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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMM SSI ON
+ + + + +
PUBLI C MEETI NG TO PROVI DE COMVENTS
ON THE NRC EVALUATI ON OF ENVI RONMVENTAL
| MPACTS FROM THE PROPOSED M XED OXI DE
FUEL FABRI CATI ON FACI LI TY
+ + + + +
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 2002
+ + + + +

SAVANNAH, GEORG A

+ + + + +

The Public Meeting was held at Conference Room

Georgi a Coastal Center, at 7: 05 p.m, Francis (Chip)

Canmeron, Facilitator, presiding
PRESENT:

FRANCI S (Chi p) CAMERON

TI M HARRI S

DAVE BROWN

JOHN HULL

CHERYL TROTTI ER
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P-R-OCE-EDI-NGS

MR. CAMERON: Good eveni ng, everybody. My
name i s Chi p Caneron, and |I' mt he Speci al Counsel for the
Publ i c Li ai son at t he Nucl ear Regul at ory Conm ssion. And
|"d like to welconme all of you to the NRC s public
nmeeting tonight.

Qur topic tonight isthe Nucl ear Regul atory
Comm ssi on — NRC s environnental revi ewprocess onthe
application to construct a m xed oxide, MOX fuel
fabricationfacility. And|'mpl eased to serve as your
facilitator for tonight's neeting. And ny rol e tonight
wll betotrytohelp all of youto have a productive
nmeeting.

| generally like to cover three itens of
nmeet i ng process before we get i ntothe substance of the
meeting' s discussion. AndIl'dliketotalkalittlebit
about why the NRCis here toni ght; secondly, discuss
format and ground rul es for tonight's neeting; and third,
to give you an overview of the agenda for tonight's
nmeeting so that you know what to expect.

Interns of objectives for the neeting, the
NRC staff will be goingintonoredetail onthisinafew
m nutes. But basically, sinply stated, we have two
obj ectives. Oneistotrytoclearly explainwhat the
NRC s process i s for deci sion-nmaking onthis application
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for constructionof a MOXfacility, and specifically, to
clearly expl ai n what the environnental reviewprocessis.

Secondly, and | believe a nost inportant
obj ectiveistoget your comments, your advi ce on what
aretheinplications for the NRC s environnental review
from recent changes to the Departnent of Energy's

national MOX program Andthe NRCstaff will betelling

you a little bit about those changes | ater on tonight.

The format for the neeting matches t hose two
objectives. W're goingto begintonight withtwo brief
present ations by the NRCstaff, and after each of those
presentations we're goingtoout toyoutoseeif we can
answer your questions about the —the processthat's —
that's described to you.

Second part of the neetingis to hear from
you, and to gi ve you an opportunity to conme up and gi ve
us sone comments on — on t he questions that the NRCstaff
is going to put before you tonight.

In terms of ground rules, if you have a
guestion, when we're i nthe question-answer session after
each presentation and we'll go out to you to — for
guestions, just signal neand |'Il bring youthis talking
stick. And pl ease give us your nane and affiliation, if
appropriate. Second ground rule is please only one
person speaking at atinme. That will not only helpusto
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get acleantranscript —we aretranscribingit. Mlanie
i s our stenographer tonight. But nost inportantly, only
havi ng one person speak at atine allows us to give our
full attention to whonmever has the floor at the tine.

Third ground rul e, I would just ask youto
try to be as — as conci se as possi bl e inyour questions
and — and coments so that we can make sure that
everybody has a chance to — to speak toni ght. And when
we get to the public comment part of the meeting, I'm
goingtoask youtotrytolimt your comments to five
m nutes. Usual |y peopl e can say what they needto say in
that tinme period. It's not goingto be a hard-and-fast
rul e where there's atrap door that shoots you out onto
the street or anything.

(Laughter.)

MR. CAMERON: But try to keep it to —-to
five m nutes.

Interms of agenda for toni ght's neeting,
thefirst topicthat the NRCis goingto present is an
overvi ewof the NRC s environnental revi ewprocess. And
we have M. TimHarris right over here who i s goingto do
that for us. Timis the Project Manager for the
environnental reviewon t he construction aut horization
request. He's in the Environmental and Perfornmance
Assessnent Branch at the NRC, whichis inour Ofice of
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Nucl ear Materials Saf ety and Saf eguards. And Ti mhas
been i nvol ved i n numerous activities at the NRC. uranium
recovery, | owl evel waste di sposal, deconm ssi oni ng.
He's been with the NRCf or about ni ne years, and he has
a Bachelor's in Civil Engineering.

After that, go out to you for questions.
Then we' || conme back to M. Dave Brown, right here. And
Dave i s going to tal k about the changes to t he Depart nent
of Energy national MOX program and the potenti al
i nplications for the environnental review, the NRC s
environnental review. W'IlIl then goout toyoufor —for
gquestions again. Daveisinthe Special Projects and
| nspection Branch of the NRC. Again, that's in the
O fice of Nuclear Muterials Safety and Saf eguards.

So we have someone here from the
environnmental reviewside, whichis—is  TimHarris, and
soneone here fromthe saf ety eval uati on si de, Dave Brown.
And Tim inafewmnutes, is going to tal k about how
t hose t wo eval uati ons---environnental and safety---cone
together to formthe basis for an NRD deci si on — NRC
deci si on on whet her to grant or deny the application for
a construction aut hori zation. And Dave, | should say, is
a health physicist. He's been with the NRC for two
years. He was with the Wst Val | ey denonstrati on proj ect
bef ore that for about five years. He has a —a Master's
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i n Heal t h Physics fromd enson, and a Bachelor'sin—-in
Physi cs.

| just want to say a couple words about
rel evance before we get started. There may be questi ons
that — that you have that don't fit squarely into the
agenda itens that we're tal ki ng about. W' || keep track
of those inthe "parkinglot" up here, and we'll make
sur e that we cone back and answer t hose questi ons before
the night is over.

And t he second poi nt about rel evance i s t hat
we knowthat there's alot of i ssues connected to the
national MOX program A lot of themfall outside of
NRC s jurisdiction. We're always gladtolistento any
publ i c concerns and comments and try t o answer questi ons,
but we are focusing onthe NRCresponsi bilities tonight.

And one ot her person | want to introduce
bef ore we get startedis Cheryl Trottier. Cheryl isthe
Branch Chief, NRC manager of the Environnmental and
Per f or mance Assessnent Branch where this environnental
reviewis bei ng prepared, and she's with us here toni ght
to listen to your comments.

And with that, | would just thank you all
for being hereto helpusw ththis inportant decision.
And | ' mgoingtoask — Tim are youready to—to do your
presentation?
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MR. HARRI'S: | think so. Can — can you al |

hear me?

Good eveni ng. I'd like to personally
wel cone you to the NRC s neeting on the environnent al
revi ewof the proposed m xed oxi de or MOX---1 think we'll
use that acronymtoni ght---fuel fabricationfacility.
|"dliketo personally thank you for taking your tineto
come out this evening. We all know we have busy
schedul es, and we want to t hank you for com ng out and
taking your tinme. We |look forward to hearing your
comment s.

This neetingis one of aseries of neetings
t hat we have planned to engage the public in NRC s
envi ronnent al revi ewwhi ch consi sts of preparation of an
environmental inpact statenent. AndI'Il gointothat in
alittle bit nore detail. W're also hereto solicit
your — your input on howchanges i n t he Depart nent of
Ener gy' s programm ght affect our environmental revi ew
And 1'll get to that in just a little bit.

As Chip said, the presenters are nyself and
Dave Brown. You got copi es of t he handout whi ch cont ai ns
Emai | addresses and phone nunbers. Pl ease feel free, if
at sonetine after the nmeeti ng you get a questi on or want
to share a view with us, to contact either Dave or
mysel f. W' re always receptive to Enails or phone cal | s.
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As Chip said, the purpose of tonight's
nmeetingis toget your coments on howt he changes t he
DOE has made i n t he sur pl us di sposition programm ght
affect NRC' s review — environnmental review. We'l|
provi de sonme background i nformation on our roleinthe
project, the El Sprocess. Dave wi || descri be t he changes
in sonme detail.

And t hen specifically we're going to be
| ooki ng for youto provi de coments on t he changes and
howt hey affect the environnmental inpact statenent. DCE
announced earlier this year that they were going to
cancel theimmbilizationfacility, andthat facilitated
some changes i n the proposed MOXfacility. And alsothe
i rmobi lization alternative was identified by the public
i n our scoping as one of the alternatives tothe proposed
MOX proj ect. And since DCE has deci ded not to construct
that facility, we want to get your opini on toni ght on how
we shoul d consider that facility inthe environnent al
i npact statenent. And I'll try to go into sone nore
detail in a mnute to lay that out.

|"dalsoliketonotethat there were sone
— sone feedback fornms that | think Betty provided to you.
And t hat' s one of the ways t hat you can | et us know how
we' re doi ng at the neetings. And we real |l y val ue t hose
—those —the i nput that you provide us. W read t hose
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carefully and use those to plan future i nteractions.
Next sli de.

Because of the changes i nthe DOE program
NRC deci ded t o del ay i ssuance of its draft environnent al
i npact statement. We issued aFederal Register notice
announci ng t hat del ay, and i nthat notice we requested
conments on two questions. Andthat's what we're hereto
di scuss tonight. So | put the questions early inthe
presentation so that you can | ook at them | think
they'realsointhe agenda, if youwant torefer tothem
if they're not up on the screen. And these are the
i ssues we want you to comment on tonight.

Speci fically:

Howt he i mmobilization alternative

shoul d betreated inthe NRC s draft

envi ronnent al i npact statenent.

And second:

Whet her there are any additional

reasonabl e al ternati ves that weren't

i dentified during scopingthat should

be incl uded.

We announced t hat we woul d accept comment s
in the Federal Register until August 30'". However, due
to public concerns, we deci ded to extend t hat coment
period to Sept enmber 30'". So we're goingto take your

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

12

comments, you here tonight; plus, if you decide to
provide witten coments, we'd|ike to have those, as
wel | .

And now |'d like to describe NRC s role.
Congress, in theDefense Authorization Act of 1999, gave
NRC a specific role in the proposed MOX project.
Specifically, Congress gave us |icensing authority over
this facility. So our role is to nmake a |icensing
deci sion regardi ng the proposed MOX project.

NRC i s an i ndependent gover nnment agency, and
our mssionistoprotect the public health and safety,
and t he environnment, fromconmmerci al uses of radi oacti ve
material. Qur roleis different thanthe Departnent of
Energy. The Departnent of Energy'sroleinthis project
relates to i npl ementi ng nucl ear non-proliferation policy,
i ncl udi ng t he di sposi tion of surplus weapons pl ut oni um
As we di scussed, DOE's made changes, and they w ||
descri be those in the second part of the — the neeting.

There were sone questions at the | ast
nmeet i ng about the —the process, the licensing process,
sol'dliketotake sonmetinme to describethat. And I
think it"'Il — it'll help put in context how the
envi ronnment al i npact statenent that we're tal ki ng about

here toni ght will be used by NRCinits decision naking.

Speci fically, NRC has two deci si ons t o nake
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for the proposed MOX project. Andthose arelistedin
the m ddl e of the slide. They are: decision whether to
aut hori ze constructi on of the proposed facility; and
| ater, whether to license the facility.

DCS, which is the — the applicant, which
st ands for Duke Cogenma Stone & Webster, subnmtted an
environmental report in Decenmber of 2000, and a
construction aut hori zati on request i n February 2001. Due
to t he changes t hat were announced by DOE earlier this
year, Duke Cogema Stone & Webster submtted a revi sed
envi ronnental report inJuly of 2002. W are currently
revi ew ng those docunents, and wi Il | prepare two docunents
of our own. The first is the environnmental inpact
statenment. And|I'Il 1| describe the environnental inpact
statement process after this slide.

Qur draft, as | stated, was initially
pl anned t o be publi shed i n February. However, duetothe
cancel | ati on of the pl utoni umimobilizationfacility, we
t hought it woul d be a good i dea to seek the public's

i nput on — on how that should be treated in the

envi ronmental inpact statenment before we published i

The top part of the slide, NRCwi || prepare
a safety evaluation report for the construction
aut hori zation request. W had a public neeting onthat
topicin North Augusta | ast nonth. The safety eval uati on
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report's different from the environnmental 1 npact
statenent, inthat it focuses on a saf ety assessnent of
the design bases to determine if it nmeets NRC s
requi renents. The environmental inpact statenent
docunents envi ronnmental inpacts for the proposed acti on,
which inthis case is the proposed MOX facility, and
conpares those with alternatives to the proposed acti on.
And as | stated earlier, one of the alternatives that was
identified by the public was i mobilization of plutonium
rat her than convertingit to MOXfuel. So we're here
toni ght to solicit your i nput on whet her we shoul d still
consider that as an alternative.

After we public the draft environnmental
i npact statenment and t he safety eval uati on report for the
construction authorization, those will be the basis for
maki ng a deci si on on whether or not to construct the
proposed MOX facility. And we anticipate making a
deci sion in Septenber of 2003.

Duke Cogema St one & Webst er pl ans to submi t
alicense application, onthe bottomof the slide, in
Oct ober of 2003. NRC will reviewthat docunent and
prepare a second safety evaluation report. And that
safety evaluationreport will focus on the operati onal
safety of the facility.

The second saf ety eval uati on report and t he
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final environnental inpact statenent that was usedto
support the construction authorization decisionw || be
used to support the deci si on on whet her or not tolicense
t he proposed MOX facility.

There are also two opportunities for
heari ngs, adjudi catory processes. And John Hull, from
our CGeneral Counsel, is hereif you have any questi ons on
t hose. But, as | said, the purpose of this di scussion
hereis to put incontext of howthe environnmental inpact
statenent i s used in NRC s deci si on- maki ng process. And
just tosunmarize, asingle EISw | be usedto support
t he deci si ons on whet her to aut hori ze construction, and
| ater whether also to authorize operation of the
facility.

Now, |I'll go through the process that we use
to devel op the environnental inpact statenent. The
Nat i onal Environmental Policy Act requires the gover nnent
agency to prepare envi ronnental inpact statenments for
maj or federal actions such as the potential |icensing of
t he MOX project. An EI'S or environnmental inpact
st at ement presents environnental inpact statenents of the
proposed action and alternatives. And, here again, we're
interested in hearing your view on howthe changes coul d
af fect those alternatives.

Not e t hat t he shaded portions are areas for
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public invol venment. And we consider that to be avery
i nportant part of the process and one of the reasons
we' re back out here tonight, just to — to seek your
i nput. NEPA has sone statutory requirenents for public
i nvol venent. This is not one of them W felt strongly
t hat we needed to be back inthe community to hear your
views, so — sO we're here.

DCSoriginally submtted their environnental
report, and we published a notice of intent to prepare an
envi ronnment al i npact statenent in theFederal Register.
And t hat was published in March of 2001. We conpl et ed
scoping; and I'll describe that in just a mnute. |
t hi nk we had neetings here |l ast April, and we had a good
turnout and a | ot of good support.

We're in the process of reviewi ng the
environmental report, and that review process wll
i ncl ude requests for additional information. Andthisis
informationthat the NRCfeels is inportant to conplete
itsreview. Andthenthose requests are made publicly
avai |l abl e.

The next step of the process i s to publish
the draft environmental inpact statenent. And we
anticipate to do that in February of 2003. After the
publication, there'll be a 45 day coment peri od, and
we' || hol d public nmeetingsinMrch. Sowe'll be back
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down here in March t o hear your views onthat draft. |If
you provided your mailing address to Betty at this
meeting or other neetings, we're goingto mail you a copy
of the draft environnental inpact statenent. Soif —if
you di dn't i nclude your full mailing address, pl ease do
soif you' dlike a copy. Lastly, after we hear your
coments, we wi || revisethe docunent and publishit as
final.

Now |'d like to go through the scoping
process. The purpose of scoping is to gather stakehol der
i nput on alternatives that shoul d be consi dered i n an
environnent al i npact statenent, and to get resource areas
that m ght be inpacted or are of a concern to the
citizens. We held public scoping neetings in North
August a, Savannah, and Charlotte, North Carolina. W
received —inadditionto coments we recei ved at those
meetings, we received witten comments and Enuail
comment s.

The scoping process we summarized in a
report that was i ssued i n August 2001. And Betty has a
fewcopiesinthe back, if you don't al ready have a copy
or areinterested. Betty has sone, andif you don't have
one and woul d |i ke one, please contact nme and we'l |l
provi de one for you.

