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Contention 15-AA: Staff Overestimation of Herris
Capacity Factor, by Wells Eddleman

Under the Soard's order of §/27/83, vare R fontrnote 8,
wells Eddleman hereby flles the fellowing contention thet the
Staff's 557 cavacity fuctor 'n the DETS is too high:

Contentlon 15-L4: The Staff has overestimated *he rverating
capacity factor of the Harris nuclesr plante inp *te draft environ=-
mental imnact statement, thus evagrerating the benefits of thie
vower belng produced by nuclear ererrgy, and distorting the NTea

cost-benef!it balance at the onertins llcense stape, The Sta®® also
calculated the output at 5Y¢ tao high even for the design rating.
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3_ASIS: Many oresently overating nuclear nlarts have 1ifetime
capacity factors below 55%, McGuire 1, with Westinghouse model D
steam generators (sim!lar to Harrls! steam genevators) had a iR,

capacity factor as of 12-31-82 (NUTG#0020 "Grer 3onk" Jaruarr 1003),
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Earrls will be subject to more s ringent reguletions and recu! rements
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than most plants now overating (see,e.r. Board Txhibilt 8 of the
Harrls 1979 construct!on rermit remand hear'ngs, re "sfte str'ngency”

or strictness of requirements.) The Brunswick vlant, which roer,
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played a considerable role in bullding (see record of same memand
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hearings)(testimony of J.A,Jones of CP&L, et 1), ras the lowest

two caracity factors of any 3WwRs in the United States as of 12+31-92.
(NURRG-0020, Jsn 1983: Brunswick 2 is worst at 10,97 of desien
rating; Brunswick 1 1s next lowest at ahout T07; Browns Ferrmr 1
at 52,37% (including the effects of the 197% fire) is next lomwest,
I belleve). (CP&L's Robinson nlant, by cortwact, was 2 tuwnkev job,
l.e. CP&L had no role in bullding 1t, Also, Pobinsor hes the lowest
site strirgency (safety/orerating regquirementa) of arv nuclear
plant *n FRC Reglon II accordirg to Board Prribit 8 and the test!mony
in the Harris remand hearing of 1979, NRC Dockets E£0-L0OU thru h03,)
In addition, CP&L's record of mismenagement of nlants, and of
plant problems (see¢, e.g., tectimonv of A. Roneld Jacobate!n, with
exniblts, NC Utiiltles Commisslon Jocket E-2 sub LLlL, where the NC
Commission penalized CP&L fer its wle irn causirg/exten?’ng a2 turbine
cutage &%t 3runswick -- sabotape 1is susnected; testimony &rd exhibits
¢f Thomas Lari, NCUC Public S¢uaff (officic) consurer advocrte), Docket
E<2 =ub L6l (1973) re C°&L's failure to ne~form tests, lead’np to
extensive cutages ‘r the sumrer of 1982 at Brunsvicks ¥™C nranosed
fine of $600,000 tc CP&L for fallure to perform required tests;
(docunented N attachments to C A Barth's 3-10-83 Jetten o ﬂcﬁoard)
rumbers of other lerge fines by N®°C *o CP&L !n the naet; Board
Exhibit B of the 1279 remand hearinges on Harvis (anenwmeus YR(Q
Insrectore' opm'nions that Rob’reer merage~ert nut nower preductfon
ahead of safety, did only what Y3 re~ulved); record of Rabinson
derstings and cutages 'n recent vears due to steam penevator
degradation) indicstes thet CP&L may not cet as gpood results as
other nuclear plent onerators, at least not withcut® corrromising
safety (vide NRC FCIAB2-741 where CPAL un’te hol?d 2 of the highest

S ratings in the USA for 1581 in risk of meltdown rrecumrsoprs tannening

at tlose plants in that review), Harris DFR rating is 1800 ¥ x 1818 hrs

€Eg) 43 only 8,67 b'1l%on KWE & year, not @ blll4on as Staff claims.
éo g‘&h nukeyhas ar operating MDC enuml to i1te DER, so F,.A7 is too high.




