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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COWM SSI ON

+ + + + +

PUBLI C MEETI NG TO PROVI DE COMMVENTS

ON THE NRC EVALUATI ON OF ENVI RONMENTAL

| MPACTS FROM THE PROPOSED M XED OXI DE

FUEL FABRI CATI ON FACI LI TY

+ + + + +

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2002

+ + + + +

NORTH AUGUSTA, SOUTH CAROLI NA

+ + + + +

The Public neeting was hel d at A1A2 Conference

Room North Augusta Community Center, North August a,

Sout h Carolina, at 7: 05 p.m, Francis (Chi p) Caneron,

Facilitator, presiding.

PRESENT:

FRANCI S (Chi p) CAMERON, Facilitator
TI M HARRI S

DAVE BROWN

JOHN HULL

CHERYL TROTTI ER
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P-R-OCE-EDI-NGS
(7:05 p.m)

MR. CAMERON: Good eveni ng, everyone. My
name i s Chi p Cameron, and |' mt he Speci al Counsel for
Publ i c Li ai son at the Nucl ear Regul at ory Conm ssi on, and
|"d like to welcome you to our neeting tonight.

The topic for tonight is the Nuclear
Regul atory Conmm ssion's environnmental review on
eval uati ng the environnental inpacts fromthe proposed
m xed oxi de fuel fabricationfacility. AndI' mpl eased
to serve as your facilitator tonight, andinthat role,
l"mgoing to try to assist all of you in having a
productive neeting tonight.

| usually find it helpful totell you a
little bit about the nmeeting process before we get into
t he substantive discussions. Andl'dliketobriefly
address three itenms: The objectives of the neeting
toni ght; in other words, why i s the NRC here toni ght.
Secondly, I'dliketotal k about the format and ground
rules for tonight's neeting. Andlast, I'dliketojust
go over the agenda briefly with you, to give you an i dea
about what's going to be happening.

Interns of objectives for the neeting, the
NRC want s t o make sure t hat you under st and our process
for eval uati ng whet her to grant approval for construction
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1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
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of a MOX, a m xed oxide facility. And we're goingto
specifically focus on the environnental reviewprocess
t hat the NRC conducts to make its decision. And al so

we' || get sone of the inplications for thereviewprocess

from sonme recent changes in the national MOX program

The second objectiveistolistento your
coment s and your advi ce on what t he NRC shoul d addr ess
inits environnental reviewprocess resulting fromsone
of t he changes you' re goi ng t o hear about in the national
MOX program Sothat's —that's why we' re here tonight.

And our format pretty much mat ches t hose t wo
obj ectives. Thereistwo partstothe neeting. Inthe
first part, we're goingto gi ve you sone i nformati on on
our revi ewprocess and gi ve you t he opportunity to ask
sone questions of the NRCstaff on that process to nake
sure that you have the i nformati on and you know what —
what we're doing.

The second part of the neetingis, we're
goi ng to ask t hose of you who —whow shto, to—-to give
us sone nore formal comments on the specificissues that
the NRC staff will be presenting to you tonight.

Interns of that second part of the neeting,
thereis asign-up sheet at theregistrationtable. If
you want to tal k tonight during that forml conmment
period, please signup. It's not absol utely necessary
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t hat you do so. You may hear sonething that will pronpt
you to want to nake a conment or a statenent during that
time period, andthat's fine. W just |liketo knowhow
many peopl e want total k, sothat we can sort of control
our time constructively. And of course, when we go out
to you after the NRC presentations for question and
answer, you know, obvi ously you don't havetosignupto
rai se a questionor to even conment on sonet hi ng during
that — those particular tinme periods.

Interns of ground rules, if youwant to say
sonet hi ng, pl ease signal nmeand | will bring youthis
tal king stick. And give us your nane and affiliation, if
appropriate. W aretakingatranscript. Ml anieis our
st enogr apher toni ght, and we wi I | have a record of your
conment s so we can use that record to eval uat e everyt hi ng
t hat we hear tonight.

| woul d ask that only one person at atine
talk, not only so that Melanie can get a clean
transcript, but also, noreinportantly, sothat we can
gi ve our full attentionto whonever has the fl oor at the
time. And pleasetrytobeconcise. It's hard, | know,
onthesedifficult i ssues, to—-to be concise. But we
want to make sure that everybody has a chance to talk
tonight. Soif youcan —if youcantry to be brief,
t hat woul d be hel pful in achieving that — that goal.

NEAL R. GROSS
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When we get to the second part of the neeting where
peopl e are going to give us formal comrent, | woul d ask
you to limt that formal coment to five m nutes.
Ckay, interns of agenda for tonight, we're
going to start by giving you an overvi ewof the NRC s
envi ronnental reviewprocess. Andto dothat for us, we
have M. TimHarris, whoisright here. And Timis the
Proj ect Manager for the environnental reviewon this
proposed facility. He has that responsibility.
He's i n the Environnmental and Perfornmance
Assessnment Branch at the NRC, and that branch i s in our
O fice of Nuclear Materials Safety and Saf eguards,
usual l'y call ed NMSS. You nay hear that acronym But
that's what it stands for. And Tim s beenwi th the NRC
for nineyears. He's beeninvarious activities, urani um
recovery, |l owl evel waste deconmm ssi on, and nowhe's the
Proj ect Manager for the environnental reviewon this
facility. He has a Bachelor's in Civil Engineering.
After Tim s done, we'll go out to you to
make sure that there's no anbi guiti es about — about what
we' re —what we' re doi ng, to answer your questions. And
then we'regoingtogoto M. Dave Brown, whois goingto
—total k about the potential inplications for the NRC
envi ronnent al revi ewprocess that may result fromchanges
inthe nati onal MOX program And he's goi ngto go over

NEAL R. GROSS
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t hat for you.

He's with the Special Projects and
| nspection Branch. Now, those are the people who
eval uat e saf ety aspects of the proposed MOXfacility.
And t he saf ety eval uati on, the environnmental eval uation
al | cone together as the basis for NRC s deci si on about
whet her to grant approval for construction of the
facility. And they'll be talking nore about that.

Dave i s a heal th physicist. He's only been
with the agency for — for two years. He was with the
West Val | ey denonstrati on project for about five years
before that. And he has a Master's in Heal th Physi cs
from Cl enson University, and a Bachelor's in — in
Physics. After Daveis done, we'll again go out to you
for question and answer.

And then Ti m s goi ng t o cone back up t o pose
the two questions that the NRCis specifically | ooking
for corment on. And that really focuses on what shoul d
be in the scope of our environnmental review based on
t hese changes to t he nati onal MOX programthat you' || be
— you'll be hearing about.

Afinal word just on - onrelevance. There
may be questions t hat you have, or conments, that don't
squarely fit inaparticular agendaitemwe' re tal king
about. I'Il keep track of those up here on what's, you
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know, traditionally called a"parkinglot," sothat we
can come back and make sure we answer those at the —the
nmost opportune tine.

The second poi nt onrelevance is that we are
here to tal k about the NRC s responsibilities. And we
know that there's alot of issues concerned with the
broader MOX program If we can provide you with any
brief informati on onthat or gui de youto soneone to talk
t o about those broader concerns, we'll dothat. But we
really are goingto focus onthe NRCresponsibilities
t oni ght .

And | woul d just thank you all for being
hereto helpus withthis inportant decision. And | just
want ed to i ntroduce one nore person. W do have one of
our NRC managers here. And this — this is Cheryl
Trottier, right here. She's the Branch Chief for the
Envi ronnment al and Perfor mance Assessnent Branch, and
that' s where Cheryl and her peopl e, and specifically Tim
t hey' re goi ng to be doi ng t he envi ronnmental reviewand —
and | ooki ng at these environnental inpacts. And Tim
let's get startedwith —w th your presentation, and then
we'll go back out to you for questions.

MR. HARRI S: Thanks, Chi p. Can everybody
hear me?

