UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER June 2, 2011

The Honorable Barbara Boxer
Chairman, Subcommittee on Environment
and Public Works
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
Dear Madam Chairman:
| appeared before the Committee on Environment and Public Works on May 25, 2011. From
that hearing, you forwarded questions for the hearing record. The responses to those questions

are enclosed. If | can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

A SR, 7
LEE e Ylsedif
William C. Osbéwdorff

Enclosures:
As stated

cc: Honorable James M. Iinhofe



Environment and Public Works Committec Hearing
May 25, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff

Questions from:

Senator Barbara Boxer

1.

The NRC recently directed its resident inspectors to inspect every plant’s ability to
respond to an event similar to what occurred in Japan._ The NRC summary of the
inspections stated that, “While individually none of these observations posed a significant
safety issue, they indicate a potential industry trend of failure to maintain equipment and
strategies required to mitigatc some design basis and beyond design basis events.” What
does the NRC plan to do with the information discovered during these inspections?
Should we expect improvements?

Answer

The results of the inspections are being assessed in greater detail through the NRC’s
Reactor Oversight Process and also will be examined by the NRC’s task force examining
the agency’s regulatory requircments, programs, and proccsses, and their implementation.
The NRC staff will assess the findings using the Significance Determination Process and
will make the results publicly available in NRC inspection reports for the associated
facilities. Several of these sites have already resolved their issues and the remaining sites
are actively working to resolve theirs with NRC oversight.

While the results of these NRC inspections reaffirmed every plant’s capability to provide
core and spent fuel pool cooling following large fires or explosions, it is likely that the
task force review ultimately will recommend actions to enhance safety and preparedness
at US operating reactors.

The NRC also issued Bulletin 2011-01 on May 11, 2011, to nuclear power reactor
licensees requesting comprehensive information on how the plants are complying with
requirements to deal with the potential loss of large areas of the plant after extreme
events. The NRC will review the responses to determine if any additional regulatory
actions need to be taken.

Inspections of California’s two nuclear power plants turned up numerous problems that
need to be corrected. Examples of issues identified at Diablo Canyon Power Plant

include:

a. Vehicles parked in areas that could block access to emergency equipment;
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b. Reliance on state highways and access roads that may be inaccessible after an
earthquake for an alternative seawater source for cooling and diesel fuel;

c. Portable long-term cooling pump would not function when tested;

d. The licensee was unable to get hoscs from the water reservoir to the plant
because a fence, which had been added for additional security, was in the way;
and

e. Operators had not participated in an exercise or tabletop drill with offsite fire
responder and onsite fire brigade.

Examples of issues identified at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station include:

a. Deficiencies in training, qualifications and a lack of continuing training for
operators and support staff in dealing with severe accidents;

b. A lack of a written agreement for fuel oil supply to support emergency diesel
generators for more than 7 days; and

c. ldentification of storage locations for some firefighting equipment could be
impacted by a seismic event.

Are you surprised by the number of safety issucs that have been identified at nuclear
power plants around the country? In your opinion, what should the NRC do in order to
ensure these problems are resolved? How can we prevent similar safety issues from
occurring in the future?

Answer

During the recent temporary inspections following the Fukushima event, our inspectors
found that 12 of the 65 sites inspected had issues with one or more of the relevant
requirements. Three of the 12 sites have already resolved their issues. While none of
these findings posed an immediate safety issue, they collectively indicate a potential
industry trend of failure to maintain equipment and strategies required to mitigate some
design and beyond-design-basis events. On one hand, | am not surprised at the number
of findings given the depth of our review. On the other hand, 1 believe that these issues
warrant further evaluation. The NRC’s task force will evaluate whether changes should
be made to our regulatory framework, including the scope and frequency of our
inspection activities in light of the lessons learned from the Fukushima event.

In the meantime, I remain confident that the NRC’s oversight programs in conjunction
with licensee corrective action programs will continue to identify and resolve problems.
In addition, NRC licensees are required to ensure that they prevent the recurrence of
significant safety problems, If problems continue, the NRC’s oversight process calls for
increasing regulatory engagement as performance declines.
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3.

On April 11th PG&E asked the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to delay final processing
of the Diablo Canyon license rencwal application until after PG&E has completed the 3-
D seismic studics and submitted a report to the NRC addressing the results. Do you
believe the NRC should ensure that all stakeholders, including local citizens, are able to
comment on the relevance of this information as part of the normal NRC relicensing
process?

Answer

As a general matter, 1 belicve that the NRC should ensure that all stakeholders, including
local citizens, are able to comment on the relevance of any information as part of the
normal NRC relicensing process. The NRC’s existing process for license renewal
provides opportunities for the public to participate in the NRC's decision making process.
This is accomplished by way of public participation in NRC meetings on license renewal,
review and comment on rules and regulatory guidance documents related to license
renewal, and hearings associated with specific applications.

Regarding the Diablo Canyon license renewal, stakeholders, including local citizens, will
be able to comment on the relevance of the 3-D seismic studies in at least one of two
ways. Stakeholders will be able to comment on the environmental impact statement
(EIS) regarding the Diablo Canyon license renewal application when it is published.
After the EIS is published, members of the public will have the opportunity to comment
on the EIS, in person at an NRC-sponsored public meeting to be held near the plant or in
writing through www.regulations.gov. Stakcholders may also petition the NRC for an
action at any time.

The NRC license renewal process does not require a review of emergency planning,
security, current safety performance or seismic issues because, according to the NRC,
these items are dealt with on an ongoing basis. In light of what happened in Japan, do
you believe the NRC should reevaluate what is reviewed during the license renewal
process? Does it make sense to consider changes in population and emergency
preparedness during license renewal? "

Are there other issues that could be appropriately addressed within the license renewal
process?

Answer

The Commission, in 1991, determined that, with the exception of age-related degradation
of certain passive, long-lived systems, structures, and components (SSCs), the NRC’s
existing regulatory process is adequate to ensure that the licensing bases of all currently
operating plants provide and maintain an acceptable level of safety for operation. The
Commission considered whether or not to include emergency planning, sccurity, and
other topics, but reasoned that the existing regulatory process was sufficient to address
those issues. The Commission maintained that the focus of licensc rencwal applications
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should be limited to the management of age-related degradation for SSCs that are
included in the scope of license renewal. At this time, I continue to support the focus of
the NRC’s license renewal process.

The NRC considers new information that we learn from our oversight and licensing
programs on a continuous basis. When safety issues are identified, the NRC will address
them and consider whether changes are needed to our regulatory framework. For
example, in 2005, the NRC began a reexamination of new earthquake hazard information
under our Generic Issues Program. Under this program, the NRC staff identified an issue
referred to as GI-199 that is aimed at investigating the safety and risk implications of
updated earthquake-related data and models. In addition, the NRC put in place a number
of regulatory requirements following the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 in order
to strengthen the security at NRC-licensed facilities. In a similar approach, the NRC’s
task force for the events in Japan is evaluating whether changes are needed to our
regulatory framework. The task force will issue a report with recommendations to the
Commission in July 2011, which is likely to recommend safety enhancements. The task
force's recommendations could take on a number of different forms, including changes to
existing requirements and/or new requirements. The Commission will votc on any
recommendations that require a Commission policy decision. I believe this to be an
appropriate coursc of action.

I should note that the Commission has before it a comprehensive revision to the NRC’s
emergency preparedness regulations. If approved, the new requirements will enhance
licensee emergency preparedness. These new requirements include, among others,
provisions to address hostile action based preparedness and evacuation time estimate
updating. I have carefully studicd the revised regulations and have filed my vote on this
matter,

In light of the challenges posed by power disruptions in Japan, do you belicve the NRC
should revisit the requirements for backup power and redundant power sources at nuclear
power plants?

Answer

This is indeed a very important issue for the Commission and the Commission held a
public meeting on April 28, 2011, to discuss the NRC’s regulatory framework in this
area. The requirements for backup and redundant power sources are being reviewed by
the NRC task force studying the events at Fukushima and assessing their impacts on U.S.
plants. The task force will issue a report with recommendations to the Commission in
July 2011, which is likely to recommend safety enhancements. The task force's
recommendations could take on a number of different forms, including changes to
existing requirements and/or new requirements. The Commission will vote on any
recommendations that require a Commission policy decision.
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Secnator Frank R. Lautenberg

1. Today’s New York Times reports that spent nuclear fuel stored in pools in the United
States presents a greater risk than spent fuel in Japan. To address this risk, the Institute
for Policy Studies recommends that the U.S. move away from storing spent fuel in pools
and toward dry cask storage. Do you agree with this recommendation?

Answer

The NRC has conducted several studies to evaluate the safety of spent fuel pools (SFP)
and dry cask storage. These studies conclude that both spent fuel pools and dry cask
storage are safe. For example, following the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, the
NRC undertook an extensive reexamination of spent fuel pool safety and security. Asa
result of this reexamination, the Commission directed licensees to implement strategies to
maintain cooling of spent fuel stored in pools. These strategies included implementation
of passive improvements for cooling (e.g., fuel configuration in the pool) and ensuring
the availability of equipment, procedures, and trained staff to employ a water spray
system with a pump that docs not require alternating current electric power.

Based on existing studies, the NRC continues to believe that both spent fuel pools and
dry casks represent storage methods that provide appropriate protection of public health
and safety. Though I support this NRC position, 1 believe that the NRC will continue to
learn more from its ongoing research activities in this area that will help inform our
decision-making going forward.

The NRC has ongoing research on enhanced modeling of the effect of loss of coolant for
spent fuel pools. The agency is sponsoring spent fuel zirconium fire tests at Sandia
National Laboratories to validate severe accident codes to support future nuclear
regulatory activitics. Zirconium fire experiments will be useful for modeling accident
scenarios such as late core melt progression, complete loss of water during refueling, and
dry cask storage. As a result of the recent events in Japan, the NRC is conducting an
updated SFP safety study to estimate the relative consequences of dry storage versus
spent fuel pool storage.

Additionally, in response to the recent events in Japan, the Commission directed the NRC
staff to establish a senior level task force to conduct a methodical and systematic review
of our processes and regulations to determine whether the agency should make additional
enhancements to our regulatory system. This activity will have both near-term and
longer-term components and will include an examination of spent fuel storage practices
in light of recent events to determine whether changes to our regulations are necessary
and appropriate to ensure continuing protection of public health and safety.
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Senator Tom Udall

1. Thank you for your service during your career with the Navy, the NNSA, and now the
NRC. Historically uranium mining and milling has led to much more disease, and loss of
life in the U.S. than any power plants accidents. Congress created the Radiation
Exposure Compensation Act in response.

Many abandoned mincs in New Mexico are only now being cleancd up. At the same
time, there is a push to re-start and expand uranium mining. Earlier this month, the NRC
reportedly suspended review of a controversial uranium solution mine in South Dakota
due to groundwater concerns. This is of interest in New Mexico where there are
controversial pending proposals to conduct similar projects.

Could you describe your perspective on the Commission’s uranium mining permitting
process in particular as it regards in-situ solution mining?

Does the NRC permitting work involve EPA when mining involves underground
injection near groundwater resources?

Do you believe that the NRC permitting process can assure that mining sites will be
restored to their pre-mining environmental state?

Will you urge your fellow Commissioners and the NRC staff to become informed about
the legacy of uranium mining in the American West in order to ensure that we do not
repeat the mistakes of the past when it comes to uranium mining?

Answer

I believe that the NRC has a robust licensing process for in situ recovery (ISR) facilities
to ensure the protection of public safety and the environment. Due to the extraction
process occurring in the groundwater, groundwater monitoring and restoration are a focus
of the staff during licensing reviews. Current regulations for remediation of such
facilities reference EPA regulations and require that facilities remediate to one of the
following standards: 1) pre-mining conditions, 2) maximum concentration limits
established in the regulations, or 3) proposed alternate concentration levels which the
licensee must demonstrate to be as low as reasonably achicvable without posing a
substantial hazard to human health or the environment. The NRC staff coordinates
cxtensively with the EPA on groundwater issues, since the EPA or authorized State is
responsible for issuing a Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permit under the Safe
Drinking Water Act at an ISR site. Based on meetings | have had with the NRC staff and
several potential applicants, | am confident that the staff’s reviews in this area have been
thorough.
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The area of uranium milling is of Commission interest and the Commission held
meetings in 2008 and 2010 to solicit input from various stakcholders with diverse views
on uranium milling. Concerns regarding legacy issues at previous uranium recovery sites
were discussed at these meetings. I have also met with several potential applicants and
with individuals who have concerns about the environmental impacts of NRC’s licensing
actions. These interactions have emphasized the need for consideration of stakeholder
concerns with the environmental impact of licensed facilities.

In addition, agency management has been actively involved in the multi-agency effort to
address the legacy issues associated with uranium contamination on Navajo lands. If
reconfirmed, I will continue to keep informed of the staff’s efforts to apply lessons
learned from previous mining activities to future licensing actions.

There are 22 Native American tribes in New Mexico and many live near or on lands
historically mined for uranium and proposed for future uranium development. The
Grants Uranium Belt underlies parts of the Acoma and l.aguna Pueblos, as well as a
portion of the Navajo Nation. At the heart of the belt is Mount Taylor, a location of
sacred significance for many (ribes in the Southwest. For these and other tribes in the
southwest, cold war cra uranium development has left a difficult legacy. This legacy has
led some tribes, including the Navajo Nation to ban any further uranium mining on tribal
lands.

In your work at the NRC, how do you view the responsibility of the Federal Government
to conduct government-to-government relations with Native American Tribes played out
during the recent increase in interest in uranium development?

What outreach has the NRC conducted with tribes, to ensure that tribes are able to
participate in government to government consultation relating to mineral development on
and near tribal lands?

Answer

I believe it is critically important for the agency to ensure open and transparent
interactions with stakeholders, including the tribes, during our regulatory activities. The
regulations require Federal agencies to consult with any tribe that may attach religious
and cultural significance to resources affected by an NRC action. The NRC staff is
currently interacting with more than 25 tribes on six ongoing projects located in
Nebraska, South Dakota, and Wyoming. | believe that such face-to-face interactions
have significant value and are consistent with thec agency’s principle of openness.

Recognizing the importance of tribal interactions during the uranium recovery licensing
process, the staff recently developed a strategy for outreach and communication with

Indian tribes potentially affected by uranium recovery sites. The strategy can be viewed
at: http://www.nrc.gov/mateirals/uranium-recovery/public-meetings/ind-tribe-strat.pdf.
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The NRC also made a concerted effort to proactively meet face-to-face with tribes in
New Mekxico, including the Navajo, and participated in site visits with tribal-
representatives. Additionally, the NRC staff participated in a Tribal Leaders Summit in
March 2011 with more than 20 tribal lcaders and participated in a site visit with three
tribes in May 2011 to the proposed Nichols Ranch ISR facility located in Wyoming.
Lastly, the staff plans to conduct a meeting and site visits associated with two on-going
ISR projects located in South Dakota and Nebraska with more than 10 tribes in early June
as part of the process requiring interaction with the tribes during licensing,

It is my understanding that you have visited the URENCO uranium enrichment facility
near Hobbs, NM. I would like to thank you and the NRC for their hard work to ensure
that this facility opened successfully, and I trust that NRC oversight will ensure that it
continues to operate both safely and efficiently.

It is my further understanding that the NRC is considering a rule change for a low level
waste reclassification of depleted uranium hexafloride that would impose a new
performance standard on uranium tails disposal which is significantly higher than
standards for other waste materials.

Pleasc explain your position and perspective on this proposed waste re-classification,
including how this would impact the operations of the New Mexico facility and worker
and community safety.

Answer

Iunderstand that, recognizing that some wastes such as depleted uranium have unique
technical characteristics, the NRC is currently undertaking a limited rulemaking to
require site-specific analyses for the disposal of all low-level radioactive waste streams,
including depleted uranium (DU). The site specific analysis will ensure that waste is
disposed of in a manner commensurate with its risk. This rulemaking is intended to
enhance confidence in the safe disposition of all waste streams disposed of at a
commercially licensed low-level waste facility. While the Commission’s decision pre-
dated my appointment, 1 support the continued development of a proposed rule for-
Commission revicw.

My understanding through visiting the LES facility and discussing this issue with NRC
and licensee staff is that the rulemaking is not expected to impact operations at the LES
site. The facility currently has adequate storage capability for the DU until it is converted
and disposed at one of the available commercial disposal facilities.
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER dune 15, 2011

The Honorable Darrell E. Issa -
Chairman, Committee on Oversight ,
and Government Reform , Q’
United States House of Representatives : 0

Washington, DC 20515 | [

7 N\
Dear Mr. Chairman:; .

| am responding to your May 26, 2011 letter to Chairman Jaczko £g y formation
requested by the NRC's Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe ANE (4 RS) to review the
NRC'’s response to the nuclear accident at the Fukushima D4 ' 4IC ear power plant in Japan.

In your letter, you asked whether “any other NRC Co a‘.ﬁ dner or employee informed
members of the ACRS that they will not receive this unf frgatfon or that there will be a delay in
receiving this information?” Neither I, nor any m¢ mb of my personal staff, have informed the
ACRS that they will not receive the informatiofi A ere will be a delay in receiving the
information they requested. ‘_ $
X
As you noted, the technical experts appPefhtéli to the ACRS have provided objective analysis
and advice to the NRC Commissigpersidimany years. | share your view that the ACRS is well
{! iew of the NRC's response to Fukushima.

Sincerely,

Lt e
William C. Osténdorff
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Herr, Linda

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2011 1:50 PM
To: Catherine Gernes

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Meeting Request
Importance: High

Good afternoon Catherine:

Regrettably, Cmr. Ostendorff is not be available to meet with Mr. Lundquist or Mr. Sakanefo & Mr.
Sakmoto’s visit to DC this trip. Cmr. Ostendorff's term ends June 30, 2011 as an NRGL dgmigsioner and he

is out of the office Wednesday, June 29" and Thursday, June 30".

Please relay our apologies to Mr. Lundquist and Mr. Sakamoto. In the event 1k Ostendorff is
reconfirmed in the very near future, I'd be happy to set something up for t et% he next time Mr.-

Lundquist and Mr. Sakamoto are in town.
Very best regards, 8 C)

_ﬁ?z& :5? :—;%-zz vl W
Administrative Assistant to " !

Cadmmissioner William C. Ostendorff
.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

PH: 301-415-1759 7 "
FAX: 301-415-1757‘_

green” Please cousider the envinonment hofghe fy Hua e~uail,
From: Catherine Gerneg¢ [mailtg ‘LL—i es@Mvstrategies.com
Sent: Monday, June 27,2011 13 -

To: Herr, Linda (
Subject: Meeting Request .

Commissioner Ostendorff, /

| am sending thisméatingfequest on behalf of Andrew Lundquist, Managing Partner of BlueWater Strategies.

BlueWater S ﬂ s is a bipartisan consuiting firm here in Washington DC. www.bwstrategies.com As you can see from the
BlueWatdk Andrew worked in the Senate for a number of years including as Staff Director of the Senate Energy Committee.

AndrewNs reg®esting a meeting with Commissioner Ostendorff on behalf of Mr. Hiroshi Sakamoto, Vice President of Toshiba.
Mr. Sakamoto is responsible for overseeing Toshiba's U.S. nuclear business, and is on the Board of Directors of USEC.

Mr. Sakamoto is also directly involved in overseeing Toshiba’s support for TEPCO's restoration and cleanup efforts at the Fukushima
Daiichi site, including the activities of Westinghouse and Babcock and Wilcox.

Mr. Sakamoto is requesting this meeting with the Commissioner to provide a briefing on the status of the ongoing efforts at Fukushima.

Mr. Sakamoto will be in Washington on Thursday and Friday of this week, and can come on Wednesday as well if that is necessary.
Mr. Sakamoto retums to Japan next week to work on the-Fukushima effort, and thus is available only this week or in several weeks

when he retumns. .
. 1 3
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Please advise if the Commissioner might have time on Thursday or Friday and Wednesday if needed to meet with Mr. Lundquist and
Mr. Sakamoto. '

if you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me or Andrew at 202-589-0015.

Cheers,
Katie

Catherine Gernes

BlueWater Strategies lic

400 North Capitol Street, NW

Suite 475

Washington, DC 20001

Phone: (202) 589-0015 ' -
Fax: (202) 589-1516 . . L
Web: www . bwstrategies.com ‘
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Catherine Gerneq [cgernes@bwstrategies.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 2872011 2:22 PM - -
To: Herr, Linda

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Meeting Request

Linda,

Thank you for letting us know | will pass along the Commissioner’s regrets. We wish him well in the future.

Cheers,
Katie

From: Herr, Linda [mailto:Linda.Herr@nrc.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2011 1:50 PM

To: Catherine Gernes

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Meeting Request
Importance: High

b Sagw -

Good afternoon Catherine:

Sakmoto’s visit to DC this trip. Cmr. Ostendorff's term end 4l
is out of the office Wednesday, June 29" and Thurs_da,Jun -

to. In the event that Cmr. Ostendorff is
mething up for them to meet the next time Mr.

Please relay our apologies to Mr. Lundquist and
reconfirmed in the very near future, I'd be happy to &
Lundquist and Mr. Sakamoto are in town.

Very best regards,
Londa S Heze

Administrative Assistant to

PH: 3014151759 ¢
FAX: 301-415-1757 & X

green” iden the envinonment bebone printing this e-mail
FroRpseaterine Gerneq [mailto;cgernes@bwstrategies.com] ™ -~
Sent 11 11:55 AM -
To: Herr, Linda

Subject: Meeting Request

Commissioner Ostendorff,
| am sending this meeting request on behalf of Andrew Lundquist, Managing Partner of BlueWater Strategies.

BlueWater Strategies is a bipartisan consulting firm here in Washington DC. www.bwstrategies.com As you can see from the
BlueWater web site, Andrew worked in the Senate for a number of years including as Staff Director of the Senate Energy Committee.

‘ H




Andrew is requesting a meeting with Commissioner Ostendorff on behalf of Mr. Hiroshi Sakamoto, Vice President of Toshiba.
Mr. Sakamoto is responsible for overseeing Toshiba's U.S. nuclear business, and is on the Board of Directors of USEC.

Mr. Sakamoto is also directly involved in overseeing Toshiba’s support for TEPCQO's restoration and cleanup efforts at the Fukushima
Daiichi site, including the activities of Westinghouse and Babcock and Wilcox.

Mr. Sakamoto is requesting this meeting with the Commissioner to provide a briefing on the status of the ongoing efforts at Fukushima.

Mr. Sakamoto will be in Washington on Thursday énd Friday of this week, and can come on Wednesday as well if that is necessary.
Mr. Sakamoto retums to Japan next week to work on the Fukushima effort, and thus is available only this week or in seyeral Weeks
when he retumns. ' & /

Please ad\)ise if the Commissioner might have time on Thursday or Friday and Wednesday if needed to meet wi
Mr. Sakamoto.

r\ﬂ“ ' :aﬁ t and
w IS

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me or Andrew aC202-589-0015

Cheers,
Katie

Catherine Gernes

BlueWater Strategies llc  _
400 North Capitol Street, NW
Suite 475

Washington, DC 20001
Phone: (202) 589-0015

Fax: (202) 589-1516

Web: www.bwstrategies.com
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPwﬁmle Caputo@epw.senate. gov1

Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2017 9:38 PM

To: Sharkey, Jeffry; Bubar, Patrice; Nieh, Ho

Subject: FW: Inhofe Comments on NRCs 90 Day Post Fukushima Report

To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) .
Subject: Inhofe Comments on NRCs 90 Day Post Fukushima Report

From:‘matt dempsey@epw.senate.gov [mailto:matt dempsey@epw.senate.gov] %
Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2011 8:33 PM , - 0

B HOME PAGE
® sloc
S®  CONTACT . -

_ 3 Senate Commitiee on #* e

B? | PRESS RELEASES 4 ENVIRONME“}& '

P  ractortieoar . PUBLIC WORKS

Minority Press Update
A¢Kushima Report

Inhofe Comments on NRCs 90 Day Pos
Tuesday, July 12, 2011

Contact: . ' ,/, '

..

Inhofe Commg NRC 90 Day Post Fukushima Report

)

Washington, D& .-Sefiabr James Inhofe (R-Okla.), Ranking Member of the Senate Committee on
Environmep{andXublic Works, commented today on tlie release of the Nuclear Regulatory
Commissipn's L&RC's) "Near Term Task Force Review of Insights From the Fukushima Daiichi

Accidery.

Link to Press Releag

"In th&yake of the Fukushima accident NRC Chairman Greg Jaczko has assured us
repeatedly that our nuclear reactors are safe," Senator Inhofe said. "Jaczko testified before the
EPW Committee in April saying, ‘we believe that plants in the United States continue to
operate safely' and he reaffirmed this statement again in his testimony in June. So why has the
NRC suddenly recommended sweeping regulatory changes in this report apparently without an
adequate technical or regulatory basis to justify these modifications? Even the task force
acknowledges in the report that its understanding of the accident has been constrained by the
fact that key information was, "...in many cases, unavailable, unreliable, or ambiguous..."
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Only last month, NRC staff admitted that the Fukushima Daiichi spent fuel pools were believed
to be intact, contrary to Chairman Jaczko's testimony before Congress March 16 that at least
one of the pools had lost most if not all of its water.

"'Also, a nuclear accident in Japan should not automatically be viewed as an indictment of U.S.
institutional structures and nuclear safety requirements. Our regulatory systems and culture
are fundamentally different, most notably with the establishment in the United States of the
NRC early in the industry's history whose sole focus is to regulate the safe use of nuclear
materials. A systematic and methodical regulatory comparison should determine if there are
differences that either indicate necessary safety enhancements or provide added confidenc
that our nuclear safety regime adequately protects public health and safety. Changes i

system may be necessary, but sweeping revisions are premature without first taking infy
account the full extent of the differences between the United States' and Japan's ar -

regulations.
% itial for
Ramgoncerned

Ron gffordable
ppYeconomy."

"Nuclear energy accounts for roughly 20% of US electricity generation
providing reliable, clean energy for America. As this report comes to lig
that it will become another weapon in the Obama Administration's aféa.
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW%nnie_Caputo@epw.senate.gov] _

Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 10:28 PM

To: Sharkey, Jeffry; Nieh, Ho; Bubar, Patrice

Subject: Fw: Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Force Report Not Focused on Accident in Japan

Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 07:15'PM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)
Subject: Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Force Report Not Focused on Accident in Japan

e e / - . 7 S
From: matt dempsey@epw senate. gzi[—mailto:matt__dempsey@epw.senate.gov] _ Q‘
, A
/4
=24

W . HOME PAGE lﬁ

i . BLOG ;{P

CONTACT - , U8, Ssriate Commiittee on s / oy

2 PRESS RELEASES g ENVIRONME j‘& @;
fractortHEDAY  § PUBLIC WORKS /

Minority Press Update

Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Force RepQ /’u Focused on Accident in

Japan
Wednesday, July 13, 2011

’47/’( .

Contacts:

Matt Dempsey att Dempsey@epy” schal '« (202) 224- 9797

/
Katie Browr#Xatie_Brown@eff™: e (202) 224-216C
A

: L/
Inhofe Asks¥aézko Why Task Force Report

Yot ocused on Accident in Japan

Chair. @ ko refuses to conduct a study of the differences between Japanese and

/& regulatory systems because it is ‘difficult and time-consuming'
Link tOress Release ' |

Link to July 8 letter from Inhofe to Jaczko

Washington, D.C.-Senator James Inhofe (R-Okla.), Ranking Member of the Senate Committee on
Environment and Public Works, commented on his conversation today with Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) Chairman, Greg Jaczko, concerning the NRC's report just released publically,
"Near Term Task Force Review of Insights From the Fukushima Daiichi Accident". During the
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discussion, Senator Inhofe had the opportunity to ask the Chairman about a letter he had sent to him
on July 8, in which he asked that the NRC conduct a full and systematic review of the differences in
the regulatory systems of the United States and Japan before moving forward with sweeping
regulatory changes. Chairman Jaczko replied that such an endeavor would be "difficult and time-

‘consuming."

"I appreciate Chairman Jaczko taking the time to speak to me about the NRC task force
report, but after our discussion I am even more concerned about the NRC's regulatory agenda
going forward," Senator Inhofe said. "Up until it was released, I was under the strong
impression that the report would focus on lessons for the United States regarding the nucleg
accident in Japan - even the report's title suggests this. Instead it focuses almost comple s:%f/: n
potential disasters in the United States and how they might affect our reactors. This is dr¥{inly
not what we were led to believe it would be, especially considering that our plants afs r”@ dy
required to be designed to withstand natural disasters. //

. oL
"In a letter dated July 8, I asked Chairman Jaczko to make sure that the 3:@' ‘iRgdfes in a
thorough study of the fundamental differences between the regulatory § J“ﬁ Japan and
the United States. But instead, the NRC is poised to overhaul our rega{a¥ry system without
having the full picture of what happened in Japan and without a cle§pindé¥standing of our
regulatory differences. When I asked Chairman Jaczko again O Ml NRC would be
willing to engage in this study, he refused saying that such an@pd€rtdking would be 'difficult
and time-consuming.' '

"If safety were truly the priority, the NRC would focus of [¥arhing lessons from the accident in
Japan to determine whether these recommendation§ are the right ones. Instead, it is clear that
this is just another case of 'regulate first, ask questiphig later' in an effort to stifle nuclear power

and drive up the cost of energy for all Americags

Inhofe EPW Press Blog 4 v"lvm | Twitter | Facebook | Podcast

—
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July 15, 2011

The Honorable Gregory B. Jaczko
Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
11555 Rockville Pike

Mail Stop 016 C1

Rockville, MD 20852

Subject: NRC Near-Term Task Force Report
Project Number: 689
Dear Chairman Jaczko:

Enhancing Reactor Safety in the 214
staff on the recommend ations., Inf

mu\a\ggc‘,%c)

: 4

NDCLEAR ENERGY INSTITUTE

Marvin S. Fertel
PRESIDENT AND 4
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFigfi

b A4

fmendations clearly was disadvantaged by the fact that detailed
as, as the task force noted, “unavailable, unreliable and ambiguous.”

S By e or all of the task force proposals related to the regulatory framework, these activities
i be separated from the specific Fukushima Daiichi lessons learned recommendations.

The nuclear energy industry has taken seriously the accident at Fukushima Daiichi and continues to
compile lessons learned that can be applied at U.S. reactors. As the NRC task force has concluded

throughout the 90-day review, U.S. nuclear energy facilities are safe. Since the March accident, the

industry has conducted detailed inspections at our facilities and taken steps necessary to enhance

safety as well as responded to NRC-mandated actions at the facilities. As the NRC confirmed, every

1776 | Street, NW | Suite 400 | Washington, DC | 20006-3708 | P:202.739.8125 | F:202.293.3451 | msf@nei.org | www.nei.org
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The Honorable Gregory B. Jaczko
July 15, 2011
Page 2

company operating a nuclear plant has verified its ability to safely manage the facility even in an

extreme event, regardless of its cause.
We will continue to work with the NRC to identify potential enhancements in safety that should .
made. In this regard, the continued assessment of information from Japan and the sharing gf
information compiled by the NRC, the industry and others that are assessing the accident
critical to reaching the correct lessons learned for identifying the appropriate regulatory

action,

dstry

In that respect, it is incumbent upon the commission to move forward both g
responsibly in identifying the lessons learned from the accident. The compe
staff should analyze the lessons learned and obtain broad stakeholder itpyy'i
way. The industry is fully committed to participate in stakeholder f g
the July 28 public meeting at the NRC.

Bfessional NRC
& most meaningful
fis report, beginning at

NEI and our industry partners are coordinating the industs Hima response activities and are
developing recommendations for the industry in seve -e gwblocks"—integrated organizations
created to develop and execute action plans in spcifie,e“ of focus. The industry has already

taken measures to enhance safety and prepared ess i on heless, the industry will ensure that no
gaps exist in our response activities and thatthéee s 10 duplication of effort among the industry

organizations and companies. We recogn%e thintain the highest standard of safety and
security, we must continually evolve and,im ‘,e the industry’s standards of practice, and adapt to
industry.

S Fion and oversight process, and the excellent safety performance at
As the task force report notes, operation of U.S. nuclear energy

facilities does p#é _ri to public safety. In fact, the NRC has not identified any significant

adverse trep

rioritized activities in an integrated schedule that includes all new requirements being developed or
implemented over the next five years.
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Dolley, Steven LSteven_DoIIey@platts.com]
Sent: Thursday, July28, 2011 1:30 PM -
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: NRC review of Fukushima task force report

Hello Ho, I'm writing this afternoon for Inside NRC on the different approaches recommended by commissioners for the
agency review of the Fukushima TF recommendations. I've now got a copy of Commissioner Ostendorff's vofe sheet on
Secy-11-0093, but if you have any additional comments please let me know.

Thanks,
Steve

Steven Dolley ' b
Managing Editor, Inside NRC "y )
Platts  Sundl
202-383-2166 Office ~, ..
202-383-2187 Fax .

v 23
The information contained in this message is intended oply/Eo =xltfie recipient, and may be a
confidential attorney-client communication or may 5@’f: Be privileged and confidential and
protected from disclosure. If the reader of this messagg fnot the intended recipient, or an
employee or agent responsible for delivering this_messAde #fo the intended recipient, please be
aware that any dissemination or copying of this gommyhrication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please igmBdigtély notify us by replying to the message and
deleting it from your computer. The McGraw-HilI®Cpfpanies, Inc. reserves the right, subject to
applicable local law, to monitor, review ang pedcess the content of any electronic message or
information sent to or from McGraw-Hill e=m ‘,; addresses without informing the sender or recipient

of the message. By sending electronic --’- s;_;‘e_z" information to McGraw-Hill e-mail addresses you,
as the sender, are consenting to McGray !@ processing any of your personal data therein.




UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER July 29, 2011

The Honorable James M. Inhofe

Ranking Member, Committee on Environment
and Public Works

Unites States Senate

Washington, DC 20510-3603

Dear Senator Inhofe:

| appreciate your letter of July 8, 2011, concerning the NRC's review of the Fukushima nuclear-
accident.

| agree that a nuclear accident in Japan should not be automatically viewed as an indictment of
the U.S. institutional structures and nuclear safety requirements. In a public Commission
meeting held on July 19, 2011, | stated that “while | fully support the thoughtful consideration of
any potential safety enhancements in a systematic and holistic manner, | personally do not
believe that our existing regulatory framework is broken.”

As you know, the Commission is currently reviewing the report and recommendations of the
NRC’s Near-Term Task Force established to review the Fukushima accident. | cast my vote on
the Task Force report on July 27. This vote was made public on July 28, and a copy is attached
for your information.

| appreciate you sharing your views on areas where comparison of U.S. and Japanese
requirements might be of value. | have discussed the content of your July 8 letter with the
NRC's Executive Director for Operations.

- | appreciate your interest and support for the NRC’s activities in this very important area.

Sincerely,

/f'-mﬁ%y
William C. Ostendorff

Attachment. As stated



NOTATION VOTE

RESPONSE SHEET
TO: Annette Vietti-Cook, Secretary
FROM: COMMISSIONER OSTENDORFF
SUBJECT: SECY-11-0093 - NEAR-TERM REPORT AND

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR AGENCY ACTIONS
FOLLOWING THE EVENTS IN JAPAN

Approved X Disapproved X Abstain

Not Participating

COMMENTS:  Below ___ Attached __X_None
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Commissioner Ostendorffs Comments on SECY-11-0093
Near-Term Report and Recommendations for
Agency Actions Following the Events in Japan

I want to thank the Task Force for their dedicated efforts in completing their review in a relatively
short period of time. Their report represents a very significant first step in learning from the
events at Fukushima. That said, there is much more to be done. | would like to thank Dr.
Charles Miller for his committed leadership of the Task Force. While | have some views that
differ from those of the Task Force, that is expected and to be encouraged in an agency that
prides itself on openness and transparency.

This is perhaps one of the most important votes | will cast as a Commissioner. The gravity of
this subject mandates thoughtful reflection upon the NRC’s Principles of Good Regulation ~
Independence, Openness, Efficiency, Clarity, and Reliability. With these principles in mind, |
have carefully reviewed the Task Force report, sought input from the NRC staff, and listened to
the views of my colleagues on the Commission. | will offer my views on SECY-11-0093
organized under these main areas: (l) Overarching decision-making principles; () Addressing
the NRC's regulatory framework — Task Force recommendation 1; (lll) Short-term regulatory
actions; and (IV) Governance of the NRC's actions going forward and the long-term review.

l. Overarching decision-making principles

Following the March 23, 2011 tasking memorandum for COMGBJ-11-0002, | was keenly
interested in what judgments the Task Force would make regarding the safety of U.S. operating
reactors of all designs. To this very point, | highlight that the Task Force observed that (page
18):

Although complex, the current regulatory approach has served the Commission and the
public well and allows the Task Force to conclude that a sequence of events like those
occurring in the Fukushima accident is unlikely to occur in the United States and could
be mitigated, reducing the likelihood of core damage and radiological releases.

Therefore, in light of the low likelihood of an event beyond the design basis of a U.S.
nuclear power plant and the current mitigation capabilities at those facilities, the Task
Force concludes that continued operation and continued licensing activities do not pose
an imminent risk to the public health and safety and are not inimical to the common
defense and security.

The above findings anchor my views on how to responsibly move forward in assessing the Task
Force recommendations. Let me offer four additional observations:

1) In October 2010, an Integrated Regulatory Review Service team conducted an

international peer review mission to assess the NRC’s regulatory program and found
that “the NRC has a comprehensive and consistent regulatory system that has been
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developed in a determined manner” and that “the NRC has a strong drive for continuous
improvement in its own performance and has well achieved its goals”,

2) The Fukushima tragedy occurred in another country whose regulatory structure is quite
different from that found in the U.S.;

3) | agree with the statements made by Commissioner Apostolakis at the July 198, 2011
Commission meeting, that the occurrence of the tsunami on March 11 was not an
unthinkable external event; and

4) There is still a great deal that we do not know about Fukushima concerning the
sequence of events, failure modes of equipment, functionality, and execution of
procedures, etc.

These four observations helped frame my study of the Task Force report and recommendations.

As noted earlier, the NRC's Principles of Good Regulation are relevant to my decision-making
on the Task Force report. Regarding the process for addressing the Task Force
recommendations and the long-term review, | believe that three of these principles deserve
specific mention. First, the principle of Clarity calls for the Commission to provide immediate
direction to the staff on the philosophical approach that should guide the disposition of the Task
Force recommendations. Second, the principle of Reliability leads me to conclude that to
ensure that our regulations are not in an unjustifiable state of transition, the substantial
institutional knowledge and operational experience of the NRC should be fully utilized in moving
forward to address the Task Force recommendations. Third, the principie of Openness requires
us to engage external stakeholders in a meaningful way. The spirit of this third principle
underlies the June 23, 2011 COM on “Engagement of Stakeholders Regarding the Events in
Japan” that | co-authored with Commissiocner Magwood (COMWDM-11-0001/COMWCO-11-
0001). In that light, | support the underlying premise of Chairman Jaczko's proposal for the
Commission to have public meetings to engage stakeholders and to inform Commission
decision-making in a timely, responsive manner. | look forward to working with all of my
colleagues on the Commission to determine the appropriate subjects and schedule for such
Commission meetings.

. Addressing the NRC'’s requlatory framework — Task Force recommendation 1

| appreciate the Task Force's thoughtful accounting of the background for the NRC'’s current
regulatory framework. Some in the press have focused on the use of the word “patchwork” in
the report to describe the NRC's existing regulatory framework. | think that term diminishes the
dynamic, evolving nature of the NRC's regulatory framework. Our predecessors took certain
concrete actions in response to the events at Three Mile Island and the attacks of September
11, 2001. With the benefit of hindsight, one could suggest there may have been better ways to
approach certain issues at the time. But, | am not a critic of those past actions. Rather, |
personally believe that previous NRC staff and Commissions used their best judgment to frame
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courses of action appropriate to address the problems they faced. While that regulatory
approach, one of a dynamic and evolving nature, may not have the coherence of a framework
that might be developed with the luxury of being done in a closed room at one static point in
time, it does not mean that the framework is not effective. To the contrary, | believe that the
NRC'’s Reactor Oversight Process (ROP) is a key example of an evolutionary change that has
resulted in a rigorous oversight program that is focused on safety in the areas of greatest risk
significance. Since 2000, NRC inspection findings in the ROP have brought to light substantive
issues on nuclear reactor operations, plant design, maintenance, and defense-in-depth, and
corresponding -corrective actions to address such findings.

As stated earlier, the Task Force noted that “the current regulatory approach has served the
Commission and the public well.” | also reiterate what | stated at the July 19, 2011 public
Commission meeting on the near-term report: "While | support thoughtful consideration of any
potential safety enhancements in a systematic and holistic manner, | do not believe that our
existing regulatory frameweork is broken.”

Consistent with the NRC’s organizational value of Excellence that drives us to be continuously
improving and self-aware, | support moving forward, but not at this time, with Task Force
recommendation 1. Such an effort would constitute a highly significant undertaking for the
entire agency and realistically would take some number of years to accomplish. While | support
the notion of enhancing our existing framework, | firmly believe that any such effort should be
undertaken as a separate, distinct effort from the rest of the Fukushima Task Force
recommendations. Acting upon recommendation 1 in the near-term will distract the NRC from
timely and responsive action on those Task Force recommendations that would enhance safety
in the near-term and are ripe for execution. Therefore, | propose that recommendation 1:

1) Be pursued independent of any activities associated with the review of the other Task
Force recommendations; and

2) Be deferred for action and commence only after receiving future direction from the
Commission. To facilitate this Commission direction, the EDO should submit a notation
vote paper to the Commission that would take into account the cumulative lessons
learned and stakeholder input from the review of other Task Force recommendations,
and provide the Commission with a full range of options for addressing recommendation
1. This notation vote paper should be provided to the Commission no later than 18
months from the date of the final Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) for SECY-11-
0093.

I, Short-term regulatory actions

| agree with Commissioner Magwood that there are short-term actions that the agency should
consider to enhance safety. As such, | support Commissioner Magwood's recommendation
with some modification. Specifically, | recommend that within 30 days (instead of 20 days) of
the final SRM associated with this paper, the EDO should provide the Commission with a
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notation vote paper that identifies and makes recommendations regarding any Task Force
recommendations that can, and in the staff's judgment, should be implemented, in part orin
whole, without unnecessary delay. | would add additional guidance that the staff should, in
framing these short-term actions, consider the wide range of regulatory tools available. Again,
these short-term actions should be assessed using the NRC's existing regulatory framework.
Taking this step in the short-term will get the agency and licensees started down the path to
implement appropriate safety enhancements sooner rather than later.

While 1 will carefully review the short-term actions that the EDO will submit in the notation vote
paper described above, | believe | have an obligation to the NRC’s external stakeholders and
the NRC staff to communicate my view on certain Task Force recommendations. Based on my
review and understanding of the accident at Fukushima, | believe the areas listed below warrant
short-term regulatory attention and | offer them for consideration as appropriate by the EDO.

1) Reevaluate the seismic and flooding hazards at their sites against current NRC
requirements and guidance (related to Task Force recommendation 2.1);

2) Perform seismic and flood protection walk-downs to identify and address plant-specific
vulnerabilities and verify the adequacy of monitoring and maintenance for protection’
features such as watertight barriers in the interim period (related to Task Force
recommendation 2.3);

3) Issue an advanced notice of proposed rulemaking and develop the technical basis to
revise 10 CFR 50.63 to strengthen station blackout mitigation capability (related to Task
Force recommendation 4.1);

4) Review 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) equipment protection from design-basis external events
and additional equipment needs for multiunit events (related to Task Force
recommendation 4.2);

5) Review venting capability and accessibility for Mark | and Mark Il containments (related
to Task Force recommendation 5.1); and

6) Maintain and train on Severe Accident Management Guidelines (related to Task Force
recommendations 8.4 and 12.2).

V. Governance of the NRC's actions going forward and the long-term review

In March, | applauded and supported Chairman Jaczko’s prompt efforts to bring a proposal to
the Commission for the NRC’s response to the events in Japan. Now we find ourselves nearing
the end of July, knowing more than what we knew in March. As | have learned more, my
thinking about the NRC’s response to Fukushima has certainly evolved since the Commission
established the Task Force in March. Therefore, | find it timely for the Commission to build on
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our earlier decisions and fine-tune our vision for the NRC's actions going forward and for the
long-term review.

It is with this backdrop and the principles of Clarity, Reliability, and Openness in mind that |
recommend the EDOQ provide the Commission with a notation vote paper with a charter for the
structure, scope, and expectations for assessing the Task Force recommendations and the
NRC's longer-term review. The draft charter should be based upon the concept envisioned by
the EDO and Deputy EDO for Reactor and Preparedness Programs that establishes a senior
level steering committee reporting to the EDO and supported by an internal advisory committee
and an external panel of stakeholders. This charter should include as an objective that the
steering committee would provide, through the EDO, an integrated, prioritized assessment of
the Task Force recommendations along with its recommendations and bases for further
regulatory actions. This model of review has effectively served the Commission in other
significant efforts such as the Groundwater Task Force, the Davis-Besse Lessons Learned Task
Force, and the Discrimination Task Force. The draft charter for Commission review should also
incorporate any direction provided by the Commission in response to COMWDM-11-
0001/COMWCO-11-0001. To support timely and clear Commission direction to the NRC staff,
the paper should be provided to the Commission no later than two weeks after the date of the
final SRM for SECY-11-0093.

In addition, | join Commissioners Magwood and Svinicki in directing the EDO within 45 days of
the date of the final SRM for SECY-11-0093 to provide the Commission with a notation vote
paper recommending a prioritization of the Task Force recommendations informed by the
steering committee. This paper should include the technical and regulatory bases for the
prioritization and include recommendations for appropriate stakeholder engagement as well as
for Commission meetings.

Given that | have significant reservations about proceeding at this time to implement
recommendation 1, | believe additional guidance to the envisioned steering committee and NRC
staff is appropriate as they assess the Task Force report and provide their recommendations
back to the Commission. At the July 19 Commission meeting, | specifically asked the Task
Force the following question: “If the Commission did not approve Recommendation 1, would
that change the Task Force recommendations for rulemaking and orders?” The answer |
received was “yes.” In that light, and given my position on deferring action on recommendation
1, I find it essential for the Commission to provide direction to the steering committee that they
should assess the Task Force recommendations through the lens of the Task Force's finding
that “the current regulatory approach has served the Commission and the public well.”
Therefore, consistent with existing practices, the staff should continue to consider risk insights
and defense-in-depth to inform their recommendations on what actions may provide for a
substantial increase in safety or are necessary to provide reasonable assurance of adequate
protection. :
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- Sexton, Kimberly
From: Caputo, Annie (EPWﬁnnie_Caputo@epw.senate.gov]' )
Sent: Monday, August 01, 12:50 PM -
To: Nieh, Ho; Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry
Subject: UCS working on a report

I'm sitting in a briefing with David Lochbaum covering their report: "U.S. Nuclear Power After Fukushima:
Common Sense Recommendations for Safety and Security". There is a paragraph that states:

Utiear

The President must appoint people to the NRC who will make public safety their top priority. @ S

case today. For example: four out of five commissioners recently voted to extend the deadliRg¥%¢

power reactors to comply with fire protection regulations until 2016 at the earliest. V
7

When | asked him about that, he indicated UCS is working on a report that will arguetga®dge by summarizing

all the votes where Jaczko is in the minority. | wanted you to know that's in the - / se you hadn't

heard already.



UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER

August 18, 2011

The Honorable Barbara Boxer
Chairman, Committee on Environment

and Public Works
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
The Honorable James M. Inhofe
Ranking Member, Committee on

Environment and Public Works
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
Dear Chairman Boxer and Ranking Member Inhofe:

| appeared before the Committee on Environment and Public Works on August 2, 2011,

along with my colleagues on the Commission. On August 3, 2011, you forwarded questions for
the hearing record. The responses to those questions are enclosed. If | can be of further

assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,

William C. Ostendortff

Enclosures:
As stated
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ENCLOSURE

Senator James Inhofe — Question 1

Do you believe the Commission would benefit from greater involvement of the ACRS on the
NRC's longer term review rather than merely reviewing the staff's final product? If not, why not?

Answer
Yes. The Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) has a long standing history of
providing the Commission with independent advice regarding licensing, operation, and related

safety issues, including the adequacy of proposed safety regulations and policies. As a
Commissioner, | have benefited from input from the ACRS.
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ENCLOSURE

Senator James Inhofe — Question 2

Please describe the processes the NRC uses to revise its regulatory requirements following
new information or world events. Notwithstanding the seriousness of the events in Japan, there
doesn't seem to be a reason to alter the Commission's normal processes to take account of any
lessons learned from the events in Japan given the repeated assurances that U.S. plants are
operating safely. Do you agree? If not, why not?

Answer

The NRC continuously assesses new information from a variety of sources, including domestic
and international operational experience, and the results of our reactor oversight program. If
necessary, the NRC can initiate a proposed rule or change a rule in order to provide reasonable
assurance of adequate protection or to enhance safety. Further, any member of the public may
petition the NRC to develop, change, or rescind one of its regulations.

As the Task Force report stated, “the current regulatory approach has served the Commission
and the public well” and “continued operation and continued licensing activities do not pose an
imminent risk to public health and safety.” While | support thoughtful consideration of potential
safety enhancements in a systematic and holistic manner, | do not believe that our existing
regulatory framework is broken. | believe that our current regulatory processes and tools
comprehensively enable the NRC to apply the lessons learned from Japan.
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ENCLOSURE

Senator James Inhofe — Question 3

Do the Commission's regulations provide a mechanism for applying lessons learned from Japan
to COLs or certified designs already issued? Is there any material difference in NRC's ability to
apply those lessons to COLs or certified designs as opposed to plants that are currently
licensed and operating?

Answer

Yes. The Commission can apply lessons learned from Japan to Combined License (COL)
reviews and design certifications. Prior to issuance of the COL, the Commission could choose to
incorporate lessons learned into the COL through specifying additional license conditions.
Alternatively, the Commission could issue the COL and later modify, add, or delete any terms or
conditions contained in the COL to reflect any new Commission requirements in accordance
with the regulatory provisions found in 10 CFR 52.83, 52.98, and 50.109, depending on whether
the conditions address matters within the scope of the referenced early site permit (ESP) or
certified design. Under this approach, the criteria for implementation of any Commission
decisions as a result of lessons learned from Japan would generally be comparable for both the
near-term COLs and for operating reactors.

Regarding design certifications, under our existing processes, the Commission can apply

lessons learned from Japan through an amendment to an existing certified design rule orin a
separate rulemaking.
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ENCLOSURE

Senator James Inhofe — Question 4

Given NRC's authority to apply lessons learned from Japan to the operating fleet, and the state
of the art review the COL and design certification applications have undergone, it doesn't make
any sense to delay the licensing process on these applications during the review of the Japan
situation. Do you agree? If not, why not?

Answer

Currently before the Commission is an “Emergency Petition to Suspend All Pending Reactor
Licensing Decisions and Related Rulemaking Decisions.” This Emergency Petition to Suspend
includes design certification rulemakings and COL licensing reviews, along with the associated
adjudicatory proceedings. Because the question you raise is currently under consideration by
the Commission, | cannot comment at this time. | will be pleased to follow up with you or your
staff after this adjudicatory matter is resolved by the Commission.

Page 4 of 4



UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER

August 19, 2011

The Honorable Darrell E. Issa
Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Government Reform

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:
| am responding to Items 2, 3, and 4 of your August 5, 2011 letter ih which you requested

“Documents and communications from any NRC employee or Commissioner related to the
NRC's response to request #5, including, but not limited to, all e-mail correspondence between

», o

NRC staff and OCA staff regarding documents supplied to OCA in response to request #5”; “all
documents and communications related to the decision to treat [the NRC’s July 6, 2011]
response as Chairman or Commission correspondence”; and “Documents and communications
from any NRC employee or Commissioner related to any document request by this Committee,
including, but not limited to, to all e-mail correspondence between NRC staff and OCA staff.”

The requested documents from my office are enclosed.

Sincerely,
ﬁ%ﬁ/}éw,é/
. William C. Ostendorff

Encl: As stated

cc: Congressman Elijah E. Cummings

_'."'-“/
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Sexton, Kimberly ,

From: HEYMER, Adriafa/m@nei.org]’f_ ]

Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 4:11 PM

Subject: Industry Comments on Proposed Near-Term NRC Actions Associated With the Fukushima
Dai-Ichi Accident; Docket Number NRC-2011-0196

Attachments: 09-02-11_NRC_Industry Comments on Proposed Near-Term NRC Actions Associated with

the Fukushima Dai-Ichi Accident; Docket ID NRC-2011-0196.pdf; 09-02-11_NRC_Industry
Comments on Proposed Near-Term NRC Actions Associated with the Fukushuma Dai-Ichi
Accident; Docket ID NRC-2011-0196_Attachment.pdf

September 2, 2011

Ms. Cindy K. Bladey

Chief, Rules, Announcements and Directives Branch
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission .
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Subject: Industry Comments on Proposed Near-Term NRC Actiong A
Accident; Docket Number NRC-2011-0196

Project Number: 689

Dear Ms. Bladey,

for Enhancmg Reactor Safety in the Yeathiry, The Near-Term Task Force Review of Ins/ghts from the
Fukushima Dai-ichi Accident. This letl supplements the industry comments made in the NRC August 31, 2011
public meeting and reflects igputip ovuded by several industry working groups and the chief nuclear officers of all

U.S. nuclear operating cgs#

Detailed commen 5f the six main recommendations are provided in the attachment to this letter.

':!‘ RC task force recommendations, we encourage the Commission to adopt a flexible,
d approach, especially in the area of beyond design bases activities, to allow for the variations in

nical and geological locations, and plant designs.

In addressu

The idd@stry agrees that there are important lessons to be learned and implemented from the Fukushima accident.
The industry has developed a strategic plan, 7he Way Forward, to coordinate and manage its response to the
Fukushima crisis. The plan emphasizes the importance of maintaining high safety performance at the 104 operating
reactors and covers the development and implementation of lessons learned from Fukushima, R&D and technical
support, international cooperation and support, communications, emergency planning and preparedness, training,
and regulatory interactions and response.
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The industry will soon complete a provisional timeline that reconstructs the progression of events and accident
conditions at Fukushima. Once the provisional timeline is completed, discussions with Tokyo Electric Power
Company are necessary to resolve a number of open issues and questions before the industry completes its
evaluations. Also, that information will be critical in determining the extent to which insights related to the events
and conditions pertain to U.S. plants and the potential plant enhancements that should flow therefrom. There must
be a reasoned determination that the correct lessons have been learned and that those lessons are appropriately

linked to the causal factors of the Fukushima accidents.

The industry, the public and the NRC must have a common understandmg of the events and ratlo
actions taken at Fukushima before the industry—as required by the NRC and on its own initiati #nts plant
enhancements. To attain this objective, the industry is willing to discuss the timeline with NRC .. [ NiS-Wi
prowde addltuonal confidence in the development and understanding of the bases for regefats

United States and that continued operation and continued licensing actnvu
heaith and safety. A preliminary industry qualitative, risk-informed ag e
under consideration reaches the same conclusion. As a result, O / lieve that orders are necessary at this
time. To the extent the NRC seeks information from all licens {5 Fisé&ks to elicit a response from all licensees on a
significant issue, there are regulatory tools such as gene - letteF 4" d bulletins that can achieve those objectives.

If the NRC determines that it is necessary to impose e-lf- on a generic, industry-wide basis, the
appropriate regulatory process is rulemaking. If, Nece gary, such rulemakings could be expedited. In summary, we

believe that the NRC and ail stakeholders WO et from the transparent and deliberative process mandated by
the Administrative Procedure Act.

The near-term actions should be fo :"s%# ohose enhancements that generally may be attainable within 12 to 18
months and where additional.gfatifyjrig Tnformation forthcoming from Fukushima will not negate earlier decisions.

To effectively |mp|emen A Bi-unit staffing proposal in the NRC task force recommendation 9 concurrent with
the existing EP ruleghapgigtiie implementation schedule for the emergency response organization needs to be

extended by ony yea e accommodate the staffing criteria.

.. itted to ensuring that the U.S. nuclear industry learns from and incorporates the lessons from
ISl 1~ ccidents in @ manner that will improve safety and plant performance so that the nuclear industry
rbifug prowde additional benefit to the nation’s environment and economy.

Sincerey,

Adrian Heymer
Senior Director, Strategic Programs

Nuclear Energy Institute
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NUCLEAR ENERGY INSTITUTE

Adrian P. Heymer
SENIOR DIRECTOR &
STRATEGIC PROGRAMS {
NUCLEAR GENERATION 2

September 2, 2011

Ms, Cindy K. Bladey
Chief, Rules, Announcements and Directives Branch
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Dai-Ichi Accident; Docket Number NRC-2011-0196

Project Number: 689

Dear Ms. Bladey, &/

The Nuclear Energy Institute! appreciates:j 2 PPoH 'nity to provide comments and input on the set of
proposed near-term U.S. Nuclear Regu f;’ » G Timission (NRC) actions associated with the NRC report,
Recommendations for Enhancing Re; S8 “ in the 21st Century, The Near-Term Task Force Review of

K IRdcarlent. This letter supplements the industry comments made in the
NRC August 31, 2011 public etihg and reflects input provided by several industry working groups and
the chief nuclear officegsBfidl U.Sk nuclear operating companies.

Ntask force recommendations, we encourage the Commission to adopt a flexible,
¢-baséd approach, especially in the area of beyond design bases activities, to allow for the
. siting, geographical and geological locations, and plant designs.

agrees that there are important lessons to be learned and implemented from the Fukushima
eident. The industry has developed a strategic plan, The Way Forward, to coordinate and manage its
Tesponse to the Fukushima crisis. The plan emphasizes the importance of maintaining high safety

! NEl s the organization responsible for establishing unified nuclear industry policy on matters affecting the nuclear energy
industry, induding the regulatory aspects of generic operational and technical issues. NEI's members include all utilities licensed to
operate commercial nuclear power plants in the United States, nuclear plant designers, major architect/engineering firms, fuel
fabrication facilities, materials licensees, and other organizations and individuals involved in the nuclear energy industry.

1776 1Street, NW | Suite 400 | Washington, DC | 20006-3708 | P:202.739.8094 ! F:202.533.0147 | aph@nel.org | www.nei.org



Ms. Cindy K. Bladey
September 2, 2011
Page 2

performance at the 104 operating reactors and covers the development and implémentation of lessons
learned from Fukushima, R&D and technical support, international cooperation and support,
communications, emergency planning and preparedness, training, and regulatory interactions and «

response.

The industry will soon complete a provisional timeline that reconstructs the progression af e
accident conditions at Fukushima. Once the provisional timeline is completed, discusgidTis ai" bkyo
Electric Power Company are necessary to resolve a number of open issues and qu '“1'0"“ #béfore the

industry completes its evaluations. Also, that information will be critical in dete "
insights related to the events and conditions pertain to U.S. plants and the
that should flow therefrom. There must be a reasoned determination thatf}

d veIopent and understanding of the bases for
regulatory actions being required in response to 4‘ kushima accidents as well as the manner in which
new requirements are to be satisfied.

The NRC task force concluded that a J- events like the Fukushima accident is unlikely to occur in
the United States and that contln .,,{f pétation and continued licensing activities do not pose an imminent
risk to public health and safef /A re ary industry qualitative, risk-informed assessment of the six NRC
recommendations under co y" g tlon reaches the same conclusion. As a result, we do not believe that
orders are necessary Hgtime. To the extent the NRC seeks information from all licensees or seeks to
ensées on a significant issue, there are regulatory tools such as generic letters

ieve those objectives.

elicit a response frgns
7

and bulletins thatie?

g gnines that it is necessary to impose new requirements on a generic, industry-wide basis,
riate regulatory process is rulemaking. If necessary, such rulemakings could be expedited. In
y, We believe that the NRC and all stakeholders would benefit from the transparent and
@ ve process mandated by the Administrative Procedure Act.

%I he near-term actions should be focused on those enhancements that generally may be attainable within
12 to 18 months and where additional clarifying information forthcoming from Fukushima will not negate

earlier decisions.



Ms. Cindy K. Bladey
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Page 3

To effectively implement the multi-unit staffing proposal in the NRC task force recommendation 9
concurrent with the existing EP rule change, the implementation schedule for the emergency responsg
organization needs to be extended by one year to accommodate the staffing criteria.

The industry is committed to ensuring that the U.S. nuclear industry learns from and incorpgra -
lessons from the Fukushima accidents in a manner that will improve safety and plant pe form ‘»f:-’w ﬂ'lat
the nuclear industry will continue provide additional benefit to the nation’s environmg ' cahomy.

Sincerely,
Adrian Heymer
Attachment

c: The Honorable Gregory B. Jaczko, Chairmai? U 1 ar Regulatory Commission
¥ #).S. Nuclear Regulatory Commlssmn
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Comments on NRC Proposed Near-Term Recommendations from the
Fukushima Dai-ichi Accident

NRC Task Force Recommendation 2

The Task Force recommends that the NRC require licensees to reevaluate and upgradeds
necessary the design-basis seismic and flooding protection of SSCs for each operating,

and analytical methods. These should be undertaken to prevent fuel da
containment and spent fuel pool integrity:

design basis for SSCs important to safety 5" /'nst the updated hazards.

2.3. Order licensees to perform seismic )tk !_-_z: s protecﬂon walk-downs to identify and

address plant-specific vu/nerab///tls d Bfy the adequacy of monitoring and
maintenance for protection feafr oK sBehfSs watertight barriers and seals in the interim

period until fonger term actions S p/eted to update the design basis for external
events. ?

NEI Comments and In

The industry belie % initil focus should be on conducting walk-downs (Recommendation
2.3) to confirmt _ plant is protected against the design bases flood and seismic events.
The other re dtions are longer-term actions.

Welk ol

he mdustry proposes that a sample set of walk-downs should be conducted in

alce with procedures covering the walk-down criteria and validation against the design
e/ In addition, a process for selecting the sample set of systems, structures and

o8 nents should be developed together with criteria for determining when the sample should
pbe expanded, if circumstances dictate. Regulatory interactions and endorsement of the walk-
down criteria should occur prior to conducting the walk-downs to ensure that there is a.
common understanding on the approach and criteria. It should be recognized that additional
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time should be allowed for completing the seismic walk-downs because some safety-related
structures, systems and components may be accessible only during shutdown conditions.

External flooding: A similar approach to the seismic walk-downs would be employed except
there would be no need to use a sampling methodology. As with the seismic walk-downs,
regulatory interactions should occur in advance to reach a common understanding on the &

approach and acceptance criteria prior to commencing the activity. :

Ten-Year Update of Seismic and Flooding Hazards

NEI believes that a process should be developed for identifying and assessing#% d.
significant information as it emerges rather than wait 10 years. Such an app) Oupfi waslild be
consistent with how the NRC and the industry manage other new inform8 /"o Fheindustry

recommends a three-phase process approach: H
1. Identification of pertinent information that is of sufficient sng i r- to warrant
assessment. oy S 5

2. Assessment to determine whether the informat impact the hazard.

3. A process for updating the hazard and detqr A hether changes are needed. The
update would be performed against cygre iz ory requirements and standards
based on the new assumptions and,jinf L fation. For example, if the original design
bases standard was a 500-year floogitReaPdate would be based on the 500-year flood,
but the impact of an increased. d‘ instr€am levy height would be evaluated. Similarly, if
the Corps of Engineers ch s; : elght of the 500-year flood standard based on

ation, the impact on the plant would be evaluated

For sg ismgye belleve GI-199 and any follow-on activities and changes would address this
4/,, commendation 2.1.

|ng, once a process for assessing new and significant pertinent information has been
0ped and the walk-downs have been completed, along with actions to fix any identified
eficiencies, an evaluation on whether the flooding hazard has changed and its impact on the
plant can be evaluated.



Attachmént

Industry Near-term Recommendation
External Flooding Walk-downs

s In response to a §50.54(f) letter, a licensee would develop procedures, including
acceptance criteria for conducting external flood protection walk-downs and obtaig
NRC concurrence regarding the acceptability of the walk-down criteria.

Conduct the walk-downs and validate the results against the existing desig '
and report the results to the NRC within 120 days of NRC approval of the W

criteria. - %) )
Seismic Walk-downs £~ /

. In response to a §50.54(1) letter a licensee would develop p 08 ﬂi{f , including
acceplance criteria for conducting a sample set of seisgycs ‘downs on safety-
related systems, structures and components. Obtaing NR 5' currence regarding
the approach, including the acceptability of the wailk- gfb riteria and mechanism
for expanding the scope of the structures, systet J’i omponents to be walked
down if deficiencies are identified. %

Conduct seismic walk-downs for a samp Syt OF critical safety-related systems,
structures and components and vegiyes ghirstire seismic design bases. For areas
that are inaccessible because of pé nWer'o perations, the walk-downs will be conducted
at the first opportunity. Results Wilfbe.teported to the NRC within 90 days of the end
refueling outage of the fi m// aperat/ng cycle following the issuance of the
regulatory vehicle. g v

qgi Update (Long-Term Activity)

o Initiate rule ing gquire licensees to confirm seismic hazards and flooding
hazards as Newy nd srgn/f' 7cant information is identified. If necessary, update the
asise 0 pr dtect safety-related structures, systems and components against
Frazards.

Hlieve there is sufficient information or understanding to be able to establish
fflementation criteria for an order or proceed with implementation to enable
comp etion |th|n a penod of time normally associated with an order.

atk Force Recommendation 4

4.1 Initiate rulemaking to revise 10 CFR 50.63 to require each operating and new
reactor licensee to:
(1) establish a minimum coping time of 8 hours for a loss of all ac power;
(2) establish the equipment, procedures, and training necessary to implement an
“extended loss of all ac” coping time of 72 hours for core and spent fuel pool
3
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cooling and for reactor coolant system and primary containment integrity as
needed, and

(3) preplan and pre-stage offsite resources to support uninterrupted core and spent
fuel pool cooling, and reactor coolant system and containment integrity as needed,
including the ability to deliver the equipment to the site in the time period allowed &
for extended coping, under conditions involving significant degradation of
offsite transportation infrastructure associated with significant natural
disasters. %

4.2 Order licensees to provide reasonable protection for equipment currentl) ez Dyjoeds -
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) from the effects of design-basis extega ts
and to add equipment as needed to address multiunit events while othg Yrements
are being revised and implemented.

NEI Comments and Input
Revision to 50.63

would enable plants to better mltigate and mafiage ah nded and complete loss of AC power
. |c§ of proposed rulemaklng to frame the

resources should be consudered We.be e £ the ; such an initial step would help to focus
stakeholder comments and provid J] fe efficient overall implementation of
recommendation 4.1. o NP

specific. For example, exte I ﬂooding progresses very differently at a river or lake site versus
a site that has a sighifigarit tsunami hazard. Therefore, the identification of appropriate short-
and long-term gepingietratégies can vary from site to site. The approach must assure a degree
of ﬂexibility toga _"’- date the variations in site configuration, features and hazards.

The ba5|s z-,j e proposed 72-hour additional coping is unclear. The barriers to logistic offsite
rt durifg an emergency vary depending on location, local geography and transportation
pfrastiyefure, the hazard and the extent of the natural phenomena impact on the local and
R |ng counties. For some plants assistance and reliable AC generation may be able to be
;‘!‘ within 24 or 48 hours, at other sites, under different circumstances it may be longer.
us, the approach must assure a degree of flexibility in the implementation to accommodate

% varying extended coping time durations for a complete loss of AC power.

Rulemaking is a long-term activity and should be included under the NRC long-term Fukushima
activities.
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Multi-Unit §50.54(hh) Requirements

We agree that pre-staging additional contingency equipment to meet §50.54(hh)(2)
requirements for multi-unit sites would be appropriate. The exact composition of the extra
equipment at or near the site complemented by additional offsite equipment at pre-staged
areas needs to be determined. It is important to note that the wide diversity of unit

configurations, geographic locations, varying risks of natural hazards of different types, gte
make this analysis complex. A series of regional public meetings in preparation of the, ;
notice of proposed rulemaking could be beneficial and would assure that the rulemakin

correctly framed.

The industry is evaluating the role that regional support centers could playsirstfie: / ations.
Such centers would house contingency equipment, especially for slow, e¥g ‘/ﬁ,’f nts. Prior to
requiring a definitive site-specific solution to the 50.54(hh)(2) equipme i’! rategies for use
of pre-staged equipment at regional support centers should be gstatjisiedsn the implementing
guidance for the final rule. Distance from the site, accessibility, Ui étEnal events, and site-
mitigation strategies that are, in part, dependent on locatiofy g & prekimity of amenities. Other
support infrastructure are variables that need to be ad <, efore reaching a final
conclusion on the additional equipment to be procu ;-fﬂ- location of such equipment. We
note that other countries are evaluating this approagh, 2

s

Any requirement to require protection of the.dgr E equipment against natural
phenomena events should allow for flexibili Y fplementation to achieve the objective. In
view of the beyond design bases sce z,g:»*: are central to the events under consideration,
the specifications for the protectio ( uld be based on commercial standards and not
the traditional nuclear special treat: pecifications. In addition, depending on the site
geography, natural phenome ’ tds and transportation infrastructure, protection could be
afforded by locating mor h&Tinimal set of equipment at various locations on or offsite
,;ﬂ:.i be possible to commission the equipment in the timeframe

at a location where it
required by the §50.54¢#h) requirements. Diversity of location and possibly redundancy could
/

be just as effegtive

%'

€ intSeg u the issues described above are resolved and the equipment is in place, the
indutry'b didves that short-term actions could be taken to ensure that adequate equipment is
i ¢to support the contingency needs for each unit, and that the equipment has adequate

taction and accessibility.

his time, we do not believe that there is sufficient knowledge to define the implementation
criteria that would be required to accompany an order for the additional §50.54(hh) equipment
and protection requirements. We believe a bulletin requesting information on how sites would
address the multi-unit contingency equipment issue would be more appropriate. The industry is
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willing to work on implementing guidance in parallel with a rulemaking amendment to achieve
the objective of recommendation 4.2 in the optimum time.

New Plants

The NRC task force recommendations recognize the advances of new plant designs. Yet the
task force report states that COL applicants would have to address prestaging of any needed
equipment for beyond 72 hours, and ITAAC should be established to confirm effective &

not necessary for prestaging to be addressed in COLs, including those for Vogtle 3%
Summer 2/3, for which the NRC staff has completed its technical review. Therg |s 2O

requiring ESBWR or AP1000 COL applicants to adhere to a different copm Sk
existing plants. !

Part 52 change processes and other regulatory vehicles exist and,s . aid for ensuring
that new plant licensees comply with coping, prestaging or otheg new rgdtirements. These
matters may be addressed after design certifications or COIeﬁre suwéd. ITAAC should not be

the regulatory vehicle for adjusting the licensing basus

Industry Near-Term Recommendations

e In response to a NRC bulletin, procur t/ al'equipment, as determined from site
specific evaluations, sufficient to mee 0 ¥ (hh)(2) requirements for each unit at a
nuclear power plant and protect /t 1707 ra/ hazards using commercial standards and
taking into account the use oL/ ! na/ Z ofris'/te support locations, as circumstances

allow and justity.

Long-Term Acﬁw’t/'es

f’ t/ce of pmpased rulemaking (ANPR) to revise §50.63 as a first

e Pursuean advan %]
gope and key objectives of the reV/5/on and to obta/n stakeholder .

# amend through rulemaking, the regulatory §50.54(hh) requirement based
final implementation plans.

lark I and Mark II containments.

The Task Force recommends that the Commission direct the staff to take the following actions
to ensure the effectiveness of hardened vents:
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5.1 Order licensees to include a reliable hardened vent in BWR Mark I and Mark IT

containments.
“»  This order should include performance objectives for the design of hardened vents
to ensure reliable operation and ease of use (both opening and closing) during a

prolonged SBO.

5.2 Reevaluate the need for hardened vents for other containment designs, considering &
insights from the Fukushima accident. Depending on the outcome of the reevaluatigs
appropriate regulatory action should be taken for any containment designs requirk
hardened vents. ” )

NEI Comments and Input

The industry agrees that accessibility of BWR containment hardened ven alved and the ability

BWR Mark I Plants

One of the conclusions from the industry reconstruction actiyi the Fukushima events is
that there are a number of open issues and questions supéunding the containment venting
operation at Fukushima Dai-ichi. At this time, actiongipd Byalwation of hardened containment
vent valve operation beyond a determination of accessibilify and ability to operate hardened
containment vent valves under loss of AC powgf ephditiGfis should be reserved until more

information is known and confirmed about th tiag operations at Fukushima.

BWR Mark IT Plants

: ent 3, BWR Mark II licensees were requested to
n asbessing heat-removal capabilities during severe
accidents. As a result of these.£ualugtions, BWR Mark IIplants should not be required to re-

Under NRC Generic Letter 88-20,¢ »
consider the use of hardened yenitsy

E

evaluate containment he#t refoval capabilities until there is more confidence and knowledge of
the venting operations at Fifkyshima Dai-ichi. At that time, the industry and NRC staff will be
better positioned h/a détermination on whether additional BWR Mark II heat-removal
evaluations are nectssapy=

t Structures

Other Congsinraent
For Qther ntiglear power plant containment structures, no additional evaluations should be

ed until there is more definitive information on the Fukushima events that is applicable
freléyant to these other containment structures. Once this jnformation is available, probably
dkds the end of the year, a determination can be made on whether evaluations and
godifications are necessary.
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Industry Near-Term R_eoommendations

o Issue a §50.54(1) letter to require licensees to review plant procedures and guidelines
for operating existing BWR Mk I hardened vent valves and evaluate the accessibility for
operation of these valves in accordance with existing design commitments assuming no
AC power is available and to report the results to the NRC within 90 days of comp/e on
of the next refueling outage that starts after 1 January 2012. _

If improvements to assure accessibility are deterrnined to be necessary they ‘
implemented consistent with operational schedules and as a separate actiyity."

NRC Near-Term Task Force Recommendation 7

NRC Task Force Recommendation

for the spent fuel pool.

The Task Force recommends that the Commission dire

7.1 Order licensees to provide sufficient saf £ _;J’a 60 /nstrumentat/on, able to
withstand design-basis natural phenort "- Ronitor key spent fuel pool parameters
(i.e., water level, temperature, ana -areg e diation levels) from the control room.

-'-’..A:‘

7.2 Order licensees to proV/de 5 f Mated ac electrical power for the spent fuel pool
makeup system. £

2/ poo/s, including an easily accessible connection to supply the water (e.g.,
, eftable pump or pumper truck) at grade outside the building.

AP
/i

Wtiate rulemaking or licensing activities or both to require the actions related to the
gpent fuel pool described in detailed recommendations 7.1-7.4.”

_ omments and Input

he events surrounding the Fukushima Dai-ichi spent fuel pools are a good example of where
facts discovered later have invalidated earlier conclusions. There was early speculation that
there had been a spent fuel pool accident. Now, with the benefit of visual inspections and
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samples from the four affected spent fuel pools, it is evident that the spent fuel rods did not
experience significant failure.

The accidents at Fukushima demonstrated that spent fuel pools are robust, with a thermal

inertia that provides time to plan and execute appropriate mitigation measures, allowing the
early operator focus to be on stabilizing the reactor and achieving a safe reactor condition. B
so, the industry is taking proactive actions that include assuring that operators and the sit
emergency response team are aware of the estimated time for the spent fuel pools tg ®
200F, following a loss of spent fuel pool cooling with a starting temperature that is nof¥g

around 90F. NCY

The industry recognizes that there is a benefit to remote monitoring of thesspen ’4@ pool
during the accident conditions to assure that operator attention and pla * )1} ces are not
diverted from higher priority and more safety-significant activities. The indi#étsf agrees that
there should be a process for remotely monitoring the temperatyféarégyater level in the spent
fuel pools. The power supplies for the monitoring equipment g i : I to be safety related
based on the thermal inertia and the time taken to reach ahgiat:of&ktensive evaporation.

We note that the events at Fukushima would not hayebegefited from safety-related power
supplies. Safety-related requirements would not have C lped d the situation. We believe that
diversity would appear to be a more importantzattributéThe proposal for a hardened
seismically-qualified fuel pool spray line -ﬁ eing supplied from portable pumps outside
of the reactor or fuel pool building would adds -,p e lty to spent fuel pool cooling capability.
Such a requirement would support the i Gn-safety-related power supplies for fuel pool
cooling and instrumentation consi B£low evolution of a spent fuel cooling event.

There are numerous spent fi &lp

should allow for a flexible
requirements should def' -.p gt is to be achieved, leaving the industry to define in general

guidance the implepi€ntapion ptions based on plant configuration and needs.

Yoo fuel pool severe accident and the slow progression of an event that
Sexve Fe spent fuel pool accident do not warrant the imposition of an order.
Ftime to adjust, plan and implement mitigation measures based on the

kushima and recent and unusual loss of spent fuel pool cooling events in U.S.

m Near-Term Recommendations

ssue a Generic Letter Identify and evaluate the instrumentation and equipment needed to
monitor spent fuel level and temperature throughout an extended loss of AC power event that

includes depletion of DC battery power.

Altain a common understanding with the NRC staff on the methodologies and guidelines for
9
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performing the monitoring evaluation. Inform the NRC staff of:
(1) The methods and equipment that are used to monitor the condition of the spent fuel pools
auring an extended loss of AC power, and, if necessary,

(2) The action plan for assuring operators have the capability for monitoring the spent fuel pool
during an extended loss of AC power event. ,
(3) Report the results of the evaluations and the action plan to the NRC within 180 days of &
reaching a common understanding on the methodologies and guideline for /mp/ement/ng
generic letter. /

NRC Near-Term Task Force Recommendation 8
NRC Task Force Recommendation

The Task Force recommends strengthening and integrating onsite e er
capabilities such as EOPs, SAMGs, and EDMGs. o

The Task Force recommends that the Commission direct thess!

current capabilities for onsite emergency actions in the fII
8.1 Order licensees to modify the EOP technical gri uired by Supplement 1,
"Requirements for Emergency Response Capabfity,” t_ IREG-0737, issued January 1983
(GL 82-33), to (1) include EOPs, SAMGS, ape DMBs4n an integrated manner, (2) specify
clear command and control strategies for : pleir i p/ementatlon and (3) stipulate appropriate
qualification and training for those W/70 wakexdécisions during emergencies.

ntro/s “of the Standard Technical Specifications for
e the approved EOP technical guidelines for that

8.2 Modify Section 5.0, "Admini: ﬁ
each operating reactor deS/gnJ g
plant design. 4
8.3 Order licensees to g *- a Readt p/ant’s technical specifications to conform to the above
changes. -4 _

8.4 Initiate rules a King to equire more realistic, hands-on training and exercises on SAMGs
and EDMGs faig o T expected to implement the strategies and those licensee staff
expected 7 @ deécisions during emergencies, including emergency coordinators and
emergéncy Micggtors.”

manageable sections to ensure a coordinated, efficient and effective implementation. The
industry has already started work on this activity and enhancements are being pursued.

10
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Near-term actions should focus on improving the training and implementation of EDMGs,
SAMGs and §50.54(hh)(2) mitigation procedures and measures. Training programs should be
reviewed and, if necessary, enhanced to assure that operators and the emergency response
organizations are capable of making correct decisions and implementing procedures. In the
development and implementation of these enhanced training programs, it is critical for
operators to be more knowledgeable of mitigation measures for more likely events (abnori
and EOP type events) than the mitigation of extremely low probability events such as
extreme beyond design basis seismic event that would result in a severe accident. We,
that for SAMGs, EDMGs and B5b events, the training standard should be one of agilia ' Son.

It is important that the industry and the NRC reach a common understandmg QAR gtandards
and scope of training with an emphasis on emergency response organizafornsgwil€ assuring
that the training focus for operators remains on the more probable eventg, 5._;.3 perations. As
with other industry training programs, the National Academy for Nu eaf Traming in Atlanta
would provide oversight of the training programs referenced in § fis seftigh.

There needs to be further regulatory discussions on the i of requiring Technical
ns for operator exams.

Specifications on the SAMG and EDMG training and t.mear

New Plants

ITAAC should not be the regulatory vehicle .{; g ingthe licensing basis. The Part 52 change
' dould be used for ensuring that new plant

entation or other new requirements. These

personnel are gbig
Personnel »-:;; aWare of the intent and scope of SAMG and B5b strategies so that they can

be imples en Jadiccordance with the stations emergency preparedness activities. The level
and g pt k b w/edge should be commensurate with the safety significance and probability of

< Near-Term Task Force Recommendation 9

KIRC Task Force Recommendation

The Task Force recommends that the NRC require that facility emergency plans address
prolonged SBO and multiunit events.

11
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9.1 Initiate rulemaking to require EP enhancements for multiunit events in the following
areas:
e Personnel and staffing,
o Dose assessment capability,
e Training and exercises,
e Equijpment and facilities

9.2 Initiate rulemaking to require EP enhancements for prolonged SBO in the, ¥
areas:
e Communications capabilty,
ERDS capability,
Training and exercises,
Equipment and facilities

is complete:
s Determine and implement the requiré ¢ & fill all necessary positions for

responding to a multiunit event -

e Add guidance to the emergen p/a y hat documents how to perform a multiunit
dose assessment (including ag ,j rom spent fuel pools) using the licensee’s
site-specific dose assessy nt wftware and approach.

e (Conduct periodic trﬁﬁ'g Ind gxercises for multiunit and prolonged SBO
scenarios. Practice,, '"',,g ﬁ, J the identification and acquisition of offsite
Xte SS‘Ib/e

resources, to e

o Provjdeys me s to power cammun/'cat/'ans equijpment needed to communicate
e fxg., radios for response teams and between facilities) and offsite (e.g.,

g4 Drddhlicensees to complete the ERDS modernization initiative by June 2012 to ensure
u/t/un/t site monitoring capability”

gomments and Input

rom discussions with some Japanese utilities, it is clear that U.S. industry emergency
preparedness and the government (state, local and federal) emergency response infrastructure
is more mature and is better positioned to manage an emergency on the scale of the
Fukushima natural disasters and a nuclear emergency. U.S. company and government

12
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organizational structures, training, drills and the strong working relationships between the
plants and state and local response centers are significant differences.

Nevertheless, the industry acknowledges that there are lessons to be learned and
enhancements that can be made to the industry’s emergency preparedness activities. Pre-
Fukushima enhancements to EP programs have already been identified and are about to b
implemented via the imminent NRC EP rulemaking and the completion of the revision to
Radiological Emergency Preparedness Manual, soon to be issued by FEMA.

As the rule changes are being implemented, and as we learn more about the ong®j g eV
Fukushima, the NRC and industry can identify the prioritization and performage crit&rdt
further enhancements, as recommended in the NRC task force report. 7 \

The revised rule that is about to become effective requires a comprehen Iy5|s of on-shift
staffing to validate that the emergency plan can be |mplemented /' egones of
scenarios. For multi-unit event Emergency Response Organizatig m"‘ Staffi ing, new criteria
need to be defined. This includes defining the events’ chargeterts ’ imultaneous occurrences,
response time requirements and coping strategies. The A efa would be appended to the
staffing methodology prescribed in NEI 10-05. Analysisayoliid fflow the implementation of the
initial staffing analysis requirement. “ /)

In order for the industry to implement the m = : analysis concurrent with existing
EP rule change, the implementation peri d¥g . #ule change should be extended by one year
in order to accommodate the developmafit of Wgw staffing criteria.

In the interim, as recommended %;k force report, licensees could take voluntary

ped and implemented within the existing ruIe structure to
mendations:

3sepoint and spent fuel pool dose assessment
egtive equipment

Requiring licensed operators in the ERO outside the control room

Drills and exercise changes
Emergency facilities for multi-unit events (changing design basis and accident analysis

requirements)

13
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Rulemaking in these areas would provide the necessary regulatory predictability and the basis
for consistent implementation and inspection.

New Plants

Part 52 change processes and other regulatory vehicles exist and should be used for ensurings
that new plant licensees comply with of spent fuel cooling or other new requurements The
matters may be addressed after design certifications or COLs are issued, and ITAAC shet
be the regulatory vehicle for adjusting the licensing basis. .

Industry Near-Term Recommendations

(1) Implement the revised EP rule that is about to become effective. £~

(2) Engage NRC staff and other stakeholders in developing gU/dance f

recommendations that do not require rulemaking. v‘ %

(3) For those recommendations that do require an additionalgute o
developed in parallel with the rulemaking and implement = 2
content of the final rule is known. (This is a /ong-tem ityF

51

beg/nn/ng in 2012,

14
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Dave Lochbaum [DLochbaum@ucsusa.org]‘
Sent: Thursday, Septefber 15, 2011 10.09 AM -
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Foot-dragging follow-up

Hello Ho:

I've seen two recent media reports concemning the same "foot-dragging" statement I provided th 9 berg
reported that I'd commented the staff's take on the task force's recommendations looked like §5¢ et
left off the qualifiier that I'd give the staff benefit of the doubt. Steve Dolley in today's Nuc

reported the fuller context.

l $1gn basis and beyond design basis arenas sought by task force
: g the risk tools available to the staff to risk-inform decisions on the
other recommendations exclude the ¢Vere accident risks, for the most part. Bill Borchardt touched upon this
point with his comments deffhing adequate protection. But that re-definition likely won't happen

anytime soon.

Bottom line -- | am w

|4
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Edwin Lymar@ELyman@ucsusa.org] :. _
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2011 12:45 PM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Thank you

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ho,

Sincerely,

Ed Lyman
Senior Scientist
Mnion of Concerned Scientists
{/ elyman@ucsusa.org
<1 ~(202) 331-5445

5



A G2Y

Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW nie_Caputo@epw.senate. gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 10:42 AM

To: Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry; Nieh, Ho

Subject: FW: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

Well, this looks balanced...

From: Ohly, JohM{mailto:John.Ohl . .

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 9:51 AM : : ' :
To: Alexander, Erin (Fellow); Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: FW: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

Pretty balanced panel for this one...

_____ /. o ‘ £

From National Journal LIV ailto:rsvp@nationaljournal.com

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 9:32 AM ~
To: Ohly, John |
SubJect Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesdays Discussion On U.S. piseldr Pok

FEATURE INTERVIEWS WITH: A
Gregory B. Jaczko, Chairman, U.S. Nuclear Regulato -‘\@‘a ¥ion
Rep. Ed Markey, Member, House Energy & Commerce ’ﬁf ittee (D-MA)

NATIONAL JOURNAL LIVE POLICY SUMMI#

LESSONS FROM JAP '5/’
Global Implications of Nuclear g ast

7.

As we approach the sevep nth Mniversary of the Great East J apan earthquake and tsunami and the
ensuing nuclear crisis, AWgfttums still question what happened, why, and what an event of this

magnitude means ff % Mclear policy and our relative state of preparedness.

National Jgi#nal W convene experts to discuss the latest on the current nuclear situation, the U.S.
governm®nig efforts to assist Japan, and the public health and economic lessons learned as a result

of thgfdis¥gter.

: gsummit100511.eventbrite.com

FEATURE INTERVIEW:
Gregory B. Jaczko, Chairman, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Rep. Ed Markey, Member, House Energy & Commerce Committee (D-MA)

6

MODERATED BY:



James Kitfield, Senior Correspondent, National Journal

PANEL:

e Richard W. Caperton, Senior Policy Analyst, Energy Oppo:tumty, Center for American

Progress
o Allison Macfarlane, Associate Professor of Environmental Science and Policy, George

Mason University %

Wednesday, October 5, 2011
8:00 AM Registration
8:30 - 10:30 AM Program

National Press Club
First Amendment Room
529 14th Street NW
Washington DC

RSVP: njsummit100511.eventbrite.com

CONNECT WITH NATIONAL JOURNAL LIVE __

On Facebook: Facebook.com/njliveevents -
On Twitter: Twitter.com/njliveevents
Thoughts about the event? Tweet #njnucle :

Click here to unsubscribe

600 New Hampshire Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20037
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Dave LochbaumﬁDLochbaum@ucsusa.org] ‘
Sent: Thursday, Octobér 27, 2011 8:35 AM -
To: Dave Lochbaum

Good Day:

UCS posted the following commentary to our blog this moming regarding NRC Chairman Jaczkg »é1sion to
recommend that US citizens evacuate out to 50 m11es from Fukushima. g

o

http://allthingsnuclear.org/post/119864151 49/to-ﬂee-or-not—to-ﬂee—that-was-the—questio

Thanks,
Dave Lochbaum -

UCS

\ T
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Sexton, Kimberlx

From: Dave Lochbaun{[DLochbaum@ucsusa.org
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2011 10: 07 AM -
To: ' Borchardt, Bill

Cc: Grobe, Jack

Subject: BWR hardened vents?

Attachments: 19920928-jaf-nrc-ser-hardened-wetwell-vent.pdf
Hello Bill:

The first paragraph on page 29 of the paper submitted to the Commission via SECY-11-01
2011, contains this sentence: &

"All Mark I plants have installed a hardened vent."

containment. This SER is also available from the NRC's public o A
9210060307 The NRC staff accepted the existing contamme nLy t,wt%m at FitzPatrick without any of the

I was aware of this SER because I worked as a consu
Part of my tasks included developing the design basjs ¥ )

hardened vent, then other BWRs .
BWRs needed a hardened ver

ck sans the hardened vent system is not as protected as Fukushima Dai-ichi
Units 2 and 3 were profgcted Bgainst containment venting during beyond design basis events.

I assume that the NREG staff d1d not intentionally misled their Commissioners with this "all Mark I plants have
installed a has@ ned veht" line and simply didn't know about the FitzPatrick exception.

eterm task force staff known that FitzPatrick had not installed a hardened vent (which they
iprpart, in reaching their determination that no operating reactor had to immediately shut down for
ns) would that determination still have been the same?

Had the,
reli
safét

Please don't construe this email as a 2.206 petition seeking enforcement action against FitzPatrick.

Instead, you might want to correct any mis-impressions the Commissioners formed from the inaccurate SECY
paper since it's possible that they may be questioned about it during an upcoming Senate hearing.

Thanks,

Dave Lochbaum 1
1 ‘ C
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K UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20685

Septarber 28, 1992
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Docket No. 50-333
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Mr. Ralph E. Beedle

Executive Vice President - Nuclear Generation
Power Authority of the State of New York

123 Main Street

White Plains, New York 10601

Dear Mr. Beedle:
SUBJECT: HARDENLD WETWELL VENT CAPABILITY AT THE JAMES PATRICK NUCLEAR
POWER PLANT (TAC NOS., M74868 AND M82364)

dent issues, the NRC
£hould be taker, on a
rk | containment:, to
.ofesthe Mark 1 Containment
identified a number of plant

As a part of a comprehensive plan for closing sevéré:
staff undertook a program to determine if any &
generic basis, to reduce the vulnerability WH
severe accident challenges. At the conclygion
Ferformance Improvement Program, the NR(FsUad
modifications that substantially enhance& heé plant’s capability to both
prevent and mitigate the consequencesgnf/s ¢fre accidents. One of the
modifications recommended was impro@ rdened wetwell vent capability.

After considering the proposed M ;“' tainment Performance Program
(described in SECY 89-017, the Commission directed the staff to

E"hdl indy bear on the necessity and nature:
¥ Accordingly, the Commission concluded that
glents, with one exception, that is, hardened
1d be evaluated by licensees as part of the

¢ . (1PE) Program. With regard to the recommended
plant improvement d&ding with harden=d vent capability, the Commission, in
recognition of gfhe cireumstances and benefits associated with this
modification ed the staff to facilitate installatfon of a hardened vent

possible unique design difger
of specific safety improﬁe

under the p ns of 10 CFR 50.59 for ticensces, who on their own
\n1t1at1vé' to incorporate this plant improvement On September 1,
1989, & issued Generic Letter 89-16, “Installation of a Hardened
Wetwe which encouraged licensees to implement a hardened wetwell vent

2bil ™y under the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.
/}/ S

Matters dated October 27, 1989, and July 25, 1990, the Power Authority of
Sfate of New York (PASNY) notified the NRC staff that it would defer
F¥ing a decision on whether to install a hardened wetwell vent until the
ftzPatrick Individual Plant Examination (IPE) was completed. In those
+letters, PASNY provided "plant specific" design information and engineering
analyses that justified this approach on the "hardened vent issue. The NRC
staff reviewed the information provided by PASNY in the stated letters.
Additionally, on August 22, 1990, the staff inspected the existing wetwell
vent path at the FitzPatrick planl As a result of the staff’s review of -
PASNY's submittals, the inspection of the FitzPatrick wetwell vent path, and a

210060307 920928 | . )
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Mr. Ralph €. Beedle - .2 - © Septarter 28, 19%2

review of the existing venting procedures and training, the NRC, by letter
dated January 24, 1991, approved PASHY's approach to defer its decision to
fully implement the industry’s hardened vent general design criteria until
completion of the IPE.

