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Jaegers, Cathy

From: Michael Mulligan [steamshovel2002@yahoo.com]
Sent: ~Thursday, January 28, 2010 12:48 PM

To: NRC Allegation

Cc: Kim, James

Subject: Re: 2.206 on the Palisades nuclear power plant

Sorry this supersedes the first one.

Dear Sir,

I request a 2.206 on the Palisades nuclear power plant...indeed the NRC as a whole.

Thanks,

Mike

To whom 1t may concern:

http//fen.wikipedia.org/wiki/Catch-22
‘Catch 22'...A book written by Joseph Heller
“At one point, victims of harassment by military police (MPs) quote the MPs as having

explained one of Catch-22's provisions- Catch-22 states that agents enforcing Catch-22
need not prove that Catch-22 actually contains whatever provision the accused violator 1s

" accused of violating. An old woman explains: Catch-22 says they have a right to do

anything we can’t stop them from doing.”

Base on current events at Vermont Yankee, there is suspicion that Entergy participated in
Vermont Yankee on a plan of widespread deception and falsification over relicensing and other
issues at their Vermont Yankee...on the state and federal level, and definitely they falsified
conditions to the community. This is happening throughout the Entergy fleet of nuclear plants.

http3//st‘?w.rutlandherald.com/artiqle/ZO 100128/ NEWS02/1280339/1003/NEWS02

PSB sees Entergy pattern of deceptip_n

By Susan Smallheer STAFF REPORT - Published: January 28, 2010

MONTPELIER — The Vermonf Public Service Board said Wednesday Entergy Nuclear
may have provided false information to state utility regulators and the Legislature "for an

extended period of time," and said the issue is "broader" than just buried radioactive pipes
at Vermont Yankee. :

EDO --G20100053



James Volz, chairman of the Public Service Board, said it appeared Entergy had given not
just false sworn testimony to the board, but also to the Public Service Department, to the
state's contractor, Nuclear Safety Associates, the state's Public Oversight Panel, the
Legislature and the public.

The controversy over radioactive leaks and Entergy's misinformation erupted almost
three weeks ago, when Entergy announced that a groundwater monitoring well had tested
positive for tritium, a radioactive isotope. The company quickly launched an investigation
to find the source of the radioactivity. The probable source: buried pipes that the company
said last year didn't exist. Compounding the problem, Volz said, is that Entergy "did
nothing to correct the record."... ’

It is noted that the 20 year Palisades nuclear relicensing was completed January 18, 2007. The
debacle over the swelling and potential reactivity accident at Palisade’s old nuclear fuel
assemblies and racks began on September 20, 2007....the fuel pool. How could Palisades and the
NRC get through relicensing without addressing the swollen fuel racks, identify the problem and
correct it immediately before the completion of relicensing? I suspect there is significant NRC,
Entergy and Palisades fraud and falsification associated with the relicensing of this nuclear
plant.

PALISADES NUCLEAR PLANT NRC INSPECTION REPORT 05000255/2009008;
PRELIMINARY WHITE FINDING

In 1988, the licensee first identified that some rack locations were swelling when they
were unable to load a fuel bundle into a storage location. The licensee first identified a
stuck bundle in 1991 and there are now 11 fuel bundles that are stuck in their current
location and 3 more locations that have swollen walls. However, in 1994, the licensee and
NUS evaluated the condition and concluded gas generated from irradiation caused the
swelling. This conclusion has not been confirmed; therefore, there may be another cause of
the rack swelling. The licensee could not show that the effects of the swelling on neutron
absorber degradation had ever been evaluated nor that the effects of gas pockets on the
criticality analysis had been considered. Until July of 2008, the licensee had not performed
testing on the SFP neutron absorption capability. In response to the inspector’s concerns,
the licensee accelerated testing committed for license extension to determine the neutron
absorption capability of the SFP racks. In July of 2008, the testing revealed that the
neutron absorber in the SFP racks had deteriorated and the SFP no longer met the TS
requirements for Keff in Region I of the SFP. The licensee performed a criticality
assessment of the pool-and concluded that with 50 percent depletion of the neutron
absorber, the pool remained with a Keff of less than 1.00 and with a Keff of less than 0.95
with 150 ppm boron. The licensee committed to additional controls to ensure the SFP
remained sub-critical. On September 19, 2008, the NRC issued confirmatory action letter
(CAL) RIII-08-003 to Palisades to confirm these commitments. On February 6, 2009, the
NRC approved a license amendment for the SFP and the licensee established compliance
with the TS. The CAL was closed on February 20, 200



1) Indication are this was outed by a disgruntled palisades plant employee and
whistleblower...not by the NRC or Entergy itself.