Good evening, and 1'd like to wel cone youto

NEAL R. GROSS
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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

11

this neeting, as Chi p said, on —on NRC s environnent al
review for the proposed m xed oxide or MOX fuel
fabricationfacility. Andl'd|like to personally thank
you for taking your tinme to come out this evening and
participate, and we | ook forward to hearing fromyour —
your comments.

This is one of a series of neetings that
we' ve had on t he environnental review, and — excuse ne a
second. Next slide.

The presenters, as Chip said, will be Dave
and nyself. W' ve got our phone nunbers and Emmi l
addresses on there, and | encourage you, if you have
guestions | ater, please feel freeto call us or Email us.
Next slide.

As Chip said, the purpose of tonight's
meeting istoget your conmments on howt he changes inthe
surplus disposition program mght affect NRC s
envi ronnent al reviewfor the proposed MOX proj ect. And
sone of the agendaitens | won't go over, since Chip has
al ready di scussed those.

Sincethisis afoll owon neeting, and we
had scopi ng neeti ngs here | ast year, sone of the topics
are only goi ng to be di scussed briefly. Soif you have
gquestions, please feel freetoask. And | think Betty
gave you a copy of the feedback form That's another
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i nportant i ssue. We want to hear fromyou on howwe're
doinginthe neetings. If there's sonmethingyoulike,
tell us; if there'sthings that youdidn't |ike, we want
to hear those as well, so that we can hopefully do a
better job next tine.

Because of changes i n t he DOE program we
deci ded to del ay i ssuance of our draft environnmental
i npact statenent, and we i ssued a Federal Regi ster notice
announci ng that delay. Andin that notice we asked two
guestions of the public. To start you thi nki ng about t he
specific areas we're |l ooking for coments on, |'ve
i ncluded themearly inthe presentation. | alsothink
that they' re included onthe agenda, if you want to refer
to that there.

The questions are:

How should the NRC now
consider the imobilization of

pl ut oni umas a no-action alternative,

si nce DCE has fornmal | y cancel ed pl ans

to construct that facility?

And whet her or not there

are any other alternatives that

weren't identified during scoping

t hat we shoul d consi der at this tine?

We — in the Federal Register notice, we

NEAL R. GROSS
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requested witten conments by August 30'", and we're in
t he process of formally extendi ng the conment periodto
Sept ember 30t". So if you get honme and — and you t hi nk
about sone things and — pl ease feel freetowiteinand
share your coments readily, if you don't express them
her e.

Congress, in theDefense Authorization Act
of 1999, gave NRCaroleinthe proposed MOX proj ect.
Specifically, NRC has |licensing authority over this
facility. So our role in the project is to nmake a
|'i censing deci si on regardi ng t he proposed nm xed oxi de
proj ect.

The NRCi s an i ndependent gover nment agency.
And our m ssion is to protect the public health and
safety, and the environnent, in comercial uses of
radi oactive material. Our roleisdifferent fromthe
Depart ment of Energy's. The Departnent of Energy' s role
inthis project relates to inplenenting nucl ear non-
proliferation policy, including the disposition of
sur pl us weapons pl ut oni um DCE has nmade changes i n t hat
program and |l ater in the nmeeting Dave will| descri be
t hose for you.

One comment we got fromthe neeting, | think
it was herel ast year, was it wasn't real ly cl ear what
t he deci si ons were or nowt he saf ety and envi ronnent al

NEAL R. GROSS
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pieces fit together. So we've — we've put together a
slideto hopefully make it alittle understandable. And
| think you got copi es of the slides with your handouts.

NRC has two deci sions to makerelativeto
t he MOX projects. And those decisions areincludedin
the m ddl e of the slide. They are: First, whether to
construct — authori ze construction of thefacility; and
t he second i s whet her to aut hori ze operationor |icense
t he proposed facility.

DCS subm tted an environnmental report in
Decenber of 2002 and — 1" msorry, Decenmber 2000, and a
construction authorization request i n February of 2001.
And, as | said, duetothe changes i nthe DOE program
we' ve del ayed our i ssuance. And follow ng that, DCS has
subm tted a revi sed environnental report in July 2002.
We are currently reviewi ng the revi sed envi ronnent al
report and t he construction aut horization request, and
wi || docunent those reviews intw docunents. The NRC
wi Il prepare an environnmental inpact statenent. And |'||
go over that — that process in just a second.

NRCw || al so prepare a safety eval uati on
report for the construction authorizationrequest. And
we had a public neeting herein North Augusta | ast nonth
onthat topic. The safety evaluationreport is different
fromthe environnental review. The safety eval uation

NEAL R. GROSS
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report focuses on a safety assessnent of the proposed
design basistodetermneif it neets NRC s requi rements.
The EI' S consi ders the environnental inpacts of both
constructing and operatingthe facility. Not only do we
| ook at t he proposed action, whichis the proposed MOX
facility, but we also look at alternatives to the
proposed acti on.

NRC s final environmental inpact statenent
and t he safety eval uati on report for the construction
aut hori zationrequest will be the basis for maki ng t he
deci si on whet her to construct the MOXfacility, and we
anti ci pat e maki ng t hat deci si on i n Septenber of 2003. |
think that is where the — the top and the bottomcone
toget her. The safety revi ewand t he envi ronnental review
will serve as a basis for the construction authorization
deci si on.

DCS plans to submt alicense applicationto
oper at e t he proposed MOXfacility in Cctober of 2003. W
will reviewthe | icense application and prepare a second
safety evaluationreport. The safety eval uation report
on t he operating application and the final environnental
i npact statenent, whichis the same environnental inpact
statenment that was wused for the construction
aut hori zation request, woul d be the basis for naking a
deci si on on whether to al |l owDCSto operate the proposed
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facility.

There are also two opportunities for
hearings. And John Hull, with our Office of General
Counsel is here and can answer any questi ons you m ght
have on the hearing process.

The pur pose of the previ ous di scussi on was
to put in context how the environnmental report -
envi ronnment al i npact statenment, excuse ne, that we're
tal ki ng about here tonight will be used in NRC s
deci si on-maki ng. To summari zes, asingle EISw | be
used to support the deci sions for both construction and
l'icensing in the proposed MOX facility.

Now |'d like to briefly describe the
envi ronnmental inpact statenment process. It's — the
Nat i onal Envi ronnental Policy Act requires governnent
agenci es to prepare environnental i npact statenents for
maj or federal projects such as the potential |Iicensing of
t he proposed MOXfacility. An ElSpresents environnent al
i npacts of a proposed action, along with reasonabl e
alternatives to that proposed acti on. And one of the
focuses of tonight's neetingis howthe proposed acti on
and al ternati ves have changed as a result of — of DCE s
program changes. Note that the shaded areas are
opportunities for publicinvol venent, and we consi der
this a very inportant part of the NEPA process.
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To start at the begi nning of the di agram
now, we' ve recei ved DCS s environnental report and i ssued
a notice of intent to prepare an environnental i npact
statement. And that was published in the Federal
Regi ster in March of 2001. W have conpl et ed t he scopi ng
process. W had three neetings. And|I'Il| describe that
injust amnute. And we're inthe process of conpleting
our environnental review, whichincludes requests for
additional information. And this is additional
information that the staff deens necessary inorder to
conpl et e our review. And those requests are nade public.
Ve plantoissuethe draft environnmental inpact statenent
for public comment in February of 2003, and there' |l be
a 45 day conment peri od.

We wi || hol d public neetings onthe draft
envi ronnment al i npact statenent, and we planto dothat in
March of 2003. And if you provided your full mailing
address to Betty when you signed in, or had done that in
previ ous neetings, wew !l mail you a copy at the end of
February. And |l astly, after we consi der your comrents,
we'll revise the environnental inpact statenent and
publish it as a final.