By .letter dated December G, 1991, PASNY provided the NRC with its fip8
position regarding lmplumpntatlon of the hardened vent design critg
with nnslghts gained from performing the IPE and the status of (nv

letter dated August 14, 1992 PASNY provnded additional inngf i
hardened vent capabi]ity PASNY determined that the currept €
FitzPatrick hardened wetwell vent meets many of the Boiljing Wates
Owners Group (BWROG) design criteria and represents an _ag Pple deviation
from the remainder. Furthermore, PASNY concluded thvf”ha Waare modifications
needcd to fully meet the BWROG deS|qn criteria aresmotypetessary to ensure

Based on the 1nformatlun providod by PASHY §ad™Thégresults of the NRC
% Bl path, the NRC staff has

hardened vent design criteria

dutnrmined that the current vent path "
inds that the plant procedures

or their intent. Furthermore, ‘Lhe Nk[~s

for Upurdtur. to effectlvely use

dplb!ilfy _ Therefare, thﬂ NRC s". "fhcludes that the existing wetwell vent

v acceptable.

Sincerely,

,
., o ZeCrUs /'-urt_—-

¢/
e o “

Steven A, Varga, Director

Division of Reactor Projects - 1/11
Offtice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

f'efy Evaluation

¢ w/enclosure:
See next page
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. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
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Tener SAELli.iM,L!A_UlifUHiMULﬂi_I_L_QLEJLLJMilﬂhLIﬂB_BEAQIQ,__LQuLA.lON
POWER_AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
HARDENED WETWELL VENT CAPABILITY
JAMES A, FITZPATRICK WUCLEAR POWER PLANT
DOCKE1 MO, 5Q-333

Ar‘.

.0 IHTRODUCTION

ifer dated July 25,
Lthe licensee)

vent Cdpablllly under Lhe provision of 10 CFR 50.59.
1990, the Power Authority of the State of New York
submitted an analysis of the potential benefits of
the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Pover Plant (F§
indicated that the existing wetwell vent is pal
withstanding anticipated venting prossures, § =
standby yas treatment system (SGIS). Thed # located in a building
adjacent to the recactor building. PASHY=a ®d its willingness to make cost
beneficial modifications to fully mee® Xapproved hardened vent general
design criteria; however, it wanted to dgfg i
individual plant ex xaminal ion (H’l%(:gm .

By letter dated January 24, 199% RC staff approved the licensee's
request Lo fntegrate the resylts & its IPE program into its decision to make
any modifications to the gxd Singsvent design to fully implement the approved

Fagryteria.  Upon completion of the IPE program,
frp¥ide the NRC with fts final position regarding
leffled venl design criteria, and (2) use the results
e dhe venting procedures and training of operators. By
Enhsg 1991, the licensee provided this information alony
s.gained from performing the IPE and the status of investigations

into accides Banagement strategies associated with severe accidents. In a
. letter d¢gﬂ wst 14, 1992, the licensee provided additional information on

the licensee was to:
implementation of t

e

fhe 9lﬁ Patrick plant has a hardened vent system that originates at the
jeimary containment suppression chamber and terminates at the inlet to the
SGW. The hardened vent system is located in the reactor building while the
GTS is located fn a building adjacent to the reactor building. The SGTS
‘onsists, in part, of a series of filters connected by sheet meta) ducting
with an expected rupture pressure of a few psig. Outlet piping of the SGIS is
routed through the building and to the.plant stack. The hardened vent piping
is rated for 150 psig internal pressure. As the vent system is already
hardencd up Lo the SGIS, the licensee performed an analysis to determine
whether additional hardened piping should be added to bypass the SGTS and any

.I
[ 8
9"10060338 9209
5000333
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el additional modifications were necessary to meet the hardened vent. design :
criteria. - af

Through completion of the IPE, the licensee gained several 1hsights for post®
accident venting. Ffor the TW (loss of decay heat removal) accident sequepce
the containment pressure approaches the primary containment pressure lipfty -,
(PCPL) of 44 psig in approximately 20 hours. The emergency operating, %
procedures (£OPs) then direct the operators to vent t' : containment: to?
maintain pressure below the PCPL. [f the containment is not ventedt
pressure will continue to rise leading to failure due to overpreof
The licensee calculated the core damage frequency (CDF) with versfg ¥
E-6/yr) and without venting (2.72 £-5/yr). These calculatiqfis Ggmaaftrated a
reduction in COF by a factor of 14 due to venting, % .

For the station blackeut (S80) accldent scenario, decghx , “;iransferred to
] re. Depletion

cooling systems and core damage ensues. Core dard *f;s approximately 13

hours into the scenario with containment press ining below the PCPL

venl setpoint pressure of 44 psig. Thereforess the 94tenses has concluded that
8 CoRcept for an SBO event, under

the guidance of the existlng Emergency Oper.,“ 7 Procedures. During SBO

sequonces.,core damage is ca]culated L=6ccur round 13 hours whereas the

=y costainment pressure limit (PCPL)

'%y| G hours.

The January 24 on of plant-specific features
procedures, and training reld e hardened wetwell -vent capability at
the FitzPatrick plant concl t the existing venting capability was
expected to achieve the desi ¢éduction in core damage frequency; however,
the hardened vent pat v otZcompletely meet the hardened vent design
criteria. As a resul rPatrick was allowed to integrate the results of

criteria. The fefowing®is an evaluation of the FitzPatrick position relative
to the hardened :

‘n“:hlt justified by analysis), and (2) containment pressure equal
w the exhaust f]ow through the vent is sufficient to prevent the

\f 1t*Patrrck vent path will relieve pressure through parallel 6 and 12-inch
oX . Based on the licensee analysis, one percent decay heat (24.36 MW)
duces 25. l§3 bm/sec of steam at the PCPL of 44 psig or a volumetric rate
269.964 ft’/sec. Since the initfal flow of gases through the vent will
consist of nitrogen and steam, the licensee concluded that a conservative vent

" mass flow rate of 44.21 Ibm/sec was required to limit the primary containment
pressure to the PCPL level. The 6-inch line is capable of passing 17 lbm/sec
and the 12-inch line fs capable of passing 71 1bm/sec.
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Based on these reéultﬁ. FitzPatrick meets the vent criteria through use of the
12-inch line or combination of the 6 and 12-inch line. The NRC staff .
concludes that criterion (a) has been met. _

Criterion (b): The hardened vent shall be capable of operat1n§ up to t
PCPL. It shall not compromise the existing containment design basis. g

The PCPL at FitzPatrick is 44 psig. The hardened vent piping has_a‘¢:
pressure rating of 150 psig, with the exception of the SGTS whigh J& Tesd
in a building adjacent to the reactor building. The SGTS roop cbai)

sheetmetal ductwork and filters which are assumed to fail unferyosd#¥venting

scenarios. After ductwork faflure, high pressure venting wi pssurize the

SGTS room unti) failure of the access doors to the outside:” “Fhef are double
ng,

doors that normally open to the environment thereby pses
path for the steam mixture. As a result, the pressuflizat
building wall wil) be limited to relalively low pr
within the wall structural capability.

der the SGIS Inoperable,

é ient Jocated within the reactor
burldxng 1ho SGTS building is adequately’Asolated from the systems within
the reactor buulding by the reactor buy#Tgi w11, Further, the containment
design pressure is 56 psig and the PCRL~is¢44 psig. Both values are well
below the piping design pressure of'r The NRC staff concludes that
criterion (b) has been met. “

I be designed to operate during

Critcrion (c): The hardene
Sequence. The need for SB0O venting will be

conditions assoctated with:
addressed during the IPEg

%éing which is assumed to fail. The containment
Ahe vent path are also capable of operation at the PCPL.
ical or pneumatic power is not available to operate the

In the evenls®
* operation from the reactor building is possible. The . IPE

vent valvest
determi hta
which s provlde sufficient time for any manual vent actuations, if

‘ed. %Jhe PASNY also provided preliminary {nsights into the need and
ilityof venting during SBO sequences and was examining several new

t management strategies. However, since core damage would occur long
enting was needed, venting was not credited in the IPE for an SBO
The NRC staff concludes that criterion (c) has been met

Briterion (d): The hardened ‘vent shall include a means to prevent inadvertent
% actuation.
Inadvertent actuation of the hardened vent at FitzPatrick is prevented through

several mechanisms. The emergency operating procedures are specific as to
when venting is to be performed. Venting involves operation of several valves
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from the relay room, which {s physically separated from the control room.
1W sequence most likely would {nvolve loss of some emergency power, and
therefore, some manual vent valve operation would be required. Conta
isolation signals from high drywel) pressure and possibly high conta&hn
radiation would have to be bypassed. Therefore, either the need foW Mg
operation or deliberate bypass actions makes. the potential of inggvers
venting a remote possibility. As a result, the NRC staff con 0%
intent of criterion (d) has been met. .

Criterion {e): The vent path up to and including the sedd
isolation barrier shall be designed consistent with the d
plant. ' N

The NRC staff concluded, in its January 24, i99l.%jvqlA. [on of the hardened
venl design, that the vent path meets the desigmbagissof the plant. The NRC
staff concludes that criterfon (e) has been més o -

é'of withstanding, withoui

Criterion (f): The hard vent path shallgs ﬂ%
ng-conditions associated with the

loss of functional capability, expected%
TW sequence. .

The NRC staff concluded, in its %iézziYZ4' 1991, evaluation of the hardened
]

vent design, that the vent pipings, Wilh#the exception of the SGTS piping, was
capable of withstanding, withgut of functional capability, all expected
venting conditions. In adgddleg, the NRC staff concluded that the damage to
the SGTS may be an accepts everat ion pending completion of the IPE, The
licensee evaluated loss % EheSGTS based on the IPE and performed a cost-
benefit analysis for @rovidifg a hardened pipe bypass around the SGTS for SBO

scenarios. The ligs

consequence of vefiliph and that modifications to the plping configuration were
not justified. Mod#fications to the piping configuration could reduce the
13 Y fd not decrease the core damage frequency. The NRC' staff
heexisting design is sufficient and that the intent of
s been met, :

R (4)f Radiation monitoring shall be provided to alert control room
I radioactive releases during venting,

/ 5
jftzPatPick will use the existing containment high range monitor (CHRM)-and
accident sampling system (PASS) to assess the radiological consequences of

ven®ing. These monitoring systems are capable of assessing severe accident
Eonditions and will be operable under the environmental conditfons associated
with venting. The CHRM provide indfcation of radiation levels with the
drywell, The PASS can take samples from the drywell, wetwell, suppression
pool, and reactor coofant. The results from a PASS sample are available
within the 3-hour critertfon of NUREG-0737. The NRC staff concludes that the

intent of criterion (g} has been met.

Criterion (h): The hardened vent design shall ensure that no ignition sources
are present in the pipeway.
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In the January 24, 1991, evaluation, the HRC staff indicated that there was a
potential for a hydrogen deflagration upon rupture of the SGTS ducts. Llarge
amounts of hydrogen could be produced during a core melt scenario; howevex
the TW sequence is prevented from progressing to a core melt by relievigg®
mass and energy through the containment vent. Therefore, large amounl
hydrogen are not expected for the TW sequence. However, the E0Ps ang s
based, not sequence based procedures. In the event that hydroge
into the SGTS room, the vent flow will also consist of nitrogen,amd sté

which will provide some amount of natural inerting. In addit:»nAJQ‘*~$arrier
betwean the SGTS room and the reactor building is a 2- footJVA oK el

hydrogen deflagration,

A hard pipe bypass around tha SGTS could prevent anyshyd deflagration

wilhin the SGTS room. The licensee estimated the 1., {s modi{ficatton at
$680,000. The )icensee concluded that combustipem 1% ¢ existing vent path is
not risk significant and does not plan to modif Based on
the uncertainty as to whether a combustible T
prevention potential of steam and nitroyepstn
deflagration, the mitigation potential of

room and the safety related equipment 5%
modifications, the NRC staff conc)udfss
and the intent of criterion (h) hask

As stated’in the January 24,
saveral weaknesses in the t
“Post Accident Venting of
detrimental to effective %
issuance of that evaluatio 7
improvements. includinge step c]arlflcation more detailed instructions,
enhanced caution s€atefents and standardized phraseology and format. Also
noted in the January¥4, 1991, evaluation were several deficiencies in the
operator trainfn pertf:nlng to containment venting. Subsequently, the
licensee has ded to integrate the results of the IPE into the operator
training peR . This training will provide operators with guidance
regardingg %e%accident phenomena such s the consequences of venting during

ndengs,  Other impraovements to the operator training program which

*Been implemented include:

'"nf} Containment," which could prove
p use of the procedure, Subsequent to the

p %'Iralning which provided clarification of procedural references to
the FitzPatrick PCPL, containment failure pressure, and allernative
methods of heat removal. and

Training which provided guidance on use of the 2" bypass line
flowpath to protect the SGTS, unless flow is insufficient to
counteract the decay heat additlon to the containment thus requiring
the main vent line to be used.

The NRC staff has reviewed the revised venting procedure and enhancements to
the operator training as they relate to confarmance to the human factor issues
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cpressure-and initiating ventlng early for certain circumstsnces. T}ji

of the Standard Review Plan (NUREG-0800) Sections 13.2.1, "Reactor Operator
Teaining,” and 13,5.1, "Operating and Maintenance Procedures.” The NRC staff
finds the revised procedural guidance and operator training acceptable. P

Ihe licensee has {dentified several accident management strategies asso
with operation of the vent which may be benefictal. These venting st
inctude venting until containment pressure is reduced to near atmosph

staflf agrecs with the licensee’s approach of bringing these isy

attention of the Boiling Water Reactor Owners Group {BWROG) foff ,.;{r~»'gener1c
cunsideration. flowever, the NRC staff has concluded that the W h¥and
procedures currently implemented at the FitzPatrick plant cient to

watiofy the hardened vent design criteria and ensure ad:;;;1 1.ant safpty
1.0 LONCLYS LN | Ry j
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER

November 4, 20'1 1

The Honorable Barbara Boxer

Chairman, Committee on Environment
and Public Works

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable James M. Inhofe
Ranking Member, Committee on

Environment and Public Works
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
Dear Chairman Boxer and Ranking Member Inhofe:

| appeared before the Committee on Environment and Public Works on August 2, 2011,

along with my colleagues on the Commission. On October 20, 2011, you forwarded questions

for the hearing record. The responses to those questions are enclosed. If | can be of further

assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,
;%Zfﬁv/f/
William C. Ostendorff
Enclosures:
As stated



ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator Barbara Boxer

1. The Task Force concluded that a sequence of events like what occurred in Japan is unlikely
to occur in the United States. Yet, the Task Force still recommended numerous safety
improvements for nuclear power facilities around the country. In your view, what is the primary
lesson learned from the accident in Japan thus far?

Answer

In my view, the primary lesson learned from the accident in Japan thus far is that nuclear power
plants must have sufficient capability to cope with an extended loss of all alternating current
power or what is referred to as a “station blackout.” In my vote on the Near Term Task Force
report (SECY-11-0093), | expressed support for the initiation of rulemaking to strengthen station
blackout mitigation capability at nuclear power plants. Moreover, in my vote on the staff's
recommended actions to be taken without delay (SECY-11-0124), | proposed to designate the
station blackout rulemaking as a high-priority rulemaking to be completed within 24 months of
the date of the associated Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) for SECY-11-0124. In the
final SRM, the Commission directed the staff to designate the rulemaking as a high-priority with
a goal of completion within 24 to 30 months of October 18, 2011.

In addition to dealing with an extended station blackout event, | also took away other important
lessons learned. These lessons include the importance of reliable venting systems for certain
boiling water reactor containments; the importance of severe accident management procedures;
assessment of protection from external hazards such as seismic and flooding; the value of
having reliable spent fuel pool instrumentation; and emergency preparedness for multi-unit
events.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator Barbara Boxer

2. The Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) issued a response to the NRC Task Force's report,
in which it urged the NRC to modify current emergency planning requirements. UCS urged the
NRC to require plants to develop such plans based on a scientific assessment of the
populations at risk for each site, rather than artificially limiting plans to areas within the current
10-mile planning zone. Do you agree that the NRC should reevaluate current requirements for
emergency preparedness and evacuation plans in light of what happened in Japan?

Answer

In SECY-11-0137, “Prioritization of Recommended Actions to be Taken in Response to
Fukushima Lessons Learned,” the NRC staff identified emergency planning zone (EPZ) size as
an additional issue with a nexus to the Fukushima accident that may warrant further regulatory
action. While the NRC staff's assessment of this issue is incomplete, the staff has judged that
this issue, among others, warrants further consideration and potential prioritization. A
determination of whether any regulatory actions are necessary will be made after the staff
completes further evaluation of the issue. As this further evaluation is conducted, | believe that
the existing framework for a 10-mile EPZ along with the flexibility to expand the EPZ, if
circumstances warrant, will continue to provide for the protection of the public during a nuclear
accident,
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator Barbara Boxer

3. California's two nuclear power plants are located in areas of high seismic activity and | am
concerned about their ability to withstand earthquakes. The Task Force has recommended
requiring nuclear power plants to confirm their seismic and flooding hazards every 10 years and
to address any new and significant information with safety upgrades. Do you agree that nuclear
power plants in the United States should periodically re-evaluate seismic and flooding hazards
in light of what occurred in Japan?

Answer

| agree that nuclear power plants in the United States should re-evaluate the safety implications
of hazards, such as seismic and flooding, when new and significant information becomes
available. In this regard, | voted to support the NRC staff's recommendation in SECY-11-0124,
“Recommended Actions to be Taken Without Delay from the Near Term Task Force Report,” to
initiate regulatory activities aimed at conducting re-evaluations and walkdowns of site-specific
seismic and flooding hazards. | believe that what we learn from these near-term regulatory
activities will help inform whether the NRC should require a periodic re-evaluation, such as the
10-year confirmation of seismic and flooding hazards recommended by the Task Force.

As an aside, | had the opportunity with Commissioner Magwood to visit California’s two nuciear
power plants—San Onofre on October 25 and Diablo Canyon on October 26 (Dr. Horner from
your staff joined us). During both plant visits, we had significant discussions on seismic hazards
analysis.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
_ August 2, 2011
Folliow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator Thomas R. Carper

1. Can you explain how the NRC uses a mix of voluntary and mandatory regulations to ensure
safety? How does the NRC ensure voluntary regulations are being enacted?

Answer

The NRC does not rely on voluntary measures to ensure safety; by statute, the NRC is required
to put in place those regulations needed to ensure adequate protection of public health and
safety. For safety, technical, or operational issues that do not rise to the level of adequate
protection, the nuclear industry could voluntarily develop and adopt initiatives to address a
particular issue.

Regulatory commitments and voluntary programs are useful since they can often be
implemented more quickly than the development of formal NRC requirements. Furthermore,
they typically enable more flexibility to address the given situation. The manner in which a
regulatory commitment or voluntary program is treated by the licensee and by the NRC can
vary, depending on the nature of the regulatory commitment or voluntary program and its
relation to a regulatory requirement. For example, the NRC may use a licensee’s regulatory
commitments to help decide if further regulatory actions need to be taken. Under such
circumstances, the NRC would typically perform an inspection to determine if the licensee is
implementing the regulatory commitment, if the regulatory commitment is being managed
through the licensee’s commitment tracking system, and whether the regulatory commitment
should be placed into a controlled document such as the final safety analysis report. The NRC
staff currently performs periodic audits of licensee commitments at operating nuclear power
plants on a triennial basis.

Alternatively, a licensee's implementation of a voluntary program may stem from the NRC
encouraging the licensee to take additional actions that, while not necessary to ensure
adequate protection, provide added margins with respect to the overall safety of the facility.
Under this scenario, the NRC may choose to inspect the voluntary program as part of its reactor
oversight program depending on the specific circumstance.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator Thomas R. Carper

2. 1 can see a role for voluntary regulations - they can be quickly implemented without waiting on
the federal government. However, they are meaningless if they are never enacted or not
sustained over time. | was disappointed to see that when the NRC did a review of the voluntary
severe accident management guidelines - very few plants were implementing all of the
guidelines. Some plants were implementing very few of the guidelines at all. Can the NRC
enforce voluntary programs without codifying them into law? What are the advantages and
disadvantages of codifying voluntary programs? Should there be a time period after which all
voluntary programs should become regulatory statute?

Answer

The NRC does not routinely inspect the implementation of voluntary industry initiatives, and
cannot enforce them. Further, regulatory commitments made by licensees are generally not
enforceable NRC requirements.

Voluntary programs can be advantageous in allowing the NRC to focus resources on those
issues of the highest safety importance, while allowing issues of low safety or risk importance to
be addressed through voluntary programs. The disadvantages of a voluntary programs is that if
the issue of concern has a nexus to safety and the NRC determined that the issue was not
being sufficiently addressed, we would be limited in-our ability to take effective action because
of the lack of enforceability.

If the NRC concludes that a regulatory requirement is needed to address a particular safety,
technical, or operational issue of concern, then the NRC would take action in one of several
ways including: 1) issuing an order, 2) initiating rulemaking, or 3) incorporating a licensee's

commitment or voluntary program into its operating license as a license condition

There is no time period associated with putting in place regulations for an issue that is being

addressed through a voluntary industry initiative. Rather, the decision to put in place regulations
would be dependent upon the safety significance of the issue.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator Thomas R. Carper

3. What we do know about the Fukushima is that the Japanese underestimated the risk of that
great of a tsunami and earthquake for that facility. | want to be sure we are not underestimating
our risks here at home. Please list the last time the NRC evaluated the seismic and flooding
hazards for each of the 104 nuclear power plants.

Answer

"The NRC takes steps to ensure that vulnerabilities to both internal and external hazards are
considered and mitigated in the current design and licensing basis of its regulated facilities. For
example, the NRC requires that safety-significant structures, systems, and components at U.S.
nuclear power plants be designed for protection against natural phenomena, including seismic
and tsunami events. All 104 U.S. nuclear power plants are built to withstand such external
hazards, and each plant's capability to withstand external hazards relevant to its site
characteristics is reviewed by the NRC during its initial licensing.

In addition, the NRC routinely inspects licensee procedures and systems, structures, and
components associated with mitigating the consequences of internal and external hazards. The
NRC has also conducted two reviews of its regulated facilities over the last 25 years to ensure
that they have included both internal and external hazards in their current plant design and
licensing basis. These reviews are as follows:

(1) In 1988, the NRC's Generic Letter No. 88-20, “Individual Plant Examination for Severe
Accident Vulnerabilities,” requested plant owners to perform a systematic evaluation of
plant-specific vulnerabilities and report the results to the Commission.

(2) In the mid to late 1990s, the NRC staff reviewed the potential for ground motions beyond
the design basis as part of the Individual Plant Examination of External Events. From
this review, the staff determined that seismic designs of operating nuclear plants in the
U.S. have adequate safety margins for withstanding earthquakes.

The NRC was preparing to perform a generic review of seismic hazards for existing plants
before the Fukushima event occurred. This effort, knows as Generic Issue-199, “Implications of
Updated Probabilistic Seismic Estimates in Central and Eastern United States on Existing
Plants,” will be considered in the NRC's effort to re-evaluate the seismic hazards at U.S. nuclear
plants in light of the Fukushima event, as outlined in SECY-11-0137, “Prioritization of
Recommended Actions to be Taken in Response to Fukushima Lessons Learned.”

Through these efforts, the NRC can help ensure that the risk associated with seismic and
flooding hazards is not underestimated at nuclear power plants in the U.S.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator James M. Inhofe

1. The Chairman has repeatedly commented that failure to implement the task force
recommendations may delay new plant applications. Do you agree with that assessment?

Answer
No, | do not agree with that assessment.

In a September 9, 2011 Order (CLI-11-05), the Commission declined to suspend adjudicatory,
licensing, and rulemaking activities in light of the recent events at the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear
power plant. As stated in the Order, the Commission noted that “whether we adopt the Task
Force recommendations or require more, or different, actions associated with certified designs
or COL applications, we have the authority to ensure that certified designs and combined
licenses include appropriate Commission-directed changes before operation.”

We further noted that “we find no imminent risk to public health and safety if we allow our
regulatory processes to continue. Instead of finding obstacles to fair and efficient decision-
making, we see benefits from allowing our processes to continue so that issues unrelated to the
Task Force's review can be resolved. We have well-established processes for imposing any
new requirements necessary to protect public health and safety and the common defense and
security. Moving forward with our decisions and proceedings will have no effect on the NRC's
ability to implement necessary rule or policy changes that might come out of our review of the
Fukushima Daiichi events.”

As | described in my August 18, 2011 responses to your follow-up questions from the June 16,

2011 hearing, the Commission can apply lessons learned from Japan to new plant activities in a
variety of different ways using existing regulatory processes.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator James M. Inhofe

2. How will you, as a commissioner, work to ensure that the agency does not slip into a malaise
and that regulatory decisions and actions, whether connected to issues stemming from
Fukushima or not, take longer and longer to resolve?

Answer

| believe in applying the NRC's Principles of Good Regulation in carrying out my responsibilities
as an NRC Commissioner. In my view, three principles—efficiency, clarity, and openness—are
of particular importance to avoid the malaise you have expressed concern over. In my tenure, |
believe that my decisions have been made without undue delay and have sought to promote
efficiency, clarity, and openness in the NRC's regulatory activities. For example, | have
supported expedited rulemaking where it has been appropriate for the circumstance. | also
strive to ensure that there is clarity of direction from the Commission to the NRC staff, clarity of
our regulations to those that must implement them, and clarity of our communications with our
external stakeholders. Lastly, | have undertaken initiatives to enhance the NRC's engagement
with external stakeholders to best inform our regulatory decisions.
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ENCLOSURE

Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
August 2, 2011
Follow-Up Questions for Written Submission

Questions for Commissioner Ostendorff
Senator James M. Inhofe

3. You commented in the hearing about the NRC's lack of understanding of whether or not the
Fukushima operators actually used their hardened vents. At this time, do you believe the NRC
knows enough about the Fukushima hardened vents to fix it right the first time?

Answer

| believe that while all of the details of what happened with the hardened vents during the
Fukushima accident are not yet fully understood, we do know enough to recommend a
requirement for reliable hardened vents. In particular, several reactor units at the Fukushima
Daiichi site experienced containment pressure increases during the accident that substantially
exceeded the design pressure. | agree with the NRC's Near Term Task Force’s evaluation that
having a reliable hardened vent system would significantly enhance the capability to mitigate
serious beyond design basis accidents. As such, | have voted to support the development of
regulatory requirements through orders for reliable hardened vents at certain boiling water
reactor facilities.
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Kock, Andrea

From: Nuclear Townhali [nucleartownhali@nucleartownhall.com]

Sent: Saturday, November 12, 2011 9:31 AM ~

To: Kock, Andrea

Subject: Nuclear Townhall 11/12 News - First Outside Look at Fukushima: Progress Amid Rubble

NuclearTownhall

Today's Top Stories From Nuclear Townhall:
Lead:

o First Outside Look at Fukushima: Progress Amid Rubble
Opinion:
e Robert J. Samuelson: Obama, Jobs, And The Keystone XL Pipeline
People, Politics:
¢ White House Considered Chu Ouster Amid Solyndra Damage Control: New Memo
e GOP Prez Contenders to Spar Over Yucca, Energy Department 'Brain Freeze'
¢ Yucca Mountain Likely To Come Up At South Carolina GOP Debate
Business:
o JEA Looks To Nuclear When Planning How To Power Jacksonville After 2021
o Batteries in Electric Cars Examined After Chevy Volt Fire
International:

e China Guangdong Nuclear Revives Kalahari Takeover Talks

Japan:
¢ Sights and Sounds On the Grounds of Fukushima
e NYT: An American Look at Fukushima, Minute by Minute

For these and other stories go to: www.NuclearTownhall.com
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Forward email

i o e Trusted Emait from 4:,:"
ERP Safolns bsaribe i~ ConstantContact” !
Try 3t FREE today

This email was sent to andrea.kock@nrc.gov b)E\ucleartownhall@nucleartownhaII.com
Update Profile/Email Address | Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy. ~
Nuclear Townhall | PO Box 91313 | Louisville | KY | 40291

: o



Kock,“'Andrea

From: Sandra Gonzalezg[em|chaeld@meyeranalytlcs com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2011 2:24 PM

To: Kock, Andrea

Subject: Explore with Industry Experts on Improving Nuclear Safety Post-Fukushima

Nuclear Safety Post-Fukushima Summit

o i o S

December 5-7 2011 | Renaissance Dupont C;rcle Hotel | Washington, DC

Email not displaying correctly? Please click here.

Kevnote Speakers:

The Honorable William C. Ostendorff Kenji Tateiwa
Commissioner Manager, Nuclear Power Programs
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission Tokyo Electric Power Company

Newly Added Speakers!

James Lyons
Director of the Division of Nuclear Installation Safety, Department of Nuclear Safety and Security
INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY

Dr. Gail H. Marcus
Independent Consultant, Nuclear Power Technology & Policy; Former Deputy Director-General
OECD NUCLEAR ENERGY AGENCY (NEA)

For a full list of speakers, please visit:
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www.informationforecastnet.com/nuke11

Nuclear Safety Post-Fukushima
December 5-7, 2011 - Renaissance Dupont Circle Hotel - Washington, DC

www.informationforecastnet.com/nuke11
Registration Code NS1E11

Register Now for the Nuclear Safety Post-Fukushima Summit happening December 5-7, 2011 at the Renaissance
Dupont Circle Hotel in Washington DC. The event will bring regulators and policy-makers together with nuclear
operators and safety experts to explore the path forward for enhancing design and operational safety.

Leading industry experts will discuss the impacts of Fukushima on:

e New Seismic.; Modeling Requirements

¢ Multiunit Event Modeling, Planning & Monitoring
¢ Dealing with Spent Fuel Storage

e Pipe Integrity

¢ Handling Prolonged Station Black Outs (SBO)

TO REGISTER:
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

COMMISSIONER

November 18, 2011

The Honorable Edward J. Markey
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Markey:

On October 25, 2011, you wrote to the Chairman of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Gregory Jaczko, requesting “[v]oting records . . . for all actions taken or considered by the
Commission in response to the issues raised by the events at Fukushima” and “[c]opies of all
documents . . . related to the events of Fukushima or the NRC's response thereto . . .” Because
part of the NRC'’s response would include information and documents that belong to me as an
individual Commissioner, | have decided to provide these materials to you separately. The
information and documents that | am providing have generally been produced by me or my staff, so
may not reflect the entirety of information or documents responsive to your request. The
Commission collectively will send you a separate response that will include information and
documents that belong to the Commission as a body. However, | have been advised that requests
for documents originating in Executive Branch agencies that were forwarded to my office through
NRC staff are appropriately directed to those agencies; therefore, those documents are not included

in this response.

Certain documents that were responsive to your request are considered “Sensitive Adjudicatory
Materials” or are related to budget deliberations, and are not publicly available. Thus, | am providing
a privilege log that identifies these documents, but not the documents themselves. The requested
documents from my office, as well as the privilege log, are enclosed. Please note that most
documents in this submittal have not been released to the public and have been marked “Not
for Public Disclosure.” | respectfully ask that you and your staff honor these markings.



Honorable Edward Markey
November 18, 2011
Page-2--

| am available to respond to any further inquiries you may have on this matter. Should your staff
have any questions about this response, you may contact Kimberly Sexton at (301) 415-1800.

Sincerely,

iz d
William C. Ostendorff

Enclosures:
1: Documents Associated with Requests 1 and 2 of the October 25, 2011 Letter.
2 Privilege Log for Documents Associated with Emergency Petitions Adjudication and

Budgetary Decisions Relevant to the Agency’s Response to Fukushima.
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Bozin, Sunny

From: Herr, Linda

Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 1:55 PM

To: Bozin, Sunny

Subject: FW: Nuclear Safety Statement on Fukushima
Attachments: Statement April 4, 2011.pdf, ATT00002. txt
Sunny:

Could you please print out, log in and circulate as mail. I'm assuming that since it when thru SECY to all
Commission Offices that there is no action on our part... Bill Borchardt, Margie Doane, and Eric Leeds were
also cc:d.

Thanks!
Linda

—~---Original Message—---

From: CMROSTENDORFF Resource

Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 1:05 PM

To: Herr, Linda

Subject: FW: Nuclear Safety Statement on Fukushima

----- Original Messag s )
From: Roger Mattson Ex .

Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 12:43 PM

To: CMRAPOSTOLAKIS Resource; CMRSVINICKI Resource; CMRMAGWOOD Resource;
CMROSTENDORFF Resource '

Cc: Borchardt, Bill; OPA1 RESOURCE; Doane, Margaret; Leeds, Eric

Subject: Nuclear Safety Statement on Fukushima

Dear NRC Commissioners and Staff:

| write to you on behalf of an ad hoc group of nuclear safety experts from various countries that for many years
have been engaged in research and development, design, construction, operation, management and safety
regulation of nuclear power plants. We have prepared a Statement, “NEVER AGAIN: An Essential Goal for
Nuclear Safety” to express our deep concern about the future of nuclear power in view of the consequences of
the earthquake and tsunami at the Fukushima-Daiichi NPP in Japan. A copy of the Statement is attached. We
delivered the Statement to Mr. Yukiya Amano, Director General of IAEA on April 6 in Vienna. We offer the
Statement with good intentions in the hope that it will help national nuclear safety organizations such as yours,
and your international counterparts, in developing considered responses to the events at Fukushima.

Although comprehensive analysis of this tragic event is not feasible at the moment due to lack of complete
data on the events that occurred, we wish to voice our opinion about severe accidents at civilian nuclear power
plants and suggest additional measures to avoid them in light of the experience so far gained at Fukushima. In
our Statement, we review the many advances in nuclear safety that were realized after the accidents at Three
Mile Island and Chernoby!. We hoped these advances would relegate severe nuclear accidents to history.
Nevertheless, another one has happened. Why?

A detailed analysis based on more data is needed to give a full answer to this question, but some preliminary
observations deserve to be made now. Accordingly, our Statement describes measures that should be
considered, for both operating and new nuclear power plants, by the organizations that own and operate these
plants and those that oversee their safety.

: 4
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We hope that our recommendations will be accepted for consideration by national authorities, the nuclear
industry, the conferees at the Chernobyl-25 Conference in Kiev this month, and the conferees at the IAEA
Ministerial Conference in Vienna in June.

We are always ready to share our experience and expertise to assist in developing and implementing these
and other recommendations to reach our common goal - to “Never Again” experience severe accidents and, as
defense in depth, to effectively respond to them should they nevertheless occur.

Sincerely, on behalf of the ad hoc group,

Roger

Roger J. Mattson, PhD

(b)(6)
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STATEMENT
NEVER AGAIN: An Essential Goal for Nuclear Safety

The people listed below are nuclear safety experts from various countries that for many
years have been engaged in research and development, design, construction, operation,
management and safety regulation of nuclear power plants (NPPs). We express here our deep
concern about the future of nuclear power in view of the consequences of the earthquake and
tsunami at the Fukushima-Daiichi NPP in Japan. We are confident that only nuclear power
that avoids being a threat to the health and safety of the population and to the environment is
acceptable to society. Although comprehensive analysis of this tragic event is not feasible at
the moment due to lack of complete data on the events that occurred, we wish to voice our
opinion about severe accidents at civilian nuclear power plants and suggest additional
measures to avoid them in light of the experience so far gained at Fukushima. First, we
review the improvements made in safety due to earlier severe accidents.

The accident at Three Mile Island ¢FMI) Unit 2 (USA, 1979) did not cause injuries of
the plant personnel or the population. There was no significant radioactive contamination
outside the plant.-Even soythe accident caused a rediiction of investménts in new NPPs-due:to
a decreased-interest from private investors. Studies of the accident confirmed the robustness
of safety principles employed in the design of that type of NPP. At the same time, the
accident revealed significant weaknesses in the implementation of those principles, including
design of instrumentation and controls, operating procedures and the realism of the analyses
supporting them, personnel training, and feedback of operating experience. Lessons learned
from the accident allowed improvements with regard to human factors (how people and NPPs
relate), design-specific probabilistic safety assessments, emergency preparedness, and safety
systems. This accident also led the nuclear industry {o design new NPPs that include passive
safety features not dependent on the availability of electrical or mechanical equipment.

The accident at Chernobyl Unit 4 (USSR, 1986) was the largest in history. The spread
of the accident to the other reactors at the plant was prevented but cost the lives of thirty-one
members of plant personnel and firemen. There was widespread radioactive contamination
over large parts of Europe. Many thousand people had to be relocated from their homes near
the plant. Regionally, the accident produced excess thyroid cancers and other negative effects
on human health and had a large psychological impact on the public, The accident also had
significant political resonance. The design of the reactor at Chernobyl was very different
from the light-water reactors at TMI and Fukushima. Studies of the Chernobyl accident
highlighted significant design deficiencies (core instability, inadequate design of control rods,
unsatisfactory characteristics of confinement) as well as deficiencies in safety culture in the
former Soviet Union. In harmony with international guidance and in compliance with
upgraded national safety standards, significant modemization was achieved in NPPs in the
former Soviet Union. Moreover, the IAEA Intemational Nuclear Safety Advisory Group
(INSAG) issued reports on the accident and developed Guidance on General Safety

created the World Association of Nuclear Operators (WANO) for a continuous review and

feedback of nuclear power plant operating experience.

April 4, 2011 NEVER AGAIN: An Essential Goal for Nuclear Safety 1
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On learning the lessons from these accidents, the approaches to safety regulation and
NPP design were upgraded, and an international nuclear safety regime based on the Nuclear
Safety Convention and other international accords was established. The fundamental
principle of safety culture has become a daily routine.

International cooperation was strengthened to improve the fundamental requirements
and criteria to ensure safety of nuclear power and to incorporate them into the design basis of
NPPs of the next generations. The Nuclear Safety Convention also called for reviewing the
safety of existing NPPs to identify and implement reasonably practical improvements.

The importance of nuclear education and training was acknowledged, which led to the
establishment of the World Nuclear University (WNU) and the creation of regional nuclear
education networks in different parts of the world.

sSevere nuclear accidents seemed to have gone to history. Nevertheless, another one has

‘happened. Why?

A detailed analysis based on more data is needed to give a full answer, but some
preliminary observations deserve to be made now. On one hand, the Tohoku-Taiheiyou-Oki
Earthquake on March 11, 2011 shows that nuclear power plants are capable of withstanding
some catastrophic natural events better than many other manmade objects. On the other hand,
it appears. that, in the siting and design of the Fukushima-Daiichi nuclear plants, an unlikely
combination of low-probability events (historic earthquake plus historic tsunami leading to
loss of all electrical power) was not taken sufficiently into account. *

In fact, complex combinations of initiating events unforeseen in plant designs resulted
in all the severe accidents described above. In addition, these accidents took emergency
responders outside the range of circumstances for which they were trained and equipped. X
Moreover, hindsight shows that relatively inexpensive improvements, detectable by more / g.s. b
extensive analysis beforehand, may have avoided these accidents altogether. 2

These observations lead us to conclude that more can be done to prevent severe

accidents and to limit their consequences should they nevertheless occur. We know that due
to a natural tendency of human beings for complacency, the nuclear safety regime can erode;
i.e,, if we do not continuously pursue safety, we can loose safety. There are occasional signs
that national and international safety assessments and peer review missions are becoming
more focused on demonstrating that safety is satisfactory and in compliance with national and
international standards than on finding and correcting deficiencies, be they in design,
operation, or the standards themselves. Therefore, we need to reinforce our dedication, not
only in words but also in actions towards a questioning attitude, thereby assuring continuous
improvement in the safety of NPPs,

Thus, there is a need to continue to audit and improve the safety culture at all levels of
nuclear power management and regulation, achieve due attention to detail, implement
effective programs to identify, analyze and correct safety deficiencies, and effectively
manage nuclear knowledge.

Special attention should be paid to the quality of personnel training for nuclear power. %
To achieve this goal, NPP vendor countries should establish centers to train specialists for
nuclear technology in recipient countries. Top professionals involved in nuclear power
generation should not only “know what” and “know how” but also “know why” in order to
deliver difficult and critical decisions in time to deal with unforeseen circumstances. In

April 4,201} NEVER AGAIN: An Essential Goal for Nuclear Safcty 2



RN SR YT

BE R e e

TR, BRUIET o

P

B

“performance.

addition, regulatory organizations should improve the effectiveness of expert missions and
inspections, and guarantee openness and honesty in reporting the findings of such inspections
to the public. Routine inspections are important; however, even more important is the
capability to recognize early indications of low probability incidents or circumstances.

In addition to further measures to prevent severe accidents, more must be done to limit
the consequences of such accidents if they occur. It is important to finalize the in-depth safety
assessments of severe accident vulnerabilities for each NPP plam design and to developy

...... o
accident management should be supported w1th robust technical capabilmes, backup
equipment, and procedures for restoration of core heat removal before the onset of fuel
melting. Plant staff should be well trained in flexible severe accident management.

Renewed 'atle’nt’ion should-‘be;given to general safety requirements 'for plants buill to

. _uch plants A’ more mtemalionally harmonized approach in this area should be sought.

In light of the common mode failure of redundant safety systems (electric power) caused by

the tsunami at Fukushima, authorities should ask to what extent this failure and other

common mode failure vulnerabilities in operating plants might be revealed by current
technology.

The safety requirements for future:NFEPs should be refined to assure that their backup

cooling systems are able to operate for a long enough time following a complete loss of

on-site and ~off-site power. These future NPPs should be able to promptly restore or
compensate for lost power. “Passive~'systems and advanced technologies for system

engineering, materials, mfonnation management and communications should be applied to
new NPPs. New.plants.should be Lx from areas -0f €xtreme natural and manmade

_hazards. Risk assessments and ri ‘gzovernance should be used for optimization of plant

design and operaliori but not subslitute for deterministic safety justifications. The next-

generation NPPs ‘should-énsure safety even®if operating personnel are:not able to provide

immediate response in.an emergency.

The iesponsibility and qualifications of government and _corporate officials involved in
nuclear safety-related decision-making should be reviewed and enhanced by national
authorities where needed. National nuclear institutions in all countries, including nuclear
safety regulators, should be accountable for their actions and transparent in nuclear safety
communications so that they receive and deserve the trust of the public. It is necessary to
ensure that national nuclear safety regulators in all countries are fully independent in their
decision-making on nuclear safety and to assure their competence, resources and enforcement
authorities, Insurance premiums for ‘all NPP“owners”should be tied:to. plant safety

The safety of nuclear power goes beyond national boundaries. Appropriate measures to
further strengthen the international nuclear safety regime should be identified and
implemented after proper discussions, whether it will be within the framework of the Nuclear
Safety Convention, the IAEA, regional bodies like the EU or industry organizations like
WANO. A critical question should be what measures would be most effective in further
promoting a high level of nuclear safety worldwide. Would it be to create new intemational
frameworks, for example in the shape of an international régulatory aggn_c;)'f*f?e:iitmsted with
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issuing binding international safety standards and performing compulsory inspections, or
would it be to further develop and strengthen existing frameworks, emphasizing national
responsibilities in combination with rigorous international peer reviews? It is to be expected
that the international conference to be convened at the IAEA in Vienna in June of this year
will provide a starting pdint for discussions of such measures.

Requirements for new countries wishing to start using nuclear power should be
developed and incorporated into the international nuclear safety regime. Such countries must
demonstrate their ability to uphold'high international standards with regard to safety, security:
and noﬂ-proliferation over the lifetime of their nuclear power programs.

We hope that our recommendations will be accepted for consideration by national
authorities and international organizations and that concerted measures will be developed.
We are always ready to share our experience and expertise to assist in developing and
implementing these and other recommendations to reach our common goal - to “Never
Again” experience severe accidents in the future and, as defense in depth,. to effectively
respond to them should they nevertheless occur.

The following people assisted in the formulation of this Statement and concur in its

issuance.

Adolf Germany | Professor Emeritus, Technical University of Munich; former

Birkhofer : member and chair, INSAG; former chair, German Reactor
Safety Commission; former chair, Committee on Safety of
Nuclear Installations of OECD

Agustin Spain Former member, INSAG; former member, director and

Alonso commissioner of Spanish Regulatory Institution; vice chair,
Committee on Safety of Nuclear Installations of OECD

KunMo Republic | Former member, INSAG; former minister, Science &

Chung of Korea | Technology, Republic of Korea; former president, Korean
Academy of Science & Technology; former president, General
Conference, IAEA, former vice chair, World Energy Council

‘Harold USA Former director, office of nuclear reactor regulation, US

Denton - Nuclear Regulatory Commission and President Carter’s

o representative at TMI during the accident

Lars Sweden | Former member, INSAG; former director general, Swedish

Hogberg Nuclear Power Inspectorate; former chair, steering committee,
OECD Nuclear Energy Agency

Anil India Former member, INSAG, former chairman, Atomic Enérgy

Kakodkar Commission of India )

Georgy Ukraine | Former head, nuclear power and industry department, USSR

Kopchinsky Council of Ministers; former vice chair, Ukrainian nuclear
regulatory authority _

Jukka Finland Vice-chair, INSAG; director general, Finnish Radiation- &

Laaksonen Nuclear Safety Authority; chair, Western European Nuclear |
Regulatory Association (WENRA); former chair, NEA
Committee on Nuclear Regulatory Activities (CNRA)

Salomon USA Former member, INSAG; former design and manufacturing

Levy manager, General Electric Atomic Power Equipment Division,
honorary member, ASME
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Roger USA Former director of reactor systems safety division and leader,

Mattson TMI Lessons Learned Task Force, US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission; working group co-chair, INSAG-3

Victor Russia, Professor, National Nuclear Research University (MEPHI);

Murogov director, Russian Association Nuclear Science and Education;
former director, Institute of Physics and Power Engineering
(IPPE); former deputy director general for nuclear power,
IAEA

Nikolai Russia Member, Russian Academy of Science; former deputy

Ponomarev- director, Kurchatov Institute

Stepnoy

Victor Russia Correspondent member of Russian Academy of Science;

Sidorenko former member, INSAG; former deputy director, Kurchatov
Institute; former deputy Chairman of the USSR nuclear
regulatory authority; former deputy minister of nuclear power
of the USSR and Russia

Nikolai Ukraine | Former member, IAEA Standing Advisory Group on Nuclear

Steinberg Energy; former chief engineer, Chernobyl NPP; former deputy
chairman of USSR nuclear regulatory authority; former
chairman of Ukrainian nuclear regulatory authority; former
deputy minister of fuel & power of Ukraine

Pierre France ‘Former member, INSAG; former inspector general of nuclear

Tanguy safety, Electricité de France

Jurgis Lithuania | Member of Lithuanian Academy of Science; former director,

Vilemas Lithuanian Energy Institute

April 4, 2011
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Herr, Linda

Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 1:54 PM
To: Devin Stewart; Nieh, Ho

Cc: Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft
Subject: Bio for Crr. William C. Ostendorff
Attachments: ostendorff bio.pdf

Importance: High

Good afternoon Mr, Stewart: : QLQ:/

Please find attached Cmr. Ostendorff's short bio requested in your email below.
Regards,

Linda S. Herr
Administrative Assistant to
Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatorv Commission
PH: 301-415-175¢ ™

{ FAX: 301-415-1757

-----0riginal Messages-=-=-
From: Devin Stewart{"®
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, Z0TT TT:36 AM
To: Nieh, Ho '
Cec: Herr Llnda Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft #* "

A=t title (is "Nuclear Power Post-Fukushima" OK?) and blurb (one paragraph
Big me yesterday on how the Commissioner will speak about the one-month May 12 (?)

