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From: "Judy Hogan" <judyhogan@mindspring.com> 
To: "Betty Hodges" <annahodges@hotmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Jun 12, 2000 8:51 AM 
Subject: Fw: NRC ABUSE 

Dear friends and allies, 
If you haven't written to Price and Edwards, now's the time. I'll be meeting Price with others from the 

CANIT group (Coalition Against Nuclear Imports to the Triangle) on Monday, June 19. Also, could you cc 
me any letters you send. We're at a crossroads. We need our Congresspeople to insist on a hearing 
(Edwards already has) and to continue to insist, because the NRC is so far (only one Orange County 
contention left) ruling in favor of CP & L.  

It will take you five minutes to send Edwards an e-mail thanking him for his stand and Price, urging him 
to join Edwards. Thanks! Judy 
Urge Sen. Edwards and Rep. Price to stand up to the NRC 

Senator Edwards senator@edwards.senate.gov 

Rep. Price david.price@ mail.house.gov 

News Update 
June 8, 2000 

Orange County Commissioners 

Appeal NRC Ruling 

NRC Seeks to Freeze Senator Edwards Out of Nuclear Expansion Debate 

The Orange County Board of Commissioners has asked the Commissioners of the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission to review a May 5th decision by the NRC*s Atomic Safety and Licensing Board.  
The decision determined that there will be no evidentiary hearing on phase one of the County*s legal 
challenge of Carolina Power & Light*s proposal to double its capacity to store "spent" fuel in pools at the 
Harris Nuclear Power Plant. That decision reverses the Licensing Board*s own ruling from last July about 
the issue of whether Carolina Power & Light violates NRC safety regulations. CP&L had used a special 
NRC rule to appeal the July ruling; the Licensing Board reversed itself without allowing testimony or oral 
presentation by two nuclear experts working for the County.  

CP&L is proposing to ship the waste to Harris from other CP&L reactors in the Carolinas. In order to store 
such a large volume of spent fuel in the pools, CP&L must pack it very densely, a process which raises 
the risk of a criticality accident, or runaway nuclear chain reaction, according to Dr. Gordon Thompson, a 
nuclear scientist retained by the County. The Licensing Board*s decision approves CP&L*s proposal to 
prevent criticality by relying on plant personnel to keep fresh or partially-burned fuel out of the new, 
high-density spent fuel racks.  

Orange County argues that such a plan contradicts the plain language of NRC safety regulations, which 
acknowledge that human beings are too fallible to rely on for such an important safety measure.  

The County has also challenged CP&L*s plan to rely on a portion of the Harris spent fuel pool cooling 
system that was abandoned over 15 years ago. The cooling piping and equipment were not maintained in 
accordance with NRC safety requirements, and thus were subject to corrosion and degradation. Some of 
the piping is embedded in concrete and is difficult to inspect. Instead, CP&L used a remote video camera 
to view the welds inside the embedded cooling system, but the record shows it never took a close look at 
the piping itself. Orange contends that the Licensing Board*s decision completely ignores this major 
problem.  

Dr. Thompson commented that "CP&L may be saving a comparatively small amount of money by packing
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spent fuel into its storage pools as tightly as possible, but this very dense storage raises the risk of a 
runaway chain reaction * or a much worse accident." Thompson noted that such risks could be completely 
avoided if CP&L were to elect dry storage for at least some of the spent fuel, and that "the additional cost 
would be minor in comparison to the devastating consequences of a radioactive release from the spent 
fuel pools at Harris." The expansion would give Harris the greatest high-level waste capacity in the U.S.  

NC WARN complained that the Licensing Board*s reversal of its own ruling is just another example of the 
Meltdown of Democracy. "CP&L and NRC lawyers worked together, utilizing the pro-industry NRC rules, to 
overturn last July*s ruling and once again block the experts from making their case," said WARN Chair 
Carol Childs. "lt*s a travesty that lawyers are undermining scientific debate." 

