UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

May 20, 2010

The Honorable Paul W. Hodes
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515-2902

Dear Congressman Hodes:

On behalf of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), | am responding to your letter
dated April 19, 2010, about tritium leaks at the Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Station
(Vermont Yankee). Your letter is available from the NRC’s Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS) in the public Electronic Reading Room on the NRC Web site at
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html under ADAMS Accession No. ML101120663. With
your agreement, the NRC has processed your letter as a petition for enforcement action under
Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR), Section 2.206, “Requests for Action
under this Subpart.”

Your petition requested that the NRC not allow Vermont Yankee, operated by Entergy Nuclear
Operations, Inc. (Entergy or the licensee), to restart after its scheduled refueling outage until all
environmental remediation work and relevant reports on leaking tritium at the plant have been
completed. Specifically, your petition requested that Vermont Yankee be prevented from
resuming power production until the following work has been completed to the Commission’s
satisfaction: (1) the tritiated groundwater remediation process; (2) the soil remediation process
scheduled to take place during the refueling outage, to remove soil containing not only tritium,
but also radioactive isotopes of cesium, manganese, zinc, and cobalt; (3) Entergy’s ongoing
Root Cause Analysis; and (4) the Commission’s review of the documents presented by Entergy
in response to the Commission’s demand for information, which was issued on March 1, 2010.

This petition was assigned to the NRC’s Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR). NRR’s
Petition Review Board (PRB) met on May 3, 2010, and made an initial recommendation to
accept this petition for review. Your staff was informed of this decision. On May 14, 2010, you
submitted supplemental information (ADAMS Accession No. ML101370031) by letter to the
PRB. Any supplemental information which is pertinent to the petition will be considered by the
PRB during the development of the Director’s Decision on the petition. The PRB’s final
recommendation is to accept the petition for review, but deny your immediate action request to
prohibit restart of Vermont Yankee based upon our determination that the licensee has identified
the source of the leak, stopped the leak, and taken actions to prevent recurrence of
contamination from this source. We have determined that the licensee has the equipment,
facilities, people, and procedures in place to continue to safely operate the plant. The status of
our reviews and conclusions to address your concerns and our basis for reasonable assurance
of safety are explained in detail below.

NRC inspectors have been closely reviewing Entergy’s actions to terminate and remediate the
leakage of radioactive material from the plant. On February 27, 2010, following excavation and
leak testing of the Advanced Off Gas (AOG) system pipe tunnel, it was reported that leakage
had been identified into the surrounding soil and groundwater from an unsealed joint in the
concrete tunnel wall. The AOG pipe tunnel is located about 15 feet underground. Entergy
determined that piping inside the tunnel was leaking, and the drain inside the tunnel was
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clogged. Soil samples in the vicinity showed traces of radioactive isotopes that are associated
with reactor water. Entergy reported to the NRC that the leakage from the plant had been
stopped by isolating piping and containing the water leaking from the AOG pipe tunnel. NRC
inspectors independently reviewed groundwater sample results which support the licensee's
conclusion that this was the source of the leakage. The inspectors will continue to review the
licensee's monitoring and remediation activities associated with this leak.

On March 23, 2010, Entergy installed an extraction well (GZ-EW1). On April 7, 2010, Entergy
placed in service a second extraction well (GZ-EW1A), with a higher flow capacity. About
55,000 gallons of groundwater has been pumped out of these wells in order to reduce the
amount of tritiated water in the groundwater. The water is being stored in above-ground
containers until it can be filtered, processed, and either reused in the plant or disposed of
properly. This pumping operation has resulted in significant decreases in the tritium measured
in monitoring wells located near the source of the leak. There is a plume of tritiated
groundwater extending from the source of the leak to the Connecticut River. The NRC
inspections indicate that no NRC regulatory limits have been or are likely to be exceeded, and
there are no health or safety concerns for members of the public or plant workers.

The soil in the vicinity of the leak was also contaminated with small amounts of radioactive
nuclides associated with nuclear plant operations, including manganese-54, cobalt-60, zinc-695,
and cesium-137. Sampling indicated very little migration away from the immediate area, which
is typical for these radionuclides. Approximately 128 cubic feet of contaminated soil has been
removed, and is being packaged for disposal at a licensed disposal facility. Although some
minor amounts of contaminated soil may remain, NRC inspections indicate that it poses no
threat to public health and safety. Areas of minor contamination are typically remediated during
plant decommissioning. The NRC experience with decommissioning nuclear plants such as
Maine Yankee, Haddam Neck, and Yankee Rowe indicate that these areas can be successfully
remediated during plant decommissioning. Again, there are no health or safety concerns for
members of the public or plant workers.

As part of Entergy’s corrective action program, Entergy is performing a root cause analysis
(RCA) of the leakage event. Upon Entergy's completion of the RCA, the NRC will assess the
comprehensiveness of the RCA and document our assessment in a separate NRC inspection
report. In the meantime, NRC inspectors have independently assessed Entergy’s activities
associated with determining the root cause of the occurrence. In addition, the network of over
20 monitering wells installed at Vermont Yankee are capable of detecting any additional
leakage.

On March 1, 2010, the NRC issued to Entergy a Demand for Information (DFI) (ADAMS
Accession No. ML100570237), requiring Entergy to confirm that communications over the past
5 years to the NRC by certain Entergy employees, that were material to NRC-regulated
activities, were complete and accurate. The NRC issued the DFI after Entergy verbally
informed the NRC, on February 24, 2010, that some employees at Vermont Yankee had been
removed from their site positions and placed on administrative leave as a result of Entergy’s
independent internal investigation into alleged contradictory or misleading information provided
to the State of Vermont that was not corrected. Entergy provided its response to the NRC on
March 31, 2010 (ADAMS Accession No. ML100910420). The NRC staff continues to review the
DFI response, and the results of the review will be made public.
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After reviewing the information from the extensive NRC actions to date, the NRR Director, in
consultation with the Region | Regional Administrator, has concluded that there are no issues
that would lead the NRC to prohibit Entergy from restarting Vermont Yankee from its current
outage. The NRC has reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public, as well as
the environment, are being protected and there are no immediate safety concerns. NRR
management will review the NRC staff's evaluation of the issues identified in your petition to
ensure that Entergy is taking appropriate action in response to the abnormal plant leakage.
NRC inspectors continue to closely observe and review Entergy’s actions. The Director of NRR
will issue the final Director’s Decision on your petition. We will continue to communicate with
you and your staff concerning developments at Vermont Yankee, and we will ensure that you
receive NRC inspection documents related to the topics in your petition as they are completed.

As required by 10 CFR 2.206, the NRC will take action on your petition within a reasonable
time. John Boska has been assigned as the petition manager for your petition. He can be
reached at 301-415-2901. | have enclosed for your information a copy of the notice that the
NRC is filing with the Office of the Federal Register for publication. | have also enclosed for
your information a copy of Management Directive 8.11, “Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206
Petitions,” and the associated brochure NUREG/BR-0200, “Public Petition Process,” prepared
by the NRC Office of Public Affairs.

Sincerely,

YOS
R. W. Borchardt
Executive Director

for Operations
Docket No. 50-271
Enclosures:
1. Federal Register Notice
2. Management Directive 8.11
3. NUREG/BR-0200

cc: Listserv
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U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

ENTERGY NUCLEAR OPERATIONS, INC.

ENTERGY NUCLEAR VERMONT YANKEE, LLC

VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER STATION

DOCKET NO. 50-271

LICENSE NO. DPR-28

RECEIPT OF REQUEST FOR ACTION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

Notice is hereby given that by petition dated April 19, 2010, Congressman Paul W.
Hodes (the Petitioner) has requested that pursuant to Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (10 CFR), Section 2.206, “Requests for Action under this Subpart,” the U.S.
Nuciear Regulatory Commission (NRC) take action with regard to the Vermont Yankee Nuclear
Power Station (Vermont Yankee). The Petitioner requested that the NRC not allow Vermont
Yankee, operated by Entergy Nuclear Operations, inc. (Entergy or the licensee), 1o restart after
its scheduled refueling outage until all environmental remediation work and relevant reports on
leaking tritium at the plant have been completed. Specifically, the Petitioner requested that
Vermont Yankee be prevented from resuming power production until the following work has
been completed to the Commission’s satisfaction: (1) the tritiated groundwater remediation
process; (2) the soil remediation process scheduled to take place during the refueling outage, to
remove soil containing not only tritium, but also radioactive isotopes of cesium, manganese,
zinc, and cobalt; (3) Entergy’s ongoing Root Cause Analysis; and (4) the Commission’s review
of the documents presented by Entergy in response to the Commission’s demand for

information, which was issued on March 1, 2010.
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The NRC is treating the request under 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s regulations.
The request has been referred to the Director of the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
(NRR). By letter dated May 20, 2010, the Director denied the Petitioner's request to maintain
Vermont Yankee shut down. As provided by 10 CFR 2.206, the NRC will take appropriate
action on this petition within a reasonable time.

A copy of the petition is available to the public from the NRC’s Agencywide Documents
Access and Management System (ADAMS) in the public Electronic Reading Room on the NRC

Web site at http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html| under ADAMS Accession

No. ML101120663, and is available for inspection at the Commission’s Public Document Room,
located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockvilie Pike (first floor), Rockville, Maryland.
Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 20th day of May, 2010.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Eric J. Leegs, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation



Enclosure 2
Management Directive 8.11
Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions

ADAMS Accession No. ML041770328



U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
DIRECTIVE TRANSMITTAL

TN: DT-00-20
To: NRC Management Directives Custodians
Subject: Transmittal of Directive 8.11, “Review Process for 10 CFR
2.206 Petitions”

Purpose: Directive and Handbook 8.11 are being revised to address
) stakeholder feedback and to improve clarity and make the’
handbook easier to use. There are three major changes to the
handbook: (1) the addition of an opportunity for petitioners to
address the Petition Review Board after it discusses the
petition; (2) the deletion of criteria for technical meetings with
the petitioners; and (3) the addition of arequirement to request
comments from the petitioner(s) and affected licensee(s) on
the proposed director’s decision, with associated steps to
resolve, and document the resolution of, those comments.

Office and
Division of Origin: Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Contact: Andrew J. Kugler, (301) 415-2828 or

Donna Skay, (301) 415-1322
Date Approved: July 1, 1999 (Revised: October 25, 2000)
Volume: 8  Licensee Oversight Programs
Directive: 8.11 Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions
Availability: Rules and Directives Branch

Office of Administration .

David L. Meyer, (301) 415-7162 or
Doris Mendiola, (301) 415-6297

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
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Significant Changes to the Management Directive 8.11
Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions

The entire document has been revised to improve clarity and make it easier to use. In
particular, the handbook is now written with actions in chronological order. In addition to
those general changes, the following significant changes have been made:

Addition of an opportunity for the petitioner to address the Petition Review Board
(PRB) after the PRB has developed its recommendations on the petition. This meeting
or teleconference is similar to those already offered to petitioners before the PRB meets.

Removal of specific restrictions on the amount of time allowed for petitioners to address
the PRB and also -allow petitioners to be assisted by a reasonable number of
representatives.

Deletion of the criteria for meetings between the petitioner and the staff. The staff will
hold these meetings whenever the staff feels it will be beneficial to its review.

Addition of a process by which the staff requests and resolves comments from the
petitioner and the licensee on the proposed director’s decision (i.e., before it is signed).
The comments and the staff’s resolution become part of the director’s decision.

Revision of the timeliness goal to 120 days from the date of the acknowledgment letter
until the date the proposed director’s decision is sent out for comment. Add a new goal of
45 days from the end of the comment period until the director’s decision is signed.