I think the scoping process was very
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successful, and | think that could be contributed —
attributedto the public'sinvolvenent. And | know Sar a
has been very active down here, and | thi nk she provi ded
quite a few new comments.

Asignificancetotonight's neeting andthe
reason we're here tonight isthat the publicidentified
a second no-action alternative. That is, if the proposed
MOX facility was not |icensed, what were the
alternatives. One of those alternatives would be
conti nued storage of that material at the DCEsites. The
second one that was identified by the public was
i mrobi |1 zati on of the pl utoni um which was an al ternative
inthe scoping that we said we were going to | ook at.
Si nce t he DOE has deci ded to cancel that facility, we
want t o get your vi ews on howwe shoul d consi der t hat as
we go forthin preparing our draft environnental inpact
st at ement .

So, just to summari ze the next steps, we're
goingtoplanto publishthe draft environnental inpact
statenment in February. We'll be acceptingwitten and
Emai | comments. W'I| al so be hol di ng public nmeetingsin
March to solicit your views. W' Il consider those views,
and then publish the final in — it's going to be
publ i shed in August of 2003.

And t hat concl udes ny expl anati on of the
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NRC s roleinthe environnmental inpact statenment process.
|'"d be happy to answer questions.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you very nuch,
Tim Timgave you an overvi ewof the —the entire NRC
process that's used to hel p us to make thi s deci sion. So
al ot of ground was — was covered t here, and we want to
make sure t hat you under st and what the processis. So
are there — are there questi ons about the process at this
poi nt? O about the specific questions that the NRCis
asking for a coment on at this point?

MR. CAMERON: Yes? And I'Il have to ask you
totalk into this and — and gi ve us your — your nane,
pl ease.

MS. JENNI NGS: Judy Jenni ngs. About the...

AUDI ENCE: Can't hear you.

COURT REPORTER: |' mnot sure —|' mnot sure
your m crophone is on.

MS. JENNINGS: | don't think I'mturned on
— the mc was turned on.

COURT REPORTER: |'mnot sure the mc is
turned on.

MR. CAMERON: Well, it shoul d be turned on.
Do you want to check that box again.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Just hol d it cl oser
to you.
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MR. CAMERON. See if you can speak intothis

closely and we'll see if it cones out.

MS. JENNI NGS: About the — about the EI'S
process, the facility would be for the Department of
Energy by Duke Cogema Stone & Webster?

MR. HARRI S: Yeah, Duke — Duke Cogemna St one
& Webster is acontractor for the Departnment of Energy.

MS. JENNINGS: Right. Sobasicallyit's a
federal project. So where in the EIS is there an
econom cs anal ysi s?

MR HARRI'S: Good question. | think we were
focusing on alternatives in our discussion. But the —
t he envi ronnment al i npact statenment does i ncl ude a cost
benefits section. There's other things |Iike
environnental justice that are included, as well.

MR. CAMERON: So that there will be...

MR. HARRIS: There will be...

MR. CAMERON ...the answer is therew || be

an econom ¢ analysis in that.

MR. HARRIS: ...therew || be a discussion
in.

MR. CAMERON: Sara?

MS. BARCZAK: My nanme is Sara Barczak.

W I | the econom ¢ anal ysi s, though, keep —
will it do an econom c analysis for the no-action
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alternatives that the NRCintends to study, or isit just
doi ng the econom c analysis for the MOX buil ding?

MR. HARRI S: Typically they are just done
for the proposed action, so that would be the
construction of the proposed MOX facility.

MS. BARCZAK: Well, then there's a
suggestionto add, to do an econom ¢ anal ysi s on ot her
alternatives, onthe no-action alternatives that the NRC
deci des on.

MR. CAMERON:. Okay, thank you, Sara.

Judy, did — is that...

MS. JENNINGS: Well, | just...

MR. CAMERON: We got to—1'msorry, we got
to get you on the transcript.

MB. JENNI NGS: Judy Jenni ngs. The economi cs
anal ysi s woul d be part of the draft and al so avai l abl e
and subject to public coment?

MR. HARRI S: Yes, ma' am

MR. CAMERON: Great.

Yes, sir?

MR. COBB: Can you hear nme all right?

MR. CAMERON: Yes.

MR. COBB: | have nore general questions, |
guess. \Where's the plutoniun? Isit out in Col orado,
Rocky Mountain Flats or sonething, or isit all over the
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country, is it up in Washi ngton?

MR. HARRIS: It's —it's at various DOE
sites.

MR. COBB: Areyougoingtobringit tothe
—areyougoingtobringit tothe Savannah Ri ver Site?

Oh, I"msorry, | didn't introduce nysel f.
Kirk Cobb. |'man engineer inprivateindustry herein
t own.

The pl an woul d be — |1 mean, one planisto
take the plutonium mx it wth---what?---urani um and
use it for commercial nucl ear power plants; is that
right?

MR. HARRI S: That's correct.

MR. COBB: And when — what woul d be the
ratio of the plutoniumw th the uraniumin the fuel?

MR. HARRIS: | think it's about 4%

MR. COBB: 4% So it's...

MR. HARRI'S: Plutoniumto uranium The rest
woul d be. ..

MR. COBB: Ckay. And - and when that fuel
isspent, chemcally the plutoniumis filledair, pretty
much? Howlongisit goingtobeuntil it dissipates?
Most of the plutonium when you' re done, this fuel is
spent, the plutoniumwi Il still beinthe fuel. So you
haven't gotten rid of the plutonium right?
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MR. HARRI S: Correct. Correct.

MR. COBB: So then what do you do with it?

MR HARRIS: | think that the —the purpose
of DOE's programi s to make t he weapons grade pl ut oni um
unusabl e, sothat the plutoniumis still there, but now
it's...

MR. COBB: Ah.

MR. HARRIS: ...in a highly radioactive...

MR. COBB: Right. NowI'munderstanding
what — yeah. Youdon't —youwant tomx it soit's not
pure enough to be used for...

MR. HARRI S: And al so spent nucl ear fuel is
— is a relatively hazardous...

MR. COBB: Yeah.

MR. HARRIS: ...material.

MR COBB: (kay. |'mstartingto understand
alittle bit what you're trying to do here.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay.

MR. COBB: Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Kirk.

Ot her questions on the process? Yes, sir.

MR. PLEASANT: Yes, ny nane is WIlIliam
Pl easant from The Green Party.

Why was t he i mrobi | i zat i on programdr opped?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Good questi on.
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MR. HARRI S: That was a DOE deci si on,

Departnment of Energy decision. | think there was a
report to Congress that cited cost and — | thi nk was one
of the principle reasons.

MR. CAMERON: So i f people wanted to find
out nmore about that, a report is — is avail able?

MR. HARRIS: Yes. | think Dave wi |l provide
the title in his...

MR CAMERON. (Ckay. We're goingto get nore
information onthat, andif we have further questi ons,
we'll — we'll cone back out to you.

Anybody el se on — on t he NRC process before
we go into the changes in the DOE program and what
inplications that has for the NRC environnental
eval uation? Andif you do, if sonething occurs to you
| ater on, please feel free to — to ask that; okay?

Let's go to Dave Brown. Thank you, Tim

Let's go to Dave Brown. And whil e you're
switching that, Timnentioned that we — there's an
opportunity to submt witten comments, if you woul d
i ke, onthe two questions that he put on the board. You
can Emai | them can fax them or you can send us a hard
copy of them

And, Sara, a question?

MS. BARCZAK: Just a —a quick comment. |If
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you don't want towite that down and you can't seeit,
you can grab one of the pink flyers that's back by the
colorful tri-fold display that has it all witten out.

MR. CAMERON: Thank Georgi ans for Clean
Energy for providing that to us. Thank you.

Yes, mm' anf?

MS. JZAR. Ranowel | Jzar with Citizens for
Envi ronment al Justi ce.

I'm — | just have a question. | f
i mobi I'i zati on was sonething that was really —really to
be consi dered as an al ternati ve and DCE dr opped bui | di ng
the plant for that, is there another way todothat? O
is it because they dropped it, it's just a done deal ?

MR. CAMERON: When you say if there's
anot her way to —to do that, do you nmean i s there anot her
way for the imobilizationfacility to beresurrected, so
to speak?

MS. JZAR:  Yes.

MR. CAMERON: (Ckay. Tim do you understand
t he question?

MR. HARRIS: | think so. | think —1 think
t he answer i s that NRCdoesn't have a neans to — t o make
DCE construct the facility. The question heretonight is
whet her we should still <consider that in the
envi ronnent al i nmpact statenent as an alternative and as
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a reasonable. ..

MR. CAMERON: So it's possible that the
i mobi lization facility —the question the NRCis asking
i s shoul d we — even t hough t hat' s been cancel ed, shoul d
t he NRCI| ook at the —the environnental inpacts fromt hat
facility.

MR. HARRIS: Asa—as analternativetothe
proposed MOX facility.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Do you have a question
on that?

MR. COBB: Just afollowuptothat, just
t hought of it. If —if you do bl end the plutoniumw th
urani umand use it in comrercial reactors for — for
el ectricity production, eventual ly the spent fuel from
t hese radi o — fromt hese nucl ear power plantsis goingto
be i mobi lized, isit not, at some — at sone point inthe
future? Or are we not goingto immobilize any of this
spent waste or spent fuel?

MR. HARRIS: | don't — | don't thinkit's
immobilized. | think it's disposed of.

MR COBB: | nean, it'savitrificationtype
of process; right? Wuld - would then the spent fuel
t hat m ght have plutoniuminit, withuranium eventually
whenit's spent andit's inmobilizedor vitrifiedand
gets buried some — in a nountain sonewhere, then the
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pl utoniumw nds up there; isthat right? So, in essence,
it would be inmmobilized?

I just — 1 don't know. |'mjust asking
gquestions. Thank you.

MR. BROAN. The answer to your questionis:
No, the — t he spent fuel woul d not recei ve any furt her
treatment to it...

MR. COBB: It would just be immobilized?

MR BROMN ...further i mobilize pl utoni um

MR. COBB: We'd just put it in a water —
we'd just put it in a water bath? 1Is that...

MR. CAMERON: Okay, Kirk, we need to — we
need to get youonthetranscript. And | think we're —
you nenti oned, and | think we should clear thisup, is
t hat when — when you referred to "keepingit inthe water
bat h, " Dave, can you just explaintothe crowd what t he
proposal —the DOE proposal isto dowth spent fuel from
nucl ear power plants, whether it's MOXfuel or any ot her
fuel. Could you just dothat briefly, so that people
wi || understand that.

MR. BROWN: Okay.

MR. CAMERON: Okay?

MR. BROMN: Ckay. Aml being heard pretty
wel | ?  Ckay.

The spent MOX fuel woul d be handl ed nuch t he
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sanme way that spent fuel is today. It would — it is
tenporarily storedin pools at the nucl ear power pl ants.
Those are, you know, water-filled pools. That fuel would
t hen be transferred to shi ppi ng casks. And t he proposal
that the —the nation's considering nowis to di spose of
t he fuel at the Yucca Mountain Site in Nevada, so t hat
fuel inits—intheformthat it's in would be di sposed
of in Yucca Mountain.

One of the things you sort of alludedto was
t hi s concept of reprocessingthe fuel to mybe renove
things, tosolidify waste. And that's not part of the
nation's program at this point.

MR. CAMERON: COkay, let's —let's go over
here and — right here, and then let's go to your
presentation, and we can open it up for sone nore
guesti ons.

Go ahead, sir.

MR. JERNI GAN: My nane's Ant hony Jer ni gan.
| don't knowif you can hear me or not. Hypothetically
— hype — I"'msorry, | can't talk. Hypot hetical ly
speaking, if immobilizationisincludedinthe ElISand
it's found to be a better alternative than MOX, woul d
t hat be grounds for denial of the license?

MR. HARRIS: | think the answer is —1 don't
knowwhet her it'syesor —it's a-yeah, you'reright,
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it's a potential grounds for denying the |icense.
MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thank you. That's a

great question. MIllion dollar question, | guess.
Yes, sir?

MR. NADELMAN: It's ny understandi ng t hat

t he. ..

MR. CAMERON: If you could give us your
name.

MR. NADELMAN: Yes. My nane is Fred
Nadel man, and I — 1'"ma social worker. I'mwth the

Citizens for Clean Air and Water. M view, however, is
my own. |t does not represent that of everyone in ny
organi zation. That doesn't neanit necessarily does not.

Now, nmy questionis: Althoughit's goingto
Yucca Mountains, it's also ny understandingthat it will
be used i n nucl ear power — private nucl ear power plants
t hroughout the country, the pellets. |It's also ny
under st andi ng t hat not every nucl ear power pl ant that we
— we knowi s capabl e of processing or —or —1"'d rather
— 1'"Il restate that.

We don't knowif every nucl ear power pl ant
is capabl e of handling weapons grade pl utoni um and
urani umt hat these pellets — of which these pellets w |
be conposed. Has a t horough — has thi s been t horoughly
researched? And if it has not, why not? And | would
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also like to know what precautions will be used to
prevent aterrorist —terrorist attacks during the —
agai nst the vehicles transporting the fuel to the —
t hr oughout the country to these plants? Al so, terrori st
attacks as well as accidents, we need precautions
agai nst, and |' msure you acknowl edge that. Andthisis
—remains apossibility, andit's adefinite danger to
the public. [I'll stop here.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And, Tim in answering
that, can you — can you just tell peopl e what the further
NRC process isinrelationshiptothose rods ever being
used at a particul ar nucl ear power plant? Because |
think that goes to...

MR. HARRI S: That was his — one of his first
guesti ons was: Is this stuff proposed to be used
everywhere inthe country? Andthe answer is: No. The
current programwould betoutilizeit intwo reactors at
Cat awba and two reactors at the McGuire station, onein
Sout h Carol i na and one in North Carolinanear Charlotte.
So those arethe only two reactors that are currently
proposed to use the proposed MOX fuel.

The second questi on was: Are we | ooki ng at
t he saf ety and environnmental i npacts of that? Andthe
answer is: Inorder for those reactors to use that fuel,
t hey woul d have to have a license, and t hen — and t hat
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woul d be the step — the process for NRCto go into
detailed reviewof the safety of the use of — of this
type of fuel. The...

MR CAMERON The terrorism transportation.

MR HARRI'S: ...the |l ast question was — was
terrorism And | think there are —there are procedures,
regul ations, policiesinplaceto—-to safeguardthis
type of material.

MR. NADELMAN: I ask that question
because. ..

MR. CAMERON:. Fred, Fred, Fred. |'msorry,
you know, | hateto —to take away fromthe spontaneity
here, but we really do need to get this on the
transcript. And if you — do you have a foll ow-up? |
take it you do.

MR. NADELMAN: Yes. Inviewof the — of the
fact that nucl ear materi al has been hijacked fromOQak
Ri dge and —it's been hijackedandit's —that is, it's
been stolen, it coul d be nore — probably be nore easily
stolenfromatruck or atrain, just as Jesse Janes did
in his days.

(Laughter.)

MR. CAMERON: Let ne just — et ne nake sure
t hat we' ve set the record straight on—onthis. Can you
just describe howthis fuel is—is shipped, sothat you
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can gi ve peopl e an i dea of what the actual risk is of
things likeit being - beingstolen? And I don't — you
know, obvi ously we don't have any — we' re not necessarily
agreeing that —that material's been stolen from-from
OCak Ridge. But...

MR. NADELMAN: It has.

MR. CAMERON: ...if you have anything to say
on that, why don't you — why don't youdothat for —is
it Fred?

MR. NADELMAN:. Fred, yes.

MR CAMERON. Fred. Andthenlet's get Dave
uptheretotalk. And1 don't —we'll cone back tothese
types of questions.

Ti nf

MR. HARRI S: | guess, how — howis spent
fuel transported, particularly by the Departnment of
Ener gy. It's transported in huge casks that were
desi gned to wi t hst and severe acci dents. There's arned
guards i nvol ved. They followcertainroutes. | think
they're tracked by GPS. It's a — it's a very
sophi sticated systemthey use to — to safeguard the
mat eri al .

And | don't think | can address materi al
bei ng diverted from Oak Ri dge.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. |If there are further
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questions on this, we'll — we'll conme back to them
Let's get Dave up so you can get the whol e picture on
this, and then we'll go back out to you for - for
guestions agai n.

MR. BROWN: Thanks, Chip.