The purpose of scoping is to gather
st akehol der input on alternatives that should be
consi dered i n an environnental i npact statenent, andto
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get resource areas — i nformati on on resour ce areas t hat
m ght be i npacted. As | said, we had public neetings
here in North Augusta. W al so hel d neetings i n Savannah
and Charlotte. W received—inadditiontothe coments
we recei ved at those neetings, we received witten and
Emai | comments. W sumari zed t hat i n a scopi ng sunmary
report whi ch was published in August of 2001. And Betty
has a f ewcopi es back at the desk. [|f you don't have a
copy and would |ike one, please see Betty.

I think the scoping process was very
successful, and | think that can be largely attributedto
the public'sinvolvenent. AndI'dIliketo youthank you
for staying involved. O significance at tonight's
meeting was the identification of a second no-action
alternative by the public, and that was i nmobi | i zati on of
sur pl us plutoniumif the proposed MOXfacility was not
licensed. And specifically, we're here tonight to hear
your vi ews on howt hat — howand whet her that no-action
alternative should be considered in our draft
envi ronnental inmpact statenment, and whet her or not
there's any changes to the scope that should be nade.

The next step in the process, just to
sumarize, | would plantoissue our draft in February of
2003; hol d public neetings to get your i nput onthe draft
i n March of 2003; consi der your conments; finalizethe
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docunment; and publish it in August of 2003.

And t hat concl udes ny presentation. Chip
and | ' d be happy to answer any questi ons peopl e have on
NRC s role, the NEPA process, environnental inpact
st at enent .

MR. CAMERON: Good. Thank you very much,
Tim You heard alot of material there, and sone of you
who are famliar with this may — may understand t he
process. But those of you who are new nay have questi ons
about this.

| just wanted to say that Ti mmenti oned t hat
we wer e goi ng t o be ext endi ng t he comment peri od on t hese
t wo questions. Any comments t hat you gi ve us toni ght,
because we do have it onthe transcript, will carry the
same wei ght as awitten coment. But if you do want to
send in a witten comment, you have till...

MR. HARRI S: Septenmber 30",

MR. CAMERON: ... Septenber 30'". And, Tim
can you tell people...

MR. HARRI S: And, actually...

MR. CAMERON: ...where to send those?

MR. HARRI S: ...it"s in the Federal
Register. 1t's Mke Lesar, NRC, Washi ngton, D.C., 20555.
And |"msure there's a probably alittle nore to the
address, but we'll...
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MR. CAMERON: |'mnot sure everybody's —

everybody's getting it.
MR HARRIS: ...we'll get that for you.
MR. CAMERON: W' |l put this uponthe —the

board, so that you know where to submt your witten

coment .

MR. HARRI S: And - and as al ways, Chip, if
we get comments after Sept enber 30", we'll use thoseto
t he extent that we can. Don't — | mean, if sonmebody gets

—if youwait until October 15t and you haven't got your
comment in, please send it in. W wll us it.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you, Tim
Questions for Ti mabout the —the process, NRC process?
Ckay, let's go then — give us your nane, please.

MR POE: |'m Lee Poe.

Tim | have a question. It seens to ne, as
— as Duke and NRC are both preparing environnment al
docunment s, does t he NRC docunent, when you — when you
finishit and put it out as you describe onthis chart,
is that saying that the NRC is satisfied that the
facility can be constructed safely and operated after the
construction safely? Isthat what that'sreallytelling
us?

MR. HARRIS: Well, it's...

MR. POE: What shoul d we, as the public,
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understand you are telling us?

MR. HARRIS: ...it's ayes and no question.
| think you nmade a good point that DCS prepares an
envi ronnental report, and that's providi ng data and
information tothe NRC. The NRC s environnent al i npact
statement is NRC s document. We do confirmatory
anal ysi s, and we prepare a — an NRC docunent. W use
data that — that DCS has provided, but it's —in nmany
cases we do additional reviews.

Your question of does that
determineif thefacilityis safeto operate, | thinkthe
answer to that is: No. As | triedto lay out inthe
deci si on- maki ng process, althoughthe EISwill address
bot h operati ons and construction, there'stw partsto
t he decision. Oneis the safety eval uationreport, and
oneistheEIS. Sothere —the safety issuethat you -
t hat you specifically nentionedinyour questionis: No,
t hat gets addressed by the safety eval uati on report.
Vhat . . .

MR. PCE: My - ny safety was the
envi ronnent al .

MR. HARRI' S: Environnent — it addresses —
the EI S, environmental inpact statenent, addresses the...

MR. POE: Environnental.

MR. HARRI S: ...acceptability of the
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envi ronnental i npacts.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Is that cl ear howt hat
operates, Lee? Thank you.

MS. CARROLL: Tim thanks for puttingthat
slideup. | want to—1 want totell youall sone stuff,
now. And, by the way, I'md enn Carroll fromGeorgi ans
Agai nst Nucl ear Energy, and we have | egally opposed
constructing the MOXfactory. Andsothisgetsintoa
bi g i ssue for us. And because you're here toni ght, for
i nstance, | want to enbrace this, sothat everybody knows
what's goi ng on, and so maybe we can get it changed.

Now, we've got two parts to this. Duke
Cogema St one & Webster is asking for construction — |
guess this is the construction authorizationrequest, so
it"'sthisfirst piece. Andthen over here they're going
to apply to handl e plutonium

And what we ranintois, we sawthat there
is absolutely nodealingat all with materials control
and accounting. And we're tal king plutonium That's the
whol e m ssi on here. W' re going to safeguard pl ut oni um
That's why they said with the MOX

So we said, "Okay, how are you going to
account for the plutoniunf”

"Well, we don't havetotell youthat until
we apply for alicense to possess plutonium"”™ Right.
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Ckay, now, why don't we go put your vi deo canera up, and
it's behinda pipe. Wat are you goingto do then? You
goingtoswimit intothe pi pe? Maybe t he pi pe's going
to leak. We'IIl figure it out later.

So we have a problemwith this. And the
bi ggest probl emwe have i s, | ook where they' re fini shing
t he environnental inpact statenment. Before the operating
licenseis evensubmtted. Soall the data---let's just
use material s control and accounti ng as an exanpl e- - -
that's containedinthis, is not beingconsideredinthis
ElI'S, and that doesn't serve the public.

Again, we raised this issue with the
Commi ssion. And, you know, | wish | could renenber the
| anguage. It was very fine. But |isten to what they
said. "We're goingto nake up the rul es as we go al ong. "
So, now, we plan to appeal this decisionwhenthetineis
right, before they put a spade in the earth.

The deal is, i s you' ve got your SER coveri ng
t he whol e thing. You' ve got a process here that will
respond to this application. Thisis whenthey are going
to put plutoniuminto the process. | nmean, you know,
ci nder bl ocks and pi pes, they don't threaten us so nmuch.
It's when you put the plutoniumin there that you're
threatened, and this gets created absent this
information. But, sincethe NRC makes the rul es up as
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t hey go, ny question — ny appeal is: Can you revi sethe
rules in this way? Thanks, Chip.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, let ne — let nme see

MR. HARRI S: Can | — can | answer a
di fferent question, Chip?

MR. CAMERON:. Well, I'msureyou' dliketo,
but . ..

MR. HARRIS: Well, | think I...

MR. CAMERON: Let me nmake sure that |
under st and, for everybody here, d enn's question. And
obvi ousl y t here wer e sone ot her t hi ngs besi des a questi on
there. And al soincluding denn's opinionthat the NRC
ismakingtherules upasit goes along. But I think...

MS. CARROLL: Well, he can read those

three. ..

MR. CAMERON: ...the first...

MS. CARROLL: You're a lawer. You know
what . . .

MR. CAMERON: ...the first question, |
think, is: How, if at all, will material control and

accounting be considered in either the environmental
i npact statenent or inthe safety reviewon the —the
SER?

MR. HARRI S: Well, | et me answer that, and
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then I'Il answer the question that | think...

MR. CAMERON: Okay.

MR. HARRIS: ...d enn was asking, or at
| east the question | heard. And if it's different,
pl ease | et me know.

