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PILGRIM WATCH’S NOTICE TO COMMISSION REGARDING NEW
INFORMATION PERTAINING TO PILGRIM WATCH’S PETITION
FOR REVIEW OF LBP- 06-848

On November 12, 2008, Pilgrim Watch filed with the Commission Pilgrim Watch's Petition for
Review of LBP- 06-848, LBP-07-13, LBP-006-23 and the Interlocutory Decisions in The Pilgrim

Nuclear Power Station Proceeding.

On December 2, 2009, the NRC staff issued SECY-09-0174, a copy is available on NRC
website.! SECY-09-0174 is directly pertinent to Pilgrim Watch's petition, but it could not have
been cited in Pilgrim Watch's petition. Pilgrim Watch’s position stated that the Board's decision

regarding the scope of issues before it in a license renewal proceeding was erroneous.

In short, ASLB’s interlocutory decisions held that that the only thing that matters about such
buried pipes and tanks in a license renewal proceeding is whether the leaks are so great as to
permit a design base failure. The ASLB refused to permit Pilgrim Watch to include within scope
a number of the key ways in which the Aging Management Program (AMP) did not provide
reasonable assurance that radioactive or other leakage from buried pipes and tanks would comply

with the current licensing basis (“CLB”) during license renewal.

In SECY-09-0174, at 3, the staff reviewed current regulations and reached a conclusion

diametrically opposed to that of the ASLB. According to the Staff,

With regard to buried piping, the goals of current regulations are to
ensure that the piping is able to perform its intended safety function by
supplying sufficient fluid flow and to maintain inadvertent releases
below licensee’s technical specifications or other applicable limits.
(Italics added)

On pages 6 and 7, the staff says:

The license renewal rule requires applicants for license renewal to
demonstrate that for each applicable structure, system, or component, the
effects of aging will be adequately managed so that the intended

! http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/commission/secys/2009/secy2009-0174/2009-0174scy.pdf



functions will be maintained consistent with the current licensing basis
for the period of extended operation. (pg. 6, italics added)

Conclusions: With regard to buried piping, the goals of current
regulations are to ensure that the piping is able to perform its intended
safety function by supplying sufficient fluid flow and to maintain
inadvertent releases below licensee’s technical specifications or other
applicable limits which apply at the site boundary. (pg 7, italics added)

Thus, SECY-09-0174 makes clear that the ASLB was incorrect in concluding that the only thing

that matters about buried pipes and tanks was that are so great as to permit a design base failure.

Thanking you for the opportunity to draw your attention to this significant staff document issued

after Pilgrim Watch filed its petition.

Respectfully submitted,
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148 Washington Street
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January 21, 2010
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