Followigg the recent nuclear crisis in Japan, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission launched a safety
review of its U.S. nuclear power plants. The Honorable William Ostendorff, a Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Commissioner, will report on the findings of this NRC review and any actions to be taken by the regulatory
body.

Also please email us a short bio (one or two paragraphs) and a high resolution photo (300 dpi or greater).

If he is using PPT, please send it to us at least one day before the event so we can prepare the laptop.

1 5



Finally, will the Commissioner be available for press interviews?

We would like to promote this important, timely event as soon as possible. So please send us the title, blurb,
and bio as soon as possible.

Thank you very much,
Devin Stewart
Japan Society

On Tue, Apr 26, 2011 at 11:19 AM, Nieh, HofEHo.Nieh@nrc.qovilwrote:

> Dear Devin, e

>

> Commissioner Ostendorff would be delighted to address your audience during lunch o

>

> Can you please send me and Ms. Linda Herr (on cc) any further information on theo8igtic:

>

> Best regards,

>

> Ho

>

? > Ho Nieh

. > Chief of Staff o _
> Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regi!

« >.Commission -
> 415- (office)

>(PXE) (mobile)

> - fax) -

> ho.nieh@nrec.gov

> -

>
>

-

Devin T. Stewart %
r Programs Japan Society www.japansociety.org

%

Senior Director, Corporate; Policy 8¢k
T: 1-212-7158-1218 - -
c[®®

dstewarf@apansociety.or
Twitter@devintstewart :

s A . . T
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Sexton, Kimberly

b)(6
From: Devin Stewar_t( o
Sent: Tuesday, ApliFzo, ZoTT TT50 AN g
To: Nieh, Ho _ _
Cc: Herr, Linda; Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft

Subject: Re: Japan Society Event

Ho, that is great news. The event will take place at Japan Society from noon to 2pm on May 25.

Commissioner Ostendorff and his staffer should arrive at Japan Society
(333 E47th Street at First Avenue) by 1130am on May 25.

Gal Luft, head, Institute for the Analysis of Global Security, will moderate.

_(o‘ne paragraph

For now, please send us a short title (is "Nuclear Power Post-Fukushima" OK’? A D
gone-month May 12 (?)

based on what you told me yesterday on how the Commissioner will speak »

assessment):
http://mww.bloomberq.com/news/2011-04-21/nuclear-agency-to-meet-

.html

Something like: ‘

Following the recent nuclear crisis in-Japan, the U.S. Nucle
review of its U.S. nuclear power plants. The Honorable Will
Commissioner, will report on the findings of this NRC revne ‘»
body. 4D

ory Commission launched a safety
indorff, a Nuclear Regulatory Commission
any actions to be taken by the regulatory

Also please email us a short b’ib (one. or two 'parag‘r bﬁd a high resolution photo (300 dpi or greater).

If he is using PPT, please send it to us at ',I s€Bopfi gl before the event so we can prepare the laptop.

Y.

Finally, will the Commissioner be avaul ble ¥of Bréss interviews?

and bio as soon as possible. . /N

Thank you. very much,
Devin Stewart
Japan Society

On Tue, Apr 26 '2_0 ¥ t 11:19 AM, Nieh, Ho |<Ho Nleh@nrc qov> wrote:
> Dear Devir¢ e

> Best re‘gard"s,

>

> Ho

>

> Ho Nieh

> Chief of Staff

> Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 6

1
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i>.Commission .
>(301)415 1811 (office)
mobile)
fax) ’

Devin T. Stewart
Senior Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs Japan Society www.japansociéty. org

T: 1-212-715-1218 ‘
Cf](b)(ﬁ)

, |
dstewari@|apansociety.org e
Twitter: @devintstewart o
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Nieh, Ho

Wednesday, April 27, 2011 7:58 AM
L o 'Devin Stewart; Herr, Linda
s Ce: - ‘Okuno, Tomoko'; 'Gal Luft
"- Subject: RE: Bio for Cmr. William C. Ostendorft

Devin, see below as requested...

Yes, Commissioner Ostendorff will be available for press interviews.

S

Title:
NRC Résponse to Nuclear Events in Japan P

Py

Abstract: i

The NRC initiated a two-pronged review of U.S. nuclear power plant safety in t rmath of the March 11
earthquake and tsunami and the resulting crisis at the Fukushima Dauch: puclgakp; pter plant. The NRC
¢ established a task force that will conduct both a short- and long-term analysigof the lessons that can be

i

learned from the situation in Japan. This systematic and methodical ré |e ﬂ determine if there are any

Y

safety. Commissioner Ostendorff will report on the approach fo tRi

“ r_eview.

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
'-(301) 415-1811 (office) =
(6 __mobile)
4301) 415-1757/(fax) =
U “ho.nieh@nrc.gov

i

g

Original Message---—- <

§ From: Devin Stewart ] v
2 Sent: Tuesday, April 2 -

i To: Herr, Linda ) '

i ‘Cc: Nieh, Ho; Okung? T8goke; Gal Luft

. Subject: Re: Bio folir./ lliam C. Ostendorff

Zé We are checking to see if this image will work for
gu happen to have the image separate from a PDF?
. me the title and blurb as soon as possible

;_Onv,Tu Apr 26, 2011 at 1:54 PM, Herr, Linda ﬁLinda.Herr@nrc,qow wrote:
> Good afternoon Mr. Stewart: ; -

>

> Please find attached Cmr. Ostendorff's short bio requested in your email below.
o>

> Regards

S _ 7

: ‘Saxton, Kimberlz — | i} _‘

changes that should be made to the NRC's programs and regulatiprs Sépgtire protection of public health and
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> Linda S: Herr

> Admmlstratwe Assistant to

“> Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
> U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
> PH: 301-415-1759

> FAX: 301-415-1757

>

i > —--Original Message-—-- &
> From: Devin Stewart|®®) | J Ex. 0 ey
> Sent: Tuesday, April26, 2011 11,36 AM ’ ’
> To: Nieh, Ho
> Cc: Herr, Linda; Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft
> Subject: Re: Japan Society Event
>
> Ho, that is great news. The -event will take place at Japan Society
> from noon to 2pm on May 25.

>

§ > Commissioner Ostendorff and his staffer should arrive at Japan Somety

| > (333 E47th Street at First Avenue) by 1130am on May 25.

L >

;% > Gal Luft, head, Institute for the Analysis of Global Security, will meode

P2 _

‘- > For now, please send us a short title (is "Nuclear Power X

> Post-Fukushima" OK?) and blurb (one paragraph based ﬁ \

> me yesterday on how the Commissioner will speak about the o onth

. > May 12 (?) assessment): -

. > http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2011-04- 21/nchear-a nCcy-to-meet-may-12-on-japan-crisis-jaczko-says-1-

| .html “’

g >

> Something like:

> Following the recent nuclea’r crisis in Ji uclear

of its U.S. nuclear

v Ostéidor, a Nuclear Regulatory

i ort off the fmdlngs of this NRC

% DYy the regulatory body.

§ BIG*toTe or two paragraphs) and a high

Peater).

> Thank you very much,

> Devin Stewart

> Japan Society .
>

> On Tue, Apr 26, 2011 at 11:19 AM, Nieh, Ho «Ho. Nleh@nrc qovmwrote:

s R

h

>> Dear Devin, &
>>




>> Commissioner Ostendorff would be delighted to address your audience during lunch on May 25.

>>

>> Can you please send me and Ms. Linda Herr (on cc) any further information on the logistics?

>>

>> Best regards,

>>

>> Ho

>>

>> Ho Nieh

>> Chief of Staff B

>> Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
>> U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

" >>(301) 415-1811(office)

>5{(0)®) (mobile)

>5(SUTTAT5-T757 (fax)

>> ho.nieh@nrc.gov

>>

>>

>>

> -

> Devin T. Stewart

> Senior Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs.

> Japan Society
> WWW. !apansocxety org

>T:1:-212- -
> G0} |

> dist

Japan Somety

www japansociety.org
T: 1:212-715-1218
c:[P®

dstewar‘l@:apansoc gty
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Sexton, Kimberly

Nieh, Ho

From:

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2011 7:46 AM

To: 'Devin Stewart'

Subject: RE: Bio forCmr. William C. Ostendor ~

Devin, as discussed, this works for us... (thought [ hit send !
Program Title:
U.S. Response to the Fukushima Nuclear Accident

Description:

In response to the recent accident at Japan's Fukushinmia Dz

Regulatory Commission (NRC) launched a review of Amerir
will conduct shon- and long-term analyses of the lessons th
systematic review will determine if there are any changes th:
regulations to ensure protection of public health and safety.
approach for this NRC review.

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff N
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission £

- {office) = 3
(bxe) mobile) . .
1301) 415-1757/(fax)

------ Original Messagﬂ(b)(e)
From: Devin Stewa
Senl: Wednesday, A‘5ril 27, 2B
To: Nieh, Ho
Subdject: Re: Bic forC

23 PM

€. Ostendorff

don't want t&
accescibhé

e Press)? How does this look?
Tit
UGS F 5pONSe l;) the Fukushima Nuclear Accident
Abstract:

In response to the récent accident at Japan's Fukushima D¢

nuciear power plant, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commiss.
2unched a safety review of American nuclear power plants.

1

“hirucle  owe

o MIMIse

fion the May 12 report (I think it would mat -

4 nightt

; .S. Nuclear
wer g

" nucles kfety. An NRC task force
3. 08 Aed . Orastfle situation in Japan. This
L sheuld f gF e @the NRC s programs and

T
30 you

it more

T UNRE;
‘ni.RC

i.s8C:s ’ ?

t-sk force will conduct short- and long-term analyses of the |



that can be learned from the situation in Japan. This systen "~ °
raview will determine if there are any changes that should i+ ..ze
the NRC's programs and regulations to ensure protection oi t.).2
Fealth and safety. Commissioner Ostendordf will report on tf: - ¢ ;. ;08¢
for this.NRC review.

Thanks,
Devin

o~

On Wed, Apr 27, 2011 at 7:58 AM, Nieh, Ho @o.Nieh@nrc v
> Levin, see below as requested...

>
>
> Gy A
> Yes, Commissioner Ostendorff will be available for press i ~iurvivwe e .
& > Title:
E >
> Nk C Recponse lo Nuclear Events in Japan
>
sk
B >
® > Fbslract:
b 5 :
¥ > The NRC initialed a two-pronged review of U.S. nuglgar p;%’ clar - eiy in
i > lhe aftermath of the March 11 earthquake and ts,l\;én\[ni ak thnres
H > ciisis af the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear power pla,_?ébe’{’. Iestc neda
>t 1s< {orce that will conduct both a short- and fopg-tefm ar  + is of
> luscens 1hai can be learined from the situg .“ T ate
> .nd rmethodical review will determine if4ng "a'?e any char. Tl id be
> mace lo the NRC's programs and regul2 Qp‘&ffg ensure p: o0 lic
: > feelin and safely. Commissioneg ‘&_; dsg?ff willreport o 22 er
4 > s IWRC review. S
g > %
>
[
. >
>
P ~
# > o Nigh /
f N ‘f ""*
> Chie: of SETR
> Office §f Coffissioner William C. Ostendorff
: > h »
4 >Uu hiklear Regulatory Commission
i > (301) 415-1811 (office)
®E)
mobile
H

> 1301} 415-1757 (fax)
>

> ho.nich@nre.gov

>




> .
> F-om: Devin Stewart|
> S anl: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 4:22 PM

>392 Herr, Linda

> ('c: Nieh, Ho; Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft

> Cubject: Re: Bio for Cmr. William C. Ostendorff

>

>

>

> Linda, thank you. We are checking to see if this image will we = T2
>

> ¢ .r site. Do you happen o have the image separate fromaet "=7?
>

> 10, piease send me the title and blurb as soon as possiblc.

>

> 3 1ariks,

(b)(6)

> &
> Devin Stewart XQ\ ,

> . .
> 4 "‘% of

%
S N S —

>t n Tue, Apr 26, 2011 al 1:54 PM, Herr, Linda '-’fLinda‘t" et & Ly ole:

> “Sood afiernoon Mr. Slewart: (‘% R
> (Z'{ *“é
S I8 N/ 8
e, ; £y 2 ,»‘V
> Q;y, N ¥, £3

>> Pigase find altached Cnr. Ostendof‘s%s_?io requestec s: e ail

>> helow. . ‘.‘

\
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.\ejards,
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>> Commissioner Ostendorff and his staffer should arrive at. Ja ay& 3

>> -----Original Message-----
(b)®)

>> =rom: Devin Stewart

>> 3ent: Tuesday, Aprit 26, 2011 11:36 AM
>> To: Nieh, Ho
>> Ce: Herr, Linda; Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft

>> Subject: Re: Japan Society Event

>> o, tha! is great news. The event will take place at Japan T i,

>> rom noun 15 2pm on May 25.

~ '333 E47th Street al First Avenue) by 1130am on May 25, %
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VVVVVVVVY

4
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>> ‘oview and any acticns to be taken by the regulatory body.

>

>0

>

>> /1s0 please email us a short bio (one or two paragraphs) anc = .-
>

>> resolution photo (300 dpi or greater).

N _

>

>

>> i heis using PPT, glzase send it to us al least one day befc ¢ -
>

>> event sc we can prenare the laptop.

>

>

>

>> rinally, will the Commissioner be available for press interviews?
S _

>>

>

>> " Je wou.d like to premote this imporiant, timely event as soc - a

> ’
>> possible. So please send us the title, blurb, and bio as soon " %
> o & <
>> possible. ;
>

>>

>

>> Thank you very much,
>

>> Sevin Siowarl

>

>> Japan Socicty 1
> e ‘.“5-!, . e N
>>9n Tue, Apr 26, 2011 atgt ) AM, Nieh, Ho Ho.Nieh@nrc.gov: e
> . % -

>>x Dear Devin,
>

>0

>>> Commig€idger Ostendorff would be delighted to address you': - e
>>> duripgTegch sn May 25.

3

you please send me and Ms. Linda Herr (on cc) any furthe- * -~nation
on the logistics?

\.
s

vV VVVVvYy

>>> Besl regards,
>

>>>

>



>>» Ho

>
>n

i >

§ >>> Ho Nieh

>

0 >>: Chief ¢f Staff

§ >3 Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff

>

IR ok

>>- .5, Nuclear Regulatory Commission

>
>:> (301) 415-1811 (office)

> [E® S

>>3 {mobile) .

> &
>>v (301) 415-1757 (fax)
>

>>> ho.nieh@nre.gov

>

v
N

VvV VYV VvV v
\' N
v} V]

> .-

>

>> Jevin T. Stewart

>> Zenior Director, Corporate, Policy & Legtlifs %gf_’éms
&)

> Japan Society |

> www.japansociety.org

> 7 1-212-715-1218
(b)(6)

vy

i

> dslewaiZjapan

A Y Y VY VAR VRV VARV

>> Twitter:” q

(AR R A VYR Y
¢

s

v v

Navin T, Stewart

NV \
3




C T T212-715-1218 .

> Senior Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs

v

> J1nan Sociely
v NW.japansociety.org

701:212-716-1218
_|(b)(6)

e LT

A pa
cstewart(Rjapansociety.o

YVVVVVVVYVYVY
(®)

T olter; @dovintstewart

D svin T, Stewart

Scrior Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs
Jozian Society

V.. v japanceciety.org

¢ R
deavart@japansociety.org
Taesiter: [@devintstewart '

-

o
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Sexton, Kimberly

From; Devin Stewa ©)F)

Sent: Thursday, Aprill 28, 2011 8:32 AM

To: Nieh, Ho; Okuno, Tomoko

Subject: Re: Bio for Cmr. William C. Ostendorff
Thank you Hol

Devin

e &
On Thu, Apr 28 2011 at 7:46 AM, Nieh, Ho, Ho.Nieh@nrc. govg wrote:
> Devin, as discussed, this works for us... (thought | hit send last

> night!)

>

>

>

> Program Title;

>

>

>

> U.S. Response to the Fukushima Nuclear Accident
>

>

>

> Description:

>

>

>

> In response to the recent accident at Japan s v ushﬁ'na Daiichi

> nuclear power plant, the U.S. Nuclear Reg l of Gommrssnon {(NRC)

> launched a review of American nuclear noY <~ plant safety. An NRC task
> force will conduct A Y

> short- and long-term analyses of He: ssops that can be leamed from

> the situation in Japan. This systeing fic review will determine if there

> are any changes that shoulge dg to the NRC's programs and

> regulations to ensure protg ch Of public health and safety.

> Commissioner Ostendp: $ '-o on the approach for this NRC review.,
>

- >

>

>

> Ho Nieh

>

> Chief off “?»z__ X

> )

> O ce Q '-’* missioner William C. Ostendorff
> N

> U.S. uclear Regulatory Commission

> (301) 415-1811 (office)

>[6Y®) _ “«

> (mobile) -

> . L

> (301) 415-1757 (fax) 9



' [> h_o.nieh@nrc.govJ e &)
>

>

>

>

>

> —---QOriginal Messagg-----
> From: Devin Stewar{®"® Ex v

> Sent: Wednesday, APriT 27, :

> To: Nieh, Ho

> Subject: Re: Bio for Cmr. William C. Ostendorff

>

>

>

> Ho, is it possible to make the title and blurb a bit more accessible

>

> to a NY international audience? Many people might not be familiar with
>

> the acronym NRC. | have suggested a few changes below. Also you
> p
> don't want to mention the May 12 report (I think it would make it mo
> accessible to the press)? How does this look?
>

>

>

> Title:
>

>

>

>

>

>

> Abstract:
>

>

>

> In response to the regé
> nuclear power pldgtshe T
> ¢ N

> launched afs

gent at Japan's Fukushima Daiichi

§. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)

ety review of American nuclear power plants. An NRC

> task folt ;._coduct short- and long-term analyses of the lessons

e Iarned from the situation in Japan. This systematic
: rev_iew. will determine if there are any changes that.should be made to
: the NRC's programs and regulations to ensure protection of public

: health and safety. Commissioner Ostendorff will report on the approach .%
; for this NRC review. %
>
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>

>

> Thanks,

>

> Devin

>

> : ¢ T
>

> On Wed, Apr 27, 2011 at 7:58 AM, Nieh, Ho - Ho.Nieh@nrc.govp wrote:
>

>> Devin, see below as requested...

>

>>

>

>>

>

>>

>

>> Yes, Commissioner Ostendorff will be available for press interviews.

>

>> i
>

>>

>

>>

>

>> Title:
>

>>

> R

>> NRC Response to Nuclear Events in Japfiy %
> _ Y

>>

>

>>

>

>>

> .

>> Abstract:
>

>>

>> The NRC#Hi jatel a two-pronged review of U.S. nuclear power plant
>> safety jf, %

> { :

>
>> crisis at the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear power plant. The NRC

>> established a

>

>> task force that will conduct both a short- and long-term analysis of
>> the

>

>> |essons that can be learned from the situation in Japan. This

>> systematic
3




>
>> and methodical réview will determine if there are any changes that

>> should be
>

>>'made to the'NRC's programs and regulations to ensure protection of
>> public

>

>> health and safety. Commissioner Ostendorff will report on the

>> approach for

>

>>this NRC review.

>

>>

>

>>

>

>>

>

>>

>

>>

>

>> Ho Nieh

>

>>

>

>> Chief of Staff

>
| >>
§ > . ﬁ
5 >> Office of Commissioner William C. Ostegé‘é‘ ,
> N
| S \«: s
S A

B

>> U.S. Nuclear Regula_tory'.Qom n foi?

> %,
>> ¥
r > o
>> (301) 415-1811 (offi§
. > .
>>
| >[e®
I mobile)
T e "
i
Z/: - >
| >> ho.nieh@nrc.gov
. >>
| >
>>
>
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>>

>

>>

>

>>

>

>> -——Qriginal Message--—-
>

>

>

>> From: Devin Steward]
>

>> Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 4:22 PM
>

>> To: Herr, Linda
>

>> Cc: Nieh, Ho; Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft

>

>> Subject: Re: Bio for Cmr. William C. Ostendorff
>

>>

>

>>

>

>>

>

>> Linda, thank you. We are checking to see if this imate w}

> \ 4
>> % '

ges e?}a( é from a PDF?
v

Outside of Scope

> R
>> our site. Do you happen to have the ima
> i,

>> &

£,

> g ;
>> Ho, please send me the fitle a soon as possible.
> ) g,
>>

>

>> Thanks,
>

>>

>
>> Devin _St :
; ¥

.
G,
Qf

-

> ..
>> On Tue, Apr 26, 2011 at 1:54 PM, Herr, Linda ' Linda.Herr@nrc.gov: wrote:
> .

>>
>

>>> Good afternoon Mr. Stewart:
>



E >>
>
; >>>
>
>>
>
; >>> Please find attached Cmr. Ostendorff's short bio requested in your
>>> email
>
>>> below. e
>
§ >>
h s
o>
>
>>
>>> Regards,
i >
S
E >
55>
; >
§ >>
« >
>>> Linda S. Herr
i >
>>
o >
g >>> Administrative Assistant to
& >
% >
B > &
g >>> Commissioner William C. Ostepdgrft,
¥ > X
r >>

L 2
>>> U.S. Nuclear Regulatgrygomnimission
3 > £ % Y,

>> '

>o>
S
. >
>>
i >
= >>>
>
: >>
6
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>

>>> -----Original Message-----
>

>>

> (b)(6)
>>> From: Devin Stewart EX
>
>>
>
>>> Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 11:36 AM
>

>>

>

>>> To: Nieh, Ho

>

>>

>

>>> Cc: Herr, Linda; Okuno, Tomoko; Gal Luft
>

>>

>

>>> Subject: Re: Japan Society Event

>
>>

S . ".& i} < .
>>> %s .

> gt
>> £ 4

i e

>>> Ho, that is great news. The event will takep]a g a apan Society
> %
>> ’ %

>>> from noon to 2pm on May 25
>
>>
>
>5>
>

>> !
> %l ¢
>>> Commissighe o ndorff and his staffer should arrive at Japan
>>> Society ¢

>>> Gal Luft, head, Institute for the Analysis of Global Security, will
>
7
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>>> moderate.
>

>>

>

>>>

>

>>

>

>>> For now, please send us a short title (is "Nuclear Power

>

>>

>

>>> Post-Fukushima” OK?) and blurb (one paragraph based on what you told
>

>>

>

>>> me yesterday on how the Commissioner will speak about the one-month
>
>>
>

>>> May 12 (?) assessment):

25>

>>> http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2011-04-21 /nu r<4gency-to-meet-may-
>>> 12-on-japan-crisis-jaczko-says-1-.html S W

s \_

>>

>

>>>

>

>>

>

>>> Something like:
>

>>

>>> Following the fegoght nticlear crisis in Japan, the U.S. Nuclear
>

>>> poer plants. The Honorable William Ostendorff, a Nuclear Regulatory
>
>>

>

>>> Commission Commissioner, will report on the findings of this NRC
>

>>

>
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>>> review and any actions to be taken by the regulatory body.

>

>>

>

>>>

>

>>

>

>>> Also please email us a short bio (one or two paragraphs) and a high
>

>>

>

>>> resolution photo (300 dpi or greater).
>

>>

>

>>>

>

>>

>

>

>>

>

>>> event so we can prepare the laptop.
>

>>

>

>>>

>

>> i

: \
>>> Finally, will the Commissioner be Qz:;ﬁ

> & %

) B

5 . {\ A hor
R

>
>>>
>
>> _
>>> We would like _pto Yidle this important, timely event as soon as
> P \

>> #a R

¥

R

>>> @% please send us the title, blurb, and bio as soon as

> *"‘-.

>>> possible.
>

>>

>

>>>

>

>>

>
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>>>

>>> Thank you very much,
>

>>

>

>>> Devin Stewart
>

>>

>

>>> Japan Society
>

>>

>

>
>>
> ¢

>>> On Tue, Apr 26, 2011 at 11:19 AM, Nieh, Ho <Ho.Nieh@nrc.gov>{ wrote:
>

v

>> ) e
> N S \
>>>> Dear Devin, ¢

> oy %, K
> ‘ Sraed 4

>

>> .
: %

>>>> Commissioner Ostendorfl would be delightecf‘ _ddnéss your audience
> %

>>>> during lunch on May 25. 5K
>

>>

>
S5>>
>

>>

>
>>>> Can you please \@

>>>> information ‘
> %
>>>> on the logisjics %
> £

>>

>>>> Best regards,
>

5>

>

D>O5>

>

>>
10



>
>5>>> Ho
>
>>
>
S>>>
>
>>
>
>>>> Ho Nieh
>
>>
>
>>>> Chief of Staff
>
>>
>
>>>> Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
>
>> . %
s :
>>>> U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
>
: >>
> .
)’; >>>> (301) 415-1811 (office)
>
>>
> [6)® . l
>3 (mobile)
>
>>
>
>>>> (301) 415-1757 (fax)
>
>>
>

>>>> ho.nieh@nre.gov g

v

11

\
v
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>

>
>>> Devin T. Stewart

>

>>

>

>>> Senior Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs
>

>>

>

>>> Japan Society

>

>>

>

>>> www.japansociety.org

>

>>

> -
>>> T:1-212-715-1218

>

>>

>

>»>>» C
>

>>

>

>>> dstewart@japansociety.org

(b)(6)

>>

>>> Twitter: @devintstewart |
>

>>

>

>>>

>
>>
>
>>
>
>>
>
>>
>
>>
S

>> Devin T. Stewart
>

>>
12



>

:>> Senior:Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs
>

>>

>

>> Japan Society

>

>3

>

>> www.japansociety.org

>

>>

>

>>T: 1-212-715-1218

>

>

>
>>C:
>

>3

> 4 fj“&@
i

(b)6)

>> dstewart@japansociety.o
>
>>

>:

>> Twitter: @devintstewart

VVVVVVYVVY

> Devin T. Stewart

>

> Senior Director, Corpg
S :
> Japan Society 4

& Lecture Programs

> Twitter: @devintstewart

Devin T. Stewart
Senior Director, Corporate, Policy & Lecture Programs Japan Society www.japansociety.org
13
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£

( T:242.715.018
CJ

<dstewart@japansociety.org.

. Twitter: @devintstewart

14
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.Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW{Mnn'e _Caputo@epw.senate. g0v)

iSent: Monday, October 03, 2011 12:05 PM

“To: Nieh, Ho.

:Subject: RE: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy
Yup

‘Fram: Nieh, Hdﬁ :_n_gli;g Ho. N;gh@nrg gov '
Sent Monday, October 03, 2011 11:45 AM . ;’/
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) '
Subject: RE: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S, Nuclear Policy ‘
Oh yeah, that looks very balanced! /'
Looking forward to tomorrow - still good for you? _ .} '

o %

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
_U.S. Nuclear Regu!atory Commission
{301) 415-1811 (office)

[P [mobile)
T {fax)
ho. meh@nrc gov

From: Caputo, Annle (EPW)Imailto:Annie Capyto@End. sena
Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 10:42 AMy, % W/

To: Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry; Nieh g N . J

Subject: FW: Rep. Ed Markey Confi 49 Bnesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

well, this looks balanced... '

e s, s st T S R e e L S Syt ke e PR C e e e s venws e e v

From Oh{y, Joh imal g @" maul house; gov]']

Sent: Monday, Octobeg/ (A:51 AM

To: Alexander, Erin (FERgV ). puto, Annie (EPW)

Subject: FW: Reyf fd-MIMey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

Pretty ba!a GneMor this one..,

_' Journat'll\'iU itto:rsvp@®nationalioum l -
Sent: day, October 03, 2011 9:32 AM -

To: Ohly, John
Subject: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U:S. Nuclear Pollty

FEATURE INTERVIEWS WITH:
Gregory B. Jaczko, Chairman, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Coramission
Rep. Ed Markey, Member, House Energy & Commerce Committee (D-MA)

e it e Bl e e v

[




NATIONAL JOURNAL LIVE POLICY SUMMIT

LESSONS FROM JAPAN

‘Global Implications of Nu¢léar Disaster.

‘As-we approach the seven month’ anmvmary of the Great East Japan earthquake ; and tsunami ar
ensuing nuclear erisis, Americans still.question what happened, why, and what an.event of thig#
magnitude means. f‘or .S huclear policy and our relative state of preparedness o\

National Joumal will convene expens to discuss the latest on the current nuclear sij n/e on,ybe U'S.
government’s efforts to assist Japan, and the public health and economic lessor ‘@ g a result

of the disaster. «

RSVP: nisummit10 511.eventbrite.com

'FEATURE INTERVIEW:
‘_(}regaryB Jaczko, C}*mman U:S.Nuclear Ragulamry Comé _
Rep: Ed Markey; Membet, House Energy & Commercef ¢ (D-MA)

‘MODERATED BY:
James Kitfield, Scmor C‘orresp{mdent Natio

PANEL:
. -R;cbard W, {Tag)e:rt(ma v Analyst, Energy Opportunity, Center for Ameérican-
‘ngress 4

» Allison Macfarla & ’ ‘c_mte Professor of Environmental Science and Policy, George
Mason Umvgr it * ' :

Wednesday,(} 52011

8:00:AM § glsm bn
8:30 — 100 {0 Program

“_N 9 bss Club

S J‘ fndment Room
4th Street NW
Was ungton DC

_RS‘VP:_\n‘snm‘n}itIﬂGSl l.eventhrite.com

CONNECT' W‘ITH 'NATIONAL JOURNAL LIVE
On Facebook: Facebook.com/njliveevents




On Twitter: Twitter.com/njliveevents
‘Thoughts about the event? Tweet #njnuclear

“WITH SPECTAL THANKS TO OUR UNDERWRITER: FLIR

‘Noteto. Govemmeat Employees: In deference to the letter and spirit of applicable ethics regulagons,—

this'educational event i$ not intended for state and local government employees. A descnpmo" R
event - wntten tor govemmcm ethics office.review - ‘may be requested by writing ; Wy
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Hannah Northeylif_hnorthey@eenews.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2011 4:06 PM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: NRC question

Hi Ho,

I wanted to ask you about the announcement that went out yesterday, saying the NRC is exiting its mopit
the Japanese crisis — can you please call me at ‘202 446-04687 &

Thanks, Hannah Northey

Hannah M. Northey
Reporter
hnorthey@eenews.net
202-446-0468 (p)

_[ox® L)

Environment & Energy Publishing, LLC

122 C Street, NW, Suite 722, Washington, DC 20001
www.eenews.net » www.eenews.tv

ClimateWire, E&E Daily, Greenwire, E&ENews PM, E&

19
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2011 9:10 AM
To: ‘Hannah Northey'

Subject: RE: NRC guestion

Good morning Hannah - just wanted to get back to you from our discussion yesterday.
Qur office does: not have any comments for your article.
Regards,

Ho-

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

R11 (cffice)

{mobile)

(b)(6)

\(307) 475-1757 (fax) -

-

A

_ Reporter ‘
T, hnorthey@eenewsi . /

ho nieh@nre.qov

From: Hannah Northey 'mailto:hnorthey@eenews.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 17,2011 4:06 PM
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: NRC question

Hi Ho,

went out yesterday, saying the NRC is exiting its monitoring mode for
' -446:0468?.

I wanted to ask you about the a,n_nOun\cfpé\{g;fﬁ
the Japanese crisis — can you please cglm

e s

Thanks, Hannah Northey

202-737-5299
(®)E) )

Env ent & Energy Publishing, LLC

122 C Street, NW, Suite 722, Washington, DC 20001

www.eenews.net « www.eenews.tv :
ClimateWire, F&E Daily, Greenwire, E&ENews PM, E&ETV, Land Letter
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Sexton, Kimberlz' .

From:. Ostendorff, William

Sent; - _ Wednesday, May 18, 2011 2:11 PA*

To: - rmeserve@carnegiescience.edu .

Subject: ™ RE: Call with DG Amano -- June Ministerial on Fukughima
Dear Dick.

I would also agree-that INSAG has an opportunity to have a substantive role in shaping the international ré8g

Fukushima accident.
o))

~—-

h seems to me that the intematior1a1 instrumenls in this area (i.e., the Asmstance and NogHiRegi nventions) would be a

conventions during the Fukush)ma accident.
Best wishes,

Bill

From: Richard Meserve, maxlto rmeserve@carnegiescience.
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2011 12:30 PM (:

To: Jaczko, Gregory; Svinicki, Kristine; George Apostolak@ (G
Cc: Doane, Margaret o 8
Subject: Fwd: Call with DG Amano -- June Ministeriakof,

&

Ladies-and Gentlemen -- NG
I attach an email that [ sentto thg ¥ “"bassador to the IAEA about my cal] with DG Amano. There is
an opportunity, I hope, to play a rol€ h?ip; g the international response to the Fukushima accident,
particularly if INSAG has the 0 ’y to write the report that comes out of the June Ministerial: Your
thoughts are welcome, g

.. ay2011 12 24:54 -0400
wrd Meserve <rmeserve@carnegiescience.edu>’

serve(@carnegiescience.edu -

Davies, Glyn TﬁDavxesGT@state.aow; ‘
CC:Shaffer, Mark R <ShafferMr@state. gov> ' regory Jaczke <GBJ@nre.gov> > -

Hi Glyn ~-

I had a call from DG Amano a few minutes ago. He indicated 3\]
that the informal consultation has taken longer than he had expected,
but that there was "full support” from the member states for me to chair

1
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‘the working session of the Global Nuclear Safety Framework on the
afternoon of June 22 and the morning of June 23. He expressed hope

‘that I would be available for the full meeting and would provide a

report on the entirety of the conference at the plenary session on Friday.

He indicated that there is not yet a convergence of views as
to whether there should be an "Action Plan" coming out of the meeting.
Some apparently are advocating an Action Plan, whereas others believe it
is premature. Amano anticipates that this issue will be resolved over
the coming weeks. If there is to be an Action Plan, I gather that it
would be adopted at the plenary session on Friday.

The DG anticipates that he will be empowered to followup on
the meeting in any event. He indicated that he expects INSAG "to play a
substantive role" in that effort, but he was not specific as to what he
expects. I presume that he is mot yet sure.

I told him that I will be in Vienna at the end of this
froiith. He is available on the afternoon of June 1 -- the INSAG ng
shéuld end in the morning -- and agreed to meet with me.
to meet with you that afterncon as well if you are available.

I have received a separate email from the IAEA sf
Cafuso) indicating that staff anticipates that
Spé€ech in connection with one of the panels of
¢hdiring.

I hope all is well.

Dick

Richard A. Meserve, President
Carfiegieé Institution
1530 P St., NW
Washington, DG 20005
202-387-6404 §
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Sexton, Kimberly

-
From: Nieh, Ho
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2011 8:59 AM
To: ‘Mike Weightman (mike weightman@hse.gsi.gov.uk)' _,
Subject: ONR Interim Report on Japanese Earthquake and Tsunami

Dear Dr. Weightman,

| hepe this message finds you doing well. | just read with great interest ONR’s interim report on_t ar
events in Japan. '/ )

The US NRC is also systematically evaluating the lessons from Japan. A key element o {# : *:; Bgess will be
the NRC'’s external communication of its findings and conclusions. v e, S

| found ONR's to be very well written and logically organized, and | think it will sef#gag gsvaluable
communication tool for your organization. As noted in your report, it appears that £

importance openness.and transparency.

&

| will review your report with Comimissioner Ostendorff since he has mh jrfteldst in the NRC's evaluation of
lessons from Japan and the manner in which we present our ﬁndi%??g yublic.

Best regards, ﬁ‘*gﬁg&f
Ho < ?
7 pY
Ho Nieh <3 );
Chief of Staff ' VAN
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff A~
. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ' G
= office) 7
e imobne_)
(\(301)415-175“ (fax) -
, ho.njeh@nrc.qov . W
;\i{"‘:‘
1

Ry s i R SO
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‘Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Friday, June 10, 2011 5:34 AM

To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: RE: Strassel: Obama's Nuclear Politics

Thanks Annie. ' :
Looks like the WSJ online may have a copy of the report. %

hitp://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527023042593045763759615216364 74 .html

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
. Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissi6r

(301) 415-1811 (office) -

Outside of Scope (mobile)
er-rrq-ra—n-s-r,- (fax) N

ho.nieh@nrc.gov : ‘-

From: Caputo, Annie (EPWﬁAnme Caputo@epw.senate. gov]] W
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2011 10:11 PM PN
To: Svinicki, Kristine; Sharkey, Jeffry, Ostendorff, William; Nih
Subject: Fw: Strassel: Obama's Nuclear Palitics

----- Qrioinal Messaqae ----- « (/[

Fr Outside of Scope

Sen&. hursday, June 09, 2011 09:05 PM e S Y
To: Dempsey, Matt (EPW) ‘
Subject: Strassel: Obama's Nuclear Politics:

June 10, 2011

WSJ

latest in brass- le tdetics, consider the ongoing fight over the proposed Yucca nuclear waste facility
This tale b b08, when candidate Obama was determined to win Nevada, a crucial electoral state.
Catering\td , Mr Obama promised to kill plans—approved by Congress——to make the state's Yucca

Shortly after inauguration, Messrs. Obama and Reid teamed up to elevate Gregory Jaczko to chair the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, the nation's independent regulator. Mr. Jaczko was anything but a neutral designee,
having served for years on the staffs of both Mr. Reid and Massachusetts' antinuke Rep. Edward Markey. As a
Reid adviser, Mr. Jaczko headed up opposition to Yucca. The clear intent in making him chairman was to

ensure Yucca's demise.
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Towartl Ihat end, the Obama Department of Energy quickly filed a formal request with the NRC to revoke the
‘license application for Yucca. A coalition of states and industry groups—drowning in spent fuel—then
petitioned to prevent the department from doing so. The issue was thrown to a panel of NRC administrative
judges. Much to the administration’s frustration, they ruled unanimously in June of last year that the Energy
Department lacked the authority to "singlehandedly derail” a policy that had been directed by Congress.

Enter the brass knuckles.

The panel's decision was appealed to the five-member NRC board. This was Mr. Jaczko's moment to finally
tank Yucca, only he ran into problems. While the board officially contains three Democrats and two
Republicans, it has tended toward nonpartisanship and has in the past proved unwilling to overturl el
rulings. Worse for Mr. Jaczko, one of the board's Democrats recused himseif from the vote. A a
-decision is not enough to override the judges’ verdict.

ASSOCIATED PRESS Nuclear Regulatory Commission Chairman Gregory Jaczko Allég t% issioners

had voted by September of last year. Yet in an unprecedented display of political parfggmsii; Mr. Jaczko

ultimately withdrew his vote, held open the process, and didn't revote until just beforéng Ybvember election.

Why? The chairman had obviously lost the vote and didn't want the bad news @ b former boss, Mr. Reid, :
before the polls closed in his hard-fought Nevada re-election. To this day, Jacxkadas refused to close out ;
the process and release the votes. ¢ :

This latest foot-dragging appears related to the fact that the term of g ONf@MRepublicans on the board, ;
William Ostendorff, expires in just a few weeks. Mr. Ostendorff hag Béeft fenominated and boasts bipartisan :
support. Then again, should his term just happen to expire, Mr,.lg wzdn hold a revote and potentially win on
Yucca. And guess who gets to decide when Mr. Ostendorff lon comes up for full Senate approval?

Mr. Reid.

S

The Yucca vote is hardly the only place Mr. Jaczko hasyp€eniabusing his "independent" authority on behalf of
the president and Mr. Reid. NRC staff have for yeargBget-working on a critical Yucca safety report, which
includes conclusions on whether Yucca can safelyd adioactive waste for up to a million years.
Environmentalists have used the million- yea Unihowp®as their main argument against the site, and the
findings are crucial. : :

R 1¢ 5 used every means to keep them secret. When the agency
Bn fequest to release the documents, it blacked out all the staff's

bty.

The documents are finished, yet Mr.
finally answered a Freedom of Infori
findings and conclusions on longgerm 9g

Mr. Jazcko has been unilgiesg¥ flg down agency work on Yucca, even as the Energy Department's
actions remain in adjudi @ 2s/Overridden fellow commissioners on Yucca decisions. He recently gave
himself extraordina exgeby powers in the wake of the Japanese nuclear incident—without informing

fellow commissioney®gf Congress. Mr. Jaczko has yet to make clear whether those powers are ongoing, when
they will cease #f/Awhatgctions he's taken with them.

work. Ogh eek, the NRC's inspector general finished an investigation into the. chairman's actions. Mr.
Jaczko ¢ e report vindicates him (though he refuses to release the report). House Energy and:
Commgieepublicans have their own copy (which they intend to release), and they'll be telling a starkly
differentory come Tuesday, when they hold a hearing on the report's gory details.

All of this '@ & a revolt among agency staff and commissioners, and it's undermining the body’s other

Mr. Obama has every right to try to convince the legislative branch to change the directives of past bipartisan
Congresses on Yucca. Instead, he and Mr. Reid have teamed up fo install a regulator whose only mission is to j
abuse his independent agency's authority and bypass Congress to accomplish a partisan political promise.
Sent from my Verizon Wireless BlackBerry
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: “  Nieh, Ho

Sent: Friday, June 10, 2011 5:37 AM

To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: RE: Strassel: Obama’s Nuclear Politics

Also NYT too...this article seemed light on the details of the report. '
hitp:/fwww.nytimes.com/2011/06/10/business/energy-environment/10nuke. htmi | %
Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

.. Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissi
(301) 415-1811 (office)

(301) 367-3572 (mobile) 5
(301) 415-1757 (fax) - /7

. ho.nieh@nre.gov -

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW JAnnie_Caputo@epw.senate.gov] \
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2071 10:11 PM
To: Svinicki, Kristine; Sharkey, Jeffry; Ostendorff, William; Nieh, ; 3
‘Subject: Fw: Strassel: Obama’s Nuclear Politics W

------ n%[ riginal Message ----- — ?

Fro iside oF Scope r’é}‘: “@
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2011 09:05 PM iy

To: Dempsey, Matt (EPW)

Subject: Strassel: Obama's Nuclear Politics

June 10, 2011
wsJ

Obama's Nuclear Politics
By Kimberley A. Strassel

The Obama administrayi R hag¥shown a certain ruthless streak when it comes to getting what it wants. For its
latest in brass-knucigf t onsider the ongoing fight over the proposed Yucca nuclear waste facility.

This_ tale begingdn 2008%Wvhen candidate Obama was determined to win Nevada, a crucial electoral state.
Catering to loca|g¥QIr. Obama promised to kill plans—approved by Congress—t6 make the state's Yucca
Mountain e r@gositry for spent nuclear fuel. He was backed by Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, a
Nevada hgs made Yucca's demise an overriding priority.

fShOrt! \giigr Inauguration, Messrs. Obama and Reid teamed up to elevate Gregory Jaczko to chair the Nuclear
Regulatg¥ Commission, the nation's independent regulator. Mr. Jaczko was anything but a neutral designee,
faving served for years on the staffs of both Mr. Reid and Massachusetts' antinuke Rep. Edward Markey. As a
Reid adviser, Mr. Jaczko headed up opposition to Yucca. The clear intent in making him chairman was to

ensure Yucca's demise.,

Toward that end, the Obama Department of Energy quickly filed a formal request with the NRC to revoke the
license application for Yucca. A coalition of states and industry groups—drowning in spent fuel—then
petitioned to prevent the department from doing so. The issue was thrown to a panel of NRC administrative

1 ?:}
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" judges. Much to the administration's frustration, they ruled unanimously in June of last year that the Energy

Department lacked the authority to “singlehandedly derail" a policy that had been directed by Congress.

Enter the brass knuckles.

The panel's decision was appealed to the five-member NRC board. This was Mr. Jaczko's moment to finally
tank Yucca, only he ran into problems. While the board officially contains three Democrats and two
Republicans, it has tended toward nonpartisanship and has in the past proved unwilling to overturn panel
rulings. Worse for Mr. Jaczko, one of the board's Democrats recused himself from the vote. A 2-2 board

decision is not enough to override the judges' verdict.

ASSOCIATED PRESS Nuclear Regulatory Commission Chairman Gregory Jaczko All for -‘W Wers
had voted by September of last year. Yet in an unprecedented display of political partisanshi wezko
ultimately withdrew his vote, held open the process, and didn't revote until just befors th 0 "‘r‘- gr election.
Why? The chairman had obviously lost the vote and didn't want the bad news hitting his os_s, Mr. Reid,
before the polls closed in his hard-fought Nevada re-election. To this day, Mr. JacZk g rgiUSed to close out

the process and release the votes.

This latest foot-dragging appears related to the fact that the term of one gftie Re ~ﬂ ans on the board,

William Ostendorff, expires in just a few weeks. Mr. Ostendorff has beer gesdWingsed and boasts bipartisan
support. Then again, should his term just happen to expire, Mr. Jaczko dan h6§a¥ revote and potentially win on
Yucca. And guess who gets to decide when Mr. Ostendorff's nomyfigHtr . up for full Senate approval?

Mr. Reid.

The Yucca vote is hardly the only place Mr. Jaczko has beega dthis "independent" authority on behalf of
the president and Mr. Reid. NRC staff have for years bee Qﬁ on a critical Yucca safety report, which
includes conclusions on whether Yucca can safely hold#adioaétive waste for up to a million years.
Environmentalists have used the million-year unknow thgir main argument against the site, and the

findings are crucial.

oq€very means to keep them secret. When the agency

The documents are finished, yet Mr. Jaczko gfsig
Yo release the documents, it blacked out all the staff's

finally answered a Freedom of Information ¥
findings and conclusions on long-term

Mr. Jazcko has been unilaterally clo$iigfdown agency work on Yucca, even as the Energy Department's
actions remain in adjudication. Jig's/oveyridden fellow commissioners on Yucca decisions. He recently gave
himself extraordmary emerge .@. gwers in the wake of the Japanese nuclear incident—uwithout informing
fellow commissioners or Ganag™Es. Mr. Jaczko has yet to make clear whether those powers are ongoing, when

they will cease, or what @‘ h¥s taken with. them.