Mat eri al s control and accountabilityis, in
my mnd, strictly asafety issue, andthat's goingto be
addressed in the safety eval uation report for the license
application. That's where that informati onis presented,
and that's whenthe NRCw || determ ne the safety of that
i nformation.

Now, | think the other point that you raised
that affects ne is your — DCS is providing other
information after you've already issued your
envi ronnent al i npact statenent. And the answer to that
gquestion is: No, we're not just going to go forth
blindly. W'regoingtoreviewthat information, andto
seeif it matches what's in the environnmental inpact
statenment. Andif it's not, thenthe docunent wll get

revised or suppl enent ed.

MR. CAMERON:. Okay. And let's — let's...

MR. HARRI'S: Which | think was...
MS. CARROLL: That sounds |i ke a judgenent
call.

MR. CAMERON: Let's —let's seeif we can...
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MS. CARROLL: | nmean, what is the...

MR. CAMERON: G enn, we need to get this on
thetranscript. But et ne seeif we can get an answer
to the ot her question, whichis: Howis material control
and accounting considered, if at all, inthe decision on
t he construction authori zation. Because | think that was
your point, isthat youdon't l[iketheideathat it's not
goi ng to be consi dered until a deci sion on a potenti al
operating license.

Dave, do you think youcantalk tothat for
us? And then we're going to go over to...

MR. BROAN: Good evening. |' mDave Brown.
| think you' ve characterizedit correctly. This — nost
of the NRC s reviewof material control and accounti ng
woul d occur after we have received the license
appl i cati on. If there were, as Tim pointed out,
environnment al i npacts associated with that, then we woul d
have t he opportunity to reviewthat i nformation, and
suppl enent or revise our EIS at that tine.

MR. CAMERON: And is there a reason why
mat eri al control and accounting does not need to be
| ooked at at the construction authorization stage? |
think that's the point denn is trying to nake.

MR. BROWN: Yes. The reason goes to our
regul ati on, which at this stage, when we're | ooki ng at
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aut hori zi ng construction, we're eval uati ng t hose t hi ngs
whi ch are what we cal | structure, systens, and conponents
i nthe plant that protect agai nst acci dents or an act —

you know, |ike earthquakes and fl oods, that sort of

thing. That — those things are the focus of our review
at the construction aut horization stage, not nateri al

control and accounti ng.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. And, Genn will be
back.

M5. CARROLL: Well, just twonorethingsto
wrap this up.

MR. CAMERON: Pardon ne?

MS. CARROLL: 1'd |ike to have two quick
things to wrap this up. First of all, we had a
contention about material s control and accounting, so
it's an open question that we have a chance to get
i ncor por at ed.

But |' mconcerned t hat, you know, your EI' S
period officially closes, and so it sounds likeit's
di scretionary, subjective, if the NRCfeels the needto
include it in the EIS, | nean, if during the public
mechani sm to conpel you to do an EIS. But you can
answer that later. 1've had ny tine.

MR. CAMERON: Tim do you want to say
anyt hi ng about that?
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MR HARRIS: Well, | don't think there's a

formal process. But, as always, we're open to public

comment. Sol —1 don't think the NRCcloses its ears
after we publish the final environmental i npact
st at ement .

MR. CAMERON: kay. And we nmay get you sone
noreclarificationonthat | ater ontonight. But | think
Tim has basically hit the bottomline.

Yes, sir?

MR. CHAPUT: M nane i s Erni e Chaput with
t he Econom c Devel opnent Partnership in Aiken.

| hope thisis not aredundant question, but
maybe you just circle this thing. We're in an
envi ronnent al i npact statenent process right now, is that
correct?

MR. HARRI S: Correct.

MR. CHAPUT: The rel ease of pl utoniuminto
the environnent is anitemthat will be consideredinthe
El S process, inyour considerationof the EIS; isthat
correct?

MR. HARRIS: Plutonium and other radio
nucl i des; yes, sir.

MR. CHAPUT: OCkay. So to the extent that
pl utoni um has the potential to be released into the
environnment, it will be considered as part of this
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MR. HARRI S: Correct.

MR. CHAPUT: And so that - that's the
appropriate consideration for — under the Nati onal
Envi ronnental Policy Act, which | understand deal s with
i npacts on the environment — to the environnental by
federal actions?

MR. HARRI'S: Correct.

MR. CHAPUT: Ckay.

MR. HARRI S: | nmust have done a good job
expl ai ning that, Ernie.

MR. CHAPUT: Thank you very nmuch.

MR. CAMERON: Thanks, Ernie.

And | think we're going to go back over
here, and t hen over there, and then we' ||l conme back up
front. All right.

MR ROGERS: You al ready m ght have answer ed

MR. CAMERON: Tell us your nane.

MR. ROGERS. My nane's Harry Rogers, and I'm
wi th the Carol i na Peace Resource Center, and al sow th
the Al liance for Nucl ear Accountability, and work at and
operate areactor at D.C. Sumrer. And | — 1 think denn
— she answered ny question. |s the access —accessto
the public to the information to provide a conment.
Thereisn't aformal process, and a decisionisthe NRC s

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

30

decision, isthisinportant i nformati onto consider or
not to consider. And we don't have — we don't have a
mechani smto conpel you to consider theinformation. And
| hope that she's successful with the contingent.

MR HARRI'S: Chip, canl ask John to comment
on that, because | think there — there may be a | egal
process, and | don't want to m sspeak any | egalities, if
that's correct.

MR. CAMERON: Let's make surethat —let's
make sure that we're asking John to — to comment on.
And, John, is it clear what — what the question is?

MR. HULL: Sonetimes it is abit confusing.
Thereis —thereis -1 always liketo describeit as a
paral | el process. Right nowwe' re tal king about the
techni cal, environmental , and safety revi ews that the NRC
is conducting in regard to the proposed facility.

But there's al so a parallel |egal process or
| egal hearingthat's nowgoing on, and G enn Carroll is
t he representative of one of the parties inthat | egal
proceedi ng. And she is — she's rai sing sone i ssues whi ch
are now bef ore t he Li censi ng Board, whichis considering
these legal issues. And that process is far from
finished. Andit remains to be seen whether legally the
board wi || determ ne whet her or not these contentions are
valid or not. But that still remains to be decided.
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MR. HARRI S: But — but isn't it true,

t hough, John, that if there was — after the EISis
i ssued, if there were El Scontentions, that woul d be one
means of formally submtting themto the NRC?

MR HULL: Well, there —there are cases...

MR. CAMERON: John, |' mgoi ng to have to get
you on the transcript, please.

MR. HULL: There are cases wher e agenci es,
including the NRC, has chosen to supplenent an
envi ronnment al i npact statenent. But that decisionis way
down the road at this point, and a |l ot remai ns to be
det erm ned whet her that will be sonething the NRCwi |l do
or not.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, let nme seeif |I can sort
of summarize this. That's — that's fine. So that
everybody understands what was said.

The normal NRC process is that there's an
envi ronment al revi ewdone, as Chip tal ked about. There's
a safety review done. This is on the construction
aut hori zation request. Overlayingthat nornmal two-part
process is, in this case, what's called a hearing.
That ' s an adj udi cat ory heari ng wher e peopl e can rai se
i ssues before an Atom ¢ Saf ety and Li censi ng Board, as
G enn Carroll and her organization is doing.

Deci si ons i nthat adjudi catory process can
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af fect the normal environnental and safety revi ewt hat
the NRC is doing, so that they can also — always
i nfluence that. That's playingout ona parallel course
and we' | | see what happens withthat. Keepin mndthat
i f the construction authorization request was granted by
the NRC after the hearing and the safety and
envi ronnental reviewprocess, then there could be an
application for operationof thefacility, and you woul d
have t he same process goi ng on; a safety eval uati on,
possi bility of the adjudi catory hearing. But, as Tim
poi nted out, the NRCfinal environnental inpact statenent
woul d be t he i npact statenent that woul d al so be used to
gui de the NRC s decision on the operation deci sion.