2) Irequest an NRC investigation concerning the events around the swollen fuel racks
and relicensing....and that you allowed me to participate in the investigation.

3) If deception and falsification at Palisades is similar to Vermont Yankee...I request a
immediate shutdown of the plant and that the management team be replaced. I request

* that its nuclear licensed be removed from Entergy. v

4)  If deception and falsification at Palisades is similar to Vermont Yankee...I request
that the NRC deem Entergy as lacking the integrity to safety run a nuclear power plant
and they pull the licenses of all Entergy’s nuclear power plants. _

5) There are indication the NRC participated in a cover-up of defective relicensing of
Palisades...they have allowed Palisade’s through their inspection activities to delay and
obfuscate the connections of the relicensing and the swelling of the fuel racks. The NRC
should have immediately suspected relicensing fraud and falsification upon Sept
2007...they should have identified the employees and Entergy as falsified and deceivers,
then prosecuted them to the full extent of the law. We wouldn’t be here with the issues of
Vermont Yankee if the NRC did their job.

6) I am sorry to say there are widespread suspicions the relicensing of nuclear plants
across the nation are collectively riddled with fraud, falsification and deception.

Thanks,

Michael Mulligan
Hinsdale, NH
PO Box 161.

16033368320
e-mail: steamshovel@yahoo.com

From: Michael Mulligan <steamshovel2002@yahoo.com>
To: allegation@nrc.gov

Cc: "Kim, James" <James.Kim@nrc.gov>

Sent: Thu, January 28, 2010 12:24:33 PM

Subject: 2.206 on the Palisades nuclear power plant

Dear Sir,

I request a 2.206 on the Palisades nuclear power plant...indeed the NRC as
a whole.

Thanks,

To whom it may concern:



Base on current events at Vermont Yankee, there is suspicion that Entergy participated in
Vermont Yankee on a plan of widespread deception and falsification over relicensing and other
issues at their Vermont Yankee...on the state and federal level, and definitely they falsified
conditions to the community. This is happening throughout the Entergy fleet of nuclear plants.

http://www.rutlandherald.com/article/20100128/NEWS02/1280339/1003/NEWS02
PSB sees Entergy pattern of deception
By Susan Smallheer STAFF REPORT - Published: January 28, 2010

MONTPELIER — The Vermont Public Service Board said Wednesday Entergy Nuclear,
may have provided false information to state utility regulators and the Legislature "for an
extended period of time," and said the issue is "broader" than just buried radioactive pipes
at Vermont Yankee.

James Volz, chairman of the Public Service Board, said it appeared Entergy had given not
just false sworn testimony to the board, but also to the Public Service Department, to the
state's contractor, Nuclear Safety Associates, the state's Public Oversight Panel, the
Legislature and the public.

The controversy over radioactive leaks and Entergy's misinformation erupted almost three
weeks ago, when Entergy announced that a groundwater monitoring well had tested
positive for tritium, a radioactive isotope. The company quickly launched an investigation
to find the source of the radioactivity. The probable source: buried pipes that the company
said last year didn't exist. Compounding the problem, Volz said, is that Entergy "did
nothing to correct the record."...

- It is noted that the 20 year Palisades nuclear relicensing was completed January 18, 2007. The
debacle over the swelling and potential reactivity accident at Palisade’s old nuclear fuel
assemblies and racks began on September 20, 2007....the fuel pool. How could Palisades and the
NRC get through relicensing without addressing the swollen fuel racks, identify the problem and
correct it immediately before the completion of relicensing? I suspect there is significant NRC,
Entergy and Palisades fraud and falsification associated with the relicensing of this nuclear
plant.

