REACTOR ALLEGATIONS SUBSTANTIATED WITH REGULATORY RESPONSE BY CY RECEIVED*:
January 2009 - February 2013

Site 2009{2010{2011]2012]2013
ARKANSAS 1 & 2 1 1

BRAIDWOOD 1 & 2 1 1

BROWNS FERRY 1,2 & 3 1 2

BRUNSWICK 1 & 2
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BYRON 1 & 2

CALVERT CLIFFS 1 &2

CLINTON
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COLUMBIA PLANT

COOK1 &2 1

COOPER 1 1

DAVIS-BESSE 1

DIABLO CANYON 1 & 2 1

DRESDEN 2 & 3 1

FARLEY 1 & 2 1

FITZPATRICK 3

GINNA 1

GRAND GULF 1 2 1

HARRIS 1

HATCH 1 & 2 1 1

INDIAN POINT 2 & 3 2 2

LASALLE 1 & 2

LIMERICK 1 & 2 3

MILLSTONE 2 & 3
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NORTH ANNA 1 & 2

OYSTER CREEK 1

PALISADES 1 2

PALO VERDE 1, 2, & 3 1 1

PERRY 3 1 1

PILGRIM 1

POINT BEACH 1 & 2 2 1 1

PRAIRIE ISLAND 1 & 2 3 1

RIVER BEND 1 1

SALEM/HOPE CREEK 2

SAN ONOFRE 2 & 3 15| 14 1 1

SEABROOK 1

SEQUOYAH 1 & 2 4

SOUTH TEXAS 1 & 2 1

STLUCIE1 &2 1

SUSQUEHANNA 1 & 2 4 1 1 2

THREE MILE ISLAND 4

TURKEY POINT 3 & 4 1 1 1

WATERFORD 1

WATTS BAR 1 2

*This table refers to substantiated allegations from external sources which prompted regulatory action (i.e.,
violations, findings, orders, DFls, or CELs). Note: One action may be associated with multiple allegations
regarding the same matter.
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