; Bearde, Diane

Subject: GETS Card

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:38:2B AM

Attachments: GETS Emergency Card - Trapp.dog

Mr. Trapp,

Attached is an e-copy of your GETS card with basic dialing instructions. More detailed documentation
can be found at hitp://gets.ncs. ETS%20Wallet%20Guide%201-09.pdf and
http://gets.ncs.gov/docs/GETS%20User%20Guide%201-09.pdf. Your card number is: )(©)

If you need further assistance, let me know.

Regards,
Bill

Wiltiam Paditla J.
Telecommunications Specialist
OIS/ICOD/COTB - Telecommunications Team
Mailstop: T-5D14
Tel: 301-415-7250
BB __(0)X6) ]
" Fax: 301-415-5077
email: William.Padilla@nrc.gov

L USNRC

Fretersivg Propie and e Evervamen:
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(WHEN FILLED IN)

GETS Card Image For Emergency Distribution

Date Issued: 3/16/2011

Government Emergency Telecommunications Service

PIN:

Name: James Tra'pp
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

T Froma Wiekes Pty Senvce onabed device:
S L %272 before any call, including a GETS call.

Assistance; For help of to report trouble,

" Familiarization Calis: 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 {An: NPPD/
WWW.NCS.GOV | c5acINCSGETS) 245 Murmay Lane SW, Bidg. 410, Washington, DC 20558
WARNING: For Official Use Only by Authorized Personnel  ,,wawqw

*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://gets.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-OFFICIAL-HSE-OnNY—
(WHEN FILLED IN)
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From:
To:
‘Subject:
Date:

(b)(6)
Wednesgay, March 16, 2011 11:39:28 AM

(b)(6)
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From: Haney, Catherine

To: Riner, Kelly
Subject: RE: FY10 Travel to Japan
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:43:00 AM

I’'m not aware of anything that | 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) (alternative 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: Mértin, Giﬂi_an

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 10:49 AM

To: Bailey, Marissa

Cc: Dean, Vivian; Powell, Dawn
Subject: NMSS GFP Selection Approved

Hi Marissa— | 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: 0 in

To: Keegan, Elaine
Subject: RE: question
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:51:00 AM

| know all that. That's why | 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, | forget what | read about 5 minutes after reading it.

We do care about what is going on over there.

From: Haney, Catherine

S&nt: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:48 AM
To: Keegan, Elaine

Subject: RE: question

Interesting. | 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

| 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? | 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?

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: "Official-Use-Orly" : 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 “Official-Use-Only” 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; ALL_R3

Subject: RE: daily morning meeting notes for March 16

Palisades unidentified leakage was 0.137 vice .37 gpm. Much of the leakage is atiributed 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: ALL_R3

Subject: daily morning meeting notes for March 16

The Dailly 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.

o 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/lssues

None
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Reéctor Events

Plant status

BRANCH 1

Dresden

Quad Cities

Clinton

BRANCH 2

Monticello

LaSalle

Duane Arnold

BRANCH 3
Byron

Braidwood

BRANCH 4

Fermi

Palisades

Prairie Island

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

Us:

ut:
u2:

plantin 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

U1:

uz:

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

U1: Mode 6, time to boil = 13 minutes, S/D risk = yellow. Head lift planned for tonight
uz:

U1: Community informatin night planned for next week; NRC to participate
uz:

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

U1: 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 threshoid

uz:

BRANCH 5
Point Beach U1: 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 U1: Mode 3 with startup planned for tonight and synch to grid tomorrow

uz2:
Perry
NRR

None

Additional Support Issues

Other Issues

Personnel News !

Daily
Congressman Bobby Rush will be on site Friday
On March 18, lowa State Representative Anesa Kajtazovic (D-21% 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” funclion. The presenter may be able to provide additional information or answer

guestions of interest regarding the particular topic.

12
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From: Bowman, Gregory

To: Coe, Doua; Covne, Kevin

Cc: Rini, Brett; Hudson, Daniel; Brooks, Kennsath

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 P!

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 heipful. Below are links to two interesting
meetings in DC next month.

Regards,
Bill Hoyle
CSB Senior Investigator

April 19th http://berkeleysph.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=5SV e4zI1SCHqIZOPIR6
April 20-21 http://www.high-

reliability.org/Documen nferences hi nD Agenda Intl nference April2011.pdf
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From: ELICT
To: Galla, Joo

Subject: The fmpacs of Dodd-Frank on Energy Markets Conference, Aprit 2611
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:54:53 AM
il T fvowarm hadng troutle dowing sl dew tonou webem e
The Impact of Dodd-Frank on Energy Markets
|

Aprii 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, EEI

« James C. Allison. Regional Risk Manager, ConocoPhillips

« Carl Coscia, Vice President of Energy Policy, Constellation

» Andrew Slevens, Co-Founder and Managing Director, DC Energy

» Kathieen Barron, Vice President of Federal Regulatory Affairs and Palicy,
Exelon

« Ray Hepper, Vice President and General Counsel, ISO-NE

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

« Alexandra Guesl, 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

e LCH.Clearnet Limited

« Nodal Exchange, LLC

« Sullivan & Cromwell LLP

| KEY TAKEAWAYS

« Sixinteractive panel presentations that wil:

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 transaclions are swaps and which are not)

o Examine the new regime on manipulative and disruptive trading practices

[Festimoniats trom Past Attences .k

estimonials from Past Attendees i

“Invigorating for attendees to hear the
opinions of those who shape our energy
industry. Top-notch speakers and Q8A
interrogatories. Two thumbs up!” !
- Vice President of Finance and Risk, Mint
Energy LLC

“Informative and timely.”
- Director of Credit, Direct Energy

Sponsors

3

73

2

a8

Browse All Events By Category .

i

o Guneraiion

o Najurat Gag

. N eigar

o Coal

. iturel, rnatly angration

» Soiar

« Bio

s Hudro

L] ngray e

« Tronsmission

o Diglribution

= Meler chinglog

« Demand Besponse Ensrgy
Lificiency

» Environmentai and Eoyssions

. rkets and Tradi .

o Rizk Management :

o Rates, Finance and Acgouniing !

» Billing/Cuslomer Service/Coleclions !