The County is seeking to have the NRC Commissioners order full evidentiary hearings on the criticality 
and piping issues. Orange County is also awaiting a ruling from the Licensing Board regarding its request 
for a hearing on whether the environmental risks posed by the spent fuel pool expansion proposal warrant 
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement. An EIS is required by federal law, but NRC staff 
contends that a much less detailed Environmental Assessment is adequate, and that the Assessment 
shows there is no increased risk from the CP&L plan.  

Meanwhile, the NRC appears to be ignoring Sen. John Edwards* May 5th letter urging the Commission to 
use its authorized discretion to hold hearings for the unique and highly controversial waste plan. A May 
16th letter from the NRC ignored the discretionary powers issue, and claimed to Edwards that the 
Commission must remain "impartial." Staff from Rep. David Price*s office said that the NRC told them it 
cannot consider input from Congress, a claim NC WARN notes as ludicrous: Sen. Pete Domenici is 
threatening budget cuts to make NRC even more industry-friendly, while the industry itself has a 
well-demonstrated influence over the whole process.  

"Who are they kidding!" said NC WARN*s Childs. "We don*t think Sen. Edwards and Rep. Price will settle 
for that." Price has not yet called for the hearings, but members of CANIT, a coalition opposing the 
expansion, will meet with him on June 19th to seek his further involvement.  

In a related matter, it is not yet known how the NRC will respond to its own science advisory board*s 
criticism of the agency. The Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards sent a sharply worded letter in 
April to NRC Chairman Richard Meserve, pointing to serious deficiencies in NRC*s understanding of 
potentially devastating accidents in waste cooling pools.  

The ACRS complained that the NRC has ignored the potential for various causes of waste pool fires, and 
that the agency has done an "unacceptable" job in analyzing accidents which are "dominated by 
sequences involving human errors and seismic events which involve large uncertainties." Orange*s 
consultant Thompson pointed out that the ACRS letter "reinforces Orange County*s claim that the NRC 
staff does not properly understand the potential for exothermic reactions (fires) in spent fuel pools," and 
that it bolsters the argument that there should be a full Environmental Impact Statement performed for the 
Harris expansion.  

Importantly, the ACRS letter refutes a key claim by CP&L and NRC staff, that waste over five years old * 

what is euphemistically called "older and colder" fuel * would not catch fire when exposed to air.
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Dear friends and allies, If you haven't written to Price and Edwards, now's the time. I'll be meeting Price with 
others from the CANIT group (Coalition Against Nuclear Imports to the Triangle) on Monday, June 19. Also, could 
you cc me any letters you send. We're at a crossroads. We need our Congresspeople to insist on a hearing (Edwards 
already has) and to continue to insist, because the NRC is so far (only one Orange County contention left) ruling in 
favor of CP & L. It will take you five minutes to send Edwards an e-mail thanking him for his stand and Price, 

urging him to join Edwards. Thanks! Judy 

Urge Sen. Edwards and Rep. Price to stand up to the NRC 

Senator Edwards senator@edwards.senate.gov Rep. Price david.price@mail.house.uov News 
Update June 8, 2000 

Orange County Commissioners 

Appeal NRC Ruling 

NRC Seeks to Freeze Senator Edwards Out of Nuclear Expansion 
Debate 

The Orange County Board of Commissioners has asked the Commissioners of the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission to review a May 5"' decision by the NRC's Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. The decision determined that there will be no evidentiary hearing on phase one of the 
County's legal challenge of Carolina Power & Light's proposal to double its capacity to store 
"spent" fuel in pools at the Harris Nuclear Power Plant. That decision reverses the Licensing 
Board's own ruling from last July about the issue of whether Carolina Power & Light violates 
NRC safety regulations. CP&L had used a special NRC rule to appeal the July ruling; the 
Licensing Board reversed itself without allowing testimony or oral presentation by two nuclear 
experts working for the County.  

CP&L is proposing to ship the waste to Harris from other CP&L reactors in the Carolinas. In 
order to store such a large volume of spent fuel in the pools, CP&L must pack it very densely, a 
process which raises the risk of a criticality accident, or runaway nuclear chain reaction, 
according to Dr. Gordon Thompson, a nuclear scientist retained by the County. The Licensing 
Board's decision approves CP&L's proposal to prevent criticality by relying on plant personnel 
to keep fresh or partially-burned fuel out of the new, high-density spent fuel racks.  