Vhat 1'dliketodois summrize the —two
of the maj or changes that DOE nmade early thi s year that
affected our environnmental review |'l| also discuss the
envi ronnent al i npacts t hat Duke Cogena St one & Webst er
presentedtous intheir environmental report that deal s
wi t h t hese changes. They i ssued a revi sed envi ronnent al
report in July of 2002, and we' ve had — we nay need to
| ook at that.

The first change 1'Il discuss is the
cancel | ation of the plutoniumimobilizationplant. W
talked a little bit about that. The plutonium
i mobi | i zati on pl ant had been part of atwo-part process
wher e sonme of the plutoniumwas goingto be solidified
and di sposed of directly, and the rest of the pl utonium
was goi ng to be converted to MOX fuel and go that route.
The DCE di d cancel that programfor budgetary reasons, so
"1l describe howthat inpacts the NRC s reviewin a
nonent .

Second change I ' || tal k about i s a newwast e
solidificationbuilding. Thisis abuildingthat would
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— that woul d be built by DOE, operated by DOE near t he

MOX facility to handle andtotreat |iquidwaste com ng
fromthe facility and fromanot her nearby facility, the
pit disassenbly and conversion facility.

These three facilities work together. The
pi t di sassenbly and conversion facility hel ps to convert
t he — t he weapons conponents t o pl ut oni umoxi de t hat t hen
woul d be fed into the m xed oxi de fuel plant. And the
wast e solidification buildingwuldthen handl e waste
from both of the processes.

The — t he envi ronnent al i npact of cancel i ng
t he pl ut oni umi mmobi |i zati on pl ant i s derived fromthe
fact that there was 8.4 netric tons of plutoniumthat had
been slated to goto that plant, that will nowhave to
have a newdi sposition path. To be clear, the — of that
8.4 metrictons, two of the nmetric tons DOE deci ded it
still wasn't adequate or of theright qualitytogoto
t he m xed oxi de fuel plant. So of the —-the 6.4 netric
tons fromthe cancell ed i mobilization plant, that's
proposed now to go to the m xed oxi de fuel plant.

That 6.4 metric tons is what's being
referred to as alternate feedstock, and that's just
mat eri al com ng fromanot her directionintothe m xed
oxi de fuel facility. Andsothe —the MOXfacility would
have t o be redesi gned to accommodate this material. It
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has sone —sone of it hasinpuritiesinit, and sothere
woul d have to be additi onal process steps at the MOX
facility to handl e those inpurities.

As a part of this, also, the original
environnental reviewthat we had started was consi deri ng
t he processing of 33 netrictons. And with the program
change, we' re not | ooki ng at the proposal to process 34
metric tons; so one additional ton.

The DCS has i nforned t he NRCt hat DCE pl ans
tobuildthis waste solidificationbuilding. The DOE' s
descri bed this as bei ng — addr essi ng public concerns
about using t he Savannah River Site's highlevel waste
tanks to process this |liquidwaste streamfromthe MOX
project. So, instead of doingthat, instead of diverting
liquidwaste tothe existinghighlevel waste tank, this
wast e sol i dification buildingwouldsolidify those waste.

The waste solidificationbuildingis|ocated
on the pit disassenbly and conversionfacility site. |
t hi nk on t he back of your handout there's a site plan
that shows the relative |ocation of these facilities.

Again, there's four liquidwaste streans:
the two fromthe MOX facility, and two fromthe pit
di sassenbly and conversion facility. One fromMOX and
one fromthe pit di sassenbly and conversionfacility are
what we cal |l transurani c waste. Those wastes woul d be
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solidified, and the proposal is that those would go —
that solidifiedwaste would gotothe waste i sol ation
pil ot plant in New Mexico.

A second wast e streamfromMOX and anot her
one fromthe pit di sassenbly and conversion facility
woul d be | ow | evel waste. Those wastes woul d al so be
solidified, but those would be disposed of on the
Savannah River Site as | owl evel waste inthe E Area or
at anot her permanent |ow | evel waste site.

W threspect tothe environnental inpacts,
t hese are sone of the —the i npacts t hat were descri bed
inthe environnmental report. |Inorder to accomodate
this al ternate feedst ock, the aqueous pol i shing buil di ng,
whichislikethefirst stepinthe MOX buil ding, would
have about 10%nore fl oor area t o accommodat e addi ti onal
processes. Sone of the alternate feedstock contai ns
salts of chloride. Those woul d have to be renoved. And
t he process to renove t hose chl ori des woul d generate a
chlorine that may conme out as an em ssion — an air
em ssion fromthe plant. And this would also — the
processi ng of alternate feedstock woul d al so change t he
wast e characteristics that come out of the plant. For
exanpl e, the anount of lowl evel |iquidradioactive waste
t hat woul d be produced by t he pl ant woul d be about 60%
The inpurities that wereinthe al ternate feedstock woul d
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also beinthat | owlevel waste. That's sonething we
woul d consider in our EIS.

The I'i quid hi gh al pha activity waste is a
waste that's generated as part of purifying the
pl ut onium That woul d have what we'rereferring to as
the newstrategy there. That's the waste solidification
building, tosolidify that waste. That waste woul d have
alittlebit noresilver init. Silver isusedinthe
process to hel p di ssolve the plutonium There'd be a
little bit nore of that inthat waste. And the —there
woul d be additional volunme to this waste.

Wth respect tothe waste solidification
bui | di ng, sone of the environnental inpacts DCS descri bed
to NRC, and that we wi | | eval uate, includes the di sposal
i npacts. For exanple, they're supposed to generate
transurani c waste, soit would haveto gotothe waste
isolation pilot plant. There are i npacts associ at ed
wi t h, you know, hownuch can t he waste i sol ati on pil ot
pl ant accommdate. Wuld this be a burden on that
capacity.

There' d be construction-rel ated i npacts.
This is anewfacility, so we'd have to consi der the
i npacts of — of breaking ground out there and — and
trucks and that sort of thing noving earth. Qperation-
related inpacts, like the normal air and I|iquid
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ef fluents, occupational radiati on exposureto workersin
the plant. And finally, DCS al so provided us sone

i nf or mati on about the consequences of potential accidents

that could occur in the waste solidification building.

That —that pretty well summari zes t he ki nds
of i npacts and maj or changes that we' || be | ooki ng at.
"1l be happy to take any questions.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay, thanks, Dave. Andthis
isalot of material todigest. Keepinmndthat when
the NRC s draft environnental inpact statenent cones out,
it will go through all of these i npacts and you'll be
able to — to read about that.

Are there questions? Sara? And then we'l|l
go over here.

MS. BARCZAK: Do | need to say ny nane
agai n?

MR CAMERON. Sara Barczak. |'Il sayit for
you.

MS. BARCZAK: All right. | — M. Brown,
there are alot of questions onthis section, sol don't
want to hol d things up. And perhaps sone peopl e made
comments — their public corments, naybe it —it brings
to light sonething that you could touch base on and
answer at that point. | nean, this whole sectioncould
take |ike weeks to get through.
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And so | just had a coupl e of qui ck ones on
t hat newwaste solidification buildingthat DOEi s sl at ed
to build.

MR. BROWN: Ri ght.

MS. BARCZAK: Does the NRC have to okay
t hat ?

MR. BROWN: That woul d be — no, it's not an
NRCI|icense —it woul d not be an NRClicensed facility.

MS. BARCZAK: Ckay. Sowe'restill sort of
back to — for those of us that were at the April 2001
scopi ng neeting, alot of us brought up, you know, how
the waste i s generated fromthi s MOX pl ants and/ or t he
i mobi lizationfacility that nolonger will be here. And
t he wast e goes out apipeandit hits afence line and
then it's out of the NRC s |icensing review because
that's not your m ssion.

And so who' s going to | ook at this building,
t hi s newwast e producti on — or newwaste solidification
building? Isit goingto belicensed by t he Depart nent
of Energy?

MR. BROAN. They woul d — t hey woul d under go
for safety. And as Chip pointed out, there was a —you
know, | had a safety responsibility at the NRCto —-to
reviewthe —that aspect of the plant. W're al so doi ng
an environnmental review
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MS. BARCZAK: Okay. But you don't have

to...

MR. BROWN. But, froma safety aspect,
that's DOE s responsibility.

MS. BARCZAK: Right. Right. Okay.

MR. BROWN: To — to go through their
processes to get a plant authorized and all that sort of
t hi ng.

MS. BARCZAK: Okay.

MR. CAMERON: But can you — just if | can
borrowthi s back. But can you just go through t he ot her
pi ece of it? Even t hough NRC does not |icense the waste
solidificationbuilding, it issomethingthat will be
| ooked at in our environnental inpact statenent?

MR. BROAN: Certainly. As we said here,

the. ..
MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Soit isgoingto be...
MR BROM: ...becauseit's associatedwth
t he m xed oxi de fuel fabricationfacility, wew || | ook

at the environnental inpacts of constructing and
operating the waste solidification building.

MS. BARCZAK: Ri ght. And dependi ng on what
you cone upwith, is—1let's say you say, "Oh, ny gosh,
this buildingisgoingtobehorrible, andit's goingto
just be a disaster,” is that grounds for also not
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licensing the facility? The MOX facility?

MR. BROWN: The. ..

MS. BARCZAK: O are you just charged with,
you know, evaluating what's going to happen?

MR. BROAN: Well, that's —we don't want to
gi ve the i npression that the environnental reviewis not
inmportant. It is part of the decision-making poolsto
gi ve that...

MS. BARCZAK:. Yeah.

MR. BROAN: ...whether or not to issue a
l'icense. And since we're going to be | ooking at the
i npacts of this facility, if there are significant
i npacts, those will be brought to light in the EIS.

MR. CAMERON: Let ne just — can we j ust get
one — Tim you wanted to add sonething to that?

MR HARRIS: | think there's one distinction
t hat needsto beclarified, is—-is what yousaidis at
the fenceline, you reright, NRCdoesn't eval uate the
safety. But the environnental inpact statenent considers
t hings that are beyond NRC s direct control or authority.
That i s, you know, we wi || | ook at the waste i npacts. W
were goingto |l ook at thembefore; we're going to |l ook at
t hem now.

Soit's—it's howfar the waste goes, all
t he environnent al i npacts associated with that, which
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woul d include this facility and waste generated by this
facility. Sothe safety reviewstops at our —our |ine

of authority, but the environnmental reviewis —is |arger

i n scope.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. Sara, why don't
you ask one nore question, and then we'll go to other
people, and thenwe'll —we'l|l cone back. Andif we go

t hrough public comments and we have nore ti ne at the end
of the night, we can go to your — how many weeks are we
going to be here?

MS. BARCZAK: Not but a couple of weeks.

MR. CAMERON: All right.

(Laughter.)

M5. BARCZAK: Al'l right, ny second questi on,
t hen. When you nentioned t hat alternate feedstock or,
you know, dirty plutoniumor whatever isn't goingto be
used, does the NRC have to study, and/ or are you going to
be toldthe different options of what the DOE wants to do
with that, you know, un-MOX-able, unsalvageable
pl ut oni unf

MR. BROWN: No. The — the two netric
tons. ..

MS. BARCZAK: Yeah.

3

BROWN: ...that DOE has renoved. ..

3

BARCZAK: Ri ght.
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MR. BROM: ...fromconsiderationinthe MOX

progr anf?

MS. BARCZAK: Ri ght .

MR BROMN:. Wul d be out si de t he — t he scope
of our — both our safety and our environnental reviewat
t hat poi nt. DOE woul d make a deci sion what todowth
t hat plutonium

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And, as | said, we can
conme back for further questions. But let's go here, and
then we' Il go back here, and t hen back over there. And
say your —it's — peopl e, just state your nane clearly
intothe mc, because | think sone peopl e are havi ng
trouble hearing. All right.

MS. JAY: My nane is Cheryl Jay. | have a
guesti on about the decision of the DOEto renmove the
i mobi i zati on due to cost constraints. |If wetakethis
pl utonium this plutonium- 8.4 netric tons of pl utonium
that were —was slated for the i nmobi | i zation, and we put
it back intothe waste stream is —is the cost effect of
this 8. 4tons goingintothe waste streamfor the next
how many years, depending on the half-life of the
pl utoni um 200, 000 years, plus, is that taken into
effect?

MR. BROWN: Well, | want to be sure |
under st and your question. You'rereferringtothat —the
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pl ut oni umt hat woul d have togotothe MOXfacility to be
di spositioned? The cost of doing that has been
consi dered by DOCE.

MS. JAY: Okay. But what |'msayingis,
we're — instead of taking that 8.4 netric tons and
puttingit away, nowyou' re taking 6.4 of that 8.4 netric
tons and you're puttingit back intothe waste stream
whi ch neans we, as the taxpayers, are goingto haveto
pay for —you know, as | ong as we know, as | ong as any of
us inthis roomknows, we're going to have to pay to keep
that in—insone form instead of immopbilizingit. So
how can that be cost effective?

MR. BROAWN: | think in either case, with
i mmobi lizing or wwth convertingthat material intothe
m xed oxi de fuel and sending it to reactors, you're
creating a highly radi oacti ve waste formthat ends upin
t he sane place. So | want to be sure |I' maddressi ng your
gquestion. Both strategies would end up inthe sane —
sane pl ace with respect to waste di sposal intheir —in
their end point.

MS. JAY: Can | - can | ask one...

MR. CAMERON: Okay, let's —1let's give you
afollowup here. Andif we canget thecitationtothe
congressi onal report or any report that's public, that
was done by t he Departnent of Energy or ot hers that m ght
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explain sone of this, we'll —we'll try to get you a
citation for that.

MS. JAY: Besides the waste stream the MOX
process, itself, isadirty process. Sothis 6.4 tons
that was slated for immobilization is now going to
generate nore waste to produce MOXthan originally it
woul d have if it had been i mmbilized.

MR. BROWN: Ri ght.

MS. JAY: So we're creating nore waste in
the process. So we're takingthis waste and naki ng nore
waste out of it, and eventually it's all going to be
waste that we're all, as taxpayers, are going to haveto
deal with. So |I don't see how that could be cost
effective, to put this 6.4 nmetric tons into the MOX
facility.

MR. BROMWN: | think, so what we will do,
t hen, i s we have, as part of the environnental inpact
st at ement process, the —the conparison of the cost of
thedifferent alternatives. So we would bringthat to
light in our statenent. That's...

MR. CAMERON: Ckay.

MR. BROAN: ...but you'reright, there are
probl ens associated with either action.

MR. CAMERON: We're going to go here, and
then here, and then here.
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Yes, sir?

MR. JACKSON: Yes, ny nanme is Lester
Jackson.

You nmentioned earlier that the Departnent of
Energy will be looking at the safety and the
environnental inmpact. And then you said they wll
det erm ne, you know, what's best for the environnent.
Can you identify who "they" are? Do they have nanes?
Are they a teamof experts, or where t he experts cone
fron? And are they identified by nanes? And — and what
are their qualifications to determ ne what's safe for
this environnment?

MR. CAMERON: And let me just make sure
ever ybody under st ands t hat before you answer it, is that
when you t al k about t he Departnent | ooki ng at the safety
and t he envi ronnental inpacts, youwereonly referringto
the waste solidificationbuilding. | don't want anybody
to get the idea that — that the Departnment is the one
that's going to be |looking at the safety or the
envi ronnental inmpacts of this MOX fuel fabrication
facility, becausethat isthe NRCresponsibility. It's
only the waste solidification buildingthat's outside of
our jurisdiction.

But very inportant question. If —if either
Dave or Ti mcan provi de sone start to an answer to that.
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And | woul d just ask if there's anybody here from— from
DOE or DCS that m ght be able to give you that
information offline, soto speak, sothat you know what
it is. But can you guys provide — like who's the
organi zationthat will | ook at the waste solidification
bui | di ng safety?

MR. BROWN: | don't have that information.
[''m sorry.

MR. CAMERON: Tim anything?

MR. HARRI S: No.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. We'll try to get you an
answer for that; okay?

MR. JACKSON: But thereis an answer for it,
t hough? | nmean, there is...

MR. CAMERON: ©Ch, yeah, there's got to be.
There's got to be.

MR. HULL: Chip,...

MR. CAMERON: Go ahead.

MR. HULL: ...l do have nore of that
i nformation.

MR. CAMERON: And, John, introduce yourself
to people.

MR. HULL: My nane is John Hull. [I'man
attorney with the NRC. The Departnent of Energy does
have its own NEPAt eamwhi ch i s | ooki ng at aspects of the
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| arger spent fuel disposition program And t hey
publ i shed a notice in theFederal Register back in April
expl aining they were still looking at this in — to
eval uat e t he envi ronnment al i npacts of their program The
— | forget the nanme of the people.