PALISADES NUCLEAR PLANT NRC INSPECTION REPORT 05000255/2009008;
PRELIMINARY WHITE FINDING

In 1988, the licensee first identified that some rack locations were swelling when they
were unable to load a fuel bundle into a storage location. The licensee first identified a
stuck bundle in 1991 and there are now 11 fuel bundles that are stuck in their current
location and 3 more locations that have swollen walls. However, in 1994, the licensee and
NUS evaluated the condition and concluded gas generated from irradiation caused the
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swelling. This conclusion has not been confirmed; therefore, there may be another cause of
the rack swelling. The licensee could not show that the effects of the swelling on neutron
absorber degradation had ever been evaluated nor that the effects of gas pockets on the
criticality analysis had been considered. Until July of 2008, the licensee had not performed
testing on the SFP neutron absorption capability. In response to the inspector’s concerns,
the licensee accelerated testing committed for license extension to determine the neutron
absorption capability of the SFP racks. In July of 2008, the testing revealed that the
neutron absorber in the SFP racks had deteriorated and the SFP no longer met the TS
requirements for Keff in Region I of the SFP. The licensee performed a criticality
assessment of the pool and concluded that with 50 percent depletion of the neutron
absorber, the pool remained with a Keff of less than 1.00 and with a Keff of less than 0.95
with 150 ppm boron. The licensee committed to additional controls to ensure the SFP
remained sub-critical. On September 19, 2008, the NRC issued confirmatory action letter
(CAL) RIII-08-003 to Palisades to confirm these commitments. On February 6, 2009, the
NRC approved a license amendment for the SFP and the licensee established compliance
with the TS. The CAL was closed on February 20, 200

1) Indication are this was outed by a disgruntled palisades plant employee and
whistleblower...not by the NRC or Entergy itself. .

2) Irequest an NRC investigation concerning the events around the swollen fuel racks
and relicensing....and that you allowed me to participate in the investigation.

3) If deception and falsification at Palisades is similar to Vermont Yankee...I request a
immediate shutdown of the plant and that the management team be replaced. I request
that its nuclear licensed be removed from Entergy.

- 4) If deception and falsification at Palisades is similar to Vermont Yankee...I request
that the NRC deem Entergy as lacking the integrity to safety run a nuclear power plant
and they pull the licenses of all Entergy’s nuclear power plants.

5) There are indication the NRC participated in a cover-up of defective relicensing of
Palisades...they have allowed Palisade’s through their inspection activities to delay and
obfuscate the connections of the relicensing and the swelling of the fuel racks. The NRC
should have immediately suspected relicensing fraud and falsification upon Sept
2007...they should have identified the employees and Entergy as falsified and deceivers,
then prosecuted them to the full extent of the law. We wouldn’t be here with the issues of
Vermont Yankee if the NRC did their job.

6) I am sorry to say there are widespread suspicions the relicensing of nuclear plants
across the nation are collectively riddled with fraud, falsification and deception.

Thanks,

Michael Mulligan
Hinsdale, NH
PO Box 161.

16033368320
e-mail: steamshovel@yahoo.com




From: Michael Mulligan <steamshovel2002@yahoo.com>
To: allegation@nrc.gov

Cc: "Kim, James" <James.Kim@nrc.gov>

Sent: Thu, January 28, 2010 12:24:33 PM

Subject: 2.206 on the Palisades nuclear power plant

Dear Sir,

I request a 2.206 on the Palisades nuclear power plant...indeed the NRC as
a whole.

Thanks,
Mike
To whom it may concern:

Base on current events at Vermont Yankee, there is suspicion that Entergy participated in
Vermont Yankee on a plan of widespread deception and falsification over relicensing and other
issues at their Vermont Yankee...on the state and federal level, and definitely they falsified
conditions to the community. This is happening throughout the Entergy fleet of nuclear plants.

http//www.rutlandherald.com/article/20100128/ NEWS02/1280339/1003/NEWS02

PSB sees Entergy pattern of deception
By Susan Smallheer STAFF REPORT - Published: January 28, 2010

MONTPELIER — The Vermont Public Service Board said Wednesday Entergy Nuclear
may have provided false information to state utility regulators and the Legislature "for an
extended period of time," and said the issue is "broader" than just buried radioactive pipes
at Vermont Yankee.