Addition of a process flow chart and a petition manager’s checklist to assist staff persons
involved with petitions.
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Volume 8, Licensee Oversight Programs
Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions

Directive 8.11
Contents
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Director, Division of Licensing Project Management (DLPM),
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- Approved: July 1, 1999 :
(Revised: October 25,2000) iii
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Directive 8.11

Policy
(8.11—01)

Objectives

(8.11—02)

It is the policy of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission to provide
members of the public with the means to request that the Commission
take enforcement-related action (i.e., to modify, suspend, or revoke a
license, or for other. appropriate. enforccment-related action, as
dlstmgulshed from actions such as licensing or rulemaking). This policy
is codified at Section 2.206 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(10 CFR 2.206). The Commission may grant a request for action, in
whole or in part, take other action that satisfies the concerns raised by
the requester, or deny the request. Requests that raise health and safety

~ and other concerns without requesting enforcement-related action will

be reviewed by means other than the 10 CFR 2.206 process.

e . To ensure the publlc health and safety through the prompt and
thorough evaluation of any potential problem addressed by a
petition filed under 10 CFR 2.206. (021)

o To provide for appropriate participation by a petitioner in, and
observation by the public of, .NRC’s decisionmaking activities
related toa 10 CFR 2 206 petmon (022)

‘o To ensure effectlve commumcatlon with the petitioner and other

stakeholders on the status of the petition, mcludmg providing
relevant documents and notification of interactions between the
NRC staff and a licensee or certnficate holder relevant to the
petition. (023) .

Approved: Julyl, 1999 1
(Revised: October 25, 2000)
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Directive 8.11

Organizational Responsibilities and
Delegations of Authority

(8.11-03)

Executive Director for Operations (EDO)

(031)

Receives and assigns action for all petitions filed under 10 CFR 2.206.

General Counsel (GC)

(032)

Oﬁice Directors
(033)

Conducts legal reviews and provides advice on 10 CFR 2.206
petitions and, upon specific request from the staff in special cases or
where the petition raises legal issues, reviews drafts of director’s
decisions. (a)

Provides legal advice to the Commission, EDO, office directors,
and staff on other matters related to the 10 CFR 2.206 process. (b)

Have overall responsibility for assigned petitions. Because 10 CFR
2.206 petitions request enforcement-related action, petitions are
assigned to the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, the Office of
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards, the Office of
Enforcement, or the Office of the General Counsel. Therefore,
most of the actions described in this directive and the associated
handbook apply only to those offices. (a)

Approve or deny a petitioner’s request for immediate action. (b)

Sign acknowledgment letters, Federal Register notices and director’s
decisions. (¢)

Provide up-to-date information for the monthly status report on all
assigned petitions. (d)

Appomt a petition review board (PRB) chairperson. ()

' Desxgnate a petition manager for each petition. (f)

Approved: July1,1999. -
(Revised: October 25, 2000)
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Office Directors
(033) (continued)

Promptly notify (1) the Office of Investigations of any allegation of
wrongdoing by a licensee or certificate holder, applicant for a
license or certificate, their contractors, or their vendors or (2) the
Office of the Inspector General of any allegation of wrongdoing by
an NRC staff person or NRC contractor, that is contained in a
petition they may receive. (g)

Provide a draft of each dlrcctor’s decisions to the Office of
Enforcement for review. (h)

Designate an ofﬁce coordmator for 2.206 petitions, if applicable. (i)

Regional Administrators

(034)

As needed, provide support and information for the preparation of
an acknowledgment letter and/or a dlrector s decision on a 2.206
petition. (a)

Make the petition manager aware of information that is received or
that is the subject of any correspondence relating to 2 pending

petition. (b)

Participate, as necessary, in meetings with the petitioner and public,
in technical review of petitions and in deliberations of the PRB. (¢)

2.206 PRB Chalrperson

(035)

Each ofﬁce that is assxgned a petition w111 appoint 2a PRB chalrperson
generally a Senior Executive Service manager, who will— '

Convene PRB meeungs @

Ensure appropnate review of all new petmons in a timely
manner. (b)

Ensure appropriate documentation of PRB meetings. (€)

Convene periodic PRB meetings with the petition managers to
discuss the status of open petmons and to provide guidance for
timely resolution. (d)

Approved: July 1, 1999

(Revised: October 25, 2000) 3
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-/
Associate Directors
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR)
(036)
Concur in each extension request from petition managers in their |
organization and forward the extension request to the Office of the
EDO for approval.
Division Directors
(037)
Concur in each extension request from petition managers in their
organization and forward the extension request to the Office of the
EDO (Associate Director for NRR) for approval.
Director, Division of Licensing Project Management (DLPM),
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR)
(038)
Appoints the Agency 2.206 Petition Coordinator, normally a DLPM
staff person. "/
Applicability
(8.11-04) ]
The policy and guidance in this directive and handbook apply to all
NRC employees.
Handbook
(8.11-05) .
) Handbook 8.11 details the procedures for staff review and disposition
of petitions submitted under Section 2.206.
Definitions
(8.11-06)
A 10 CFR 2.206 Petition. A written re'quest filed by any person that the
Commission modify, suspend, or revoke a license, or take any other
enforcement-related action that may be proper. The request must meet -
the criteria for review under 10 CFR 2.206 (see Part III of
Handbook 8.11).
Licensee. Throughout the handbook, any references to a licensee shall
be interpreted to include certificate holders; applicants for licenses or
certificates, or other affected parties. ' N4

Approved: July 1, 1999
4 . (Revised: October 25, 2000)
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References
(8.11-07)
Code of Federal Regulations—
10 CFR 2.206, “Requests for Action Under This Subpart.”

10 CFR 2.790, “Public Inspections, Exemptions, Requests for
Withholding.”

10 CFR 2.1205, “Request for a hearing; petition for leave to
intervene.”

Management Directives—

— 3.5, “Public Attendance at Certain Meetings Involving the NRC
Staff.”

— 8.8, “Management of Allegations.”

— 12.6, “NRC Sensitive Unclassified Information Security
Program.”

Memorandum of Understanding Between the NRC and the
Department of Justice, December 12, 1988.

“Nuclear Regulatory Commission Issuances,” published quarterly as
NUREG-0750.

Approved: July 1, 1999 '
(Revised: October 25, 2000) ‘ 5
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Handbook 8.11 Parts I —IV

Contents
Part I |
Introduction ...........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiii i eeeeeeiaen 1
Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 2.206
(0 CFR2206) (A) - veeveecneneenreniaeaecaearnanonananans AR 1
General Cautions (B) ...........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 1
PartII .
Initial Staff Actions .................cccoeeenn... e eeeereee i, 3
NRC’s Receipt of a Petition (A) ........ 3
Process Summary (1) ............... e eseseebaa ettt 3
Assignment of Staff Action (2) . ...coviiiiiiiii e 3
Office Action (B) .....iviiiiiiiiii ittt itiiieatietancnnnnennnns 4
Petition Manager Action (C) ......ccitiiiiiiieiiiieneiiiiiinneneennnnnnns 4
Part IIT ' .
Petition ReviewBoard (PRB) ............ccciiiiiiivnennnn.. et 7
General (A) oo i i iiiie i e i et eetete e e 7
Schedule (1) ...ooviniiniiiiiiiiii i 7
. Board Composition (2) ............... Ceeeeeeiiiiieceeeeereetaaaae 7
Preparation for the PRB Meeting(B) .................. O -
Criteria for Petmon Evaluation (C) ...vvrvririiiiiiiiiiiiiitiiniennenns 11
Criteria for Reviewing Petitions Under 1I0CFR2.206 (1) ......... SRR .1
Criteria for Rejecting Petitions Under 10 CFR2206 (2) ................. 1
. Criteria for Consolidating Petitions (3) ................................ 12
"PRBMEEtNEg (D) ««euununerernennnneaioiionesineeeioneeessnenssineai, 13
* Informing the Petitioner of the Results (E) ......... S P e 14
- Meeting With the Petitioner (F) .......... ... ..., R 14
Response to the Petitioner (G) ............. et R &
Requests That Do Not Meet the Criteria (1) ...:v.ivteeennnn.. eeieeeas 15
Requests That Meet the Criteria (2) ............oo0c i 16
Sending Documents to the Petitioner (H) ........ccccooiveieneen.l il 16
Supplements to the Petition (I) ......... P L S SO |

Approved: July 1, 1999
(Revised: October 25, 2000) m
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Contents (continued)

Part IV
Petition Review Activities ............................. et 19
Reviewing the Petition (A) .. .uvvviiniiii it iiiiieieienarinnenss 19
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Contentand Format (A) ......coiiiiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiieenereecnnaneas. 24
Final Versus Partial Director’s Decisions (B) .............cooiiiieinaa.... 25
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Denying the Petition (D) ....ccoeeriiiii it ieiiieenanas 26
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Approved: - July 1, 1999
iv.

(Revised: October 25, 2000)
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Part 1
Introduction

Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
Section 2.206 (10 CFR 2.206) (a)

This section of the regulations has been a part of the Commission’s
regulatory framework since the Commission was established in 1975.
Section 2.206 permits any person to file a petition to request that the
Commission take enforcement-related action., i.e., to modify, suspend,
or revoke a license or to take other appropriate action. (1)

Section 2.206 requires that the petition be submitted in writing and
provide the grounds for taking the proposed action. The NRC staff will
not treat general opposition to nuclear power or a general assertion of a
safety problem, without supporting facts, as a formal petition under
10 CFR 2.206. The staff will treat general requests as allegations or
routine correspondence. Petitioners are encouraged to provide a
telephone number or e-mail address through which the staff may make
contact. (2)

General Cautions ()

Management Directive (MD) 8.8, “Management of Allegations,”
provides NRC policy with regard to notifying the Office of
Investigations (OI) and the Office of the Inspector General (OIG) of
wrongdoing matters, as well as initiating, prioritizing, and terminating
investi gations. Each petition manager should become familiar with the
current version of MD 8.11 and this handbook and follow the  policyand
procedures included in them when dealing with issues requiring OI or
OIG investigations. (1)

Any mention outside NRC of an ongoing OI or OIG investigation, for
example, as an explanation for schedule changes, requires the approval
of the Director, OI, or the IG, respectively. (2)

Approved: July 1, 1999 :
(Revised: October 25, 2000) 1
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Handbook 8.11 PartI

General Cautions (B) (continued)

If the petition contains information on alleged wrongdoing on the part
of a licensee or certificate holder, an applicant for a license or
certificate, their contractors, or their vendors, treat the petition, or the
relevant part of the petition, as an allegation and promptly notify OI. If
the petition contains information on alleged wrongdoing involving an
NRC employee, NRC contractors, or NRC vendors, promptly notify
OIG. (3)

_ Approved: July 1, 1999
2 (Revised: October 25, 2000)
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Pai't'II
Initial Staff Actlons
NRC’s Receipt of a Petition (a) | |

Process Summary (1)

After NRC receives a petmon the Executive Director for Operations
(EDO) assigns it to the director of the appropnate office for evaluation
and response. The ongmal incoming petition is sent to the office and a

.. copy of the petition is sent to the Office of the General Counsel (OGC).
The official Tesponse is the office director’s written decision addressing
the issues raised in the petition. The office director can grant, partially
grant, or deny the petition. The Commission may, on its own initiative,
review the director’s decision within 25 days of the date of the decision,
although it will not entertam a request for review of the director’s
decision. ‘ ~

Assignment of Staff Action (2)

Petitions maybe in the form of requests for NRCaction that may or may
not cite 10 CFR 2.206 and may initially be directed to staff other than
the EDO. In any of these cases, the staff person who receives the
document should make an initial evaluation as to whether the
document meets the criteria for review under 10 CFR 2.206 provided in
Part III of this handbook. Staff persons who are uncertain whether or
not the document meets the criteria should consult their management
or office coordinators for further guidance..If a petition meets the
- . criteria but does not-specifically cite-10° CFR 2.206, the staff will
- - attempt to contact the petitioner by telephone to determine ifhe or she
* wants the request processed pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206. The staff may
.determine that a request forwarded for staff action is not a petition for
_enforcement-related action but, rather, a petition for rulemaking, for
- . example. If there is any uncertainty about whether or not arequest isa
petition under 10 CFR 2.206, it should be treated as one so that a
petition review board (PRB) can make its recommendations, as
described in Part III of this handbook. (a)

Approved: July 1, 1999
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NRC’s Receipt of a Petition (A) (continued)
Assignment of Staff Action (2) (continued)

If the staff receives arequest that it believesis a 10 CFR 2.206 petition, -
it will forward the request to the Office of the EDO (OEDO) for
assignment of action. Petitions also may be forwarded to the OEDO
from the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel or from a Presiding
Officer in accordance with 10 CFR 2.1205(1)(2). The EDO will assign
each petition to the appropriate office for action. If the document does
not cite 10 CFR 2.206 and does not meet the criteria for review under
that section, the staff will respond to it under some other process (e.g.,
routine correspondence, allegations). (b)

