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Joosten, Sandy

From: Tom Gurdziel [tgurdziel@twcny.rr.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2012 8:29 AM

To: CHAIRMAN Resource

Cc: hillsc@INPO.org; Bridget.Frymire@dps.ny.gov; Screnci, Diane; P Kaiser@iaea.org;

jicc@ws.mofa.go.jp; JLD_Public Resource; 'Newal Agnihotri'; 'Tom Henry'; 'Vanags, Uldis’;
Bowman, Gregory; ESTRONSKI@aol.com
Subject: Fukushima-related Comments for 5-31-2012
Good morning,
100 degrees F. per hour
Suppose you are an on-duty plant operator. If you knew you had a choice to either cooldown the reactor vessel at 100
degrees F. per hour or prevent the reactor core from melting, | am sure that you would choose to save the core. But

suppose that choice was not apparent, as it was not at Fukushima Daiichi Unit 1 on March 11, 2011?

Does it make sense for us to continue to require a cooldown rate of 100 degrees F. per hour (or less) in accident
conditions when time is critical, given that this was instrumental in destroying the Unit 1 reactor core?

Yet, after more than a year, | have still not seen any identification that the existing cooldown rate is no longer defensible in
accident situations. Oris it?

How about somebody taking a look at the possible (accident) value of a fast cooldown by emergency condensers, (which
is a passive system)?

Thank you,

Tom Gurdziel



