Entergy expresses ‘sincere regret’
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By SUSAN SMALLHEER Herald Staff 

The head of Entergy Nuclear in Vermont has sent a letter of “sincere regret” to the Public Service Board, promising another in-house review to make sure the company complies with the board’s repeated orders that all relevant documents in the company’s power case are shared. 

“I sincerely regret that discovery difficulties have interfered with the ability of the parties to review the proposal and present their viewpoints,” Jay K. Thayer, Entergy site vice president, wrote in a letter to Michael Dworkin, chairman of the Vermont board, dated Tuesday. 

“I believe that the review described above will result in the full disclosure of all documents relevant to power uprate,” he said. 

Last week, at the end of three days of technical hearings into Entergy’s plans to increase power production, Dworkin and other board members read Entergy’s attorneys a regulatory riot act, saying they appeared to be guilty of trickery by trying to impeach a witness with new documents, and claiming them to be otherwise. 

“At last Wednesday’s hearing, the board expressed grave concerns regarding Entergy VY’s compliance with board orders,” Thayer noted. “I personally want to assure the board that all of us at Vermont Yankee understand that the board’s process must be fair, open and comprehensive. We also understand that it is our obligation to provide information requested by the parties to this case.” 

Thayer, in his letter, said he had spoken with his legal team on the case, Victoria Brown and Gary Franklin of the Burlington law firm of Eggleston & Cramer. 

Thayer’s letter was released after the close of business Tuesday afternoon by Entergy’s public relations office, but he was unavailable for direct comment. 

But Robert Williams, Entergy Nuclear’s spokesman, said that the two-page letter was “an expression of sincere regret … the letter speaks for itself.” 

Raymond Shadis, on the staff of the New England Coalition, said that Thayer’s letter was “so much crocodile tears and nothing more.” 

“What is this? A death-bed conversion?” Shadis said. “This is typical of corporate and bureaucratic manipulation. To suggest there’s something wrong with their system? This is a question of basic honesty. They knew very well the documents were incomplete.” 

Shadis this summer had assembled a small group of nuclear experts to evaluate Entergy’s plans, but they were largely thwarted because of incomplete or missing documents. 

Entergy wants to add, in essence, a 110-megawatt reactor to the existing 540-megawatt station already in Vernon, a 20 percent increase. 

According to a recent filing with the NRC, the federal agency that will review the proposal, the company plans on changing the nuclear fuel more often, so that younger and hotter fuel generates more heat and steam, which is converted to electricity. 

The New England Coalition, which has been fighting Vermont Yankee since it was first planned in the 1960s, contends that the power increase would be a dangerous thing for a small, aging reactor to undertake. The financial benefits are all Entergy’s, the coalition says, while the risks are Vermonters’. 

So far, the Department of Public Service, which acts as the ratepayers’ advocate, has refused to endorse the plan, saying there is no economic incentive for Vermont ratepayers, that, in fact, there is substantial financial risk. 

The department’s support is usually viewed as key in such a case before the Public Service Board. 

Last year, when Entergy was seeking the board’s approval of its $180 million purchase of Vermont Yankee, the department’s support was pivotal. 

Shadis, who was invited by the board last week to suggest sanctions against Entergy Nuclear, said that even Tuesday, when he received another round of documents about the power increase, Entergy didn’t follow the Public Service Board’s orders. 

“Protocols are important. As of today, they are still mistreating the process,” he said. 

He said the UPS man delivered Entergy Nuclear’s filing with the federal Nuclear Regulatory Commission “dumped in a bag and shipped to me like a dead cat.” 

Most importantly, he said, there was no cover letter and formal pledge from either the attorneys or Entergy officials that the documents were complete and true. 

“If they’re going to start to do things right, when are they going to start?” he asked. 

Shadis wouldn’t say Tuesday evening what sanctions against Entergy Nuclear he would be seeking when he files the New England Coalition’s request with the board on Wednesday. Entergy has until Monday to respond. 

Thayer closed his letter with a somewhat cryptic promise to the board: “I am prepared to take additional management actions should they prove necessary to ensure Entergy fully meets the board’s expectations in these proceedings.” 

When asked what that meant, Williams repeated: “The letter speaks for itself.” 
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