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Prairie Alliance
Law Division
P. O. Box 2424--Station A
Champaign, Illinois 61820

September 26, 1979

FRFiDOM OF INFORMATIONMr. J. M. Felton, Director ACT REQUEST
Division of Rules and Records /_C ] //

.,

. _ ff - g 7 9/Office of Administration ,

Nuclear Regulatory Commission . d ( I' '(/ /6 ,J .Washington, D.C. 20555 ~

Dear Mr. Felton:

This Freedom of Information Act request is a follow-up to tryprevious request, FOIA-79-168, dated Iby 4,1979. The two responses
I received from you, dated 6/11/79 and 6/30/79, were responsive
only to items numbered 2-4 in that request. In addition, youforwarded a lis' of documents generally related to post-Lewis Reportuse of Wash-1400 by the NRC staff.

In order to fulfill my previous request and gain additionalinformation, I am now writing to request the following:
(1) A copy of information stated in paragraph number (1) of my May4, 1979 request (F01A-79-168), i.e. , NRC documents specifically
related to the effect of the NRC partial repudiation of Wash-1400 on
the Clinton Units I and II (Docket #70-461 and 70-462). In otherword s, I wish to receive a copy of documents containing information
with reg,rd to the NRC staff review of the existing plant licenses
for Clinton Units I and II arising from the re-assessment of
Wash-1400 reliance as a basis for licensing criteria in lightLewis Report. of the

(2)(a) A copy of NRC documents rel.ating to a study done by General
Electric--known as the Reid Report--which discusses unresolved
safety problems of Boiling Water Reactors manufretured by General
Electric, such as the one at the BDck Fox f=':111ty. As in the
previous request, I would especially like copics of N1C documents
utilizing and/or discussing the Reid Report information in its
application to licensing and other NRC reviaw of Clinton Units I and II.
(2)(b) In this regard, I also request a copy of the Reid Report itself.

(3) A copy of Appendix A, Revir.Aon 1 to Task Action Plan for Generic
Tasks contained in the files of Docket #50-556 and #50-557.
(This is an appendix to the testimony af Mssrs. Aycock, Crocker and
Thomas.) -
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(4)
Any NRC documents pertaining to the effect of the recentNRC staff position--that

the accident at Three Mile Island was
a class 9 (nine) accident--on construction permit and operating
license granting, suspension, modification, or revocation criteria

Once ' gain, any documents relating the effects of this new positi(I have enclosed a copy of a news article to specify this ruling )
.

.

to the licensing process, on
including granting, suspension,

modification, or revocation, for the Clinton reactors or other BWRsis also requested.

It would greatly facilitate our correspondence if you would
specify vour response to these requests by utilizing the
corresporJing paragraph numbers from this letter.

that copies of any of the requcated information are deniedIn the unlikely
event

pleese describe the deleted material in detail and specify the ,
'

statatory basis for the denial as well as your reasons for
believing that the alleged statutory justification applies in thisinstance.

This might help to avoid possibly unnecessary litigationat a future date.

I anticipate, however, that all of this information will be
made available within the statutorily prescribed period. I also
request that any copying fees be waived since disclosure in this
case certainly meets the statutory standard for waiver of fees:". . furnishing Ithis] information can be considered as.

primarily benefiting the general public."
I note in this regard that much of the requested information5 U.S.C. S 522 (a) (4) (A).

,
'

relates to general licensing criteria and as a member of a broad-based 5,

puLlic interest organization, I intend to make this information known
'

to all interested members of the public.
,

As provided for in the Act, I will expect to receive a reply !
within 10 (ten) working days.

[
If you have any questions regarding this request, .

pleasetelephone me at this number: (217) 384-4103. {
j

Sinceri'ly, i

2

j A, me ~ :
'..

Peter Penner |- |
F '
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"
By Harlan Draegor

for T1.ree ute 151anu ''could do a lot of harrn sue were expressed in a response by New Jer
a

$ if it isn't undone."The decision by federal experts that a Class
9 accident occurred at the Three Mlle IslandEdison has seven operating reactors, s!* warned of a " sweeping precedentsey's Public Service Electric & Gas Co. ItA. DAVID ROS$1N a nuclear rewarch (9

.
a

gineer for Commonw e,alth Edison. said he w:spower plant apparently signals a new turn in
--

more under construction and several more on . . . radically'

affecting all pendIng cases [and perhaps those shocked by the NRC staffs "incomprehens!.the drawing boards.the national debate over nuclear power.F ble" position.
Critics of nuclear safety procedures say. Nationwide, there are 70 fully lleensed units sued]." plants for which Ecenses have already been is-I and more than 120 requiring either construe. ''This changes the whole definition of Clars

*

they have gained fresh, powerful ammunttlon
_

to challenge licenses for existing and future tion or operating permits. Environmenta!!sts schred on the NRC state- 9 accidents," he said. "We'se got to haveay plants. For years, the federa! government has used ment as a "significant" new opening in their new clast now-Class 10. This develepmtst
3 They contend that the go.ctnment. in con- a range of numbers to rank possible accidents challenge to nuclear power. does open up new questions, der-nd!n;; ts

how the thing is Interpreted. If it is allowed to_ ceding,an_ accident 6"IEit magritude for the _ at nuclear plants. Greg Minor, one of three former General
a

change the design basis [for reactors), then ity
krsLA.it._nlusLg.su~rF'tTDr-Qygg y Island came up indirectly inTilE NRC STATF POSITION on Three Mile because of safety concerns said heElectric Co. nuclear engineers who resigned%!thstand them. will change the licensing process. But I don't_

9
was sur. think it should."