. mmunicaiionsiarkelin

» LUtilty Business and Managemant
o Human Resources i

» Regulatory, Policy and Legal Issuss |
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1T ! W
| Monday, April 25, 2011

Post-Conference Workshop

Evaluate credit-risk exposure and how it compounds collateral
requirements
o Assess the appropriate collateral treatment for bilateral and cleared
swaps
o Discuss lhe 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

POF Brochure | Pricing and Registration | Full Agenda

if Pre-Conference Workshop

its of OFTC Requ'at] & Do

2 Slraiaqgias for i 2rjvative, ion

'| Wednesday. April 27, 2011

Copynght ® EUCH

|

It you no longer wish to get these emails, you may delete your name from our distribution lists herg

|

4
!
— {
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From: iebarman

To: NRCExecSec Resource

Ce: Pace. Patty; CMBSVINICKI Regource; CMBAPQSTQLAKIS Resource; CMRMAGWOOD Rasourcs;
CMROSTENDORFF Resource; Burng, Stephen: Borchardt, Bill: John Greeves: Weber, Michael: Camger, 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: -0185 letter ymmission jxi -16-1}.ndf
11463.0df

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 FTE 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-10-0165, Staff’s 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 Radiocactive Waste (June
8,2010) (ML101670408Y); J.T. Greeves, SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June
13,2010) (ML101670407); and J. Lieberman and J.T. Greeves, SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level
Radioactive Waste (July 29,2010} (ML 102150168).
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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
site-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.

? 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 SLCY-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 jl@licblet.com and to John Greeves at (301) 452-3511 or greevesj{@aol.com.

Respectively submitted,
Jimv Liebermary

Jim Lieberman
Senior Regulatory Nuclear Consultant

Johwn Greevey

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 JCRP 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. Thereis 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.” 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

' Relevant documents include: Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 43 FR49811 (October 25, 1978); Notice
of Availability of a Preliminary Draft Regulation, 45 FR13104 (February 26, 1980); Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, 46 FR 38061 (July 24, 1981); Draft Environmental Jmpact Statement (EIS) (NUREG-0782) Scptember
1981; and Final EIS (NUREG-0945) November 1982. NRC has also issued various guidance documents over the
years addressing LLW disposal such as NUREG-1373, A Performance Assessment Methodology for Low-Level
!Zadioactive Waste Disposal Facilities (2000).

- Id.
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The framework of Part 61 provides both deterministic and performance based requirements.
From a-deterministic 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 jurtsdiction of the NRC. No site has actually been licensed
under its provisions as the disposal sites in the United States are in Agreement States.”
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)* 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.” 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 “staff’s 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.°

¥ Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 USC 2021), provides that the NRC can relinquish
its authority over certain activities (o states that meet certain requirements. Such states, called Agreement Siates,
must maintain programs including regulations that are compatible with NRC requirements and be adequate to
protect the public health and safety.

* See EISs referenced in note 1.

3 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 SRM, Briefing on Blending, July 1, 2010).

|8
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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.] 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.°% It provides a pragmatic approach to modernizing and
risk-informing Part 61 that should take a minimum of additional resources and effort.

1. 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, NRC Staff Guidance for Activities Related
to DOE Waste Determinations {2007).
%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)(ML093050484); J.
Lieberman, SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June 8,2010) (ML101670408); 3.7
Greeves. SECY-10-0043 Blending of Low-Level Radioactive Waste (June 13,2010) (ML.101670407); and J.
Lieberman and J.T. Greeves, SECY-10-0043 Blending of L.ow-Level Radioactive Waste (July 29,2010)
(ML102150168).

3
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other waste streams for the update of Part 61. The statf 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’

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.'® 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.

II.  REVISED APPROACH

We believe that the NRC can modemize 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 all 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,

? Presentation 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 SUMMIT
Low-Level Waste Regulatory Initiatives (September 8. 2010).
10 g
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therefore, the public health and safety will be protected. As the Commission stated in the
Louisiana Energy Services proceeding, CLI-05-05 at page 11, January 18, 2005:

In the end, the "bottom line for disposal” of low-level radioactive wastes are the
performance objectives 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 some 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-1573, Performance Assessment Methodology for Low-level Waste Disposal Facilities
(2002)."" 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 6] 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 Janguage providing that:

" NUREG-1573 at page 1-13, foomote 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 191. 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 Activitics 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 justity, site-specific
assumptions and exposure scenarios based on reasonably foreseeable circumstances to evaluate
the critical group that could recasonable 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.
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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 FR37446, 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 eftective 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, it 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 tor 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™ eftort.
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 1s 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.
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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 conceming 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-10-0043,

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 classitied.

The NRC regulations reflect this concept in section Il of Appendix G of 10 CFR Part 20.
Section 111 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 classitication 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 moditied (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:

DN 1816 of 2796




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

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 [0 CER PART 61, “Licensing Requirements for Land Disposal of Radioactive
Waste,” needs to be updated to address the lessons learmed 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. Tt 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-inform 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: FedScoon

To: Boger, Bruce )
Subject: . FedMentors, DOJ 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 '

7]
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

4]

i

Justice Department Chief Information Officer Vance Hitch recently discussed
cybersecurity priorities and cloud compuling security with FedScoopTV, where he
touched on his work with the Information Security & Identity Management Committee
(ISIMC), the Federal Risk and Authcrization Management Program (FedRAMP), and
the role they play in both areas. Read »

2}

)
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, Depariment of Veterans
Affairs

s Matthew Perry, ClO, Office of Personnel Management

.

i
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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

I

B
VA ClO Baker an Cybersecurity
FedScoop )
A few minutes with Justice's C10, Vance Hitch
CTOvision
Information Sharing in the Era of WikiLeaks: Balancing Security and
Collaboration
State Department
Risk Management in Non-DoD U.S. Government Agencies and the
international Community
CSI8
DHS wants $233.5 million to deploy Einstein 3 system
FedCyber
Army Cyher Command is open for business
FedCyber
Pentagon seeks $500M to beat cyber threats
The Hilf
DHS 1o Privaie Sector: Do You Have any Cyber Experts You'd Like ta Loan
Us?
Exacutive Gov

NASA IT CTO Kemp leaving 'to find a garage in Palo Alto to do what | love’
FedScoop

The Challenge of Delivering Successful IT Programs

CiO gov

Recharging the CIO

Federal Computer Week

Using the Infrastiucture-as-a-Service Blankel Purchase Agreement
ADPS.aov

Empower feds to take on the cloud

Federal Computer Week

Microsoft CTO Federal Susie Adams on Cloud Compuling Best Practices for
Geovernment Agencies

