








Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:14 PM

To: Kratchman, Jessica

Cc: Lehman, Bryce

Subject: RE: FW: PRM 50-109 Comment Resolution Meeting: Comment 8

Hello Jessie ~ As indicated by Bryce, | suggest that we postpone this meeting to Aug 6 or 7. | have not made
much progress in the preparation of the response due to being very busy with Seabrook and Davis-Besse LRA
reviews, and will be on travel tomorrow thru Fri.

Thanks.
George

----- Original Appointment-----

From: Lehman, Bryce

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55 PM

To: Kratchman, Jessica

Cc: Thomas, George

Subject: Tentative: FW: PRM 50-109 Comment Resolution Meeting: Comment 8

When: Monday, July 27, 2015 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).
Where: HQ-OWFN-12B02-12p

Jessica,

| am out of town next Monday and will be unable to attend the meeting. Additionally | have been very busy and
have not been able to help George with preparation of the response. Would it be possible if we delayed this
meeting until August 6 or 77 | would be able to participate at that point and it would give me a bit more time to
help finalize the response.

Thanks,
Bryce


















| am the NRR PM managing a recent petition issued under 10 CFR 2.802, petition for rulemaking
(PRM), regarding the use of visual inspection in the identification of alkali-silica reaction (ASR) concrete
degradation. The petitioner is C-10 Research. C-10 has petitioned the NRC to require that all licensees
comply with ACI 349.3R, and ASTM C 856-11. They feel the current reliance on a visual inspection
does not adequately identify ASR or provide the current state of ASR damage. While the petitioner
refers to Seabrook within the petition, they have identified this as a fleet-wide concern.

1 would like to request a member of your staff to be on my working group to resolve this petition. The
working group will normally meet once or twice a month, support the Petition Review Board
presentation, and write various sections of the FRN to disposition the PRM.

The C-10 petition is attached to this e-mail for your review. We are currently sending out the FRN to
formally notice the acceptance and docking of the petition. We are also asking for public comments on
the PRM at the same time. Please let me know who you believe should be the lead technical
organization for this effort,

Please let me know who from your staff will be participating in the PRM working group by COB
December 3, 2014. | have included individuals from RES/DRA/ETB, NRR/DE/EMCB, NRR/DLR/RPB1,
NRO/DARR/NARGB, ADM/RADB.

Let me know if you have any questions.

-Jessie

Jessica Kratchman, candidate DrPH
Division of Policy and Rulemaking

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-5112






the PRM at the same time. Please let me know who you believe should be the lead technical
organization for this effort,

Please let me know who from your staff will be participating in the PRM working group by COB
December 3, 2014. | have included individuals from RES/DRA/ETB, NRR/DE/EMCB, NRR/DLR/RPB1,
NRO/DARR/NARGB, ADM/RADB.

Let me know if you have any questions.

-Jessie

Jessica Kratchman, candidate DrPH
Division of Policy and Rulemaking

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-5112












issue, and we are treating it as such. | have also included the draft Notice of Docketing FRN (being issued for
public comments); hopefully this will be issued soon after the New Year. And finally, for your background, |
attached the sufficiency determination that | provided to ADMIN regarding this petition.

Feel free to call-in to the kick off meeting, bridge line information is provided. And if you have any questions
prior to the meeting feel free to contact me.

Thanks and | look forward to working with everyone!

-Jessie

Jessica Kratchman, candidate DrPH
Division of Policy and Rulemaking

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-5112




















































































To: Bower, Fred L <Fred.Bower@nrc.gov>; BANIC, MERRILEE J <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.gov>; STUCHELL, SHELDON D
<Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: CARNEAL, JASON B <Jason.Carneal @nrc.gov>; KHANNA, MEENA K <Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; LORSON, RAYMOND K
<Raymond.Lorson@nrc.gov>; KROHN, PAUL G <Paul.Krohn@nrc.gov>; CATALDO, PAUL C <Paul.Cataldo@nrc.gov>;
TAYLOR, ROBERT M <Robert.Taylar@nrc.gov>; POOLE, JUSTIN C <Justin.Poole@nrc.gov>; ENNIS, Rick B
<Rick.Ennis@nrc.gov>; KRATCHMAN, JESSICA A <Jessica.Kratchman@nrc.gov>; Inverso, Tara X <Tara.Inverso@nrc.gov>
Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner

Fred,
| am fine with PRM-72-6 and the 2.206 petition.

I would check with the Rulemaking people on PRM-50-109 and how they want the current status categorized.

Thanks.
John

From: Bower, Fred L

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 1:26 PM

To: LAMB, JOHN G <John.Lamb@nrc.gov>; BANIC, MERRILEE J <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.gov>; STUCHELL, SHELDON D
<Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: CARNEAL, JASON B <Jason.Carneal@nrc.gov>; KHANNA, MEENA K <Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; LORSON, RAYMOND K
<Raymond.Lorson@nrc.gov>; KROHN, PAUL G <Paul.Krohn@nrc.gov>; CATALDO, PAUL C <Paul.Cataldo@nrc.gov>;
TAYLOR, ROBERT M <Robert.Taylor@nrc.gov>; POOLE, JUSTIN C <Justin.Poole@nrc.zov>; ENNIS, Rick B
<Rick.Ennis@nrc.gov>; Bower, Fred L <Fred.Bower@nrc.gov>

Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner

John,

Below is what | plan to include in an enclosure to the Seabrook AAM Meeting Summary. Do you believe that it
is accurate?

