Latter to the Edifor:
Toledo Blade

Despite news reperss 1o the contrary, FiretF &5:t0accept fult responsibitity |
1&; the feacprhead damage that waé fourxd in 2002 a1 our Davis-Besse nuclear plant,
Further, I want 1o agsure you thal we remain fully committed to, 20d focused on, the
plant’s safe, reliable operation.

Our subsidiary, FirstEnergy Nucloar Operating Company (FE\O&, j, At

wrangdoing b-the Depdrtmeant of Jnstice and 10 the Nucléar Régulatary Commission: .
:(l*a'&"@*“% We have not retreated from thost admissions or the commitments we made (o

the NRC prior 1o the restart of the plant,

To eddress the vessel-head problem, FENOC mplz.mepud comprehensive corrective
actions and tnade s ."weupmz: changes in mariagement throughout the organization ~ and
we. continuc o maintain an Unwavering commitment 1o plant and community safety.

These and other 2fforts are reflected in the pldnt’s safety and operational perfonnanc:.
For example, since returning o service, Davis- B&ase emplovees have worked millions of
Lours without 2 lost-time agcident while keeping a strong focus on nuclear safely.

~PE2003] we filed an insuranc cla
property owner Wl 1€ :
clalm was denied, and as pzm of the SLbS"’qulmt arbnrahon procss?we provided
independent reports (o our insurance carrier.

Ao enlisted the services of a metallurgical firm, whose analysis and report offered a
ahor‘cr timeline for the devélopment of the reactor hedd cavity. We also retdined an
mdcp:,nas.m nuclear consuliant to review related plant programs and provide an historical
perspectiveon the event. And, we don't believe that their conclusions impact the
eff\,cnwc:'ncsQ of currgnt mspccncn requlrum'*nts for nacmr head> or nuclcar saiaw

We will fully cooperate with the NRC in addressing any guestions regarding this issue,
suild the trustand goodwill we have established since the restart of

and will continuz to rebu
Davis-Besse three vears ago.. Tb.roun‘qeut this 2ffort, we remain committed 1o the saft

and rsliable gperation of our nuclear fleet.
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