There were two i ndi vi dual s at DOE t hat were
specified as beinginvolvedinthe program if you're
interested in specific nanes. | don't renmenber what
t hose nanes are, but |I'd be happy, if you want to gi ve ne
your phone nunber, | coul d get back to you | ater and gi ve
you t he nanes and gi ve you t he reference t hat you coul d
look at it, if you reinterested. But the Departnent of
Energy does — is looking at this. And it's too bad
nobody fromDCEis hereto give you further specifics on
it. But I didn't want toleave theinpressionthat it
was not being | ooked at at all.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay, that's hel pful. Andif
we can get the information on this Federal Register
notice that he nenti oned, we'll get that to you. And
t her e may be soneone here who, after the neeting's over
toni ght, can provide nore information on that.

Let's — let's go here for a question, and
t hen we' re goi ng to go back over to the ot her side. Yes?

MS. JENNI NGS: Judy Jennings again. |I'm
| ooki ng at the sheet that says, "Reducing a cl ear and
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present danger." And | asked the question before, and
you answer ed about the DCanal ysis. But what |'mtrying
to get clear in ny mnd is the actual flow of this
process wher eby t here was a proposal for a project and —
but this says, "Design of the MOXfacility to be | ocated
at SRSis nowunderway." So |' mwonderi ng who's fundi ng
t hat design, and did Congress —1' mjust tryingto get
the flowhere. Because |' ml ooki ng at a NEPA process
t hat i s supposed to answer the environnmental questions.
But clearly work on designis —is already bei ng done,
and | was wondering who's — who is funding that.

MR. BROWN: |'Il do my best. But | —to
gi ve you sone — maybe a bi gger picture, is really what
you' re asking for.

MR. CAMERON: Can you — are you goi ng to do
that for us, Dave?

MR. BROWN:  Yes.

MR. CAMERON: Go ahead.

MR. BROAN: But pl ease cut neoff if I, you
know, rattle on.

But what we'rereally | ookingat hereis an
agr eenent bet ween t he Russi an Federati on and t he United
Statestoget ridof —or tothe dispositionof weapons
grade pl ut oni umt o reduce stockpiles. President dinton

and Yeltsin had begun some of those point of
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negoti ations. And so the DCEthen had responsibilityto
go ahead and i npl enent what ever strategy the Russi an
Federation and the U S. came up wth.

And at thetime, |'d say the late ' 90s or
so, there was —the U. S. proposed a two-part approach:
i mmobilize sone of it, andturnthe rest into MOXfuel.
And i n Sept enber of 2000, Vi ce President Core signed an
agreenent for 34 netric tons. About 25.6 woul d be turned
into MOX, and whatever the balance is, 8.4 would be
i mmobilized. Andthat's —that's where the 34 netric
tons comes from is this agreenent between — 1 forget the
Russi an officer and Vice President Gore.

As t hat was — even as t hat was goi ng on, the
Departnment of Energy was evaluating different
alternatives for — for doing this project, including
havi ng an i mobilization plant at any nunmber of DOE
sites, having a MOX fuel fabrication facility at any
nunber of different sites. They — they selected the
Savannah River Sitefor all threefacilities. | thinkit
was January 2000 or thereabouts.

So — so we had an agreenment. We first
sel ected asite, andthen we formal i zed an agreenent with
the Russians for the quantity. And so that's how we
ended up wi t h the Savannah Ri ver Site and t he 34 tons.
As al | that was goi ng on, DCE sel ected a contractor, Duke
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Cogema St one & Webster, in 1999. So they began the

process of designing a MOX fuel plant by selecting a
contractor in about 1999, know ng t hat t hat was probably
one of the ways the U. S. and t he Russi an Feder ati on woul d
choose to disposition plutonium

MR. CAMERON: And the — the | ast part of
that that goes to your question is that the — the
aut hori zation of noni es to pay for the desi gn was t hrough
the legislative congressional - federal Congress
aut hori zati on process, where t he Departnent cane i n and
asked for noney to fund t he desi gn. Okay, that's where
t he noney part cones infrom-you know, fromal |l of us
as — as taxpayers.

MS. JENNI NGS: And — and what Congr ess nade
t hat aut hori zation?

MR. CAMERON: The question was: VWhat
Congr ess nade that authorization? | takeit it's been -
there's been noney appropriated by probably every
Congress since, you know. .

MR. HARRI S: 1999.

MR. CAMERON: ...1999.

MS. JENNI NGS: So t he aut hori zation process

started in 19997

MR. CAMERON: Yes. Okay. Let's go to...

MR. HARRI S: Ckay, Chip — Chip, | think...
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MR. CAMERON: Do you want t o add somet hi ng

el se?

MR. HARRIS: Well, just — just alittle
information. | think one of your concerns was, i s why
are we desi gni ng t he proj ect when we haven't eval uat ed
t he environnental inpact. Was that —was that a part of
your question?

MS. JENNI NGS: Yeah, part of it.

MR. HARRI S: Yeah. And the answer is you
have to do sonme design in order to know what your
facility | ooks |i ke, what it — how- you know, what ki nd
of waste, what kind of processes you' re goingto do. You
know, it doesn't have to be detail ed construction design,
but it has to be a conceptual design so you know what
your facility | ooks |i ke, sothat you can eval uate t he
environmental inpact. So that's why that's going on.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you. Thank you

very much.
Yes, ma'an? And then we'll go over here.
MS. JZAR: This is...
MR. CAMERON: And coul d you give us your
name.

MS. JZAR: Ranowel | Jzar, Citizens for
Envi ronment al Justice. Thisis nore a personal conment
t han a comrent on the other. But what |' mseei ng here,
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it seens to ne that cost has far outwei ghed t he saf ety of
t he envi ronnment and t he soci oecononi ¢ structure of — of
our — of all of our communities.

SRS is a Super Fund site, which nmeansit's
abig, dirtyplant. It isinthe process right now of
cl eani ng up waste fromthe ' 50s, Col d War era. How rmuch
of your El Sstatenent is dealingw th the fact that they
ar e j ust nowdevel opi ng pl ans and ways of cl eani ng up ol d
wast e, and nowyou' re com ngupwth sonmethingthat is
goi ng to produce 60%nore waste? And efforts to handl e
that inanoreeffective manner are cut down because of
cost. And sonehow to nme that does not conpute.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you for that coment.
And — and Dave, you may be abl e t o shed sone | i ght on how
t he environment al i npact statement | ooks at things |ike
curmul ative effects fromother cl eanup efforts. It really
doesn't affect your maj or point that you're — you're
maki ng. But does t he environnental inpact statenent | ook
at howthe i npacts of this proposed facility would —
woul d i nteract with ot her things that are goi ng on at
Savannah River?

MR. BROMN: Yes, that — one of the reasons
DCE descri bes for comngupwththe waste solidification
bui | di ng was t he fact to address public concern about the
use of the existing high |level waste tanks, and the
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process t hey devel oped was solidifying the waste inthose
t anks t o acconmodat e MOX wast e. The ori gi nal proposal
was that |iquidwaste fromthe MOX pl ant woul d gotothe
existing high |level waste tanks. The waste
solidification buildingwas what they proposedto dothis
differently.

I neither case, what we' ||l be | ooking at is,
as Chi p descri bed, acunul ative effects anal ysi s, is:
What is the existing capacity for the site to nanage
wast e? How nuch can t hey handl e, and howwel | do t hey do
it? And what i nmpact woul d having a MOXfacility have on
that capability?

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

Yes, ma' an? And just give us your nane,
pl ease.

M5. DANIELS: My nane i s Evel yn Dani el s, and
I l'iveinan area call ed Hudson Hi lls, and not too far
away fromthe Savannah River.

My question is | attended a class
previ ously, but sonewhat |ike this one, and we were told
t hey wer e t hi nki ng about usi ng t he Savannah R ver for the
di sposal of nuclear waste. |Is that true?

MR. CAMERON: Let's see if we can get an
answer for that. W don't, you know, knowthe parti cul ar
event or class that you' re tal ki ng about, but, Tim can
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you two shed any |light on — on that?

MR. BROAWN: Well, the —there are processes
at Savannah River Site to clean up the water. For
exanpl e, ground wat er t hat nay be cont am nat ed, sone of
the i ndustrial waste water, |i ke whenafacility uses
water, it causes it to become contam nated. Savannah
River Site has afacility that can cl ean that up. Then
t hat wat er does, i n sonme cases, go back i nto t he creeks,
back to the Savannah River Site. In that — in that
sense, then yes, water that was |low level liquid
radi oactive waste is treated and then rel eased back to
t he environnment.

MS. DANI ELS: But is the — does the water
beconme purified after?

MR. BROANN: Yes, it's cleaned upto —-to
federal standards beforeit's rel eased back into the
envi ronnment .

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Let's go back. M.
Jackson?

MR. JACKSON: Yes, Lester Jackson.

Woul d you consi der that water to be safe?

MR. BROWN:  Yes.

MR. JACKSON: That's cleaned up, that's
shi pped back i nt o t he Savannah Ri ver? | nean, you said
it was up to federal standards, and —and | believein
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t he Anerican governnent. |In fact, |I'ma part of it.
But. ..

(Laughter.)

MR JACKSON: ...but woul d you bel i eve t hat
wat er to be safe that cone out of the Savannah Ri ver
Site?

MR. BROWN: The —yes. O it —if this
proposed MOXfacility is built and operated, they'l|l have
to neet the NRC s regulations for liquideffluents, for
exanpl e, contam nati on that m ght be present in water.
And those are restrictive to be protective of the
envi ronment and — and of the public. So, you know, they
have t o neet those regul ations in order to operate, so
the liquid effluents would be at safe |evels.

MR. JACKSON: Safelevels, but there would
still be some traces of radioactive material in the
wat er ?

MR. BROAWN: There woul d be trace | evel s of
radioactivity in the water.

MR. JACKSON: Trace levels. Right. Do you
think those trace |l evels m ght — m ght increase the
cancer rateinthis areaor norethanlikely contribute
to higher infant nortality rateinthis area, those trace
| evel s? O has that been docunented or studied?

MR. BROWN: Well, that gets into the
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anal yses that —that's still before usinour —for our
envi ronnental inpact statenent. We will | ook at the
di f ferent di scharges associ ated with the project and what
the risks are, |ike cancer risks.

MR. JACKSON: Because in nmy reading it
seenmed that the cancer rate inthis area, asit flows
down fromt he Savannah R ver, seens to be higher thanin
ot her areas of our great state and ot her areas of our
great nation. The infant nortality rate seemto be
hi gher. There seens to be a hi gher rate of cancer in our
area. And we're trying to find out where this is
contributing to. Sonme say maybe attributed to the
Savannah Ri ver Site, sone say they contri bute to ot her
facilitiesinour area. But we'retryingto see do you
t hi nk t hat t he hi gh radi oactive | evel of the water ni ght
be — m ght be an added entity to all these highlevels of
infant nortality and cancer in our area.

MR. BROAN: At this point we're goingto do

our anal ysi s to see what — what effects we woul d expect.

But. ..

MR. JACKSON: And what they say...

MR. CAMERON: And we got to get this on a
transcript. 1'll conme back toyou, M. Jackson, because

| think someone over here m ght have sone i nformati on for
you on your — your question. And give us your nane,
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pl ease, sir.

MR. CHAPUT: My nanme is Ernie Chaput. |I'm
— is this on?

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, it's on.

MR. CHAPUT: Youcan't tell by talkinginto

" mfromAi ken. | work with a group call ed
Econom c Devel opnent Partnershi p who does i ndustri al
devel opment. And we've — we' ve been fol | owi ng t he MOX
program for about five years.

The only reason | ' mspeaki ng ri ght nowis
your question has conme up several tinmes over the | ast
month. And | just wanted to —to tell you that we' ve
done alittleresearch and come up with basically two
things. There is a report issued by — the data was
gat hered by t he Sout h Carol i na Depart nent of Heal t h and
Envi ronnental Control, the peopl e responsible for public
safety in South Carolina.

They i ssued areport, inconjunctionwth
t he Ameri can Cancer Soci ety, where they | ooked at cancer
incidents rates for all the counties in the State of
Sout h Carolina. Andthe —the conclusions onthat isthe
incident —there's 47 counties in South Carolina. The
cancer rate in Ai ken County, whichisthe county that's
t he nost popul ous county adj acent to Savannah River is
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#41 out of 47. It'snext —it's sixthfromthe |l ownest.
Soit's well belowthe average inthe state. The ot her
maj or county t hat borders Savannah R ver Site is Barnwel |
County, and it's slightly bel owthe average for the
state. Sothe countiesimmediately —in South Carolina
i medi at el y adj acent have cancer rates that are nmuch
| ower than the state averages.

Ther e was anot her study t hat was done by t he
Medi cal University of South Carolina. And ' msorry, |
don't havethecitationonit, but | think | can get it
for you, that —that 1've only seen an abstract on. And
—andit was doneinthelate'90s, andit | ooked at the
counti es surroundi ng Savannah River Site, and on — and on
bot h sides of theriver, tothe — you know, fromSavannah
Ri ver, downriver, andit includedthe Gty of Savannah.
And t he — t he concl usi on of that — of that study---and
| ' mgoi ng to paraphrase it becauseit's been a while---
was t he — there was no el evated cancer rates intotal.
Sonme were up — i ndividual cancers were up, sonme were
down. Intotal, it | ooked just |likethe —the bal ance of
the area. And t he study concl uded t hey coul d see no — no
rel ati onshi p bet ween cancers i n those counti es st udi ed,
and t he operation of the Savannah River Site. | can get
you ci tations on both of those studies, if you'dIike.
Thank you.
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MR. CAMERON: Thank you for — for that. And

if it's possibletoget M. Jackson a copy of one or both
studies, |'msure that woul d be hel pful.

Do you have a foll owup?

MR, JACKSON: Yes, one followup. 1'dlIike
to know who is actually — who is actual ly doing the
study, who is actually doing the research. Because
information | have is com ng fromot her groups gi vi ng ne
research that says t he exact opposite. But I'dliketo
al so know what group and what are t hei r nanmes and what
are their credentials, and what do they get their
information from

MR. CHAPUT: It was a South Carolina, which
was funded by t he Sout h Carol i na Depart nent of Heal t h and
Envi ronment al Control. They have a statew de cancer
registry.

MR. CAMERON: It's a state agency.

MR. CHAPUT: And that's what they —that's
what they used as a basis for their statistics.

MR. CAMERON:. And if you get the studies, |
think they' Il have the name of the researchers and
everything. And can you arrange to...

MR. CHAPUT: Sure. [I'Il be...

MR. CAMERON: ...to connect there?

| just woul d add one — one ot her dat a poi nt
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onthis for people, isthat there's —there's a federal
agency called the Center for Disease Control and
Preventionthat's part of the agency for toxic substances
and disease registry. They do these types of
epi dem ol ogy studi es on cancer rates around particul ar
facilities. | believethereis a Savannah River Site
Citizens Advisory Conm ttee that i s chaired by soneone
fromthis Center for D sease Prevention and Control. And
| will be gladto get youthe nanme of this personif you
want to follow up with nmore information on it.

And, ma'am did you have sonething you
wanted to say? And please give us your nanme, too.
MS. THOVAS: Regi na Thomas.

| would just like to say that | amvery
di sappointedthat —and it was alludedto earlier that
cost is nore inportant than human lives. And | woul d
l'i ke to know, are we transporting MOX of any nucl ear
waste to the Savannah River Site facility now?

MR. BROWN: | think what has occurred
recently is the DOE deci sionto consolidate storage of
pl ut oni umfromt he Rocky Fl ats Site to t he Savannah Ri ver
Site. | don't knowt he schedul e of shipnents. | really
don't knowhowmany or i f any have cone to t he Savannah
River Site.

MR. CAMERON: Tinf?
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MR. HARRIS: Can | add just a piece? |

think there's maybe alittle confusion. W knowt hat
cost was a reason why DOE made — part of the reason why
DCE nade a deci sion to cancel the inmobilization project.
| triedtostateit withinny presentation. Qur decision
maki ng consi ders bot h envi ronnent al protection andthe
safety. Cost comes intoit, but the key drivers are
environnental, public health and safety, and safe
operation of the facility.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, |I'mglad you...

MR. HARRIS: Socost is—isnota—-it'sa
consideration, but it's not the —the end-all to that
deci sion making. So | just wanted to make that clear.

MR. CAMERON: And that's — that's great.
And | think that there was an opi ni on stated, okay, that
cost outwei ghed them But in ternms of the NRC s
anal ysis, we do | ook at the environnmental and public
heal th inpacts as primary consideration. Not cost.