All6f this has inspire¥g@evolt among agency staff and commissioners, and it's undermining the body's other
work. Only this -,- €k, tg NRC's inspector general finished an investigation into the chairman's actions. Mr.
Jaczko claims®hygeport vindicates him (though he refuses to release the report). House Energy and
Commerce/Bubldans have their own copy (which they intend to release), and they'll be telling a starkly
differeni st *o e Tuesday, when they hold a hearing on the report's gory details.

s every right {o try to convince the legislative branch to change the directives of past bipartisan
Res on Yucca. Instead, he and Mr. Reid have teamed up to install a regulator whose only mission is to
abuse his independent agency's authority and bypass Congress to accomplish a partisan political promise.
Sent from my Verizon Wireless BlackBerry

PREERRERS:
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: ?Gaﬂ Scowcroft@hse.gsi.gov.uk on behalf of Mike.Weightman@hse.gsi.gov. uk .
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2011 5:46 AM
Té: Nieh, Ho ]
Ce: Lindsey.Moore@hse.gsi. gov. uk ~
Subject: RE: ONR Interim Report or'1 Japafese Earthquake and Tsunami
!
|
Déar Mr Nieh !

I write on behalf of Dr'Mike Weightman to thank yofu for your kind words in your note of 8th J,

DF Weightman has asked me to corivey to ‘Commissiof‘ner Ostendorff if at.any point he (and*

ou t tike to
diScuss his report please feel free to contact the office to arrange a mutually agreeal

Kind Regards
Gdil Scowcroft

Gail Scowcroft

PA t6 Dr Mike Weightman

HM €hief Inspector Nuclear Instailations
ands Executive Head ONR

Desk 42, 4N2 Redgrave Court

Merton Road, Bootle L20 7HS

T +744 (0)151 951 4170

Eg@ﬂ.&w&@h&n&m

iclear Regulation
An agency of HSE

‘From: Nieh, Hc Ho.
‘Sent: 08 June 2011 13:59

To: Mike Weightman , v ‘
‘Subject: ONR Interim Re panese Earthquake jand Tsunami

‘Dear Dr. Weightma

importance openness and transparency:.

1 will review your report with Commissioner Ostendbrff‘.since he has much interest in the NRC’s evaluation of
lessons from Japan and the manner in which we present our findings to the public.

Besst regards,

3Y

communication tool for your organization. As noted in your report, it appears that ONR has also recognized the
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H6 Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U:S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

" (301) 415-1811 (office)

Outside of Scope mobile) ; |
outs ) -
_ 5-1757 (fax)
he:nieh@nre.gov

Thiis email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intri

service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM (
2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or records

i
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Please note : Incoming and outgoing email messages are roulinely monitored for compliance witho} ﬁ
and may be automatically logged, monitored and / or recorded for lawful purposes by the GSI se

Interested in"Occupational Health and Safety information?

‘Please visit the HSE website at the following address to keep yourself uptg.date

‘wwiv.hse.gov.uk

‘Or Gontact the HSE Infoline on 0845 345 0055 i b itoline@connauaht.plo.uk

% email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
e& Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs (CCTM Certificate Number
On leavmg the GSi this emaxl was certified v1rus free
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Sexton, Kimberly ,

From: Caputo, Annie (EPWéAnnle Caputo@epw.senate. gov] -
Sént: Thursday, July 07, 2071 11:14 AM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subjact: RE: FYI

Ok: I will be out for lunch from 12 to 2 but other than that, I'm open. -

From: Nieh, Hoﬁ;allto ‘Ho.Nieh@nrc.gov__
Sént: Thursday, July 07, 2011 11:12 AM ~
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: Re: FYI

Yes of course, WCCO was in-a meeting and | haven't had a chance to let him know yet.
Still in COS mtg.
Sent via BlackBerry

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S: Nucléar Regulatory Com‘mission

A301) 415.1R11 foffice) i~
L )
'((301) 415-1757 (fax)

ho:nieh@nrc.gov

Jad

From Caputo, Annie.(EPW) {,nnle Caputo@ 307
To: Nieh, Ho
Seft: Thu Jul 07 11:09:37 2011
Subject: RE: FYI

From: Nieh, Ho ﬁnailtp:Ho
Serit: Thursday, July 07420§
To:*Caputo, Annie (ERg)/#
Subject: RE: FYI /

After 11:00 A i

t work — ok with you?

ChlgJ f of Staff
. Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
- UL S Nuclear Regulatory Commission 6
-1811 (office) - O
[Cey mobile)

(301) 415-1757 (fax) ~
_ho.nieh@nrc.gov
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPWﬁAnnie_Caputo@epw.senate.gc _
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 20%1 11:10 AM -
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: FY]

Do I have time to go downstairs and fetch a cup of tea?

: i

From: Nieh, H ito:Ho.Ni _ | %
Sent: Thursday, July 07 2011 10:12 AM ’
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) _
Subject: RE: FYI ‘ 'g
/ .

After 11:00 AM might work — ok with you?

Also, is the 8/2 EPW hearing date set? ,‘
Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff G
U.S: Nuclear Regulatory Commission .
1) 415- office)”
®X6) mobile}
1 (301) 415-1757"(fax) . %
ho.nieh@nre.gov . v

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW){ mailto:Annie Caputo@egw.sg "ge.govl
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 10:10 AM
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Re: FYI
i

s - o

Oh, yeah. I'd like to talk with Cmsr Ostdgdg#ff sGmetime today or tomorrow when he has a few minutes. *
From Nueh Ho '~ allto:Ho. Nle 7 §
Sent: Thursday, July 07 .20 ‘ A &
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW . £
Subject: RE: FYI /

On the day befg#@ the-Cammission meeting.

Ho Nieh _
Chiéf of, V‘
Office of 8 sioner William C. Ostendorff »
U.S. W8 Regulatory Commission
~(301) 4 ; 1811,(ofﬁce)
[(6X®) | (mobile)
(301) 415-175% (fax) -
. ho.nieh@nr¢.gov

Sent: Thursday, July 07, 20¥1 8:41 AM

P



To: Svinicki, Kristine; Magwood, William; Ostendorff William; Nieh, Ho, Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry
Subject: Fw: FYI

From: Michael CallahaM{mailto:mike callahan :
Sent: Wednesday, July 06, 2011 10:06 PM -
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: FYI

Nuclear Regulatory Commission Chairman Gregory Jaczko to Address the
Press Club July 18

3 *T“f‘f‘ '

m Sha_u ‘

THE NATIONAL

PRESS CLUB

WASHINGTON, July B, 2011 /PRNewswire-USNewswire/ -- Gregory Jaczko, Chairman of the Nuclear Regflallry ANugyggdfSion. will address the National Press Club ata

luncheon on Monday, July 18

(Logo: ity /nhotlas prodeswie compnmn/260E09: 2/NPCLOGO)
Jaczko will talk about lessons learned by the nuclear power induslry in the aftermatn of Japan s MY ,;f ukushima nuclear disaster, which stands as the most serious

nuclear accident since the Chernoby! meitdown in 1986. The NRC is scheduled to me on July 1 {o consider a report on the Fukushima disaster and how il pertains to the

U.8. nuclear industry.

In May of 2009, President Obama appointed Jaczko chairman of the NRC, whgre b algerved as a commissioner since 2005. Before Fukushima, Jaczko and the

commission had been working to reinvigorate the U.S. nuclear sector £ TS ad been planning to begin building nuctear plants again after 30 years of inactivity, but
N 3

i,

in light of the Japan disaster, new questions have'arisen.

The July 18 luncheon will begin promptly at 12:30 p.m. and 2 hg's ﬂ ks will begin at 1:00, followed by a question-and-answer session. Advance reservations should be

made by calfing (202) 662-7501 or reservationsErpressN ¢l 1uncheon admission is $18 for National Press Club members, $28 for their guests and $36 for general

admission.

Naticnal Press Club Luncheons are webcast 0 w010 Follow the conversation on Twitter using the hashtag #NPCLunch, or on Facebook
{facebcok.camiPragsClubDC) and Twi Ma<3&,00C). Submit questions for speakers in agvance and during the live event by sending them to @QNPCLunch on
Twitter, or email a question in adyfice, 1o QKO in the subject line, 10 presiiantédpiass.arg before 10 a.m. on July 18.

Credentialed press may cover thig#nt with proper ID.

The Press Club is on g 3th Noor /52 14th Street, NW, Washington, D.C. Credentialed press may cover this event,

ABOUT THE NALQ). PRELYCLUB

The Nationa] Pr& § world's leading professional organization for journalists. Founded in 1808, the Ciub has 3,500 members representing most major news

the Club holds more than 2,000 events including news conferences, funcheans and panels, and more than 250,000 guests come through its doors,

SQURCE Nygional Press Club
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW)Q\nme Capulo@epw.senate. gov]
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2017 10:256 AM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: FYI

Sure. Thanks!

From' Nleh Ho
Sent: Thursday, July 07 2011 10:112 AM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: RE: FYI

After 11:00 AM might work — ck with you?
Also, is the 8/2 EPW hearing date set?

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

300 office) *

©I© mobile)

(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.gov

From Caputo Anme (EPW) [__allt Anm 2 g
-Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 10:10 AM
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Re: FYI

Oh, yeah, I'd like to talk with Cmsr Ost Shetime today or tomorrow when he has a few minutes.

/- e . s . e 3 o . e s e e+ e e

From: Nieh, Hq [mailto Ho Nie ’h- gy 9
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2Q ONOAM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW

Subject: RE: FY1

On the day befgfe the/Owmmission meeting.

Ho Nieh

Chief o .
Officg@f B ssioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. NG Regulatory Commission

(301) 4181811 (office)

(b)) mobile)

| - fax)

ho.nieh@nrc.gov Jd
From: Caputo, Annie (EP mailto:Annie_Caputo@epw.senate. qovT“ , 5 1
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 8:41 AM
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" To: Svinicki, Kristine; Magwood, William; Ostendorff, William; Nieh, Ho; Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry

Subject: Fw: FYI

ailto:mike callahan

From: Michael Callaha :
2011 10:06 PM

Sent: Wednesday, July
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: FYI , /

Nuclear Regulatory Commission Chairman Gregory Jaczko to Address the
Press Club July 18
§ Lixe

3 Tweet

s"."’ /.
' THE NATIONAL

% PRESS CLUB

WASHINGTON, July 6, 2011 /PRNewswire-USNewswire/ -- Gregory Jaczko, Chairman of the Nuclear Re = NG ion. will address the National Press Club ata

luncheon on Monday, July 18.

(Logo: hiltp Aphotog. prnavswire comipmh/2008031 TINPCLOGO) , /

Jaczko wilt talk about lessons leamed by the nuclear power industry in the aftermath of Japan's Kf FFukushima nuclear disaster, which stands as the most serious

nuclear accident since the Chernoby! meltdown in 1986. The NRC is scheduled to megfon ly 19 to consider a report on the Fukushima disaster and how it pertains to the

U.S. Auclear industry. " y

-

In May of 2009, President Obama appointed Jaczko chairman of the NRC. # he hatkgerved as a commissioner since 2005. Before Fukushima, Jaczko and the

commiission had been workling to reinvigorate the U.S. nuclear secior. : ,-'ﬁ%d been planning to begin building nuclear piants again after 30 years of inactivily, but

in light of the Japan disaster, new questions have arisen.

The July 18 tuncheon will begin promptly at 12.30 p.m. and Jac2 ,ex ks will begin at 1:00, followed by a question-and-answer session. Advance reservations should be

made by calling (202) 662-7501 or reservationspress G BLdt IURcheon admission is $18 for Nationai Press Club members, $28 for their guests and $36 for general
admission.

National Press Club Luncheons are webcast 0 g0 Foliow the conversation on Twilter using the hashtag #NPCLunch, or on Facebook
{*acebook.comifressCiunDC) and Twitilt (@PAgY J YubDC). Submit questions for speakers in advance and during the live event by sending them to @QNPCLunch on
Twitter, or email a question in advgifte, KO in the subject line, to presidentdpisss org before 10 a.m. on July 18.

Credentialed press may covpg—tafignt with proper ID.

The Priess Club i3 on tglB3th fioor, 529 14th Street, NW, Washington, D.C. Credentialed press may cover this event.

ABOUT THE NAT bl PRIQS CLUB

The National Prdg ’ the world's leading professional organization for Journalists. Founded In 1908, the Club has 3,500 members representing most major news

POEY. the Club holds more than 2,000 events including news conferences, luncheons and panels, and more than 250,000 gussts come through its doors.




developed in a determined manner” and that “the NRC has a strong drive for continuous
improvement in its own performance and has well achieved its goals”;

2) The Fukushima tragedy occurred in another country whose regulatory structure is quite
different from that found in the U.S.; '

3) | agree with the statements made by Commissioner Apostolakis at the July 18,
Commission meeting, that the occurrence of the tsunami on March 11 was ng
unthinkable external event; and Y

4) There is still a great deal that we do not know about Fukushima co! / o _\ vl
sequence of events, failure modes of equipment, functionality, apfF8%gcitiph
procedures, etc.

These four observations helped frame my study of the Task Foy ahd recommendations.

As noted earlier, the NRC’s Principles of Good Regulationf 7 ;*‘:v t to my decision-making
on the Task Force report. Regarding the process for adyl ss ngdhe Task Force
recommendations and the long-term review, | beliey Fiag tieee of these principles deserve
specific mention. First, the principle of Clarity calls Commnssxon to provide immediate

direction to the staff on the philosophical approdghtha s’hould guide the disposition of the Task
Force recommendations. Second, the prin A’L‘ of geliability leads me to conclude that to
ensure that our regulations are not in an yfijlig ifitie state of transition, the substantial
institutional knowledge and operation a’i xper ence of the NRC should be fully utilized In moving
forward to address the Task Forca'feg rg hdations. Third, the principle of Openness requires
us to engage external stakeholdu' Qﬁé&rheanmgful way. The spirit of this third principle
underlies the June 23, 201 152 ngagement of Stakeholders Regarding the Events in
Japan® that | co-authoreddith Samfhissioner Magwood (COMWDM-11-0001/COMWCO-11-
0001). Inthat Ilght I suppf the underlying premise of Chairman Jaczko’s proposal for the
Commission to h & bllc meetnngs to engage stakeholders and to inform Commission

declswn-makm ,‘fa fiely, responsive manner. | look forward to working with all of my
colleagues off thgXorgmission to determine the appropriate subjects and schedule for such
Commls i6 @ s,

Il A ;@m the NRC's requlatory framework ~ Task Force recommendation 1

. the Task Force’s thoughtfui accounting of the background for the NRC’s current

#atory framework. Some in the press have focused on the use of the word “patchwork™ in

e report to describe the NRC's existing regulatory framework. | think that term diminishes the

““dynamic, evolving nature of the NRC's regulatory framework. Our predecessors took certain
concrete actions in response to the events at Three Mile Isiand and the attacks of September
11, 2001. With the benefit of hindsight, one could suggest there may have been better ways to
approach certain issues at the time. But, | am not a critic of those past actions. Rather, {
personally believe that previous NRC staff and Commissions used their best judgment to frame
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courses of action appropriate {o address the problems they faced. While that regulatory
approach, one of a dynamic and evolving nature, may not have the coherence of a framework
that might be developed with the luxury of being done in a closed room at one static point in
time, it does not mean that the framework is not effective. To the contrary, | believe that the
NRC's Reactor Oversight Process (ROP) is a key example of an evolutionary change that ha
resulted in a rigorous oversight program that is focused on safety in the areas of greatest ri
significance. Since 2000, NRC inspection findings in the ROP have brought to light subgtauti
issues on nuclear reactor operations, plant design, maintenance, and defense-in-defi{fk
corresponding corrective actions to address such findings. .

As stated earlier, the Task Force noted that “the current regulatory approg '-"-' the
Commission and the public well.” | aiso reiterate what | stated at the Ju : ublic
Commission meeting on the near-term report: “While | support thoyg tﬂ%eraﬁon of any
potentia! safety enhancements in a systematic and holistic manngr,.d.do n ieve that our
existing regulatory framework is broken.” 7 *v
Consistent with the NRC'’s organizational value of Excelle f thalrVes us to be continuously
improving and self-aware, | support moving forward, but' tb tlme with Task Force
recommendation 1. Such an effort would constltut ignlf icant undertaking for the
entire agency and realistically would take some num @ iyears to accomplish. While | support
the notion of enhancing our existing framewo &4 Mrmly Believe that any such effort should be
undertaken as a separate, distinct effort frqm e relt of the Fukushima Task Force
recommendations. Acting upon recomme a{k 16 in the near-term will distract the NRC from
timely and responsive action on those . e recommendations that would enhance safety
in the near-term and are ripe for e ¢l rr‘«qf‘f herefore, | propose that recommendation 1:
" 4 &
1) Be pursued indepen 948 4ny activities associated with the review of the other Task
Force recommengatighstar

2) Be deferre - cga orand commence only after receiving future direction from the

CommlSSt 1) w acilitate this Commission direction, the EDO should submit a notation

vote 8 - e Commission that would take into account the cumulative lessons

legmey and ds stakeholder input from the review of other Task Force recommendations,

rowe the Commission with a full range of options for addressing recommendation
s notation vote paper should be provided to the Commission no fater than 18

/ months from the date of the fina! Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) for SECY-11-

9093.

“$1*8hort-term requiatory actions

I'agree with Commissioner Magwood that there are short-term actions that the agency should
consider to enhance safety. As such, | support Commissioner Magwood’s recommendation
with some modification. Specifically, | recommend that within 30 days (instead of 20 days) of
the final SRM associated with this paper, the EDO should provide the Commission with a
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notation vote paper that identifies and makes recommendations regarding any Task Force
recommendations that can, and in the staff’s judgment, should be implemented, in part or in
whole, without unnecessary delay. | would add additional guidance that the staff should, in
framing these short-term actions, consider the wide range of regulatory tools.available. Again,
these short-term actions should be assessed using the NRC's exnstmg regulatory framework.
Taking this step in the short-term will get the agency and licensees started down the patht
implement appropriate safety enhancements sooner rather than later.

While | will carefully-review the short-term actions that the EDO will submit in the o
paper described above, | believe | have an obligation to the NRC's external stajg?
the NRC staff to communicate my view on certain Task Force recommendatidfs
review ahd understanding of the accident-at Fukushima, | believe the a |
short-term regulatory attention and | offer them for consideration as app

1) Reevaluate the seismic and flooding hazards at their si
requirements and guidance (related to Task Force re

2) Perform seismic and flood protection walk-downs tfy and address plant-specific
vulnerabilities and verify the adequacy of moﬁ Gtngignd:| malntenance for protection
features such as watertlght barriers in the int# m eriod (related to Task Force

revise 10 CFR 50.63 to stren e
Force recommendation 4.4,

(2} equipment protection from design-basis external events -
:ngeds for multiunit events (related to Task Force

ﬁ pability and accessibility for Mark | and Mark Il containments (related
ommendation 5.1); and

ain an train on Severe Accident Management Guidelines (related to Task Force

6) _
AN % méndations 8.4 and 12.2).

:ma‘nce of the NRC's actions going forward and the jong-term review

3 arch. | applauded and supported Chairman Jaczko's prompt efforts to bring a proposal to
*the Commission for the NRC's response to the events in Japan. Now we find ourselves nearing
the end of July, knowing more than what we knew in March; As | have learned more, my
thinking about the NRC's response to Fukushima has certainly evolved since the Commission
established the Task Force in.March. Therefore, | find it timely for the Commission to build on
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our earlier decisions and fine-tune our vision for the NRC'’s actions going forward and for the
long-term review.

It is with this backdrop and the principles of Clarity, Reliability, and Openness in mind that |
recommend the EDO provide the Commission with a notation vote paper with a charter for thes
structure, scope, and expectations for assessing the Task Force recommendations and thef
NRC's longer-term review. The draft charter should be based upon the concept envisi
the EDO and Deputy EDOQ for Reactor and Preparedness Programs that establishes e
level steering committee reporting to the EDO and supported by an intemal adws :
and an external panel of stakeholders. This charter should include as an obje
steering committee would provide, through the EDO, an integrated, pnormze
the Task Force recommendations along with its recommendations and b ; o *
regulatory actions. This model of review has effectively served the Copissioh in other
significant efforts such as the Groundwater Task Force, the Daws- se ;
Force, and the Discrimination Task Force. The draft charter for giigsién review should also
incorporate any direction provided by the Commission in responge togMWDMd 1-
0001/COMWCO-11-0001. To support timely and clear Cof NS irection to the NRC staff,
the paper should be provided to the Commission no Iater 7 Q& © weeks after the date of the
final SRM for SECY-11-0093. 7% K

In addition, | join Commissioners Magwood apdgvinickiin directing the EDO within 45 days of
the date of the final SRM for SECY-11-0093 tg/provide the Commission with a notation vote
paper recommending a prioritization of the BéskeFérce recommendations informed by the
steering committee. This paper shoul e ud\the technical and regulatory bases for the
prioritization and include recommeg n a %nsf rappropnate stakeholder engagement as well as
for Commission meetings. 1%

i_% »
Given that | have significs gtions about proceeding at this time to implement
recommendation 1, | beligué” ddmonal guidance to the envisioned steering committee and NRC
staff is appropriate#isighey a ess the Task Force report and provide their recommendations
back to the Com fhtsesAt the July 19 Commission meeting, | specifically asked the Task
Force the follfwingftiestion: “If the Commission did not approve Recommendation 1, would
that changs-the-T4gk Force recommendations for rulemaking and orders?” The answer |
reoeive yes In that light, and given my position on deferring action on recommendation
1, lfind it & sgential for the Commission to provide direction to the steering committee that they
fohig jassess the Task Force recommendations through the lens of the Task Force’s finding
$ins current regulatory approach has served the Commission and the public well.”
efefore, consistent with existing practices, the staff should continue to consider risk insights
'defense-in-depth to inform thelr recommendations on what actions may provide for a
“Substantial increase in safety or are necessary to provide reasonable assurance of adequate
protection.
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPWﬁ‘-\nme Caputo@epw.senate. 90\)7A
Sant: Thursday, July 07, 2071 10:10 AM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Re: FYIi

Oh, yeah. I'd like to talk with Cmsr Ostendorff sometime today or tomorrow when he has a few minutes.

From; Nleh Ho{{mailto:Ho.Nieh@nre, govl} — -
Sént: Thursday, July 07, 2011 09:50 AM ’
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) ‘
Stibject: RE: FYI ‘

On the day before the Commission meeting.

Ho Nieh | "

Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

'[@Djjﬁj_ejl‘ofﬁce) )

R0 mobile)
£ (301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho:.nieh@nrc. qov

"y

From Caputo, Anme (EPW)ﬁ mallto Annle CaDuto@epw 3

Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 8:41 AM X, "

To: Svinicki, Kristine; Magwood, William; Ostendorff arh,\blieh, Ho; Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry
Subject: Fw: FYI

From: Michael Callahan{[mailto:mike n@qovstrat com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 05, 2011 j&«( = N

To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) /

Subject: FYI

Nuclear Regulat¢ry§ ‘ ission Chairman Gregory Jaczko to Address the National
Press Club Jyly 13

- B Tweet '
in ‘
A
THE NATIONAL
WASHINGTON, July 6, 2011 /PRNewswire-USNewswire/ -- Gregory Jaczko, Chalrman of the Nuciear Regulatory Commission, will address the National Press Club ata
lunchi&on on Monday, July 18.

(Logd: hitp./iphotos.pmewswire corpraiy200808 LTINPCLOGO)
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Jaczko will talk about lessons learned by the nuclear power industry in the aftermath of Japan's March 11 Fukushima nuclear disasier, which stands as the most serious
nugiear accident since the Chernoby! meltdown in 1986. The NRC is scheduled to meet on July 19 to consider a report on the Fukushima disaster and how it pertalns to the
U.S: nuclear industry.

In May of 20089, President Obama appointed Jaczko chairman of the NRC, where he had served as a commissioner since 2005, Before Fukushima, Jaczko and the
commission had been working to reinvigorate the U.S. nuclear sector. Electric utilities had been planning fo begin building nuclear plants again after 30 years of inaclivity, but
in light of the Japan disaster, new questions have arisen.

The July 18 luncheon will begin promptly at 12:30 p.m. and Jaczko's remarks will begin at 1:00, followed by a question-and-answer session. Advance reservations should be
made by calling (202) 662-7501 or reservations@iprass.org, Cost of luncheon admission is $18 for National Press Club members, $29 for their guests and fopgeneral
admission.

National Press Club Luncheons are webcast live on piess.o:q. Follow the conversalion on Twitler using the hashtag #NPCLunch, or on Facebog ' 4

‘(facabook comiiessCluoDC) and Twitter (@PressClubDC). Submit questions for speakers in advance and during the five event by sendingthem {8 -’"@ f°Clunch on

Twitter, or email a question in advance, with JACZKO in the subject ling, to president@piass org before 10 a.m. on July 18.

Credentialed press may cover this event with proper ID. /
The Press Club is on the 13th floor. 529 14th Street, NW, Washinglon, D.C. Credentialed press may cover this event. :
ABOUT THE NATIONAL PRESS CLUB / ' f
The National Press Ciub is the world's leading professional organization for jaurnalists. Founded in 1908, the Clubfffas s, 500 ggffbers representing most major news (

organizations. Each year, the Club holds more than 2,000 events including news conferences, luncheons a LN \is, and More than 250,000 guests come through its doors. ;
oz

SOURCE National Press Club G \
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Sexton, Kimberly
==

From: Dave LochbaumﬁDLochbaum@ucsusa.or.‘;
Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 12:10 PM

To: OPA Resource

Subject: NRC Near-Term Task Force meetings with INPO
Good Day:

On page 2 of the July 12, 2011, report by the NRC's Near Term Task Force, it states that "menf] g _ 1e Task
Foerce met with representatives of the Institute of Nuclear Power Operations to gather infop i
industry's post-Fukushima actions." % &

I searched ADAMS and did not find any public meeting notices or pubhc meeting n@ e‘ the cited
meetings between NRC staff and INPO. Al

Were these meetings conducted in accordance with Management Directivg3.5? Ve,

Later on page 2, the report stathes that the task force's efforts were g 'dﬁy C's Principles of Good
Regulation. One of those principles - one not followed by the task féfee S \g§1ves openness. The NRC's
website says this about that principle: "Nuclear regulation is the pfibHE's pusiness, and it must be transacted
publicly and candidly. The public must be informed about ang %g% &opportunity to participate in the
regulatory processes as required by law." T

‘A ¥
Since the public, unlike INPO, was not given an oportg fin ty to meet with the near term task force, does the NRC
believe it even came close to meeting this Prmc1p]e o s agd’Regulation?

%
Thanks, j %
David Lochbaum % Q{’

Director, Nuclear Safety Project
Union of Concemed Scientists 55? v
" PO Box 15316

Chattanooga, TN 3741.
3G office AV
cell Dt

dldfchbaum@ucsusa gy -
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: ‘Wednesday, July 13, 2011 2:59 PM

To: [ 'renee.stewart@srs.gov'

Ceé: Herr, Linda

Subject: RE: invitation to Speak: 2011 National EFCOG Fall Meeting

Renee - this tentatively may work.

. Linda Herr will get back to you tomorrow with a final answer.
Best regards,
Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

(301) 415-1811 (office)

I(b)(6> rnobile)
. - fax) -

ho. nseh@nrc gov

From renee. stewart@srs gov rmaulto renee. stewart@srs é@% ]
Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 2:36 PM .
To: N|eh Ho

Thank you.

Renée Stewart “/ Y,
ISM Integration Mana@

(b)(ﬁ) :
_ ;

Dale: * ¥ /11/2011'11 55%AM
Subject: Invitation to Speak: 2011 National EFCOG Fall Meeting

The’ Energy:Facility Contractors Group will be holding a national meeting at the Y-12 Security Complex in Oak Ridge,
Tennessee. (See the attached fiyer.)



This meeting includes senior DOE, NNSA, and National Laboratory officials, as well as contractors from around the DOE
Complex. :

It was highly recommended by the EFCOG Executive Council that the June 16 presentation, "A Commissioner’s
Perspective on Nuclear Safety and NRC's Response to Nuclear Events in Japan,” be shared with this expanded audience
N plus any updates to the topic.

For this reason, we would like to extend the invitation to NRC Commissioner William C. Ostendorff to make the
% presentation on the morning of Tuesday, October 18 during the Opening General Session.

Please let me know if our invitation is accepted as soon as possible so that we can include CommissionegOstg
all the communication materials.

Best Regards,

Renée Stewart

LRSI, AN L

d(b)(ﬁ)
B —
i
i
i
§
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L Sexton, Kimberly
From: Nieh, Ho
f Sent: Friday, July 15, 2011 5:17 AM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)
Subject: RE: Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Force Report Not Focused on Accident in Japan
Thanks Annie.
*i Some crazy stuff going on here these days.
z. Ho I | "
% Ho Nieh ' 7
§ Chief of Staff
¥ Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissf6 7
" (301) 415-1811 (office) ‘
4 {®x5) mobile)
*(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.gov [
From: Caputo, Annie (EPW/ [Annie_Caputo@epw.senate. gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 10:27 PM 5
; To: Sharkey, Jeffry; Nieh, Ho; Bubar, Patrice ,’
= Subject: Fw: Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Force Repo ed on Accident in Japan

From: matt_dempsey@epw.senate.gow[mailto:matt '_f; QP @epw.senate.gov]_‘
& Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 07:15 PM \

To; Caputo, Annie (EPW) AN
Subject: Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Forcd Re@pgrlot Focused on Accident in Japan

gfotn_homepage.gif]<http://epw.senate.gov>
e/btn_blog.gif]<http://epw.senate.gov/publiclindex.cfm?FuseActio

[http://epw.senate.gov/public/_imag i’é ehg
[http://lepw.senate.gov/public/_imag leas
n=Minority.Blogs>

[hitp://epw.senate.gov/public 4@ f2 /release/btn_contact.gif]<http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAc

tioh=ContactUs.ContactF, -
[http://epw.senate.govip @, ages/release/btn_pressreleases.gif]j<http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?F
usgAction=Minority.@fessNajalses>
[http://epw.senate.goWgUBIE/_images/release/btn_fact.gif]<http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction
=Minority.Factg

[hitp:/lepw.se . gov/public/_images/release/img_pressupdate.gif]

{é [hitp: //epwil e.gdv/public/_images/release/header.jpg]

i lnhofe aczko Why Task Force Report Not Focused on Accident in Japan Wednesday, July 13, 2011

Contacts:
# Matt Dempsey. Natt_Dempsey@epw.senate.gov<mailto:Matt_Dempsey@epw.senate.gov> (202) 224-9797 ~ -~

Katie Browr"-Katie_Brown@epw.senaie.gov<mailto:Katie_Brown@epw.senate.gov> (202) 224-2160
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Inhofe Asks Jaczko Why Task Force Report Not Focused on Accident in Japan

Chairman Jaczko refuses to conduct a study of the differences between Japanese and US regulatory systems
because it is ‘difficult and time-consuming'

Link to Press
Release<http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=Minority. PressReleases&ContentRecord id=25b

1be80-802a-23ad-4500-ec296f507ae3&Region_id=&Issue_id=>

Link to July 8 letter from Inhofe to
Jaczko<http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=Files.View&FileStore_id=ff9ede58-3 5g-
b883-63a377254644> ' -

Washington, D.C.-Senator James Inhofe (R-Okla.), Ranking Member of the Senate ComgitteWoNErVironment
and Public Works, commented on his conversation today with Nuclear Regulatory Cogagni¥ [ongRC)
Chairman, Greg Jaczko, concerning the NRC's report just released publically, "Near {egam#¥k Force Review
of Insights From the Fukushima Daiichi Accident". During the discussion, Senatgewiofeff#d the opportunity
to ask the Chairman about a letter he had sent to him on July 8, in which he ask @ e NRC conduct a full
and systematic review of the differences in the regulatory systems of the Unjted d and Japan before '
moving forward with sweeping regulatory changes. Chairman Jaczko reghiaa¥ 345 ch an endeavor would be
"difficult and time-consuming.” ’

"l appreciate Chairman Jaczko taking the time to speak to me abgu * RC task force report, but after our
discussion | am even more concerned about the NRC's regulajary %gé going forward," Senator Inhofe said.
“Up until it was released, | was under the strong impression u_’ N r¥port would focus on lessons for the
United States regarding the nuclear accident in Japan - even ort's fitle suggests this. Instead it focuses
almost completely on potential disasters in the United $fatés apnow they might affect our reactors. This is
certainly not what we were led to believe it would begeSpecigfy considering that our plants are already
required to be designed to withstand natural d|saster £

“In a letter dated July 8, | asked Chairman Jg @» 0 'gke sure that the NRC engages in a thorough study of

the fundamental differences between the rég -« ) systems of Japan and the United States. But instead, the
NRC is poised to overhaul our regulato sy Without having the full picture of what happened in Japan and
without a clear understanding of our gy dlfferences When | asked Chairman Jaczko again today if the

NRC would be willing to engage in : y, “he refused saying that such an undertaking would be 'difficult

and time-consuming.' '

“If safety were truly the prigsity, -@"' would focus on learning lessons from the accident in Japan to
determine whether these @ endations are the right ones. Instead, it is clear that this is just another case
of ‘regulate first, ask glesNQnsfater' in an effort to stifle nuclear power and drive up the cost of energy for all

Americans." v,
Inhofe EPW P Blog<http Ilwww.epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=Minority.Blogs> |
YouTube< v.youtube.com/user/JimInhofePressOffice> | Twitter<http://twitter.com/inhofepress> |

Facebogk % .facebook.com/pages/Senator-Jim-
Inhofe/5oNg08P8421?ref=search&sid=516374791.190659610..1> |
Podcd LA p://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=Mincrity. AudioVideo>
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Hannah No_rtheée[’hnorthey@eenews.net] ' '
Sent; Thursday, July 28, 2011 3:59 PM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Ostendorff vote

Hi Ho,

where can | find that?

Thianks, Hannah

i

o

%

Hahnah M. Northey
Reporter
hnorthey@eenews.net
202-446-0468 (p)

202-737-5299 (f)
1)) (o)

LA

Environment & Energy Publishing, LLC

122 C Street, NW, Suite 722, Washington, DC 20001
WWW.eenews.net » www.eenews.tv

ClimateWire, E&E Daily, Greenwire, E&ENews PM, EQETV

L
&

SF

%\g
o
@
|

I understand Mr. Ostendorff has voted on the chairman’s recommendation for implementing the task te -- ==
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" Sexton, Kimberly —
From: Nieh, Ho
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:06 PM
To: { annie_caputo@epw.senate.gov _
Subject: FW: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)
Attachments: WCO-SECY-11-0093 vote + cmts pdf

Annie - for your eyes only. This will be made public tomorrow.
Thanks. ’

Ho . ‘ '

Ho Nieh
' o

Chief of Staff :
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis %
B (301) 415-1811 (office) ~
. [(o)6) {{mobile)
i *(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.qov

From: Bozin, Sunny
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 5:06 PM AR
To: Wright, Darlene; Baggett, Steven; Batkin, Joshua; Blake, K en Bradford, Anna; Bubar, Patrice; Bupp,
Margaret; Chairman Temp; Clark, Lisa; Coggins, Angejé; Cordes, John Crawford, Carrie; Davis, Roger;
w Fopma, Melody; Franovich, Mike; Gibbs, Catina; Hag en , err, Linda; Hipschman, Thomas; KLS Temp;
Kock, Andrea; Lepre, Janet; Loyd, Susan; Mamish, 3¢ JereMarshall, Michael; Monninger, John; Orders,
William; Pace, Patti; Poole, Brooke; Reddick, Dafay i. er Richard; Bavol, Rochelle; Rothschild, Trip;
Savoy, Carmel; Sharkey, Jeffry; Shea, Pamefa; BsiSiBelkys; Speiser, Herald; Svinicki, Kristine; Temp, WCO;
Temp, WDM; Warren, Roberta; Apostolakis, Gforge; Temp, GEA; Tadesse, Rebecca; Castleman, Patrick;
Montes, David; Dhir, Neha; Adler, Jamesg; Jipgn¥z, Patricia; Nieh, Ho; Ostendorff, William; Lui, Christiana;
Lisann, Elizabeth; Gilles, Nanette; LgFHphg Jexton, Kimberly; Beasley, Benjamin; Riddick, Nicole
Ce: Mitchell-Funderburk, Natalie; SSg¢pf, Kimberly _
Subject: Commissioner Ostendagf"s v for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)

-

QN iz attached.

Commissioner Ostendo '

Y
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Commissioner Ostendorff's Comments on SECY-11-0093
Near-Term Report and Recommendations for
Agency Actions Following the Events in Japan

| want to thank the Task Force for their dedicated efforts in completing their review in a relatively
short period of time. Their report represents a very significant first step in learning from the
events at Fukushima. That sald, there is much more to be done. | would like to thank Dr,

Charles Miller for his committed leadership of the Task Force. While | have some view. Q~
differ from those of the Task Force, that is expected and to be encouraged In an aggncy Mg
prides itself on openness and transparency.

This is perhaps one of the most important votes | will cast as a Commissiog€ y ‘ avity of
this subject mandates thoughtful reflection upon the NRC's Principles of G&od Rgulation —
Independence, Openness, Efficiency, Clarity, and Reliability. With thee printiffes in mind, |
have carefully reviewed the Task Force repont, sought input from s NRWg#iff, and listened to
the views of my colleagues on the Commission. | will offer my yieks on pECY-11-0083
organized under these main areas: (I) Overarching decision-aking Plfciples; (1) Addressing
the NRC's regulatory framework ~ Task Force recommendaton J#1) Short-term regulatory
actions; and (1V) Governance of the NRC's actions gqifg - S and the long-term review.

iy

i

|. Overarching decision-making principles

Following the March 23, 2011 tasking memorahgtv r COMGBJ-11-0002, | was keenly
interested in what judgments the Task Eofee wOpl make regarding the safety of U.S. operating
reactors of all designs. To this ve »@ igfhlight that the Task Force observed thqt {page
18); )

Although complex, § Betfregulatory approach has served the Commission and the
public well and allowSghe Task Force to conclude that a sequence of events like those
oceurring in & hMa accident is unlikely to occur in'the United Stafes and could

™%k
be mitigateg RETI the likelihood of core damage and radiological releases.
Theg#fo ”/ Eht of the low likelihood of an event beyond the design basis of a U.S.
nucSegfpower plant and the current mitigation capabilities at those facilities, the Task
glrorce wgnciudes that continued operation and continued licensing activities do not pose
imminent risk to the public heaith and safely and are not inimical to the common
de%ense and security.

*above findings anchor my views on how to responsibly move forward in assessing the Task

Force recommendations. Let me offer four additional observations:

1) In October 2010, an Integrated Regulatory Review Service team conducted an
international peer review mission to assess the NRC's regulatory program and found
that "the NRC has a comprehensive and consistent regulatory system that has been

Page 1of &
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developed In a determined manner” and that “the NRC has a strong drive for continuous
improvement in its own performance and has well achieved its goals”;

2) The Fukushima tragedy occurred in another country whose regulatory structure is quite
different from that found in the U.S.;

3) | agree with the statements made by Commissioner Apostolakis at the July 19, 2
Commission meeting, that the occurrence of the tsunami on March 11 was not §

unthinkable external event; and

4) There is still a great deal that we do not know about Fukushima conce ,
sequence of events, failure modes of equipment, functionality, and *'{' bt oaed!
procedures, etc. ‘

These four observations helped frame my study of the Task Forcg @ brigl recommendations.

As noted eariier, the NRC’s Principles of Good Regulation a 4’ ant to my decision-making
on the Task Force report. Regarding the process for addreSging ip® Task Force
recommendations and the long-term review, | believedfiat thgedsof these principles deserve
specific mention. First, the principle of Clarily calls fopthg Gfimmission to provide immediate
direction to the staff on the philosophical approg€h ¥at sh8uld guide the disposition of the Task
Force recommendations. Second, the princigle\ef Refability leads me to conclude that to
ensure that our regulations are not in-an unjustiial® state of transition, the substantial
institutional knowledge and operationgl.expérie £& of the NRC should be fully utilized In moving
forward to address the Task Force -5 Xmehdations. Third, the principle of Openness requires
us to engage external stakeholders®g 3geaningful way. The spirit of this third principle
underiies the June 23, 2011 QOX] on Engagement of Stakeholders Regarding the Events in
Japan” that | co-authored wdfl /fno YmiSsioner Magwood (COMWDM-11-0001/COMWCO-11-
0001). Inthat light, | suppor®e underlying premise of Chairman Jaczko's proposal for the
Commission to have &- meetings to engage stakeholders and to inform Commission
decisfon-making [ 3 WgZlyrresponsive manner. | look forward to working with all of my
colleagues on tfe CoxfMission to determine the appropriate subjects and schedule for such

Commissiogfmantihag

TETEER A .. .t E

li. Ad Q@L NRC's requlatory framework —~ Task Force recommendation 1

Peeciate the Task Force's thoughtful accounting of the background for the NRC's current
ggulgfory framework, Some in the press have focused on the use of the word “patchwork™ in

© e

s R

T I R 2

gYeport to describe the NRC's existing regulatory framework. | think that term diminishes the

namic, evolving nature of the NRC's regulatory framework. Our predecessors took certain
concrete actions in response to the avents at Three Mile Island and the attacks of September
11, 2001. With the benefit of hindsight, one could suggest there may have been better ways to
approach certain issues at the time. But, | am not a critic of those past actions. Rather, |
personally believe that previous NRC staff and Commissions used their best judgment to frame

Page 20!6
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courses of action appropriate to address the problems they faced. While that regulatory
approach, one of a dynamic and evolving nature, may not have the coherence of a framework
that might be developed with the luxury of being done in a closed room at one static point in
time, it does not mean that the framework is not effective. To the contrary, | believe that the
NRC's Reactor Oversight Process (ROP) is a key example of an evolutionary change that has
resulted in a rigorous oversight program that is focused on safety in the areas of greatest risk
significance. Since 2000, NRC inspection findings in the ROP have brought to light subs
issues on nuclear reactor operations, plant design, maintenance, and defense-in-dept
corresponding corrective actions to address such findings. '

As stated earlier, the Task Force noted that “the current regulatory approach halsefMd the
Commission and the public well.” | also reiterate what { stated at the July 1, 29¢/«aublic
Commission meeting on the near-term report: “While | support thoughtful cRpsiegation of any
potential safety enhancements in a systematic and holistic manner, | &g noj/bB¥Eve that our
existing regulatory framework is broken.”

Consistent with the NRC's organizational value of ExcellencethapdriVes us to be continuously
improving and self-aware, | support moving forward, but noNgithisffme, with Task Force
recommendation 1. Such an effort would constitute ag \slnificant undertaking for the
entire agency and realistically would take some numbelgf ydars to accomplish. While | support
the notion of enhancing our existing framework #TFm)¢ beffeve that any such effort should be
undertaken as a separate, distinct effort fromg¢h§ reét bf the Fukushima Task Force
recommendations. Acting upon recommendaflag?¥ifi the near-term will distract the NRC from
timely and responsive action on those Jask Foree*recommendations that would enhance safety
in the near-term and are ripe for exe¢ Xterefore, | propose that recommendation 1:

1) Be pursued independepigf tivities associated with the review of the other Task
Force-recommend 0"

2) Be deferred tio alid commence only after receiving future direction from the
Commissigp. * #itate this Commission direction, the EDO should submit a notation
vote paje N SCommission that would take inte account the cumulative lessons
learp@d @ eholder input from the review of other Task Force recommendations,
angufidethe Commission with a full range of options for addressing recommendation

hi%yotation vote paper should be provided to the Commission no later than 18
gonths from the date of the final Staff Requirements Memorandum (SRM) for SECY-11-
00w3.

Nort-term requlatory actions

| agree with Commissioner Magwood that there are short-term actions that the agency should
consider to enhance safety. As such, | support Commissioner Magwood's recommendation
with some modification. Specifically, | recommend that within 30 days (instead of 20 days) of
the final SRM associated with this paper, the EDO should provide the Commission with a

Page Jof §
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notation vote paper that identifies and makes recommendations regarding any Task Force
recommendations that can, and in the staff's jJudgment, should be implemented, in part or in
whole, without unnecessary delay. | would add additional guidance that the staff should, in
framing these short-term actions, consider the wide range of regulatory tools available. Again,
these short-term actions should be assessed using the NRC's existing regulatory framework.
Taking this step in the short-term will get the agency and licensees started down the path to
implement appropriate safety enhancements sooner rather than later. '
7

While [ will carefully review the short-term actions that the EDO will submit in the nodatiorNoQ
paper described above, | believe 1 have an obligation to the NRC's external stakgveldis gftd
the NRC staff to communicate my view on certain Task Force recommendationdng®¥™d on my
review and understanding of the accident at Fukushima, | believe the area afw warrant
short-term regulatory attention and | offer them for consideration as approg @ the EDO.

1) Reevaluate the seismic and flooding hazards at their sites gidinstgyfrent NRC
requirements and guidance (related to Task Force rec Rndathbn 2.1);

—

2) Perform seismic and flood protection walk-downs toYgentifyfand address plant-specific
vulnerabilities and verify the adequacy of monitBripfiai maintenance for protection
features such as watertight barriers in the inte "@'- (related to Task Force
recommendation 2.3); £ v

3) lIssue an advanced notice of propg §d Folctt and develop the technical basis to
revise 10 CFR 50.63 to strengthef® glatign blackout mitigation capability (related to Task
Force recommendation 4.1); %

4) Review 10 CFR 50.54(hF ,t@: upment protection from design-basis external events

and additional equi @' nieds for multiunit events (related to Task Force
recommendation 4,27

5) Review y&p '-F Pability and accessibllity for Mark | and Mark Il containments (related
to Task redommendation §.1); and

6) Ma 4 and train on Severe Accident Management Guidelines (related to Task Force
recomMgendations 8.4 and 12.2).

veriance of the NRC's actions going forward and the long-term review

rch, | applauded and supported Chairman Jaczko's prompt efforts to bring a proposal to
Commission for the NRC's response to the events in Japan. Now we find ourselves nearing
the end of July, knowing more than what we knew in March. As | have learned more, my

thinking about the NRC's response to Fukushima has certainly evolved since the Commission

established the Task Force in March. Therefore, | find it timely for the Commission to build on
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our earlier decisions and fine-tune our vision for the NRC's actions going forward and for the
long-term review.