James Volz, chairman of the Public Service Board, said it appeared Entergy had given not
just false sworn testimony to the board, but also to the Public Service Department, to the
state's contractor, Nuclear Safety Associates, the state's Public Oversight Panel, the
Legislature and the public.

The controversy over radioactive leaks and Entergy's misinformation erupted almost three
weeks ago, when Entergy announced that a groundwater monitoring well had tested
positive for tritium, a radioactive isotope. The company quickly launched an investigation
to find the source of the radioactivity. The probable source: buried pipes that the company
said last year didn't exist. Compounding the problem, Volz said, is that Entergy "did
nothing to correct the record."...

It is noted that the 20 year Palisades nuclear relicensing was completed January 18, 2007. The
debacle over the swelling and potential reactivity accident at Palisade’s old nuclear fuel
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assemblies and racks began on September 20, 2007....the fuel pool. How could Palisades and the
NRC get through relicensing without addressing the swollen fuel racks, identify the problem and
correct it immediately before the completion of relicensing? I suspect there is significant NRC,
Entergy and Palisades fraud and falsification associated with the relicensing of this nuclear
plant.

PALISADES NUCLEAR PLANT NRC INSPECTION REPORT 05000255/2009008;
PRELIMINARY WHITE FINDING

In 1988, the licensee first identified that some rack locations were swelling when they
were unable to load a fuel bundle into a storage location. The licensee first identified a
stuck bundle in 1991 and there are now 11 fuel bundles that are stuck in their current
location and 3 more locations that have swollen walls. However, in 1994, the licensee and
NUS evaluated the condition and concluded gas generated from irradiation caused the
swelling. This conclusion has not been confirmed; therefore, there may be another cause of
the rack swelling. The licensee could not show that the effects of the swelling on neutron
absorber degradation had ever been evaluated nor that the effects of gas pockets on the
criticality analysis had been considered. Until July of 2008, the licensee had not performed
testing on the SFP neutron absorption capability. In response to the inspector’s concerns,

" the licensee accelerated testing committed for license extension to determine the neutron
absorption capability of the SFP racks. In July of 2008, the testing revealed that the
neutron absorber in the SFP racks had deteriorated and the SFP no longer met the TS
requirements for Keff in Region I of the SFP. The licensee performed a criticality
assessment of the pool and concluded that with 50 percent depletion of the neutron
absorber, the pool remained with a Keff of less than 1.00 and with a Keff of less than 0.95
with 150 ppm boron. The licensee committed to additional controls to ensure the SFP
remained sub-critical. On September 19, 2008, the NRC issued confirmatory action letter
(CAL) RIII-08-003 to Palisades to confirm these commitments. On February 6, 2009, the
NRC approved a license amendment for the SFP and the licensee established compliance
with the TS. The CAL was closed on February 20, 200

1) Indication are this was outed by a disgruntled palisades plant employee and
whistleblower...not by the NRC or Entergy itself.
2) Irequest an NRC investigation concerning the events around the swollen fuel racks
and relicensing....and that you allowed me to participate in the investigation.
3) If deception and falsification at Palisades is similar to Vermont Yankee...I request a
immediate shutdown of the plant and that the management team be replaced. I request
that its nuclear licensed be removed from Entergy.
4) If deception and falsification at Palisades is similar to Vermont Yankee...I request
that the NRC deem Entergy as lacking the integrity to safety run a nuclear power plant
and they pull the licenses of all Entergy’s nuclear power plants.
5) There are indication the NRC participated in a cover-up of defective relicensing of
Palisades...they have allowed Palisade’s through their inspection activities to delay and
obfuscate the connections of the relicensing and the swelling of the fuel racks. The NRC
should have immediately suspected relicensing fraud and falsification upon Sept
2007...they should have identified the employees and Entergy as falsified and deceivers,
then prosecuted them to the full extent of the law. We wouldn’t be here with the i issues of
Vermont Yankee if the NRC did their job.
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6) I am sorry to say there are widespread suspicions the relicensing of nuclear plants -
across the nation are collectively riddled with fraud, falsification and deception.

Thanks,

Michael Mulligan
Hinsdale, NH
PO Box 161.

16033368320
e-mail: steamshovel@yahoo.com
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