0 _' ed v lous optlons for the followup. bu@nas reluclant to allow us to énter It as an ai ation and
followup to provlde a copy. of the notlﬂcatlon or to glve us the notlﬁcatlon number%refers

e ) Rt ey S Ok through the specifics with'the

'resldents who 'can access the notlt' catlon system i agreed wlth e approach and bnefed Mel Gray, who -

' .”ls prepared to meke the arrangements and proceed

:’ i ,7'.‘

S © N vlew the eﬁort as Inspection assistance to‘nd glven the llkellhood that the concerns have already
i been addressed within our Inspection program, | do nol currently plan o enter the concerns as an -
L allegatlon N R
-Glenn : L Ee i
>>> Hubert J. Miler 04121104 11:33AM 55> - & - e
good lnstrncts on this e

we should keep safety related lssues wlthln our. program and use the eslabllshed protocols with the State
'to glve them the vlslbllity they thlnk they need on how the lssues are belng handled.

lhls, of course. presumes that the dlesel lssue ls belng addressed wlthln our process e

; result of the meeting betwee ﬁ

. AR . i § Interested In following up on one of

ldentrf‘ ed issues that relattng to the d lesel generator They were looklng at developlng a plan to do that ln
con]uncllon wlth tha resldent lnspectors ' -. . . oo

. had the Issue, if so where we were ln the follow-up process, and hiav btaln the information from us,
rather than to fry and re-cover areas we've already done. | suggested at the Branch Chlef, Glenn Meyer
should be the prlme contact on this. greed with this and asked that Glenn cali on Monday to dlscuss
l can be avallable Mond ' ornlng to facrlrtate lf deslred ' : RN

Slnce we may already have worked thls tssue | suggested that a bettegﬁpproach might be to see lf we s

bob -0k

[ Orr‘,'D‘anlel; ngglns,James

.- e

mformagon rn this recorcl was deleted
In accordance wrth the Freedom of

" ;Act exemptrons_:7 . lnformatron R
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