FutureFed

McClure warns of possible ‘cloud first’ culture clash

FierceGovernmeni! T
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«» What ever happened to FedRAMP?
FierceCGovernment!T

» A Smarter, More Efficient, More Transparent Labor Department

DOL.gov

This message was sent to bruce.boger@nre.gov from:
FedScoop | 1410 Q St NW | Washington, OC 20009

Manage Your Subscription

View this message in the iContact Cohmunity: View message

Share this message with others: delicio.us Digg

reddit

Comment on this message

Facebook

StumbteUpon

Email ok

Receive as RSS
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From: QOT02 HOC

To: Mcginty. Tinh; Rosenberg, Stacey

Cc: McDermott, Brian; Evags, Michele; Boged, Bruce; Blount, 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, Marcht16, 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, Match 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. |
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. | estimate that | would need her off the
watchbill for about a week or so to directly support this activity. Thanks, Tim
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From: Purdue College of Health and Human Sdences

To: Grobe, Jack
Subject: Mark your calendar for April 8th.
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:10:15 PM

To view an onling version of this amall, cick 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 pm)

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: hhsalums@

Click here to forwere this maiing with your persondl message.

This emal was sent 1y jack.grobe@nrc.gov
T emand was cent by College of Health and Human Sciences
&12 ¥/ State Street, West Lafavetie, IN 47007

=

Su here 1o feave thes Bl or mody your profiic,

Click here 10 view sur privacy policy.

oK
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From: Rodaers, Mary

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

Cc: Haney, Catherine; Dorman. Dan; Kinneman, John; Yschiltz, 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.pdf
NMSS201100101.pdf

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: 04/22/7201 1
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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November 30, 2Q10

MEMORANDUM TO: R. W. Borchardt .
Executive Director for Operations
FROM: Annette L. Vietti-Cook, Secretary  /RA/
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 (UF86) 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. ¥FRRN w SESY o sign. & publication.

(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 regulation. 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. oratt guicsnce (NUREG) for FRN to SECY
(NMSS) (OEDO/SECY Due date: 04/29/11) 201000284/EDATS: 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
0OGC
CFO
OCA
OPA
Office Directors, Regions, ACRS, ASLBP (via E-Mail)
PDR
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Subject: STAFF REQUIREMENTS - SECY-10-0128 - PROPOSED RULE: DOMESTIC LICENSING OF SOURCE
MATERIAL - AMENDMENTS/INTEGRATED SAFETY ANALYSIS (RIN 3150-Al50)
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From: " Cheok, 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 Mlchael

Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 4:47 PM

To: Grobe, Jack

Cc: Nguyen, Quynh; Klein, Alex; Hilton, Nick; Giitter, 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 (MLL103360406) 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, Er|c Hilton, Nick
Subject: Re: NEI Meetings with Eric Leeds and Jack Grobe

Q,

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 | see a draft of the Commission Paper with the draft discretion proposal. We can get close to
final and fill oin the blanks later. | 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 staff/industry 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 | left with Denise. Please reach out to Donna in OIS to run
this in a FOIA like fashion. We expect that most of the information would be from NMSS, SECY,
EDO, OIG, 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 andJim

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. | 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. 1 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
a 4
Tuesday March 15, 2011 -- Headquarters Edition
General Interest: Document Id Instructions Re: Yucca High Level te
Repository
Employee Resources: Rotational Opportunity - NRR/DPR, Project Manager, GG-
13/14/15

Event: New iLearn Semiannual Customer Satisfaction 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 a8 new window

Employee Resodrces: 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 @ pew window

Event: New iLearn Semiannual Customer Satisfaction Survey

Beginning March 21, 2011, employees will have the opportunity to submit a brief
and anonymous ikearn 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 iLearn
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 iLearn 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.

2]

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

The latest Announcements are always on the NRCGWORK Home Page.
Announcements by Date | Announcements by Category

Search Announcements: term term [Go]
uentl i o e it nnouncements Email
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From: Covne, Kevin

To: Bowman, Greqory -

Cc: Armstrong, Kenneth; Correia, Richard; Coe, Douq; Stutzke, Martin; Hudson, Daniet
Subject: RE: Tracking List Update

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

(bXS)

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. 1 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)(3)
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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

| 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, Richard; Ader, Charles; Cheok, Michael; Tinkler, Charles; Stutzke, Martin; Sheron, Brian; Uhle,

Jennifer; Santiago, Patricia
Subject: RE: Tracking List Update

Jim, Greg -

(bX(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, | 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. | 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 14; 2011 10:42 AM
To: Andersen, James

Subject: FW: Tracking List Update

Jim,
| spoke briefly with Angela this morning about agenda planning for July meetings...

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

GEIS 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 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 piease 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.

Rochelle
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jolicoeur, John

Mifler, Barey; Quay, Tneodore

NRR DP P istributi

I"m woking at home

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:30:03 PM

(b)(6)

| ’'m working at home. If you need to

reach me, call my blackberry ( ®©® .

John
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From: (b)(6)

To: Narick, Madanne; Heida, Bruce ’

Ce: Chegk, Michael; Mallory, Rashaunda;| (b)(6)
Subject: RE:

Date: 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.

| 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)(8)
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) needs workshops 5 and the online Market Research class (now in iLearn);
(l

an

2) needs workshops 3, 4, 5, 12 and the online Market Research class;

Thanks,

Manioune HUanick

Chich, HRR Coutracts Wanngement Brauck
US Hucloor Regubatony Commission
301-415-2175
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From: John. STEIN@oecd.org

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

Deleaation contacts.pdf

E N BEHAL DIQ P E
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.or | wm¢/ 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

r, John Stein - OECD Nuclear Energy Agency (NEA)
-3 Radiation Protection and Radioactive Waste Management Divisian
Mailing address: 2 rue André-Pascal, 75775 Paris Cedex 16, France
Office address: Le Seine Saint-Germain, 12 Boulevard des lles, 92130 Issy-les-Moulineaux, France
Email: joho.stein@oacd, org / Tel: +33 (0)] 4524 5041/ Fax: 433 ()1 44 30 61 11
Update your bookmarks!
On 1 December 2010, the NEA is moving to:
www . oecd-nea.org

Best Wishes for 2011! illeur X pour 20111
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“FOR RWMC-44 MEETING ON 23-24 MARCH 2011

AUSTRALIA :

