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No Escape 
P0 Box 1066 

Peekskill, New York, 10566 

Indian Point Project 
Adrian Court 

Cortlandt Manor, New York, 10566 

Dr. Shirley Jackson 
U S Nuclear Regulatory Commnission 
One White Flint North 
115 55 Rockville Pike 
Rockville, Maryland 20852-2738 

Dear Dr. Jackson: 

It has now been one month since your agency contacted us in regard to our concerns 
about the Indian Point 2 nuclear power plant. We had asked that Indian Point 2 be 
considered for the watch list because of issues of safety which your agency has raised .  

It has since come to our attention that Mr. John F. Rogge has addressed these same 
concerns in a letter to Consolidated Edison dated October 29, 1997. Mr. Rogge makes it 
very dlear that non-adherence to procedure has been a recurrent theme in NRC 
inspection reports for the last two years.  

How long does it take the Nuclear Regulatory Agency to act on these matters of 
public safety? 

The General Accounting Office report, Preventing Problem Plants Requires More 
Effective NRC Action, raises this same question in a carefully documented manner.  

In addition to safety concerns we are also concerned with the formulas used to 
determine the true cost of energy per kilowatt hour produced by the Indian Point 
nuclear power plants. We have compiled a list of questions to help us understand this 
issue more fully. These questions have been forwarded to NYPA and to Con Edison.  
However, we would appreciate an answer from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
also.  

Sincerely, 

Marilyn Elie Daryl Schepart 
Indian Point Project -No Escape 
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H PDR



Questions Concerning Indian Point Nuclear Power Plants 

1. How is the economic efficiency of Indian Point nuclear power plants determined? What 
factors are included in the calculations and how much of the cost of Indian Point 3 is allocated to 
other plants in the system? 

2. What standards are used to measure the economic performance of the plants? 

3.What level of operational capacity is required to meet this economic standard? How many 
months each year must each plant operate at this capacity in order to be competitive? 

4. What factors are included in determining the total cost of waste disposal? How long will 
money last,that is, how many years of storage can be paid for? 

5. What is the total and true cost of decommissioning the plants? How is this figure determined? 
How is the money set aside for this cost? How is this money earmarked and who has control of 
the fund? 

6. What factors are included in the calculation of the cost of nuclear fuel? How sensitive is the 
economic of Indian Point to higher fuel costs? 

7.What is the cost of the safety and evacuation plan taking into consideration the use of police, 
ambulance corps, school bus drivers and other emergency workers? What percentage of this 
amount is paid for by the New York Power Authority or by Con Edison? 

8.What will it cost to come into full compliance with the Final Safety Analysis Report? How is 
this cost factored into the economic analysis? Is this cost currently figured into the rates charged 
for electricity? 

9.How does the New York Power Authority and Con Edison plan to recover the so called 
"stranded costs" of its initial investment? If this involves a rate increase for customers when will 
this change be implemented? 

10. Given the New York Power Authority's decision to move toward shared management of 
nuclear power plants, how will the closing of Indian Point 3 affect the economic analysis of 
Indian Point 2? Will costs be shifted to the non-nuclear sectors of the system? 

1 1.What -records does the Power Authority and Con Edison maintain on the long term health of 
employees who work for the utility, employees who work for contractor's and citizens within a ten 
mile proximity to the plant? How can these records be obtained for statistical analyses? If 
records are not maintained why has this not been done? How will the utilities cooperate to make 
this information available? 

12. What research is cited to support the theory that exposure to low level radiation is harmless? 

13. If the Price Anderson Act were not in effect what would be the true cost of liability insurance? 

14. How is the cost of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission calculated in the formula for the per 
kilowatt cost of energy?
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No Escape 
P0 Box 1066 

Peekskill, New York, 10566 

Indian Point Project 
Adrian Court 

Cortlandt Manor, New York, 10566 

Dr. Shirley Jackson 
U S Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
One White Flint North 
115 55 Rockville Pike 
Rockville, Maryland 20852-2738 

Dear Dr. Jackson: 

It has now been one month since your agency contacted us in regard to our concerns 
about the Indian Point 2 nuclear power plant. We had asked that Indian Point 2 be 
considered for the watch list because of issues of safety which your agency has raised.  

It has since come to our attention that Mr. John F. Rogge has addressed these same 
concerns in a letter to Consolidated Edison dated October 29, 1997. Mr. Rogge makes it 
very dlear that non-adherence to procedure has been a recurrent theme in NRC 
inspection reports for the last two years.  