Petitions that cite 10 CFR 2.206 and are addressed to the EDO will be
added to the Agencywide Documents Access and Management System
(ADAMS) by OEDO. OEDO will not declare these petitions official
agency records nor will it make them publicly available. Those steps
will be carried out by the assigned office as described below. (c)

Office Action (B)

Upon receipt, office management will a551gn the petition to a petition
manager. (1)

The Agency 2.206 Petition Coordinator (appointed by the Director,
Division of Licensing Project Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation (NRR)), receives copies of all 2.206 petitions from OEDO
- and will add them to the 2.206 database. (2)

Pétition Manager Action (0

The petition manager w1ll promptly review the petition and determine
whether or not it contains allegations or sensitive information. The timing
of this step is particularly important for petitions that are not addressed to
the EDO. Normally, these documents have been entered into ADAMS
through the Document Control Desk (DCD) and are released to the
public after a specified period of time. The delay allows the staff time to
review the petition for allegations or other sensitive information. If the
_petition manager determines that a document contains allegations or
other sensitive information, he or she should immediately contact the
ADAMS Help Desk (301-415-1234) to prevent releasing the document
to the public. (1)

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Petition Manager Action (C) (continued) -

Before the petition is released to the public, before the PRB meeting,

and in any event within 1 week of receipt of the petltlon by the assigned

office, the petition manager will inform the petitioner by telephone

that the 2.206 petition process is a public process in which the petition

and all the information in it will be made public. If the petitioner

requests anonymity and that the petition not be made public, the.
petition manager will -advise the petitioner that, because of its public

nature, the 2.206 process cannot provide protection of the petitioner’s

identity. In these cases, the petition manager must obtain the

agreement ofthe petitioner asto how the matterwill be handled (i.e., as

an allegation or not) and document the petitioner’s agreement in

writing, usually in the form of a memorandum to file. In cases where the

staff identifies certain issues in a petition that it believes are more

appropriately addressed using the allegation process, the petition

manager will obtain the agreement of the petitioner as to how these

issues will be handled (i.e., as an allegation or not) and document the

petitioner’s agreement in writing. If all or part of the petition is treated -
as an allegation, this fact will be documented in the allegation
acknowledgment letter . (se¢ Management Directive (MD) 8.8,
“Management of Allegations”). (2)

If the request clearly does not meet the criteria for review as a 10 CFR
2.206 petition, the petition manager will also discuss this issue with the
petitioner. The petitioner may be able to help the petition manager
better understand the basis for the petition or the petitioner may
realize that a 10 CFR 2.206 petition is not the correct forum for the
issues raised in the request. Finally, the petition manager will offer the
petitioner an opportunity to have one or more representatives give a
presentation to the PRB and cognizant supporting staff either by
telephone (or videoconference, if available) or in person. This is an
opportunity for the petitioner to provide any relevant additional
explanatlon and support for the request. This type of meeting is
described in more detail in Part IIX of this handbook. (3)

After the initial contact with the petitioner, the petition manager will
promptly advise the licensee(s) of the petition, send the appropriate
licensee(s) a copy of the petition for information, and ensure that the
petition and all subsequent related correspondence are made available
to the public. (Note that if the petitioner wishes to have the request
handled as an allegation, the request is no longer a 2.206 petition.) Any
information related to allegations or other sensitive information that

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Petition Manager Action (C) (continued)

make up a part of the petition will be redacted from copies sent to the

‘ licensee or made available to the public. For allegations, the petition
manager should refer to MD 8.8. As discussed in MD 8.8, allegations
must be forwarded to the associated Office Allegations Coordinator
expeditiously. MD 8.8 also addresses the referral of wrongdoing issues
to the Office of Investigations and the Office of the Inspector
General. (4)

See Exhibit 1, Simplified 2.206 Process Flow Chart, and Exhibit 2,
Petition Manager Checklist, for further information on petition
manager actions. (35)

: Approved: July 1, 1999
6 (Revised: October 25, 2000)
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Part IIT

Petition Rev1ew Board (PRB)

General (A)

Schedule (1)

The assigned office holds a PRB meeting to review the 2.206 petition.
The PRB meeting is normally held within 2 weeks of receipt of the
petition. The PRB meeting may be held much sooner if staff decisions
are required on short-term, immediate actions (e.g., a request to shut
down an operating facility or prevent restart of a facility that is ready to
restart). In unusual situations, it may not be possible to hold the
meeting in time to address any immediate action requests. In these
cases, the staff will decide how anyimmediate actions requested will be
addressed and obtain appropriate management CONCUIrence as soonas
possible. If the staff plans to take an action that is contrary to an
immediate action requested in the petition before issuing the
acknowledgment letter (such as permitting restart of a facility when the
petitioner has requested that restart not be permitted), the petition
manager must promptly notify the petitioner by telephone of the
pending staff action. :

Board Compblsiti'eri-(Z) “

The PRB oonsxsts of—(a) | _ e

 APRB chairperson (generally a Senior Executive Service manager) (i)
e A petmon manager (u) | '

e ; Cogmzant management and staff, as neoessary (iid)
e A representat:ve from the Office of Invesngatlons (O1), as needed (iv)
. A representatwe from the Ofﬁce of Enforcement (OE) ‘and, for

petitions -assigned to:the. Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
(NRR), the NRR Senior Enforcement Coordinator, as needed (v)

Approved: J uly 1, 1999
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General (A) (continued)

Board Composition (2) (continued)

In addition, a representative from the Office of the General Counsel
(OGC) will normally participate. (b)

Preparation for the PRB Meeting (s)

The petition manager will provide copies of the petition to PRB and
assist in scheduling the review board meeting. The petition manager
also will arrange for cognizant technical staff members to attend the
meeting, as necessary, and prepare a presentation for the review board.
In assigning technical staff members to the petition, management will
consider any potential conflict from assigning any staff person who was
prevxously involved with the issue that gave rise to the petition. (1)

The petition manager’s presentation to PRB should include—(2)

e A recommendation as to whether or not the petition meets the
criteria for review under 10 CFR 2.206 (a) _ N

.o A dlscussxon of the safety sxgmﬁcance of the issues raised (b)

e Recommendations for any immediate action (whether requested or

not) (¢)

e Recommendations on whether or not assistance from OI, OE, or
OGCis necessary (d)

e Arequest for confirmation concerning referral to OI or the Office
of the Inspector General (OIG), as appropriate (e)

e The proposed schedule, including the review schedule for the
affected technical branches (f)

The petition manager also will offer a meeting or teleconference
between the petitioner and the PRB before the board reviews the
petition. This meeting or teleconference, if held, is an opportunity for
the -petitioner to prov1de any relevant additional explanation and
support for the request in advance of the PRB’s evaluation. The staff
will hold this type of meeting if the petitioner desiresit. If a decision is
. required on a petitioner’s request for immediate action before the
petitioner’s presentation can be scheduled, that decision will not be

delayed. 3) - . - N7

. Approved: July 1, 1999
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Preparatlon for the PRB Meeting (B) (continued)

"The petmon manager also will invite the licénsee to participate in the
meeting or teleconférence to ensure that it understands the concerns
* aboutitsfacility or activities. The PRB members may ask any questions
needed to clarify the petmoner s request. The licensee may also ask
questions to clarify the issues raised by the petmoner Any member of
- the public may attend (or listen in by telephone for a teleconference) as
an observer. Meetings between PRB and the petitioner normally will
be held at NRC headquarters in Rockville, Maryland, with provisions
for participation by telephone or videoconference. This public meeting
or teleconference 'is separate from the (closed) PRB meeting during
which the PRB members develop thelr recommendations with respect
to the petition. (4) -

The petition manager will ensure that all staff persons at the meeting or
teleconference are aware of the need to protect sensitive information
from disclosure. Sensitive information includes safeguards or facility
security information, proprietary or confidential commercial
. information, or mformatlon relating to an ongoing investigation of
wrongdoing. (5) '

If the petmoner chooses to address PRB by telephone, it is not -

considered a meeting and no public notice is necessary. The petition

manager will establish a mutually agreeable time and date and arrange

to conduct the teleconference on a recorded line through the NRC

Headquarters Operations Center (301-816-5100). The tape recording

. from the Operations Center is converted to a printed transcript that is

' treated as a supplement to the petition and is sent to the petitioner and

the same distribution as the original petmon The petition manager will

. make arrangements for transcription:service by submitting an NRC

. Form587to the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel orbysending

. an.e-mail to. “Court Reporter,” glvmg the same mformatxon as
. requested on the Form 587. (6) »

'

Ifthe petmoner chooses to attend inperson, the meeting will take place

at NRC headquarters at-a mutually agreeable time. For the meeting,

. .~ the petition manager 'will follow the prior. public notice period and
_other ‘provisions--of - Management: Directive (MD) 3.5, “Public
Attendance at Certain Meetings Involving the NRC Staff.” However,
time constraints associated with this type of meeting will often dictate
that the 10-day public notice period described in MD 3.5 will not be

Approved: Julyl, 1999
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Preparation for the PRB Meeting (B) (continued)

met. MD 3.5 allows for less than 10 days’ public notice, if necessary,
with appropriate management concurrence. The meeting should be
noticed as a meeting between the NRC staff, the petitioner, and the
licensee (unless the licensee chooses not to participate) The licensee is

~ invited to participate, as in the teleconference described above, and

members of the public may attend as observers. The meetmg is
transcribed and the transcript is treated in the same manner as in the
case of a telephone briefing. (7)

The petmoner may request that a reasonable number of associates be
perrmtted to assist him or her in addressing PRB concerning the
petition. The petition manager will (1) discuss this request with the
petitioner, (2) determine the number of speakers, and (3) allot a
reasonable amount of time for the presentation so that the staff can
acquire the information needed for its review in an efficient
manner. (8)

At the meeting or teleconference, the chairperson will provide a brief
summary of the 2.206 process, the petition, and the purpose of the
discussion that will follow. The NRC staff and the licensee will have an
opportunity to ask the petitioner questions for purposes of clarification.

PRB may meet in closed session before and/or after the meeting with
the petmoner to conduct its normal business. (9)

The requirements for scheduling* -and holding the petitioner
presentation may impact the established time goals for holding the
regular PRB meeting and issuing the acknowledgment letter. Any
impacts should be kept to a minimum. (10)

The petmon manager will review the transcnpt and where necessary,
edit it to ensure it accurately reflects what was said in the meeting or
teleconference. Corrections are only necessary for errors that affect the

meaning of the text of the transcript. The petition manager is not
expected to correct inconsequential errors. (11)

After editing, the petition manager will ensure that the transcript gets
" the same distribution (petxtxoner, licensee, publicly available, etc.) as

the original petition. For meetmgs, this step should be accomplished by
attaching the transcript to a brief "meeting summary. For

- teleconferences, the petition manager may attach the transcript to a

memorandum to file. (12)

10
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Criteria for Petition Evaluation (c)

The staff will use the criteria discussed in this section to determine
" whether or not a petition should be considered under 10 CFR 2.206 and
whether or not similar petitions should be consolidated.