It is with this backdrop and the principles of Clarity, Reliability, and Openness in mind that |
recommend the EDO provide the Commission with a notation vote paper with a charter for the
structure, scope, and expectations for assessing the Task Force recommendations and the
NRC's longer-term review. The draft charter should be based upon the concept envisio

the EDO and Deputy EDO for Reactor and Preparedness Programs that establishes ag€
level steering committee reporting to the EDO and supported by an intemal advisopg conmgi
and an external panel of stakeholders. This charter should include as an objectjyéthaithg

steering committee would provide, through the EDO, an integrated, prioritized d#hsas®Syent of
the Task Force recommendations along with its recommendations and bagfs [yfesMer
regulatory actions. This model of review has effectively served the Compy other

significant efforts such as the Groundwater Task Force, the Davis-Beg LesS0ns Learned Task
Force, and the Discrimination Task Force. The draft charter for CéprimisHigufreview should also
incorporate any direction provided by the Commission in respgago CMWDM-11-

0001/COMWCO-11-0001. To support timely and clear Com#giSaiey direction to the NRC staff,
the paper should be provided to the Commission no latep #hg typVeeks after the date of the
final SRM for SECY-11-0093. &\

In addition, | join Commissioners Magwood ang#sVinicki iftdirecting the EDO within 45 days of
the date of the final SRM for SECY-11-00934g/kovid® the Commission with a notation vote
‘paper recommending a prioritization of the * OfCe recommendations informed by the
steering committee. This paper should.jpByde he technical and regulatory bases for the
prioritization and include recommen dﬁ 5,0 ppropriate stakeholder engagement as well as
for Commission meetings. ¥ ¢

Given that | have significarf’regervistins about proceeding at this time to imptement
recommendation 1, | believg"{gdditional guidance to the envisioned steering committee and NRC
staff is appropriate g @ y assess the Task Force report and provide their recommendations
back to the Compy he July 19 Commission meeting, | specifically asked the Task
Force the follovfing g¥eMion: “If the Commission did not approve Recommendation 1, would
that changgfthe }f orce recommendations for rulemaking and orders?” The answer |
received wWigges.” In that light, and given my position on deferring action on recommendation
1, | fipd it essdgtial for the Commission to provide direction to the steering committee that they
shoffdWgsess the Task Force recommendations through the lens of the Task Force's finding
f e Chrent regulatory approach has served the Commission and the public weli.”

] bre, consistent with existing practices, the staff should continue to consider risk insights
QT defense-in-depth to inform their recommendations on what actions may provide for a
sUbstantial increase in safety or are necessary to provide reasonable assurance of adequate
protection.
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: dnesday, July 27, 2011 7:28 PM

To: ‘annie_caputo@epw.senate.gov’

Subjsct: Re: Commissioner Ostendortf's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)
Thanks Annie!

Sent via BlackBerry

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

.. Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

301) 415-1811 (ofﬁce)
(b)(s) moblle_ @//

(301) 415-1757 (fax)

. ho.nieh@nrc.qov - \/

--—- Original Message ---
From: Caputo, Annie (EPW)kAnnie Caputo@epw.senate.qov. >J
To: Nieh, Ho '
Sent: Wed Jul 27 19:15:24 2011
Subject: RE: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11- H

Japan Task Force Report)

Wow. That's a great vote. That's leadership: crisp an --,conc'se lrection.

--=--Original Message—---

From: Nieh, Hoffmailto:Ho.Nieh@nre.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:06 PM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)
Subject: FW: Commissioner Ostendorff&g

Frbm Bozin, Sunny
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 5:06 PM
To: Wright, Darlene; Baggett, Steven; Batkin, Joshua; Blake, Kathleen; Bradford, Anna; Bubar, Patrice; Bupp,

Margaret; Chairman Temp; Clark, Lisa; Coggins, Angela; Cordes, John; Crawford, Carrie; Davis, Roger;
Fopma, Melody; Franovich, Mike; Gibbs, Catina; Hart, Ken; Herr, Linda; Hipschman, Thomas; KLS Temp;
Kock, Andrea; Lepre, Janet; Loyd, Susan; Mamish, Nader; Marshall, Michael, Monninger, John; Orders,
William; Pace, Patti; Poole, Brooke; Reddick, Darani; Laufer, Richard; Bavol, Rochelle; Rothschild, Trip;

1 | 5 q
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Savoy, Carmel, Sharkey, Jeffry; Shea, Pamela; Sosa, Belkys; Speiser, Herald; Svinicki, Kristine; Temp, WCO;
Temp, WDM; Warren, Roberta; Apostolakis, George; Temp, GEA; Tadesse, Rebecca; Castleman, Patrick;
Montes, David; Dhir, Neha; Adier, James; Jimenez, Patricia; Nieh, Ho; Ostendorff, William; Lui, Christiana,
Lisann, Elizabeth; Gilles, Nanette; Le, Hong; Sexton, Kimberly; Beasley, Benjamin; Riddick, Nicole

Cc: Mitchell-Funderburk, Natalie; Sexton, Kimberly

Subject: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)

Commissioner Ostendorff's vote is attached.
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" (301) 415-1811 (office) =~
Q) obile) - -

(301 215-1757 (fax)

—# q 025.,
Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW ] {Annie_Caputo@epw.senate. gov]

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 7:15 PM

Té: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)

Wow. That's a great vote. That's leadership: crisp and concise direction.

-—-Original Message~-—-

From: Nieh, Ha [mailto:Ho. Nieh@nrc.go
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:06 PM ™
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) .
Subject: FW: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force jpepoN

Arinie - for your eyes only. This will be made public tomorrow.
Thanks.
Ho

Ho-Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear /& y Commission

ho.nieh@nrec.gov

From: Bozin, Sunny
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 5:06 PM %
To: Wright, Darlene; Baggett, Steven, B®kinr§0shua; Blake, Kathleen; Bradford, Anna; Bubar, Patrice; Bupp,
Margaret; Chairman Temp; Clark, Ljg8; ¢Ougints, Angela; Cordes, John; Crawford, Carrie; Davis, Roger;
Fopma, Melody; Franovich, Mike; Gib@g, Catina; Hart, Ken; Herr, Linda; Hipschman, Thomas,; KLS Temp;
Kock, Andrea; Lepre, Janet; Loy, Sis8; Mamish, Nader; Marshall, Michael; Monninger, John; Orders,
William:; Pace, Patti; Poole, B eddick, Darani; Laufer, Richard; Bavol, Rochelle; Rothschild, Trip;
Savoy, Carmel; Sharkey. 4 'hea, Pamela; Sosa, Belkys; Speiser, Herald; Svinicki, Kristine; Temp, WCO;
Temp, WDM; Warren, R Aostolakis George; Temp, GEA Tadesse Rebecca Castleman Patrick
Montes, David; Dhir g8elf
Lisann, Ellzabeth= g Nanette Le, Hong, Sexton Klmberly, Beasley, Benjamm R:ddlck Nlcole
Matalie; Sexton, Kimberly
ligdQner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)
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" (301) 415-1811 (office)’
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Caputo, Annie (EPW}{Annie_Caputo@epw.senale. go_,

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:19 PM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0083 (Japan Task Force Report)

Thanks. I'll keep it to myself.

..... QOriginal Mgssage—--- 1/ - %
From: Nieh, H?ﬁ;ilto:Ho.Nieh@nrc.qov_, oL - Q‘
%

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:06 PM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)
Subject: FW: Commissioner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force jpepo

Annie - for your eyes only. This will be made public tomorrow.

C

Thanks.
Ho : L/,
Ho Nieh -

Chief of Staff
-Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear F

( <b)(5> maobile -
(301Y415-1757 fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.gov

’

From: Bozin, Sunny

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 5:06 PM ¥
To: Wright, Darlene; Baggett, Steven; B&\kin X6shua; Blake, Kathleen; Bradford, Anna; Bubar, Patrice; Bupp,
Margaret; Chairman Temp; Clark, Lj ,’b 'f , Angela; Cordes, John; Crawford, Carrie; Davis, Roger,
Fopma, Melody; Franovich, Mike; , Catina; Hart, Ken; Herr, Linda; Hipschman, Thomas; KLS Temp;
Kock, Andrea; Lepre, Janet; L / usap, Mamish, Nader; Marshall, Michael; Monninger, John, Orders,
William; Pace, Patti; Poole, B! eddlck, Darani; Laufer, Richard; Bavol, Rochelle; Rothschild, Trip;
Savoy, Carmel; Sharkey. hea Pamela; Sosa, Belkys; Speiser, Herald; Svinicki, Kristine; Temp, WCO;
Temp, WDM; Warren, R @ postolakis, George; Temp, GEA,; Tadesse, Rebecca; Castleman, Patrick;
Montes, David; Dhir gfehgh r James; Jimenez, Patricia; Nieh, Ho; Ostendorff, William; Lui, Christiana;
Lisann, Elizabeth; Gillg, Naneétte; Le, Hong; Sexton, Kimberly; Beasley, Benjamin; Riddick, Nicole

Cc: Mltchell- Uplerh KMVatalie; Sexton, Kimberly

Subject; Com isH@ner Ostendorff's vote for SECY-11-0093 (Japan Task Force Report)

Commi itendorﬁ‘s vote is attached.
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho o
Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2011 4:42 PM
To: ‘Hannah Northey'

Subject: RE: Ostendorff vote

Hi-Hannah - links below. Best wishes, Ho

http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/commission/cvr/2011/2011-0093vtr-wco. pdf

hitp://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/commission/cvr/2011/

Ho. Nigh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

{301) 415-1811 (office) -

[(0)6) |mobite)

(301) 415-1757 (fax) i
ho.nieh@nrc.qov

-

Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2011 3:59 PM
To! Nieh, Ho
Subject: Ostendorff vote

Hi Ho,
I'understand Mr. Ostendorff has voted ont
where can | find that?

Thanks, Hannah

Hannah M. Northey
Reporter '
hnorthey@eenews A&
202-446-0468 (p) /1
202-737-5299 (f};

www.edhews.net « www.eenews.tv
ClimateWire, E&E Daily, Greenwire, E&ENews PM, E&ETV, Land Letter




Sexton, Kimberly

B From: Nieh, Ho

. Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 3:56 PM
To: 'Ohly, John'

: Ce: Sexton, Kimberly; Herr, Linda
Subject: : RE: Response to Chairman Issa
§

- Roger. Thanks.
3? Have a good weekend.
H Ho
W
d Ho Nieh
“ Chief of Staff :
5 Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
§ U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
) (3C ffice)
(oX© obile
"(301) 415-1757 (fax)

ho.nieh@nrc.gov

4

From: Ohly, Joh@f{mailto:John.Ohly@mail house.
” Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 3:55 PM

NJ To: Nieh, Ho
Cc: Sexton, Kimberly; Herr, Linda
3 Subject: Ré: Response to Chairman Issa
Ho,
4
Y Thank you for the heads-up. By ;
J .‘.‘ *
% Please mark the minority copy to the'd e’ntion of Chris Knauer and/or Krista Boyd.
é Regards, :’/‘m
- John 5' By AN
g -‘."J{t ‘ l!
z From: Nieh, g;imﬁ]l[ﬁr;n o.Nieh@nrc.gov
Sent: FridayfJui, 29, 2011 03:48 PM
To: i iy
i xtdy/ Kinberly§kimberly.Sexton@nrc.gov3} Herr, Linda 4L nda.ngr@nrc,gov>%
B Subjecti/Response to'Chairman Issa '
g Jofin, | hope all is well.
m Just wanted to let you know that Commissioner Ostendorff signed out a letter this afternoon in response to
at Chairman Issa’s July 15, 2011 letter regarding the Fukushima Task Force Commission paper.
We will put the majority copy to your attention.
Can you let me know who we should specify as the minority contact? é 3
1



Would have sent an electronic copies, but there are a lot of attachments.
Best regards,
Ho
Ho Nieh
; Chief of Staff
f Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff

_ U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
y (301) 415-1811 (office)
(bX®) - i
{mobile)
-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.qov -
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Saxton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 3:49 PM
To: [ ‘John.Chly@mail.house.gov'
Cc: "~ Sexton, Kimberly; Herr, Linda
Subject: Response to Chairman Issa
Contacts: John Ohly

Hi-Jdohn, | hope all is well.

Just wanted to let you know that Commissioner Ostendorff signed out a letter this afterno Ry
Chairman Issa's July 15, 2011 letter regarding the Fukushima Task Force Commission%ag

We will put the majority copy to your attention.

Can you let me know who we should specify as the minority contact?

Would have sent an electronic copies, but there are a lot of attachme w

Best regards,

Ho i, ( =
Ho Nieh A

Chief of Staff !\ / }

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff R

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
. (office) ~
(b)) {mobile)

Y(307) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.gov

G4
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: i :

To: ) (b)(6) Bx .\

Subject: RE: action on recommenaations of the Task Force's recent report
Attachments: - 2011-0093vtr-wco.pdf

Dear Dr. Holt,

Commissioner Ostendorff supports a thoughtful and timely approach to address the TasRE
recommendations. Such an approach should include input from the NRC's internal E
and consideration of the wide range of regulatory tools available to the NRC. o=

Thank you for your interest in this important matter.
Best regards,
Ho

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. @s' G
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commlsé% 4

office)
)(6) mobile) |
1301) 415175:(fax) pe

ho.nieh@nre. gov

BIE)

- From: Robert’R. Ex. \2
Sent: --'. "’f‘n- uly 27, 2011 12:07 PM
To: CMRQG i ORFF Resource
Sub on recommendations of the Task Force's recent report

Dear Commissioner Ostendorff,

I hope that the Commission has not already reached a decision about the July 12 document,
Recommendations for Enhancing Reactor Safety in the 21st Century: The Near Term Task Force Review of
Insights from the Fukushima Dai-ichi Accident. Stories in the press indicate that a majority of the five of you
favor deferring any action on any of its recommendations until the whole matter can be studied further. Let me
respectfully urge that there are important reasons to take some actions now, on the basis of the work the Task
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Force has done, while further study continues. Several very important recommendations, based on good data,
have time-urgency, and any delay might have serious consequences.

_ I personally believe that the Task Force correctly urged that the Commission issue “orders to ensure that
licensees take [the 12] near-term actions” specified in Appendix A. Enough has been factually established to
back them up conclusively. Consider, for example, the undeniable fact that none of the spent fuel cooling pools
in American nuclear plants have monitoring devices that can provide the control room with immediate
information about the integrity of the pool, the temperature of the water and its level. It should be immediately
evident that no reactor, especially not those of the GE Mark I boiling water design, should be allowed to
continue operating until such instrumentation has been installed. That i Is particularly urgent in v1e w of the fact

problem or design deficiency, some of which—e.g., the defective vents for hydrogen—have longshesl ky but
have been ignored. Now we know that it was a mistake merely to recommend the change i infead.of, andating
it, and they should be fixed at once. X

Let me add one strong recommendation of my own: that the licensing and lig ion process be

intolerable to go ahead and grant a 20-year extension of an operating license bét

dangers in design and practice had been successfully addressed, an abdxcatlon é’-.
people and the environment, not the nuclear industry. The matter is especfall
the Pilgrim plant only 23 mlles away across Cape Cod Bay from my ho e,
hard for a quick decision to extend their license, which ends in a fey i
would relicense this leaking, rusty, poorly managed plant of an ob§c
anew, especially after the recent disaster at Fukushima.

Krefing that the worst

¥ basic mission: Protecting
1t to me, because I can see
fnow that Entergy is pushmg

Sincerely yours,

Robert R. Holt; Ph.D.
Professor Emeritus, New York Umversxty
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Commissioner Ostendorff’s Comments on SECY-11-0093
Near-Term Report and Recommendations for
Agency Actions Following the Events In Japan

| want to thank the Task Force for their dedicated sfforts in completing their review in a relativ

short period of time. Their report represents a very significant first step in leaming from theg

events at Fukushima. That said, there is much more to be done. 1 would like to thank
Charles Miller for his commiitted leadership of the Task Force. While { have some vi
differ from those of the Task Force, that is expected and to be encouraged in an gge
prides itself on openness and transparency.

This is perhaps one of the most important votes | will cast as a Commissjsig
this subject mandates thoughtful reflection upon the NRC's Principles of% :
Independence, Openness, Efficiency, Clarity, and Reliability. With thesé phinef]
have carefully reviewed the Task Force repor, sought input frors Wtaff, and listened to
the views of my colleagues on the Commission. | will offer my » ' ECY-11-0093

A-m rinciples; (l1) Addressing
jation 13 (i) Short-term regulatory
¥.f{ornward and the long-term review.

Following the March 23, 2011 tasking me ﬁﬂuﬁ% for COMGBJ-11-0002, | was keenly
: 6uld make regarding the safety of U.S. operating

. ot xmghhght that the Task Force observed that (page

18). \ Vs
& )

Although comple, ?‘ tﬁ' rant reguiatory approach has served the Commrss:on and the
public well and alloy 9
oceurring it}

1) dar power plant and the current mitigation capabilities at those facilities, the Task

ke concludes that continued operation and continued licensing activities do not pose
[ an imminent risk to the public health and safety and are not inimical to the common
Ngefense and security.

findings anchor my views on how to responsibly move forward in assessing the Task
orce recommendations. Let me offer four additional observations:

1) In October 2010, an Integrated Regulatory Review Service team conducted an

international peer review mission to assess the NRC's regulatory program and found
that “the NRC has a comprehensive and consistent regulatory system that has been

Page10fs

T R L T R

TR 4 e T R T I e




From: Caputo, Annie (EPW)ﬁnallto Anme Caputo@epw senate gov]
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 20XT 10:10 AM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Re: FYI

Oh, yeah, I'd like to talk with Cmsr Ostendorff sometime today or tomaorrow when he has a few minutes.

From: Nieh, HoEnailto:Ho.Nieh@nrc.gov]._,
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 09:50 AM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW)

Subject: RE: FYI]

On the day before the Commission meeting.

Mo Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(301)415 -1811 (office)

, ho.nieh@nrc.gov

J(b)(‘” (mobile) o
{((307) 415-1757 (fax) ) o
. \
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From Caputo Anme (EPW) allto Annxe Caputo@epw senate o."
Serit: Thursday, July 07, 2011 8:41 AM
To: Svinicki, Kristine; Magwood, William; Ostendorff, WilliamyNi
Subject: Fw: FY1 |

From Mnchael Callahan éanto mlke callahan
Sent: Wednesday, July 2011 10:06 PM
To: Caputo, Annie (EPW) X/
Subject: FYI

Ercss Club July 8

THE NATIONAL

PRESS CLUB

WASHING TN, July 6, 2011 /PRNewswire-USNewswire/ -- Gregory Jaczko, Chairman of the Nuclear Regutatory Commissian, will address the National Press Club ata
tuncheon on Monday, July 18,

(Logo’ litp:iiphotos pinewswire.com/pinh/20080817/NHPCLOGQ)

Jaczko will talk about tessons leamed by the nuclear power induslry in the aftermath of Japan's March 11 Fukushima nuclear disaster, which slands as the most senous

nuclear accident since the Chemoby! meltdown in 1886. The NRC is scheduled to meet on July 19 to consider a repori on the Fukushima disaster and how it pertains to the

U.S. nuclear industry.
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In Méy of 2009, President Obama appointed Jaczko chairman of the NRC, where he had served as a commissioner since 2005. Before Fukushima, Jaczko and the
cominission had been working to reinvigorate the U.S. nuclear sector. Electric utifities had been planning to begin building nuclear plants again after 30 years of inactivity, but
in light of the Japan disaster, new questions have arisen.

The July 18 luncheon will begin promiptly at 12:30 p.m. and Jaczko's remarks wilt begin at 1:00, followed by.a question-and-answer session. Advance reservations shouid be
made by calling (202} 662-7501 or reservations@pr ess.org. Cost of luncheon admission ig $18 for National Press Club members, $29 for their guests and $36 for general
admission.

Nationa! Press Club Lun(;heons are webcast live on press.org. Follow the conversation on Twitter using the hashtag #NPCLunch, or on Facebook

(facebook camiPressCiubDC) and Twitter (@PressClubDC). Submil questions for speakers in advance and during the live event by sending them 1o @QN unch on
Twitter, or email a question in advance, with JACZKO in the subject tine, to president@press org before 10 a.m. on Jjuly 18.

Credentialed press may cover this event with proper ID.

The Press Club is on the 13th floor, 529 t4th Street, NW, Washington, D.C. Credentialed press may cover this event.
ABOUT THE NATIONAL PRESS CLUB
The National Press Ciub is the world's leading professional organizalion for journalists. Founded in 1908, the Club has 3,500 membe es’e ting most major news
organizalions. Each year, the Club holds more than 2,000 events including news conferences, luncheons and panels, and mo @v 0.00D guests come through its doors.

SOURCE Nationai Press Club
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: From. Caputo, Annie (EPW ¥[Annie_Caputo@epw.senate. gov_
Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2071 4:53 PM
To: Sharkey, Jeffry; Bubar, Patrice; Nieh, Ho
Subject: FW: Look how Obama ‘czar’ uses his 'executive authority' ...

YOUR GOVERNMENT AT WORK

Look how Obama 'czar' uses his 'ex
authority'

NRC commissioners report chief left th withe dark

Posted: April 21, 2011
4:04 pm Eastern N l

By John Rossomando

© 2011 WorldNetDaily
http://www.wid.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pa _,: 309

WASHINGTON - Nuclear Regulatory €g Rs¥on Chairman Gregory Jaczko promised to be more transparent
than his predecessors when he bega 'g Obyisf May 2009.

But congressional investigato 6 glesting Jaczko, a former staffer of Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid,
D-Nev., has been anythirig b grent in his handling of the federal government's response to the Japanese
nuclear crisis.

The suggestion is hi%gg#fons as one of President Obama's czars could be beyond what the law allows.
Jaczko assumdd Ngnergency powers" following last month's earthquake and tsunami in Japan — powers that
allow himg6 Mfatérally manage the agency's response to the Japanese nuclear crisis without participation from

the otheg FE mmissioners.

Now Svg. Ja8mes Irihofe, R-Okla., the ranking member of the Senate Environment and Public Works

 Committ® e, asked his committee staff to contact all four of the other NRC commissioners, and was told Jaczko

had not informed them of his decision to invoke his powers, as of March 30. "Since March 28th was the first
indication my staff received regarding your exercise of emergency authority — apparently no public declaration
was made — I am concerned that any effort by you to declare an emergency has been less than ideal, especially
given your commitment to openness and transparency,” Inhofe said in an April 6 letter to Jaczko.

1]
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GOi—" committee staffers say only the office of Senate Environment and Public Works Committee chairwoman
Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., was informed, and they were kept out of the loop.

Some of the other commissioners on the five-member panel have more experience dealing with nuclear reactor
issues of the sort that have been playing themselves out in Japan over the past month than Jaczko, and this fact
has some on the EPW committee particularly concerned.

Concerns also have been expressed that Jaczko's actions may be beyond what is allowed by law for the NRC
chairman. The practice requires the chairman to ensure "that the commission is fully and currently iggbrmed
about matters within its functions." He also is supposed to inform the "commission of actions take: an

emergency." %
GOP staffers say Jaczko's secret invocation of these powers with regard to Japan raises thg gyoagdm of whether
or not he has acted similarly in other cases. ‘

limits his authority to matters "pertaining to an emergency concerning a particyl4 j y or materials licensed
or regulated by the commission,” not foreign entities outside the NRC's jurjs8igtios

Inhofe asked Jaczko to provide his legal rationale for invoking his pgue i#al with a foreign nuclear crisis,
but his staff says the chairman's responsc has been "cagey." \

Jaczko responded to the inquiry with an April 11 letter to Inhg
American national interests in Japan and the NRC's exper sé Vi

Regtlatory Commission on May 13, 2009. That
ested in the chairmanship, including the authonity to

“The president designated me as chairman of the Nug{g
designation conferred upon me the executive authofitiedy

And Jaczko has denied keeping his collgagl , both in writing and in oral testimony before the
Senate Energy and Public Works Co

3] '5. K C.

o,

The NRC chairman said in his agter, dégpite comments from the other commissioners to the contrary, that he
has followed commission rul @a has kept the other four commissioners informed of his activities related to

Japan, \'

"¢ i@i onswer the senator's concerns, and committee staffers say all five NRC
K11 be asked to testify before Congress in the next month.

But this response ha
commissioners likely

http://www.wnd.com/?pageld=289809#ixzz1KCOAAjvy

Matt Dempsey

Communications Director

Senate Environment and Public Works Committee
inhofe Staff
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Sexton, Kimberly

M —
From: Nieh, Ho
Sent: Monday, August 01,2011 5:26 PM
To: '‘Caputo, Annie (EPWY
Subject: RE: UCS working on a report

Thanks for the heads up Annie. BTW, WCO has a courtesy visit with Lochbaum tomorrow. _
See you at the hearing. Q\%
%

: Ho Nieh
v Chief of Staff \
2 . Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm/i;__

AT

-

(301) 415-1811 (office)

- [orE mobile) N\
((W 151757 (fax) | C}/

ho.nieh@nrc.qov

ot

UL L L Lo

-----Original Message—---
From: Caputo, Annie (EPW){[mailto:Annie _Caputo@ epw, senate gév] |
5 Sent: Monday, August 01, 2011 2:50 PM 4 ¢ -~
“ To: Nieh, Ho; Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry
H Subject: UCS working on a report
s I'm sitting in a briefing with David Lochbaumdoyssnaheir report: "U.S. Nuclear Power After Fukushima:
§ Common Sense Recommendations for Safey @ ecurity”. There is a paragraph that states:

The President must appoint people j¢ Q who will make public safety their top priority. This is not the
case today. For example: four out dffi'e commissioners recently voted to extend the deadline for nuclear
power reactors to comply with fisg protdetion regulations until 2016 at the earliest.

i

When | asked him about {etyg .inlcated UCS is working on a report that will argue that case by summarizing
: all the votes where Ja
heard already.

<
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Monday, August 01, 2011 5:18 PM

To: 'LITVACK, Merie'

Cc: 'PIETRANGELO, Tony'

Subject: RE: Letter for Commissioner Qstendorff

Thanks Merle.
Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory ~~mmission

(301) 415-1811 (office)

‘ho.nieh@nrc.gov

L

From: LITVACK, Merléﬁ&gi!m:mxl@nel.orgl
Sent: Monday, August 01, 2011 4:56 PM  ~
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Letter for Commissioner Ostendorff

Good afternoon Ho,

5
o

Attached please find a letter from Marv Ferte den /é;d-_CEO of the Nuclear Energy Institute, to Senate
Environment and Public Works Committee Ch§jrwipan‘Barbara Boxer and Ranking Member James Inhofe.

You will notice that the NRC Commissign Bts apéieopied on this letter. Can you please forward this letter to
Commissianer Ostendorff. 1 apologi ' énding this letter to you for distribution to Commissioner Ostendorff, but our
database does not list his Executive ASsfsfant's name or contact information. As a result, you are my only link to the
Commissioner and | ask you fg Fward thisletter to him.

gt time, thank you very much for your assistance with this request.

Mindful of the constrain ‘

Respectfully, { ‘

Merle fit ‘:. '

SerjpeLecutive Assistant
Govekgmerital Affairs |

+

Nuclear Energy Institute
1776 1 Street NW, Suite 400
Washington, DC 20006

www.nel.org

P: 202-739-8007 : -
F: 202-533-0223 1%
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Pettrg lear Al Drpeny 10 Wilark,

FOLLOW US ON

This electronic message transmission contains information from the Nuclear Energy Institute. Inc. The information is intende '

other person is not aulhorized b’ "you are not the intended recipient, you have received this communication in error, and any rgview, usQ disclosure, copying or distribution of the
[ s of this ci ication is strictly prokibited. If you have received this elecironic transmission in error, please notify lh by inder I mediarely by lclephane or by electramc
maif and permanently delete the original message. IRS Circular 230 disclosure: To ensure compliance with requmern 5 i Al
mform ‘you llmlany tax advice conlamed in this commumcauan (mcludmg any allaclxmenl.r) is not mtended or Wil

Sent through mail. messaging.microsofi.com

JUPNA i S % “otic* S

TR R




WO R R ]

St E

B

CETER UL

B O AN R R

COEL

I

TR,

R i S

O gD

cme Lo

" ! ) -
e

Sexton, Kimberly

From: Ostendorff, William

Sent: : M

To: ()6) Exi
Subject: RE: FW: NRC Lunch--TMI Question

Hugh-Thanks for the note. Hope you have a great trip! My best to you and Sharon. Bill

--—-Oriai [
From:{|®®
Sent; Tuesday, August 02, 2011 12:36 PM

To: Ostendorff, William
Subject: Re: FW: NRC Lunch--TMI Question

Bill,
_ Ex e _ i
b)) I am sure you willgnjg¥*meéling the retirees as they
TTEVE DEETT MTOUgGT IMOST 07 e VKRG TTTajor Trananges over the past 304rea -

The funch will be on Monday, which | think is August 8th at the MagfBtt aegoss the street from tne NRC at

noon. Most attendees show up about 10-15 minutes before. M QA ay be attendingm, aas he does
time to time. K ot

AN

3

Wish [ could be there to join you, but | suggest that you sit
lunches and the issues with the NRC respoonse to F%géihi pa.

2, £ acan,

[‘ OQ) r—/ . \w

ht

3,

. 3,
€3
3

> Hi Hugh-Thanks for the lunch headsiyp. |6¢ **fikely make this one-when

> and where? Best wishes, Bill @ Y/ 4
> 5 &

> From: Ostendorff[®® Ex. @
> Sent: Sunday, Jul

> To: Ostendorff, Williany

> Subject: Fw: NRC Luf

>

>

S — f .

> From: BrufeRhai ) e

> To: Bil#Sstandok Ex. '@
> Sent, Sy ¢, July 31, 2017 1222 PM

> Subiett ¥Wd: NRC Lunch--TMI Question

> Bill sée below

>

> Sent from my iPhone

>

> Begin forwarded message:

> From: Hugh Thompson

>[EIE) | ex. © 74
> Date: July 37, 2077 10:47.0T AMEDT




®
(b)(6)

> To: “Bruce E. Hirkley" Ex. »
> Subject: Fwd: NRC Lunch--TMI Question
> Bruce,
>
‘ > Please send this to Bill Ostendroff as | only have his nnsa address.
> If he would like to go to the lunch on August 8th, all he needs to do
? > is send Tom Murley an email that he would like to join the lunch.
; >
: o)
" > Cheers. ht
.-': >
0 > Sent from my iPhone

>

G RAEEY

> Begin forwarded message:
>i f)(rbg;m “THOMAS MLUIRL FY"

o FUate. guly SU, ZUT T TUS0.5% P GIVIT¥UZ.0U
# > To: "Jay Gutierrez”
NRG)
- >
' >
>
>
z;é > -
>
% >
z'\ > p
>4
3 > q
>
> 4
>4
S
Z_ > B
S
i > 9
g g
: >q -
H > F
g > 4
. > 4
b > 4
> q
> <
: > 4
> 4
: >4
§ >
¥ 5
i > 4
. > <
> <
> <

|5
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> Tom Wellock's question on TMI has stirred up a good deal of interest
>-.among our group. | look forward to our discussion on August 8 and
> will try to get a seating arrangement that facilitates a group _
> discussion. Mal Knapp has volunteered to take notes and provide a summary of the dis

S _
> | agree with most of the comments sent so far, particularly Ed

> Jordan's thoughts on the benefits of INPO and the continuing need for
> NRC backfits when justified. (Recall that we forced through the BWR
> Mark | hardened vent backfit over the strenuous opposition of the BWR Owng
S
> My own view is that the NRC's response to the TMI accident resulted jp, %
> absolutely necessary safety improvements, but at the same time thef
> lack of adult supervision by NRC senior management led to a glyt-

> sense | believe there was a regulatory overreaction. Some "r\ :
> essentcal safety improvements to emerge from TMI were ﬁ'é (& o' fi

- Improved operator qualifications & training & plant-specifi

> Stmulators {* g
> - Improved emergency operating procedures ;;@ 2
- Improved accident mitigation measures and equ s Pt
- Improved control room design and other hum@ aCtor considerations
> - Greatly improved operating expenence aﬂ? I Qp"fAEOD) and feedback
> fo regulatory oversight STy
> - Resident inspectors at each plant sife / \%\a’

> - More and better instrumentation{ROBY mionitors, coolant radiation
> sampling, containment high levekgadiatioh monitors, etc...)
> - Much better offsite emergency p k! mng
-3 e
>To give only one exa : TRy pe of frivolous recommendations
> arising from the regul @ vBrreaction, in the late 1980s (ten years
> after the P %
> accident) a prop Phew MI requirement appeared on my desk for a
> costly new BR nelron monitoring system designed to survive and
> detect core : ping ovement during a core melt accident in a BWR, |
> had no e thalthe NRR staff had been working on that proposed

; ¥The safety benefit was highly speculative and it would
>noth wiotely met the cost-benefit guideline so | eventually
> k aut not before ten years of staff work and BWR Owners Group
> respdgses had been expended. In addition to those from the NRC
> staff's TMI Task Force there were many other requirements that came
> from the Kemeny Commission, Gov. Babbit's committee and the Rogovin
> Task Force. To my knowledge there was little or no attempt at a
> critical NRC senior management review of the priority and need for all of these new recommendahons and
requirements.
>
> Does anyone remember the Regulatory Impact Review that was done in the
> early 1980s? J.P. O'Reilly had convinced Vic Stello that the

3
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> utilities and plant operators were staggering under the load of new

> regulatory requirements and that this distraction was creating a

> safety problem in and of itself. That review led to the Backfit Rule,

> which eventually stopped all the non-essential requirements the staff was dreaming up.
> Strong management oversight could have accomplished the same thing

>-(this was why CRGR was created).

>

> My personal bottom line for the lessons of post-TMI applied to the

> post-Fukushima review is that tough adult supervision by senior NRC

> management is needed to sort out, in a risk-informed way, what is

> truly needed for safety and put the rest of the recommendations in a

> bottom drawer. ( A risk-informed approach after TM! would have been

> beneficial but neither NRC nor the industry was remotely capable of such an effort).
> It seems obvious to me that top priority should be given to assuring

> Survivability of some emergency AC power (Fukushima 5 & 6 survived
> because of a single EDG). Ed Jordan's support for a rigorous

> re-examination of plant specific vulnerabilities to severe external

> events is another high priority. For example, | know that some

> current B5B and SAMG procedures cannot really be carried out by
> operators under the actual environmental conditions of the accident they g
> ;

> Finally, | could be dead wrong on this but my sense is that
> undertaking to develop a new logical, systematic and coheren} €, &
> regulatory framework is a recipe for several years of major __ %, /.
> distraction that will uitimately lead nowhere. Furthermor 4 Orgl.

> to fully understand the lessons of Fukushima it seems to g -’ needs
> to fully understand the government policies, utility agtins op/<"
> inactions before and during the accident, and the, regulatdy climate

> in Japan, all of which may have contributed to thg“aglidant. These

> are indeed sensitive matters, but one should fRgf shriikk from a

> complete understanding of the accident ifia‘ﬁ" apis'to draw the

> correct lessons for the US. | fail to see {owAhefemergency response

> experience in another country with a,completefy different culture,

> different infrastructure, different indugt§y-gavernment relationships

> and a different regulatory systerfyggifeals weaknesses in US emergency preparedness.
>

> Regards to all,
> Tom Murley
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2011 3:27 PM
To: / Jeffrey.Beattie@ihs.com' ~

Subject: Re: Energy Daily article

Thanks for the follow up Jeff.

Let's keep our lines of communications open for future articles.
Best regards,

Ho

Sent via BlackBerry
Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatorv Commission

1 - office)
; (b)) imobile_
"(301) 415-1757 (fax)

ho.nieh@nrc.gov

-

From: Beattie, Jeff Mleffrey.Beattie@ihs.com:
To: Nieh, Ho 4 =
Sent: Wed Aug 03 11:59:40 2011

Subject: RE: Energy Daily article xﬁ{
o, “5F

Thanks for the call. | acknowledge that the wi N 2 the story doesn’t acknowledge the commissioners thoughtful
treatment of the “patchwork” and “defe n di pth versus risk informed” questions in his vote and in recent public.
meeting....| was aware of his thinkin@g 'éas but for this story was focused on those six recs that were discussed
in the hearing as areas where there se&ff

Mailto:Ho.Nieh@nrc.govy , .
Kugust 03, 2011 11:43AM

Sent: Wet
To: Be
Sub nergy Daily article

Ho Nieh

- Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

[ (301) 415-1811 (office) ~ /IS/
®x@ (mobile) :
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0)E) mobile)

{ (301) 415-1757 (fax
ho.nieh@nrc.gov )

From: Beattle, Je
Sent: Wednesday,
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Energy Daily article

(b)(E)
I'm at{ you wanna call

From. Nieh, Hop{m 1! :

Sent: Wednesday, August 03 2011 11:40 AM
To: Beattie, Jeff

Subject: Energy Daily article

ugust 03, 2011 11:42 AM

Hi Jeff ~ do you have time for a call today on your article on yesterday's heagiig?

Thanks.

Ho Q\f

Ho Nieh @%} j
Chief of Staff ¥ ]

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff _ “‘“"ﬁ@
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission £ %
(301) 415-1811 (office)

(301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.qov
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: - Thursday, August 04, 2011 5:24 AM
To: Kenneth Fletcher

Subject: RE: interview

Hi Kenny - thanks for the follow up.
I will let you know if the Commissioner would like to do the interview.
Yes, sending a copy of the Chairman's interview would be very helpful.

Best regards,

Ho
Ho Nieh &
Chief of Staff %/
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory: Co ghrssion
(301) 415-1811 (office) - a7
10X (mobile) ., Wt
-1757 (fax) ' g, Y&,
ho nieh@nrc.qov - '-f‘“'

From: Kenneth Fletcherd{fletcher@exchangemonitor. cﬁnﬁ]

Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2011 4:44 PM % & /
To: Nieh, Ho S5
Subject: Interview :

Ho,

Good running into you today at thefia Q\F? m hopmg that Commissioner Ostendorff is open to doing an
interview sometime this month that .yi d last 20-30 minutes to be published as a two page Q&A. This would
best be done in person and Im, app .40 come up to the NRC any time that would be convenient, and | am

fairly free next week, if that O0KS | e a possibility.

I'd like to cover a broa { Of topics at the NRC, including the agency's response to Fukushima, new
reactor licensing, licnshgsall modular reactors and advanced concepts and the agency's handling of the
Yucca Mountain aBtion. | conducted an interview with Chairman Jaczko in June and would be happy to

send a copy .=’ r wayNf that would help.

Thank yg 'r
Kegn Ry, fehéi
Rep uc|ear New Build Monitor

Excha e Monitor Publications
:g (202) 296-2814 x108 —
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Friday, August 05, 2011 9:05 AM
To: ‘Kenneth Fletcher'

Cc: Herr, Linda; Bozin, Sunny
Subject: RE: Interview

Thanks Kenny - our staff will be contacting you to set up some time.

Can you please send me some questions you may ask so we can make sure he's prepared fg

R
Best wishes,
Ho

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cu
(301) 415-1811 (office)
01e) (mobile) | %/
{30T)aT5-T757 (fax) S

----Onglnal Message-----

Sent: Thursday, August
To: Nieh, Ho
Subject: RE: Interview

Hi Ho,

ucca Mountain-related inquiries in Congress last June.

interview took place dunng the pedk i
ith Commissioner Ostendorff, | would plan to focus more on the NRC's

~While I'd still like to discuss th ssu“
Fukushima response and new

Best,

Kenny Fletcher X/
Reporter, Nuclear NeW.Build Monitor

Publicgtions
Sg/a

----- Orig 4 MEssage-----
Fro HManlto Ho.Nieh@nrc.qov] 1
Sent: ursday, August 04, 2011 5:24 AM

To: Kenneth Fletcher

Subject: RE: Interview

Hi Kenny - thanks for the follow up.

I will let you know if the Commissioner would like to do the interview.

777
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i d(bx@ mobile) -
- - (fax)

»
5.

gExchange Monitor Publications, / %,
(

~ (301) 415-1811 (office) *

P

Yes, sending a copy of the Chairman's ihtewiew would be very heipful.
Best regards;

Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

ho.nieh@nrc.gov

<

From: Kenneth Fletche@ﬂetcher@exchangemomtor com]* -
Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2011 4:44 PM ~
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Interview

Ho,

Good running into you today at the hearing. I'm hoping that Commj ssto : ,%%tendorff is open to doing an
interview sometime this month that would last 20-30 minutes to } i hed as a two page Q&A. This would
best be done in person and I'm happy to come up to the NRC iat would be convenient, and | am
fairly free next week, if that looks like a possibility. &

I'd like to cover a broad range of topics at the NRC, ingltjding ’gencys response to Fukushima, new
reactor licensing, licensing small modular reactors angy advinced concepts and the agency's handling of the
Yucca Mountain application. | conducted an intervie %v‘\%mh Lhairman Jaczko in June and would be happy to

send a copy your way if that would help. Dt o

Thank you, : ‘}

Kenny Fletcher ;
Repoder Nuclear New Build Monf f,

202) 296-2814 x108J - %
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: _ Boardman, Karel[:(aren Boardman@hq.doe. gov)(

Sent: Monday, August (8, 2011 2:27 PM

To: ‘Mike Schoener'; Ostendorff, Wiiliam

Cc: Boardman, Karen (NTC); Lozoya, Jeannie; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda;
HOIG)] Ex.o o

Subject: T RE:NELT 2011 © '

Bill,

| like your idea. Looking forward to seeing you. Karen

From: Mlke Schoene :

Sent: Monday, August’08, 2011 12:01 PM o~
To: 'Ostendorff, William' DCEVA
Cc: Boardman, Karen (NTC); Lozoya, Jeannie; 'Franovich, Mike'; 'Nieh, Ho'; 'Herr, Lmd i
Subject: RE: NELT 2011 1

Bill,

VeSteering Committee had previously

From my perspective I think that would be a great topic and our E
ment and regulator issues would be

discussed having someone talk about Fukashima at NELT. The % N ";.
VEry appropriate. A

Your thoughts Karen?

Mike

Mike Schoener ,_ e
“MAS Consultants Inc. '
P.O. Box 5130

Aiken, 5C 29804 «< /'
803-641-8166

This email is intended o be reviewed by og g nlend reap:ent and may contain information that is privileged and/or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any tisgf dissemination, disclasure or copying of this email and its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this email in error, plea.te o * the sender by return email and delete this email from your system.

From. Ostendorff i ia ettt Wnlllam Ostendorff@nrc qov]
Sent: Monday, August§8; ‘2011 1:52 PM

To: Mike Schogfler \ .
Cc: 'Boardman, Kaxen L.'; 'Lozoya, Jeannie'; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda;|®X®) t¥.w
RE: 2011 .

direct rétevance to DOE/NNSA nuclear leadership) than on technical issues. Feel free to: a) push back (Karen

is not shy!) and b) suggest other topics | should consider covering. 1 look forward to being with DOE on the
31st
Best wishes, Bill

From. Mike Schoene .
Sent: Monday, August 08, 2011 1:07 PM . -7 g
To: Ostendorff, William



i
i
)
1
i

i
3]
i
i
:
¥
;

Cc: ‘Boardman, Karen L.'; 'Lozoya, Jeannie'; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda; odorffva@cox.net
Subject: NELT 2011

Commissioner Ostendorff,

I just wanted to touch base with you again in preparation for your speaking engagement at Nuclear Executive Leadership
Training (NELT 2011). You are scheduled to present during lunch on Wednesday, August 31st. We typically break for
lunch at about 12:00 and the participants will get their meals and bring them back into the room. You are welcome to
grab a bite to eat before your speech or after, the choice is yours. We typically allow about 45 minutes for your address
and Q&A. If you have a presentation that you want to use you can email it to me here or bring it with yoygn g CD or
thumb drive. You can talk about anything you want to — it does not have to be related to the topics we,arégbveging that

day. g .

NELT is again being conducted at the Bethesda North Marriott Hotel and Conference Center justo a Bf Washington,
D.C. We are currently scheduled to be in the Forest Glen room of the conference center theft'lS a) pBd to the hotel.
The hotel is conveniently located at within a block of the White Flint Metro Station on the re } and NRC

Headquarters. o

Also attached for your background information are the course schedule, coursg aigot ent and list of attendees.
The list of attendees my change slightly as we approach the actual course da }' gfe is always a possibility that one
of the speakers could also change at the last minute. F [y

%

If you have any other questions or need any additional information‘ S ’ free to contact me at this email address
or the telephone number below. If you need to contact me durigg th 3 e’ek of NELT you can also reach me on my cell at
803-215-0149. '

SRy

Thanks again for all of your support. You are what make s pr gram a success!!
Mike wx Y g

Mike Schoener

_MAS Consulmnfs Inc.
"P.0. Box 5130 oSN
Aiken, SC 29804 . )

_803-641-8166

“ This email is intended 10 be‘n‘euew
recipient, you are hereby notified iRt a
received this email in error, pj#lise Ry

¢ intended recipient and may contain information that is privileged and/or confidential. If you are not the intended
iew, use, dissemination, disclosure or copying of this email and its attachments, if any. is strictly prohibited. If you have
ely notify the sender by return email and delete this email from your system,
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Ostendorff, William

Sent: Monday, August 08, 2011 3:18 PM

To: Boardman, Karen; 'Mike Schoener'

Cc: Boardman, Karen (NTC), Lozoya, Jeannie; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda;

(b)(6)
Subject: U'RE: NELT 2077 Ex. v

Appreciate the swift feedback-thanks! Bill

Sent: Monday, August 08, 2011 2:27 PM
To. 'Mike Schoener'; Ostendorff William

Sub]ect RE: NELT 2011

Bill,
1 like your idea. Looking forward to seeing you. Karen

From: Mike Schoeneremailto:mikggchoener@mascongultants,com [’3/
Sent: Monday, Augus¥08, 2011 12:01 PM

To. ‘Ostendorff, William'

Sub]ect RE: NELT 2011

Bill,

From my perspective 1 think that would be a J{gr
discussed having someone talk about Fukashipdd
very appropriate. X

‘Your thoughts Karen?
Mike

Mike Schoener
MAS Consultants
P.0.Box 5130, -
Aiken, SC °’: 4
803-641 37. N S

This emaif is Yobere ved by only the intended recipient and may contain information that is privileged and/or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, A ¢hy notified that any review, use, dissemination, disclosure orcopying of this email and its attachments, if any, is sivictly prohibited. If you have
it m error, please immediately notify the sender by return email and delete this email from yoir system.

From: Ostendorff, Wllham@éallto William.Ostendorff@nrc.gov '7 -
Sent: Monday, August 08, 2011 1:52 PM

To: Mike Schoener BY(6)
Cc: '‘Boardman, Karen L.'; 'Lozoya, Jeannie’; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda;
Subject: RE: NELT 2011

ﬁ;

Mike- Thanks for your note. What would you think of a topic that concerns how the NRC is addressing the
Fukushima accident? Would spend more time on management/regulator issues (which | believe may have

! 14
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direct relevance to DOE/NNSA nuclear leadership) than on technical issues. Feel free to: a) push back (Karen
is not shy!) and b) suggest other topics | should consider covering. | look forward to being with DOE on the
31

Best wishes, Bill

From: Mike Schoeneﬁ@wallto mikeschoener@masconsultants. com]
Sent: Monday, August'08, 2011 1;07 PM

To: Ostendorff, William BY6)
Cc: 'Boardman, Karen L.'; 'Lozoya, Jeannie’; Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda
Subject: NELT 2011

Commissioner Qstendorff,

ifnutes for your address
rbripg it with you ona CD or
thumb drive. You can talk about anything you want to — it does not have to be rélgted toHie topics we are covering that
day. 7

erefice Center just outside of Washington,
érefice center that is attached to the hotel.
e#fg Station on the red line — and NRC

NELT is again being conducted at the Bethesda North Marriott Hotel anCo’
D.C. We are currently scheduled to be in the Forest Glen room of the'% :
The hotel is conveniently located at within a block of the White gg it v
Headquarters.