Status of Petitions for Rulemaking (10 CFR 2.802) Submitted by C-10 Research and Education
Foundation, Inc. (C-10) to the NRC:

¢ Docket No. PRM-72-6; NRC-2008-0649, “Dry Cask Storage of Spent Fuel”: The docket for the
petition for rulemaking, PRM-72-6, is now considered closed by the NRC. The closure notification was
communicated in a letter to Ms. Sandra Gavutis, Executive Director of C-10, dated June 20, 2016
(ML15272A373)1,

¢ Docket No. PRM-50-109; NRC-2014-0257, “Improved Identification Techniques Against Alkali-
Silica Reaction Concrete Degradation at Nuclear Power Plants”: As described in an e-mail to C-10,
dated June 1, 2016 (ADAMS Accession No. ML16166A429), the NRC staff published PRM-50-109 in
1he Federal Reglster for comment on January 12 2015, and is currently being worked finalizing-its

Note: the status of open petitions for rulemaking dockets can be found on the NRC's website at:
htto://www.nre.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/rulemaking-ruleforum/petitions-by-vear/open-petitions-
all-yvears.himl, Additionally, subscriptions to updates of this webpage can be requested by following the
“subscribe to page updates” link at the top of the webpage linked above.




Status of Enforcement Petitions (10 CFR 2.206) Submitted by C-10 Research and Education

Foundation, Inc. (C-10) to the NRC:

« OEDOQ-16-00007 (ML16006A002) “Improved ldentification Techniques Against Alkali-Silica
Reaction Concrete Degradation at Seabrook”:

By e-mail dated March 23, 2016 (ML16083A245), C-10 was notified of the Petition Review Board's
(PRB's) initial recommendation that that the petition meets the fourth criteria for rejection in accordance
with MD 8.11, Section 11.C.2, “Criteria for Rejecting Petitions Under 10 CFR 2.206." Specifically, the
fourth criteria for rejection is that “[t]he request addresses deficiencies within existing NRC rules.”

On June 6, 2016, C-10 had a public meeting with the PRB in the NRC's Rockville, Maryland offices that
provided C-10 a second opportunity to discuss this petition. The final determination regarding this
petition is pending, but is expected to be issued soon.

The quarterly status reports of enforcement petitions under review are publically available on the
“Status Reports of Public Petitions Under Review,” webpage on the NRC's public website at:
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/petitions-2-206/monthly-reports.

From: LAMB, JOHN G

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 12:13 PM

To: BANIC, MERRILEE ! <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.gov>; STUCHELL, SHELDON D <Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: CARNEAL, JASON B <Jason.Carneal @nrc.gov>; KHANNA, MEENA K <Meena.i(hanna @nrc.gov; LORSON, RAYMOND K

Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner
Importance: High

Lee,

C-10 is referring to a petition for rulemaking (PRM) and not a 2.206 petition. C-10 uses the word petition
interchangeably for each process, which Is incorrect; these are 2 separate processes. Below is the story of the
PRM submitted by C-10 in 2008.

By letter dated November 24, 2008 (ADAMS Accession No. ML083470148), C-10 submitted a petition for
rulemaking regarding an upgrade to interim dry cask storage requirements. A notice of receipt of the petition
was published in the Federal Register on March 3, 2009 (74 FR 9178), with the comment period ending May
18, 2009. Specifically, the petitioner requested 12 rule changes concerning dry cask safety, security,
transferability, and longevity. The requested rule changes would address concerns about failure of cask
materials over long periods of time, the ability to detect these failures and assess storage cask construction
materials with respect to long-term storage; the need for dose rate and temperature monitoring on storage
casks at Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSIs); and storage cask vulnerability to weather-
related deterioration and sabotage.

The NRC published a Federal Register Notice (FRN) on October 16, 2012 (77 FR 63254), acknowledging that
the petition would be partially considered in the rulemaking process. The FRN stated that the Commission
denied nine of the petitioner's requests (Requests 1, 2, 3, 5 through 8, 10, and 12), as listed in the “Petition
Summary,” and would consider Request 11 in the proposed rulemaking titled “Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation Security Requirements for Radiological Sabotage” (NRC-2009-0558; 3150-Al78). The FRN stated
that the NRC was deferring action on two requests (Requests 4 and 9) for future rulemaking determinations.

3



Regarding Request 11, the NRC staff submitted a recommendation to the Commission in COMSECY-15-0024,
“Proposed Rulemaking on Security Requirements for Facilities Storing Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-level
Radioactive Waste,” dated September 11, 2015 (ADAMS Accession No. ML15230A009), to delay the
rulemaking related to ISFSI security requirements. The Commission approved the recommendation in Staff
Requirements - COMSECY-15-0024, “Proposed Rulemaking on Security Requirements for Facilities Storing
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-level Radioactive Waste,” dated October 6, 2015 (ADAMS Accession No.
ML15280A105).

By letter dated May 6, 2016 (ADAMS Accession No. ML16131A593), the NRC informed C-10 that the NRC
staff is continuing to evaluate the remaining two issues of the PRM-72-6 petition.

Thanks.
John

From: BANIC, MERRILEE J

Sent: Tuesday, june 28, 2016 11:57 AM

To: STUCHELL, SHELDON D <Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>
Cc: LAMB, JOHN G <lohn.Lamb@nrc.gov>

Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner

I'l bet she’s referring to her petitions for rulemaking. Will get the details.
| don’t have any other 2.206s from her,

From: STUCHELL, SHELDON D

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 11:17 AM

To: BANIC, MERRILEE J <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.gov>
Subject: FW: 2.206 Owner

Please do the research and give me info so | can respond for us.