Orange County argues that such a plan contradicts the plain language of NRC safety regulations, 
which acknowledge that human beings are too fallible to rely on for such an important safety 
measure.  

The County has also challenged CP&L's plan to rely on a portion of the Harris spent fuel pool 
cooling system that was abandoned over 15 years ago. The cooling piping and equipment were 
not maintained in accordance with NRC safety requirements, and thus were subject to corrosion 
and degradation. Some of the piping is embedded in concrete and is difficult to inspect. Instead,
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CP&L used a remote video camera to view the welds inside the embedded cooling system, but 
the record shows it never took a close look at the piping itself. Orange contends that the 
Licensing Board's decision completely ignores this major problem.  

Dr. Thompson commented that "CP&L may be saving a comparatively small amount of 
money by packing spent fuel into its storage pools as tightly as possible, but this very dense 
storage raises the risk of a runaway chain reaction - or a much worse accident." Thompson 
noted that such risks could be completely avoided if CP&L were to elect dry storage for at least 
some of the spent fuel, and that "the additional cost would be minor in comparison to the 
devastating consequences of a radioactive release from the spent fuel pools at Harris." The 
expansion would give Harris the greatest high-level waste capacity in the U.S.  

NC WARN complained that the Licensing Board's reversal of its own ruling is just another 
example of the Meltdown of Democracy. "CP&L and NRC lawyers worked together, 
utilizing the pro-industry NRC rules, to overturn last July's ruling and once again block 
the experts from making their case," said WARN Chair Carol Childs. "It's a travesty that 
lawyers are undermining scientific debate." 

The County is seeking to have the NRC Commissioners order full evidentiary hearings on the 
criticality and piping issues. Orange County is also awaiting a ruling from the Licensing Board 
regarding its request for a hearing on whether the environmental risks posed by the spent fuel 
pool expansion proposal warrant the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement. An EIS 
is required by federal law, but NRC staff contends that a much less detailed Environmental 
Assessment is adequate, and that the Assessment shows there is no increased risk from the CP&L 
plan.  

Meanwhile, the NRC appears to be ignoring Sen. John Edwards' May 5t' letter urging the 
Commission to use its authorized discretion to hold hearings for the unique and highly 
controversial waste plan. A May 16'h letter from the NRC ignored the discretionary powers issue, 
and claimed to Edwards that the Commission must remain "impartial." Staff from Rep. David 
Price's office said that the NRC told them it cannot consider input from Congress, a claim NC 
WARN notes as ludicrous: Sen. Pete Domenici is threatening budget cuts to make NRC even 
more industry-friendly, while the industry itself has a well-demonstrated influence over the 
whole process.  

"Who are they kidding!" said NC WARN's Childs. "We don't think Sen. Edwards and Rep.  
Price will settle for that." Price has not yet called for the hearings, but members of CANIT, a 
coalition opposing the expansion, will meet with him on June 19' to seek his further 
involvement.  

In a related matter, it is not yet known how the NRC will respond to its own science advisory 
board's criticism of the agency. The Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards sent a sharply
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worded letter in April to NRC Chairman Richard Meserve, pointing to serious deficiencies in 
NRC's understanding of potentially devastating accidents in waste cooling pools.  

The ACRS complained that the NRC has ignored the potential for various causes of waste pool 
fires, and that the agency has done an "unacceptable" job in analyzing accidents which are 
"dominated by sequences involving human errors and seismic events which involve large 
uncertainties." Orange's consultant Thompson pointed out that the ACRS letter "reinforces 
Orange County's claim that the NRC staff does not properly understand the potential for 
exothermic reactions (fires) in spent fuel pools," and that it bolsters the argument that there 
should be a full Environmental Impact Statement performed for the Harris expansion.  

Importantly, the ACRS letter refutes a key claim by CP&L and NRC staff, that waste over five 
years old - what is euphemistically called "older and colder" fuel - would not catch fire when 
exposed to air.
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