Entergy critcized by PSB
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By SUSAN SMALLHEER Herald staff 

The Public Service Board has continued its criticism of Entergy Nuclear, and in a ruling released Thursday told the company to hand over important business documents regarding its decision to increase power production at the Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant by 20 percent. 

The board had sharp words for Entergy, whose attorneys had argued that the information should not be released because the anti-nuclear New England Coalition could not be trusted. 

“Entergy has incorrectly stood the board’s protective process on its head, turning a shield into a sword. This is not right. Entergy cannot unilaterally withhold documents from a party,” wrote hearing officer David Farnsworth. 

The board ordered Entergy to turn over other missing documents, and said Entergy might have to reimburse the New England Coalition for the extra time the information dispute has cost the group. 

Raymond Shadis of the New England Coalition said the board’s order was too little, too late. 

“This is a minor setback for them,” he said of Entergy. “They are already asking for reconsideration and are not going to comply.” 

Rebuttal hearings on Entergy’s proposal resume Sept. 15, and Shadis said there really wasn’t time to read the documents, analyze them, hire experts and present opposing viewpoints. 

Shadis said he had asked for the Entergy documents about the power increase because it would provide an “in-house, candid evaluation of their financial plans.” 

“Entergy is playing dumb, they’re saying ‘oh, we didn’t know you wanted that business plan,’” Shadis said. “The board is being timid; they should be laying sanctions on Entergy. Entergy has ruined the opportunity for meaningful review.” 

Shadis pointed to the fact that one of Entergy’s experts on the uprate case, Jonathan Lesser, was recently hired to be head of planning for the Department of Public Service. 

He has disqualified himself from the uprate case. 

“This is fairy tales,” Shadis said. 

Shadis said his citizen group was “damn near broke, we’ve spent an awful lot of money,” opposing first the sale of Vermont Yankee to Entergy last year and then this year’s request for additional power. 

Robert Williams, Entergy Nuclear spokesman, said that the company had asked for a reconsideration of the decision by the full board, not just the hearing officer. But he also said he didn’t know if the company had complied with a deadline earlier this week to turn over the confidential documents to the board. 

Otherwise, he said, Entergy would comply with the decision by turning over additional documents to the coalition on Monday. 

Entergy Nuclear is seeking state approval, a certificate of public good, for its plan to generate an additional 100 megawatts of power, 20 percent, out of the 31-year-old reactor in Vernon. The New England Coalition has raised objections, saying the relatively old reactor cannot withstand the additional stresses of the increased power production. 

So far, the state Department of Public Service has refused to endorse the project as well, saying there is no benefit to the Vermont ratepayers, and that ratepayers should be protected from any rate shock in the event the plant needs to shut down because of the increased power production. 

Entergy Nuclear’s own experts have estimated that the plant will be shut down an additional seven days for the first two years of the project. 

And while two Vermont utilities, Central Vermont Public Service Corp. and Green Mountain Power Corp., have an exclusive 30-day period to negotiate to buy the power, the bulk of it is expected to be shipped to the New York power market. 

“We are providing NEC with information in compliance with the board order,” Williams said. “We’ve taken issue with just one part of the order of the Entergy board of directors’ documents that contain competitive information about the cost of the uprate to Entergy. The PSB has previously stated that that type of information is irrelevant to their review.” 

“We’re simply exercising our right to object and protect our competitive, proprietary information,” Williams said, reading from a prepared statement. 

Entergy Nuclear has said it is spending $60 million in capital construction costs for the uprate, and state nuclear engineer William Sherman has estimated that Entergy will clear $20 million a year off the new power. 
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