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To: 

Marv Lewis <marvlewis@juno.com> 
Wednesday, March 12, 2014 3:20 PM 
CHAIRMAN Resource 

Subject: "New insights and sources of information emerge." 

The Honorable Allison Macfarlane, 
Chairman Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Dear Dr. MacFarlane, 
Your speech at the 26th Regulatory Conference cited many reasons to hope that the NRC would be open to 
new knowledge and enlightenment. There is more information in the public than ever before. 
1. Transgenerational epigenetic transmission of defects caused by radiation. Epigenetics suggest that the 
damages due to radiation can be 2500 times as much as found by traditional methods as the non-genetic, 
epigenetic component , is omitted. 
2. Inaccuracies in Table S-3. The comments from Waste Confidence GElS of Lewis, Resnikoff, and Makajoni 
about Table S-3 devastates the radiation estimates used by the NRC. 
3. Pyrogenicity of zircolloy cladding. Many of the pyrogenetic possibilities of Zirconium alloy are omitted. 
4. Inappropriateness of Single Failure Criterion. To think that SFC has any value in the face of a 9 earthquake 
coupled with a 30' tsunami is wishful thinking. 
5. Openness to public participation. 
I respectfully must disagree that the NRC is more open to new knowledge. The easiest target to show that the 
NRC lacks openness is the area of public participation. An associate and I have been surveying NRC's Open 
public meetings. Although Office of Public Affairs have worked hard to meet the requirements placed on them 
about public meetings, most public meetings that I have attended have only me or one other member of the 
public in the audience or on the phone lines. The other member of the public is often an associate of mine. 
I place my associate's rough notes of a NRC public meeting to demonstrate what I think are the problems with 
the NRC approach to public participation. 
Please note that the phone lines are cut off when the questions get embarrassing. Some questionable 
omissions come to light anyway. 

"Rough Notes" 
Fukushima Update meeting between NRC and applicants for new reactors- South Texas Project 
3/11/14- 2-4 pm 
(NRC contact Jessica U - 301-415-5207) 

People present: 
NRC staff members and representatives of two applicants, I never did get the names (one Japanese) Law firm 
representing applicants - Morgan Lewis 

Update on audit: 
Still working through this, working on who we (applicants) are, another call next week 

Talk about requirements, received last week: 
temperature, equipment progress, licensing conditions, needs more work 

Applications - 1 pack - verify 
Bill __ w/ NRC - New applicants gave me homework at the last meeting.- to define the acceptance criteria 
for the 1 pack (?) language? Section 4 process 
Bill: "I'm going to turn it back to you (applicants). What about language for the probability?" 

Note- they wanted to talk it over without our listening, so they turned everybody off on the bird ge line, then 
came back and talked about: 
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Three temperature issues, 
including heat stress, 
concerns related to people that work there if they ever get it going, this is all still in the paper stage. 
Workers must work below 115 degrees when in street clothes; if in work clothes, they can stay at 115 degrees 
for 40 minutes. 
Below 110 degrees they're working in shut-down conditions, modest, not heavy work. 
These conditions are standards, come from a document called "Industrial Hygiene For Workers." I don't know 
whether it's OSHA, but these are the standards they're using. 
Going to discuss next week because they didn't get very far. 

RAI Response 

Except #1 , will get to that later 
27 and 28 are okay 
26 - process confidence in equipment - language? 

* How to get the subject of fire protection? 

Applicants: It is included in the maintenance section. 

NRC: The coverage is very broad, you can't point and say yes, this is or this isn't reliable. The capability is not 
known. Look at Chapter 31.1. Not all of these are fire protection. We are looking for something more specific. 

Applicants: We are spending on pumps and valves. 

NRC: We want to know the pedigree, how qualified are these pumps and valves? 

Applicants: We'll get that modified next week. Feedback on 31 and 32 is ok. Responses are being finalized. 

* Modify license conditions 
NRC: Have equipment incorporated- technology- four units You need to address the supply system and 
make statements about other equipment 

Flex Plan 
- each plan - a set of equipment, two portable pumps, independent units 
- water supply 
NRC: tell us your equipment strategy. Something is lacking. You need to send us a draft. 

NRC - there is a requirement in the ORDER that the NRC Commissioners have issued because of Fukushima: 
Re: mitigation- review the mitigation plan that these applicants have. Make statements regarding the 
independence of the equipment and justify your plan Address RAI 24 and 25 Identify all other equipment, 
batteries, etc. 

Applicants: Are you asking that this be in the Flex Plan? 
NRC- Yes 
Applicants: How can I get it to you? 

Training 
NRC - need to add info retraining to your strategy and incorporate it for unites 1, 2 and 4 NRC -what is your 
guidance strategy? 

NRC and Applicants: They agree to get together before the next conference call 

Employment program 
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NRC - applicants have the ability to do containment training - address the subject of equipment, water supply 
system, criticism by NRC of applicants, plan so far doesn't have independent water supply for 36 hours 
procedure is difficult 

NRC wants applicants to write an RAI which addresses procedure strategy on all planned modes in keeping 
with the ORDER, how to fulfill what has been ordered in response to the Fukushima accident. 

------------ Note from associate: 

The NRC is sending me the 2007 cover letter of an application. The final safety analysis report has been 
completed. I don't know when? 
I don't think there has been any input from the public. Putting information, notices, etc., on the ADAMS line on 
the NRC seems to be all the agency thinks is needed in terms of consulting the public, or even letting them 
know what the French, Japanese or US corporations are proposing to do. Thank you" 
I respectfully submit this letter in hopes of the NRC answering my efforts and concerns. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Marvin Lewis, R. P. E.(Retired.) 
215 7289963 
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