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1201 F Street, NW, Suite 1100 
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August 3, 2015  
 
 
Mr. Tremaine U. Donnell 
Office of Information Services, 
Mail Stop: T-5 F53 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 
 
Subject:  NEI Comments on Proposed Information Collection, NRC Generic Letter 2015-XX, “Monitoring of 
Neutron Absorbing Materials in Spent Fuel Pools,” 80FR31930, dated June 4, 2015, (Docket ID NRC-2015-
0136) 
 
Project Number: 689 
 
Dear Mr. Donnell: 
 
On behalf of the nuclear energy industry, the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI)1 appreciates the opportunity to 
provide feedback on the proposed information collection that would be conducted by commercial nuclear 
reactor licensees in response to proposed NRC Generic Letter 2015-XX, “Monitoring of Neutron Absorbing 
Materials in Spent Fuel Pools.” NEI commends the NRC’s Division of Safety Systems (DSS) for incorporating 
feedback from the industry and the ACRS into the final version of the Generic Letter to ensure that this 
information collection, by applying a tiered approach, is focused on those neutron absorber materials of most 
concern and relieves a subset of licensees from unnecessarily or redundantly providing a detailed response. 
While this represents a substantial improvement, we encourage NRC/DSS to further refine this information 
collection request so that the burden to the remaining licensees can be more effectively managed. 
 
Under the tiered approach, Category 1, 2 or 3 licensees will be able to provide a short letter to the NRC 
explaining why the information is either unnecessary or has already been provided. However, Category 4 
licensees will still have to expend significant resources, beyond what is identified in the estimates contained in 
the “Reason for Information Request” section of the Generic Letter, to supply the information requested. To 

                                            
1 The Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) is the organization responsible for establishing unified industry policy on matters affecting 
the nuclear energy industry, including the regulatory aspects of generic operational and technical issues.  NEI's members 
include all entities licensed to operate commercial nuclear power plants in the United States, nuclear plant designers, major 
architect/engineering firms, fuel cycle facilities, nuclear materials licensees, and other organizations and entities involved in 
the nuclear energy industry. 
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help these licensees efficiently manage their resources, NEI has the following specific recommendations on the 
response timeframe and timing of the issuance of the Generic Letter to better allow industry to efficiently 
manage resources to respond to the Generic Letter: 
 

 First, the timeframe for responding to the Generic Letter should also be tiered in accordance with the 
Categorization provided. Licensees that are in Category 1, 2 and 3 could provide a more rapid 
response (within 90 days) confirming that they meet the conditions of those categories. Licensees in 
Category 4 could then be afforded additional time (i.e., 180 days) to adequately address the 
information requested in Appendix A. 

  
 Second, the effective date of the Generic Letter should be set for no sooner than January 1, 2016. This 

would allow licensees to more adequately budget resources and workload to respond to the Generic 
letter.   
 

Given that the majority of licensees will be in Category 4, there would be substantial benefit to implementing 
these timing recommendations. The resources needed to respond to the Generic Letter are the same 
resources that are responsible for managing the safe operation of the nuclear reactor (i.e., core or reactor 
engineering personnel). Implementation of these recommendations will allow licensees to appropriately 
prioritize the use of these resources. 
 
In addition to our recommendations on timing, NEI believes that the NRC has underestimated the burden on 
Category 4 licensees and has a few specific suggestions as to how this burden could be further reduced. These 
suggestions are included in our feedback on the four specific questions contained in the Federal Register
notice, which is contained in the attachment to this letter.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Kristopher W. Cummings 
 
Attachment 
 
c: Mr. William M. Dean, NRR, NRC  

Ms. Jennifer L. Uhle, NRR, NRC 
Mr. Lawrence E. Kokajko, NRR, NRC 
Mr. Timothy J. McGinty, NRR/DSS, NRC 
Mr. Robert M. Taylor, NRR/DSS, NRC
Mr. Christopher P. Jackson, NRR/DSS/SRXB, NRC 
Ms. Serita Sanders, NRR/DPR/PGCB, NRC 