Criteria for Reviewing Petitions Under 10 CFR 2.206 1

“The staff will review a petition under the requirements of 10 CFR 2.206
if the request meets all of the following criteria—(a)

» The petition contains a request for enforcement-related action
such as xssumg an order modifying, suspending, or revoking a
license, issuing a notice of violation, with or without a proposed civil
penalty, etc. (i)

e The facts that constitute the bases for taking the particular action
are specified. The pentio'ne'r must provide some element of support
beyond the bare assertion. The suppomng facts must be credible
and sufficient to warrant further inquiry. (if) -

e There is no NRC proceeding available in which the petitioner is or
: could be a party and through which the petitioner’s concerns could
be addressed. If there is a proceeding available, for example, if a
. petitioner raises an issue that he or she has raised or could raise in
anongoing licensing proceeding, the staff will inform the petitioner
of the ongoing proceeding and will not treat the request under

10 CFR 2.206. (ux) '

An exception to the ﬁrst two criteria is any petmon to intervene and
request for hearing in a licensing proceeding that is referred to the
10 CFR 2.206 process in accordance with 10 CFR 2.1205(1)(2). These
referrals may be made when the petltlon does not satisfy the legal
requirements for a hearing or intervention and the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel or the Presxdmg Officerdetermines that referral
to the 10 CFR 2.206 process is appropriate. For these referrals, the
* . substantive issues in the request for a hearing or intervention will be
Tead as an implicit request for ‘eriforcement-related action, thus
" satisfying the criteria for treatment under the 10 CFR 2.206 review

,process (b)
_ Criteria for Rejecting Petmons Under 10 CFR 2 206 (2)

The staff will not review a petmop under 10 CFR 2.206, whether
specifically cited or not, under the following circumstances—

Approved July 1, 1999 ‘ :
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Criteria for Petition Evaluation (c) (continued)

~ Criteria for Re_lectmg Petitions Under 10 CFR 2 206 (2) (continued)

The mcommg correspondence does not ask for an
enforcement-related action or fails to provide sufficient facts to
support the petition but simply alleges wrongdoing, violations of
NRC regulations, or existence of safety concerns. The request
cannot- be simply a general statement of opposition to nuclear
power or a general assertion without supporting facts (e.g., the
quality assurance at the facility isinadequate). These assertions will
be treated as routine correspondence or as allegations that will be
referred for appropriate action in accordance with MD 8.8,
“Management of Allegations.” (a)

" The 'petitioner raises issues that have 'already been the subject of

NRC staff review and evaluation. either on that facility, other
similar facilities, or on a generic basis, for which a resolution has
been achieved, the issues have been resolved, and the resolution is
applicable to the facility in question. This would include requests to
reconsider or reopen a previous enforcement action (including a
decision not to initiate an enforcement action) or a director’s
decision. These requests will not be treated as a 2.206 petition
unless they present significant new information. (b)

The request is to deny a license application or amendment. This
type of request should initially be addressed in the context of the
relevant licensing action, not under 10 CFR 2.206. (c)

The request addresses deficiencies within e:&sﬁng NRC rules. This
type of requestshould be addressed as a petition for rulemaking. (d)

Criteria for Consolidating Petitions (3)

Generally, all requests submitted by different individuals will be
treated and evaluated separately. When two or more petitions request
action against the same licensee, specify essentially the same bases,
provide adequate supporting information, and are submitted at about
the same time, PRB will consider the benefits of consolidating the
petitions against the potential of diluting the i importance of anypetition
and recommend whether or not consolidation is appropriate. The
assxgned office director will determine whether or not to consohdate
the petitions.

12
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PRB Meeting (D)

PRB ensures that an appropriate petition review process is followed.
The purposes of the PRB process are to—(1)

Determine whether or not the petitioner’s request meets the
criteria for review as a 10 CFR 2.206 petition (see Part III(C) of this

~ handbook)(a) -

Determine whether or not the petitioner should be offered or
informed of an alternative process (e.g., consideration of issues as .
allegations, consideration of issues in a pending license proceeding, -
or rulemaking) (b)

Determine whether'th_ere is a need for any immediate actions
(whether requested ornot) (¢)

_ Establish a schedulé for responding to the petitioner so that a

commitment is made by management and the technical review staff
to respond to the petition in‘a timely manner (see Part IV of this
handbook for gmdance regarding schedules) (@

Address the possrb_lhty_of issuing a partlal director’s decision (€)

Determine whether or not the petition should be consolidated with
another petition (f) |

Determine whether or not referral to OI or OIG is appropriate (g)

Determine whether ornot there isa need for OGCto participate in
the review (h)

Determine whether ot not the lrcensee should be requested to
respond to the petition (1)

Determine whether or not the petmon is sufficiently complex that
additional review board meetings should be scheduled to ensure
that smtable progress 1s berng made (_])

. ... The PRB meetlng isaclosed meetmg, separate from any meeting with

. the .petitioner :and the licensee, during which the PRB members

. develop their recommendations with respect to the petition. At the
- .. meeting, the petition manager briefs PRB on the petitioner’s
. Tequest(s), any background information, the need for an independent
technical review, and a proposed plan for resolution, including target
completion dates. The petition manager, with the assistance of the

Ap;rroved: July 1, 1999
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PRB Meeting (D) (continued)

Agency 2206 Petition Coordinator, ensures appropriate
documentation of all PRB recommendations in the summary of the
PRB meeting. (2)

The OGC representative provides legal review and advice on 10 CFR
2.206 petitions. OGC may be assigned as the responsible office for the

' revxew, if appropriate. (3)

‘Informing the Petitioner of the Results (E)

After PRB meets, and before issuing the acknowledgment letter, the
petition manager will ensure that appropriate levels of management
(as determined by the assigned office) are informed of the board’s

. recommendations and that they concur. The petitionmanager will then

inform the petitioner by telephone as to whether or not the petition

. meets the criteria for review under 10 CFR 2.206, of the disposition of

any requests for immediate action, of how the review will proceed, and
that an acknowledgment letter is forthcoming. If the staff plans to take
an action that is contrary to an immediate action requested in the
petition before issuing the acknowledgment letter, the petition
manager must notify the petitioner promptly by telephone of the
pending staff action. An example of a contrary action would be if NRC
permitted restart of a facility when the petitioner had requested that

restart not be permitted. The petitioner will not be advised of any

wrongdoing investigation being conducted by OI or OIG.

Meetmg With the Petitioner ()

After mformmg the petitioner of the pertinent PRB recommendations,

‘the petition manager will offer the petitioner an opportunity to

comment on the recommendations.. This opportunity will be in the
form of a meeting or teleconference between the petitioner and the
PRB. If the petitioner accepts this offer, the petition manager will
establish a mutually agreeable date for the meeting or teleconference
with the petitioner. The petition manager also will invite the licensee to
participate’ and will coordinate the .schedules and dates with the
licensee. The meeting or teleconference should be scheduled so as not
to adversely affect the established petition review schedule. (1)

14
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Meeting With the Petitioner () (continued)

This meeting or teleconference, if held, is an opportunity for the

petitioner to prov:de any relevant additional explanation and support

~ forthe request inlight of PRB’s recommendations. The PRB members

may ask questions to clanfy the petitioner’s request. If staff decisions

on any of the petmoner s immediate action requests are required

before the petitioner’s presentation can be scheduled, those decisions

will not be delayed. The format of the meeting .or teleconference,

application of MD 3.5, transcnptlon, etc., and the requirements to edit

- .and distribute the transcnpt are the same as for a meeting or
teleconference held pnor to the PRB’s review of the petition. (2)

After this discussion, PRB will consider the need to modify any of its
recommendations. The final recommendations will be included in the
acknowledgment letter. The acknowledgment letter will address any
‘comments the petitioner made concerning -the initial PRB
‘recommendations and the staff’s response. The petitioner will be
notified promptly of staff decisions on any immediate action requests.
If the petitioner presents significant new information to the staff, PRB
may determine that thisnew information constitutes a new petition that
will be treated separately from the initial petition. (3)

The reqmrements for scheduhng and holdmg the petitioner presentation
may impact the established time goals for i 1ssumg the acknowledgment
letter. These impacts should be kept to a minimum. (4)

Response to the Petitioner ()

After PRB finalizes ltS recommendations, the petltlon manager
prepares a written response to the petitioner.

" Requests That Do Not Meet the Criteria (1)

If PRB, with office-level management ooncurrence, determines that the
petition does not meet the criteria for review as a 10 CFR 2.206 petition,
the petition manager then prepares a letter that (1) explains why the
request is not being reviewed under 10 CFR 2.206; (2) responds, to the
extent possible at that time, to the issues in the petitioner’s request; and
(3) explains what further actions, if any, the staff intends to take in
response to the request (e.g.; treat it as an allegation or routine
correspondence). See Exhibit 3 for an example. (a)

" The. petition manager will attach . the original petition and any
- enclosure(s) to the Reading File copy of the letter. (b)

Approved: July 1, 1999 .
(Revised: October 25, 2000) 15



Al

Volume 8, Licensee Oversight Programs
Rev1ew Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions
Handbook 8.11 Part III

Response to the Petitioner (G) (continued)

' Requests That Meet the Criteria (2)

If the PRB finds that the petition meets the criteria for review as a
10CFR 2206 petition, the petition manager prepares an
acknowledgment letter and associated Federal Register notice (see
Exhibits 4 and 5). The letter should acknowledge the petitioner’s
efforts in bringing issues to the staff’s attention. If the petition contains
a request for immediate action by the NRC, such as a request for
immediate suspension of facility operation until final action is takenon
the request, the acknowledgment letter must explain the staff’s
response to the immediate action requested and the basis for that

' response. (a)

The petition manager ensures that a copy of this management directive
and of the pamphlet “Public Petition Process,” prepared by the Office
of Public Affairs, are included with the acknowledgment letter. The
acknowledgment letter also should include the name and telephone
number . of the petition manager, 1dent1fy the technical staff
organizational units that will participate in the review, and provide the
planned schedule for the staff’s review. A copy of the acknowledgment
letter must be sent to the appropriate licensee and the docket service

list(s). (b)

The petition manager will attach the original 2.206 petition and any
enclosure(s) to the Reading File copy of the acknowledgment letter. (¢)

In rare cases the staff may be prepared to respond to the merits of the
petition immediately. In this case, the staff can combine the functions
of the acknowledgment letter and the director’s decision into one
document. A similar approach would be taken in combining the
associated Federal Register notices. (d) .

Sendmg Documents to the Petitioner &)

If the PRB determines that the request is a 2.206 petition, then the
petition manager will—(1)

° Add the petitioner to the service list(s) for the topic (if one exists).
Add the petitioner to the headquarters and reglonal service lists for
the licensee(s) that is(are) the subject of the petition. (a)

16
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Sending Documents to the Petitioner (1) (continued)

e Request the licensee to send copies of any future correspondence
related to the petition to the petmoner, with due regard for
proprietary, safeguards, and other sensitive information. (b)

o To the extent that the petition manager is aware of these documents,
ensure that the petitioner is placed on distribution for other NRC -
correspondence relating to the issues raised in the petition, including
relevant generic letters or bulletins that are issued during the
pendency of the NRC’s consideration of the petition. This does not
include NRC correspondence or documentation related to an OI or
OIG investigation, which will not be released outside NRC without
the approval of the Director, O], or the IG, respectively. ()

These three actions wﬂl remain in effect until 90 days after the
director’s decision is issued if the petitioner desires it. (2)

Supplements to the Petition (1)

A petitioner will sometimes submit a supplement to his or her petition.
The petition manager .will review the supplement promptly and
determine whether or not_it contains allegations or sensitive
_information. If the supplement appears to contain information of this
nature, the petition manager must, obtain the agreement of the
petitioner as to how these issues will be handled (1 e.,asan allegatlon or
not) and document the petitioner’s agreement in wntmg, usually in the
form of a memorandum to file. If all or part of the supplement istreated
as an allegation, this fact- will be documented in the allegation
acknowledgment letter (see MD 8.8, “Management of Allegations”).
See Part II(C) of this handbook for more detailed information. (1)

The petition manager w111 also ensure the supplement receives the
same distribution as the petition and will forward a copy of the
supplement to the PRB members. The PRB members will review the
supplement and determine whether they need to meet formally to
discuss it and, if so, whether or not to offer the petitioner an opportunity
to discuss the supplement with the PRB members before the board
reviews the supplement (see Part III(B) of this handbook). In deciding
_ whether a formal PRB meeting is needed, the PRB members will
* * consider the safety significance and complenty of the information in
the supplement ‘Clarifications of previous information will generally
not reqmre anew PRBmeeting. If a new PRB meeting is not convened,
the petition manager will include the supplement in the ongoing
petition review and no further action is necessary. (2)
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Supplements to the Petition (1) (continued)

If a new PRB meeting is convened, the PRB members will determine
whether or not—(3)

o There is a need for any immediate actions (whether requested or

not) (a)

e The supplement should be consolidated with the existing
petition (b)

o To issue a partial director’s decision (c)
o Referral to OI or OIG is appropriate (d)

e To revise the review schedule for the petition based on the
supplement (see Part IV of this handbook for guidance regarding
schedules) (e) :

* To send an acknowledgment letter for the supplement. (An
acknowledgment letter should be sent if the supplement provides
s:gmﬁcant new information, causes the staff to reconsider a