Also attached for your background information are the gotrse-sthedule, course announcement and list of attendees.

The list of attendees my change slightly as we approaght e aotua! course date and there is aiways a possibility that one

of the speakers could also change at the last minutg
T

If you have any other questions or need any dddj

information you can feel free to contact me at this email address

-~

or the telephone number below. If you négd %lf act me during the week of NELT you can also reach me on my cell at

803-215-0149.

Thanks again for all of your supp6}
Mike

Mike Schoener ‘-{\w_‘
MAS Consultgr®s"Inch,
P.O. Box 5

fed (o be reviewed by only the imended recipient and may contain information that is privileged and/or confidential. If you are not the intended
: ¥ here by.notified that any review, use, dissemination, disclosure or copying of this email and its attachmenis, if any, is strictly prohibited. If you have
received iy email in error, please immediately notify the sender by return email and delete this email from your system.
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Sexton, Kimberly

__ R SR
From: Klein, Dale&!klein@utsystem.edu;,_
Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 7:10 PM
To: Ostendorff, William :
Subject: _ FW: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage %

i
1
2

Bill O -- See the e-mail below from my former MA at the Pentagon. It might be a good idea,to have
a MOU between the NRC and the “appropriate agency / Department” to fly a remote vehigl# oyer a
site as needed -- whether it is a nuclear power plant or other site involving radiation (e ireqat an
enrichment facility).

At least this issue should not be “political” © Dale

From: Michael Kellyljmsme of Scope i" Eﬁ 5
Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 2:02 PM i~ b
To: Dale E Klein . B
Subject: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage -
3]
Dear Dr. Klein- g
Here's an interesting item from Air Force business for your co & gra O ;
Tomodachi’s Constant Vigil: Three RQ-4 remotely piloteghaipcraigifecked off several firsts for the Global Hawk v
fleet as they maintained continuous imagery and monitorifig/éf Japan's severely damaged Fukushima nuclear
facility at the height of contamination fears in Japan thissing A Northrop Grumman official announced last week.
Flying some six and a half hours from Andersen AFB,GUAQ), Sperators "swapped" aircraft on-station over .
Japan."That was the first time the Air Force tried jQal@nd jt Worked—they were able to do that," stated Bill Walker, £
Global Hawk business manager at Northrop d :@ sONEling in Washington D.C., Aug. 16. Upon landing at Guam,
Global Hawks also underwent nuclear deconmpiRatigh—a first for any US remotely piloted aircraft. "The Air Force
was able to launch sequential aircraft frorGuaMy td have continuous coverage over Japan during that short time :

period where that was a threat with thg N g gower plant," Walker said. "Each mission was able to cover [the
entire disaster area] with very high-re 'ﬂ"p imagery ... many times during a single sortie,” updating the Japanese
government continuously betwegmddarcg6 and 29. [source url: '
http://admin listpilot.net/mpo Jé}o wHtml.do?ac=afa&id=6gv5ja7 e6cdebf9]

CUERECRMD T Ly

However, except for coa , ofatidns, Air Force could not do this for a leak (heaven forbid) at a USA nuclear

power plant. This isglje,tOs&e/Tact that the FAA does not permit routine remotely piloted aircraft operations in
USA airspace. Thisi€ht be an issue for the USNRC to address with the FAA and the Air Force: in the #
contingency ofMJ/SA pixclear power plant accident how would the USAF get FAA permission to fly

monitoring JaiggioNg Over the stricken facility? Information needed for public safety decisions might not be %
available 2 @ erway. In my opinion, it seems much more reasonable for the NRC to request assist from a .
remotel gmonitoring asset than a manned asset, particularly to obtain measurements of airborne winds, 5
ﬁicle density and activity. i
How might I pass this concern along to the right people at USNRC? §
i

Best wishes, i
Mike Kelly
(b)(6) i
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However, except for coastal locations, Air Force could not do this for a leak (heaven forbid) at a USA nuclear
power plant. This is due to the fact that the FAA does not permit routine remotely piloted aircraft operations in
USA airspace. This might be an issue for the USNRC to address with the FAA and the Air Force: in the
contingency of a USA nuclear power plant accident how would the USAF get FAA permission to fly
monitoring missions over the stricken facility? Information needed for public safety decisions might not be
available any other way. In my opinion, it seems much more reasonable for the NRC to request assist from a
remotely piloted monitoring asset than a manned asset, particularly to obtain measurements of airborne winds,
radioactive particle density and activity.

How might I pass this concern along to the right people at USNRC?

Best wishes, _ Qs

Mike Kelly ‘
[®6) | Ex.xe iy

[o)® '
®)E €x

ST Dl AL DL

]

LR S I

ey

BRI

TR



PR R

gy,

TR

CREEEENATT.UL LA

TR L

T

TR

B S
[ PR AN

PR, bor Y -+ S A

o G

L

Sexton, Kim berly

From: Kiein, Daleﬁklein@utsystem.edu] .

Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 7:22 PM

To: Ostendorff, William

Subject: FW: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage

Bill -- more details from my former MA. Dale

o
Ex. e

From: Michael Kell
Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 6:21 PM

To: Klein, Dale :
Subject: Re: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage

Dr. Klein-
Great! The next step would be to set up and document the information shari NGatent between the FAA
airspace control, USAF sensor ground station and the USNRC emergenc WOps facilities and personnel.
After that a live fly exercise for a day-night-day cycle over a land locked ould be ideal to. work out
any glitches in the information sharing regime.
Best wishes,

Mike Kelly

On Aug 22,2011, at 6:04 PM, Klein, Dale wrote:

Mike -- I'll pass this concept along to s

" [BY©)

From: Michael Kell
Sent: Monday, Aug
To: Dale E Klein

tained continuous imagery and monitoring of Japan's severely damaged Fukushima nuclear
ht of contamination fears in Japan this spring, a Northrop Grumman official announced last week.

Global Ha3Wk business manager at Northrop during a briefing in Washington D.C., Aug. 16. Upon landing at Guam,
Global Hawks also underwent nuclear decontamination—a first for any US remotely piloted aircraft. "The Air Force
was able to launch sequential aircraft from Guam to have continuous coverage over Japan during that short time
period where thal was a threat with the nuclear power plant,” Walker said. "Each mission was able to cover [the
entire disaster area] with very high-resolution imagery ... many times during a single sortie," updating the Japanese
.government continuously between March 26 and 29. [source uri:
http://admin.listpilot.net/mpower/showHtm|.do?ac=afa&id=6qv5jq7_e6cde6fS
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To: 'Herr, Linda’
Cc: 'Nieh, Ho'
Subject: RE: Contact info

Good afternoon Ms. Herr.,

Thank you very much for sending me Commissioner Ostendorff's picture and the NRC Logo.

Best Regards,

-

Linds S,

U.Siy
:Pff% 4151759 Q)

X4

From: Herr Lmdar[mallto Lmda Herr@nrc. qov]

Tofjoen@infocastevents.com' )
Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Contact info
Importance: High

Good afternoon Mr. Neto:;
Attached are Commis'
don't hesitate to call.of e

Regards,
Adminisff

Comhig /
g Regulatory Commlssmn

FAX: 301-415-1757

Go%ifé‘aﬂ“

Sent; Thursday, August 18, 2011 12:21 PM
Ex- b

loe Neto
Event Producer

2 1 (318) 888-4444
20931 Burbank Blvd,, Suite B
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

5""’9&&31

www.infocastinc.com

me if | can assist further.

) Please considen the exviranment beforz prliting this e-maif,

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 3:13 PM




" (301) 415-1811 (office)

To: Herr, Linda
Ccy 'joen@Infocastevents.com' 3/
Su ject: FW: Contact info -

Linda - could you please provide Joe with the material he is requesting?
Thanks.

Ho

HoNieh
Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendcrff
U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

(bX6) mobile)

el e e

-Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 3:12 PM -

-‘Subject: RE: Contact info

ouTraTosTror(ax)

ho.nieh@nrc.gov "

me. Joe Net

To: Nieh, Ho

Dear Ho,

"Fukushiima Policy Conference. o K * {
To properly feature the:Commissioner and the NRC in opft.cotiference brachure and.website, would you be kind enough

to send me his picture,-along with the NRC logo fin higl -rpsolution)?
| appreciate that.

Best Regards,

Joe Neto
Event Producer

i 1{818) 8881444
52 20931 Burbank Blvd., $uite B
Woodland Hills, CA, 91367

CENFQS,&I

www.infocastinc.com

From: Nieh, HoRmaitto;
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 11:57 A

‘We are delighted 1o confirm Commissioner Ostendorff’s: a iEatio as a Keynote Speaker of our Nuclear Safety Post-

|
-1
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To':éen@infocastevents.com':_
Subject: Contact info,

Dear Joe - good talking to you, will get back to you to confirm.
Best wishes,
Ho

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(‘ (301) 415-1811 (office)
! ({(b’(‘” ___{mobile)
(301) 415-1757 (fax)
. ho.nieh@nrc.qov
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Ostendorff, William

Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2011 12:43 PM
To: 'dklein@utsystem.edu’
Subject: “Re: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage

Many thanks Dale!

From: Klein, Dal®f&dklein@utsystem.edu>

To: Ostendorff, Will —

Sent: Mon Aug 22 19:09:39 2011

Subject: FW: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage

Bill O - See the e-mail below from my former MA at the Pentagon. It .’,, ¢ a.g00d idea to have

a MOU between the NRC and the “appropriate agency / Department” to A
site as needed -- whether it is a nuclear power plant or other site mv fing Ydiation (e.g., a fire at an

enrichment facility). ~

At least this issue should not be “political” © Dale

From: Michael Kellyg(b)(e) Cx. (o

Sent: Monday, August 22, {02 P

To: Dale E Klein "
Subject: USAF monitoring of Fukushima facility damage

Dear Dr. Klein-

Here's an interesting item from Air Force pis{itess Jor your consideration:

Tomodachi's Constant Vigil: Three @ 0% dtely piloted aircraft checked off several firsts for the Global Hawk
fleet as they maintained continuous jrithg ry and monitoring of Japan's severely damaged Fukushima nuclear
facility at the height of contamm in-Japan this spring, a Northrop Grumman official announced last week.
Flying some six and a half houf§/f m : dersen AFB, Guam, operators "swapped" aircraft on-station over
Japan."That was the first tig ; orce tried that and it worked—they were able to do that," stated Bill Walker,
Global Hawk business ma @ orthrop during a briefing in Washington D.C., Aug. 16. Upon landing at Guam,
Global Hawks also ungl ear decontamination—a first for any US remotely paloted aircraft. "The Air Force
was able to launch sel t|al aircraft from Guam to have continuous coverage over Japan during that short time
period where thgfvas a¥Weatwith the nuclear power plant," Walker said. "Each mission was able to cover [the
entire disaster drg with vepy high-resolution imagery ... many times during a single sortie,” updating the Japanese
govemmenyCOnGinudusly petween March 26 and 29. [source url:

hitp:/lad m‘g} ot.netihmpower/showHtml.do?ac=afa&id=6gv5jq7 eBcdebfd

Howesr™®Reept fof coastal locations, Air Force could not do this for a leak (heaven forbid) at a USA nuclear
power plnt. Thif is due to the fact that the FAA does not permit routine remotely piloted aircraft operations in
USA airspace. This might be an issue for the USNRC to address with the FAA and the Air Force: in the
contingency of a USA nuclear power plant accident how would the USAF get FAA permission to fly
monitoring missions over the stricken facility? Information needed for public safety decisions might not be
available any other way. In my opinion, it seems much more reasonable for the NRC to request assist from a
remotely piloted monitoring asset than a manned asset, particularly to obtain measurements of airborne winds,

radioactive particle density and activity.

5
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How might I pass this concern along to the right people at USNRC?

Best wishes,

Ailra Wally,

(b)(6)

(b)6)
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Sexton, Kimberly !
—

From: Nieh, Ho ;s
Sent: Tuesday, August 30, 2011 7:23 AM
To: .,ﬂ isnyder24@bloomberg.net’
Subject: Bloomberg article - 19 August - NRC i
Dear Jim, é
Hello. I noted that your 19 August article quoted Commissioner Ostendorff (see highlighted portj §
was curious about the source of the quote. Could you refresh my memory? Thanks and bes
4

%

NRC Staff Directed to Set Priorities for Japan Saf e
By Jin: Snyder - Aug 19, 2011 1203 PMET g
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission directed its staff to choose which task-force safety propogaigsng 7t ,. adopted in the near ;
term in response to the Japan crisis, resolving a dispute over how to proceed. ' ¥
’ »._47 %

Chairman Gregory Jaczko had pressed the commission to act within 9o days on each of#24 '&‘w‘ whdations the task force offered in a "f
July report. Several conimissioners led by William Ostendorff urged more time to revie W groposals. %
“The plan we've established will require a dedicated effort by our staff and stakehdlders, and will require a continued commitment by ;ﬁ%

the commission to see that these recommendations are promptly addresseft J4gzko said today in a statement.

The NRC panel was charged with developing safety steps after g " 74 a and tsupamiin March crippled Tokyo Electric Power Co.’s

Fukushima Dai- Ichx p!ant the worst nuclear accident smc Ehey; o‘l in 1986. A majority of the five-member commission balked at

ion, echoing the positions of

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff "
Office of Commissione' €. Ostendorff
US Nuclear Regulaft grghission

~ 18 0 N2
(301) 415-176 M)
ho.nieh@APEOV S
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Herr, Linda

Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 4:35 PM
To: Mike Schoener

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Rescheduled NELT 2011

Perfect, thank you very much for your time!!!

" Best,
Linda

From. Mlke Schoener{_mwm@&w; T
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 4:19 PM s

To: Herr, Linda
Subject: RE: Rescheduled NELT 2011

Linda, A NY
A

I am sorry - I did forget to answer the second part of your question in ygfit @,u? email. It will be in the same place at

the same time with basically the same group of people. The topic hegx w. g to talk about today (Fukashima) is

absolutely appropriate for December, We are running the same agenda ﬁhw st minor changes.

Mike

Mike Schoener

MAS Consultants Inc.
' P.0O.Box 5130
Aiken, SC 29804
803-641-8166

This email is intended to be rediewed by onfythe ';u.,_: recipient and may contain information that is privileged and/or confidential. lf you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that agy'revigw, usgl dissemination, disclosure or copying of this email and its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this email in error, plea:e imm quehFiiogly the sender by return email and delete this email from your system.

iy

&

S

From: Herr, Lindal[g -xn_.‘smiﬁ' err@nrc.gov
Sent: Wednesday, Ruagst ST, 2011 4:08 PM
To: Mike Scho %,

Subject: REFRgschgfuled NELT 2011

".;_‘\

e

"'n uI | what the Commissioner planned to say during the cancelled meeting today be appropnate for a
speech in December? Wil the same folks be attending (give or take a few)?
In other words, are you following the same agenda for December that you had planned for today?

Many thanks!

Linda % L,

From. Mike Schoene%nanlto mlkeschoener@masconsultants comY
Sent: Wednesday, Aujust 31, 2011 4:02 PM -
1
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To: Herr, Linda ¥
Cc: Nieh, Ho |
Subject: RE: Rescheduled NELT 2011 :

Mike Schoener

MAS Consultants Inc.
P.O. Box 5130

Aiken, SC 29804 g,
803-641-8166 e~ )

This email is intended to be reviewed by only the intended recipient and may contain information that is privileged a h or co% n [Bltal. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, use, dissemination, disclosure or copying of this email and its atta '_, e , any, is strictly prohibited. [f you have
received this email in error, please immediately notify the sender by return email and delete this email from yayr systeniGoms

Hello Linda, ' §
Since Commissioner Ostendorff was going to speak on Wednesday of this week (before we had to cancel), let’s just stick - g
with Wednesday the 7" Pleasc let him kniow that the Department really appreciates his participation.
Mike §

WL R R

§ 00 5

From: Herr, Lmd%allto ‘Linda.Herr@nrc.gov]’} Pl v
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 3:14 PM " @ g
Tof mikeschoener@masconsultants.com ™ o =7

Cc: Nieh, Ho
Subject: RE: Rescheduled NELT 2011
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Mr. Schoener: - \%ﬁ ?

Commissioner Ostendorff could be available, &\sea ‘over lunch on either Wednesday, December 7" or .

Thursday, December 8". Please let me “b Laf yelir earliest possible convenience which date you choose as 3

the Commissioner’s calendar is beginnifi fip and I'd like to ensure that he is locked into a date for your

event. Is it too soon to ask if the lunch wi »_ feld at the Bethesda Marriott again? ;

", A} ;:{E

Please don't hesitate to call or e

:

Respectfully, o
Lind S FHere

Administrative Assi§ta

Commissioniég/illia (. Ostendorff

_ U.S. Nucleargegulafory’Commission

PH: 3018961759, .
FAX: 308/i19 757 §
[ N ...-? ;;E

e o e . =
From: Ostendorff, William b
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 2:32 PM i’“‘
To: Herr, Linda @

Subject: FW: Rescheduled NELT 2011



What do you think Linda?

From: Mlke Schoene ilto:

Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 1:34 PM
To: Ostendorff, William

Cc: Franovich, Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda
Subject: Rescheduled NELT 2011

(b)(6)

Hello Bill,

lunch that week?
Mike

Mike Schoener

MAS Consultants Inc.
P.O. Box 5130

Aiken, SC 29804
803-641-8166

" This email is intended to be gwewed by only the intended recipient and may contain mformal:
recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, use, dissemination, disclosure or copying of
received this email in error, please immediately notify the sender by return email and delggé

zleged and/or confidential. If you are not the intended
-r its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. If you have

i
:
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Herr, Linda

Sent: ednesday, August 31, 2011 3:14 PM
To: ‘{Yn\/ikeschoener@masconsultants.con
Cc: Nieh, Ho -
Subject: RE: Rescheduled NELT 2011
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Mr. Schoener:

Commissioner Ostendorff could be available to speak over lunch on either Wednesday, DeB

Thursday, December 8". Please let me know at your earliest possible convenience whiki d
the Commissioner’s calendar is beginning to fill up and I'd like to ensure that he is n_qz Yo | Riof
event. Is it too soon to ask if the lunch will be held at the Bethesda Marriott again

Please don't hesitate to call or email me.

Respectfully,
Livda S, :-:r‘%";z

Administrative Assistant to
Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
H: 301-415-1759

FAX: 301-415-1757

P

Gree N pu, viuider the exvinoument bebor printing th

From- Ostendorff w|lham
Sent: Wednesday, August 31,201
To: Herr, Linda N:“*
Subject: FW: Rescheduled )

What do you thlnk{&

From. Mike St herﬂ ma:!;g m:keschoener@masconsultants com!
Sent: Wedhest; y, August 31, 2011 1:34 PM 4
To: Ostengom William

Cc: Franty Mike; Nieh, Ho; Herr, Linda; ©)e)

SubjectRascheduled NELT 2011 Ex. b

Hello Bill,

We have rescheduled NELT 2011 for the week of December 4™, Would you still be available to address the group at

lunch that week?

Mike

A A

e

e g e T U 0 N e

e



Mike Schoener )
MAS Consultants Inc. k
P.O. Box 5130 )
Aiken, SC 29804
803-641-8166

wif

This-email is intended to be reviewed by only the intended recipient and may contain information that is privileged and/or confidential. If you are not the intended g
recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, use, dissemination, disclosure or copying of this email and its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. If you have ]
received this email in error, please immediately notify the sender by return email and delete this email from your system. H
:
*
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Sexton, Kimberly

£

From: Joe Netiﬁ/oen@mfocastevents com]{
Sent: Friday, S€ptember 02, 2011 1:57 PM
To: Herr, Linda

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Contact info

Dear Ms. Herr,

Hope this e-mail finds you well. g ¥

Since our conference will be mostly oriented towards the guidelines specified in the United Statesy alRegulatory
Commission Near-Term Task Force Report, we would like to kindly ask Commissioner Ostendo { to XipWit a brief quote
about the current environment of the nuclear community post-Fukushima Daiichi incident haked it so crucial for
the sector to gather and discuss the next steps that will be taken to enhance safety. Thas %l be featured on the

conference’ s brochure.

{ appreciate your attention to this matter. )
With my best regards, £

Joe Neto
Event Prod d
~ R 1(818 Y
@20931 Burank vd iteB -
Woodlgnd Hifsy A/51367

et

fFOCAST

The Lamaing Searve
mfocastmc com

Thank yu very much for sending me Commissioner Ostendorff’s picture and the NRC Logo.

Best Regards,

Joe Neto
Event Producer Cl 7’

1
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. # 1 {818) 883-4444
53 20931 Burbank Blvd., Suite B -
Woodland Hills, CA, 91367

”

INFOCAST

Tor |matoy Scrr
www.infocastinc.com

From Herr, Lmdz{ [mallto Llnga ngr@n[c gov[

Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 12:21 PM
To: 'joen@infocastevents.com’

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Contact info

Importance: High

Good afternoon Mr. Neto:
Attached are Commissioner Ostendorff's picture and the NR L o y.a i requested from Mr. Nieh. Please
don't hesitate to call or email me if | can assist further. ..’ g 8

Regards,

Lot S Here
‘Administrative Assistant to
‘Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
" PH: 301-415-1759 ™
_FAX: 301-415-1757 &

¥

Cc joen@infocateve nts com
Subject R R et info

Aou please provide Joe with the material he is requesting?

N

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission '



R b g sy, o

(301) 415-1811 (office)
(b)(®) “mobile)
_ 5= fax)
ho.nieh@nre.gov

*

From' Joe Neto rmanlto ioen@mfocastevents com]
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 3:12 PM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Contact info

Dear Ho,

e dfety Post-

ks

We are delighted to confirm Commissioner Ostendorff’s participation as a Keynote Speaker of ourd
Fukushiima Policy Conference. %
To properly feature the Commissioner and the NRC in our conference brochure and website®woOlkd. _=' he kind enough
to send mé his picture, along with the NRC logo {in high-resolution)? R '\

| appreciate that.

Best Regards, %
% /%
ﬁb % . &
6 o R

Joe Neto },__\*
Event Prody e R

2 1 (818).888 Linas
20931 Burank vd SulteB .
B Woodlg n HCA 91367

25 .

ix
S rf?es&:
& WAL w.infocastinc.com

From: Nieh, Hof [mafito 8. RiBh@nrc.qov]
Sent. Thursday #AYigus\18, 2011 11: 57 AM
T oen@mf Caglevents, com'

Subject: act/fo -

Dear 'd talking to you, will get back to you to confirm.

Besf ighes,

Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

(301) 415-1811 (office)? -



(b)(8) '

imobile)

ho.nieh@nrc.gov
#

?'(301) 415-1757 (fax)
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Sexton, Kimberly

From:

Sent;

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Good Day:

UCS submitted the attached comments via www.regulations.gov regarding the near term rec
the NRC's Japan task force to meet the very short public comment period deadline.

Thanks,
Dave Lochbaum

UCs

Dave Lochbaumﬁ)Lochbaum@ucsusa.orgf
Friday, September 02, 2011 12:28 PM -
Dave Lochbaum

UCS comments on NRC task force near-term recommendation
20110902-ucs-nrc-comments-near-term-task-force-recommendations.pdf

aq
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Union of Concerned Scientists
Cltizans and Sclentists for Environmental Solutions

September 2, 2011
Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001
Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff

Docket ID NRC-2011-0196: Comments on Near Term Tg sk

SUBJECT: Force Recommendations 2,4, 5,7, 8, and 9

Comments submitted v' auA
Good Day: ‘

In response to the notice of the August 31, 2011, public meeting go du :i"‘ "gy the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC), I am submitting the attachedrte o ents on behalf of the Union
of Concerned Scientists (UCS). These comments include igputsffotn Dr. Edwin Lyman, my
colleague at UCS. X il

We have two general comments. The first involvgs the ¢ of the proposed rulemaking. If the
NRC is still “pursusing” rulemaking on its Eukyshinfy lessons learned 10 years from now, the
agency will have let the American public do " Adbtulemaking initiated to implement the Task
Force’s recommendations must be complétedvy thout undue delay. A decade-plus completion
internal has no excuse and is quite\s’ Wy fidcceptable. '

Our second general comn1§gt«'s\ «Q e process for development and compliance with orders
needs to be as transparent p% sible. The secrecy surrounding the 2002 Interim Compensatory
Measures orders follgw ng th0/11 attacks gave the nuclear industry the cover it needed to delay
implementation of e rd, for years in private while telling the public that it was rapidly
upgrading sec i ‘ a agftess terrorism concerns. While we agree that it is important that the
requiremepts ohtai _:‘ within orders need to be carefully and clearly formulated, this process
should take pfg his, not years, to resolve.

www,ucsusa.org = Two Brattle Square - Cambridge, Ma 022389105 « TEL: 617.547.5652 - FAX: 617.864.940%
1825 K Streel Nw - Suite 800 - Washington. b¢ 20006-1232 - TEL: 202,223.6133 * FAX: 202.223.6162
: 2397 Shattuck Avenue « Suile 203 - Berkeley, CA 94704-1667 « TEL: 510.843.1872 » FAX: 610.843.3785
i One Horth LaSalle Street - Sulta 1904 » Chicago, it 60602:4064 « TEL: 312.578.1760 - FAX: 312.578.1751
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Director, Nuclear Safety Project
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Enclosure: Comments on Near Term Task Force Recommendations 2, 4, 5, 7, 8 and®&Q '
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Comments on Near-Term Task Force Recommendations 2,4,5,7,8 and 9

No. Comment
2 | The Task Force recammends' that the NRC require licensees to reevaluale and upgrade as
necessary the deslgn-basls seisniic and ﬂooding protection of SSCs for each operating reactog
2.1 Task Force's Recommendation: Order licensees to reevaluate the seismic and ﬂoodm

their sites against current NRC requirements and guidance, and if necessary, update iR
basis and SSCs important to safety to protect against the updated hazards.

UCS’s Comment: This recommendation has limited value until the NRC resol ngjeReric lssuc
199 (GI-199). For example, the last paragraph on page 26 of the task forc§’s r8 gms with
these sentences: :

N . -’
In 1996, the NRC established two new seismic regulatig fw-u 7, }7“ ations submitted on
or after January 10, 1997. These regulations were nor &o'existing reactors.

In the first full paragraph on page 27, the task force sta 1'__:- Yapef }

In 1996, the staff also established a new r@ rfee in 10 CFR 100.20, “Factors To Be
Considered When Evaluating Sites, " for thtgvdlgiation of the nature and proximity of
man-related hazards, such as damsyfor appliafions submitted on or after January 10,
1997. This regulation was not a p e 1% zstmg reactors.

In the second full paragraph on page.27, th}(@sk force stated:

Since the last SRP udg‘(:j’;Q 007, the staff has established interim staff guidance (ISG) in
three areas related toyy 0 & Jrom natural phenomena: (1) DC/COL-ISG-1, “Interim
Staff Guidance 3\%‘ ssues of High Frequency Ground Motion, " (2) DC/COLISG?7,
“Assessmen (@ \yrifigléind Extreme Winter Precipitation Loads on the Roofs of Seismic
Category I §h T A " and (3) DC/COL-ISG-20, “Seismic Margin Analysis for New
ReactopydTaved s Probab:lzsnc Risk Assessment.” This interim guidance has been

app Oy Lo new reactor reviews.

g ‘lzl' ¢ is that the NRC has taken several steps to protect future reactors from
ic hazards, but has not taken these steps for existing reactors. GI-199 was

o )

Until GI-199 is resolved, the reevaluations would, at best, merely confirm that existing reactors
| conform to the outdated, obsolete, and inadequate seismic hazard levels. The NRC must resolve

GI-199 to define the agency’s expectations regarding current seismic hazards that owners of
existing reactors can then incorporate into the answer keys for their reevaluations. The NRC must
resolve GI-199 in order for this recommendation to realize the intended benefit.

K\——

initiglell b ¢ the NRC staff more than seven (7) years ago to reconcile the gap between the seismic
#protegn levels required for new reactors and the lower seismic protection levels required for
4/ “kexisting reactors. GI-199 remains unresolved, so that gap still exists.

Septemnber 2, 2011
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2.2 | Task Force's Recommendation: Initiate rulemaking to require licensees to confirm seismic
hazards and flooding hazards every 10 years and address any new and significant information. If
necessary, update the design basis for SSCs important to safety to protect against the updated
hazards.

ol R

UCS's Comment: As explained above for Recommendation 2.1, GI-199 must be resolved for€
periodic reevaluations to be constructive. Resolution of GI-199 would establish the NRC’3#™%
expectations that plant owners could then use to inform decisions about when new inforfi
warrants updates to the design basis. Resolution would also provide NRC inspectors ant
the guidance they need when assessing whether licensees’ reevaluations were adeqiiy
resolution of GI-199, any reevaluations would likely become exercises in futiligf,2

We agree with the following statements made by NRDC and NEI during g’ st 1" public
meeting. We agree with NRDC that the scope of the periodic revisits puggbe brfiader than merely
flooding and seismic information to also include other hazards suchiés torn3e€s and fire hazards.
We also agree with NEI that a better alternative to the 10-year rg#Bits oy}t be to define

thresholds when new information triggers re-evaluations of hazjgds arny associated protections.

]
8

: P L
: 2.3 | Task Force's Recommendation: Order licensees to pg y/Seistic and flood protection
é walkdowns to identify and address plant-specific gfrneragi Yities and verify the adequacy of
monitoring and maintenance for protection feafire ps watertight barriers and seals in the
54 interim period until longer lerm actions are, i wletelévg date the design basis for external
i evenls.

G, e,
3
o, gz 7

UCS’s Comment: The need for wallkigowss Wgongly suggests that the existing inspection and
# testing regimes used by plant owss T3 scifmic and flood protection measures are inadequate. It

also strongly suggests that g hg 0..1“ gversight methods are equally defective. Thus, in addition to
these one-time walkdown. theé %v - ust also address the deficiencies in the licensees’ inspection

i and testing regimes and ji5 w ersxght processes that enabled these- vulnerabilities to go
: undetected to date. & /% s

4 | The Task Fo%g

4 operatiyg and new reactor licensee to (1) establish a minimum coping time of 8 hours for a loss of
; Il ac power, (2) establish the equipment, procedures, and training necessary to implement an

» K&lended loss of all ac” coping time of 72 hours for core and spent fuel pool cooling and for
¥ reactor coolant system and primary containment integrity as needed, and (3) preplan and
#| prestage offsite resources to support uninterrupted core and spent fuel pool cooling, and reactor
coolant system and containment integrity as needed, including the ability to deliver the equipment
{0 the site in the time period allowed for extended coping, under conditions involving significant
degradation of offsite transportation infrastructure associated with significant natural disasters.

B

UCS’s Comment: Overall, the 8-hour, 72-hour, and 72-plus-hour approaches to the loss of ac
power problem is a sound framework for managing this risk, with the caveats described below.

e
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The 72-hour extended loss of all ac coping time permits reliance on non-safety-related equipment
for reactor core and spent fuel cooling. Unless this equipment is specifically included under the
Maintenance Rule (10 CFR 50.65), the availability and reliability of this equipment cannot be
assured. For example, if a coping plan relies on a non-safety-related widget not covered by the
technical specifications, Updated Final Safety Analysis Report, and maintenance rule program,
then a licensee could ship the widget offsite for repairs for an indefinite period without any
compensatory measures being taken. The use of non-safety-related equipment increases the®
likelihood that a single failure or sub-standard part prevents reactor core and/or spent fu 0fling
from being successfully achieved during this 72-hour copmg period. P

We also note that a member of the ACRS has disputed the Task Force’s asse ‘,:: i} J gt the
magnitude of the seismic safety margin that can be assumed for SSCs desn gl c 3 "; stand a safe
shutdown earthquake (SSE). This is a serious issue because it contradictf #rce’s
confidence in the availability of SBO mitigation equipment following be$ rgnd-gas ign-basis
seismic events. It may be necessary 1o add additional seismic proteqgion (111% mon to flood
protection) to SBO mitigation equipment to maintain the necessaryvsak DI#

The provisions for offsite resources assuring reactor core fit Mt fu€l cooling involve some
details to be addressed. For example, resources at an offsite;fgZdtion would require periodic testing
and inspection to verify their continued funcnonah Jn agditior]  these resources might be needed
to support a site stricken by a severe natural disasifr, th&¢ tiay be competing needs for them (e.g.,
to provide temporary power to a local hospital or t gfocgl emergency response center).

olye

One aspect of the Task Force’s proposed e Id actually be implemented as an Order: the
requirement for reliable provision of po&cr h_)j, ogen igniters in ice-condenser and Mark 11
containments during an SBO. Via Ggne sé_ue 189, the NRC determined nearly a decade ago
that a rule to require backup pqg o € ighiters was justified; yet it never enacted the rule.
Instead, licensees installed the Eglupfigntunder a voluntary initiative. No more analysis is
required on this issue, and it shgu ?%2’ a relatlvely simple effort to upgrade the current voluntary
measures to mspectableg ie fofcelible regulatory requirements.

4.2

e reasonable protection for equipment currently provided pursuant to 10
the eﬁ'ects of design- basxs external events and to add equipment as needed

WY 1dent1ed in our comments on Rccommendatxon 4.1. What is “reasonable protection?”
%guld a plant worker or NRC inspector assess whether non-safety-related equipment added

'g§: 10 CFR 50.54(hh)(2) is reasonably protected from design-basis external events? There are

ades-old requirements and conventions for assessing whether safety-related components will

¢ function during design-basis events. There are decades-old requirements and conventions for

assessing whether non-safety-related components will function during licensing-basis fires (e.g,
Appendix R). Would applying either of these standards suffice, or is some new standard to be
applied? Absent such detail, it is hard to gauge the value of this recommendation,

UCS’s view is that, absent strong and compelling reasons to the contrary (i.e., not just that it costs
too much), this equipment installed to protect the lives of workers and the public should be
classified as safety-related. Since that's the role it plays, that’s the classification it must be given.

September 2, 2011




5 | The Task Force recommends requiring reliable hardened vent designsin BWR facx'hﬂes with
Mark I and Mark IT canlainments.

i 5.1 Task Force’s Recommendation: Order licensees to include a reliable hardened vent in BWR M,
4 I and Mark Il containments.
E

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

i 5.2 | Task Force's Recommendation: Reevaluate the need for hardened vents for of, A
5 designs, considering the insights from the Fukushima accident. Depending gn W

requiring hardened vents.

PR

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

2

7.1

e BB

CEECW LR L

WL wEY o )

hydrogen should not exist in the free space of the reactor building. During normal and
‘ gident venting of the primary containment, hydrogen might be present in the flow carried

{hrough the reactor building within piping and ducting. But it is not supposed to get into the free
Bace of the reactor building. Yet it did.

*| While identification of the pathway(s) through which hydrogen reached the reactor building free
spaces should, via Recommendation 6, trigger fixes to lessen recurrence at U.S. reactors, the
defense-in-depth philosophy espoused by the Task Force supports the needs for control room
operators to be able to detect the unwanted, undesired, and unexpected buildup of hydrogen inside
the reactor buildings (secondary containments) of boiling water reactors and the fuel handling
buildings of pressurized water reactors. Hopefully, this instrumentation would allow the operators
to verify the absence of significant concentrations of hydrogen. But if hydrogen were to collect for

September 2, 2011
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whatever reasons, the instrumentation would enable the operators to detect this situation and take
pro-active steps to mitigate it.

At Fukushima, the detection method was.the explosion inside the Unit 1 reactor building. To
combit recurrence, workers opened a hole in the side of the Unit 2 reactor building and open vents
in the roofs of the Unit § and 6 reactor buildings to control hydrogen accumulations.

Operators at U.S. reactors must not wait for an explosion to alert them to hydrogen collecis
unwanted places. They must be provided the means to monitor hydrogen levels in strugtf
containing safety-related equipment where hydrogen may collect.

7.2

Task Force’s Recommendation: Order licensees to provide safety-related ag elss
the spent fuel pool makeup system. )

UCS’s Comment: This recommendation, along with the rest of the
Force’s report, are not sufficient protection for boiling water reggts
Mark II containment designs. :
1f the spent fuel pool at a BWR Mark U1l plant was all il but its irradiated fuel protected
from damage by providing makeup flow to compensatg ater inventory lost via boil-off,
the irradiated fuel in the reactor core may be sacrif the®NRC must not force the operators to
make a Faustian choice between catastrophic damagi€ to fle spent fuel and catastrophic damage to

8, CoolfEsystem pumps (high pressure coolant injection, core
Wil the reactor core isolation cooling system and control
rod drive pumps are also lofqte¥;ingids the reactor building, typically at its lowest elevation.
The water evaporating fro¥, ling spent fuel pool at a BWR Mark I/Mark II containment
eventually condense iftas¥ater. Much of that condensed water drains by gravity down into
the lower elevations Gffilie reactor building, The rising water levels eventually disable the

¢ §ysterns for the reactor core due to submergence.

C t ensure that BWR Mark I/11 plants combly with existing regulations applicable to

t As the Task Force stated on page 17 of its report:

... the current NRC regulatory approach includes (1) requirements for design-basis events
with features controlled through specific regulations or the general design criteria (GDC)
(10 CFR Part 50, Appendix A, "'General Design Critéria for Nuclear Power Plants”) ...

General Design Criterion 44 (GDC 44) in Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50 states:

A system to transfer heat from structures, systems, and components important to safety, to
an ultimate heat sink shall be provided. The system safety function shall be to transfer the
combined heat load of these structures, systems, and components under normal operating
and accident conditions. '

September 2, 2011




TRy

BWR Mark I/l plants do not comply with this requirement if their GDC 44 cooling water systems
cannot transfer the “combined heat load,” including the heat load from the spent fuel pool, from
the reactor building to the ultimate heat sink. Note that this requirement is for design bases events,
not extended design basis, beyond design basis, or other similar mouiker.

Merely assuring makeup flow to a boiling spent fuel pool at a BWR Mark I/11 plant is also
inconsistent with the defense-in-depth philosophy expressed on page 25 of the Task Forc
report: ’

The environmental conditions inside the reactor building when its spent fge
very likely to disable the standby gas treatment system. The standbygg
safety system normaily in standby. In event of a design basis acgientgli
' ¥em started The standby
gations of the reactor

building, passes it through a series of HEPA and charc fore discharging it from an
elevated release point. The filters are designed to redug agdibactivity levels by a factor of 100
The elevated discharge further protects plant workgrs anig] e public by diluting radioactively

contaminated air with clean air.

gaiaf a BWR Mark I/11 plant can cause the
p: Lhe desired defense-in- depth layers to a single

13

wff VHen the reactor is shut down and defueled for maintenance work and all of the fuel is

%placed in the spent fuel pool, the LCOs [limiting conditions for operation specified in the
technical specifications, an implicit part of a reactor’s operating license] do not require
any electrical power systems to be operable.

#| This is true. It is also true that when a reactor is defueled, there are no applicable technical.
specification requirements and associated LCOs for containment integrity and even water level in
the spent fuel pool. These shortcomings in the technical specification requirements must also be
addressed in addition to the one about onsite emergency electrical power,

September 2, 2011
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7.4

Task Force's Recommendation: Order licensees 1o have.an installed seismically qualified means
1o spray water inio the spent fuel pools, including an easily accessible connection to supply the
water (e.g., using a portable pump or pumper truck) at grade outside the building.

UCS’s Comment: For plants other than BWR Mark I/I1 plants, this recommendation has value
with limited downside. For BWR Mark I/11 plants, this recommendation has the same potentl
adverse consequences as articulated in the comments for Recommendation 7.2 above. '

Ny dlated fuel — and

wrong to employ this last-ditch act. If this last-ditch act fails, it is likg
ne¥ssurized water reactor

considerable amounts of it — located outside primary containmept
and boiling water reactor plants will be damaged. 3

Proper application of the defense-in-depth philosophy wou ; toreduce both the probability of
such an outcome and its consequences. The reco de o pray provision addresses the
probability aspect. Accelerating the transfer of irr. mt 1 from spent fuel pools to dry storage

would address the consequence aspect of defense-intdgpth.
Rl

The NRC must act to reduce the mvcmory ; f irradjgted fuel in spent fuel pools to responsibly
manage the spent fuel risk. A 4

7.5

Task Force’s Recommendatiqy 7, (‘f atg emaking or licensing activities or both to require the
actions related to the spent fuékpdal déscribed in detailed recommendations 7.1-7.4.

% A
UCS’s Comment; W f #usne condition — that the rulemaking be completed without undue
delay. We watched € take over a decade to plod through the working hours rulemaking. It

should not, andsiyst not ake so long to resolve known safety issues.

MK

CIRY

N\t

R
8.1

The Tas % ‘récommends strengthening and l:uegratlng onsite emergency response.
ca 45‘) sy as EOPs, SAMGS, and EDMGs.

ask Force's Recommendation: Order licensees to modify the EOP technical guidelines (required
b¥eSupplement 1, “'Requirements for Emergency Response Capability,” to NUREG-0737, issued
M January 1983 (GL 82-33), to (1) include EOPs, SAMGs, and EDMGs in an integrated manner, (2)
| specify clear command and control strategies for their implementation, and (3) stipulate
appropriate qualification and training for those who make decisions during emergencies.

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

September 2, 2011
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Task Force’s Recommendation: Modify Section 5.0, "Administrative Controls,” of the Standard
Technical Specifications for each operating reactor design to reference the approved EOP
technical guidelines for that plant design.

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

83

conform to the above changes.

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

8.4

Task Force’s Recommendation: Initiate rulemaking to require more realRgic, /iq
and exercises on SAMGs and EDMGs for all staff expected to impleRye Fategies and those
licensee staff expected to make decisions during emergencies, in€itlingerf€rgency coordinators
and emergency directors. b7

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

9.1

events in the follo wing areas:
spersonnel and staffing

* dose assessment

\@ » ERDS capability

» Sommunications capability

* training and exercises

= equipment and facilities

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

September 2, 201}
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Task Force's Recommendation: Order licensees to do the following until rulemaking is complete:

UCS’s Comment: We agree.

* Determine and implement the required staff to fill all necessary positions for responding to
a multiunit event.

* Add guidance to the emergency plan that documents kow to perform a multiunit dose
assessment (including releases from spent fuel pools) using the licensee's me—specxﬁ o
dose assessment software and approach

prolonged SBO scenarios.

* Provide a means to power communications equipment needed to &
radios for response teams and between facilities) and oﬂfm .8
satellite telephones) during a prolonged SBO. S

* Maintain ERDS capability throughout the.accident.

September 2, 2011
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Herr, Linda

Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2011 8:27 AM
To: & joen@infocastevents.com

Cc: Nieh, Ho -
Subject: RE: Contact info

Good Morning Mr. Neto:

Mr. Ho Nieh, Cmr. Ostendorff's Chief of Staff is aware of and will send you the info you reqy B th :—.a""
future. Please call or email if | can assist in any other way.

Regards,
Linda

From' Joe Net<ﬁ/mallto 1oen@|nfocastevents coml

Sent: Friday, September 02, 2011 1:57 PM
To: Herr, Linda

Cc: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Contact info

Dear Ms. Herr,

Hope this e-mail finds you well.
Since our conference will be mostly oriented towards th@d {ines specified in the United States National Regulatory
Commission Near-Term Task Force Report, we would like d!y ask Commissioner Ostendorff to submit a brief quote
about the current environment of the nuclear co unﬁ& st Fukushima Daiichi incident, that makes it so crucial for
the sector to gather and discuss the next step‘éth W __ £ taken to enhance safety. This quote will be featured on the
conference’s brochure. v

| appreciate your attention to this m&t :
With my best regards,

Joe Neto
Event Producer

@ 1(818) 888-4444 7

5 v & iz 20931 Burbank Blvd., Suite B
. A Woodland Hills, CA, 91367

¥ nFocasT

www.infocastinc.com

a9

From: Joe Ne Hmailto:] infocastevents.com] | -
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 3:28 PM
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" (301) 4¥5-1811 (office)

[

Sexton, Kimberly

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Ho,
That's perfect. Thank you and Mrs. Herr very much for the attention to this matter.

Best regards,

Joe

On Wed, Sep 7, 2011 at 7:31 AM, Nieh, Ho%Ho.Nieh@nrc.gg> wrote:

Best regards,

Joe Neﬂf[f)en@infocastevents.conﬂ'( )
Friday, September 09, 2011 5:04 PM ~
Nieh, Ho

Herr, Linda

Re: Contact info

BI6)

(mobile)

k3

(301) 415-1757 (fax)

ho.nieh@nre.pov

[o0
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From: Joe Net&[mailto:joen@infocastevents.com’
Sent: Friday, Setember 02, 2011 1:57 PM J -

To: Herr, Linda
Cec: Nieh, Ho
Subject: RE: Contact info

‘Dear Ms. Herr,

Hope this e-mail finds you well.

Since our conference will be mostly oriented towards the guidelines speciffed in 0

Regulatory Commission Near-Term Task Force Report, we would like40 Rind Ak Commissioner Ostendorff
to submit a brief quote about the current environment of the nucleargbfymun¥ty post-Fukushima Daiichi
incident, that makes it so crucial for the sector to gather and disc steps that will be taken to enhance

safety. This quote will be featured on the conference’s brochuyg

| appreciate your attention to this matter.

With my best regards,

X
Joe Neto
Event Producer
® 1(318) 888-4444
N 5920931 Burbank Bivd., Suite B

Woodland Hills, CA, 91367
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From: Joe Netd[mailto;joen@infocastevents.com] -

Sent: Thursday,*August 18, 2011 3:28 PM -
To: 'Herr, Linda*

Cc: Nieh, Ho'

Subject: RE: Contact info

Good afternoon Ms. Herr.