Thanks

From: LORSON, RAYMOND K

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 10:08 AM

To: STUCHELL, SHELDON D <Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: Bower, Fred L <Fred.Bower(@nrc.gov>; KROHN, PAUL G <Paul.Krohn@nrc.gov>
Subject: 2.206 Owner

Sheldon - | hear that you are the lead for 2.2.06s within the agency. FY| — |last week, during the Seabrook
Annual Assessment Meeting, Sandy Gavutis from the C-10 organization provided a statement to the effect that
she has filed multiple 2.206 requests with the agency has never heard back or if she did hear back it was very
late after the initial filing. For example, she alleged a 2.206 was filed in the 2008 and she didn't get a response
until 2016. Do you have a master list of 2.206 requests and can you search to see if you have any information
refated to responses to Sandy at C-10? { would like to be able to close the loop to at least let her know what, if
anything, we have open and are working on? If there is any truth to taking several years to closing one of her
requests would be interested in any insights as to why the process seemed to take so long.

Thanks

Ray
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Requests Regarding the Location and Recording of Future Seabrook Annual Assessment
Meetings (AAMs):

The NRC issues reports on performance for each nuclear power plant twice a year: a mid-cycle
assessment report that covers the 12 months ending at the mid-point of the year, and an annual
assessment covering the calendar year, Following the release of the annual assessment letters
each March, the NRC meets with the public to discuss our assessment of plant performance
and other issues of interest. Seabrook was in “Column 1” of the NRC’s oversight action matrix
for all of 2015. Column 1, referred to as “Licensee Response’, signifies that a plant is operating
satisfactorily and only the baseline level of inspection is warranted by the NRC’s Reactor
Oversight Process (ROP). Additional information on the ROP can be located here:
http://www.nrc.gov/INRR/OVERSIGHT/ASSESS/

For plants, such as Seabrook in 2015, that have been in Column 1 during the entire assessment
period, our process allows several options for the type of outreach effort to be conducted near
the site. Open houses and community outreach events are typically held for plants in this
category. They are designed to provide local officials and residents who live near the plant an
opportunity to have one-on-one conversations with the NRC staff. When identifying a location
to hold annual assessment meetings, the agency considers a number of factors, including the
type of meeting, expected number of attendees, availability of facilities that can accommodate
the meeting, and ease of access to the facility for all interested individuals. The NRC normally
selects meeting facilities that are located near the plant so those individuals most affected by
plant operation can easily attend. Such a central location also avoids putting an excessive
burden on any member of the public, whatever direction they may live from the plant. For these
reasons, Seabrook annual assessment meetings have typically been held in Hampton, New
Hampshire. Its centralized location and proximity to major roadways has provided effective
access for residents from all the communities surrounding Seabrook to attend prior annual
assessment meetings and should not present an impediment to any interested citizens living in
the emergency planning zone (EPZ) from attending the meeting. The NRC has not recorded
the Seabrook AAMs in the past and typically does not record AAMs. The format and location of
the AAM to discuss Seabrook’s 2016 performance assessment will be determined and
communicated shortly after the release of the annual assessment letter in March 2017.



2016 Seabrook Annual Assessment Meeting Questions From Attendees
¢ How does the NRC expect to predict ASR progression without testing? (Diane)
e Can meetings be recorded? (Joanne)*

* Why do petitions take so long? What is the status of our petitions? (Sandra — Director of
C-10)*

* What is the extent of core acquisition and corrosion of the rebar? (Ted Vanhall)

*Indicated questions which the NRC verbally agreed to respond to






For PRM-72-6: Can | use the second sentence in the first paragraph on the second page of the Secy Letter
(ML15272A373) that states: “The docket for the petition for rulemaking, PRM-72-6, is now considered closed
by the NRC."

For PRM-50-109: Instead of saying it is “working,” can paraphrase the second half of the second paragraph of
Jason Carneal's email (ML16166A429) that states: “Regarding status of the review, PRM-50-109 is currently in
the determination step described in § 2.803(h) of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations, specifically in the
box labelled "Petition Determination and Petition Docket Closure" in ML14259A474. In this step, the NRC's
technical staff is finalizing its recommendation to the Commission, which is the final decision authority on
petitions for rulemaking.”

My draft meeting summary is attached for info.

All questions asked during the meeting (as recorded by the resident inspector, Chris Newport) are also
attached for information.

Please let me know.
Thanks,

Fred

From: LAMB, JOHN G

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 2:06 PM

To: Bower, Fred L <Fred.Bower@nrc.zov>; BANIC, MERRILEE J <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.gov>; STUCHELL, SHELDON D
<Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: CARNEAL, JASON B <Jason.Carneal @nrc.gov>; KHANNA, MEENA K <Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; LORSON, RAYMOND K
<Raymond.Lorson@nrc.zov>; KROHN, PAUL G <Paul.Krohn@nrec.gov>; CATALDO, PAUL C <Paul.Cataldo@nrc.gov>;
TAYLOR, ROBERT M <Robert.Taylor@nrc.gov>; POOLE, JUSTIN C <Justin.Poole@nrc.gov>; ENNIS, Rick B
<Rick.Ennis@nrc.gov>; KRATCHMAN, JESSICA A <Jessica.Kratchman@nrc.zov>; Inverso, Tara X <Tara.Inverso@nrc.gov>
Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner

Fred,
| am fine with PRM-72-6 and the 2.206 petition.
| would check with the Rulemaking people on PRM-50-109 and how they want the current status categorized.