_ previous determination, or requires a schedule change beyond the
original 120-day goal. See Part III(G) of this handbook for
information on acknowledgment letters.) (f)

o To offer the petitioner a meeting or teleconference with PRB to

discuss its recommendations with respect to the supplement. (See
Part ITI(F) of this handbook for information on this type of meeting
or teleconference.) ®

If the staff determines that the schedule for the petition must be
extended beyond the original 120-day goal as a result of the

supplement, the assigned office should send an'acknowledgment letter

to the petitioner, reset the 120-day clock to the date of the new
acknowledgment letter, and inform the Office of the Executive
Director for Operations (OEDO). (4)

I PRB determines that the supplement will betreated as a new petition
(i.e., not consolidated with the existing petition), the assigned office

' must contact OEDO and obtain a new tracking number in the Work

Item Tracking System. (5)

18
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Part IV

Petltlon ReV1ew Act1v1t1es

Rev1ewmg the Petltlon (A)
_ ‘Interofﬂce Coordmatlon 1)

The petltlon manager coordmates -all information required for the
petition review. The petition manager also advises his or her
management of the need for review and advice from the Office of the
General Counsel (OGC) regarding a petition in special cases. When
. ‘appropriate, an Associate Director in the Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, a Division Director in the Office of Nuclear Material
- i Safety and Safeguards, or the Director of the Office of Enforcement
‘ requests OGC mvolvement through the OGC special counsel assigned

to 2.206 matters. (a)

All information related to a Wrongdoing investigation by the Office of
" Investigations (OI) or the Office of the Inspector General (OIG), or
. even the fact that-an investigation is being conducted, will receive
limited distribution within NRC and will not be released outside NRC
without the approval of the Director, OI, or the IG, respectively (see
- Management Directive (MD):8.8).:Within NRC, access to _this
information is limited to those having a need-to-know. Regardmg a
+ 2.206 petition, the assigned office director, or his designee, maintains
- copies. of any documents: required and ensures that no copies of
documents related to an OI or OIG investigation are placed in the
docket file or the Agencywide Documents'Access and Management
System (ADAMS) without the approval of the Director, OI or the IG, .
respectlvely (b)

Approved: July1,1999 .
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Reviewing the Petition (A) (continued)

Schedule )

Request for Licensee Input (2)

If appropriate, the petition manager will request the licensee to
provide a voluntary response to the NRC on the issues specified in the
petition, usually within 30 days. This staff request will usually be made
in writing. The petition manager will advise the licensee that the NRC
will make the licensee’s response publicly available and remind the
licensee to provide a copy of the response to the petitioner. The
licensee may voluntarily submit information relative to the petition,
even if the NRC staff has not requested any such information. (a)

Unless necessary for NRC’s proper' evaluation of the petitibﬁ, the

licensee should avoid using proprietary- or personal privacy
information that requires protection from public disclosure. If such
information is necessary to respond to the petition completely, the
petition manager ensures the information is protected in accordance
with 10 CFR 2.790. (b)

Technical Review Meeting With the Petitioner (3) -

A technical review meeting with the petitioner will be held whenever
the staff believes that such a meeting (whether requested by the
petitioner, the licensee, or the staff) would be beneficial to the staff’s
review of the petition. Meeting guidance is provided in MD 3.5. The
petition managerwill ensure that the meeting doesnot compromise the
protection of sensitive information. A meeting will not be held simply

‘because the petitioner claims to have additional information and will

not present it in any other forum.
Additional Pétition Review Board (PRB) Meetings (4)

Additional PRB meetings may be scheduled for complex issues.
Additional meetings also may be appropriate if the petition manager
finds that significant changes must be made to the original plan for the
resolution of the petition.

The first goal is to issue the proposed director’s decision for comment
within 120 days after issuing the acknowledgment letter. The proposed
director’s decision for uncomplicated petitions should be issued in less
than 120 days. The second goal is to issue the director’s decision within
45 days of the end of the comment period for the proposed

20
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Schedltle (B) (contivnued)

director’s decision. The actual schedule should be shorter if the

. number and complexity of the comments allow. The Office of the
Executive Director for Operatlons (OEDO) tracks the first target date,
and any change of the date requires approval by the EDO. The petition
manager monitors the progress of any | OI investigation and related
.enforcement actions. Enforcement actions that are prerequisites to a
director’s decision should be. expedited and completed in time to meet
the 120-day goal. Investigations by Ol and OIG associated with
petitions should be expedited to the extent practicable. However, the
goal of issuing the proposed director’s decision for comment within 120
days after issuing the acknowledgment letter applies only to petitions
whose review schedules are within the staff’s control. If issues in a
petition are the subject of an investigation by Ol or OIG, or areferral to
the Department of Justice (DOJ), or if NRC decides to await a
Department of Labor decision, the clock for the 120-day goal is stopped
for the portion of the petition awaiting disposition by those
organizations. The clock will start again when the staff receives the
results of the investigation. If the staff can respond to some portions of
the petition without the results of the investigation, then a proposed
partial director’s decision should be issued for comment within the
original 120.days. When the staff receives the results of the
investigation, it will promptly develop and issue a proposed final
director’s decision for comment. See Part V of this handbook for a
discussion of partial director’s decisions. (1)

- If the proposed director’s decision cannot be issued in 120 days for
other reasons (e.g., very complex issues), the appropriate level of
management in the assigned office. determines the need for an

. -extension of the schedule and requests the extension from the EDO. In

. addition, the petition manager will contact the petitioner promptly to
explain the reason(s) for the delay and will maintain a record of the
contact (2)

After the comment penod closesona proposed director’s decision, the

‘assigned office- will review thé comments received and provide the

" schedule to issue’the director’s decision to the Agency 2.206 Petition
- 'Coordlnator for mcluswn in the next status report €))

Approvcd July 1, 1999 :
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Keeping the Petitioner Informed (c)

The petition manager ensures that the petitioner is notified at least
every 60 days of the status of the petltlon or more frequently if a
significant action occurs. If a significant action will be reported in the
monthly status rep01_'t prepared by  the Agency 2.206 Petition
Coordinator, the petition manager will inform the petitioner before the
status report is issued. The petition manager makes the status reports
to the petitioner by telephone. The petition manager should speak
directly to the petitioner if reasonably possible. The petition manager
keeps up-to-date on the status of the petition so that reasonable detail
can be provided with the status reports. However, the status report to
the pétitioner will not indicate——

e An ongoing OI or OIG mvestxgatxon, unless. approved by the
Director, OI, or the IG (1) :

e The refpn‘al of the matter to DOJ (2)
e Enforcement action under consideration (3)

Updates to Management
and the Public (p)

Ona monthly basis, the Agency 2.206 Petition Coordinator will contact
all petition managers reminding them to prepare a status report
regarding 2.206 petitionsin their offices. The petition managers should
e-mail the status report for each open petition; with the exception of
sensitive information as described below, to “Petition.” The Agency
2.206 Petition Coordinator combines all the status reports, including
staff performance metrics for petitions processed under 10 CFR 2.206
for the currentyear, in a monthly report to the EDO from the Associate
Director, Project Licensing and Technical Analysis. The Agency 2. 206
Petition Coordinator also ensures the document is added to ADAMS
and made publicly available and e-mails a copy to “NRCWEB” for
placement on the NRC’s Web site. (1) -

Ifthe status of the petition includessensitive information that mayneed
to be protected from disclosure, the petition manager will so indicate in
the e-mail and in the status reportitself. Sensitive informationincludes

. safeguards or facility security information, proprietary or confidential

commercial information, information - relating to an ongoing
investigation of wrongdoing or enforcement actions under
development, or information about referral of matters to the DOJ and
should be handled in accordance with MD 12.6, “NRC Sensitive

Unclassified Information Security Program.” The Agency 2.206 -

22
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Updates to Management
and the Public (D) (continued)

Petition Coordinator will protect this information from disclosure by
placing the affected status report(s) in a separate enclosure to the
status report, clearly marking the status report to the EDO, and
redacting the sensitive information from the version of the report that is
made public. (2)

The NRC’s Web site provides the up-to-date status of pending 2.206
petitions, director’s decisions issued, and other related information.
The NRC external Web site (htip: //www nre.gov) is accessible via the
World Wide Web, and documents related to petitions may be found on
the “Public Involvement” page under the section on Petitions.
Director’s decisions are also published "in NRC Issuances
(NUREG-0750). (3)

Approved: July 1, 1999
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PartV

The Director’s Decision

Content and Format (a)

The petition manager prepares the proposed director’s decision on the
petition and the associated Federal Register notice for the office
director’s consideration, including coordination with the appropriate
staff supporting the review. See Exhibits 6 and 7 for a sample director’s
decision with cover letter and the associated Federal Register notice,
respectively. The petition manager will also prepare letters to the
petitioner and the licensee that will enclose the proposed director’s
decision and request comments on it (see Exhibit 8). These letters will
be routed with the director’s decision for concurrence. (1)

The director’s decision will clearly describe the issues raised by the
petitioner, provide a discussion of the safety significance of the issues,
and clearly explain the staff’s disposition for each issue. The petition
manager will bear in mind the broader audience (i.e., the public) when
preparing the explanation of technical issues. Refer to the NRC Plain
Language Action Plan, available on the internal Web site, for further
guidance. In addition, the petition manager will ensure that any
documents referenced in the decision are available to the public. If a
partial director’s decision was issued previously, the final director’s
decision will refer to, but does not have to repeat the content of, the
partial director’s decision. After management’s review, the petition
manager incorporates any proposed revisions in the decision. (2)

If appropriate, the decision and the transmittal letter for the director’s
decision or partial director’s decision should acknowledge that the
petitioner identified valid issues and should specify the corrective
actions that have been or will be taken to address these issues,
notwithstanding that some or all of the petitioner’s specific requests for
action have not been granted. (3)
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Content and Format (A) (continued)-

If the Office of Invesngatlons (OI) has completed its 1nvest1gat10n ofa

" potential wrongdoing issue and the matter has been referred to the -

Department of Justice (DOJ), the petition managerwill contact Ol and
the Office of Enforcement (OE) to ¢oordifiate NRC’s actions. For
petitions assigned to the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR),

. the petition manager also will contact the NRR Senior Enforcement

—/ Final Versus Pa

Coordinator. The staff may need to withhold action on the petition in
keepmg with the Memorandum of Understanding with DOJ. (4)

If the results of a wrongdomg investigation by OI in relation to the
petition are available, the staff will consider these results in completing
the action on the petition. OI must concur in the accuracy and
characterization of the OI findmgs and conclusions that are used in the
decision. (5)

The petition manager will obtain OE’s review of the director’s decision
for potential enforcement implications. For petitions assigned to NRR,
the petition manager also will provide a copy of the director’s decision
to the NRR Senior Enforcement Coordmator (6)

rtial Director’s Dec1s1ons (B)

The staff will consider preparmg a partial director’s decision when
some of the issues associated with the 2.206 petition are resolved in
advance of other issues and if significant schedule delays are
ant1c1pated before resolution of the entire petition. (1) -

The format content, and method of processing a partial director’s
decision are the same ‘as that of a director’s decision (as described
above) and an accompanying Federal Regzster notice would still be
prépared (see Exhibit 7). However, the partial director’s decision
should clearly mdlcate those portions of the petition that remain open,
explain the reasons for the delay to the extent practical, and provide the
staff’s schedule for the final director’s decision. If all of the issues in the
petition can be resolved together, then the director’s decision will

-address all of the issues. (2) | o
Grantmg the Petition c). SR

Once the staffhas determmed that the petmonwﬂl be granted, inwhole
or in part, the petition manager will prepare a “Director’s Decision

- Under 10 CFR 2.206” for the office director’s signature. The decision

will explain the bases upon which the petition has been granted and
identify the actions that NRC staff has taken or will take to grant all or
that portion of the petition.-The decision also should desb_xibe any

- Approved: July 1,1999 : ' .
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Granting the Petition (C) (continued) |

actions the .licensee took voluntarily that address aspects of the
petition. The Commission may grant a request forenforcement-related
action, in whole or in part, and also may take other action to satisfy the
concerns raised by the petition. A petition is characterized as being
granted in part when the NRC grants only some of the actions
requested and/or takes actions other than those requested to address
the underlying problem. If the petition is granted in full, the director’s
decision will explain the bases for granting the petition and state that
the Commission’s action resulting from the director’s decision is
outlined in the Commission’s - order or other appropriate
communication. Ifthe petition is grantedin part, the director’sdecision
will clearly indicate the portions of the petition that are being denied
and the staff’s bases for the demal

Denying the Pet;_tnon (D)

. Once the staff has determined that the petition will be denied, the

petition manager will prepare a “Director’s Decision Under 10 CFR
2.206” for the office director’s signature. The decision will explain the
bases for the denial and discuss all matters raised by the petitioner in

support of the request.

