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From: Betty Lou Wells <blouwells @ earthlink.net>

To: Bill Nelson <senator@billnelson.senate.gov>, Bob Graham <"bob
graham"@graham.senate.gov>, Mark Foley <mark.foley@mail.house.gov>, Lisa Kaul
<lkaul@envector.com>, Jim Reeder <jreeder@pbpost.com>, Anthony Westbury
<anthony.westbury@scripps.com>, Michae! Goforth <tribedit@fptribune.com>, Richard Wells
<rwells78 @ comcast.net>, Bob Bangert <Bangent@digital.net>, Sharon Beal <"

sbeal9999" @bellsouth.net>, Ellen Mancini <ellen_mancini@hotmail.com>, Jeb Bush <jeb@jeb.org>,
Masnick <StLucieDSEIS @ nrc.gov>, Lace Vitunac <waltnlacev@aol.com>

Date: 1/4/03 12:02PM

Subject: [Fwd: Fwd: NY TIMES--Regulators kept damaged A-Plant Open Because of Cost To
Owner]

Oh my God!

This is the reason to carefully, double carefully consider extending
operating licenses of St. Lucie 1 and 2 (and all other plants) as we
shall undoubedly continue to find problems of rust, embrittlement, etc.
in old plants. Wonder what the industry thinks stories and
occurences/events of this sort do to "public confidence"?
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<Waltnlacev@aol.com>

From:

To: <blouwells @ earthlink.net>
Date: 1/4/03 11:05AM

Subject: Fwd: NY TIMES--Regulators kept damaged A-Plant Open Because of Cost To Owner

{
.

=3 s

b P—

—_— =S
T s g

MR ] r 3

3 — (.

I3 - 1 §o e

Rl had P
e b —

L LT - -
g 3 o<

=k i

<- ~0 ity

g = U



t Doris Mendiola - NY TIMES--Regulators kept damaged A-Plant Open Because of Cost To Owner Page 1 |

From: Lloyd Brumfield <lloydb4 @yahoo.com>

To: Lloyd Brumfield <lloydb4 @ yahoo.com>

Date: 1/4/03 5:19AM

Subject: NY TIMES--Regulators kept damaged A-Plant Open Because of Cost To Owner

Regulators’ Wariness Kept a Damaged A-Plant Open
By MATTHEW L. WALD

ASHINGTON, Jan. 3 — Three months before workers
refueling an Ohio nuclear reactor discovered last year
that its lid had rusted nearly all the way through, ‘
the staff of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission drafted —— iz e

0y

c
e

an order to close it for inspection. DE g - -

. 8o o
But the order was never issued, because the staft DI o
doubted its authority to close the plant, did not want é;‘ - r“r
to impose unnecessary costs on the owner and was = P =
reluctant to give the industry a black eye, according P i !

to an internal commission report released today.

The repont, by the commission's inspector general,
concluded that the staff had been too hesitant and
that a policy adopted by the N.R.C. in the mid-1990's
to take costs into account when setting regulatory
requirements was in conflict with the commission's
goal of maintaining reasonable assurance of public
safety.

But the basic problem, the report said, was the

staff's assumption about who had the burden of proof —
the commission or a plant’s operator — when safety was
in question.

The commission "appears to have informally established
an unreasonably high burden of requiring” of itself
"absolute proof of a safety problem, versus lack of
reasonable assurance of maintaining public health and
safety," said the inspector general, Hubert T. Bell.

The repont, dated Dec. 30, was issued today after an
account about it appeared this morning in the
Cleveland daily The Plain Dealer. Its sharp criticism

of the commission's staff concerned the belated nature
of the shutdown of the Davis-Besse reactor, near
Toledo, last year.

Other reactors of the same design had been found to
have cracks in parts attached to the lid, and the
commission wanted all such plants inspected by Dec.
31, 2001. The operators of the Davis-Besse plant
wanted to wait until March 2002, when the reactor was
scheduled to be shut anyway for refueling.
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When the plant finally closed, on a compromise date in
February 2002, engineers and workers were shocked to
find that cracks of the kind the commission staff had
suspected there had let acidic water leak onto the

head, where it had eaten away a 70-pound chunk of
steel six inches thick.

Only a layer of stainless steel about a quarter-inch
thick had prevented the cooling water from spewing out
of the vessel head, in a leak that could have proved
catastrophic. The corrosion was the most extensive
ever found at an American nuclear plant.

. Three months earlier, in November 2001, the
commission’s staff had drafted a shutdown order. But
some staff members were not sure they had the
authority to issue it, the inspector general’s report
found. Others thought that it might not be defensible
in court, and that such an order would "destabilize
confidence" in the industry.

William M. Beecher, director of the commission’s

public affairs office, said the N.R.C. received the

report on Thursday and had not yet determined how it
would respond. But, he said, "the N.R.C. has the
unquestionable and unquestioned authority to shut down
a plant if it concludes that public health and safety

is potentially in jeopardy."

Such shutdown orders were common in the 1970’s and
1980’s, when reactors were newer and operating
problems were first occurring. They are rarer now. In
the mid-1990’s, the commission adopted a policy called
*risk-informed regulation,” in which it pays more

careful attention to the costs it imposes on plant
operators, comparing those costs with the amount of
risk reduction they provide.

But Mr. Beecher said that while the commission and its
staff do take costs into account, "the primary and
overarching requirement, concern, standard, for the
N.R.C. is public health and safety.”

"Anything else,” he said, "is secondary or tertiary."

As for the concern about having to defend such an

order in court, the new report determined that the

fear of a lawsuit had been unfounded. The president of
the FirstEnergy Nuclear Operating Company, which runs
Davis-Besse, told the inspector general that no formal
shutdown order would have been required; he would have
closed the plant had the commission simply telephoned
and asked him to do so, he said.

The inspector general undertook his investigation at
the request of the Union of Concerned Scientists, a
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safety group that is generally highly critical of
nuclear operations.

David Lochbaum, a nuclear enginéer with the group,
said in an interview that shutting down early for a

special inspection would not have been an undue burden
on Davis-Besse. Other reactors suspected of cracks in
the lids did just that, Mr. Lochbaum said.

World Business Briefing | Asia: Japan: Power Plant
Shut (October 29, 2002)

Campaigning About A-Plants, But Without Actual Power
(August 21, 2002) $

Fuel Rods and Brass Tacks; Reality Overtakes Rhetoric
in Nuclear Power Debate (May 26, 2002) $

Report Faults Fiscal Review of Nuclear Plants
{(December 25, 2001)
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