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On October 24 - 25,2012, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff held a public 
meeting1 with the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) and industry representatives to discuss 
addressing the recommendations in the Near-Term Task Force [NTTF] Recommendations for 
Enhancing Reactor Safety in the 21st Century report, issued July 12, 2011.2 The meeting was 
focused specifically on the NTTF Recommendation 2.1, Flooding Hazard Reanalysis, which is 
one of the Tier 1 recommendations under consideration for implementation without unnecessary 
delay. By letter dated March 12,2012, the NRC issued an information requese pursuant to 
Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations 50.54(f) to implement this recommendation. 

Wednesday, October 24, 2012 

The meeting began with an overview presentation4 that discussed the Integrated Assessment 
Interim Staff Guidance (ISG) that was currently posted for public comment. s 

Additionally, NEI provided a presentation6 that contained comments on both the Integrated 
Assessment ISG and the tsunami/surge ISG.7 

1 The original meeting notice is available via the Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) under 

Accession No. ML 12272A256. 

2 The NTIF report is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML 111861807. 

3 The 50.54(f) letter is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML 12053A340. 

4 The NRC presentation is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML 12306A207. 

5 The draft Integrated Assessment ISG is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML 12235A319. 

6 The NEI presentation is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML 12306A212. 

7 The draft tsunami/surge ISG is available under ADAMS accession No. ML 12271A036. 
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As was discussed in a previous meeting, NEI had provided a draft example8 that walked through 
use of the scenario-based evaluation option of the Integrated Assessment interim staff guidance 
(ISG). As NEI walked through the example, the NRC staff identified what types of information 
would be needed to justify the various assertions and conclusions reached in the example. It 
was identified that development of a mutually acceptable example could take more interaction 
that would be possible before the November 30, 2012, deadline for the ISG and that it may be 
prudent to remove the example section out of the ISG. The previously agreed upon frequently 
asked questions process would be used to further refine the example after issuance of the ISG. 

A discussion was held on whether requiring a peer review along with the Integrated Assessment 
was appropriate. NEI contended that existing licensee review processes accomplished many of 
the attributes described in the ISG section on peer review. At the end of the discussion, the 
NRC staff indicated that they would attempt to revise the peer review section to allow crediting 
of existing licensee processes where applicable. NEI agreed that where existing programs did 
not meet the attributes of the peer review, augmentation of the review would be necessary. 

Prior to conclusion of the day, the NRC staff quickly went through the other draft comments9 

submitted by NEI to ensure that the comments were understood. No major misunderstandings 
were identified. 

Thursday, October 25, 2012 

The meeting opened with a brief discussion of the NEI comments on the tsunami/surge ISG. It 
was identified that additional discussion should be held at a later meeting. 

Based upon the discussion from the previous day, the NRC staff had revised the section on 
peer review10 to allow crediting existing review processes, where appropriate. The new 
language was generally well received. 

The last order of business was to discuss the NEI dam failure white paper. 11 Comments were 
entered directly into the document with "track changes" enabled. Additionally, NEI presented a 
draft method for screening dams12 by projecting their retained volume on the site topography. It 
was identified that additional discussion of this method would be necessary. 

8 The draft example is available under ADAMS accession No. ML12306A214. 
9 The other NEI comments are available under ADAMS Accession No. ML12306A222. 
10 The revised peer review section is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML12306A460. 
11 The draft NEI dam failure white paper is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML12306A204. 
12 An example graph used by NEI to describe the screening method is available under ADAMS Accession No. ML12306A226. 

http:paper.11
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Following the technical portion of the meeting a discussion was held on when to hold the next 

few meetings. It was agreed that the next meetings would be on November 7, 2012, in the 

afternoon. Additionally, there would be meetings on November 14 and 15, 2012. All meetings 

will be noticed separately. 


The meeting concluded with no questions or comments from the stakeholders. Additionally, a 

reminder was given that the next public meeting was on November 7,2012. 


Enclosure:' 

Lists of Attendees 




Sign In Sheet 
Discussion of 2.1 Flooding 

DATE: Oct 24,2012 



Sign In Sheet Discussion of 2.1 Flooding 
DATE: Oct 25,2012 

Name Organization 

\) v\-\(' ENe:A.('Y6iCor~~ ~'t\ ~Q.\A"l 

~:~ j(,.jjq,v/ 'D~;{e ht";"> q~ 
f%t? IJR~/}/ ./I/R/.eC/j%?/,yz 
~nPt '.;{;w /V~J;-
r;o!'tV K e///t r rt:~ClC-

?AT (6 iU.JtvIC~~ EN ;:-1LtDA ) 

LAesfu,,;.-h (H~<ft" 
oPpUD 

Ji? AV fcJ,lJe~JeV" 
Joe r; il ~51J ~ (I 

/'llic:e., HI )/~,. 5u'c:fel(~ j Lc-(/t"£C, 

$o,,-,-~ ~v..~~\.L~u.\l ~"'-



Sign In Sheet 
Discussion of 2.1 Flooding 

DATE: Oct 25, 2012 

Name Organization 

6 ~fL(kf< A)r<R!TLb 
t"l..:.h eil ( &.(\!" N\?.:. 

~1\i~1111"YY\ffi"Y\ 
-S E?~~ fh;t ",,"~rJ 

tJ\'<-c)OQ1) 
f\J RC!-I tJRR 

)05e9"'" '<-o..V\V\~"""\ 
_./ 

e.~L"~""n'PH 6-Cl. ~V'L 
Joe- &lljV\l 

/U ~c/ rz~/t>f(A 

~ft- t-/~n..o 

AM cG /Ex.eiol/\, 



M. Mitchell - 3

Following the technical portion of the meeting a discussion was held on when to hold the next 

few meetings. It was agreed that the next meetings would be on November 7,2012, in the 

afternoon. Additionally, there would be meetings on November 14 and 15, 2012. All meetings 

will be noticed separately. 


The meeting concluded with no questions or comments from the stakeholders. Additionally, a 

reminder was given that the next public meeting was on November 7, 2012. 


Enclosure: 

Lists of Attendees 


DISTRIBUTION: 
PUBLIC RidsOgcMailCenter Resource RidsNrrLAABaxterResource 
JLD RlF RidsOpaMail Resource JKanney 
TWertz RidsNrrDorl Resource MBensi 
RidsNrrDe RidsAcrsAcnw_MailCTR Resource JThompson 
RRaione RidsRgn1 MailCenter Resource JUribe 
ARusseil RidsRgn2MailCenter Resource SCampbeil 
GWilson RidsRgn3MailCenter Resource KSee 
CCook RidsRgn4MailCenter Resource PChaput 
RidsNroDsea SKennedy, EDO RI, RII, Rill, and RIV TNicholson 
JCaverly KManoly MPohida 
CMunson GMilier BWhittick 

ADAMS Accession No.: ML 12307A178 *Concurrence via email 
. OFFICE i LA: NRRIDORL * PM: NRR/JLD/PMB I BC: NRR/JLD/PMB PM: NRR/JLD/PMB 
II NAME I SRohrer GEMilier I MMitchell GEMilier 
II DATE I 1/14/2013 1/15/2013 11/15/2013 1/15/2013 

OFFICIAL RECORD COpy 


