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Wright, Darlene

From: Tom Gurdziel [tgurdziel@twcny.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 10:11 PM
To: CHAIRMAN Resource
Cc: hillsc@INPO.org; Bridget.Frymire@dps.ny.gov; 'Vanags, Uldis'; Screnci, Diane;

P.Kaiser@iaea.org; jicc@ws.mofa.go.jp; JLD_Public Resource; 'Newal Agnihotri'; 'Tom
Henry'; ESTRONSKI@aol.com; 'Holden, Tammy'; 'Lyon, Jill'; Fukushima@bas.edu;
barclaw@assembly.state. ny. us; rich@oswegocounty.com; dbenyak@firstenergycorp.com;
senator leahy@leahy.senate. gov; 'Turkal, Mark'; Michael. GaffneySr@pseg.com

Subject: Fukushima-related Comments for 7-10-2012 16 Month Status

Good morning,

(U.S.) Regional Centers for Rapid Dispatch of Emergency Material

No Regional Center is in operation.

Locations for the Regional Centers have not been publically announced.

Lists of equipment and supplies to (eventually) be purchased for the Regional Centers have not been made public.

Adequacy of (U.S.) Multi-plant-site Offsite AC Power

Such studies have not been done.

Adequacy of (U.S.) Single-plant-site Offsite AC Power

Such studies have not been done.

Use of (U.S.) Common Facilities during Emergencies

Noting that a common control room was used at Fukushima Daiichi Units 1 and 2 and noting further that both reactor
cores there have melted, has the use of a common control room at multiple plant sites during emergencies involving all
plants on site been studied?

Such studies have not been done.

Noting that vent ductwork connections to a common stack appear to have enabled the destruction of the (non-operating)
Fukushima Daiichi Unit 4 from the explosive gases of Unit 3, has the use of connected vent pathways been studied to
determine previously unanticipated risk?

Unknown

Command & Control

Given that no direct chain of command appears to exist between shift supervision and any auxiliary operator at
Fukushima-Daiichi Units 1 - 4 as shown on the page 62 chart of INPO Report 11-005, has the organizational structure of
U.S. nuclear plants been reviewed for adequacy during multi-plant accidents?

Unknown

Workforce Size

Noting that the March 11, 2011 accident occurred on a weekday during ordinary working hours when a maximum of
people were available on site, has the workforce size necessary for (U.S.) multi-nlnt ;4riripnfk hpgmn r-rmrndr% ,l ..,i +k +k÷f



Hardened Vents

Given that it appears hardened vents were installed at the Fukushima Daiichi BWR Mk I plants but they were unable to
reduce primary containment pressure sufficiently and quickly enough to save any reactor core, has a study been done to
determine the likelihood of similar failure of U.S. BWR Mk I hardened vents to workas needed to prevent core melt?

No public report of such a study.

Earthquake, (U.S.)

Proposed efforts under discussion.

Flood, (U.S)

Proposed efforts under discussion (but may overlook flood-water-carried debris impact.)

Final Disposal of Large Amounts of Spent Nuclear Fuel in (U.S.) BWR Elevated Pools

Proposed efforts under discussion are limited to pool instrumentation enhancements only.

Thank you,

Thomas Gurdziel
Member, ASME

Do you think the informed public would be comfortable with our progress to date?
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