How long does it take the Nuclear Regulatory Agency to act on these matters of 
public safety? 

The General Accounting Office report, Preventing Problem Plants Requires More 
Effective NRC Action, raises this same question in a carefully documented manner.  

In addition to safety concerns we are also concerned with the formulas used to 
determine the true cost of energy per kilowatt hour produced by the Indian Point 
nuclear power plants. We have compiled a list of questions to help us understand this 
issue more fully. These questions have been forwarded to NYPA and 'to Con Edison.  
However, we would appreciate an answer from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
also.  

Sincerely, 

Marilyn Elie Daryl Schepart 
Indian Point Project No Escape



Questions Concerning Indian Point Nuclear Power Plants 

1. How is the economic efficiency of Indian Point nuclear power plants determined? What 
factors are included in the calculations and how much of the cost of Indian Point 3 is allocated to 
other plants in the system? 

2. What standards are used to measure the economic performance of the plants? 

3.What level of operational capacity is required to meet this economic standard? How many 
months each year must each plant operate at this capacity in order to be competitive? 

4. What factors are included in determining the total cost of waste disposal? How long will 
money last, that is, how many years of storage can be paid for? 

5. What is the total and true cost of decommissioning the plants? How is this figure determined? 
How is the money set aside for this cost? How is this money earmarked and who has control of 
the fund? 

6. What factors are included in the calculation of the cost of nuclear fuel? How sensitive is the 
economic of Indian Point to higher fuel costs? 

7.What is the cost of the safety and evacuation plan taking into consideration the use of police, 
ambulance corps, school bus drivers and other emergency workers? What percentage of this 
amount is paid for by the New York Power Authority or by Con Edison? 

8.What will it cost to come into full compliance with the Final Safety Analysis Report? How is 
this cost factored into the economic analysis? Is this cost currently figured into the rates charged 
for electnicity? 

9.How does the New York Power Authority and Con Edison plan to recover the so called 
"stranded costs" of its initial investment? If this involves a rate increase for customers when will 
this change be implemented? 

10. Given the New York Power Authority's decision to move toward shared management of 
nuclear power plants, how will the closing of Indian Point 3 affect the economic analysis of 
Indian Point 2? Will costs be shifted to the non-nuclear sectors of the system? 

11 .What records does the Power Authority and Con Edison maintain on the long term health of 
employees who work for the utility, employees who work for contractors and citizens within a ten 
mile proximity to the plant? How can these records be obtained for statistical analyses? If 
records are not maintained why has this not been done? How will the utilities cooperate to make 
this information available? 

12. What research is cited to support the theory that exposure to low level radiation is harm less? 

13. If the Price Anderson Act were not In effect what would be the true cost of liability insurance? 

14. How is the cost of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission calculated in the formula for the per 
kilowatt cost of energy?
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UNION OF 
CONCERNED 
SCIENTISTS 

March 27, 2000 
Ms. Suzanne C. Black, Deputy Director 
Division of Licensing Project Management 
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 

SUBJECT: INFORMATION REQUEST - INDIAN POINT UNIT 2 

Dear Ms. Black: 

This is in response to your letter dated March 24, 2000, requesting the petitioners to supply the NRC 
staff with information about AFW or any other safety concerns by April 3, 2000. Your letter indicates 
that this information is needed by April 3, 2000, to permit the NRC staff to be considered to the extent 
possible before the staff permits Indian Point 2 to restart.  

The petitioners fully support the concept of open and timely airing of nuclear safety issues. However, we 
are concerned that we are being asked to exclusively shoulder this burden. For example, the petitioners 
still have not received any documentation - not even the transcript of the March 16, 2000, petition review 
board meeting. We know that documents are freely and openly flowing back and forth between the NRC 
staff and IP2's owner, yet none of that material has yet been placed into the public domain. The February 
15, 2000, event at IP2 prompted the NRC to dispatch an Augmented Inspection Team (AIT) to the site, 
yet the charter for this AIT has not been made public.  

Based on experience last fall with another petition on Indian Point 2, the petitioners are concerned that 
the NRC staff will take any material that we submit regarding AFW and other safety issues and 
immediately forward it to IP2's owner. That would be unfair because information on the steam generators 
received by the NRC staff from IP2's owner is not being shared with the petitioners or the public. Open 
and timely airing of nuclear safety issues must be a triangle that includes the NRC staff, the plant owner, 
and the public.  

