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Transnuclear International (TNl): Olivier Douaud, Gregory Gall ais, Nicho las Gu ibert, Peter Vescovi , Robert Smith and Phillipe 
Pham 

The call began at approximately 11 :00 A.M. Eastern Standard Time. Although the Department of Transportation, was unable to 
participate in the call , they asked NRC staff by e-mail to proceed with the call . An e-mail identifying NRC staffs concerns was 
provided prior to the call and is attached . In an attempt to address the first concern raised by NRC staff, TNl identified that the res in 
is not important to safety. They also pointed out that testing indicated on ly four millimeters of resin charred and became brittle when 
exposed to a direct flame. In addition, they quoted information from their safety analys is report which identified the predicted 
temperatures for the resin's inner surface. At this point, NRC staff pointed out that in order to thoroughly evaluate TNl's assertions 
about the resin, add itional reviewers wou ld be necessary. When staff elaborated and explained that an evaluation must be performed 
to determine ifthe resin cou ld be crushed by the package weight. When TNl responded that the package structure would sti ll be 
present and that information provided previously indicated the resin wou ld not melt, staff reiterated that reviewers not present on the 
call must evaluate that information. There was also some discussion about loss of hydrogen in the resin under hypothetical accident 
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conditions. TNl also questioned a reference to plutonium oxide in a criticali ty question discussed during the September 29th 
teleconference. Staff stated that ifTN J intended not to seek authorization to transport plutonium oxide, simply state that in their 
response to the question. Staff questioned TNl about their insistence during the September 29th call on not increas ing the criticality 
safety index. TNl responded that they wanted to keep the criticality safety index for the Department of Transportation certificate 
aligned with the criticality safety index in the French certifi cate of compliance. After reminding TNl , that the addition of technical 
reviewers at this point in the review would delay issuance of a revalidation certificate by approx imate ly two months, the call was 
concluded at approximately 11 :45 A.M. 
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Allen, William 

From: M ichael.Conroy@dot.gov 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, October 13, 2015 11:51 AM 
Allen, William 

Subject: [External_Sender] RE: TN -BGCl Conference call - DRAFT RAI's 

I can't make the call tomorrow- stuck in mandatory training. 
Go ahead and have it, please send me a short summary of what happens. 

From: Conroy, Michael (PHMSA) 
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:32 AM 
To: Allen, William (William.Allen@nrc.gov) 
Subject: FW: TN-BGCl Conference call - DRAFT RAI's 

See what I just sent them. 
Hope this gets them to have a focused discussion next week. 
(BTW, there is a chance I could get stuck in training next Wed. If so, have the call without me. I'll let you know) 

From: Conroy, Michael (PHMSA) 
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:30 AM 
To: 'GALLAIS Gregory (AREVA)' 
Cc: DOUAUD Olivier (AREVA); GUIBERT Nicolas (AREVA); PHAM Tan Trieu (AREVA); MATHUES Glenn (AREVA) 
Subject: RE: TN-BGCl Conference call - DRAFT RAI's 

Okay , we are on for next Wednesday, October 14, 11 am - noon, EDT. 
Domestic Bridge Line: 888-447-9153 
International Bridge Line: 1-517-645-6483 
Pass Code: 30582 

As preparation, I offer the fo llowing: 

The NRC reviewer questions on the resin are mainly this: 
1. Wou ld the remaining resin after the HAC fire sti ll be uniformly attached to the (outer wall of) the inner shel l that 
houses the resin? How do you know? There is no test to show that. 
2. What are the material and mechanical properties of the resin after the HAC fire? 
3. Also, as indicated, the resin will lose almost all of its hydrogen, the model did not explain that. What is the 
explanation? 
It does not look like the resin document answers these questions. 

In addition, I am told the NRC has never given credit for res in-like material in the hypothetical accident conditions . They 
wi ll need a good deal of information to convince them to 
change their technica l position on this issue. They have also indicated that in this case, they will need to add a material 
and thermal reviewer to the review - this will add probably 2 months to the review time, and perhaps longer. 

I'm not sure of your transport needs, but as they suggested, if you could tolerate assignment of a higher CSI (by not 
taking any credit for the resin after the HAC), the review path should be much easier. 
Of course, it is entirely your decision as to whether that would be acceptable . 
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