Thank you very much for sending ammissioner Ostendorffs picture and the NRC Logo.
725

72
Best Regards, sl / B

Joe Neto

Event Producer

& 1(818) 888-4444

53 20931 Burbank Blvd., Suite B
woodland Hills, CA, 91367

— 3
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‘From: Her, Linda{[mailto:Linda. Herr@nrc.gov’ W

Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 12:21 PM T s Sy
TofNioen@infocastcvems.com' - i 3
Ce:™Nieh, Ho TN Ve }
Subject: RE: Contact info
Importance: High

Good aftemoo_n Mr. Neto:

* . dorff’s picture and the NRC Logo you requested from Mr. Nieh. Please don’t

Attached are Commissig
hesitate to call or epfail 4

LA can assist further.

y %

= )

~~~~~~

Linda . Henr
Adminisirative Assistant 1o

Commissioner William C. Ostendorff

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
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" P 301-415-1759

FAX: 301-415-1757 \

" Plense consider the exvinsument kefore printing thls owail,

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 3:13 PM
To: Herr, Linda
Ce:{ioen@infocastevents.cot

'Subrect: FW: Contact info

Thanks.

Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff £
ief of Sta ,’ d

IKaf, C. Ostendorff

Office of CommissionegfV

&

P

U.S. Nuclear Regufajg#f Commission

(301) 415-18& ice)
WA
(b)(6)

‘(mobile)

5-1757 (fax)

ho.nieh@nrec.gov

From: Joe Neto ’ﬁailm:iocn@infocastevents.com]--“
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 3:12 PM




To: Nieh, Ho
Subject: RE: Contact info

Dear Ho,

We are delighted to confirm Commissioner Ostendorff’s participation as a Keynote Speaker of o

Safety Post-Fukushiima Policy Conference.

I appreciate that.

Best Regards,

W 1(818) 888-4444
‘ o ot \EZJ 20931 Burbank Blvd., Suite B '
Woodland Hills, CA, 91367
1N —

INFOCAST

Tiw Lasding Sexroe

www.infocastinc.com

be kind
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::“From:.‘ﬁielx, H.ogiﬁafltdszlNieh@. nrc.go.v]f‘
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 11:57 AM
To:Jjoen@infocastevents.com"

Subject; Contact info ‘

Dear Joe — good talking to you, will get back to you to confirm.

Best wishes,

Ho

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner Willj

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory#€

(301) 415-1811 (offfc

(b}(6) AL
maobile

‘ é rowns 7‘\\
(301 117X ()
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 8:05 AM

To: 'Dave Lochbaum’

Subject; RE: Foot-dragging follow-up

Hello Dave. .

Thanks for your insights. | would like to understand better the issue you raise regarding exclusjgh @ffseyere
accident risk. p ' R

Is there a good time for you for us to have a phone call?
Best wishes,

Ho

Ho Nieh Py 4 ‘
Chief of Staff Y

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff &/

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
01) 415-1811 (office) vty /Y

(b)8) (mobile)

(SUT)4T5-T757 (fax)

ho.nieh@nrc.qov /

From: Dave Lochbaun{{[mailto:DLochbaum@ucsu ) pzl
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2011 10:09 AM gz
To: Nieh, Ho %
Subject: Foot-dragging follow-up

\-)
" i
Helio Ho: _ Q

R ROEI N L U I L o

I've seen two recent media reports copegmipg The same “foot-dragging" statement I provided them. Bloomberg reported that I'd commented
the staff's take on the task force's ref ¥ Endations looked like foot-dragging, but left off the qualifiier that I'd give the staff benefit of the
doubt. Steve Dolley in today's N scldugics Week reported the fuller context.
4 ; 3 N M
- In any case, I am concerngd Ry ﬁ NRC's approach to the task force's recommendations. i{

[ caught the last pogtion r‘g- terday's Commission briefing via webcast. Ed Lyman filled me in the the earlier portion I'd missed.

I can understan® anfy ApPreciate that the staff's resources do not aliow all recommendations to be undertaken simultaneously. I also recognize
that not all gfrrecafomendations are equal in terms of complexity and their starting points.

Thus, I kg8 hdf there will be different timelines for implentation/resolution of the recommendations.

What =) s me is the stafl's stated process for prioritizing its efforts. Eric Leeds and Bill Borchardt repeatedly said they'd risk-informed
their regitatory decision-making (perhaps not stated soon enough for Commissioner Apostolakis, but stated and restated nonetheless).

The problem, to me, is that the integration of design basis and beyond design basis arenas sought by task force recommendation 1 has been
deferred. Thus, the risk tools available to the staff to risk-inform decisions on the other recommendations exclude the severe accident risks,

3

for the most part. Bill Borchardt touched upon this point with his comments about re-defining adequate protection. But that re-definition B
. . . b
likely won't happen anytime soon. ‘3:
g

Bottom line - | am very concerned that the recommendations made by the task force to lessen U.S. reactors' vulnerability to the severe ;%

accident that happened at Fukushima will be wrongly delayed/dismissed if the NRC staff risk informs decision-making using tools and
processes that do not consider severe accident risks. 4

1 [DL ' j
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‘Dave Lochbaum

Thanks,
UcCs
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“Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2011 8:37 AM
To: 'Dave Lochbaum'

Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up

Great!

I will call you.
Thanks.
Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

(301) 415-1811 (office)

|oXe) (mobile)

~T757 (fax) .
ho.nieh@nrc.gov

From. Dave Lochbau
Sent: Tuesday, Septem
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up

Good Moming Ho:

Thursday at 3pm eastern time works fine for moy cg

Thanks,
Dave

e,y
(b)(8) -
u or you can reach me at my cell r office 23-468-927@*/

Ho Nieh g
Chief of Staff | O
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

.
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ho.nieh@nrc.gov
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From: Dave Lochbaun{(mailto:DLochbaum@ucsusa.orgl -
Sent: Monday, Septembér 19, 2011 9:21 AM -
To: Nieh, Ho '

Subject: RE: Fool-dragging follow-up

Hello Ho:

Sorry for the delay getting back to you. ] took Friday off as a vacation day.
This week, my schedule is open on Monday except for 2-3pm, all day on Tuesday, any time Thursday morning, ¥y

If there's a date/time this week that works for you, tet me know. If not, let me know of convenient timgg: ;
works. 7 N

Thanks for following up on my email,

’ ave
)(6) cell
*323-468-9272 office 1

From: Nieh, Ha{{Ho Nieh@nrc.gov’
Sent: Friday, Sepfember 16, 2011 8:05 AM
To: Dave Lochbaum

Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up
Hello Dave. R ﬁv /
R, "‘v
Thanks for your insights. I would like to under?iga‘ﬁ '&@'ﬁhe issue you raise regarding exclusion of severe accident risk.

Is there a good time for you for us to have.a ph i11?
Best wishes,

Ho

Ho Nich X

Chief of Staff ‘

Office of CommissiohgfVilliam C. Ostendorff

U.S. Nuclear latefPCommission

301) 415-1811 Ygffice)
®® lemdbile) - - -
(301) 41 R] 757(fax)

From: Dave Lochbaum{inailto:DLochbaum@ucsusa.org]’
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2011 10:09 AM -
To: Nich, Ho

Subject: Foot-dragging follow-up

Hello Ho:
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I've seen two recent media reports concemning the same “foot-dragging" statement I provided them. Bloomberg reported that I'd commented
the staff's take on the task force's recommendations looked like foot-dragging, but left off the qualifiier that I'd give the staff benefit of the
doubt. Steve Dolley in today's Nucleonics Week reported the fuller context.

In any case, ] am concemed about the NRC's approach to the task force's recommendations.
1 caught the last portion of yesterday's Commission briefing via webcast. Ed Lyman filled me in the the earlier portion I'd missed.

I can understand and appreciate that the staff's resources do not allow all recommendations to be undertaken simultaneously. I also recognize
that not all of the recommendations are equal in terms of complexity and their starting points.

Thus, I accept that there will be different timelines for implentation/resolution of the recommendations.

What concerns me is the staff's stated process for prioritizing its efforts. Eric Leeds and Bill Borchardt repeatedly
their regulatory decision-making (perhaps not stated soon enough for Commissioner Apostolakis, but stated ang 1

58 *‘r d¥isk-informed

Rgd gnetheless).

The problem, to me, is that the integration of design basis and beyond design basis arenas sought by task "‘( secolfiendation | has been
deferred. Thus, the nsk tools available to the staff to nsk—mform decisions on the other recommendat £ CClud ‘/.:-’l e severe accident risks,
fibn. But that re-definition

processes that do not consider severe accident risks.

Thanks,
Dave L.ochbaum
ucs %
.;‘ * 4
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x‘k.‘f =;;;;:§§
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-Sexton, Kimberly

~ From: Dave,Lochbauﬁﬁ)DLochbaum@ucsusa.org}m
“Sant: Monday, September 19, 2011 9:21 AM “
To: Nieh, Ho
Subjact: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up
Hello Ho:

Sorry for the delay getting back to you. I took Friday off as a vacation day.
This week, my schedule is open on Monday except for 2-3pm, all day on Tuesday, any timl 21}’ morming,
and all day Friday.

If there's a date/time this week that works for you, let me know. If not, let. me tbenient times for you

next week and I'll see if that works.

Thanks for following up on my email,

_Dave : ,
;\(b)(s) cell
"423-468-9272, office g
) ;/‘;
From Nieh, Ho{[Ho Nleh@nrc gov] %
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 87b5 AM .
To: Dave Lochbaum
Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up k

Hello Dave.

Thanks for your insights. I would like to undéFgtang bélter the issue you raise regarding exclusion of severe accident risk.

Is there a good time for you for us to

Best wishes,

Ho

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff 4

Office of Co liam C: Ostendorff
U.8. Nucl 7Commission

(b)(s) \ a obile

TS (fax)

From: Dave Lochbaumf[mailto: DLochbaum@ucsusa org]

Sent: Thursday, Septemter 15, 2011 10:09 AM -

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Foot-dragging follow-up

Hello Ho: / o L{
1

.
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[N
I've seen two recent media reports concemning the same "foot-dragging” statement ! provided them. Bloomberg reported that I'd commented

the staff's take on the task force's recommendations looked like foot-dragging, but left-off the qualifiier that I'd give the staff benefit of the
-doubt. Steve Dolley in today's Nucleonics Week reported the fuller context.

In any case, I am concerned about the NRC's approach to the task force's recommendations.
T caught the last portion of yesterday's Commission briefing via webcast. Ed Lyman filled me in the the earlier portion I'd missed.

I'can understand and appreciate that the staff’s resources do not allow all recommendations to be undertaken simultaneously. I also recognize
that not ali of the recommendations are equal in terms of complexity and their starting points.

Thus, I accept that there wiil be different timelines for implentation/resolution of the recommendations.

P wk-informed
hgnetheless):

What concerns me is the staff's stated process for prioritizing its efforts. Eric Leeds and Bili Borchardt repeatedly sgi
their regulatory decision-making (perhaps not stated soon enough for Commissioner Apostolakis, but stated ang restaid

The problem, to me, is that the integration of design basis and beyond design basis arenas sought by task frcegeoiendation ! has been
defcrred. Thus, the risk tools available to the staff to risk-inform decisions on the other recommendatjgngeXl dc ¢ severe accident risks,
for the most part. Bill Borchardt touched upon this point with his comments about re-defining adequ I . But that re-definition

likely won't happen anytime soon.
reg€iors’ vulnerability to the severe

5 decision-making using tools and

Bottom line -- I am very concerned that the recommendations made by the task force to leg
aecident that happened at Fukushima will be wrongly delayed/dismissed if the NRC staff !
processes that do not consider severe accident risks. &

Thanks, N
Dave Lochbaum & K%
ucs
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S%on, Kimberly

£

From: Dave Lochbauﬂ?mchbaum@ucsusa.org]'
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2011 8:32AM  ~
To: ' Nieh, Ho .

Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up

Good Moming Ho:

Thursday at 3pm eastern time works fine for me. I can call you or you can reach me at my
or ofﬁc%423-468-927¢)/

Thanks,
Dave

From: Nieh, Ho@Zo.Nieh@nrc.gov]; _
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2011 6:55 AM
To: Dave Lochbaum

Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up

Good moming Dave.

I lost control of last week, sorry for that.

Would a phone call at 3:00 PM on Thursday, September 2% fo @u?

Best wishes,

Ho P »3\ &
Ho Nieh _, &
Chief of Staff '

Office of Commissioner William C. @ or
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissiof %,
(301) 415-1811 (office) ' ¢ N
B Jmobil)) 4 Y-
(301)415-1757 (fax) |

ho.nieh@nrc.gov 4 2

‘From: Dave a . ilto:DLochbaum@ucsusa.org] .
Sent: Monday ber 19, 2011 9:21 AM -

To: Nieh, Ho

Sitbjec dragging follow-up

Sorry for the delay getting back to you. 1 took Friday off as a vacation day.
This week, my schedule is open on Monday except for 2-3pm, all day on Tuesday, any time Thursday moming, and all day Friday.

If there's a date/time this week that works for you, Jet me know. If not, let me know of convenient times for you next week and I'll see if that
works.

Thanks for following up on my email, [ o 6
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From: Nich, HcﬁHo Nieh@nrc. gov]
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 8:05AM
Te: Dave Lochbaum

Subject: RE: Foot-dragging follow-up

Hello Dave.
Thanks for your insights. I would like to understand better the issue you raise regarding exclusion of seve %
Is there a good time for you for us to have a phone call? 9
Best wishes,

Ho

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(301) 415-1811 (office)
(b)6) mobile) -
(fax)
ho.nieh@nrc.gov

dnak

From: Davé Lochbaumg_gllto DLochbaum(a)ucsusa oml
Sent: Thursday, Septe er 15,2011 10:09 AM

To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Foot-dragging follow-up

Hello Ho: ' X% ;

I've seen two recent media reports concemninpth? same “foot-dragging” statement | provided them. Bloomberg reported that I'd commented
the staff’s take on the task force's recgmunengafiqps looked like foot-dragging, but left off the qualifiier that I'd give the staff benefit of the
doubt, Steve Dolley in today's Nu 1;'@ Meek reported the fuller context.

In any case, I am concemed @:N RC's approach to the task force's recommendations.
I caught the last portion ® [ {erday’s Commission briefing via webcast. Ed Lyman filled me in the the earlier portion I'd missed.

I can understand’aiys ppreciate that the staff's resources do not allow all recommendations to be undertaken simultaneously. I also recognize
that not all gfithg re¢digmendations are equal in terms of complexity and their starting points.

Thus, 1 d (}fr” here will be different timelines for implentation/resolution of the recommendations.

What clgcemns me is the staff's stated process for prioritizing its efforts. Eric Leeds and Bill Borchardt repeatedly said they'd risk-informed
their regulatory decision-making (perhaps not stated soon enough for Commissioner Apostolakis, but stated and restated nonetheless).

The problem, to me, is that the integration of design basis and beyond design basis arenas sought by task force recommendation | has been.
deferred. Thus, the risk tools available to the staff to risk-inform decisions on the other recommendations exclude the severe accident risks,
for the most pert. Bill Borchardt touched upon this pom( with his comments about re-defining adequate protection, But that re-definition
likely won*t happen anytime soon.
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(:b)(es) }(mobnle) - /'
(fax) » ‘

Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 11:45 AM

To: ‘Caputo, Annie (EPWY)'

Subject: RE: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

Oh yeah, that [ooks very balanced!

Looking forward to tomorrow - still good for you?

Ho

Ho Nieh //‘
Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff ,""

U S Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(office) ’

ho.meh@nrc.qov .

From. Caputo, Anme (EPW mauto Anme Cauto DEPW. senate goxF s
Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 10:42 AM
To ‘Bubar, Patrice; Sharkey, Jeffry; Nieh, Ho w4
Subject: FW: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmed For Wednesday's Jf

Well, this looks balanced...

From: Ohly, Johdmaulto John Ohlv@mall hou .a_-mg"‘
Sent: Monday, October 03, 2011 9:51 AM Y A
To: Alexander, Erin (Fellow); Caputo, Angi (L"

Subject: FW: Rep. Ed Markey Confirmé e s esday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

N

Pretty balanced panel for this o j’
.

From: National Journal LIV m o:¥svp@nationaliournal. <:om1'l .

Sent: Monday, Octobepf3/ 1 18:32 AM

To: Ohly, John

Subject: Rep. EqdMapkeyNonfirmed For Wednesday's Discussion On U.S. Nuclear Policy

FEAPURY IMTERVIEWS WITH:
Grggdgy’B Jaczko, Chairman, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Rap. YdMarkey, Member, House Energy & Commerce Committee (D-MA)

NAYIONAL JOURNAL LIVE POLICY SUMMIT

LESSONS FROM JAPAN

Global Implications of Nuclear Disaster

LT Y S



As we approach the seven month anniversary of the Great East Japan earthquake and tsunami and the
ensuing nuclear crisis, Americans still question what happened, why, and what an event of this
magnitude means for U.S. nuclear policy and our relative state of preparedness.

National Journal will convene experts to discuss the latest on the current nuclear situation, the U.S.
government’s efforts to assist Japan, and the public health and economic lessons learned as a result
of the disaster.

RSVP: njsummit100511.eventbrite.com

FEATURE INTERVIEW: 2

Gregory B. Jaczko, Chairman, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Rep. Ed Markey, Member, Housc Energy & Commerce Committee (D-MA)

%

MODERATED BY:
James Kitfield, Senior Correspondent, National Journal

PANEL: A~ X

» Richard W. Caperton, Senior Policy Analyst Ene? @- portunity, Center for American
Progress f

+ Allison Macfarlane, Associate Professofpfs
Mason University "

vifonmental Science and Policy, George

Wednesday, October 5, 2011
8:00 AM Registration
8:30 - 10:30 AM Program

National Press Club /'
First Amendment R

529 14th Street
Washington D{ 0

RSVP: nif _o 00511.eventbrite.com

COND 49 WITH NATIONAL JOURNAL LIVE
“Wremkebook: Facebook.com/njliveevents
OnVWwitter: Twitter.com/njliveevents
Thoughts about the event? Tweet #njnuclear

WITH SPECIAL THANKS TO OUR UNDERWRITER: FLIR
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Note to Government Employees: In deference to the letter and spirit of applicable ethics regulations,
this educational event is not intended for state and local government employees. A description of this
event - written for government ethics office review - may be requested by writing

jhostetter@nationaljournal.com.

Click here to unsubscribe

600 New Hampshire Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20037
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Freedhoff, Michalﬁ:l\/ﬂichal.Freedhoff@mail.house.gov'.
“Sent: Friday, November 18, 2011 3:32 PM -
To: Sexton, Kimberly

Subject: RE: Extra Doc for Commissioner Ostendorff Response

Thanks very much Kimberly -
Michal

Michal Tlana Freedhoff, Ph.D.

Policy Director

Office of Congressman Edward J. Markey (D-MA)
2108 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515

202-225-2836

[

g

From: Sexton, Kimberly‘#;mailto:Kimberly.Sexton@nrc.qgv]" -
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2011 3:31 PM

To: Freedhoff, Michal

Subject: Extra Doc for Commissioner Ostendorff Response

Dr. Freedhoff,

Attached is the additional responsive document that was accidentally left out of the box that is being delivered now.

My apologies for any confuston this might cause.
Thank you,

Kimbetly A. Sexton
Legal Counsel
Office of Commussioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commussion
301) 415-3599 (office)
©®  [(mobile)
(301) 415-1757 (fax)

Kimberly.Sexton@nrc.gov
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Nieh, Ho

Tuesday, December 13, 2011 8:24 AM

Sexton, Kimberly

FW: Lelter from Bill Daley _

Attachments: 20111212_Daley Letters to NRC Commissioners and Chairman Issa.pdf

Ho Nieh

Chief of Staff

Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatorv Commission
'(301) 415-1811 (office)

I(b)(e) ]mobik .

(301) 415-1757 (fax)

_ho.nieh@nrc.qov

From: Ostendorff, William

Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 8:58 PM
To: Nieh, Ho

Subject: Fw: Letter from Bill Daley

Fyi-we will discuss tomorrow Ho.

From: Siegel, Julie|(:)(6) | €x.w

To: Jaczko, Gregory; Ostendorff, William; Magwood, William; Apostolakis, George; Svinicki, Kristine
Cc: Pace, Patti; Herr, Linda; Bubar, Patrice; Blake, Kathleen; Lepre, Janet

Sent: Mon Dec 12 19:12:50 2011

Subject: Letter from Bill Daley

Dear Commissioners:
Attached, please find a letter from White House Chief of Staff Bil Daley.
Warm Regards,

Julie

julie Siegel
Office of the Chief of Staff
‘The White House

" 0:202.456.3838|¢f®'® | Ex.v
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 12, 2011

The Honorable Gregory B. Jaczko

Chairman

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

The Honorable George Apostolakis
Commissioner

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

The Honorable William D. Magwood IV
Commissioner

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Commissioners:

The Honorable William C. Ostendorff
Commissioner

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

The Honorable Kristine L. Svinicki
Commissioner

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

I am writing to you regarding the internal management issues at the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission raised in the Commissioners letter to me dated October 13, 2011,

As an initial matter, [ would like to thank you again for raising these concerns with me,
and for your commitment to fulfilling the agency’s important mission to ensure the safe civilian
use of nuclear materials. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has an important mission, and
we respect and appreciate your strong commitment to the Commission’s work and values.

As you know, upon receipt.of the October 13 letter, | arranged to meet personally with
each of you so that [ would have opportunity to discuss these matters with you. I also met with
the agency’s Executive Director of Operations. By letter dated December 7, 2011, Chairman
Jaczko subsequently responded in writing to the concerns raised in the October 13 letter.

While I recognize that there are tensions and disagreements among the Commissioners,
each of you made it clear in your conversations with me that these management differences have
not impaired the Commission’s ability to fulfill its mission or in any way jeopardized the safety

and security of nuclear facilities in the United States.

I share your commitment to the mission of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and
agree that sound leadership and management practices are essential to its proper functioning. In
our meetings each of you expressed your strong commitment to the agency and to ensuring that it
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fulfills its mission. We have confidence in your ability to do so, and urge each of you to make
every effort to improve the internal communications at the agency.

The Chairman has committed to improve communications amongst you, including by
keeping fellow Commissioners better informed, and has proposed that all of the Commissioners
meet with a trusted third party to promote a better dialog. I urge you to pursue such a course of
action and to Keep me apprised of your progress and, as appropriate, any findings or
recommendations of the agency’s Office of Inspector General, as [ intend to continue to monitor
the situation',

I have also enclosed for your information iny response to a letter | received on this matter
from Chairman Issa.

William M. Daley
Chief of Staff

' I understand that NRC management issues have been referred to the agency’s Inspector General for investigation,
and believe that office is an appropriate forum for a thorough review of the agency’s present governing structure and
for the development of any recommendations to improve it.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 12, 2011

The Honorable Darrell E. Issa

Chairman

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform
United States House of Representatives

2157 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

[ am writing in response to your letter of December 9, 2011, regarding management
issues at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (“NRC”).

As you know, in an October 13, 2011, letter, four NRC Commissioners expressed
concerns about the leadership and management practices of the NRC’s Chairman, Gregory
Jaczko. The Commissioners took issue with the Chairman’s interpretation of his role as
Chairman and also expressed additional concerns about his management style. I responded
promptly to the NRC Commissioners’ letter. By letter dated October 17, 2011, T advised the
Commissioners and Chairman Jaczko that I intended to meet personally with each of them to
discuss the issues raised in the letter. Thereafter, I, along with counsel from the White House
Counsel’s Office, met individually with each of the Commissioners, the NRC’s Executive
Director for Operations (“EDQ”), and with Chairman Jaczko on two occasions.

The NRC’s current structure was adopted by Congress in 1980 and is reflected in the
NRC’s Reorganization Plan. Congress structured the Commission to have a strong Chairman,
who serves as the Commission’s chief executive officer and is responsible for its day-to-day
operations, and a four-member Commission, which determines broader policies by majority
vote. This structure has from time to time led to tensions between Chairmen and Commissioners
over the scope of their respective authorities. Those tensions were noted in a 1999 report by the
NRC'’s Inspector General. See (http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/insp-
£en/2000/00e-09/responseig.html) (noting that "opposing interpretations” of the Chairman's
authority have led to "less than harmonious interactions” between the Chairman and the
Commissioners). :

In a letter dated December 7, 2011, Chairman Jaczko provided me with a detailed written
response to the allegations raised by the other Commissioners. The Chairman apologized for the
distraction caused by the present tensions and has taken responsibility for improving
communications among the Commissioners. He has indicated his intention to reach out to his
fellow Commission colleagues for that purpose. He has also committed to keep them fully
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informed, and has proposed that all of the Commissioners meet with a trusted third party to
promote a better dialog.

Based on our meetings, we have concluded that while there are tensions and
disagreements among the Commissioners, these management differences have not impaired the
Commission’s ability to fulfill its mission. Indeed, the Chairman, the Commissioners and the
EDO have all expressed their strong commitment to fulfilling the agency’s mission and to
upholding the institution’s values, and the White House has confidence in their ability to do
so. Indeed, many of the present tensions appear to be rooted in the very structure of the NRC
and in disagreements over policy matters that have been before the Commission during
Chairman Jaczko's tenure. In a June 2011 report, the Inspector General for the NRC concluded
that the current disagreements between Chairman Jaczko and the other Commissioners reflect
organizational tensions. After reviewing many of the same allegations as those reflected in the
October 13, 2011, letter, the Inspector General concluded that although there are disagreements
between the Commissioners and Chairman Jaczko about their respective authorities, Chairman
Jaczko acted within his legal authority and members of the Commission always have the ability
to bring a particular matter before the full Commission for a vote.

We understand that the management issues referenced by the Commissioners have been
referred to the NRC’s Inspector General. We believe and presume you agree that the Office of
the Inspector General is an appropriate forum for a thorough review of the agency’s present
governing structure and for the development of any recommendations to improve it.

As for the Committee's hearing this week, we respectfully decline your invitation to
provide a witness.

Sincergly,

wnum M. Daley

Chief of Staff

cc:  Honorable Elijah E. Cummings
Ranking Member
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From: Nieh, Ho
" Sent: Tuesday, Degember 13, 2011 5:20 PM
4 To: - 'Ohly, John‘}g(rista.boyd@mail.house ov' )
o Ce: v 0 'gwen.d‘quansky@mail.house.govﬁgxton. Kimberly; Herr, Linda
. Subject: " USNRC Commissioner Testimony
Attachments: 2011-12-14 USNRC Commissioner Ostendorff Testimony.pdf
¢ Dear Mr. Ohly and Ms. Boyd,
® Attached is an electronic copy of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff's written testimony in advance of
B tomorrow's hearing before the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
i
£ The requested hard copies will be provided to the Committee tomorrow morning.
Best regards,
Ho
B Ho Nieh
i Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
. U-S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
301 - (office)
. b)6 (mobile) . - -
3 Y301) 415-1757 (fax)
ho.nieh@nre.gov
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Statement of Commissioner William C. Ostendorff
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Before the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform

December 14, 2011

Thank you Chairman, Ranking Member Cummings, and Members of the Committee for this
opportunity to appear before you today.

| have served on this independent regulatory Commission since Aprif of 2010. In that time, |
have come {o better appreciate the reputation the NRC has historically enjoyed as a competent
regulator and a leader in nuclear safety not only in the United States, but also in the
international nuclear community. That reputation can be attributed to the employees of the NRC,
who have shown dedication to the safety mission and the NRC's organizational values of
integrity, service, openness, commitment, cooperation, excellence, and respect. For decades,
these values have served as a guide for the operations of the NRC staff, as well as the
Commission. These values have also historically fostered an open and collaborative workplace
that brings out the best regulatory and technical judgments of the NRC staff without undue
influence or pressure.

Unfortunately, we find ourselves today in an environment where those historical values have
been compromised and the agency’s reputation placed at risk. Left uncorrected, this trend
damages the ability of the NRC staff and the Commission to carry out its nuclear safety mission.

I have over thirty years of service to this country. As a Rickover era career naval officer, | served
on six nuclear submarines and commanded a nuclear powered attack submarine for three
years. | had subsequent command of a squadron of 8 nuclear attack submarines. | have been
personally accountable to the United States for ensuring nuclear reactor safety on our nuclear
powered warships for years. Hence, | take great pride in that service and in my own decision-
making with respect to the principles that best ensure reactor safety. After retiring from the Navy
in 2002, | served in government as a counsel with the House Armed Services Commiittee
professional staff, as a senior official with nuclear oversight responsibilities for the Department
of Energy and now with the.NRC.

With significant experience in a number of leadership positions dealing with nuclear power and
nuclear weapons, | can honestly say that | have never seen an environment where the highest
level of the organization does not refiect the values shared by the whole. Along with three of my
Commissioner colleagues who took the same oath to "well and faithfully discharge the duties” of
our office, | refused to be silent while damage was being done to the NRC's work environment.

it is important to comment on what | will label as an “unprecedented action”-the four of us writing
the letter to the White House two months ago-the letter that this Committee received last
Thursday evening.
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This letter is not about politics (it was signed by two Democratic and two Republican members
of the Commission). | regret that our letter is being portrayed by some members of Congress as
politically motivated. It is not. It is not about Yucca Mountain. It is not about internal conflict
between Commissioners.

Rather, this letter is about management actions that have significantly eroded the prized open
and collaborative work environment of our nation’s nuclear safety agency. These actions have
served to prevent the Commission from being fully informed of the NRC staff's views and
recommendations. It is about behavior that if exhibited by one of the NRC's regulated licensees,
would be subject to investigation and potential enforcement action for a chilled work
environment.

it is about bullying and intimidating behavior towards NRC career staff that should not and
cannot be tolerated. And finally, it is about a leadership and management style that attempts to
undermine the Commission and has damaged the agency.

In light of our unanimous agreement that these actions cannot continue, the four of us fulfilled
our oath of office to take what we viswed as appropriate action. Hence, our letter clearly and
unequivocally states our grave concerns to the White House.

| appreciate the Committee’s oversight role and the serious nature of this hearing. | look forward
to your questions.
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Sexton, Kimberly

From: Nieh, Ho

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 2:48 PM

To: Ostendorff, William; Sexton, Kimberly

Subject: Fw: Dr. Klein's Letter to Senator Sessions Concerning Emergency Powers
Attachments: Klein to Sessions 12-15-11.pdf :

Fyi

Sent via BlackBerry

Ho Nieh
Chief of Staff
Office of Commissioner William C. Ostendorif
. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
N1 415:-1811 {office) ~
(bX6) (mobile) « .
U7y &T5-T757 (fax)

ho.nieh@nrc.qov

(b)(6)
From: Paul Dickman EX.\¢
Sent: Thu Dec 15 14:30:13 2011 -

Subject: Dr. Klein's Letter to Senator Sessions Concerning Emergency Powers

Attached is a copy of the letter from Dr. Klen responding to a question by Sen. Sessions. This document has

been entered into the record of the meeting held today.
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December 15, 2011

The Honorable Jeff Sessions
326 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Sessions:

I am pleased to respond to your question on the need to invoke Emergency Powers at the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission under the Reorganization Plan of 1980. I served as
Chairman from July 2006 until May 2009, during which time I never invoked Emergency
Powers, even though the NRC Operations Center was activated into “monitoring” mode on
several occasions, It was not unusual for the NRC Ops Center to be in monitoring mode
during adverse weather conditions, particularly during hurricane season in the Gulf area,
something | am sure you can appreciate. The Ops Center would remain in monitoring
mode for the duration of the hurricane or weather event.

Weather was not the only trigger. I recall one time when the Ops Center was activated
when a wayward airplane was unresponsive to radio instruction, and whose flight path

approached some of our power plants. While this particular incident was resolved, at no

time would I have felt it necessary to suspend Commission procedures and invoke
Emergency Powers. 1 would also point out that during every “monitoring mode” incident,
one of my senior staff, as well as a senior staff member from each of the Commission
offices, were expected to participate in all briefings and conference calls for the duration of
the emergency. In this manner, I fulfilled my statutory obligation to keep the Commission
fully informed on all current matters.

Given a situation similar to the incident at Fukushima, | can see no reason to invoke
Emergency Powers because nothing in the incident would have required a suspension to the
normal Commission procedures. Moreover, [ do not believe that suspending the law, which
is what Emergency Powers allows, is something taken casually or in response to an incident
in a foreign country that has little or no threat to the U.S. [t is my understanding that former
Chairman Richard Meserve declared Emergency Powers during 9/11 (a real erisis on
American soil), but did so in consultation with his fellow Commissioners. Moreover, he
understood the strength of providing five voices instead of one, and he assigned his fellow
Commissioners duties to help coordinate the NRC response. Chairman Meserve exercised
both leadership and a collegial approach.
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The Honorable Jeff Sessions
December 15, 2011
Page 2

As stated in the beginning, | never declared Emergency Powers and had'l done so, | would
have so stated in writing, would have called my fellow Commissioners, and most

e U . MR s s e ot

importantly, solicited their support for my actions. Furthermore, [ would have indicated

when that authority was expected to end, and would never have excluded my fellow

Commissioners from the Ops Center, as has been reported during the Fukushima event. .

Please let me know if you need any additional information.

Dale Klein, Ph.D., P.E.

Associate Vice Chancellor for Research

The University of Texas System B

601 Colorado Street, Room 302 g

Austin, Texas 78701
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Kock, Andrea

From: Ostendorff, William

Sent: Saturday, December 17, 2011 10:45 AM
To: Kock, Andrea; Nieh, Ho

Subject: Fw: Press Release

Andrea- let's discuss Monday. Have a great weekend! WCO

From: Ostendorff, William

To( ®)(e) : T \@
Sent: Sat Dec 17 10:44:29 2011 -

Subject: Re: Press Release

Ted- Thanks for your phone call from the other day and for this email. | understand the gravity of the issue you raise. | will
look into this. Best wishes, Bill

From: Ted Rockwell|™® ExX .\

To: Ostendorff, William
Sent: Fri Dec 16 22:57:06 2011
Subject: Press Release

Bill:

| know your thoughts must be fully occupied with the bloody civil war you are now
undergoing, and | apologize for intruding on that. But | am deflected from my own work
by concern for the 100,000+ people of Fukushima whose lives are being ruined by
misguided concern for low-dose radiation. The article | promised you on that subject is
at:

http://spectator.org/archives/2011/12/06/let-the-people-of-fukushima-go/print

This week, at the invitation of Marv Fertel, | attended NEI's annual meeting with chief
nuclear officers. Two facts were apparent: First, there is concern that the families
evacuated from the Fukushima area are having their lives ruined by decisions based
on obsessive focus on minimizing radiation doses. Though the IAEA “Expert Opinion
Report” concludes there has been not a single lasting injury from radiation from the
event, the situation is widely referred to as a “Nuclear Disaster.”

Second, it was clear that the utility people and other members of NEI look to the NRC
for guidance and leadership on this issue. They know that they are to be guided by
NCRP-136, which says that it would be “prudent” and “conservative” to always apply
ALARA to zero. But they also know that the same report says, right up front, that it is
important to note that populations irradiated at the doses in question are not harmed,
and generally benefit, from the additional radiation. There are many places on earth
where people are thriving on much more radiation than now exists at the residential
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and commercial areas around Fukushima. Indeed, the famed healing spas at Misasa,
Japan, boast the highest radon level in the world!

In this situation, | urge you to quickly issue a press release, saying that it would be
appropriate to apply the science cited in regulatory documents such as NCRP-136
and allow the evacuated people from around Fukushima to return to their homes,
businesses and schools, and get on with their lives. | would be glad to draft such a
statement, if you wish, or provide help to one of your staffers. Who would be the
Grinch to argue against such a decision? Of course, no one would be forced to return
But those who are willing and able to go should not be denied.

| think such a statement would be widely applauded, and would be of inestimable value
to the nuclear community. What a Christmas present it would be to all those wretched
people!

Sincerely,

™
b
-
&




o

o USEAGE. VR, 1

uw e R CwhomEER - .

P

WM CWRLC Gerds e m

The American Spectator : Let the People of Fukushima Go Home and Get Back to Work Page | of 2

e

THE ENVIRONMENTAL SPECTATOR

Let the People of Fukushima Go Home and Get Back to
Work

By Theodore Rockwell on 12.6.11 @ 6:08AM

The science does niot support the panic.

The front-page story in the Washington Post on Sunday November 20 vividly portrayed
the horrors of the evacuated zones around Fukushima with unforgettable imagery. A
natural reaction is to call for more restrictive safety measures. But one point was not made
clear: No one, not one single person, has received a life-altering injury from radiation since
the disaster started unfolding last March. The atrocities described are caused by the
application of international radiation standards that are set at levels far below where
science shows adverse health effects occur, and by the fear of radiation that policy creates
and nurtures. Once again, fear of radiation does more harm that the radiation itself.

The reality is that, while some people in the Fukushima housing area are wearing
cumbersome rad-con suits, filtered gas-masks, gloves and booties, and putting the same
on their children, other people are living carefree in places like Norway, Brazil, Iran, India
where folks have lived normal lives for countless generations with radiation levels as much
as a hundred times greater than the forbidden areas of the Fukushima homes.

The use of inappropriate radiation standards is not an abstract issue. People around
Fukushima are being told they cannot return home for an indeterminate period -- perhaps
years. And efforts to decontaminate their home sites to these standards may include
stripping off all the rich top-soil and calling it RadWaste. People who were evacuated have
been reduced to economic poverty, clinical depression, and even suicide.

There is good scientific evidence that, except for some hot spots, the radiation levels at
these home-sites are not life-threatening, The current restrictions are based on a
misguided desire to be "prudent.” No matter how well intended, this "prudence” is cruelly
destructive. Many radiation protectionists, such as Myron Pollycove, MD, former special
assistant to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Dr. Jerry Cuttler, former President
of the Canadian Nuclear Society, and Abel Gonzales of Brazil, vice-chair of the
International Commission on Radiological Protection, are beginning to feel unhappy about
the harm their rules have caused and are joining in the cry for quick action as the Japanese
head into winter.

In 2002, U.S. Regulatory Report NCRP-136 examined the question of establishing
permissible radiation limits. After looking at the data, it concluded that most people who

http://spectator.org/archives/2011/12/06/let-the-people-of-fukushima-go/print 12/20/2011
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get a small dose of nuelear radiation are not harmed by it, and in fact are benefited. That's

.~ what the science said: Most people would benefit by receiving more radiation, within the
hormetic range. "Benefit" means the incidence of cancer and genetic damage would be less
than it would be without the additional radiation.

Ere

But curiously, the report's final conclusion was just the opposite. It recommended that our

E regulations should be based on the unsupported premise that any amount of radiation, no
matter how small, should be considered harmful. It justified that recommendation as

‘ "conservative" or "prudent.” Let's think about that. Why is it prudent do just the opposite

{ of what the science indicates? Why is exaggerating a panicky situation considered

prudent? I've never seen a good answer to that.

Last month, British radiation expert Wade Allison, author of Radiation and Reason,
addressed the people on Japanese television. He proposed that radiation limits be set the
same way other such limits are set -- not by seeing how little we can obtain, but what is the
maximum we can tolerate, including a generous safety factor. The answer he gets is about
1,000 times the current "permissible limit."

g
!
¢

Who gave the radiation police the right to give their particular concern priority over all
other considerations? That question is not limited to Japan. A proposed European
Community directive dated 17 Oct 2011 notes that the doses of radiation being regulated
are small compared to doses people receive in the normal course of living. Instead of
reaching the common-sense conclusion that they should therefore stop trying to regulate
harmless doses of radiation, they decided they have to regulate Nature! They want us to
wage an endless war against our naturally radioactive planet, when there is good evidence
that without radiation, Life withers and dies.

A

AR o W E

Few if any people decide where to live, or how to live, on the basis of radiation level. There
\ is no reason that they should start doing so now. Let the good people of Fukushima return
‘ home and get on with their lives!

About the Author

Dr. Theodore Rockwell is a member of the National Academy of Engineering, editor of the 1956
handbook, The Reactor Shielding Design Manual, now available on the Department of Energy's website,
and the first recipient of the American Nuclear Society’s Lifetime Achievement Award, now called
Rockwell Award. '
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Ostendorff, William

(b)(6
From; Ted Rockwell © Ex.\L
Sent: Monday, December 19, 2011 2:20 PM
To: Ostendorff, William
Cc: WNA-JohnRitch
Subject: Proposed Press Release
Attachments: NRC on Fuku.pdf

Bill: In drafting a press release for your consideration, ] realized you can’t speak out all alone. It would just
raise questions: What do the others think? What about the Chairman? I don’t have to tell you that slander
always overrides facts and defense, and all five of you now stand slandered in the public’s eye. You need to do
something bold and constructive, to recover, both individually, and for the NRC and for world as a whole.

A heavily orchestrated fear campaign is building up, and fear of radiation is even more motivating than a sex
scandal. Rational people are calling in, asking me “are you sure you’re right on this? What about...” I’ve been
astonished by the volume and ferocity of the radiophobia. This is more intense than previous anti-nuke
campaigns.

What is needed from the public’s point of view happens to coincide with what’s best for each of you
individually and for the NRC. The public needs assurance that the claim of millions of deaths from Fukushima
is phony; and the most beneficial step the five you could take (regardless of how it all comes out ultimately) is
to issue a joint news release stating the unambiguous science relative to this issue. You would each come out
looking like statesmen; the damaged image of the NRC would be improved; the hyped-up fear of radiation
would be cooled somewhat; the nuclear community and the nuclear renaissance would be helped. And you
would gain more sympathy from the public for whatever longer-range steps you want to take next.

To put it another way: What have you got to lose? I think you’ll get a wave of public sympathy for a humane
and scientifically-based action, where all has been pictured as petty bickering.

On that basis, [’ve drafted a suggested press release for the five of you (attached). If you could pull it off, 1
think it would be win, win, win all around, in a situation where not much good is happening. If you could free
the wretched people of Fukushima to get on with their lives, what a shot in the arm that would be for the whole
world! Who would want to play the Grinch in that situation?

I’m sending a copy of this note to John Ritch, Director-General of WNA. I know he feels strongly on this topic,
and he may wish to send you his comments.

I urge you to move fast. There is a certain magic in the Christmas season and a certain tolerance for miracles.
January is a bitter time of year to ask for miracles.

Whatever you decide to do, I’ll be glad to help any way I can.
Best wishes to you, in any event.

Ted Rockwell

(b)(6)
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Proposed NRC Press Release on Fukushima

There has been a whirlwind of press releases and Internet chatter, intensifying
during the past few days, about the dangers of radiation coming from the damaged
reactors at Fukushima, Japan. For example: hitp://current.com/1torgkc opens
with the words “Fukushima is the greatest nuclear and environmental disaster in
human history” in bright red headline type. It dismisses Chernoby! as having only
“killed an estimated 1 rillion people worldwide.” On Fukushima it says: “The amount
and intensity of the radioactive fallout from this particular nuclear disaster will assuredly
kill hundreds of millions of people worldwide over time.”

Not a shred of evidence is offered to support these statements, which are in fact
demonstrably false.

Compare this with the conclusion of the report of the IAEA International Expert
Fact-Finding Mission:

hitp://lwwwpub .iaea.org/MTCD/meetings/PDFplus/2011/cn200/documen
tation/cn200 Final-Fukushima-Mission Report.pdf

“To date no health effects have been reported in any person
as a result of radiation exposure from the nuclear accident”

That statement includes the operators who worked in the power plants through the
shutdown and stabilization process, often portrayed in‘the media as a “suicide squad.”

In this situation, the five NRC commissioners feel called upon to clarify the known
facts about the extent of radiation hazard presented by the situation in Fukushima.
The science involved is well understood, quite unambiguous, and completely
repudiates the claims of the fear-mongers.

American radiation protection policy is guided by the National Council on Radiation
Protection and Measurement, as specifically addressed in its report, NCRP-136,
“Evaluation of the Linear-NonThreshold Dose-Response Model for lonizing Radiation”
(2001). The other nations seriously involved with nuclear power have similar reports
with similar scientific data and conclusions.

Based on its analysis of the relevant data, the report concluded (p.6):

ltis important to note that the rates of cancer in most populations exposed to low-level radiation have
not been found to be detectably increased, and that in most cases the rates have appeared to be
decreased.

The scientific conclusion of this definitive regulatory report is that most people
would benefit by additional radiation within the beneficial range.

In applying this information to regulatory policy, the authors decided to add a
degree of conservatism or prudence, by assuming that the situation might be worse
than expected. So they added an additional assumption: that deleterious health effects
might be proportional to radiation dose, ali the way down to zero dose.

This arbitrary premise adds a significant financial and procedural burden to nuclear
power, but it has been accepted as a necessary cost of doing business. However,
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when applied rigidly to the situation in Fukushima, it led to their setting radiation limits
in some locations as low as 100 millirem per year (1 milliSievert per year). This, in
turn, means that more than 100,000 people have been evacuated from their homes,
businesses and schools, to try to survive in a tsunami-wrecked countryside.

Professor Wade Allison, Emeritus Fellow, Keble College, Oxford, UK, and author of
"Radiation and Reason," addressed the Japanese people through a popular video
channel http://youtu.be/Uj8PI1AIOUA that has attracted a 70% public approval rating.
His book and talks have been translated into Japanese. He said that at Fukushima, it
was inappropriate to use radiation limits designed to minimize harmless doses.
Instead, he said, we should determine limits the way it's done in all other fields: by
determining how much radiation we can tolerate, with a generous safety factor. Based
on studies of irradiation for medical purposes, he concluded that a dose limit of one
thousand times the current limit, one Sievert, rather than 1 milliSievert per year, seems
appropriate, and still contains a safety factor of about 200. In American units, this
translates to a new permissible level of 100 rem per year. Exposure to this level is
expected to be beneficial, rather than harmful.

This large increase in permissible limit would not make Fukushima a particularly
high radiation zone. The original radiation limits were set much lower than the natural
radiation background in many places in the world where people have lived healthily for
untold generations. Inhabitants of these high natural radiation areas have also
ingested the local air, food and water, and lived with the internal emitters. For
example, Ramsar in northern Iran, has been studied for this reason. Populated areas
there receive doses as high as 260 mSv/yr, and the health and longevity of the people
are remarkable. www.probeinternational.org/Ramsar.pdf

Other high natural radiation areas point to a similar conclusion, though of smaller
magnitude: http://www.angelfire.com/mo/radioadaptive/ramsar.htmi

Kerala, India: up to 35 mSv/yr
Guarapari, Brazil: up to 35 mSv/yr
Central Norway: up to 10.5 mSv/yr
Yangjiang, China: up to 5.4 mSvlyr

Radiation in.the residential and business areas around Fukushima is lower than
near the reactors, and to return home, an occasional hot-spot could be roped off
temporarily, as is done with a non-nuclear oil or chemical spill.

The important point we wish to stress here is that it is a simple, undeniable fact
that there are people in the world living healthily in natural radiation fields much
higher than the limits now keeping Fukushima evacuees from getting on with their
lives. Both science and human compassion impel us to urge that these people be allowed
to get home and get on with their lives. The increased permissible dose level suggested by
Prof. Allison seems like a reasonable start and we urge its prompt adoption.

Being driven from your home is life-threatening. Being unable to make a living is
life-threatening. Being repeatedly told that you may die of cancer is life-threatening.
But living in the radiation field of the Fukushima residential and business areas is
expected to be beneficial. Millions of people are already living healthily in even higher
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radiation levels, and have been, for generations. Ironically, the famed healing waters
of Misasa, Japan, where people go to soak in and drink the radon-saturated water,
boasts of having the highest radon level in the world. And the cancer rate of the
nearby population is about half that of Japan as a whole.
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