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General Comment

Comments on ten categories have been requested. Here are my thoughts:

1. Change Control no comments

2. Application of Other Change Control Processes no comments

3. Reasonable Protection no comments

4. Mitigation of Beyond-Design-Basis Events Staffing Analysis
I don't know what is more efficient
I don't know if there would be unintended consequences
I am not worried about future applicants and don't think you should be, either
I don't know a good way, or a better way, either

5. Training Requirements no comments

6. Drill Exercise Frequency I like every 1 or 2 years for EVERY operating crew, not one every 8 years

7. Equipment Requirements I prefer spot, unannounced inspections at ANY time by NRC on site inspectors
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(or above)
and a CREDIBLE NRC enforcement program with big (financial) fines

8. Equipment Protection Implementation Date Use July 4, 2016. Too much time spent on this already, 
especially by the
NRC staff

9. Methodology for addressing reevaluated hazards Equipment that is going to be needed will need to be 
protected to
the now-expected flood level, whatever it is, or it needs to be installed on a barge that will float. How long are 
we going 
to put off addressing this problem? 

10. Command and Control Here is the problem I see. The Tokyo Electric Power Company/Fukushima Dai 
ichi
Emergency Director, in an interview after the accident, stated that his biggest regret was not knowing that the 
Isolation Condensers need water replenishment if they have been operating. (Now, I know that they weren't 
operating, at least not for long.) But here is the problem: there was in place as the head of the site 
organization,
a person not knowledgeable in installed safety system operational needs. And, he was not relieved, or refused 
relief,
after a reasonable time on duty. These are major shortcomings and I do not see or have heard in the 
Fukushima 
steering committee meetings that they have been identified, much less, addressed.

The US NRC needs to be the one to say, these are the experiences and skills and knowledge and training that 
a 
competent Site Emergency Director has to have OR there will be very big financial fines to be paid right now. 
And the
the US NRC has to say how many of these highly qualified individuals need to be available for each site.

Additionally, let me point out that having one organization, (the US NRC), determine the qualifications for 
the Site
Emergency Director instead of every site has to be a LOT more cost effective. And, as we all know, the 
industry
has been struggling with cost effectiveness lately.
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