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2.206 Comments 4

Page 30 of 58 Supplements to the Petition (I) (continued); 6th bullet X 5 cZ-e) 12)

Change: "original 120-day goal."

To: "original 45-day goal."

Page 30 of 58

Also change "120-day" to "45-day" twice in 2 nd paragraph from the bottom of the page

Page 32 of 58 first paragraph

Change: "usually within 30 days." -u
DJJ

To: "usually within 15 days."

Page 32 of 58 last paragraph

Change: "within 120 days" ..-...

To: "within 45 days"

Change: "less than 120 days"

To: "less than 45 days"

Change: "45 days of the end"

To: "7 days of the end"

Page 33 of 58 In various places, replace "120" with "45".

Page 34 of 58 first paragraph

Change: "notified at least every 60 days"

To: "notified once a week"

Page 35 of 58 last paragraph

There is a "Public Meetings & Involvement" selection on the NRC webpage but I see no Petitions section there.

Page 36 of 58

Who actually proposed the director's decision? I don't believe it should be the petition manager.

Page 37 of 58 3rd paragraph
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This paragraph does not make sense. Recall that a requirement to get a petition accepted is that enforcement related

action is requested. What are "potential enforcement implications"?

Page 43 of 58 to Page 58 of 58

I did not review these pages. However, I did notice that the references to the NRC web page need to be corrected.

Finally, let me ask this question: wouldn't it make sense to staff a board! reviewing a petition for enforcement (against a
facility operator) with people who are normally employed inspecting such facilities?

Thank you,

Tom Gurdziel
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