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20 September 2014 
 

TO:  Secretary, USNRC 
 
SUBJECT: Comments on Proposed Rule on 10 CFR Part 70 Regarding Written Reports and 

Clarifying Amendments (Docket ID NRC-2010-0271) 
 
Dear Madam Secretary: 
 
I am writing in overall support of the NRC’s proposed rule (79 FR 57840; September 26, 2014) 
to revise 10 CFR Part 70 regarding written follow-up reports following telephonic notifications 
to the NRC by fuel-cycle licensees from 30 days to 60 days.  This proposed change is both 
reasonable and appropriate.  Moreover, this proposed change to Part 70 is also consistent with 
the NRC’s current regulations for written follow-up reports for other classes of facilities (i.e., 
power reactors under 10 CFR 50.73(a)(1) and spent fuel storage facilities under 10 CFR 
72.75(g)).  These 60-day written follow-up report requirements have been in place since 2000 
(for Part 50 licensees) and 2003 (for Part 72 licensees).   
 
I am in support of the proposed change 10 CFR 70.50(c)(2) to “remove references to § 70.74 and 
Appendix A because of changes made to § 70.74 as related to the time for a licensee to submit a 
written report following a reportable event.” 
 
However, I am opposed to the retention of the requirement for a 30-day written follow-up report 
in the proposed language for 10 CFR 70.50(c)(2) (see page 57842, item 2).  This proposed 
language is inconsistent with the fundamental purpose of this rulemaking.  As stated by the NRC 
in the Discussion section of the direct final rule (79 FR 57721; September 26, 2014) (at page 
57723):  
 

Lessons learned from industry and from reports the NRC has received since 2000 
have shown that the written follow-up reports can be received within 60 days after 
the initial report of an event without weakening the performance requirements. 
Extending the time allowed to submit the written follow-up reports provides an 
opportunity for a licensee to complete a more thorough investigation without 
compromising the timely implementation of corrective actions. This change does 
not impact safety to the public, the environment, or to the workers.  
 

Consequently, the NRC has not articulated any basis to retain the 30-day written follow-up 
report requirement in the proposed revision to paragraph (c)(2).  Accordingly, I urge the NRC to 
further revise 10 CFR 70.50(c)(2) to specify a 60-day requirement for written follow-up reports. 
 
Accordingly, I consider this issue to be a significant adverse comment under criteria (2) as the 
proposed language is “unacceptable without incorporation of my proposed change,” because the 
retention of a 30-day requirement (in the proposed language) is directly inconsistent with the 
NRC’s stated purposes for this rulemaking. 
 
Sal Hardin (Farmer City, IL) 
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