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Joosten, Sandy

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

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2012 10:35 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'

Subject: Fukushima-related Comments for 7-30-2012

Good morning,

Design Basis
One of the top Exelon people has said that nuclear power is a business, not a religion. Yet, it appears to me that the
worship continues. | am talking about the current industry reverence applied to “design basis”. Actually, | prefer to
identify it as the original design basis to distinguish it from the (current) design basis necessary today in order to run a
nuclear plant with a reasonable assurance of its safety to the surrounding public.

| think the basic argument is this: when we find that the original design basis is no longer adequate, do we “grandfather”
the original design basis (and continue to use it) or do we change it (and the plant)?

Actually, that's not exactly the complete description of (U.S.) choices, is it? Here in the United States a practical
alternative (which | support) has been proposed. It is to strengthen not the constructed plant but the ability to respond
with additional, portable equipment available from Regional Centers.

However, here is the point. Until such promised Regional Centers are actually provided, what we are doing is, in effect,
“grandfathering” the now-found-to-be-inadequate original design basis.

How long should we continue to do this?

Moving Fukushima Daiichi Unit 4 Spent (or Used) Fuel
| do not understand the difference if the inspected two fuel bundles show no damage or an excessive amount. Isn't it
considered important to remove ALL the fuel in the elevated spent fuel pool before the next big (and unanticipated) set of
external events strikes the site? What is taking so long?
(Remember, we were told that the fuel was not damaged and that it was always covered with water. Was this incorrect?)

Thank you,

Tom Gurdziel



