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SUMMARY (Continue on Page 2)

A Conference Call that included Russ Bell, Dennis Brushbaum of NEI; Phil Stillwell, Jim Eagles of South Texas Projec; Gary
Young of Entergy; and Steve Alexandar, Gerry Gulla, Lynn Mrowca and myself for the NRC.
Russ's questions related to the conditions presented on page 5 of the SE. In particular they question:

Condition 1

The intent and need of condition 1, that stated early implementation would require the COL applicant to supplement or
modify their description of the MR Program to "describe" the implementation milestone. They understood that since the
regulation's requirement is "'prior to authorization to load fuel" that there was no regulatory impetus to make a document
change of this type if the regulatory compliance date was committed to in the COLA.

The original intent was to ensure that the staff was informed if the program was implemented early and to capture that
information to inform our audit schedule of the operational program. In looking at the final wording, the staff agreed to
review this wording with an eye towards clarifying the intent.

Condition 2

A brief discussion of condition two raised no real concern for NEIor the industry representatives, however, the staff, in
looking at this one is uncertain that this "condition" is necessary. The intent as, proposed by legal, appears to be to present a
"suggestion" in the body of the Maintenance Rule document which probably should not be a condition for Maintenance Rule.

Condition 3
The third condition, addresses when SSC functions are added to and subtracted from the maintenance rule scope, post-COL,
but which they felt had already cleanly been addressed as part of changes incorporated into Revision 3 of NEI 07-02.

After conferring with the NRR Maintenance Rule SME, Steve Aledxandar, it became apparent that a mis-communication
had occurred and that the SME concurred with NEI's assessment.
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ACTION REQUIRED
The staff agreed to look into the possibility of issuing a revision to clarify the status of or need for these conditions.
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