MR. HARRI'S: Correct.

MR. CAMERON: Correct? Okay.

Yes, m' anf?

MS. GARCIA: Hi. My nane is Karen Garci a,
a resident of Aiken, South Carolina.

As the licensee of the MOXfacility, isit
true that you, not DOE, are t he agency that will enforce
federal safety and security requirenments during
construction and operation? Basically, isit correct
that you insure the facility neets all federal
regul ati ons?

MR CAMERON: And, Tim | knowyou're going
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to correct the one — the one statenment.

MR. HARRI S: Yeah, the —the — I think the
statenment was.. .

MR. CAMERON: NRC is the |icensee.

MR. HARRI S: Licensee.

MR. CAMERON: Is that what you sai d?

MS. GARCIA: Right, isthelicensee of the
MOX facility.

MR. HARRI'S: The —thelicensee, or inthis
case the applicant i s Duke Cogenma Stone & Wbster. W're
the — we're the regul atory organi zati on.

I think nost of what you saidis correct.
" mnot sureif it's 100%of all federal |aws. But the
NRC has regul atory authority over this facility toinsure
safety, which | —which 1 think was the poi nt you were
trying to make.

MR CAMERON. And, for exanpl e, Cccupati onal
Saf ety and Health regul ati ons woul d not be. ..

MR. HARRIS: Right. | nean, | didn't — |
didn't want to say that all federal regul ations, but —
but | think the point isthat the NRChas responsibility
for the safety of the facility.

MR. CAMERON: So does that - does that
answer your question?

Al right, I think, Lee, you had anot her —
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did you have a question?

MR. POE: Yeah, Lee Poe again. |'musedto
seeing, following an EI'S, arecord of deci sion sayi ng
t hat t he federal agency has adopted the fol | owi ng sort of
thing. | see nothinglike that upthere. The rest of
this parallel environnental and safety is —is typical of
what goesonin—-inall of the federal actions that |I've
seen take place. And I'msure that — and | 'mreally
aidinginasecond question. |'msurethat if duringthe
NRC revi ew of the operating SER, the public raised
signi ficant enphasis, i ssues, | woul d suspect that you
woul d respond to those issues.

But, you know, help me with both of those
questions. Thefirst oneisthelack of an ROD, record
of decision. Andthe second one — and t he second part is
opportunity of the public to have input intothe final
SER.

MR. HARRI S: As far as the record of
deci sions go, that's — you see that a lot in federal
agenci es, issuing records of decisions. For usit's nore
of issuingalicense, or inthis —inthe prior case,
issuing the letter that woul d aut hori ze constructi on
woul d be consi dered the ROD.

MR. CAMERON: So that that constitutes our
approval .
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MR. HARRIS: Yeah. W just call it a

di fferent docunent.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thanks, Tim

The question — the |ast question.

MR HARRI'S: Oh, and the public —1"'msorry.

MR. CAMERON:. Public input tothe SERonthe
operation of the facility.

MR. HARRIS: And I'mgoing to |let Dave
answer that, because...

MR. CAMERON: And, Dave, you ready? All
right.

MR. BRONN: The — if you may notice, of
course, on the bottomof the slide here under "Safety
Revi ews, " there's not a corresponding role for public
i nput. But at any tinme during our |icensing eval uati on,
we woul d wel come public comrents. Especially if you see
sonet hi ng that you feel are safety concerns you'dliketo
see addressed, we woul d wel cone that. | guessit's just
to point out that the formal scoping process, for
exanple, in the safety review, like you do in the
envi ronnmental review, we woul d certainly wel cone your
coment s.

MR. CAMERON: Usually —and 1"l just add
t hi s because we were just down here onthe draft safety
eval uati on before. Usually the NRC does not, as they do
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for the environnmental inpact statenent, they do not
request general conments onthe draft safety eval uati on
report. As we —we did, though, withthis draft safety
eval uation report. To be consistent, the NRC may do t he
same thing with that.

But typically, the public can attend
nmeeti ngs between the | i censee — | i cense applicant and t he
NRC staff on those safety i ssues. They can becone a
party inthe adjudi catory proceeding. O if there are
publi c neetings, they canrai se those —those comments
t hen.

Yes, sir?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER How does (i naudi bl e) ?

MR. HARRIS: | didn't hear that, Chip.

COURT REPORTER: | can't hear you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, the question is, is
that, first of all, arethere—w | there be —arethere
rel evant menor andumof under st andi ngs or i nteragency
agreenents between NRC and DOE on this issue; and if
there are, will they be nade public? Does that capture
it?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Sur e.

MR. CAMERON: Al right. TinP

MR. HARRI S: The only MOU or nmenor andum of
under standing that 1" maware of is onethat relatesto
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cultural —cultural artifacts. Basically w ththe SHPO
state-to-state and historic preservation of ficer of South
Carolina. That's the only one I'm—- |'m aware of.

MR. CAMERON: But that's not with the
Departnment of Energy?

MR. HARRIS: It —it's a—-don't quote ne,
but I thinkit's an agreenent between NRC, DOE, and t he
State of South Carolina.

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.

MR. HULL: Chip?

MR. CAMERON: Go ahead, John, for
clarification on that.

MR. HULL: All of the MOUs are public
docunents. There are no secret MOUs.

MR. CAMERON: Thanks, John.

Let's go to this gentleman right here.

MR. RUDOLPH: Could you explain...

MR. CAMERON: Coul d you just give us your
name.

MR. RUDOLPH: Oh, I'mJerry Rudol ph from
Col unbi a.

Coul d you expl ai n how you rmake t he deci si on
after you get the environnmental inpact statenment. | know
t hat what ever youdow |l increasetherisk sone. It's
not a zeroincreaseintherisktothe people here. Can
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you j ust determ ne — coul d you tell ne howyou deci de how
much risk you'rew llingto put the public —that you —
that is acceptable for public risk? First question.

And t he second one is: Could youtell ne
how you have i ncor por at ed — as peopl e are al ready exposed
toit, and | understand that A ken has t he hi ghest cancer
rate in South Carolina. Istheexistingriskthat people
ar e exposed to taken i nt o consi derati on when you add t he
additional risk with this — this facility?

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you. And | think
t hat goes to t he question of our existingregul ati ons and
what — what has to be shown to conply with those. And
also—first questionis: Howw |l the findings of the
environnment al i npact statenment be used with the safety
eval uation to get to the decision?

MR HARRIS: Well, | thinkit'samlti-part
question. And I'Ill answer part, and I'l|l ask Cheryl
Trottier, the Branch Chief, to answer the ot her part.
She's a heal th physicist and can certainly tal k nore
about radiation risk nore than I can.

One of your questions was: Are the
envi ronnent al i npact statenents of what's al ready here at
the SRS site considered? And yes, they are, in the
cunul ati ve i npact section. Curul ative i npacts | ooks at
the current state and theincrement---inthis case, the
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proposed MOX facility---what that woul d doto different
resource areas, like air quality, water quality, in
addi tion, you know, as —as a plus with what's al ready
bei ng generated by SRS and other facilities. So the
answer tothat is: Yes, we do consi der what's al ready
here and bei ng generat ed.

And I' Il let Cheryl talktothe —therisk
pi ece.

MR. CAMERON: Cheryl, | think that, you
know, the question — one of the questions concerns
conpliance with existingregulations, that —that whol e
piece. AndIl thinkwe'restill expandingalittlebit in
terns of answering howthe findi ngs of the environnental
i npact statenent are fed into the decision-nmaking
process. |t may not be easy to answer that wi thout the
context of the specific findings. But, Cheryl, you want
to talk to this?

M5. TROITIER | will speak to the issue of
NRC s role in evaluating radiation risk.

