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FROM: COMMISSIONER ROGERS

SUBJECT: SECY-93-355 - REVIEW OF THE REGULATIONS AND
PRACTICE GOVERNING CITIZEN PETITIONS UNDER
10 CFR 2.206

Appnoved‘Co*Mﬂ:inf DISAPPROVED ___ ABSTAIN

NoT PARTICIPATING ReauesT DIsScussSION

COMMENTS:

The staff 1s

to be commended for this very clearly written, well

structured and well balanced paper. The various contending
points of view on our 2.206 petition practices have been
seriously considered and the resulting staff recommendations are
soundly based. I approve all of them (1, 2 and 3).

I found the comments relating to the NRC practice of labeling
2.206 petitions and ccnsolidation of all 2.202 petitions (second
full paragraph on P. 6 of the SECY paper) worthy of further
consideration. Unfortunately, I was unable to find any staff
recommendations on this matter. I suggest that it not be

dropped.

With respect

to the development of a Management Directive and

citizens information brochure, I would request the staff to share
their final drafts of these with the Commission for its comments

prior to the

I would also

ir issuance.

ask the staff to consider the possibility of adding

information on the status of 2.206 petitions to an NRC electronic

bulletin beoa
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