Before we submit any information on AFW and other safety issues to the NRC staff prior to the April 7, 
2000, public meeting, we request formal responses in writing to the following questions: 

1. When will the NRC staff share any information we provide with IP2's owner? 

2. If the NRC staff provides IP2's owner with material we submit prior to April 7'h, will the NRC staff 
provide the petitioners material it receives from IP2's owner prior to April 7 th? 

incerely, 

David A. Lochb ? 
Nuclear Safety Engineer 

Washington Office: 1616 P Street NW Suite 310 * Washington DC 20036-1495 • 202-332-0900 * FAX: 202-332-0905 
Cambridge Headquarters: Two Brattle Square * Cambridge MA 02238-9105 . 617-547-5552 ° FAX: 617-864-9405 

California Office: 2397 Shattuck Avenue Suite 203 * Berkeley CA 94704-1567 • 510-843-1872 e FAX: 510-843-3785 
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• 0 
UNION OF 
CONCERNED 
SCIENTISTS 

March 27, 2000 
Ms. Suzanne C. Black, Deputy Director 
Division of Licensing Project Management 
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 

SUBJECT: INFORMATION REQUEST - INDIAN POINT UNIT 2 

Dear Ms. Black: 

This is in response to your letter dated March 24, 2000, requesting the petitioners to supply the NRC 
staff with information about AFW or any other safety concerns by April 3, 2000. Your letter indicates 
that this information is needed by April 3, 2000, to permit the NRC staff to be considered to the extent 
possible before the staff permits Indian Point 2 to restart.  

The petitioners fully support the concept of open and timely airing of nuclear safety issues. However, we 
are concerned that we are being asked to exclusively shoulder this burden. For example, the petitioners 
still have not received any documentation - not even the transcript of the March 16, 2000, petition review 
board meeting. We know that documents are freely and openly flowing back and forth between the NRC 
staff and IP2's owner, yet none of that material has yet been placed into the public domain. The February 
15, 2000, event at IP2 prompted the NRC to dispatch an Augmented Inspection Team (AIT) to the site, 
yet the charter for this MIT has not been made public.  

Based on experience last fall with another petition on Indian Point 2, the petitioners are concerned that 
the NRC staff will take any material that we submit regarding AFW and other safety issues and 
immediately forward it to IP2's owner. That would be unfair because information on the steam generators 
received by the NRC staff from IP2's owner is not being shared with the petitioners or the public. Open 
and timely airing of nuclear safety issues must be a triangle that includes the NRC staff, the plant owner, 
and the public.  

Before we submit any information on AFW and other safety issues to the NRC staff prior to the April 7, 

2000, public meeting, we request formal responses in writing to the following questions: 

1. When will the NRC staff share any information we provide with IP2's owner? 

2. If the NRC staff provides IP2's owner with material we submit prior to April 7th, will the NRC staff 
provide the petitioners material it receives from IP2's owner prior to April 7 h? 

cerely, 

David A. LochbA m 
Nuclear Safety Engineer 

Washington Office: 1616 P Street NW Suite 310 . Washington DC 20036-1495 * 202-332-0900 * FAX: 202-332-0905 
.Cambridge Headquarters: Two Brattle Square * Cambridge MA 02238-9105 e 617-547-5552 * FAX: 617-864-9405 

California Office: 2397 Shattuck Avenue Suite 203 * Berkeley CA 94704-1567 * 510-843-1872 * FAX: 510-843-3785
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,,t ofMr. DavidcA. Lochbaum Ma h 24, 2000 '.Union of CneedScie~es 

1616 P Street NW, Suite 310 
Washington, DC 20036 

SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPT OF TELEPHONE CONFERENCE CALL CONCERNING INDIAN 
POINT 2 10 CFR 2.206 PETITION 

Dear Mr. Lochbaum: 

On March 16, 2000, a telephone conference was held between you, Mr. Jim Riccio, and 

representatives of the NRC staff. The purpose of the telephone conference was to provide an 

opportunity to explain to members of the Petition Review Board the actions requested in the 

March 14, 2000, petition, their bases, and answer any questions raised by the NRC staff. The 

telephone conference was transcribed, and a copy of the transcript is enclosed. Both this 

transcript and the original petition have been forwarded to the public document room. If you 

have any questions, please contact me at (301) 415-1495.  

Sincerely, 

/RA original signed by G.W tdet for/ 

L. A. Wiens, Senior Project Manager, Section 2 
Project Directorate II 
Division of Licensing Project Management 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Docket No. 50-247 

Enclosure: March 16, 2000, Telephone Conference Transcript 
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