M5. THOMAS. G ven the fact that the cl eanup
isstill inprocess at the SRS, isit safethat we should
continue to receive any nuclear waste at that site?

MR. CAMERON:. That may go to t he cunul ati ve
i npact anal ysi s that you tal ked about earlier, that we'l|
| ook at i n deci di ng whet her to approve this or to deny
it.
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MR. BROMWN: | thinkthat's —that's exactly

right. One of the things we will ook at is what is
al ready goi ng on at the Savannah Ri ver Site, what woul d
be t he addi ti onal inpact of licensinga MOXfacility at
the site. Wuld that be an accept abl e envi ronnent al
i npact or not. That's the eval uati on we' re undert aki ng
ri ght now.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay, why don't we goto — and
hear fromsonme of the peopl e who wanted to gi ve us sone
formal comments. And then hopefully we'll havetineto
— to answer sonme nore questions for you. But | want to
make sure t hat everybody who wanted to talk formally
t oni ght gets an opportunityto—-todothat. And | would
ask youto—-to conme up here, if you—-if youwould, to
gi ve us your comments.

And the first person | have is Jody — Jody
Lanier. Jody?

Jody, can you — can you use that | avalier?
| mean, if it's not — because, |'msorry, we don't have
a—astandupmcthere. If this gets too unw eldy, then
"Il just put this up thereina stand and you can use
it. Mybe that's what we should do. Here, I'll tell you
what, 1'11...

Oh, we got one. All right, great. And, as
| said at the beginningof the neeting, if youcouldtry

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

64

to keep it to five mnutes; okay?

MR. LANIER. | won't — 1 hope not to take up
anywhere cl ose to that.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Well, I'm-yeah. Go
ahead, Jody.

Vel |, the good news i s we have a m cr ophone,
but | guess the bad news i s we don't knowwhere to pl ug
it in. Jody, why don't you just use the lavalier, and
we' Il seeif we can get sone techni cal assistance here.
Yeah, is there any way you can plug it in behind the
podiun? Is there an anp there that you can turn on?
Ckay, let's —let's not worry about it. Usethelavalier
i f you can, and we get a — can you seeif the guy inthe
orange shirt cantell us where to plug this thingin?
Thank you.

MR. LANIER. Ckay, | think I'mpluggedinto
t hat one there. Can you hear ne now fine?

MR CAMERON: Can everybody hear M. Lanier?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Just speak up and go
for it.

MR. CAMERON: Go ahead, Jody.

MR. LANIER: All right, well, everyone
tal ked —tal ked too | oud, anyway. So hopefully it won't
be too loud with this mc here.

My name is Jody Lanier, and this is the
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first time that |'ve been to any of these neetings
before. 1'mjust comng hereas aprivatecitizen. |'d
i ke tothank the NRCfor havingthis nmeetingtonight.
And | just want to sharewi th all of you some reasons why
" m opposed to the MOX pl ant.

Fi rst one, sone of the speakers have al ready
mentionedit. By making this MOXfuel it's goingto add
to the overburdened waste streamthat's al ready at the
Savannah R ver Site. And — and especi ally wi th pl utoni um
"waste" waste. Excusene. | don't think it makes any
sense, what soever, to add all this highly toxic waste
when we got all of this other waste fromover 50 years
bei ng stored intheseleaky tanks that's still | eaking
out into the environnent and i nto t he Savannah R ver now.

And this may be contani nating the upper
aqui fer where, you know, we get our — our dri nki ng wat er
from And | really would not want to see that happen.
And especially if it nmeans everyone has to start buyi ng
their drinking water fromthe store. O course, the
stores are going to love it.

And on the questions about t he
i nmobi |'i zati on process, | hope that the NRC woul d
consi der that as the mai n option, either as a no-action
alternative or just any alternativetothe MOXfacility.
And personally | would not want to have any of this
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pl utoni umat t he Savannah River Site. You know, Gover nor
Ji mHodges, of South Carolina, triedto keepit out of
the — of the state, and | appl aud hi mfor trying to keep
it out. But if it hasto bethere, withall the waste
that's already there now, just spendthe noney that it
takes to perfect thevitrification andimmobilization
process and just i mobilize the stuff so - so nobody can
get onto — get their hands ontoit. That they should
just treat plutoniumas a waste, not as a commodity.
Al so, |'ve been readi ng about the Cogema
conpany, that it's their process that Duke and St one and
Webster are wanting to use as t he nodel for maki ng a MOX
at the Savannah River Site. Andthey have had probl ens
bot h wi t h maki ng and usi ng MOXin France. Andif they
want to use a fl awed process hereinthe United States to
make MOX, t hey nmust not really take t he val ue of human
lifeseriously. They want to put all of us hereinthe
— in Savannah, Chat ham County, Coastal Enpire. And
they're also putting the people in their honetown,
Charlotte, North Carolina, at risk using it at the
Cat awba and McCGui re Nucl ear Power Pl ants. Maybe you al |
wi ||l hear nore about that tonorrow night in Charlotte.
Al so, | think that the MOXplant will be a
bi g waste of tax dollars. Anyone reads the Savannah
Mor ni ng News knows t hat use or m suse of tax dollars,
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that's areally bigconcern here. |'mnot a nenber of
St op Taxi ng our People or any of those other taxing
groups. But | just submt to you that usingthe — excuse
me, making the MOX at t he Savannah River Site, that's
going to send billions of dollars of our tax doll ars,
flush it right down the toilet.

(Laughter.)

MR. LANIER: Alsol think that —that this
is going to give us a big problemas far as terrori st
ri sk goes. Sone peopl e have al ready t al ked about t hat .
As far as | know, | guess we can assune that there's
still nore secret shipnents of pl utoniumfromRocky Fl ats
i n Col orado, going out tothe Savannah River Site. Wll,
they' re comngin by truck now, but what if the MOXX pl ant
goes t hrough and t he ener gy depart ment, Duke Cogena St one
& Webster, they haveto start inporting plutoniumfrom
France, Engl and, Bel gium or ot her countries that use
that, and they haveto send it in by ship, and the nost

conveni ent place to send it in would be through the

Savannah Port, Ocean and — and Garden City term nals.

So then, if that happens, we won't just have
a—aterrorist target i nour backyard, it'll beright at
our front door. And | don't think the International
Longshor enmen, unsung heroes they are, | don't believe
t hey woul d be t oo confortabl e havi ng to of f| oad t he nost
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t oxi ¢ substance known to man, if that comes inon - on a
shi p.

Also, if theplant is built, what happens if
— if they have an accident or there's a | eak or, God
forbidafter 9/11, if sone crazy terrorist wantstofly
a plane into this plant after it's built and end up
turningit intoabigdirty bonmb. But howare — are we
goi ng to evacuate? Wat is the process if that happens?

This is awheel | picked up at the Earth Day
festivities. It was done by the Chat ham Enmergency
Managenent Agency. It hasthingslikelightning, fire,
t ornadoes, and hazardous material incident. But if you
read this, it seems likeit's witten for a standard
chem cal energency, not a nucl ear energency of any ki nd.

| tried calling SEMA, and t he peopl e | spoke to, they

didn't seemto be all that helpful. And there's no...

(Laughter.)

MR. LANIER: ...nmention inthe tel ephone
book about evacuati on for a nucl ear di saster, just a
hurri cane. And anyone renenbers the Hurricane Fl oyd
evacuation, it took me and ny fam |y five hours just to
get from Savannah to Penbroke. And in that case,
evacuati ng fromthe hurri cane, we had about a day, day-
and- a- hal f, maybe two days of notice that the hurricane
was conming. Well, if there'saterrorist attack at the
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MOX pl ant, we're not going to have anything close to
that. Coul d happeninthe m ddl e of the ni ght when we're
all — all asleep. So, if that happens, where are we
going to go? North into the Carolinas? South into
Fl orida? Probably couldn't go west, since that woul d be
cl oser to the Savannah River Site.

(Laughter.)

MR. LANIER So | think that there needs to
be an evacuati on pl an. Now, Duke Cogema St one & Wbst er
or the energy departnent, they needto coneupwtha-
an evacuation plan, test it, havethe NRCcertifyit.
Andif they can't get a plan together or it's proven that
it"s not really feasibletoevacuate all of us fromthe
area, just deny the application. Don't have a MOX pl ant .

MR. CAMERON: |' mgoing to have to ask you
to — to wap up, M. Lanier.

MR. LANI ER: Okay. Shouldn't take maybe
anot her m nute.

But no, we've had to deal with all the waste
probl ens fromthe site for — for over 50 years, maki ng
pl ut oni umfor nucl ear weapons. Now, with the MOX pl ant,
|"djust |iketoknowwhenis the madness goi ngto end?
That Duke Cogema Stone & Webster and even the energy
departnent, they're tryingto shove a gi ant pupu pl atter
down our throat. And for the benefit of the
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st enographer, that's spelled p-u-p-u.

(Laughter.)

MR. LANI ER: And | don't know about anyone
el se here, but | want a pupu platter, | want it froman
honor abl e Chi nese restaurant, not a di shonor abl e MOX
pl ant. So pl ease deny the application.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you, M. Lanier,
for bringingthe energency planissue on—-ontheplate

here. And we're working to — to get a — another mc

her e.

And Cheryl Jay?

MS. JAY: Okay, ny nane is Cheryl Jay, and
I"d just like to make a few coments about the

feasibility of MOX in our area.

The MOX plant toneis abigripoff for the
t axpayers of the entire nation. W are taking this
weapons gr ade pl ut oni um whi ch shoul d be t aken out of the
wast e stream as you' ve heard ny corments before. | feel
it shoul d be taken out of the waste streamand not be
givenas agift tothe nucl ear power i ndustry. Thisis
apilot project, andit is supported not only by Duke
Power, but by all the nucl ear power i ndustry, and there's
a great | obbying effort in Congress because of this,
trying to — to get our Congress to back this.

When t hi s occurs, we are bringing all the
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waste tothe nost —the dirtiest radi oacti ve pl ace t hat
we know of in the world, whichis here on the Georgia
border. QCbviously, the peoplein South Carolina are very
concerned about all the plutoniumconm ng here because
Gover nor Hodges suggest ed he woul d | ay down i n t he r oad
to stop the trucks fromcomng into his state.

VWhen this MOXfacilityis built, which, as
we have al ready seen, it's sort of a done deal, it wll
create nore waste fromthi s waste that they' re bringi ng
in. Sothey' re bringinginnorewasteto produce nore
wast e to gi ve t he nucl ear power i ndustry our — our waste
back in a formthat they can use to sell to their
rat epayers. Sonmehow this doesn't nake sense.

We, as taxpayers, are goingto pay for the
facility that —that Duke St one Cogenma i s building. W,
as taxpayers, are going to pay for theincreased waste
streamat the Savannah River Site. W, as taxpayers, are
going to pay for the i ncreased waste streamat the power
plant. And, neanwhil e, the nucl ear power i ndustry is
goingtoturn around and sell it to their ratepayers.
The t axpayers are getting shafted here. W don't need
anynor e wast e at Savannah River Site, and we don't need
t 0 gener at e anynor e wast e at Savannah River Site by this
particul ar process. Thank you.

(Appl ause.)
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MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you very much,

Cheryl .

We'regoingtogoto—-—we'regoingtogoto
Sara Barczak, andthenwe'll goto M. WIIliamPl easant.
Sar a?

MS. BARCZAK: Yes. My nane is Sara Barczak,
and |'mstarting ny watch. But | have already tinmed
this, and it's ten m nutes. And |I'm going to
respectfully go beyond the five mnute tine frame because
t he opposition has had years inthe planning. And |l'm
sorry about that, but | feel strongly about that. And I
knowt wo peopl e here who aren't speaking, and I' mgoi ng
to take their tine.

MR CAMERON: Well, | —1'mnot sure whothe

oppositionis, since we only have had tw speakers, and

they were...

MS. BARCZAK: |'mtal ki ng about t he fol ks
t hat have. ..

MR. CAMERON: Okay. |'mnot — but — but,
Sara, | - you know. ..

MS. BARCZAK: ...fornulatedthis plan, et

cetera, that should have...

MR. CAMERON: ...l respect what you're
sayi ng and. ..

MS. BARCZAK: Ri ght .
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MR. CAMERON: ...you know, just take a few

nore m nutes.

MS. BARCZAK: Okay. Thank you very nuch.

| do have handouts that are circul ating the
room So if you glaze over, you can just read that
handout as |'m going through this, starting now.

My nanme i s Sara Barczak, as | said. |1'ma
Saf e Energy Director of Georgi ans for O ean Energy i n our
Savannah field office. W' re a statew de, non-profit
conservation organi zati on, and we have nenbers t hr oughout
Georgi a. W have been around for 18 years, and we focus
on energy policy and al so nucl ear energy concerns.

V' ve al ready submtted formal conments that
were just due at the end of August, so these are a
suppl enment to those comments, and are nore general in
nature, but do provi de sone recomendati ons for the NRC

As nmost of us know, the Departnment of
Energy' s Savannah River Siteis about 90 m | es upstream
fromSavannah, andit isafederallylisted Super Fund
sitewi th nore than 500 separ at e hazardous sites onthe
site. And, as we've been told, it was designed to
produce pl utoniumstarting out inthe '50s duringthe
Col d War.

We'dliketonmakeit clear fromthe outset
t hat we strongly oppose t he production of any type of
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pl ut oni umbonb fuel for avariety of reasons. It's an
experi nmental programthat has never been pursued at this
i ndustrial scale. It poses arisk to workers and the
surroundi ng comruni ty at both t he production | ocati on and
at thereactor locationsites. It will increase, as we
have heard time and ti me agai n, t he vol unes of hazardous
radi oacti ve waste streans at alocationthat is already
pl agued by contam nation. |t raises conpl ex consuner and
rat epayer concerns over government subsi di es that we feel
—we feel areunfairly favoring a destructive type of
ener gy production over environmental ly friendly and safe
alternatives. It increases the negative inpacts to
comrunities in cases of severe accidents at reactor
| ocati ons, and anot her major factor isthat it blursthe
di vi si on establ i shed between both mlitary and civilian
nucl ear prograns.

We believe that the U S. NRC has only one
optionthat would truly protect the public health, and
we've stated it before. We would |ike youto deny the
l'icense applicationfor thisfacility. W urge that the
pursuit of devel opi ng a pl utoni umfuel econony be ceased
inall sectors of governnent and private enterprise, as
thiswll allowplutonium whichis adangerous naterial,
hi ghl y sought after for use i n nucl ear weapons, to enter
civilian commerce and the international nmarketpl ace.
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We were told earlier about significant
changes i nthe plutoniumprogram W, along wi th many
ot hers, are very concer ned about a nunber of significant
changes. And we're heartened to see that the NRC says
that they're going to be fully investigating these
concerns, and we hope they go forwardwiththat. | think
soneone asked for thecitationearlier, sol'll stateit
now. Arecord of decisionwas filed by the Departnent of
Energy i n the Federal Register on April 19t" of 2002. And
inthe DCE—-inthat, the DOE cancel ed the i nmobi | i zati on
portion of the program and then sel ected i medi ate
i npl ement ati on of | ong-termstorage at SRS for surpl us
weapons pl ut oni um nowstored at Rocky Fl ats i n Col orado.
Now, here's the citation that was |isted.

Addi tionally, the Departnent of Energy's
February 15'" report, entitled, "Report to Congress,
di sposition of surplus defense pl utoniumat Savannah
River Site," essentially recommends the need to add at
| east two additional unnanmed nucl ear reactors for
pl ut oni umbonb fuel use. Qur near by Sout hern Nucl ear
owned Pl ant Vogtle---that's right across fromthe
Savannah River Site herein CGeorgi a--- expressed i nt erest
inthe plutoniumfuel programback in 1996, and we are
concerned about the inmplications of the need for nore
nucl ear reactors. Howw || the NRCaddress this need for
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nor e nucl ear power plants? Howw || additional reactor
sites be selected? And will the —will the public be
involved in this process?

Ckay, furthernmore---andthisis gettingkind
of the bigger picture that David had tal ked about
earlier---even though our nationis supposedly engaged i n
a programbei ng perfornmed under the gui se of disposition
of surplus weapons plutoniumin a supposed parall el
venture with Russia to reduce our nucl ear weapons
stockpil es, the Departnent of Energy's National Nucl ear
Security Adm ni strationissued a press rel ease, whi ch you
guys have circul ated, on May 31st, 2002, announci ng t hat
it would begin design work for a facility that
manuf act ured pl ut oni umpel |l ets, al so known as "tri ggers”
for nucl ear weapons, a critical conponent.