Mr Stuart PROSSER stuart.prosser@arpansa.gov.au
AUSTRIA )

Mr Helmut FISCHER helmut.fischer@lebensministerium.at
BELGIUM

Dr. Jean-Jacques VAN BINNEBEEK vbk@avn.be

CANADA
My. Don HOWARD den.howard@cnsc-cecsn.gc.ca

CZECH REPUBLIC

Mr. Karel JINDRICH karel.jindrich@sujb.cz
DENMARK

Mr Tue DYEKJAER-HANSEN sis@sis.dk
FINLAND

Mr. Kari RASILAINEN kari.rasilainen@vtt.fi
FRANCE

Ms. Adeline CLOS adeline.clos@asn.fr

Mr. Fhilippe GUIBERTEAU philippe.quiberteaulcea. fr

Mr. Patrice VOIZARD patrice.voizard@andra.fr
GREECE

Mrs. Vasiliki MANAVI v.manavi@greece-oecd.org
IRELAND

Mr. Christopher HONE chone@rpii.ie
ITALY

Mr. Emilio MACCI macci@sogin.it

Mr. Filippo ROSELLI filippo.roselli@apat.it
JAPAN

Mr. Yoshic KAWAGUCHI kawaguchif@deljp-ocde.fr

Mr. Kenshi NAKATSU nakatsu-kenshi8meti.go.jp

KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)

Dr. Kwan Sik CHUN kschun@kaeri.re.kr

Mr. Sangwook KANG sswkang@mest.go.kr

Mr. Chang-Lak KIM clkim@krmc.or.kr

Dr. Sang-Hoon PARK k0l6psh@kins.re.kr
LUXEMBOURG

Mr. Paul KAYSER communications.centre@mae.etat.lu
NETHERLANDS

Ms. Dewi VAN DE WEERD dewi-vande.weerd@minbuza.nl
NORWAY

Mr. Trond BOE trond.boelife.no

Mr. Sverre HORNKJOL svetlana.stoknes@nrpa.no

Mr. Styrkaar HUSTVEIT styrkaar.hustveit@nrpa.no
PORTUGAL

Mr. Romao TRINDADE romao@itn.mctes.pt

SLOVAK REPUBLIC

br. Juraj HOMOLA juraj.homolaCujd.gov.sk

Dr Vliadimir MICHAL vmichal@vuje.sk
SWITZERLAND

Dr. Fiet ZUIDEMA piet.zuidema@nagra.ch
TURKEY

pr. Ahmet Erdal OSMANLIOGLU erdal .osmanlioglu@taek.gov.tr

UNITED KINGDOM

Mr. Bruce CAIRNS bruce.cairns@decc.gsi.gov.uk
Prof. Alan J. HOOQFER alan.hocper@nda.gov.uk
Mr. Lewis Mortimer lewis.mortimer2decc.gsi.gov.uk

International Organisations
Mr. Tero VARJORANTA t.varjorantaliaea.org
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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. g\/.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
segreteria.ocse(@esteri.it
info@deljp-ocde.fr
kor.oecdl@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.ir

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 1405933 68
+33 153922330
+33156753450
+33144432090
+33 144 18 59 37
+33 146472949
+33144312150
+33145247171
+33143175750

+33155745700
+33 145022400
+33153656500
+33144173285
+331441767 13
+331443921 50
+33 153766100
+33144052050
+33145551337
+33156592929
+33145249931
+331452497 84
+33 156285760
+33156265090
+33 144 96 50 69

+33144433000
+33 144 18 88 00
+331495574 50
+33142 885002
+33153704570
+33145247477
+33 1440531 60

If you have any questions concerning the registration process, please contact the

NEA Secretariat (john.stein@oecd.org)
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From: John STEIN@oecd.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: Deleqgation contacts.pdf

RF- 14 not expected.pdf

MESSAGE SENT ON BEHALF OF I AT
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)
{ J Radiation Protection and Radioactive Waste Management Division
Mailing address: 2 rue André-Pascal, 75775 Paris Cedex 16, France
Office address: Le Seine Saint-Germain, 12 Boulevard des Iles, 92130 Issy-les-Moulineaux, France
Email: jehristeiininoeat,org / Tel: +33 (0)] 45 24 10 417 Fax: +33 (0] 34 30 61 11
Update your bookmarks!
On 1 December 2010, the NEA is moving to:

www.gecd-nea.org

Best Wishes for 2011! / Meilleurs voeux pour 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@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.pans@utn.stjr.is
insh.del@dfa.ie
segreteria.ocse(@esteri.it
info@deljp-ocde.fr
kor.oecdl @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 Secretanat

Please register through the NEA Secretariat

PHONE

+33 14059 33 68
+33153922330
+33156753450
+33144432090
+33144 185937
+33 146472949
+33144312150
+33145247171
+33143 175750

+33 155745700
+331450224 00
+33153656500
+33144173285
+331441767 13
+33144392150
+33 153766100
+33 144052050
+331455513 37
+33 156592929
+33 1452499 31
+331452497 84
+33156285760
+331562650090
+33 1449650 69

+33144 433000
+33144 188800
+33 1495574 50
+33142885002
+33153704570
+33145247477
+33144053160

If you have any questions concerning the registration process, please contact the

NEA Secretariat (john.stein@oecd.org)
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LIST OF RWMC-RF MEMBERS NOT REGISTERED |
FOR RF-14 MEETING ON 22 MARCH 2011

CANADA

Mr. Don HOWARD don.howard@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca
CZECH REPUBLIC

Mr. Karel JINDRICH karel jindrich@sujb.cz
IRELAND

Mr. Christopher HONE chone@rpii.ie

JAPAN

Mr. Kenshi NAKATSU nakatsu-kenshi@meti.go.jp
KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)

Dr. Sang-Hoon PARK k016psh@kins.re.kr
NORWAY

Mr. Sverre HORNKJOL svetlana.stoknes@nrpa.no

Mr. Styrkaar HUSTVEIT styrkaar.hustveit@nrpa.no

Mrs. Svetlana ROUDAK svetlana.roudak@nrpa.no

SLOVAK REPUBLIC

Dr. Juraj HOMOLA juraj.homola@ujd.gov.sk
SWEDEN

Mr. Johan ANDERBERG 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 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.

For teaders .
in Government = .

Private Clouds: The Results Are In.

Greetings,

The results and analysis of 1360Gov’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.