Thanks.
John

From: Bower, Fred L

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 1:26 PM

To: LAMB, JOHN G <John.Lamb @nrc.gov>; BANIC, MERRILEE J <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.pov>; STUCHELL, SHELDON D
<Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: CARNEAL, JASON B <Jason.Carneal @nrc.zov>; KHANNA, MEENA K <Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; LORSON, RAYMOND K
<Raymond.Lorson @nrc.gov>; KROHN, PAUL G <Paul.Krohn@nrc.gov>; CATALDO, PAUL C <Paul.Cataldo@nrc.zov>;
TAYLOR, ROBERT M <Robert.Taylor @nrc.gov>; POOLE, JUSTIN C <Justin.Poole @nrc.gov>; ENNIS, Rick B
<Rick.Ennis@nrc.cov>; Bower, Fred L <Fred.Bower@nrc.gov>

Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner

John,



Below is what | plan to include in an enclosure to the Seabrook AAM Meeting Summary. Do you believe that it
is accurate?

Status of Petitions for Rulemaking (10 CFR 2.802) Submitted by C-10 Research and Education
Foundation, Inc. (C-10) to the NRC:

Docket No. PRM-72-6; NRC-2008-0649, “Dry Cask Storage of Spent Fuel”: The docket for the
petition for rulemaking, PRM-72-6, is now considered closed by the NRC. The closure notification was
communicated in a letter to Ms. Sandra Gavutis, Executive Director of C-10, dated June 20, 2016
(ML15272A373)".,

Docket No. PRM-50-109; NRC-2014-0257, “Improved ldentification Techniques Against Alkali-
Silica Reaction Concrete Degradation at Nuclear Power Plants”: As described in an e-mail to C-10,
dated June 1, 2016 (ADAMS Accession No. ML16166A429), the NRC staff published PRM-50-109 in
the Federal Reglster for comment on January 12 2015 and is currently being worked finalizing-ite

Note: the status of open petitions for rulemaking dockets can be found on the NRC's website at:
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/rulemaking-ruleforum/petitions-by-year/open-petitions-
all-years.html. Additionally, subscriptions to updates of this webpage can be requested by following the
“subscribe to page updates” link at the top of the webpage linked above.

Status of Enforcement Petitions (10 CFR 2.206) Submitted by C-10 Research and Education
Foundation, Inc. (C-10) to the NRC:

OEDO-16-00007 (ML16006A002) “Improved Identification Techniques Against Alkali-Silica
Reaction Concrete Degradation at Seabrook”:

By e-mail dated March 23, 2016 (ML16083A245), C-10 was notified of the Petition Review Board's
(PRB's) initial recommendation that that the petition meets the fourth criteria for rejection in accordance
with MD 8.11, Section 11.C.2, “Criteria for Rejecting Petitions Under 10 CFR 2.206." Specifically, the
fourth criteria for rejection is that “[t]he request addresses deficiencies within existing NRC rules.”

On June 6, 2016, C-10 had a public meeting with the PRB in the NRC’s Rockville, Maryland offices that
provided C-10 a second opportunity to discuss this petition. The final determination regarding this
petition is pending, but is expected to be issued soon.

The quarterly status reports of enforcement petitions under review are publically available on the
“Status Reports of Public Petitions Under Review,” webpage on the NRC's public website at:
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/petitions-2-206/monthly-reports.

From: LAMB, JOHN G

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 12:13 PM

To: BANIC, MERRILEE J <Merrilee.Banic@nrc.gov>; STUCHELL, SHELDON D <Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>

Cc: CARNEAL, JASON B <Jason.Carneal@nrc.zov>; KHANNA, MEENA K <Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; LORSON, RAYMOND K
<Raymond.Lorson@nrc.cov>; Bower, Fred L <Fred.Bower@nrc.gov>; KROHN, PAUL G <Paul.Krohn@nrc.gov>; CATALDO,

PAUL C <Paul.Cataldo@nrc.cov>; TAYLOR, ROBERT M <Robert. Taylor@nrc.gov>; POOLE, JUSTIN C
<Justin.Poole @nrc.gov>; ENNIS, Rick B <Rick.Ennis@nrc.gov>




Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner
Importance: High

Lee,

C-10 is referring to a petition for rulemaking (PRM) and not a 2.206 petition. C-10 uses the word petition
interchangeably for each process, which is incorrect; these are 2 separate processes. Below is the story of the
PRM submitted by C-10 in 2008.

By letter dated November 24, 2008 (ADAMS Accession No. ML083470148), C-10 submitted a petition for
rulemaking regarding an upgrade to interim dry cask storage requirements. A notice of receipt of the petition
was published in the Federal Register on March 3, 2009 (74 FR 9178), with the comment period ending May
18, 2009. Specifically, the petitioner requested 12 rule changes concerning dry cask safety, security,
transferability, and longevity. The requested rule changes would address concerns about failure of cask
materials over long periods of time, the ability to detect these failures and assess storage cask construction
materials with respect to long-term storage; the need for dose rate and temperature monitoring on storage
casks at Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSIs); and storage cask vulnerability to weather-
related deterioration and sabotage.