Issuing the Propbsed Director’s
Decision for Comment ()

After the assigned office director has concurred in the proposed
director’s decision, the petition manager will issue the letters to the
petitioner and the licensee enclosmg the proposed director’s decision
and requesting comments on it. The letters, with the enclosure, will be
made available to the public through the Agencywide Documents
Access and Management System (ADAMS). (1)

The intent of this step is to give the petitioner and the licensee an
opportunity to identify errors in the decision. The letters will request a
response within a set period of time, nominally 2 weeks. The amount of

time allowed for the response may be adjusted depending on

circumstances. Forexample, forvery complextechnical issues it maybe
appropriate to allow more time for the petitioner and licensee to
develop their comments. The letters, mcludmg the proposed director’s
decision, should be transmitted to the re c1p1ents electronically or by
fax, if possible. (2)
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Comment Disposition ()

After the comment period closes on the proposed director’s decision,
the assigned office will review the comments received and provide the
schedule to issue the director’s decision to the Agency 2.206 Petition
Coordinator for inclusion in the next status report. The petition
manager will then evaluate any comments received on the proposed
~ decision, obtaining the assistance of the technical staff, as appropriate.
Although the staff requested comments from only the petitioner and
the licensee, comments from other sources (e.g., other members of the
public) may be received. ‘These additional comments should be
addressed in the same manner as the comments from the petitioner and
licensee. A copy of the comments received and the associated staff
responses will be included in the director’s decision. An attachment to
the decision will generally be used for this purpose. (1) .

If no comments are recerved on the proposed decision, the petition
managerwill include in the director’sdecisiona reference to the letters
that requested comments and a statement that no comments were
received. (2) ' :

If the comments from the petitioner mclude new information, the
petition review board will be reconvened to determine whether to treat
the new information as part of the current petition or as a new
petition. (3)

Issumg the Dlrector s Dec1smn (G)

 Adecision under 10 CFR 2.206 consists of a letter to the petitioner, the
director’s decision, and the Federal Register notice. The petition

. manager will obtain a director’s decision number (i.c., DD-YY-XX)
from the Office of the Secretary (SECY). A director’s decrslon number
is assrgned to each director’s decision in numerical sequence. This
number is included on the letter to the petitioner, the director’s
decision, and the Federal Regzster notice. Note that the director’s
decision itself is not published in the Federal Register; only the notice of
its availability, containing a summary of the substance of the decision, is
published (see Exhibits 6 and 7) (1)

The petition manager \ will prepare a letter to transmit the director’s
decision to the petitioner and will also prepare the associated Federal
Register notice. If the staff’s response to the petition involves issuing an
order, the petition managerwrllprepare aletter to transmitthe orderto

. the licensee. The petition manager also will include a copy of the order
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Issuing the Director’s Decision (G) (continued)

in the letter to the petitioner. When the director’s decision has been
signed, the petition manager will promptly send a copy of the decision,
electronically or by fax if possible, to the petitioner. Copies of the
director’s decision and Federal Register notice that are sent to the
licensee and individuals on the service list(s) are dispatched
simultaneously with the petitionér’s copy. Before dispatching the
director’s decision (or partial decision), the petition manager will
inform the petitioner of the imminent issuance of the decision and the
substance of the decision. The petition manager will also ask the
petitioner whether he or she wishes to continue receiving documents
related to the petition. (2)

The assigned office director will sign the cover letter, the director’s
decision, and the Federal Register notice. After the notice is signed, the
staff forwards it to the Rules and Directives Branch, Office of
Administration (ADM/DAS/RDB), for transmittal to the Office of the
Federal Register for pubhcatlon The staff shall NOT include a copy of

- the director’s decision in the package that is sent to RDB. RDB only

forwards the Federal Register notice to be published. (3)

Administrative Issues (i)

The administrative staff of the assigned office will review the 10 CFR
2.206 package before it is dispatched and determine appropriate
distribution. The administrative staff also will immediately (same day)
hand -carry the listed material to the following offices (in the case of the
petitioner, promptly dispatch the copies.}—(1)

e Rulemakings and Adjudications staff, SECY (a)
» Five copies of the director’s decision (i)

» Two courtesy copies of the entire decision package including
the distribution and service lists (ii)

» Two copies of the incoming petition and any supplement(s) (iii)
e Petitioner (b)

- Signed original letter (i)

- Signed director’s decision (ii)

« A copy of the Federal Register notice (iii)
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Administrative Issues (H) (continued)

Chief, Rules and Directives Branch (c)

« Original signed Federal Register notice only (do not include
the director’s decision) (i)

-~ Five paper copies of the notice (ii)

e+ Adisk thh a WordPerfect file that contains the Federal
Register notice (iii) -

The staff must fulfill these requirements promptly because the
Commission has 25 calendar days from the date of the decision to
determine whether or not the director’s decision should be
reviewed. (2)

The staff will use the following guidelines when distributing copies
internally and externally—(3)

When action on a 2.206 petition is completed the petition manager
will ensure that all publiclyreleasable documentation is available to
the public in ADAMS. (a)

The assxgned office will determine the appropriate individuals and
offices to include on the distribution list. (b)

The administrative staff of the assigned office will complete the
following actions within 2 working days of issuance of the director’s
decision: (4)

Provide one paper copy of the director’s decision to the special
counsel in the Office of the General Counsel assigned to 2.206
matters. (a)

E-mail the final version of the director’s decision to the NRC
Issuances (NRCI) Project Officer, Publishing Services Branch (PSB),
Office of the Chief Information Officer (OCIO). If other information
(opinions, partial information (such as errata), or footnotes) is
included in the e-mail, clearly identify the director’s decision number
at the beginning of each file to avoid administrative delays and
improve the technical production schedule for proofreading, editing,
and composing the documents. In addition, send two paper copies of
the signed director’s decision to the NRCI Project Officer. (b)

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Administrative Issues (H) (continued)

e E-mail a signed, dated, and numbered copy of the director’s
decision to “NRCWEB?” for posting on the NRC’s Web site. (c)

The petmon manager will prepare headnotes, which are a summary of
the petition, consisting of no more than a few paragraphs describing
what the petition requested and how the director’s decision resolved or
closed out the petition. The petition manager will e-mail the headnotes
to the NRCI Project Officer, PSB, OCIO, for monthly publication in

the NRC Issuances, NUREG-0750. The headnotes should reach PSB-

before the 5th day of the month following the issuance of the director’s
decision. (5)

Finally, 90 days after issuance of the director’s decision, the petition
manager will remove the petitioner’s name from distribution and/or
the service list(s) and inform the licensee that it may also stop sending
documents associated with the petition to the petitioner. (6)

Commlssmn Actions (1)

SECY will inform the Commission of the.availability of the director’s .

decision. The Commission, at its discretion, may determine to review
the director’s decision within 25 days of the date of the decision and
may direct the staff to take some other action than that in the director’s
decision. If the Commission does not act on the director’s decision

. within 25 days (unless the Commission extends the review time), the

director’s decision becomes the final agency action and SECY sends a
letter to the petitioner informing the petitioner that the Commission
has taken no further action on the petition.
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Exhibit 1
Simplified 2.206 Process Flow Chart (continued) -
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Exhxblt 2
Petxtlon Manager Checklist

Review the petition for allegations and sensitive mateljial. If sensitive, prevent releasing the document
to the public. Also determine whether or not any immediate actions requested require expedited staff
response.

Contact the petitioner and discuss the public nature of the process. Offer a pre-PRB meeting or telecon
to the petitioner.

Send a copy of the incoming petition to the licensee and Document Control Desk (Public), with
redactions as appropriate.

If a pre-PRB mceting or telecon is held, notice it (méeting only) and arrange for it to be recorded and
transcribed (meeting or telecon). Arrange the meeting and the PRB meeting which will follow it.

Prepare a PRB presentation. Include the following information:

— Does the requ;:st meet the criteria for review under 2.206?'

— What are the issues and their significance?

— Isthere a need for immediate action (whether requested or not)?

— Is there a need for OE, O], OIG, or OGC involvement?

— What is your recommended approach to the response?

— What schedule is proposed? | o

Hold the pre-_PRB meeti'ng or telecon.

Address the PRB at its meeting.

Ensure assigned office niénagemerif agreés with -the> PRB re.'c'onim'endétions.
Inform the petitioner of the PRB recommendations. Offer a post-PRB meeting.

If a post-PRB meeting or telecon is held, notice it (meetmg only) and arrange for it to be recorded and
transcribed. Arrange the meeting and the PRB meeting which will follow it

Hold the post-PRB meeting or telecon.

Address the PRB at its meeting.

Pfépai’é a meeting summary f§r"ﬁ1é prei:aﬁd poét-PRB r'xieétings, if held. This step is not recjﬁiréd fora
telecon. .

Ensure the transcripts of the pre- and pdSt-P]iB‘.meet'ings or teleo'ofns, if held, are added to ADAMS
and made publicly available. For meetings, this step can be done using the meeting summary.
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Exhibit 2 (continued)

[0 Ensure assigned office management agrees with the PRB final recommendations.

O If the assigned office’s management agrees with the PRB that the request is not a 2.206 petition, send a
letter to the petitioner, treat any open issues under the appropriate process (e.g., rulemaking). Stop
here.

If the assigned office’s management agrees with the PRB that the request is a 2.206 petition, continue
with this checklist.

Add petitioner to appropriate service list(s).

Issue acknowledgment letter and associated Federal Regi.sier notice.

If licensee input is needed, send a written request.

If further petitioner input is needed, arrange for a technical review meeting.

Make periodic status updates to the petitioner.

O o 0o o o

Prepare the director’s decision, addressing:

‘= [Each of the petitioners’ issues
— The safety significance of each issue
— The staff’s evaluation of each issue and actions taken

O Ensure all referenced documents are added to ADAMS and made publicly available.

0

Send the proposed director’s decision to the petitioner and licensee for comment.

O After the comment period closes, give the schedule for the director’s decision to the Agency 2.206
Petition Coordinator for inclusion in the next status report.

O Include comments received and their resolution in the director’s decision.
O Prepare the Federal Register notice for the director’s decision.
O Assoon as the director’s decision is signed:

— Inform the petitioner of the substance of the decision and that issuance is imminent.

— Hand-carry two full coples ofthe package (including the mcommg(s) and distribution and service lists)
‘ and five additional oopxes to the Rulemakings and Adjudication Staff in SECY

- Hand-carrythe original signed Federal Register notice (ONLY), five copies of the notice, and a disk with
the notice on it, to the Rules and Directives Branch. Do NOT mclude the director’s dccxsnon in this
package. -

Approved: July 1, 1999
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EXhibit 2 (continued)

Immediately dispatch the signed origihal letter and decision and a copy of the Federal Register notice to
the petitioner. ' ‘ .

Within 2 working days of issuing the Director’s decision:

Provide a copy of the director’s decision to the OGC special counsel assigned to 2.206 matters.

E-mail and send two paper copies of the director’s decision to the NRC Issuances Project Officer in
OCIO. :

E-mail a signed, dated, and numbered copy of the director’s decision to “NRCWEB.”

E-mail headnotes on the petition to the NRC Issuances Project Officer in OCIO.

Approved: July 1, 1999 :
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Exhibit 3

Sample Closure Letter for Requests
That Are Not 2.206 Petitions

[Petitioner’s Name]
[Petitioner’s Address]

Dear Mr. :

Your petition dated [insert date] and addressed to the [insert addressee] has been referred
to the Office of [insert] pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s regulations. You
request [state petitioner’s requests]. As the basis for your request, you state that [insert
basis for request].

