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From: Claudia Seelig W 4 Mﬁé
To: E. Jacobs-Baynard 8
Date: 3/22/01 4:03PM
Subject: Re: Fwd: Planning for PBMR and Efficiency Chart

see me re attached - | need you to do a few things that JL just came back and mentioned (NRR, etc.).
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From: Claudia Seelig NM

To: John Linehan

Date: 3/22/01 4:03PM

Subject: Re: Fwd: Planning for PBMR and Efficiency Chart

I still have questions on Pebble Bed. Specifically, is Marty aware of the revised info? Does he agree with
the leve! and approach? Even before asking the MV questions, | should ask if the LT even agrees that
the resource request is built on a consistent basis across Divisions? We will need to document whatever
the assumptions are. Does the LT endorse it?

Also the reference to "planning wedge" confuses me. It makes it sound like folks don't think this will be
part of our official budget request. I've gota call into Schum to confirm my understanding that we do
include whatever our Pebble Bed resources are into the Schedule 5A, CARDS resource markup, and
whatever other schedules that may relate and that it is part of our official budget request. Further | will
confirm with her my previous understanding that we have to submit the specific assumptions that our
resource estimate is based on if they differ from the current PRC approved assumption in the reactor
arena.

>>> John Linehan 03/22/01 03:40PM >>>
See attached. Item 1 appears to take care of Pebble Bed issue, unless you see a problem. Need your
reaction to Item2. Based on my review of BP/IT with Elise, | would agree with Mike.