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

1360Gov, Inc.
919-577-0898 (office)
[ ®®  |(mobile)
919-577-0897 (fax)
[ ®® |(skype)
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-
www.1360Gov.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.

i360Gov Dailly Download | 4913 Salem Ridge Rd | HollySprings, NC 27540 | United States
Unsubscribe from future marketing messages from i360Gov Daily Download
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From: o] rin

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 Iil 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; Drogqitis, Spiros; Poole, Brooke; Vietti-Cook, Annette;
Muessle, Mary; Weber, Michael; Ash, Darren; Nichols, Russell; Sealing, Donna; Holonich, Joseph; Powell,

DN 1846 of 2796




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 yeliow 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, | have pasted it below, and
| 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 23" of March as the due date for most of the documents,
and April 1, for the delivery of the un-redacted SER volume 3, | 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 | am out, Steve Crockett will be acting for me.

| know everyone is busy and | 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 (ES!) 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-majl.

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
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 deiay
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
staffs

a)
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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10.

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.

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 il of the SER.

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

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

Volume Il of the SER, in un-redacted form.

IRA/

Stephen G. Bumns
General Counsel
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From: White, Berpard

To: Haney, Catherine

Ce: Smith, James; Dgrman, Dan; Tschiltz, Michael; Kinneman, John; Bailey, Marissa; Weaver, Doua; Ordaz, Vonna;
Rodgers, Mary; Gallardy, Vivian; Cooper, LaToya; Damiang, Debra

Subject: FW: PON Fuel Cycle Facilities

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

Attachments: NMSS5201100092 - 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. | 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,

Rebecca 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

DN 1852 of 2796




Acknowledgements

Samuel Bazian
Margaret S. Cervera
Rebecca A. Clinton
Jonathan A. Fiske
Christopher J. Lamb
Melissa C. Ralph

Rebecca A. Stone

Contents

Executive Summary. ... ...l e e e e e s 1

Introduction.. ... ...... ... ...

Communications............. ... ...

Intelligence. . . . ... e e e

Design-Basis Threat..... .. ... .. ... U

Security Baseline Inspections ... ..

Security Programs at NRC-Licensed Facilities that Ensure Trustworthiness and Reliability
Force-on-Force Security INSPeClioNS...... ... ... it e e

Information Security.... ... ... ... e

A1

...... 13

16

.19

Cyber SECUMtY ... i i o e e e e e

Transportation SeCUrity..... .. ... e e e

Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage... ... ... ... ... ... . ...

Materials Security.. ... .o e e e

Nonpower Reactors......... ... oo v, e s e U TR e e 29

New Reactors ............ ... ...

Emergency Prepar@dness...... .....cooooii i i v e e e

NRC Incident Response....... . ... .. ...

International Safety and Security of Radiological Sources. ... ... ... ... ...

DN 1853 of 2796




()5

DN 1854 of 2796




(b)(8)

DN 1855 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1856 of 2796




(b)S)

DN 1857 of 2796




(bX8)

DN 1858 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1859 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1860 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1861 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1862 of 2796




(b)(B)

DN 1863 of 2796




(bX5)

DN 1864 of 2796




(bX5)

DN 1865 of 2796




(b)S)

DN 1866 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1867 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1868 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1869 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1870 of 2796




(bX5)

DN 1871 of 2796




(b)S)

DN 1872 of 2796




(b)8)

DN 1873 of 2796




(b)(S)

DN 1874 of 2796




(bX(5)

DN 1875 of 2796




(b)(5)

DN 1876 of 2796




From: P, 0 joaadingg,

To: Yirgilio, 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.

Chahging 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;
hitp://v internal.n v/0l log/c ervi /ann /changingpas .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: https://selfservice.nrc.gov/aims/ps/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.
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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 | is inundated with media, congress, states, elc.

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) |

Bill

-----Original Message--—-
From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:37 PM

To: Dean, Bill
Subject; RE: Succession planning

. b will confirm for you. lit'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

From: Cohen, Miriam
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:35 PM
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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 |, USNRC
Sent from NRC BlackBerry
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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 Alignment/Pre-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
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From: Gnuangli, Gigraio

To: ForgignTravel
Cc: Chanag, Lvdia; Aby-Eid, Boby: Schwartzman, lennifer; Rothschild, Trig
Subject: Pre-notification Trip Report - Joint Convention - Organizational Meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 12:55:36 PM
Attachments: imagedCi.png

Pre-Trip Notification 2010-08-18.doc

The subject pre-trip notification is attached, as well as being available from ADAMS

ML11750339.

Giorgio Gnugnoli

Division of Waste Management and Environmental Protection
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Mail Stop T8F 5

Tel 301-415-7432

Fax 301-415-5369

USNRC

UKTTLD FTATES NUCLEAR BEOULATURY OCMICSIION
FProtecting Foople and ths Ensironmaent
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International Travel Pre-Trip Notification

This is due 30 days before vip stant date. Please complete the light shaded area.

TRAVEL INFORMATION
o Traveler Name(s): Larry Camper, FSME/DWMEP » Phone #(s): 1415-6673
(include Office/Division) Giorgio Gnugnoli, FSME/DWMEP 415-7432
» E-mail Address(es): Larry.Camper@snrc.gov ¢ Location(s): |[T-8 F 2
Giorgio.Gnugnoli@nrc.gov T-8 D 37

¢ Multiple Travelers:

Bd Less than4 [ 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){ICHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING  |Date:
from his/her office only) (3)|CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING  |Date:

- (4){CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING Date:

notification 30 days be

ADAMS Accession Number:
{If 4+, Submit NRC Daily Note with ML# of pre-trip

fore trip start date]

« Travel Dates [(mm/dd/yyyyl:  {05/07/2011 - 05/15/2011

e Destination(s) |City. Country]: Vienna, Austria

e Framework:

[ Export and Import Licensing O Multilateral Cooperation and Assistance
{J Treaties, Agreements, and Conventions [] International Cooperative Research
[ Bilateral Cooperation and Assistance  [] Other (specify)

« Infernalional Organization: |LJ NEA/CSNI  [J NEA/CNRA [J NEA/RWMC 00 NEA/MDEP
_] NEA/CRPPH [J IAEA/NS(TRANSSC) X IAEA/NS(WASSC)
[ tAEA/(NUSSC) [ IAEA/NS(RASSC) (3 1AEA/Safeguards
B IAEA/NS [0 1AEA/NE 7 1AEA/Technical Cooperation
] Other:

¢ Purpose of Travel:

Represent U.5.G. at the Organizational Meeting of the Joint Convention to elect
officers for the 4™ Review Meeting of the Contracting Parties. Selection of Open-
ended Working Group meeting topics and transition of duties to newly elected
officers.

e Desired Outcome:

To have a U.S.G. senior-executive elected to Country Group Chair; secondary
outcomes would be to have U.S.G. personne! serve as Country Group rapporteurs
and co-ordinators for the Review Meeting. Also to influence topics selected for the
Open-ended Working Group Meeting.

o Traveler Role(s):

L. 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

v2.0
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year..

