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lndependent Safeg{ Assessment at Vermont

TG hoshraine o

* Of the nine nuclear plants thal once operated in New England four have been shul
—~ ——down-permanently. __ . __ _.. .. __ . e e

« All decisions to shut down these plants came aller extraordlnary (non routme)
inspections which found them to be rmproperly desngned buill, or mamtamed and

suffering from age-related degradation.

» Of all the “Yankee family” of nuclear reactors only Vermont Yankee survrves It has
been in commercial operatron longer than any plant in New England :

« Vermont Yankee cannot meet current design and safety critena ‘but has been
" “grandfathered in" by NRC. lts obsolele desrgn could not be bullt or licensed today

e Entergy Corporatron proposes the extraordmary measure of boosting reactor power at
Vermont Yankee to 120% of its original 1960’s desrgn (lhe maxnmum so far permltled or

ever attempted for.Boiling Water Reaclors )

* The llkelrhood of accndents under lhrs exlreme power uprate is increased, and the
potential consequences of an accrdent are also’ mcreased : » :

*» The history of lhe closed New England power planls has shown that NRC's routme and
periodic examinations often do not reveal basrc safety flaws Do

THEREFORE: . S
A comprehensive,. mdependent safety assessment—similar to (hg one conducted

several years ago at Maine Yankee—is the prudent conservative, and appropriate
measure to reassure the people of the region that safety margins will at least remain
at present levels under the proposed extended power uprate at Vermont Yankee.
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. | .'Entergy Nuclear Vermont Yankee S Extended Power Llprate
‘ | - Talking Points from New England Coalltlon T

. Vermont doesn't need the power and it doesn't need the added risk.

- '(Entergy was only able to establish a “need” in Vermont by signing acontract » . 77 .
with Vermont Electnc Cooperative for power from Pilgrim Nuclear Power Plant '

- at below market prices). fem N B

« . Entergy has been dishonest about thls whole pro;ect and cannot be

“-trusted. Entergy called this a pro;ect “to:modify certain electric generating
facilities.” But the change will be to add twenty percent more nuclear fuel to an.

- already stressed reactor—the .equivalent of three nuclear attack submarmesl

~ Entergy representatives have lied to the Public Séfvice Board, to the - TR
" Legislature, and to-the public so many times that nothing the company says- e
should be trusted on face value..

* Vermont Yankee's original owners thought |t unW|se to attempt a 5% R ~
power uprate, but Louisiana-based Entergy wants to push the envelope ‘
to the maximum allowable 20%. = SENte

+* Federal regulators have said that with extended power uprate the
chances of certain kinds of: reactor accldents wull be’ greater, whlle the - " " i
ability to recover safe operatlon once an accident is underway willbe .« ...
lesser, and the consequences of an accident will be worse. Is it wise to let

‘Louisiana-based Entergy Corporatlon try suich a radical expenment on New
- ~ England's oldest still-operating Yankee atomic reactor?" o DEVERNTE
« Of the eight niiclear power plants that have attémpted extended power
'‘uprates in the range of 13 to 20%, four have had’ lnternal reactor EE
components break under the added stress The cmzens of Vermont should RSO
not be put at increased risk of a nuclear accident or the cost of increased - 3
outages just to increase profits to an out-of-state muiti-national corporation.
* The “memorandum of understandlng" between Entergy and the Vermont e
. Department of Public Service is a bad deal for Vermont.” The document is** =~
— " fyll of- loophcles;-hidden-costs;-and-unacceptable-risks-for the-people-of
Vermont. Further, by relying exclusuvely on “revenue shanng (essentially a
bribe) to establish a “public good,” the memorandum sets a precedent that any
. kind of permit can be bought in Vermont if the price is right.
'« The Vermont Department of Public Service has falled In its duty to et
protect the public’s health and safety lnstead of representmg the publrc
the department has acted as an advocate for Entergy S extended power R
' ‘uprate. The department’s nucleartengmeer Bill Sherman has mlsrepresented
- ===~ . numerous critical economic, safety, and reliability isstes and has deferred to " * -
' Entergy S englneers relymg almost exclusively on thelr representatlons o Lo
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