Rocky Flats, the sitein Coloradothat is
now shi ppingits plutoniumto SRS, has carried out this
function of plutonium289, andit's nowclosing. SRSis
believedtobethefirst sitefor the plutonium"trigger"”
pl ant that will cost of billions of dollars. Secretary
of Energy Spencer Abrahamactual |y stated, quote, "W
need to have the capacity to manufacture acertifiedpits
tomaintainthe safety, security, andreliability of the
U.S. nucl ear deterrent inthe future,” end quote. What
isreally goingon? W wouldliketoanswer —that press
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rel ease is of record, and | have a packet here for the
NRC.

And t hen, on t he back of that press rel ease
t hat was passed around, just last Friday inanarticlein
t he Augusta Chronicle, it was reportedthat the DOEi s
officially announcing its plans to build a nuclear
weapons "trigger" plant, and t hat public neetings coul d
be begi nning as early as Oct ober 29t" of this year. A
presi dent of the divisionof The Washi ngt on G oup, parent
conpany of Westinghouse Savannah Ri ver Conpany, who i s
t he contractor charged wi th managi ng the site, stated
that SRSis the best |ocation for the plutonium"trigger"
production facility, and that the comunity support is,
quote, "crucial." Accordingtothe paper, after nmeeting
in A kenlast Friday — or Thursday ni ght, he sai d, quote,
"Trust nme, the community that enbraces it norelikely —
isnorelikelytoget it thanthe community that enbraces
it less,” end quote. We request that article be
inprinted in the record, as well.

Now, getting on to the nuclear waste
concerns. It's been stated that the NRC, through the
ElIS, isgoingtolook at broader concerns that are |like
outside of its mandate. But wereally needtoclear this
up. SRS has a severe nucl ear waste problem The site
currently has the second | argest vol une of hi ghlevel
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I'iquidnuclear waste, about 38 mlliongallons of it, and
wins the Gold Medal for having the nost anount of
radi oactivity of any DOEsiteinthe nation. The future
i s | ess than encouragi ng, as t he DCE proj ects that 95%of
future highlevel radi oacti ve waste generationw |l occur
at SRS. And that's on the other side of the hand —t he
second handout that | handed to you.

The pl ut oni umfuel programis goingto bring
nor e dangerous nuclear waste to the site in sone
i nstances waste streans at the site have never seen
bef ore or handl ed before. There's not enough space
onsite. This buildingthat has been desi gnated i s not
necessarily — you know, hasn't been used before, no —
basically they' ve never had t hi s waste streambefore.
There's a | ot of questions.

We are including---and that's in the
handout, and 1'lIl give it to the NRC as well---a
resolution fromthe City of Savannah from 1992 t hat
requested that, quote, "Afull-scal e cl eanup operati on of

t he Savannah Ri ver Site beginimedi ately. It isten
years since that resol ution cane out, and we are no
cl eaner at that site than we were before. Infact, we
are now wanting to wake up the bonmb plant again.
Now, adding to this — | nmean, the DOE is

j ust handi ng you guys al | ki nds of goodinformationthis
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| ast nonth. The U. S. energy departnent i nspector general
— general actually publicly recommended burying mllions
of gal |l ons of radi oacti ve waste i n underground vaul ts at
t he Savannah Ri ver Site, which coul d essentially create
a national nucl ear sacrifice zone over one of the nost
i mportant wat er recharge areas on the East Coast. Inhis
recomrendation, he cited that this was supposedly due, in
part, to the cancell ation of the i nmobilization plant.
The NRCtherefore should still address i rmobilization as
an alternative to plutonium fuel production.

We woul d encourage the NRCto contact the
DCE, as wel |, onresearch that Georgi ans for O ean Ener gy
di d on past nucl ear wast e st orage proposal — proposal s at
SRS. We foundin these docunents fromthe '50s and t he
' 60s t hat decades ago several deep rock borehol es were
drilledonsite, sone as deep as 4, 000 feet, which coul d
potentially serve as pat hways for contam nati on to pass
in the deep aquifers that the region relies on for
drinking water. The ultimate reason for these borehol es?
You guessed it. To assess whether or not the site could
store highly radi oactive waste under ground.

A speci al neeting was actually calledw th
t he DCE t 0 address our concerns. And all this, including
t he bore hol e map, can be found on our website, or you
can cont act the Georgi a Environmental Protection D vision
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and talk to Ji mSet ser and Ji mHar deman who wer e present
with us at the neeting. And | included a copy of all
that correspondence, including the EPA's letter of
concern to us for the NRC. The NRC shoul d st udy t hat
further.

In part, the proposed plutonium fuel
facility is near a nunber of these borehol es t hat have
beendrilled. Soif there areleaks fromthefacility,
you coul d potentially have a 4, 000 f oot hol e, and t hough
they state that they' re capped, et cetera, it's been over
a year and we have not gotten any studi es back fromt he
DOE, not — nor has CGeorgi a EPD.

So, from what has already occurred, it
appears t hat t he Departnent of Energy has deci ded t hat
SRSw || bethe centralized, |ong-termplutoni umstorage
dunp, wusing the plutonium disposition plan as
justificationto bringthe plutoniumhere. The storage
of pl utoni umat SRS coul d create one potential source of
feed for any newpit plant. Georgians for Cl ean Energy
bel i eve t hat t he NRC, even t hough you probably don't want
to---1 nean, | wouldn't, either---nust address the full
i npacts of the plutoniumbonb fuel program howthis
scheme is likely contributingtothe eventual production
of nucl ear weapons conmponents at the Savannah Ri ver
Nucl ear Site, and the use of the site for pernmanent
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nucl ear waste burial. Afull accounting of what and how
much pl utoni umis com ng fromwhere and bei ng used f or
what project, whenit arrives, shoul d be done and nade
publi c.

These substanti al changes, anong ot hers,
under score the need, under theNational Environmental
Policy Act, NEPA regul ations, for the Departnent of
Energy to prepare a suppl enental environnental inpact
statenent. This statenment needs to be conpleted prior to
t he shi pnent of anynore pl utoni umto South Carolina. And
we urge the NRC to request that the DOE submt a
suppl enent al environnental inpact statenent beforethe
NRC attenpts to issue its version of the draft
envi ronnent al i npact statenment. The DCE shoul d conduct
their own SEIS to figure out exactly what they're
actual Iy doi ng and why, andthenfill the rest of usin,
i ncluding the NRC staff.

| think that's about it. And the other
points that | have were addressed in ny witten statenent
touchi ng on addi ti onal water use that's al ready done at
the sitewhichis —is approximately 37 billion gallons
of surface water, tons of ground water. | wouldliketo
see actual docunentati on of hownuch additi onal water
these —the MOXfacilityisgoingtorequire, isit going
to conme fromt he ground wat er or fromthe Savannah R ver
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Siteor fromtreated waste water. Andalsol'dreally
want to stress the need f or HEPA and sand filters being
used in the facility for worker protection, the
combi nati on of both, instead of one or the other. It's
— it's very inportant.

So, wrappi ng up, because I' mat 11 m nutes,
and | apol ogi ze for that, we appreci ate that the NRC has
ext ended t he publ i c comment periodto Septenber 30th. We
appreci ate that you are holding a neetinginthe epitone
of a downwi nd, downstreamconmunity, which is Savannah,
because you' re not goingto hear alot of positive stuff
fromacomunity | i ke ours, and we real | y do appreci ate
t hat .

We al so want to nake it very clear to the
fol ks i nthe audi ence, too, that there are peoplein NRC
t hat are doi ng what they cantolistento us. Andthough
it'sveryeasytocriticize boththe NRCandthe DCE, we
have torealizethedifficult role they nmust do right
now, and make any recomendati ons t hat we can and any
support that we can to make t he best possi bl e deci si on.
Thank you very nuch.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Sara, for all of
theinformation. And we'll make surethat it's attached,
any material.

M. Pleasant?
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MR. PLEASANT: Hello. 1'll be much shorter.

M/ nane is WIliamPl easant. | represent The G een Party
of Chat ham County.

W want toraisetw things. One, directly
to dowththe Savannah R ver Pl ant and t he MOX program
and t he ot her having to do wit hthe net hodol ogy t hrough
whi ch this neeting was publicized.

| don't thinkthat there was enough public
noticeinterns of organizingthis neeting. This nmeeting
isveryinportant to—to usin Savannah. W proposein
the future that the NRCactively publicize this neeting,
and t hat neans t hat maybe a week or two weeks before t he
nmeeting the NRCwi |l send out nedi ateans that woul d go
t o t he newspapers, sone radi o and tel evi sion, but al so go
i nt o t he nei ghborhoods and i nterface wi th nei ghbor hood
or gani zati ons, | abor or gani zati ons, political
organi zati ons, et cetera. This roomshoul d have been
packed here tonight, and this roomshoul d have been
representative of all the different comunities in
Savannabh.

(Appl ause.)

MR. PLEASANT: Okay, nowto the Savannah
Ri ver Site. GCkay, the Savannah Ri ver Pl ant has been run
sl oppily for 50 years, okay, interns of the environment,
in terms of health and safety of the workers. | t
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transported pl ut oni umon our rails and upon our roads and
on our waters. It's anightmare here, whether it has to
dowthterrorist threats or wth accidents that can
happen; okay?

Basically, building this MOX programis |ike
pouring gasoline onan atomc fire. Okay, we have to
| ook at this for what it is politically. Thisisjust a
wel fare programfor Duke el ectric and the rest of the
atom c energy corporationsinthis country; okay? This
does nothingto alleviate the fact that hereinthe U S
we are |l i ke burdnedwith all of this very, very hazardous
poi son; okay? And they're maybe i mobilizingit, maybe
pouringit intoconcrete. There are different sol utions

toit. But onesolutiontoit shouldn't betoin a sense

recycle this nmess. It should be gotten rid of; okay?

So the position of The Geen Party of
Chat hamCounty i s that we oppose this MOXfactory, this
nucl ear waste, whether it's plutoni umor whether it's
wast e t hat cones fromot her nucl ear processes, it's got
to be dealt with, okay, in a safe way. So we urge the
NRC t o, you know, categorically reject this license.
Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. CAMERON:. Thank you, M. Pl easant. And
t hank you f or t he suggesti on on comruni ty organi zati ons.
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Ve wll, inthe future, make sure that everybody who's at
thisneetingwill benotified. Andif you do have a li st
of community organi zations that you think we shoul d
contact, we would appreciate that, also.

All right, and let's go to M. — M.
Nadel man now.

MR. NADELMAN: |'Il try to keep this short.

MR. CAMERON: Go ahead.

MR. NADELMAN. As an alternativeto beinga
producer of MOX, the Savannah River Site, still
unregul at ed by t he Nucl ear Regul at ory Conm ssi on, shoul d
be shut down, cleaned — cleaned up of its deadly
radi oacti ve pol |l ution, and be converted into a nati onal
or state park enphasi zi ng t he benefits of the natural
envi ronnent of the area. This is nmy suggestion al one.
| do not rule out other constructive purposes.

MOX fuel is of an unproved benefit tothe
nati on's energy needs, and definitely dangerous. W are
tal king about the use of weapons grade plutonium
converted — converted at the Savannah R ver Site and sent
t o every nucl ear power plant inthe country eventual ly.
Begi nning with only a coupl e of plants, eventually the
government wants to be — to provide welfare to the
private nucl ear i ndustry t hroughout the country. This we
do not want. This | do not want.
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The process of conversion of the — of
urani umand pl utoniummaterial into pellets is dangerous
due to accidents — due to acci dents, and t he acci dents
are due to human error which cannot be totally
elimnated. And - and t he possessi on of t he dangerous
geni e of nucl ear power can have far nore disastrous
consequences, surpassing even the disaster of 9/11
potential ly.

The storage of the pellets at the Savannah
Ri ver Sitein capsul es, whil e seem ngly safer than what
is in the ground now, does not elimnate — does not
totally elimnate the possibility of | eakageintothe
envi ronnent, such as t he Savannah Ri ver and t he ground
water, as well astheair, tobe carried downstreamto
Savannah and el sewhere. Everybody in the world does |ive
downstream so no one is safe fromthis — fromthis
hi ghl y dangerous materi al .

The transportation of MOX fuel to power
pl ants t hroughout the nation presents a huge safety
probleminrelationto stowage and sabot age and t heft by
hijacking by terrorists. While the MOX pellets are
harder to convert back i nto t he weapons grade pl ut oni um
the abilityto—theabilitytodothis remains definite.
So renenber that, please.

If the road to hell is paved with good
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intentions, the proposal to make and transport a
di fferent formof nucl ear power right i n Savannah' s back
yardislikely toget usthere. The U S. governnent is
pl ayi ng wi th a new and danger ous toy t hat we are bei ng
dupedinto believingis perfectly safe. Pl ease do not
believe that. | ask you not to believe that.

" mnot a nucl ear physicist, I'ma soci al
wor ker. But | doread the papers and | do read the views
of responsi bl e scientists who are opposed t o what t he
scientists and t he Departnent of Energy (sic). The DOE
woul d nore profitably spendits efforts in devel opi ng
sol ar energy and the renewable — other renewable
resources to neet the nation's energy needs.

Furthernore, the storage of MOXcan still be
used by t he gover nnent t o make nucl ear weapons. W are
—we were inthe process of reduci ng nucl ear weapons.
But thisislikelytoacceleratethe Cold War with nation
—withsmall nations | ess —who are |l ess industrial than
we are, who are in — who are in the possession of the
sane toys and are nowthreatening us. Take this into
consi deration. This seriously conprom ses international
efforts to destroy nucl ear stockpiles, and t hey nust be
destroyed for the benefit —for the future of human ki nd
and this very planet, as well, as we know it.

Prai se the environnment and deny the
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application. Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. CAMERON: And t hank you very nmuch, M.
Nadel man.

W' re going to go next to—to Ernie Chaput.

MR. HARRI S: Sorry, the —the m c was on.
So | turned it off.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

MR HARRIS: | don't intendto nake a formal
comrent .

MR. CAMERON: Good. Thank you.

MR. CHAPUT: Thank you. And nmy nane is
Erni e Chaput. As | nmentioned before, | amfromAi ken.
| am a MOX supporter.

|"mhere for two reasons. Nunber one, |
wanted to listen to what the fol ks down here had t o say.
Sol think that's inportant. | learned — | |earned a
lot. You' ve brought up sonme new points.

Secondly, | wanted to expl ainto you why I
support MOX and why | think this project should go
forward. | al ways go back to basics. Why —why are we
tal ki ng about disposing of surplus weapons grade
pl utoni un? As the United States and Russi a t ake apart
t heir nucl ear stockpile, they' retakingthe bonbs apart
t oday as we speak, you' ve got to do sonet hing with that
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pl ut oni umto make sure that either nations, us or the
Russi ans, or terrorist groups who can get t heir hands on
t he material cannot use that sane material to renmake sone
ki nd of a bonb or a weapon of mass destruction.

So the question that — that was posed to
peopl e several years agois: Wuat's the best way to make
sure that this material can, to the greatest extent
possi bl e, be nade i ncapabl e of nmaki ng anot her bonb? The
guestion was real | y addressed nost — nost i n-depth by t he
Nat i onal Acadeny of Scientists, whichis agroup of very
em nent academ ans, scientists throughout - from
t hr oughout the country.

And t hey came up wi t h basi cal | y what t hey
call the spent fuel standard. And they said the best
t hi ng you can do wi t h pl utoni umi s you can, nunber one,
do what you can to change the characteristics of the
plutoniumsoit isless attractive for useinabonb. In
ot her words, change it isotopically, isthe technical
term

Nunmber two, nake it radi oacti ve so peopl e
can't get closetoit. And nunber three, buryit inthe
Yucca Mountai n, where you're goingto bury all the ot her
spent nucl ear fuel. They said nake it | ook |i ke spent
nucl ear fuel, because that stuff isreally very devilish
towork with. 1If you' re going to get the plutonium
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you' ve got to have si x-foot concrete walls, you' ve got to
have chem cal separationto detect all that stuff. You
—it's avery expensive type of technical process. And
they saidthat's the safest way t o make sure that this
stuff never gets used in weapons. Wat they recommended
i s that you burn the pl utoniuminreactors as MOX f uel,
t ake t hat spent MOX fuel fromthe reactors, and nove it
to Yucca Mountain, the national repository. That's what
this programis all about.