The NRC published a Federal Register Notice (FRN) on October 16, 2012 (77 FR 63254), acknowledging that
the petition would be partially considered in the rulemaking process. The FRN stated that the Commission
denied nine of the petitioner’s requests (Requests 1, 2, 3, 5 through 8, 10, and 12), as listed in the “Petition
Summary,” and would consider Request 11 in the proposed rulemaking titled “Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation Security Requirements for Radiological Sabotage” (NRC-2009-0558; 3150-Al78). The FRN stated
that the NRC was deferring action on two requests (Requests 4 and 9) for future rulemaking determinations.

Regarding Request 11, the NRC staff submitted a recommendation to the Commission in COMSECY-15-0024,
“Proposed Rulemaking on Security Requirements for Facilities Storing Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-level
Radioactive Waste,” dated September 11, 2015 (ADAMS Accession No. ML15230A009), to delay the
rulemaking related to ISFSI security requirements. The Commission approved the recommendation in Staff
Requirements - COMSECY-15-0024, “Proposed Rulemaking on Security Requirements for Facilities Storing
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-level Radioactive Waste," dated October 6, 2015 (ADAMS Accession No.
ML15280A105).

By letter dated May 6, 2016 (ADAMS Accession No. ML16131A593), the NRC informed C-10 that the NRC
staff is continuing to evaluate the remaining two issues of the PRM-72-6 petition.

Thanks.
John

From: BANIC, MERRILEE ]

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 11:57 AM

To: STUCHELL, SHELDON D <Sheldon.Stuchell@nrc.gov>
Cc: LAMB, JOHN G <John.Lamb@nrc.gov>

Subject: RE: 2.206 Owner

I'll bet she's referring to her petitions for rulemaking. Will get the details.
| don't have any other 2.206s from her.

From: STUCHELL, SHELDON D
Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 11:17 AM

Subject: FW: 2.206 Owner
























Reqguests Regarding the Location and Recording of Future Seabrook Annual Assessment
Meetings (AAMs):

The NRC issues reports on performance for each nuclear power plant twice a year: a mid-cycle
assessment report that covers the 12 months ending at the mid-point of the year, and an annual
assessment covering the calendar year. Following the release of the annual assessment letters
each March, the NRC meets with the public to discuss our assessment of plant performance
and other issues of interest. Seabrook was in “Column 1" of the NRC's oversight action matrix
for all of 2015. Column 1, referred to as “Licensee Response”, signifies that a plant is operating
satisfactorily and only the baseline level of inspection is warranted by the NRC's Reactor
Oversight Process (ROP). Additional information on the ROP can be located here:
http://www.nrc.gov/NRR/OVERSIGHT/ASSESS/

For plants, such as Seabrook in 2015, that have been in Column 1 during the entire assessment
period, our process allows several options for the type of outreach effort to be conducted near
the site. Open houses and community outreach events are typically held for plants in this
category. They are designed to provide local officials and residents who live near the plant an
opportunity to have one-on-one conversations with the NRC staff. When identifying a location
to hold annual assessment meetings, the agency considers a number of factors, including the
type of meeting, expected number of attendees, availability of facilities that can accommodate
the meeting, and ease of access to the facility for all interested individuals. The NRC normally
selects meeting facilities that are located near the plant so those individuals most affected by
plant operation can easily attend. Such a central location also avoids putting an excessive
burden on any member of the public, whatever direction they may live from the plant. For these
reasons, Seabrook annual assessment meetings have typically been held in Hampton, New
Hampshire. Its centralized location and proximity to major roadways has provided effective
access for residents from all the communities surrounding Seabrook to attend prior annual
assessment meetings and should not present an impediment to any interested citizens living in
the emergency planning zone (EPZ) from attending the meeting. The NRC has not recorded
the Seabrook AAMs in the past. The NRC's plans regarding the format (open-house, town hall
and/or other), location and recording of the AAM to discuss Seabrook’s 2016 performance
assessment will be determined and communicated shortly after the release of the annual
assessment letter in March 2017.

Enclosure 2










































Cec: "Lehman, Bryce" <Bryce.Lehman(@nrc.gov>, "Helton, Shana" <Shana.Helton( nre.gov>, "Caldwell,
Robert" <Robert.Caldwell@inre.gov>, "Thomas, Brian" <Brian. Thomas(@nre.gov>, "Campbell, Tison"
<Tison.Campbell@nre. pov>, "Ghosh, Anita" <Anita.Ghosh@nre.gov>, "Lappert, Glenna"
<Glenna.Lappert@nrc.gov>

Cindy, Eric, Cynthia, Chris, and Mary:

Good evening, DRM is requesting your re-concurrence of C-10's petition for rulemaking (PRM), whereby they
requested the NRC to amend its regulations to provide improved identification techniques for better protection
against concrete degradation due to alkali-silica reaction (ASR) at U.S. nuclear power plants. Specifically, the
petitioner requested that the NRC require all licensees to comply with ACI 349.3R, “Evaluation of Existing
Nuclear Safety-Related Concrete Structures” and ASTM Standard C856-11, “Standard Practice for
Petrographic Examination of Hardened Concrete.”

The staff had placed this document into concurrence a while back, and received quite a bit of comments from
OEDO, and due to other high priority workload, was not able to work on this until recently. Because there are
quite a few changes that were made to address OEDO’s comments, we are asking for the appropriate
organizations to re-review and re-concur. In order to help with your review, we have provided compare and
clean versions from the time that the package was reviewed, previously.

We'd appreciate any comments and your concurrence by Friday, 2/16. We will then request NRR and RES FO
concurrence.

Please contact me or Bryce Lehman if you have any comments or concerns.