» s this an NRC Core or Non-Core Trip?
{Core' means NRC-Funded. Non-Coreis externally funded or ravel to Canadal

X Core

O Non-Core

e Is there a speech or presentation to be given?
[If yes. send ADAMS ML# of presentations in an EDO One Week Look Ahead]

O Yes

X No

o Are policy issues or other items of Commission interest to be raised?

O ves

K No

i If yes, how will the Commission be informed?

08/18/2010

v2.0
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From: Balarabe, Sarah

To: Haney, Catherine; Bamford, Peter; Bahadur, Sher

Cc: Huang, Tai; Uises, Ant

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: ML11070054Q.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: Grobe, Jack

To: Buland, William
Subject: Re: I don"t need counseling. I need to work. <eom>
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:02:40 PM

You and | 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>

0
6’\
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

£1Q|B J_(E

(b)(6)
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:03:18 PM

(b)(6)
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From: Tallarico, Alison

Yo: Baker, Pamela

Cc: Bailey, Marissa; Coe, Douq; Landau, Mindy; Ficks, Ben; Rajnic, 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 1 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 difficuit
conversations, and will likely involve role playing. Gee, | 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 | 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. | 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.

Balanced Delivery: 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.

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.

Provide concrete examples: Examples should be specific, identify what the expectations
were, the resultant performance gap and its organizational impact.

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.

Summarize and document: End session by reinforcing positive and constructive feedback.
ltemize 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: | guess you're going to tell me how bad I'm doing. Can we just get this over with?

Pam: | 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: | appreciate being given the opportunity to be on the working group. That project
was intense and took a lot more effort than | thought it would. You know | 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: | know | was late that one time and when | had that extension, | figured it was okay
to turn in one or two after the 5" 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. | have reminded you on at least
three occasions since mid year that you have to get your reports in on time—-have reminded
g 0 A —, Mindy,
based on that standard, you are performing below an acceptable level. And because this is
one of your critical elements, | am giving you an overali rating of Minimally Successful.
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Mindy: Wow, | know | was falling off but I didn't think it was that bad. | don't recall you and |
having that conversation.

Pam: Last month | forwarded you an email from Director Smith indicating that our division’s
late report submission was having a direct impact on the timeliness of monthiy billing2-At

N ma ac O MAare-h a¥aWalla antny thn o aldatla na - agatting a) an
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work-done—Because you were overloaded, Wwe agreed that having Ben serve as your
back-up te-the-werk-greup-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. | don't get the feeling Ben really wants to help me. Yeuknow

aVa' atlals’ o-ttoriaroaa aWle ALD) 0 aVaWaldaTlla' O donencing - on-m

Pam: Another concern you expressed to me was your lack of familiarity with SharePoint
now that we are entering our reports into that database. | approved your iLearn request for
the online tutorial. Has that helped?

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 | 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: | 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...
| like to do things at my own pace. | hate to ask for help it makes me feel like I'm stupid or a

faiture. aa th mvith tha naw eamnlovone h 'va heaon haro foreva nd-t dertwant-tolos

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 job
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 | won't feel so overloaded. You-krow-many-of my

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. | would also encourage
you to re-consider the ERA-EAP if changes at home are still stressful. It can only help. |
think it would aiso 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: | was really dreading this discussion. | appreciate your patience to work with me and

get me back on track.

Pam: That's what I'm here for. |s there anything else you want to discuss? 1 do need you
to sign here. '
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From: Harrison, Donnie

To: Laur, Steven

Cc: Cheok, Michael; Les. Samson

Subject: Fw: CTS-SRM-S11-0014 resend including Mike Cheok
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:04:02 PM

Steve

(bX5)

Sent from NRC blackberry
Donnie Harrison

(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-511-0014 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/HarEison) - 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 BlackBer
Brian Wittick .
(bX6)
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From: RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource
To: Wittick, Brian

Sent: Tue Mar 15 14:21;17 2011
Subject: FW: CTS-SRM-511-0014

Brian,

See SECY tasking shecet for 03/15/11 SRM to SECY-11-0014. Please let me
know as soon as possible that it is okay for the action 1o 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 EDQ 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-511-0014

See attached CTS.

Thanks,
Pam
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From: Claggett, Lauren

To: Brown, Frederick; Glitter, Joseph: Hiland, Patrick; Evans, Michele; Cheok, Michael Ruland, William; McGinty,
Iim; Givvines, Mary

Cc: Tobe, Celestia; Perch, Libby; Harper, Kevin; Beckford, Kaydian: Graham, Camilles; Deeds, Erin; Gorham,

Subject: Modification of NRR Administrative Assistant Workstations

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 O-09E05, O-
10801 & 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.

DIRS
0-07C02
0-07G13

DORL
0-08C02
0-08G14

DE & DCI

0-09D03

0-09D05

0O-09E05 - This space is currently an employee workstation that will be converted into an AA
workstation. The secretary from 0-09D03 will be moving to this professional workstation.

DSS & DRA

0-10B01 - Vacant AA workstation

0-10803 - 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,

Lawen ﬁ . %%ew

Sr. Program Ana[yst

Program Managewent, Policy Development & Analysis staff

Information & Infrastmcture Services Bnmcb

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Lauven.Cfaggett@nrc.gov n
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From: Nauven, 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:Cunpingham, Liza) for your contribution no later than April 15th.

Your support is greatly appreciated.
Thanks,

Kitoi Nguyen
Electronics Engincer
US NRC
NRO/DE/ICE?