[t's not about economcs. It's not about is
it cheaper to babysit plutoniumfor 50,000 years, and
eventually you're still going to have to do sonet hi ng
withit. It's not about isit cheaper toinmmbilizeit.
The question is: How can you get this stuff out of
circulation to the best of your ability? MOXis the
answer. That's why | support MOX, and that's why | think
that this application should — should go forward.

The NRC, as sonebody said, has adifficult
job. Andthey do. And|I've got alot of respect for the
NRC and their techni cal capabilities. Their jobisto
| ook at the applications that Duke Cogenma has — has gi ven
to themand say: Can the facility be constructed and
operated in a manner that's consistent with worker
safety, public safety, and the environnent, and the
appl i cabl e rul es and regul ati ons that they' Il haveto
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live by? And that's the job they ought to be doing.
" ve got confidencethey will dothat. Al ot of people
are goingtotell themmake sure you | ook at this and
|l ook at this, | don't agree with that nunmber. And
they' ||l do their own i ndependent study. And that's what
their job is. But if that application passes that
muster, that indeed the facility can be built and
operated i n accordance wi th applicabl e public safety,
envi ronnment al , worker safety types of regul ati ons, the
application ought to be approved.

And t he ot her point is that MOXis not new.
MOX has been used — nmade and used primarily in Europe, to
sone extent in Asia, for about 15 years. It is not a new
process. It'snewinthe United States, at |east that's
bei ng done now. There was sone test irradi ati ons done,
| understand, back inthe '50s or '60s or ' 70s. But this
isreallythefirst tinmethe U S. is doinganythingina
—inalarge-scale sensewithregard to MOX. But the
rest of the world has been using MOX for many, many
years, and been doing it safely.

Regardi ng t he questi ons that | think have
been — t hat t he NRC post ed and put up here, | guess |'ve
got two — two coments. Nunber one, inmobilization
shoul d not be considered. |'ve got two reasons for that.
One, NRC s aregul atory agency. People cone in and nake

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

92

application and say, "I want todothis." Andthey are
the regul ators, and they' re supposed to say, "Canthis
thing be done in accordance with the applicable
regul ati ons?" The applicationthat DCS has conme in for

istobuildandoperate a MXfacility, and they ought to
vote up or down on the —on the application, the request.

Up or down, based upon their technical anal ysis and t he
standards that they havetoreviewthat with. For them
t o do ot herwi se confuses themand puts themintherole
of an operati ng organi zati on who sort of assunes sone of

t he responsi bility of DOEfor programnmanagenent, when
really they're supposed to be the regul atory. You don't

want to m x the operator and the regulator. If they want

DOE—if they think MOXwW || not adequately protect the
envi ronnment al safety, they ought to di sapproveit. That

woul d cause DCE t 0 go back and | ook at ot her opti ons, how
arewe goingtoget ridof thisstuff. But they ought to
focus on the question at hand. 1've got an application.

Shoul d that application be approved or not.

I thinkthat was — t hat was pr obabl y about
all I wanted to say. Just to follow up and just to
sunmari ze and say that irradiated plutoniumin Yucca
Mountainis alot safer, alot | ess costly, and certainly
safer froma — froman envi ronnent al and public health
standpoi nt, and certainly safer froma non-proliferating
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standpoi nt, than | eavi ng t hat pl ut oni umi n st orage above
ground where you' ve got towatch it with guns and guards
and gates for many, many, many, nmany hundr eds of years.
Thank you very nuch.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. We're goingto go

next to Judy Jennings.

MS. JENNINGS: Thank you. Judy Jenni ngs.

Actual ly, | think | can start by goi ng back
to your | ast statenent and sayingthat | agreewithit
strongly. | — ny one comment to the NRCis that they
| ook at this applicationandjudgeit onthenerits, with
what you have in front of you at this very point intine,
and try hard not to think about the politics and the
| obbyi sts of 1999 and 2000 and whenever nobney was
appropriatedin Congress. If youcandothat, if you can
| ook at —if you can | ook at the application and judge it
totally non-politically fromyesterday or tonorrow, then
| probably will be pleased with the process.

But | have to say that | ama little bit
concerned about the politics that brought ustothat. |
honestly don't start ny day reading Sara's work. | get
tothat later inthe day. | actually start by reading
the Vl | Street Journal. And yesterday actually this was
maki ng the wi res t oday, but the West Coast WAl | Street
printedit yesterday. "Cenerators Refute California
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Fi ndi ngs on Wt hhol di ng Power."

So, a part of the point I'magoing to say
hereis that evenif —1' mconcerned about the governnent
subsidy, and | planned to stay here toni ght and nmake
t hese comments on the record now, because | honestly
t hi nk that when | sit down at ny desk | ater, though, I'm
goingtospendny timnewitingto my congressman and ny
senat ors and say, "Pl ease don't put anot her penny onto
this project.” Because what — my concern about the
headlines inthe Wal|l Street Journal for the |l ast year-
and-a-half isthat evenif we buildthe facility and even
i f we make MOX and even if we giveit to Duke or Dynagy
or Merit or Wllians to make power withit, | can't trust
them—-Californiaregulators don't trust themto put the
fuel inthe machi ne and punp out power and then sell it
to you at a reasonable price.

Soit —but all I can ask the NRCis that
t he application be judged onits nerits, wthout the
politics of yesterday or today. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you, Judy.

OQur next speaker is Regina Thonmas.

MS. THOVAS: |' mRegi na Thomas, and | ' ma
Georgia State Senator for District 2. Inthelast state
session | introduced, as well as Representative Nan
Orrock fromAtl anta, aresol ution urgingthe State of
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CGeor gi a and Governor Barnes to work al ong wi t h Gover nor
Hodges fromSout h Caroli na so t hat we can stop any nore
waste fromconm ng to t he Savannah Ri ver Site. | agree,
sonet hing need to be done with it, but not at the
Savannah River Site. W have too nuch nucl ear waste
there noww th the ground wat er contam nation. 1f the
Yucca Mountainis the best placefor it, thenlet's build
a pl ant there and t hen have everything there. W won't
have to worry about it.

But the |l arger pictureis the ground water
cont am nation of the aqui fer and of the dri nki ng water.
We' re going intothe next session tal ki ng about wat er,
privatizing water, and possi bly Atlanta controllingthe
wat er for the state. W cannot afford to have our water
privatized. And | would hate to have to vote to
privatize our water and deny sone of our citizens from
havi ng enough wat er. Sonet hi ng need t o be done. And |
urge the NRCto closely | ook at the Savannah River Site
withall the contam nation, with all the waste that's
al ready there, and excl ude that site fromany additi onal
transportations of any nucl ear waste.

We need to start thinking about people.
We' re downstreamfromAi ken, South Carolina. So our
cancer rate and our percentages of respiratory, upper
respiratory di seases or what have you, it's goingto be
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stronger here. Let's think about what we' re doi ng, what
we have been doing, andlet's dotheright thing andthe
fair thing. Yes, let'stake politics out of it and think
about the people. SRS have too nuch. W cannot take
anynore there. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay, thank you, Senator
Thomas.

(Appl ause.)

MR. CAMERON: Next, we hear M. Dunham
Chester Dunham

MR. DUNHAM  Good evening. M nane is
Chest er Dunham and |' mthe President of Local A Philip
Randol ph Chapt er here i n Savannah, Georgia, whichis a
nati onal organi zati on. And The Randol phInstituteis a
part of organized — it's a part of the AFofL-ClOQO

| didn't cone hereto —to speak toni ght at
all. Just cone to | ook and observe. Well, matter of
fact, | woul dn't have known anyt hi ng about thi s neeti ng.
As inportant asit is, | wouldn't knowanyt hi ng about it
if it weren't for M. Pleasant here.

| agree that this building, not this room
her e, but next door where we was | ast week t al ki ng about
anot her situation here in Savannah, because Savannah
shoul d be i nvol ved. | do have i nformati on concerni ng
or gani zati ons, religious group, conmuni ty organi zati on,
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everybody, that we can nake sure that we get that
information to us on —the next ti me we got a neeti ng,
you know, and part of this one gets — can be —not this
room but a | arger place.

The reason | ' mup here, becausel'm-this
thing is frightening, you know. Listening to the
experts, and — and they are experts, because |' mj ust
| ooki ng at some of this stuff right here. It is
frightening. | renenber about this resol ution here and
the situationinthe Savannah River. And then, | ooking
at this, and I — | nmean, | read the paper and saw
i nformati on on tel evisionw th Governor Hodges of South
Carolina, Colunbia, South Carolina. | agree w th what
t he senat or just got through sayi ng about the situation
here in Savannah.

Let nme tell you sonet hi ng about. The young
man was tal ki ng about — again, | — nmy occupation is
| ongshoreman. | work onthe water, Savannah River. W
deal with world trade, i nport and export, these ships
that conme up the river. The situation dealing with
shi ppers t hroughout the —thefreeworldis that Anerica
has maybe | ess t han 5% conpany that own ships in the
United States. Sointhe gl obal world, countri es — nost
of the ships that comi ngin, 90-sone-odd percent of the
ship that cones in come fromforeigncountries. They're
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i n busi ness to make noney, sotherefore they deal with
wor |l d trade.

Chem cal that conesintheriver, | nean, on
— aboard t he shi ps, sone of this — you know, sone shi ps
cone insonmetimes with containers wth all type of — of
cargo. And you never know, unl ess you |l ook at the bill
of [ adi ng or sonething, that's howyou cantell what's
supposed to beinthe contai ner. Nucl ear stuff comes in.
And we have certaintype of | abel onthosethingstotell
you di fferent type of — of danger, you know, di fferent
t ype of chem cal that cones in, what type of expl osi on —
expl osive thereis. And what — 1 also amthe safety
director with our — our union, sol deal with alot of
stuff dealingwth safety. Andit's sone type of stuff
t hat conmes in, m ght cone inacontainer, and you don't
have time enough to |l ook at a bill of | ading or sonet hi ng
likethat. It tellsyouthis, that if you see al eak or
sonet hi ng, a drop or sonething that — on this contai ner
or what - have-you, just tell everybody to go. Don't ask
no question. Evacuate that whol e area. Just gointhe
car, whatever, and |eave.

And the only thing I' msayi ng here is that
it isfrightening. And|'mnot — because the experts
have al ready tal ked. |'mgoingto belookingat all of
this information and reading up on a lot of this
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information. But the key thingis, what |'msayingis
that | agree that we shoul d take politics out of it. W
shoul d get it away fromthe Savannah Ri ver and take it
somewher e el se, as the young | ady sai d, t he nount ai ns or
somewhere, | think | read sonething in here.

But the key thing right here, what |I'm
tryingtosay, that I'min support of what is best for
t he citizens and what - have-you i n Chat hamCounty. Not
only Chat ham County but, you know, this whol e area.
Because thisis —andthisis serious. And | was with
M . Pl easant, what - have-you, think that we ought to give
you sone i nformati on so we can have anot her neetingto
make sure that you get intouchw ththe community and
get them here where they can listen to all this
information. Thank you very nuch.

(Appl ause.)

MR. CAMERON: And thank you for those
remar ks, M. Dunham And thank you for the offer to give
us some — sone contacts, too. And we'll — we'll work
with you on that.

I s there anybody that | —that I m ssed who
wanted to — to say sonething at this point?

MS. DANI ELS: | would like to make a
coment .

MR. CAMERON: All right. Andif you could,
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it's —it's Evelyn?

MS. DANI ELS: Yeah, Evelyn Dani el s.

MR. CAMERON: Evelyn Daniels. Okay.

MS. DANI ELS: | notice the water that's in
my ki tchen seens to be nuch clearer. | was wonderingif
everyone el se noticedthat. It's nuch clearer andit
| ooks nore drinkable. And | certainly appreciateit.
That's all.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. |f any of you who |live
inthis area have noticed the sane t hing, you m ght want
to share that with — with Evel yn.

Any — any other — we have some —a little
bit noretinme, and | knowwe are getting sort of tired,
probably. But are there any questions that — anybody who
m ght have a question who didn't tal k before, first of
all? Gveyouanopportunity to ask a— a question, and
then we'll go to — we'll go to Sara, for one.

Okay, Sara, you have a question for the —
for the NRC?

M5. BARCZAK: Yeah. And | —1 didn't get to
this earlier, but M. Dunham s comment s nade ne t hi nk of
it.

I's the NRCgoing to study the transport by
ship, nost likely, of the |l ead test assenbly that is
goi ng to be possi bly constructed in Bel gi un? And, you
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know, is that comng in...

COURT REPORTER: |'msorry, I'mnot getting
you. |'mjust not hearing you.

MS. BARCZAK: Okay, no problem

MR, CAMERON:. It's on. | think we just need
to really speak forcefully into it.

MS. BARCZAK: Ckay, can you hear me now?
Al right.

MR. CAMERON: That's that conmmerci al thing.

(Laughter.)

MS. BARCZAK: Starting over, and [|'1]I
hopefully say it in a nore succi nct way. The | ead t est
assenbly that's goingto be —or the |l ead test assenblies
that are goingto be made —that are likely to be nade in
a European country, possibly Bel gium how are those
assenblies going to be shipped?

And i n conjunctionw ththat question, is
t here an assessnent of all the nucl ear material s t hat
will becomngintothe Atlantic ports for the plutonium
di sposi tion progranf? Because al ot of people don't think
about the ports as an entry point.

MR, CAMERON: This is Dave — Dave Brown. Go
ahead.

MR. BROWN: Yeah. At this point there
hasn't been a deci si on about where to manufacture the
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| ead test assenblies. To give folks afeel, thelead
test assenblies would be the first fewMOX assenblies
t hat woul d be constructed for testing. They woul d be
used at the McGuire and Cat awba stations, and t hen be
tested to see howt hey performed. So we — we don't have
enough i nformati on at this poi nt about the shipnents,
because we don't know where the assenblies will be
manuf act ur ed.

You had a second question?

MS. BARCZAK: \What about this...

MR. CAMERON: Okay, we need to get you on

the transcript, Sara, if you have a follow up.

MS. BARCZAK: Well, no, it was a second. ..

MR. BROWN: The second questi on was on t he
transportation of the plutoniunf

M5. BARCZAK: Intothe —any material s goi ng
t hrough the Port of Savannah for the plutonium
di sposition program is that studied by the NRC?

MR. BROAN: We woul d — we' re studying the
transportation risks associated wi th bringing pl utonium
to the Savannah R ver Site for the purpose of maki ng MOX
fuel. So, yes, we would — and the — and | just don't
know whet her Savannah port i s one of the ports of entry
for that material. | think they'd be norelikely truck
shi pment s.
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The DOE has what they call safeguards to

transport, safe and secure transport for this type of
material. | think wereferredtoit earlier as an arned
transport, highly secure, tracked by t he Depart nent of
Energy. They knowwhere it is all thetime, that sort of
t hi ng.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you. Let's go
over here to M. Lanier. You have a question for us?
Jody Lani er.

MR. LANIER: Yes. | just want to followup
on t hat question, ontransporting materials intothe
port. How nuch are you considering the factor of
terrorists after 9/11 into the decision?

MR. BROAWN: The question was related to
terrori smattacks and whet her we shoul d eval uat e t hese as
part of our environnmental i npact.

MR. LANIER: As far as shippingit intothe
port, nomatter if it's goinginto here or Charl eston or
wher ever.

MR BROM:. Ckay, thisis aquestionthat is
currently before the Comm ssion, and the five-nenber
Comm ssi on, which we have a brief descriptioninthe
back, is considering this right now So the staff at
this point is awaiting their decision.

MR. CAMERON: Just as a clarification on
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that, the Comm ssion has security and safeguard
regul ations in effect for transportati on of nucl ear
materials and for any facilities that we have. And what
—what Daveisreferringtois aoverall (sic) evaluation
that the Comm ssion has studied to see if those
regul ati ons for transportation of individual facilities
shoul d be made stricter because of 9/11.

And let's go back to M. Jackson. Thank
you.

MR. JACKSON: No, | want to ask a questi on,
pl ease.

MR. CAMERON: Let nme get — |l et ne get the
mc to. Okay, go ahead, M. Jackson.

MR. JACKSON: Lester Jackson. My question

MR. CAMERON: Dave — is the question for
Dave or. ..

MR. JACKSON: For Dave.

MR. CAMERON:. Okay, go ahead.

MR JACKSON: Dave, you nentionedthis five-
man Comm ssion. And you nenti oned t hese conm ssi oners.
Do t hese — does the five man Conmi ssion — do al |l these
guys have nanmes or people have nanmes?