Fromt he perspective of howwe |icense al |
activities, regardless of whether it's a doctor
delivering a dose to a patient or whatever it is. W
have standards in our regulations on public and
occupati onal dose. We use those standards. The
st andards are set on t he basis of recommendati ons t hat
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cone fromi nternational and national authorities on what
is considered acceptable |evels.

The current val ues t hat we use---and we use
t hese dose terns becausethey' retheterns that arein
our regul ation---whichis 100 mlliremper year. Now,
actually, nofacility operates at those | evel s, because
there are other factors that werequire. Werequire a
process which we call "as | owas reasonabl y achi evabl e, "
so that their operations nust bein—-inarange of nuch
| ower than that val ue. W have specific sourcelimts on
air em ssions that they nust al so neet.

So, inreality, thereis alnost nofacility
— possibly if you were exposed to atel et herapy source by
standi ng on the wall on t he ot her side of theunit all
day | ong, you m ght approachthe 100 mllirem But, in
general, nost of our operations are nuch | ower.

Those are t he val ues t hat we use i n maki ng
all licensing decisions. We al ways consider the
recommendati ons of these authorities in setting our
limts, and those are the limts that we have in our
regul ati ons today.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Basically, you have —
we' ||l get —get toyour foll owup, and we'l|l go to you.
And, basically, the NRC has a set of regulations to
protect public health and safety that are based on
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research findings. And the — any |license applicant,
including the applicant for this construction
aut hori zation, has to neet those regul ati ons i n order for
construction authorization to be granted.

Tim do you want to say anyt hi ng nor e about
how t he environmental inpact statenent ties in?

MR. HARRIS: Well, | think part — part of
your question was: Howis that used in deci sion-maki ng?
And t he environnmental inpact statenment presents the
anal yses — staff's anal yses of the environnental inpact
stat ements of t he proposed action, and alternatives to
proposed action. Andthat's provi dedto an NRC deci si on-
maker, in additiontothe safety eval uationreport. And
we, at the NRC, make a decision. | don't —1 think part
of your question was — was what's — if there is
thresholds or things likethat, and 1l don't think | can
quantify that.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, let's give you afollow
up.

MR RUDOLPH. He's tal king about st andar ds.
| have a coupl e of questions on foll owup. The —these
st andar ds that you' re fol |l owi ng are based on t he El St hat
was done before t he changes t hat were made by the —t he
el imnation of theinmobilization. Howw Il those — how
will the differences be considered? That was one
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question. Thedifferencesintheriskthat's inposed by
— by bringinginthe —the trash plutoniumthat they're
bringing from-that was not i ncludedin the origi nal

pl an, howis that bei ng consideredinthese standards,

whet her they'll be in the standards that you nenti oned®

And t he second one is: Arethe —are — when
you consi der the radi ati on t hat peopl e are bei ng exposed
to, are you considering the rel ease of sone radi oactivity
intotheair, intothe—-intothe groundwater, that it's
—that it's possible? And are you using the history of
t he Depart nent of Energy i n ot her pl aces where t hey have
exposed the public to polluted groundwater
unintentionally. |Is that history being used in the
eval uation of — of the licensing in this case?

MR. CAMERON: Okay, there's a...

MR. HARRIS: Well, that's...

MR. CAMERON: ...there is a whole | ot of
questions there. The first oneis —and |l think "the
st andards” m ght be the wong termto be usinginthe
context of the - what we look at in terns of
envi ronment al i npacts. But the basis for being here
t oni ght, you know, when we get to Dave Brown, we' re goi ng
tolook at theinplications for the environnmental inpact

statenment fromchanges to t he DOE program And t hose

will be eval uat ed.
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MR. HARRI S: But he asked a different —

slightly different question. He —1 think what he asked
was: Are you going to consider what they presented
bef ore as one opti on, and what t hey presented nowas a
second option? And | think the answer to that question
is: No. It would be our belief that they — they' ve
revised their application and submtted a new
environnent al report that we have to consider onits own
merits.

MR, RUDOLPH:. But t he ot her questi on, about
the history of...

MR. HARRI' S: The history, we do — we do | ook
at DOE data. |'mnot sure if we | ook at the specific
exanpl es that you gave, but we do | ook at inpacts to
groundwat er, air.

MR. RUDOLPH: But what is...

MR. CAMERON: We need to — we need to -
pl ease, if you could just — if you do want to say
sonething, let's use the mc so we can get it on the
transcript. Andlet's —we've got toclosethis out so
that we can go to Dave Brown. And | know there's a
nunmber of questions; okay? Sowe're goingtoget tofive
or six of you. But let's—let'strytoclosethis out.

MR. RUDOLPH. The main thing | was pointing
out on the history was here we actual | y have sonethingin
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t he groundwater, andit's fromthe water of theliquid
waste. And | just — 1 understand MOX al so has liquid
wast e.

MR. HARRI'S: Correct.

MR. RUDOLPH: The history that the
Departnent of Energy has in the safety of the
groundwater, is that history being — are the other
| ocations, the other sites, is that history being
considered in this application?

MR. HARRI S: Yes, we are — we are | ooki ng at
t he exi sting groundwat er contam nation at the SRS and
what potential inpacts the MOXfacility m ght have onthe
groundwat er .

MR. CAMERON: Does that answer your
gquestion? | don't — 1 —we'renot —if —1 think the
questionis, isthat if —if the Departnent of Energy had
a bad track record sonewhere el seinterns of nonitoring
or rel eases, does t hat have any rel evance to t he deci si on
that we' re maki ng here. That's the question; okay? And
t hat we. ..

MR. HARRI'S: And | think the answer is that
that's outside the scope of what we're doing here
relative to the proposed facility.

MR. CAMERON: All right, thank you.

MR. RUDCLPH. So t he answer is: No, you're
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not considering that?

MR. CAMERON: No. That's —that's correct.

Yes, sir?

MR. TURNI PSEED: My name i s TomTur ni pseed,
and |'m from Col unbi a.

You know, |I' mvery nai ve about this, and |
thinkit's kindof newturf that we're gettinginto. It
appears, fromwhat you guys are sayi ng, and when | went
tothe neeting earlier two or three weeks ago, what ever
it was, and then | read in the paper about how this
experinmental situationw th the MOXprocess is goingto
be conduct ed over in Bel gium and |' mjust wonderi ng how
much the NRCwi Il be nonitoringthe process where the
experinment in Belgium which | understand has great
opposition over there, andthenthey' re goingto bring
stuff back sowe cantry it out up at Duke's reactors up
in Catawba and McGuire.

Do you guys — do you fol | owwhat's goi ng on
over there? Do you have — |I know you don't have
jurisdiction. It's not in the scope of the little
bureaucratic thing you' re doing here. But | keep readi ng
about thisinthe papers, and |' mjust wondering are you
guys follow ng that? Are you — are you | ooki ng at the
Eur opean experience? Thisis aninternational thing, if
you read about it. It was conceived as an i nternati onal
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program Are youinvolved —the NRCinvolvedw th what's
goi ng to happen in Bel gi un? Coul d you tell us about
t hat ?

MR. HARRIS: Yes, sir. | think you're
asking — the things that they' re proposing to do in
Bel gium are construct what they call |ead test
assenbl i es.

MR. TURNI PSEED: \What is that?

MR. HARRI' S: These are fuel rods that are
nmade of t he m xed oxi de and urani umbl end, whi ch woul d be
simlar tothat that woul d be produced by t he proposed
MOX oxi de fuel fabricationfacility. They're goingto
construct those in Belgiumand then put themin the
reactor, burn themin a Catawba reactor. And then
they're going to take those and analyze it to see the
fuel behavior. And yes, the NRCis —is involved in
tracking all this. W would — or the office of...

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. We'Ill cone right
back uptothe front rowhere. Soneone has been waiting
to ask a question back here, so we'll go back.

MS. FRAZI ER: Tina Frazier, Citizens for
Nucl ear Technol ogy Awar eness.

MR. CAMERON: Can everybody. ..