~

connection with
3 CissTaccidents are those irt which the Proposed expansion of spent fuel storage at a prised by the decision.

,

Nuclear critic Catherine Quigg. of Pollution
are '' design basis" events-the worst possibili-consequences are " trivial." Class 8 accidents . board formally asked the NRC staff wh thNew Jersey nuchar plant. There, the !! censing,,In tems of the Hunsing pmuss,it redyE and Environmental Problems in suburbansays ne am n t adecau cden1

Palatine, said: "We have been told a Class 9
ties that plant safety equipment is designed to the Pennsylvania accident fellinto the Class 9 n r aes th and safew of e"* m% said W accident can't happen. Now we know it can.

e er
e mtect

control. Class 9 accidents involve a ser category. Its response:
.

consgant for inmnors in the & Therefore, all reactors will have to be exam._ successive plant failures "more severe"ies of "While the release of radioactlve material
.

* than "wy cas
those for.which plant safegnrds are designed. to the off-site population was very small, the an , neredB e,Excluslon of Class 9 accidats as 'Ciass ., a(ctuem.Ined for their~caWbahty of withstanding a

i

1 s*dff nonetheless concludes that the accidmt by Mr expulmce.,t noingeris substantiand
evu

UNTIL NOW, evidence about the possibility .at Three Mile Island was a Class 9 accident."
Minor foresees an immediate evaluation of for Illinois Atty. Gen. William J. Scott, said

pean lianseil, wTho handles nuclear issues
of a Class 9 accident has been excluded from'The response was written by Roger J. Matt, existing reactors and "more strinthe NRC stance would make it impossible for

i
I license proceedings for nuclear reactors.

son, head of an NRC task force looking into~

Chances of such an event were considered too Ing standards in the long run. gent"licens- any cost-benefit ratlo to favor locating nuclearthe accidedt.
i remote for consideration in license reviews. plants near major urban areas.NRC staff experts sa':1 there Is no specific

+

But a little-noticed statement two weeks
,

-~ ~ + m-.d$finition of a Class 9 accident. But they said
, ,: , ,i

, ,,,

ago by the staff of the Nuclear Regulatcry
0: . ,.,3_ |y.g ;- , g ,z

the courts and NRC appeal boards generally
I .

f
Commission put the Three Mile Island acci-

,
:

h Id that it must involve simultaneous failures
3 ,' y - QF , , ,.

dent near Itarrisburg, Pa.,in the Class 9 cate.
-

, f,,-
of all or " numerous" safety systems in power , g.c ,' ,, ., f. - ' "y ,.g..5 E #I'

-
;-e ", ,'

plants' ,. 3. . - y '. ,, 4 .- - 'i
Frank Ingram, NRC spokesman in Washing *Mattson said the Three Mlle Island break-

4,
.

* ,* M' [S'Y' 4*.
J . .r .e ,t ,* 7 ,

..
,

lon. said it's "too early to tell" how the desig* down involved "a sequence of t!ree succes.
b'. N .

y n **
''

av- ['i
~

nation might affect licensing. Top NRC offi. sive fallures" more severe than those for
"*

+ ' *'. ' ' -' '

* 1r D ' *0 'clats were not available for comment Friday. which plant safeguards were designed.
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i Mattson emIndustry representatives were surprised by " consequences"phasized that the radiological
' .'

. ' . ' b;. .f .i ? ' 'E , *
'

'.y _ , ' a '

the decision and fully expect nuclear foes to
'

's W ^ * .( c. [ ;[ + *d ' . . .Iwere within the plant's de. '

.

make the most of it. But they said it will not sign standards. lie said the accident qualifies .,'.,'6 ' ' 2-' '
- - .,
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'
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necessarily lay new ground rules for licenses. as a Class 9 event only from the standpoint of
In Chicago, a spokesman for Common. ''possible, rather than actut!, radiological con 13. . . , ' , . g,i ,Ny, "/ O.jg, . ' . '-'9 '/,'''~' i ' " i 'l/ 3.J' ' ' , '

?

*',.
-4'- >r - -

.

w
E sequences? .

',

ffwashh Edison Co. said the Class 9 designation
*' aMi1
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LTTILITY WORRIES ABOUT the Clar- 9 !s ,,.
. *a' \ ~~...

,

.
-- p -

--g _

, , k ,. . ,. . "v,, .
,

' .

[. , , - q-*,

d [ . 1 4. m..m.m J.4 h. <.f b..s

,

di48~i272. -

4

.

, .

**(,',e,.- - , '_. ( (me' $ v'
. '

, '. , [ t [ I s
. m y- * *z. , ;; ^M.

7 * ,,' f M m '.i.."* j'If2,'*f''a'T L1 . >
:

/*W"E Si
.

,--. . -' - . .w .'~' u - .- m: y, 3 . f. 5 ''
* *r.o., r.w M dMd yb b,M.bd,b.;s. -- . ..

< p .

;.

o%_ . . .. . . . , . - . - . . - ' - - ..

--

: .N W . 5

, . ,

' ~