MR. BROWN: They've all got names, and
they're not all guys.
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MR. JACKSON: Right. Arethese — are those

— are the names avail able? Are the nanes avail abl e?
What's their titles, their credentials to give usthe
information; all right? Are those names avail abl e?

MR. BROWN. Yes.

MR. JACKSON: Another thing is about the
nucl ear project, incase of soneterrorist group. Wat
woul d you do, all right, if —if aterrorist invadethis
area froma ship or — or planes com ng to t he Savannah
Ri ver Site, what woul d you do, because you' re t he expert
here toni ght, and tal king as a | ay person, woul d — woul d
you get in your car and drive south or get in your car
and drive north, goto a bonb shelter, would yougotoa
— woul d you go to t he basenent of your honme? What woul d
we do as a common citizen? And | want to speak for — and
you renenber, we're tal ki ng about 250, 000 consti tuents of
j ust Chat ham County.

MR. BROAN: Okay, | et ne address the first
question. The description of the five commssionersis
ri ght behind you on a poster with their names. And
general ly these fol ks are nom nat ed by t he Presi dent,
confirmed by the Senate for their positions. And we
currently have all five comm ssioners seated on the
Conmi ssi on.

Wthrespect to your second questi on, how
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would | respond. | would |listento federal authorities.
V¢ have, at the NRC, requirenents for energency pl ans for
facilities where that coul d be a hazard, for a nucl ear
power plant, for exanple. Andthe best thing you can do
is to make sure you' ve got a radio or television to
listen for instructions on what to do.

MR. CAMERON: And | think that, isn't it
true — and ny col | eagues fromthe NRC can correct ne on
this. But the — the local authorities around the
facility really have been gi ven nuch of the pl anni ng and
i mpl ement ati on responsi bility for emergency preparation.
So | ook to those | ocal authorities, okay, rather —who
knowt he situation, perhaps. Not necessarily the —the
federal wng. | don't know, Dave, do you want toclarify
anyt hi ng?

MR. BROWN: | think that's excellent
clarification, because you're right, it's...

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Let's —let's ask M.
Dunham and then we'l |l go back to you, M. Jackson. This
is M. Dunham

MR. DUNHAM Dave, | et nme ask you sonet hi ng
else. | sawin the paper — | didn't see it, but it
happened on t he port yesterday. | think they —the paper
had four or five stowaway (sic) on a ship that canme here.
But t he st owaways was from— t hey was harm ess, | think,
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because t hey cane fromt he i sl and of Panama or sonet hi ng
cl ose here.

MR. LANIER: | think they came fromthe
Dom ni can Republi c.

MR. DUNHAM Ckay, sonmewhere close. But
what |' msayingis that that coul d have —easily could
have been sone terrorists stowed t hat way, too, com ng
intoaport —intothe port. Since 9/11, the port have
changed, security have changed sonmewhat, andit's goi ng
to get tougher, it's goingtoget alot, you know, nore
ti ghter and everything el se.

And inasituationlike that, what do you —
can you el aborate on sonething like that ina port that
— and, Dave, |ooking at this thing, because they're
ti ghtening up on all ports, becausethey' re —they're
afraid nowthat sonethinglikethis couldhappen. And
t hey coul d trigger sonething hereif they caneinonthe
shi p and bl owup t he port or what-have-you. They could
do that, you know.

And anot her thing, and this is the | ast
thing, isthat I don't knowwhat type of chem cal or a
particul ar type of ship that comes intothe port every
now and t hen on a rare occasi on. But what woul d happen
i s that when that ship conesin, they stopall traffic of
all other ships, you know. Basically, all the ships
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woul d — woul d pass each ot her and cone i n back and forth.
But when this particul ar ship comes in, they cl osethe
river just for that particul ar vessel until it cones all
the way up. | don't knowwhere it goes or what - have-you,
but it conmes in like that. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thanks, M. Dunham

The question | think you' re aski ng about the
— about port securityis —generally, | think, is—isin
t he hands of ot her federal agencies, although | thinkthe
— the NRCwoul d advi se t he ot her federal agencies and t he

| ocal port about any particul ar shi pnment of radi oactive

material...

MR. DUNHAM  Ri ght.

MR. CAMERON: ...that were — that were
comng in there. And, again, | would just ask ny

col | eagues i f they woul d have anything noreto —to offer
on M. Dunham s general concern there.

MR. BROMN: | think the —and you' ve touched
on it, Chip, the concept of the federal energency
response. Who takes the | ead, dependi ng on t he ki nd of
energency that m ght evol ve. And t he federal governnent
has pl anned t hat out, sothat if it's —if we knowwhat
ki nd of hazard or t hreat has been posed, t hen we know who
takes the | ead. And for radi ol ogi cal energenciesinthe
Uni ted States, that woul d — we woul d be the | ead f eder al
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agency hel ping to coordi nate the response.

MR CAMERON: If it's onejust —sincew're
sort of talkingin—-noreinformally here, there was a
situation that you may have read about of f t he coast of
New Yor k where there was a ship, it was a contai ner ship
com ng into New York City about a week ago, and t hey
detected —when it got in, they detected highradiation
| evel s t hat m ght have been consi stent with sone type of
nucl ear devi ce.

MR. BROWN: Ri ght.

MR. CAMERON: The Departnment of Energy has
a speci al teamcall ed NEST. And | do not knowwhat t hat
acronymstands for. But they caneintodeal withthat
situation. But the EPAregional officein Manhattan,
Regi on 2, they were i n charge of that incident, not the
— not the NRC. The NRC was consulted. But in that
particul ar case---and | wouldimgineit would bethe
same here---the EPA would be involved. Okay.

All right, I think M. Jackson, and then M.
Nadel man, and let's go over to M. Cobb.

MR. COBB: Yes.

MR. CAMERON: And we'll do—-finishupwth
sone questions here, andthenwe'll —we'll| adjourn. M.
Jackson?

MR. JACKSON: | was just — ny question was
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answer ed.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Judy, do you want to
go? And — and then we' ||l go over here, and thenwe'l| go
over to this section. Judy?

MS. JENNI NGS: Judy Jenni ngs. Thank you.
| " mnot surethat | quite understoodit’'s the situation.
The story with Russia —the story with Russia, is the
plan to use — to use Russian plutonium at the sane
facility?

MR. BROAN: No. The —at this project with
surplus plutonium the — the Russians will take a
paral | el approach, but i ndependently, with their own
pl ant on their own territory.

MR. HARRIS: Wth their own plutonium

MR. BROWN: Ri ght.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Go ahead, sir. And
gi ve us your nanme again, please.

MR. JERNI GAN: Ant hony Jernigan. Just a

qui ck question. Forgive ny skept —1 can't tal k about —
scepticism | can't talk. Sorry.
Just out of curiosity---1 knowyou' re not

going to be abl e to give ne direct nunbers---say inthe
past five or tenyears —1 just want to make sure we're
not j unpi ng t hrough hoops here for no reason. How many
l'icenses ingeneral of all sorts has the NRC actual |y
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deni ed? Just rough percentage.

MR. HARRI'S: |'mnot sure |l can give you a
rough percentage. We have denied licenses in the pa

MR.  JERNI GAN: Was that mainly for
envi ronnental and safety reasons or...

MR. HARRI S: A nunber of reasons. Al ot of
ti mes what happens i s the NRC goes t hrough rounds and
rounds of questionstryingtoresolve technical issues
that don't get resol ved and — and t he appli cant just
w thdraws their application. That's probably nore
routinely —routinethan an actual denial. But, yeah, we
don't grant licenses every tinme sonebody asks for them

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thank you.

M . Nadel man?

MR. NADELMAN: Yes. |'djust liketo know
why a nucl ear di saster worse scenari o energency planis
not widely circulated in Savannah. That it —it seens to
me that if we're going — if by sone chance the
applicationis approved, we shoul d — we got to accept the
— quot e, "the good and t he bad t hat goeswithit." And
|"dliketoknowwhy everybody is soreluctant tow dely
publici ze what we should dointhe worse —inthe worse
scenari o, should — should a disaster occur at the
Savannah River Site. It will affect Savannah.

MR. HARRI S: Correct neif I'mw ong here,
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but | think those plans are avail able for a specific
site. And — and they do do exercises at say nucl ear
power plants that i1involve the entire surrounding
conmmunities to periodically test the energency response.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. And there was sonme —
there's —usual ly t he energency pl ans are avail abl e —
publicly avail abl e. There's been sone changes, | think,
or reevaluation after 9/11 about whet her — how nmuch
security informationis there. But |'mgoingto cone
back to you, M. Cobb. | just want to see if — do you
have some information to give him Ernie?

MR. CHAPUT: Yeah. Ernie Chaput.

| don't knowif thisw Il helpor hurt, but
| understand that inthe environnental reviews and safety
anal ysi s t hat was done, normal operating conditionina
—1in an accident, my understandingis —isthat inthe
acci dent conditionthere are noinpacts that reachthe
borders of the Savannah River Site as aresult of the MOX
facility. Now, I don't knowwhat — | don't know what
particul ar scenari os were | ooked at. But they — you
know, they deal with what they call maxi mumcredible
accident. | don't knowwhat t he maxi nrumcr edi bl e was,
but | understand that it had no inpact beyond the
boundaries of the site.

MR. HARRIS: And can | just state the
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informationthat Ernieisreferringtois fromthe DCS
envi ronnental report, and the NRC hasn't nade any
determ nation...

MR. CHAPUT: But did | characterize —that
was the input that you got?

MR. HARRIS: That's — | believe that's
right.

MR. CAMERON. kay, let's—let'sgoto M.
Cobb. Right?

MR. COBB: Kirk.

MR. CAMERON: Kirk Cobb.

MR COBB: |'vewitten afewnotes here,
just random ideas and thoughts as | listened to
ever ybody.

First of all, I'm a chem cal engineer
mysel f. I have a Master's degree in Chem cal

Engi neering. | don't say that to brag, | just say that
because | sit here as an average public and I' mki nd of
frustrated and | ' mki nd of confused about sone of the
things you're saying. |'Il get back tothat in a mnute.
| " mprobably nore qualifiedto understand
some t hi ngs you' re tal ki ng about t han sone of the peopl e
inthisroom andyet |'mstill frustrated and — and |
don't feel there's acl ear description of what you're
tal king about. [I'll get back to that in a m nute.
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The other thing | wanted to say, | was
st udyi ng chem cal engineeringinthelate 1960s when t he
Cuyahoga Ri ver in Cl evel and, Ohi o, caught onfire. |
mean, we had an environnental disaster inthis country
goi ng on.

We' ve done a |l ot of things to i nprove on
t hat over the |l ast 40 years. But | chal |l enge you guys,
because you' re the techni cal experts, and t echnol ogy can
do trenmendousl y good things i n our society, but there's
risks as well.

And | challenge you guys, who are the
t echni cal experts, to be socially responsi bl e, what ever
the hell you decide, you better nmake damm sure that
you' re confortabl e inyour own mnd ethically that you' ve
made the right decision. And so | think it's real
i mportant for technical people, for engineering peopleto
— yeah, conpani es have to make noney to survive and
things like that. But we have to be socially
responsi bl e, too.

Yeah, we' ve got Russi a now, t hey probably
have nore pl utoniumthan we do. | don't know who has
nor e pl utonium Sonmehow! do feel that if the plutonium
iscontrolledbythe United States, that maybe the future
of the worldis better thanif it's controlled by the
Russi ans, you know. Wy don't we buil d t hese pl ants over
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inRussia, |et themdeal withit, you know? Maybe — but
maybe it's nore responsi bl e for ustobringthis stuff
here and handle it here. It's a trenmendous
responsi bility that our country hasif we're goingto
handl e this stuff; all right?

Just anot her thought. If we're goingto
handl e t hi s ki nd of stuff, plutonium we've got to keep
it away frompopul ati on centers. W got to keep — keep
it awmay from—- fromwater. | nmean, what's wong with
Rocky Mountain Flats area? It'sdry —it's adry desert,
for god sakes. You' ve got to buildanewplant to handl e
this stuff in — sonewhere, for god sakes, why are we
building it next to the Savannah Ri ver? Why don't we
buildit out in Rocky Mountain Flatsin—whereit's a-
we don't have a popul ation center there? W have a — a
much nore controll ed environnent out there, I would
t hink, from an engi neering standpoint.

Plutonium — if the plutoniumis safer
i mobilized, you know, if it's pure plutonium sonehow
imobilized, isit safer that way? Can soneone get their
hands onit and still convert it back to a weapons grade
material ? | don't know. Maybe it is better off to have
it diluted downto 4%in—inamxed oxide fuel. Maybe
it'sless vulnerablethat way. | don't know. W got to
count on you guys to nake t hat deci sion. Andthese are
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j ust general comments.

Publ i ¢ understanding. This —this neeting
is—we're here for public understanding. I'dliketo
see a process flowdiagram | want to see hownany tons
are going in, howmany tons are goi ng out, every process
stream that's going in and out of this plant,
characterizeit, what's the nature of the material that's
left. If you have nucl ear waste in a — i n an aqueous
stream inawater stream are there nuclear materialsin
there, even though they're |low grade? Are they
filterable solids that you can filter out? Are they
di ssol ved solids? Are they salt? You know, nucl ear
material s that are salts, that are di ssol ved i n water?
You can't filter them you know.

Maybe — maybe somehow or ot her we can —this
stuff gets convertedto D,O, you know, deuteriumoxide,
you know, heavy water. |s that a concern? | don't know
what these things ook |ike, but I think if you guys
stand up here in front of the public and you had a
process fl owdi agramand you sai d, "This i s hownmany tons
are going to go through here,” or how many gal |l ons a
m nut e, or whatever basis, "and this is howmny years
this plant's goingtorun,” and you showus what t hese
streans | ook | i ke and t he nature of these materi al s t hat
are com ng out of this plant, the public will have a
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bett er under st andi ng of what the ri sks are of this whol e
t hi ng.
Okay, that's all | have to say. Thank you.
MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you, M. Cobb.
And thanks for that...
MR COOBB: And be soci ally responsi bl e, too.
MR. CAMERON. And t here may be sone of these

process fl owquestions that peopleinthe audi ence, NRC

people, after we're done, perhaps you could talk to...

MR. HARRI S: Sure.

MR. CAMERON: ...M. Cobb about that.

And | think what 1'dliketodonowis—is
to thank you all for — for the great comments and for
your — for your patience tonight.

Pi cki ng up on sonet hing t hat M. Cobb sai d,
there's | ots of good materi al s back there fromGeor gi ans
for Clean Air. We do have sone copi es of our scoping
study i f someone wants to see that. The DCS peopl e have
docunent s back t here about various parts of that —their
process. So pick up all of the material that you can
get, andtry to get as — you know, as many vi ewpoi nts on
this as possible.

And | woul d j ust thank our presenters, Dave
Brown, TimHarris, tonight, and the rest of the NRCstaff
that — that are here. Take sone tinme — we have peopl e
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fromour regional office, people fromour Ofice of
General Counsel. Please take some tinme, if you can
tonight after we're done, to talk with them

And 1" mgoing to ask our seni or manager
here, Cheryl Trottier, tojust closethe neeting —the
formal part of the neeting for us. Cheryl?

MS. TROTTI ER: Thanks, Chip. Well, we're
very small in nunbers now, so I'll be very brief.

| want to just thank everybody for taking
their evening to cone i n and share your i deas and your
t hought s and your concerns withus. It's very inportant
tous. W have a big decision. W are just enbarking on
thisreview. | want to encourage you that at thetinme
t hat we devel op our draft environnental inpact statenent,
we'll be sending it out for conment, we'll be having
addi tional neetings. Pleasetrytoattend. Pleasetry
to provide us comments. | will rem nd you about the
process that we'reinright now, whichistotake al ook
at the environnental report. And we did specifically
extend that comment peri od.

Now, Ti mdi d not nentionthis tonight, but
| want to just say that Septenber 30" i s not a drop-dead
date. Sotry to get your conments i n by Sept enber 30",
| f you have sone probl emand you're a fewdays | ate or a
week | ate, we always have the policy of addressing
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what ever comments we can, if it doesn't inpact our
ability to do so by, you know, waiting six nonths, of
course. That's alittle toolong. But try to be as
timely as possi bl e, but we encourage you to provi de us
comments. That is the way that we have an i nforned
deci si on process.

And with that, | think that's enough. 1'1l]
end here. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you. We're —
we' re adj our ned.

(Wher eupon, the hearing was concl uded at

9:47 p.m)
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