[You met with our petition review board (PRB) on [insert date] to discuss your petition.
The results of that discussion have been considered in the PRB’s determination regarding
your request for immediate action and whether or not the petition meets the criteria for
consideration under 10 CFR 2.206]. OR [Our petition review board has reviewed your
submittal]. The staff has concluded that your submittal does not meet the criteria for

_consideration under 10 CFR 2.206 because [explain our basis, addressing all aspects of the
submittal and making reference to the appropriate criteria in this MD].

[Provide the staff’s response, if available, to the issues raised]. AND/OR [Explain what
further actions, if any, the staff intends to take in response to the request (e.g., treat it as
an allegation or routine correspondence)].

Thank you for bringing these issues to the attention of the NRC.

Sincerely,

[Insert Division Director’s Name]
[Office of [insert Office Name]

Docket Nos. [ ]

cc: [Licensee (w/copy of incoming 2.206 request) & Service List]

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Exhibit 4
Sample Acknowledgment Letter

[Petitioner’s Name]
[Petitioner’s Address]

Dear Mr. :

Your petition dated [insert date] and addressed to the [insert addressee] has been referred
to me pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s regulations. You request [state
petitioner’s requests). As the basis for your request, you state that [insert basis for
request]. I would like to express my sincere appreciation for your effort in bringing these
matters to the attention of the NRC.

[You met with our Petmon Review Board (PRB) on [insert date] to discuss your petition.
The results of that discussion have been considered in the PRB’s determination regardmg
[your request for immediate action and in establishing] the scheduile for the review of your
petition]. Your request to [insert request for immediate action] at [insert faclllty name] is
[granted or denied] because [staff to provide explanation].

As provided by Section 2.206, we will take action on your request within a reasonable time.
I have assigned [first and last name of petition manager] to be the petition manager for
your petition. Mr. [last name of petltlon manager] can be reached at [301-415-extension of

* petition manager] Your petition is being reviewed by [organizational units] within the

Office of [name of appropriate Office]. [If necessary, add: I have referred to the NRC
Office of the Inspector General (OIG) those allegations of NRC wrongdomg contained in"
your petition]. I have enclosed for your information a‘copy of the notice that is being filed
with the Office of the Federal Register for publication. I have also enclosed for your
information a:copy of Management Directive 8.11 “Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206
Petitions,” and the associated brochure NUREG/BR-0200 “Publxc Petition Process,”
prepared by the NRC Office of Pubhc Affalrs )

Sincerely, -

. [Office Director]

Enclosures: Federal Regi.éter Notice
Management Directive 8.11
NUREG/BR-0200

cc: [Licensee (w/copy of incoming 2.206 request) & Service List]

Approved: July 1, 1999 :
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Exhibit 5
[7590—01—P)

Sample Federal Register Notice
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Docket No(s).
License No(s).
[Name of Licensee])

RECEIPT OF REQUEST FOR ACTION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

Notice is hereby given that by petition dated [insert date]; [insert petitidner’s name] ‘
(petitioner) has requested that the NRC take action with regard to [insert facility or
licensee name]. The petitioner requests [state petitioner’s requests).

As the basis for this request, the petitioner states that [state petitioner’s basis for
request].

_ The request is being treated pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s
regulations. The request has been referred to the Director of the Office of [insert action .
office]. As provided by Section 2.206, appropriate action will be taken on this petition'
within a reasonable time. [The petitioner met with the [insert action office] petition review
board on [insert date] to discuss the petition. The results of that discussion were considered
in the board’s determination regarding [the petitioner’s request for immediate action and
in establishing] the schedule for the review of the petition). [If necessary, add] By letter -.
dated , the Director (granted or denied) petitioner’s request for [insert request -
for immediate actxon] at [insert facility/licensee name]. A copy of the petition is available

“in ADAMS for inspection at the Commission’s Public Document Room, located at One -
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville, Maryland, and from the -
ADAMS Public Library component on the NRC’s Web site, http://www.nrc.gov (the Public
Electronic Reading Room).

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
[Office Director]

Dated at Rockville, Maryland {

This day of | , 200X.

~ Approved: July 1, 1999
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Exhibit 6
‘Sample Director’s Decision and Cover Letter

[Insert petitioner’s name & address]

Dear [insert petmoner’s name] BN
. /

This letter responds to the petition you filed with [EDO or other addressée of petition]

pursuant to Section 2.206 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR 2. 206) on

[date of petition] as supplemented on [dates of any supplements]. In your petitionyou -

requested that the NRC [list requested actions]. -

On [date of acknowledgment letter] the NRC staf.f acknowledged receiving your petmon
and stated pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206 that your petition was being referred to me for action
and that it would be acted upon within a reasonable time. You were also told that [staff
response to any request for immediate action).

[You met with the petition review board on [date(s) of the pre- and/or post-PRB
meeting(s)] to clarify the bases for your petition. The transcnpt(s) of this/these meeting(s)
was/were treated as () supplement(s) to the petition and are available in ADAMS for
inspection at the Commission’s Public Document Room, located at One White Flint North,
11555 Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville, Maryland, and from the ADAMS Public
Library component on the NRC’s Web site, htrp ://www.nrc.gov (the Public Electronic
Reading Room)].

[By letter dated [insert date], the NRC staff requested [name of licensee] to provide
information related to the petition. [Name of licensee] responded on [insert date] and the
information provided was considered by the staff in its evaluation of the petition].

In your petition you stated that [summarize the issues ralsed] [Bneﬂy summarize the
safety significance of the issues and the staff’s response).

[The NRC issued a Partial Director’s Decision (DD-YY-XX) dated [insert] whlch [explain
what aspects of the petition were addressed]. [Explain which issues remained to be
addressed in this director’s decision and briefly explain the reason for the delay on these
issues]].

The staff sent a copy of the proposed director’s decision to you and to [licensee(s)] for
comment on [date]. [You responded with comments on [date] and the licensee responded
on [date]. The comments and the staff’s response to them are included in the director’s
decision]. OR The staff did not receive any comments on the proposed director’s decision].

Approved: July 1, 1999 . ‘
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Exhibit 6 (continued)

[Summarize the issues addressed in this director’s decision and the stafP’s response].

A copy of the Director’s Decision (DD-YY-XX) will be filed with the Secretary of the
Commission for the Commission to review in accordance with 10 CFR 2.206(c). As
provided for by this regulation, the decision will constitute the final action of the
Commission 25 days after the date of the decision unless the Commission, on its own

. motion, institutes a review of the decision within that time. [The documents cited in the
enclosed decision are available in ADAMS for inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first floor),
Rockville, Maryland, and from the ADAMS Public Library component on the NRC’s Web
site; http://www.nrc.gov (the Public Electronic Reading Room) (cite any exceptions involving
proprietary or other protected information)].

I have also enclosed a cbpy of the notice of “Issuance of the Director’s Decision Under
10 CFR 2.206” that has been filed with the Office of the Federal Register for publication.

[If appropriate, acknowledge the efforts of the petitioner in bringing the issues to the

attention of the NRC]. Please feel frée to contact [petition manager name and number] to
discuss any questions related to this petition.

Sincerely,

[Insert Office Director’s Name]

Docket Nos. [ ]

Enclosures: Director’s Decision YY-XX
Federal Register Notice

Approved: July 1, 1999
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DD-YY-XX
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
- NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
| OFFICE OF [INSERT]
[Office Director Name], Director

In the Matter of ) Docket No(s). ‘['Inser't]

)

) | |
[LICENSEE NAME] ) License No(s). [Insert]
([Plant or facility name(s)]) )

(10 CFR 2.206)

DIRECTOR’S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206
1. Introduction

By letter dated [insert date], as supplemented on [dates of supplements], [petitioner names
and, if applicable, represented organizations] filed a Petition pursuant to Title 10 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, Section 2.206. The petitioner(s) requested that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) take the followmg actions: [list requests]. The
bases for the requests were [describe].

In a letter dated [msert], the NRC mformcd the Petitioners that their request for [list :
immediate actions requested] was approved/denied and that the issues in the Petition were
being referred to the Office of [insert] for appropriate action. '

[The Petitioner(s) met with the (assigned office abbreviation) petition review board on
[date(s) of the pre- and/or post-PRB meeting(s)] to clarify the bases for the Petition. The
transcript(s) of this/these meeting(s) was/were treated as (a) supplement(s) to the petition
and are available in ADAMS for inspection at the Commission’s Public Document Room,
located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville, Maryland,
and from the ADAMS Public lerary component on the NRC’s Web site, http:/fwww.
nrc.gov (the Public Electronic Reading Room)).

[By letter dated [insert date], the NRC staff requested [name of licensee] to provide
information related to the petition. [Name of licensee] responded on [insert date] and the
information provided was considered by the staff in its evaluation of the petition).

[The NRC issued a Partial Director’s Decision (DD-YY-XX) dated [insert] which [explain
what aspects of the petition were addressed]. [Explain which issues remained to be

Approved: July 1, 1999 :
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addressed in this director’s decision and briefly explain the reason for the delay on these
_issues]].

The NRC sent a copy of the proposed director’s decision to the Petitioner and to
[licensee(s)] for comment on [date]. [The Petitioner responded with comments on [date]
and the licensee(s) responded on [date]. The comments and the NRC staff’s response to
them are included in the director’s decision). OR [The staff did not receive any comments
on the proposed director’s decision).

II. Discussion

[Discuss the issues raised, the significance of the issues (or lack thereof), and the stafP’s
response with supporting bases. Acknowledge any validated issues, even if the staff or the
licensee decided to take corrective actions other than those requested by the petitioner.
Clearly explain all actions taken by the staff or the licensee to address the issues, even if
these actions were under way or completed before the petition was received. This
discussion must clearly present the staff response to all of the valid issues so that it is
clear that they have been addressed].

III. Conclusion

[Summarize the stafPs conclusions with respect to the issues raised and how they have
been, or will be, addressed].

As provided in 10 CFR 2.206(c), a copy of this Director’s Decision will be filed with the
Secretary of the Commission for the Commission to review. As provided for by this
regulation, the decision will constitute the final action of the Commission 25 days after the
date of the decision unless the Commission, on its own motion, institutes a review of the
decision within that time.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this [insert date] day of [insert month, year].

[Office director’s name], Director
Office of [insert]

Approved: July 1, 1999
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‘Exhibit 7

[7590—-01—P]

Sample Federal Regzster Notlce for Dlrector s Decision
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

, Docket No(s)
License No(s).
[Name of Llcensee]
NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF DIRECI‘OR’S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

Notice is hereby given that the Director, [name of office], has issued a director’s
decision with regard to a petition dated [insert date], filed by [insert petitioner’s name],
hereinafter referred to as the “petitioner.” [The petition wn's'supplernented on [insert date,
include transcnpts from meeting(s) mth the PRB]] The petltlon concerns the operatlon of
the [insert facility or licensee name]. . ' s

The petition requested that [insert facnhty or hcensee name] should be [insert
request for enforcement-related action]. [If necessary, add] The petmoner also requested
that a public meeting be held to discuss this matter in the ' Washington, DC, area.

As the basis for the [msert date] request the petmoner ralsed concerns stemmmg
from [insert petitioner’s supportmg basis for the request] The [msert petrtloner’s name]
considers such operation to be potentlally unsafe and to'be'in wolatlon of Federal
regulatlons.‘In ‘the petition, a number of references to [insert references] were cited that
the petitioner believes prohibit operation of the facility with [insert the cause for the
requested enforcement-related action]. '

The petition of [insert date] raises concerns originating from [insert summary
information on more bases/rationale/discussion and supporting facts used in the
disposition of the petition and the development of the director’s decision].

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Exhibit 7 (continued)

[On [insert date], the petitioner [and the licensee] met with the staff’s petition review
board]. [On [insert date of public meeting], the NRC conducted a meeting regarding [insert
. facility or licensee name]. The(se) meeting(s) gave the petitioner and the licensee an
opportunity to provide additional information and to clarify issues raised in the petition].

The NRC sent a copy of the proposed Director’s Decision to the Petitioner and to
[licensee(s)] for comment on [date]. [The Petitioner responded with comments on [date] and
“the licensee(s) responded on [date]. The comments and the NRC staff’s response to them are
included in the Director’s Decision]. OR [The staff did not receive any comments on the -

proposed Director’s Decision).