Thanks,
Meena









Thanks so much for your support to us,

Meena






























Thanks,

Jenny






- WG members should review their assigned comments/ issues and determine which require a
dedicated WG meeting. If the comment response appears to be straightforward, the responses may be
circulated to the WG for discussion instead of holding a WG meeting.

o Respond to Jessie COB April 23.

- lessie will develop a schedule for comment/ issue resolution WG meetings- send to the WG by COB
April 28.

o First comment/ issue resolution working group meeting will take place in early May.

- As WG members identify background documents- send them to Jessie.

o Jessie will post to SharePoint site.

- WG members should regularly check SharePoint site for updates.

o All materials will be updated to reflect today’s meeting- please work off the most current
versions.

- Jessie will post an example of FRN that includes comment responses to the SharePoint site.

Reminder: SharePoint site link: http://fusion.nrc.gov/nrr/team/dpr/prmb/rulemaking/PRM-50-
109/SitePages/Home.aspx

This meeting summary will be added to the file: Meeting summary document on SharePoint Site.

Thanks to everyone for your participation and support!
-Jessie

Jessica Kratchman, candidate DrPH
Division of Policy and Rulemaking

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulations

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301-415-5112









Comments? Yes
Vote Comments Commissioner Baran's vote with comments and edits attached.
Assignee RGK






From: Bladey, Cindy

Sent: Wednesday, October 02, 2019 6:20 PM

To: Shepherd, Jill <Jill.Shepherd-Vladimir @nrc.gov>

Subject: FW: Draft SRM - SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and
Education Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Please take a look.

From: Moore, Wendy

Sent: Wednesday, October 02, 2019 4:45 PM

To: Bladey, Cindy <Cindy.Bladey@nrc.gov>; Delesus, Anthony <Anthony.Delesus@nrc.zov>; Borges Roman, Jennifer
<Jennifer.BorgesRoman @nrc.gov>

Subject: FW: Draft SRM - SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and
Education Foundation (PRM-50-109)

FYI

From: Moare, Wendy

Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2019 3:42 PM

To: Averbach, Andrew <Andrew.Averbach @nrc.gov>; Baran_Distribution <Baran Distribution@nrc.gov>;
Caputo_Distribution <Caputo_Distribution@nrc.gov>; Clark, Brooke <Brooke.Clark @nrc.gov>; Spencer, Mary
<Mary.Spencer@nrc.gov>; Svinicki_Distribution <Svinicki Distribution@nrc.gov>; Wright_Distribution

<Wright Distribution @nrc.gov>; Zobler, Marian <Marian.Zobler@nrc.gov>

Cc: Bavol, Rochelle <Rochelle.Bavol @nrc.gov>; Bush, Tyesha <Tvesha.Bush@nrc.gov>; Chazell, Russell

<Russell.Chazell @nrc.gov>; EDO_ETAs <EDQ_ETAs @nrc.gov>; Ficks, Ben <Ben,Ficks@nrc.gov>; Hudson, Sharon
<Sharon.Hudson@nrc.gov>; Laufer, Richard <Richard.Laufer @nrc.gov>; McGovern, Denise
<Denise.McGovern@nrc.gov>; Moore, Wendy <Wendy.Moore @nrc.zov>; Shea, Pamela <Pamela.Shea@nrc.gov>; Vietti-
Cook, Annette <Annette.Vietti-Cook @nrc.gov>; Whited, Jeffrey <Jeffrey. Whited @nrc.gov>; Wylie, Maureen
<Maureen.Wylie @nrc.gov>

Subject: Draft SRM - SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Good afternoon,

As provided in the Internal Commission Procedures, the staff is “...afforded an opportunity to review the SRM
to ensure that the Commission decision is clear and understandable and that resource, schedular, and legal
constraints are properly considered.”

Draft Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM), SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking
Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education Foundation (PRM-50-109). Your response to this draft

SRM is requested by COB, Friday, October 4, 2019. Commission offices should reply all with their
responses.

Any staff comments regarding this draft SRM should be addressed to Richard Laufer, Jeffrey Whited, Pam
Shea, and Denise McGovern. Comments from OEDO offices should be provided by the OEDO.

Thank you,

Wendy

Wendy Moore
Adminigtrative and LitigationAnalyst (Rotation)
ﬁiwofmsmq

OWFN-16B16
M/S OWFN-16B33
301-415-1969










In an effort to keep the NRC staff informed of Commission decisions in a timely manner, attached for your
information is Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking
signed by the Secretary, Wednesday, October 16, 2019. Please make additional distribution to interested staff
members in your office.

Please note: This will be released to the public 5 working days after the dispatch of the letter to the
Petitioner.

Thank you.

Tyesha Y. Bush

Program Assistant

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the Secretary of the Commission
Office: (301)-415-1969

Location: OWFN-16B14






To: Philip, Jacob <Jacob.Philip@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce <Bryce.Lehman@nrc.gov>; Thomas, George
<George.Thomas2 @nrc.gov>

Cc: Soto Lugo, Soly <Soly.SotoLugo@nrc.gov>

Subject: FW: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Importance: High

Good afternoon

Please find below the SRM for the denial of PRM-50-109.
Please let me know by 3pm tomorrow, if you have any concern with the proposed edits.
My apologies for the short-turnaround.