(301) 415-6339

Khoi Nguyen®@unre, gov
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From: Givvines, Mary

To: Bahadur, Sher; Bloynt, Tom; Brown, Frederick; Cheak, Michael; Cunningham, Mark; Evans, Michele; Galloway.
Subject: Fw: EDO Allgnment/Pre briefs for Commission Meetings
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:17:54 PM

Attachments: £00 Alianment, Prebriefs for CM Meetings.dog

From Tay!or Renee

Sent: Wednesday, March 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; Ciandi, 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
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EDO ALIGNMENT/PRE-BRIEFS FOR COMMISSION MEETINGS

Updated: 03/16/11

03/24/11
(9:00 — 12:30)
Part 50.46a Rulemaking Risk-Informed ECCS Rule

EDO Alignment: 01/31/11 @ 4:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 03/14/11 @ 4:00 pm

03/29/11
(38:00 — 12:00)
Small Modular Reactors

EDO Alignment: 01/27/11 @ 1:30 pm (Rescheduled from 1:00 pm)
EDO Pre-brief: 03/1711 @ 3:00 pm

03/31/11 (Closed)
(2:30 - 3:30)
Discussion of Management Issues

EDO Alignment: CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 02/01/11 @ 3:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 03/21/10 @ 3:00 pm

04/19/11
{9:00 — 12:00)
- Part 37 Rulemaking

EDO Alignment: 02/10/11 @ 1:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 03/31/11 @ 10:00 am

04/28/11
(9:00 — 12:15)
ITAAC Related Activities

EDO Alignment: 02/28/11 @ 3:30 pm (Rescheduled from 3:00)
EDO Pre-brief: 04/18/11 @ 4:00 pm
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05/03/11
(9:30 -~ 10:30)
Human Capital and EEQ

EDO Alignment: 03/1711 @ 1:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 04/26/11 @ 10:00 am

05/12/11
{9:00 — 12:00)
Cumulative Effects of Reactor Regulation

EDO Alignment: 03/22/11 @ 9:00 am
EDO Pre-brief: 05/02/11 @ 3:00 pm

05/27/11
(9:00 — 12:00)
Briefing on Results of AARM

EDO Alignment: 03/28/11 @ 3:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 05/12/11 @ 3:00 pm

06/02/11
(9:00 — 12:00)
Final EP Rule

EDQ Alignment: 04/06/11 @ 3:00 pm (Rescheduled from 04/03/11)
EDO Pre-brief: 05/17/11 @ 10:00 am

06/06/11
(9:00 — 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/ACRS

EDO Alignment: 03/29/11 @ 4:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 05/19/11 @ 3:00 pm

06/16/11
{9:00 — 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/ACRS

EDO Alignment: 04/26/11 @ 1:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief; 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: Keith Axler

To: (b)(6)
Subject: FW: Summary Dose Report
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:22 PM

Attachments: Cathy Haney.pdf

Hello,

Attached is your dosimetry report from the tour you recently had at SwRI.

Please let me know if | can provide any further information.

N/

Keith Axler, Ph D, PMP

Manager, Corrosion Science and Process Engineering
Southwest Research Institute

6220 Culebra Rd

San Antonio, TX 78238-5166

Ph (210) §22-2951
http://www.swri.org/4org/d20/home/fexpertise/cs rv.htm

From: Lizette Gomez [mailto:lizette.gomez@swri.org]
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 11:02 AM

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?®

6220 CULEBRA RD. 78238-5166 ® P.O.DRAWER 28510 78228-0510 & SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS, USA @ (210)684-5111 & WWW . SWRI.ORG

DATE: March 17,2011
SUMMARY DOSE REPORT
NAME: (b)(6)
BADGE NUMBER:
[.D. NUMBER:
ADDRESS: NRC
(Division 20, Keith Axler visitor)
keith.axler@swri.org
TIME PERIOD START: 01/01/11 END: 02/28/11

RECORDED DOSE (rem)

Total Dose at SWRI for time period indicated:

DDE LDE SDE CEDE TEDE Extremity
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 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,

Gl D b

John P. Hageman
Radiation Safety Officer

HOUSTON, TEXAS (713)077-1377 » WASHINGTON, DC (301) 881-0226

C:\Data\DHibbs\BADGES\201) File\Summary Dose Reponts 201 I\sumdosed_Jan-Feb_11.docx

DN 1904 of 2796




From: Wiagins, Jim

To: ]
Subject: Out of Office: Planning for upcaming, short notice Commission meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:36 PM

I am out of the office. | will return on Monday, 3/21/11.
Since 1 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, Eliot

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, Mark

To: | W

Subject: QOut of Office: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:18:37 PM

1 am out of the office from Mar 15 COB thru Mar 25 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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Ostendorff, 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;
Castieman, 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:

m

)
(bX5)

©)
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Dean, Bill

From: Dean, Bill
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:24 PM
To: Lew, David; Roberts, Darrell; Wilson, Peter; Lorson, Raymond; Clifford, James; Collins,
Daniel; Baker, Pamela; Walker, Tracy; Weerakkody, Sunil
Subject: FW: Planning for upcoming, short notice Commission meeting
}Attachments: Scheduling NoteMar2011_JapaneseEvent agh 3-16-2011.docx
Fyi
Bt

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 21*. NRR has been assigned as the lead to pull the meeting together. As you couid
imagine, this will take some effort. To help with coordination, piease provide me a contact so that we can draw
on your expertise and help to make this happen. Aian Howe, currently deputy director of DORL, has the lead
to pull this together.

| 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 Rutand
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From: Frumkin, Daniel
To: Cheok, Michael; Klein, Alex; Grahom, Camillea; Lee, Samson

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: O10H1

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments.
L VL R T JRE NS JUE PUT NS PN

Mike,

I would like to set up this meeting to briefly discuss one specific change to the fire protection inspection procedure.

(b)(S)

Dan
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Satorius, Mark

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Colleagues:

jean.brown@gsa.gov

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:31 PM

&FEB_ONLY__ FEB_Executive_Committee_cc_List@gsa.gov; &FEB_ONLY__FEB_List_2
@gsa.gov; &FEB_ONLY__FEB_Master_List@gsa.gov;
&FEB_ONLY__Federal_Midwest_Human_Resources_Council@gsa.gov

furlough scenarios - useful link

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:

Grobe, Jack

il (b)(6)

Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:33:33 PM

(b)(6)

DN 1912 of 2796




(b)(6)
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(b)(®)
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From: Brown, Frederick

To: re im!

Cc: Givvines, Mary; Westreich, Barry; Cheok, Michael
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. | don’t know

the level of effort involved.