MR. HARRI'S: No, we can't hear her, Chinp.

MS. FRAZIER: |'msorry. Tina Frazier of
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Citizens for Nucl ear Technol ogy Awar eness. Forgi ve ne.
|"m not sure this is a question as it is nore a
clarification of astatenent that's been made nowat a
coupl e of hearings, that Ai ken County has t he hi ghest
cancer rateinthe state. | do have DHECreports. W
didlookintothis. Andon ascaleof 1to 47, of the 47
counties, 1 being the highest incidents and 47 bei ng t he
| owest, we are #41. W are anong the | owest on a cancer
rate.

MR. CAMERON: If you'd just clarify for
peopl e who DHEC is. DHEC is...

MS. FRAZIER: DHECis environnmental —1'm
sorry. (Inaudible) environmental health.

MR. HARRI'S: Environnental Control ?

MS. FRAZIER |It's Heal th and Environnent al
Control. And I take it out of...

MR CAMERON. (kay, the state —the State of
Sout h Carolina?

M5. FRAZI ER. State of South Carolina; yes.

MR. CAMERON: And when you tal k about "this
county," you're tal king about Ai ken County?

MS. FRAZI ER: Ai ken County. Yes, Aiken
County.

MR. CAMERON: All right. All right, thank
you. Let's...
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MR. HARRIS: You know, Chip, there's -

there's sone questions, and we'll be here after the
meeting if peopl e have nore questions, if we don't have

time to answer it now.

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, we'll definitely do

that. Let's see if we can clear up sone of these
out st andi ng, and then we'll go to Dave.
Yes?

MS. PAUL: Bobbi e Paul of Atlanta, Georgi a.

| had a questi on about the approval for what
you call the "end process"” here, the NRCdecision. |I'm
unaware. Are we — is there a vote taken by this NRC
panel ? How many peopl e are we t al ki ng about? | have no
ideaif we're tal ki ng about a roonful of five peopl e.
And howdo you i nteract wi th people fromthe DOE? Are we
t al ki ng about 20 peopl e and peopl e fromDuke Cogema? |f
you could help visualizethis for nme, |1'd appreciateit.
Thank you.

MR HARRIS: 1'll try. | think there's
actually a poster in the back that shows the five
conm ssioners. And it is...

MS. PAUL: O the NRC?

MR. HARRI S: O the NRC

MR. CAMERON: Yes, five NRC conm ssioners.

VR

HARRI S: And t hen t hey' re appoi nt ed by
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t he President, confirnmed by the Senate. So ultimately
the decision is mde by the Comm ssion, five
conmm ssioners. And, as we've tal ked about tonight,
there's the —the environnental portion of the deci sion-
maki ng; the safety portion; and al so t he adj udi catory
hearing portion that feed into that decision by the
Comm ssi on.

As far as nunbers of people at DOCE and
others, I"'m—1"mnot sure howto answer that. You know,
we interface with several people, ten, 20 peopl e at DCS.
| personally interface withtwo peopl e at DOE, but Dave
probably interfaces with ten or 20. | don't know how
to...

MR. CAMERON: Maybe — maybe it's not the
nunbers, but the rel ati onshi p bet ween DCS and — and DCE,
and howthat relates tothe NRC. | nmean, that shoul d be
cleared up. Is that —is that what you're tryingto
envi si on?

MS. PAUL: Uh-huh. And at the end there's
afinal —there's a final vote taken by this panel of
five, and that's the ulti mate deci si on-maker; is that
ri ght?

MR. HARRI'S: The Conm ssi on.

MS. PAUL: The Conmmi ssion.

MR. HARRI S: Yeah. | guess, if there's a
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hi erarchy, we're — NRC s a regul at ory agency; Duke Cogena
Stone & Webster is the applicant to the Nucl ear
Regul at ory Comm ssion. They are a contractor of the
Depart nent of Energy, sothat's howthe Departnent of
Energy — but we — what we do, | think it's a straight
line. Typically weinterface through Duke Cogema St one
& Webster. They are the applicant.

MR. CAMERON: And t he nost i nportant thing
is that it's not — we're an independent regul atory
agency; okay? Even though DCSis a contractor tothe
Depart nent of Energy, another agency of the federal
governnent, we're an i ndependent regul atory body. There
i's no connection because of the federal governnent.
We're both agencies of the federal governnment.

MR. HARRI'S: Yeah. The interactions are
nore information, you know.

MS. PAUL: But the noney for all of it cones
fromus? The noney to support these efforts conmes from
t he federal governnent; correct?

MR. HARRI'S: Correct.

MR. CAMERON: COkay, howmany — let's see,
how many peopl e have a questi on that have not tal ked
al ready? Okay. Let's do — we're going to do three
peopl e who haven't had a chance to speak, and i f we have
time, we'll circle back for —for other questions. But
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| et' s get Dave on. You nay have | ess questions on his.
And | et' s go over heretothis gentleman. So we're goi ng
to take three nore questions, we're going to put Dave
Brown on and open it up for questions.

Yes, sir? Your nanme?

MR. WLLOUGHBY: Wl liamW I | oughby from
Col unmbi a, South Carolina. |It's nore —it's nore a
comment than a question. Andthat is, | think that it
woul d have been cl earer, fromsone of the questions |
have heard tonight, if you had includedinthis chart, in
particular, the operationandtheinterfacingwiththe —
wi t h t he NRCLicensing Board, to showhowthey fit into
t he process. | nmean, that woul d have hel ped on sone of
t he deci si on-maki ng questions. Thank you.

MR. HARRI S: Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you for that.

MR HARRIS: W'l take that as feedback for
— for next tine.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, we're goingto go over
here.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: What i f Duke Cogena
St one & Webst er and t he Depart ment of Energy don't reach
agreenent on the Option Aof the MOXfuel contract for
construction? What happens if there's no contract?
There's no contract right now beyond design and
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licensing. Doyou-wll youauthorize constructionif,
by some chance or sone reason, DCS and DOE do not reach
agreenment ?

MR. HARRIS: |'mnot surethat'sa—-that's
a question that's within the scope of...

MR. CAMERON: You're sayingthat there nmay
not be —you're raising aquestion about whether there
woul d be a legal entity to be a |icense applicant?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Yes. Because Duke
Power has anexit clauseintheir contract and t hey can
withdrawany time —all their reactors at any time from
t he program which woul d | eave no reactors, at | east
tenporarily. Sothat's one reason why it m ght not —the
contract may not be renewed, and no — m ght be they
decide touse this plant for netal preparation as part of
their production conpl ex.

MR. CAMERON: Let me ask John — John Hul | .
| thinkthisisa—-thisisdefinitely alegal question
that goes tothe viability of whoever hol ds, for exanpl e,
t he construction aut hori zation. Do you get the drift of
this | ong question?

MR HULL: Well, yeah, there are a nunber of
contingencies that have to occur before any MOX
fabricationfacility would either be built or operated.
The Departnment of Energy, as evi denced by their recent
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change i n pl ans, can have an i npact on what we' re doi ng.
| f Duke or — 1 guess Dukeis theonly part — NRCI|icensee
ri ght nowthat'sinthe program intheory. But if they
pul | ed out, then obvi ously that woul d have a bi g i npact
on things. But, you know, we're speculating at this
point. As far as | know, Duke has no plans to pull out
of their agreenment to eventually burn MOX fuel. And
agai n, that woul d only happenif the NRCIlicenses the —
t he operation of thefacility. So, you know, any nunber
of things could happeninthe future, but right nowwe
have to plan as if things are goingto go accordingto
the current plan.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

And let's gotoour final questionwiththis
gentl eman right here. Final questionfor this particul ar
part of the neeting.

Yes, sir?

MR BLANCETT: |I'mAllen Blancett, recently
retired, aresident of Al ken. | hear inthese neetings
| ot s of concerns about dose to the public and so forth.
| ve got a coupl e of grandchildreninthe area, andit's
i nportant to ne.