Thanks

Yanely Malavs Veloy

Project Manager

US Nuciear Regufatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Material and Safeguards
Division of Rulemaking

(=] yanely.malave@nrc.qov
7% 301-415-1519

From: Bush, Tyesha

Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2019 1:25 PM

To: Averbach, Andrew <Andrew.Averbach@nrc.gov>; Baran_Distribution <Baran_Distribution@nrc.gov>; Blake,
Kathleen <Kathleen.Blake@nrc.gov>; Bollwerk, Paul <Paul.Bollwerk@ nrc.gov>; Caputo_Distribution

limenez, Patricia <Patricia.Jimenez@nrc.gov>; Mayberry, Theresa <Theresa.Mayberry@nrc.gov>; NRC_ODs_DODs
<NRC 0Ds DODs@nrc.gov>; OCA Distribution <OCADistribution@nrc.zov>; OPA Resource <OPA.Resource @nrc.gov>;

<RidsOcaaMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsOcfoMailCenter Resource <RidsOcfoMailCenter.Resource @nrc.govs;
RidsOgcMailCenter Resource <RidsOgcMailCenter.Resource @ nrc.gov>; RidsOigMailCenter Resource
<RidsOigMailCenter.Resource@nrc.gov>; RidsOipMailCenter Resource <RidsOipMailCenter.Resource @nrc.govs;
Spencer, Mary <Mary.Spencer@nrc.gov>; Sprogeris, Patricia <Patricia.Sprogeris@nrc.gov>; Svinicki_Distribution
<Svinicki_Distribution@nrc.gov>; Wright_Distribution <Wright Distribution@nrc.gov>

Cc: Bavol, Rochelle <Rochelle.Bavol@nrc.zov>; Borges Roman, Jennifer <Jennifer.BorgesRoman@nrc.gov>; Chazell,
Russell <Russell.Chazell@nrc.gov>; Laufer, Richard <Richard.Laufer@nrc.zov>; McGovern, Denise
<Denise.McGovern@nrec.gov>; NMSS Rulemaking <NMSSRulemaking @nrc.gov>; Shea, Pamela <Pamela.Shea@nrc.gov>;
Sola, Clara <Clara.Sola@nrc.gov>; Whited, Jeffrey <Jeffrey.Whited @nrc.gov>; Khanna, Meena
<Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce <Bryce.Lehman@nrc.gov>

Subject: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Good aftemoon,

in an effort to keep the NRC staff informed of Commission decisions in a timely manner, attached for your
information is Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking
Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education Foundation (PRM-50-109) (ADAMS No.: ML19289B966),
signed by the Secretary, Wednesday, October 16, 2019. Please make additional distribution to interested staff
members in your office.

Please note: This will be released to the public 5 working days after the dispatch of the letter to the
Petitioner.
2



Thank you.

Tyesha Y. Bush

Program Assistant

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the Secretary of the Commission
Office: (301)-415-1969

Location: OWFN-16B14









| reviewed the proposed edits in the SRM. | recommend making the changes as highlighted and commented
on pages 13, 15 and 20. The reason for the recommended edits are provided in the comment box therein.

Thanks,
George

From: Malave-Velez, Yanely

Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2019 2:26 PM )

To: Philip, Jacob <Jacob.Philip@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce <Bryce.Lehman@nrc.gov>; Thomas, George
<George.Thomas2@nrc.gov>

Cc: Soto Lugo, Soly <Soly.SotoLugo@nrc.gov>

Subject: FW: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Importance: High

Good afternoon

Please find below the SRM for the denial of PRM-50-109.
Please let me know by 3pm tomorrow, if you have any concern with the proposed edits.
My apologies for the short-turnaround.

Thanks

Wunety Malaos Vedgy

Project Manager

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission -
Office of Nuclear Material and Safeguards
Division of Rulemaking

[=7 yanely.malave@nrc.gov

77 301-415-1519

From: Bush, Tyesha

Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2019 1;25 PM

To: Averbach, Andrew <Andrew.Averbach@nrc.gov>; Baran_Distribution <Baran_Distribution@nrc.zov>; Blake,
Kathleen <Kathleen.Blake@nrc.gov>; Bollwerk, Paul <Paul.Bollwerk@nrc.gov>; Caputo_Distribution

<Caputo Distribution@nrc.gov>; EDO_ETAs <EDO ETAs@nrc.gov>; Hudson, Sharon <Sharon.Hudson @nrc.gov>;
Jimenez, Patricia <Patricia.Jimenez@nrc.gov>; Mayberry, Theresa <Theresa.Mayberry@nrc.gov>; NRC_ODs_DODs
<NRC ODs DODs@nrc.gov>; OCA Distribution <OCADistribution@nrc.gov>; OPA Resource <OPA.Resource @nrc.zov>;
RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource <RidsEdoDraftSrmVote.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsOcaaMailCenter Resource
<RidsOcaaMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsOcfoMailCenter Resource <RidsOcfoMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>;
RidsOgcMailCenter Resource <RidsOgcMailCenter.Resource@nrc.zov>; RidsOigMailCenter Resource
<RidsOigMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsOipMailCenter Resource <RidsQipMailCenter.Resource@nrc.gov>;
Spencer, Mary <Mary.Spencer@nrc.gov>; Sprogeris, Patricia <Patricia.Sprogeris@nrc.gov>; Svinicki_Distribution
<Svinicki Distribution@nrc.gov>; Wright_Distribution <Wright Distribution@nrc.gov>