Beyond that, I'm not aware of any current activities.
Fred

Fr:c;r;;_Fefrell; ;(imbe.dy- -
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 4:54 PM
To: Brown, Frederick; Evans, Michele; Ferrell, Kimberly; Giitter, Joseph; Givvines, 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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Erom: L, Joseph

To: Bogle, Sue

Cc: Chanc, Helen .

Subject: RE: Files Attached for SEP: Individual Evaluation (after Amendment 002 to Translation Services, Corrective
Actions)

Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:34:00 PM

Hi Sue:

| 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 | 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

Frbm: 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? | 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:

OCO~NDIO DB WN--

" New proposal submitted. Attached proposal replaces earlier proposai.
** 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

Mulitimedia Communications Branch
http://www.internal.nrc.gov/ADM
AV-Photo.Resqurce@nrc.goy

VTC. r nrc.gov

Helen Chang, ADM/DAS/MCB
Mail Stop: TWFN 06-E20
Room: TWFN 06-E25

Phone: 301-415-7323
Blackberry: | (0)(6) |
Fax: 301-415-5132
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From: Domsev, Cynthia -

To: Cheok, Michae}
Subject: RE: local voucher
Date: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:38:29 PM

Great, keep me posted, so, | 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. | 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 iocal 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
OWEN - O-13F14
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From: do_not replv@flearonre.plateau.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.

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 | 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:
viTraini rdinators.c

Please tell us whether this notification was helpful by clicking on the following link.

RAAARRAKRAR KA AN IR AN RRAR R AR R AN RN R A AARARARARA RN AN A A AR SRR RA N

*Please DO NOT REPLY. This email address is automated and unattended”
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From: etravelservices@carison.com

To: Boger, Bruce; Ross, Robin -
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.

i e to | cki m
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McKelvey, Harold

. From: Collins, EImo
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, | am going to conduct a liaison visit in April

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
Rockvitle, MD 20852
301-492-2212 (office)
301-492-2243 (fax)
(b)(6) (BlackBerry)

VETEEER

valund * Eaprricncaad s Toainae

 Supporting the
Employment of\eterans

99
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From: Burneil, Scott

To: iaqo, 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 1:45PM
To: 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,

P

Patricia A. Santiago

Chief, Special Projects Branch
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: Owen, Lucy

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 1:48 PM

To: Collins, Elmo; Howell, Art; Hays, Myra; Pellet, John; Caniano, Roy; Cain, Chuck; Kennedy,
Kriss; Pruett, Troy; Vegel, Anton

Cc: Maier, Bill; Dricks, Victor; Uselding, Lara

Subject: EDO Alignment Prebriefs for CM Meetings (23).doc

Attachments: EDO Alignment Prebriefs for CM Meetings (23).doc

Good Afternoon — If you would like to attend a listed prebrief, please let me know and | will

arrange for a bridge number.

Thanks.
Lucy
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EDO ALIGNMENT/PRE-BRIEFS FOR COMMISSION MEETINGS

03/24/11
(9:00 — 12:30)

Updated: 03/16/11

Part 50.46a Rulemaking Risk-Informed ECCS Rule

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03/29/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Small Modular Reactors

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

03/31/11 (Closed)
(2:30 - 3:30)

01/31/11 @ 4:00 pm
03/14/11 @ 4:00 pm

01/27/11 @ 1:30 pm (Rescheduled from 1:00 pm)
03/17111 @ 3:00 pm

Discussion of Management Issues

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

04/19/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Part 37 Rulemaking

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

04/28/11
(9:00 — 12:15)
ITAAC Related Activities

EDO Alignment:
EDO Pre-brief:

CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 02/01/11 @ 3:00 pm
CANCELLED NOT NEEDED - 03/21/10 @ 3:00 pm

02/10111 @ 1:00 pm
03/31/11 @ 10:00 am

02/28/11 @ 3:30 pm (Rescheduled from 3:00)
04/18/11 @ 4:00 pm

DN 1925 of 2796




05/03/11
(9:30 - 10:30)
Human Capital and EEO

EDO Alignment: 03/17/11 @ 1:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 04/26/11 @ 10:00 am

05112111
(9:00 - 12:00)
Cumulative Effects of Reactor Regulation

EDO Alignment: 03/22/111 @ 9:00 am
EDO Pre-brief: 05/02/11 @ 3:00 pm

05/27111
(9:00 - 12:00)
Briefing on Resuits of AARM

EDO Alignment: 03/28/11 @ 3:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 05/12/11 @ 3:00 pm

06/02/11
(9:00 - 12:00)
Final EP Rule

EDO Alignment: 04/06/11 @ 3:00 pm (Rescheduled from 04/03/11)

EDO Pre-brief: 05/1711 @ 10:00 am

06/06/11
{9:00 — 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting wWACRS

EDO Alignment: 03/29/11 @ 4:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 05/19/111 @ 3:00 pm

06/16/11
(9:00 ~ 12:00)
International Activities or Potential Meeting w/ACRS

EDO Alignment:  04/26/11 @ 1:00 pm
EDO Pre-brief: 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-1784.
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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 | have one....)....

Eric J. Leeds, Director

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-1270
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: Fifth Review Meeting of the Contracting Parties to the
COnV@'mon on NUClear Safay Canvention on Nuclear Safety
April 4 — 14,2011
Vienna, Austria

Convention on Nuclear Safety

Annotated Agenda
CNS Review Meeting: Opening Plenary
April 4,2011

Document Control Reference:

CNS 2011 RM/AA, April 4, 2011
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From:

To:

Subject:
Date:
Importance:

Golia, Joe

Valentine, Nicholea

RE: DPRs update for Pandemic Plan 2nd qgtr
Wednesday, March 16, 2011 2:01:00 PM
High

(b)(5)

From: Valentine, Nicholee

Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 11:10 A
To: Jones(NRR}, Latoya; Golla, Joe
Subject: DPRs update for Pandemic Plan 2nd gtr

Please use this email as DPR’s response to ticket number: Y020080250

Thanks-
Nikki
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From: lentine, Michol
To: Gotls_Jog
Subject: Qut 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: n le)

To: Burnell, 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 Congressional Yellow Book is
ready for you to use as a research assistant and reference guide for the U.S. House and Senate.

The Congressignal 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 cades 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 subscribe
Or - download this fgr_m and fax

The Conaressignal 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