The Director of the Office of [name of office] has determined that the request(s), to
require [insert facility or licensee name] to be [insert request for enforcement-related
action], be [granted/denied]. The reasons for this decision are explained in the director’s
decision pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206' [Insert DD No.], the complete text of which is available
in ADAMS for inspection at the Commission’s Public Document Room, located at One
White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville, Maryland, and via the
NRC'’s Web site (http://www.nrc.gov) on the World Wide Web, under the “Public
Involvement” icon. ’

[Briefly summarize the staff’s findings and conclusions].

A copy of the director’s decision will be filed with the Secretary of the Commission
for the Commission’s review in accordance with 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s
regulé'ti'ons. As provided for by this regulation, the director’s decision will constitute the .
final action of the Commiésion 25 days after the date of the decision, unless the
Commission, on its own motion, institutes a review of the director’s decision in that ﬁme.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this [insert date] day of [insert month, year].
FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Original Signed By

[Tnsert Office Director’s Name]
Office of [insert Office Name] -

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Exhibit 8
Sample Letters Requesting Comments on the Proposed
Director’s Decision

(Note: For clarity, separate letters will need to be sent to the petitioner and the hcensee
This sample provides guidance for both letters.)

[Insert petitioner’s address]
Dear [Insert petitioner’s name]

Your petition dated [insert date] and addressed to the [insert addressee] has been reviewed
by the NRC staff pursuant to 10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s regulations. The staff’s
proposed director’s decision on the petition is enclosed. I request that you provide
comments to me on any portions of the decision that you believe involve errors or any
issues in the petition that you believe have not been fully addressed. The staff i$ making a
similar request of the licensee. The staff will then review any comments provided by you
and the licensee and consider them in the final version of the director’s decision with no
further opportunity to comment.

Please provide your comments by [insert date, nominally 2 weeks from the date of this
letter].

Sincerely,
[Signed by Division Director]
Docket Nos. []

cc w/o encl: [Service List]

[Insert licensee’s address]

Dear [Insert licensee’s name]

By letter dated [insert date], [insert name of petitioner] submitted a petition pursuant to

10 CFR 2.206 of the Commission’s regulations with respect to [insert name(s) of affected
facilities]. The petition has been reviewed by the NRC staff and the staff’s proposed director’s
decision on the petition is enclosed. I request that you provide comments to me on any
portions of the decision that you believe involve errors or any issues in the petition that you
believe have not been fully addressed. The staff is making a similar request of the petitioner.
The staff will then review any comments provided by you and the petitioner and consider
them in the final version of the director’s decision with no further opportunity to comment.

Approved: July 1, 1999 A
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Exhibit 8 (continued)

Please provide your comments by [insert date, nominally 2 weeks from the date of this
letter].

Sincerely,
[Signed by Division Director]
Docket Nos. [ ]

ccw/encl: [Service List]

Approved: July 1, 1999
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Introduction

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) was estahlished in 1975 10 protect
public health and safety in the civilian use of
nuclear power and materials in the United
States. As part of its responsibilities, NRC
assesses all potential health and safety issues
reluted to licensed activities and encourages
members of the public to bring safety issues
to its attention.

Section 2.206 of Tule 10 of the Codde of

Federal Regulations (10 CFR 2.206) describes
the petition process—the primary mechanism
for the public to request enforcement action
by NRC in a public process.* This process
permits anvone to petition NRC 10 take
enforcement action related to NRC licensees
or licensed activitics. Depending on the results
of its evaluation, NRC could modify, suspend.
or revoke an NRC-issued license or take any
other appropriate enforcement action to
resolve a problem. Requests that raise health
and safety issues withoul reguesting
enforcement action are reviewed by means
other than the 2.206 process.

In its effort 1o improve public confidence, the
NRC periodically reassesses the 2.206 petition
process 1o enhance its cffectiveness, timeliness
and credibility. As partof these reassessments,
the NRC seeks feedhack from petitioners and
other stakeholders through public meetings
and workshops, surveys and Federal Register
notices, as well as from its own staff
experience. Specific improvements to the
2.206 process resulting from these initiatives
include:

» Offering petitioners two opportunities o
discuss the petition with the NRC's
petition review bourd (PRB). The first is
to allow the petitioner to provide
elaboration and clarification of the petition

*The NRC also has an alleganion process in which individials
why raise potemtial safety concerns for NRC review are
afforded a degree of protection of their wWenuty. Other
processes for public invalvement are bied at the end of thes
pamphlet

before the PRB meets to discuss the
petition. The second opportunily comes
aftcr the PRB has discussed the merits of
the petition and allows the petitioner to
comment on the PRB’s recommendations
regarding acceptance of the petition and
any requests for immediate action.

Offering an opportunity for a siaf{-
petitioner-licensee rmeeting to discuss the
details of the issue during the course of
the review.

Providing better. more frequent commu-
nications between the staff and petitioner
throughout the process.

Providing copies of all pertinent petition-
related correspondence and other doc-
uments to the petitioners.,

Providing a copy of the proposed
director’s decision on the petition, both o
the petitioner and the affected licensee for
comnwents, and considering such cominents
beftare issuing the deciston in fina) form.

The Petition Process

The 2.206 process provides a simple. effective
mechanism for anyane to request enfurcement
action and obtain NRC's prompt. thorough.
and objective evaluation of underlying safety
issues. Wiy separate and distinet from the
processes for rulemaking and licensing.
although they too allow the public to raise
safety concerns to NRC.

Under the 2.206 process, the petitioner submits
a request in writing 1o NRC’s Executive
Director for Operations, identifying the
affected licensee or ticensed activity, the
requesied enforcement action to be taken, and
the facts the petitioner believes provide
sufficient grounds for NRC 1o take
enforcetnent action. Unsupported assertions of
“safety problems.” general opposition to
nuclear power, or identification of safety issues
without seeking enforcement action are not
considered  sufficiem  grounds for
consideration as a 2,206 petition.

After receiving a request, NRC detcrmines
whether the request qualifies as a 2.206
petition. If the request is accepted for review
as a 2.206 pelition, the NRC sends an
acknowledgment letier to the petitioner and a
copy to the appropriate licensee and publishes
a notice in the Federal Regisier. 1f the request
is not accepted. NRC notifies the petitioner of
its decision and tndicates that the petitioner’s
underlying safety concerns will be considered
outside the 2.206 process.

On the basis of an evatuation of the petition.
the appropriale office director issues a decision
and. of warranted. NRC takes appropriate
enforcement action. Throughout the evaluation
process, NRC sends copies of all pertinent
correspendence to the petitioner and the
alfected licensee. NRC piaces all related
comespondence in its Public Document Room
(PDR) in Rockyille, Marviand. and in the
agency document control system. However.
the agency withholds information that would
compromnise an investigation or ongoing
enforcement action relating to 1ssues in the
petition. The NRC alvo sends the petitioner
other information such as pertinent generic
letters and bulletins, ’

The NRC natifies the petitioner of the petition™s
status every 60 days. or more frequently it a
significant action occurs. Monthly updates on
all pending 2.206 petitions are available on
NRC’s web site al hup://www.nrc.gov/
reading-rm/doc-collections/petitions-2- 206/

index.himl, and in the PDR.

Petition Technical Review Meeting

A petition technicat review meeting serves not
only as a source of potentially valuahle
information for NRC (o evaluale a 2.206
petition, but also affords the petitioner
substantive involvement in the review and
decision-making process through direct
discussions with NRC and the licensee. Such
a meeting will be held whenever the siafl
believes that it would be beneficial to the
review of the petition. Nate that the meeting
cun be offered at any time during NRC's review
of a petition and is open to public ohscrvation,

Director’s Decision

The NRC's official response to a 2.206 petition
is a written decision by the dircctor of the
appropriate office that addresses the concerns
raised in the petition. The agency's goal is to
issue i proposed decision for comment within
120 days from (he date of the acknowledgment
letter, However, additional tiroe may be needed
to conduct an investigation, complele an
inspection. or analyze particularly complex
technical issues, I the goal is not met. the NRC
staff will promptly inform the petitioner of a
schedule change.

The director's decision includes the
professional staft aluation of all pertinent
information from the petition, correspandence
with the petitioner and the licensce.
nformation from any meeting. results of any
investigation or inspection. and any other
documents related W petition issues, Following
resolution of any comients received on the
proposed deciston, the director’s decision is
provided to the petitioner and the licensee. and
15 posted (0 NRC's web site and made available
in the PDR. A notice of availahility s
puhlished in the Federal Register.

Director’s decisions may be issucd as Tollows:

* A decision granting a petition, in {ull.
explains the basis for the decision and
grants the action reguested in the petition
(¢.g.. NRC 1ssuing an order to modity.
suspend, or revoke a license).

A decision denying a petition, i full.
provides the reason for the denial and
discusses all inatters raised in the petition.

A decision granting a petition, in part, in
cases where the NRC decides not to grant
the action requested. but takes other
appropriate enforcement action or directs
the licensee to take certain actions that
address the identitied safety concerns.

A pantial director’s decision may be issued
hy the NRC in cases where some of the
issues associated with the petition can he
completed promptly but signiticant
schedule delays are anticipated hefore




resolution of the entire petition. A final
director’s decision is issued at the
conclusion of the effort.

The Commission will not entertain requests
for review of a director’s decision. However,
on its own, it may review a decision within 25
calendar days.

NRC Management Directive 8.11, “Review
Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions,” contains
more detailed information on citizen petitions.
For a free copy of the directive, write to the
Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office, P.O. Box 37082,
Washington, DC 20013-7082. or call 202-
512-1800.

Electronic Access

Those parts of the monthly status report on
2.206 petitions that are not of a sensitive
nature, as well as recently issued director’s
decisions, and Management Directive 8.11, are
placed on the NRC’s web site at http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/

petitions-2-206/index.html and in the agency’s
Public Document Room.

Other Processes for Public Involvement

In addition to the 2.206 petition process. NRC
has several other ways that permit the public
to express concerns on matters related to the
NRC’s regulatory activitics.

* The NRC's allegation process affords
individuals who raise safety concerns a
degree of protection of their identity.

* Under the provisions of 10 CFR 2.802,
NRC provides an opportunity for the
public to petition the agency for a
rulemaking.

» The NRC's licensing process offers
members of the public, who are
specifically affected by a licensing action,
an opportunity to formally participate in
licensing proceedings. This process

applies not only to the initial licensing
actions but also to license amendments
and other activities such as decom-
missioning and license renewals.

» For major regulatory actions involving
preparation of environmental impact
statements, NRC offers separate
opportunities for public participation in its
environmental proceedings.

* The public can attend a2 number of
meetings including open Commission and
staff meetings, periodic media briefings
by Regional Administrators. and special
meetings held near affected facilities to
inform local communities and respond to
their questions.

More information on these activities can be
tound in NRC’s pamphlet entitled. “Public
Involvement in the Nuclear Regulatory
Process,” NUREG/BR-0215.
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After reviewing the information from the extensive NRC actions to date, the NRR Director, in
consultation with the Region | Regional Administrator, has concluded that there are no issues
that would lead the NRC to prohibit Entergy from restarting Vermont Yankee from its current
outage. The NRC has reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public, as well as
the environment, are being protected and there are no immediate safety concerns. NRR
management will review the NRC staff's evaluation of the issues identified in your petition to
ensure that Entergy is taking appropriate action in response to the abnormal plant leakage.
NRC inspectors continue to closely observe and review Entergy’s actions. The Director of NRR
will issue the final Director’s Decision on your petition. We will continue to communicate with
you and your staff concerning developments at Vermont Yankee, and we will ensure that you
receive NRC inspection documents related to the topics in your petition as they are completed.

As required by 10 CFR 2.206, the NRC will take action on your petition within a reasonable
time. John Boska has been assigned as the petition manager for your petition. He can be
reached at 301-415-2901. | have enclosed for your information a copy of the notice that the
NRC is filing with the Office of the Federal Register for publication. | have also enclosed for
your information a copy of Management Directive 8.11, “Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206
Petitions,” and the associated brochure NUREG/BR-0200, “Public Petition Process,” prepared
by the NRC Office of Public Affairs.

Sincerely,
/RA MVirgilio for/

R. W. Borchardt
Executive Director
for Operations
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