Cc: Bavol, Rochelle <Rochelle.Bavol@nrc.cov>; Borges Roman, Jennifer <Jennifer.BorgesRoman@nrc.gov>; Chazell,
Russell <Russell.Chazell @nrc.gov>; Laufer, Richard <Richard.Laufer@nrc.gov>; McGovern, Denise
<Denise.McGovern@nrc.gov>; NMSS Rulemaking <NMSSRulemaking @nrc.gov>; Shea, Pamela <Pamela.Shea@nrc.cov>;
Sola, Clara <Clara.Sola@nrc.zov>; Whited, Jeffrey <Jeffrey.Whited@nrc.gov>; Khanna, Meena
<Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce <Bryce.Lehman@nrc.gov>

Subject: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Good afternoon,



In an effort to keep the NRC staff informed of Commission decisions in a timely manner, attached for your
information is Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking
Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education Foundation (PRM-50-109) (ADAMS No.: ML19289B966),

signed by the Secretary, Wednesday, October 16, 2019. Please make additional distribution to interested staff
members in your office.

Please note: This will be released to the public 5 working days after the dispatch of the letter to the
Petitioner,

Thank you.

Tyesha Y. Bush

Program Assistant

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the Secretary of the Commission
Office: (301)-415-1969

Location: OWFN-16B14












From: Thomas, George

Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2019 10:21 AM

To: Malave-Velez, Yanely <Yanely.Malave-Velez@nrc.gov>

Cc: Soto Lugo, Soly <Soly.SotoLugo@nrc.gov>; Philip, Jacob <Jacob.Philip@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce
<Bryce.Lehman @nrc.gov>; Colaccino, Joseph <Joseph.Colaccino@nrc.gov>

Subject: RE: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Hello Yanely,

| reviewed the proposed edits in the SRM. | recommend making the changes as highlighted and commented
on pages 13, 15 and 20. The reason for the recommended edits are provided in the comment box therein.

Thanks,
George

From: Malave-Velez, Yanely

Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2019 2:26 PM

To: Philip, Jacob <Jacob.Philip@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce <Bryce.Lehman@nrc.gov>; Thomas, George
<George.Thomas2 @nrc.gov>

Cc: Soto Lugo, Soly <Soly.SotoLugo@nrc.gov>

Subject: FW: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Importance: High

Good afternoon

Please find below the SRM for the denial of PRM-50-109.
Please let me know by 3pm tomorrow, if you have any concern with the proposed edits.
My apologies for the short-turnaround.

Thanks

Qnely Malass Vel

Project Manager

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Material and Safeguards
Division of Rulemaking

(=7 yanely.malave@nrc.gov

&% 301-415-1519

From: Bush, Tyesha

Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2019 1:25 PM

To: Averbach, Andrew <Andrew.Averbach @nrc.gov>; Baran_Distribution <Baran Distribution@nrc.gov>; Blake,
Kathleen <Kathleen.Blake @nrc.gov>; Bollwerk, Paul <Paul.Bollwerk@nrc.gov>; Caputo_Distribution '
<Caputo Distribution@nrc.gov>; EDO_ETAs <EDO ETAs@nrc.gov>; Hudson, Sharon <Sharon.Hudson @nrc.govs;
Jimenez, Patricia <Patricia.Jimenez@nrc.gov>; Mayberry, Theresa <Theresa.Mayberry@nrc.gov>; NRC_ODs_DODs
<NRC ODs DODs@nrc.gov>; OCA Distribution <OCADistribution@nrc.gov>; OPA Resource <OPA.Resource@nrc.cov>;
RidsEdoDraftSrmVote Resource <RidsEdoDraftSrmVote.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsQOcaaMailCenter Resource
<RidsOcaaMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsOcfoMailCenter Resource <RidsOcfoMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>;
RidsOgcMailCenter Resource <RidsOgcMailCenter.Resource @nrc.gov>; RidsOigMailCenter Resource
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Spencer, Mary <Mary.Spencer@nrc.gov>; Sprogeris, Patricia <Patricia.Sprogeris@nrc.gov>; Svinicki_Distribution
<Svinicki_Distribution@nrc.gov>; Wright_Distribution <Wright Distribution@nrc.gov>

Cc: Bavol, Rochelle <Rochelle.Bavol@nrc.zov>; Borges Roman, Jennifer <Jennifer.BorgesRoman@nrc.gov>; Chazell,
Russell <Russell.Chazell@nrc.gov>; Laufer, Richard <Richard.Laufer@nrc.zov>; McGovern, Denise
<Denise.McGovern@nrc.zov>; NMSS Rulemaking <NMSSRulemaking @nrc.gov>; Shea, Pamela <Pamela.Shea@nrc.gov>;
Sola, Clara <Clara.Sola@nrc.gov>; Whited, Jeffrey <Jeffrey.Whited @nrc.gov>; Khanna, Meena
<Meena.Khanna@nrc.gov>; Lehman, Bryce <Bryce.Lehman@nrc.gov>

Subject: SRM-SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education
Foundation (PRM-50-109)

Good afternoon,

In an effort to keep the NRC staff informed of Commission decisions in a timely manner, attached for your
information is Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) SECY-18-0036: Denial of Petition for Rulemaking
Submitted by the C-10 Research and Education Foundation (PRM-50-109) (ADAMS No.: ML19289B966),
signed by the Secretary, Wednesday, October 16, 2019. Please make additional distribution to interested staff
members in your office.

Please note: This will be released to the public 5 working days after the dispatch of the letter to the
Petitioner.

Thank you.

Tyesha Y. Bush

Program Assistant

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the Sec:"etary of the Commission
Office: (301)-115-1969

Location: OWFN-16B14