The revi sed envi ronnment al report says t hat
it goes to the — the maxi num dose to the offsite
i ndi vi dual woul d be no nore than two m crorens. That's
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0. 000002 rens. Andthat's 1/50, 000 of the federal limt.

Now, if that nunber is valid, |'mnot concerned. That's
no inpact to the public.

My questionis: WII NRCverify that nunber
that goes into the final docunments?

MR. HARRIS: Yes. We will do our separate
anal ysi s.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, sir.

| knowt here were several other questions,
and let's seeif we can pick those up after we' re done
with this next presentation. Because we want to make
sure we get all of this material on to you.

Dave Brown, NRC staff, is going to talk
about the changes to the DOE program and potenti al
i mplications for the NRCenvironnmental review. Dave, go
ahead. Andthen we'll go—-we'll go back out to you for
questi ons.

MR. BROM: Thanks, Chip. Can everyone hear
me okay? (Good.

Thank you all. I'dlike to sumrmari ze t he
changes that DOE and DCS have made to the surplus
pl ut oni umdi sposition programandtothe MOXfacility.
"1l al so di scuss the environnental inpacts associ at ed
with these changes that DCS presented in their
environnmental report inJuly, their revised environmnent al
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report.

The first change 1'Il discuss is the
cancel | ation of the pl utoni umi mobilization plant. The
PI P, or the pl utoni umi mobilization plant, had been part
of a hybrid di sposition approachto inmobilize some of
the plutonium and thenturntherest into MOXfuel. DCE
cancel ed the plutoniuminmobilization plant due to
budgetary constraints. And|1'Il| describe theinpactsin
just a noment.

Onthe previous slide, the —the seconditem
is the proposal to buildawaste solidification building.
And this would be a new buil ding that woul d process
liquidwaste fromthe MOXfacility and t he MOX proj ect,
ingeneral. And1'l| alsodescribethis buildingandits
i npacts in a few ninutes.

The direct result of canceling the pl utoni um
i mobilizationplant isthat therewere 8.4 netric tons
of pl utoni umthat woul d have gone to t hat pl ant, that now
need to be dispositioned differently. And what | want to
make cl ear hereis the current proposal is that, of that
8.4, 6.4 metric tons would conme to the MOX facility.
That | eaves two nmetric tons that woul d have to have
anot her di sposition pathway. The NRC at this point
doesn't knowwhat that is. That's a decision for the
DCE.
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To acconmodat e the 6.4 netric tons of what
we cal | alternate feedstock now, materi al that woul d have
gone to i mobi lization, but nowcom ng — proposed t o go
tothe MOXfacility, that DCS woul d have t o make changes
tothe plant to accommpdate this material. And|1've al so
not ed t hat previously the amount of material that DCS had
proposed to process was 33 netric tons, and that total is
now 34 netric tons. Next slide.

DCS has al so i nformed t he NRCt hat DCE pl ans
to build a waste solidification building. This DOE
intent hereis that it would address public concerns
about using the highlevel waste storage tanks onthe
Savannah Ri ver Site to manage | i qui d waste fromt he MOX
facility and fromthe pit di sassenbly and conversi on
facility. The newwaste solidification buildingwould be
sited on the pit disassenbly and conversion facility
site. W' ve included in the handout a map of that
general area that shows the | ocati on of the — t he MOX
facility, the pit di sassenbly and conversionfacility,
and the new proposed waste solidification building.

The wast e sol i dification buil di ng woul d have
the capacity to store liquidwaste fromboth MOX and t he
pit di sassenbly and conversion facility. High al pha
activity waste, which was waste associated — that's
generated in the MOX facility, would go to the waste
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solidificationplant, and | aboratory concentrated | i qui ds
fromthe pit di sassenbly and conversion facility, those
woul d conme and be handled as transuranic waste,
solidified, and the proposal istoshipthat wastetothe
waste i solation pilot plant in New Mexi co. The MOX
facility al so woul d produce a stri pped urani umwast e,
whi ch i s anot her waste associated with preparingthe
pl utonium for m xed oxi de fuel fabrication.

The pit di sassenbly and conversionfacility
woul d al so generate | aboratory |iquids. Those tw waste
streanms woul d be handl ed as | ow | evel waste. The | ow
| evel waste would —it's proposed to be di sposed of at
t he Savannah Ri ver Site B Area or anot her per manent, | ow
| evel waste site.

The — the changes to the environnental
i mpacts associ ated with those facility changes i ncl ude an
i ncrease of about 10%in the fl oor area of the aqueous
pol i shing process inorder to accommodate the materi al,
the al ternate f eedst ock t hat woul d have previ ously gone
to the plutoniumimmobilizationplant. The alternate
f eedst ock woul d — sone of it woul d contain chl ori des, and
so a potential newair em ssionfromthe MOXfacility
woul d be chlorine. Andthere woul d al so be sone changes
inthe waste vol unes and t he characteristics of waste
produced by the MOX facility.
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The — for exanple, inthe waste cat egory,
t he vol unme of liquid | owlevel waste generated by the MOX
facility woul d i ncrease about 60% The — this waste
woul d al soinclude theinpurities associatedw ththe
alternate feed; again, inpurities that were part of the
pl ut oni umt hat woul d have gone to the i nmobili zati on
pl ant .

The —the i quid high al pha activity waste,
whi ch woul d have — agai n, which woul d have gone to —
previ ously gone to t he Savannah Ri ver Site highlevel
wast e t anks, woul d nowgo to the waste solidification
bui | ding. The vol ume of this waste woul d i ncrease by
about 10% and woul d contai n hi gher | evels of inpurities
li ke silver, for exanple.

Intheir revised environnental report that
DCS submttedtothe NRCin July, they al so descri bed t he
I npact associated with the waste solidification building.
The wast e t hat this buil di ng woul d gener at e woul d have an
i npact on t he wast e managenent systemat t he Savannah
River Site, asit woul d produce transurani c waste and | ow
| evel waste that would have to be handl ed.

Ther e woul d be construction-rel ated i npacts
for building a new facility, and operation-rel ated
i npacts, likeair andliquideffluents, and radi ati on
exposures to wrkers. These are the ki nds of i npacts DCS
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presented in their environnental report. The
envi ronnment al report al so consi ders accidents that coul d
occur at the waste solidification building, andtheir
envi ronnent al i npacts.

" ve given you a sunmary of the information

they've provided. 1'd be happy to take any questions.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, the purpose of this
presentation was to try and give you an idea of the
potential newinpacts that the NRCwoul d have to eval uate
based on t hese changes to the program And we'l| be gl ad
to try to answer questions on those potenti al
envi ronnental i npacts.

Yes, sir?

MR. CHAPUT: Yeah, Erni e Chaput, Econom c
Devel opment Part nershi p.

Your — | thinkit's the previous slide said
60%nor e vol unme of | owl evel radioactive waste, 10%nore
vol unme of high al pha activity waste. Are — what are
t hose percentages in relation to that which the MOX
facility was proposed to generate before, the conbi ned
MOX PDCF, that of thetotal SRSsite? | nean, isit —is
it 10%of a small nunber or 10%of al arge nunmber? Or,
specifically, what are the gallons or cubic feet
i nvol ved?

MR. BROAWN: | don't recall exactly the
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vol unres or cubic feet. | think we'reinthe nei ghborhood
of — nei ghbor hood of 100, 000 gal | ons per year, that, I'11
say, order of nmagnitude, that type of nunber. And when
| say an increase, yes, it's referring to what was
proposedintheir first environnental report as conpared
to their revised report in July.

Andwith lowl evel waste, we're specifically
| ooki ng at wast e produced by the MOXfacility. Not, for
exanpl e, by the pit di sassenbly and conversion facility.

MR. CHAPUT: So a percentage i ncrease of a
relatively | ow nunber, not of the total site?

MR. CAMERON: COkay, Ernie, didthat answer

your. ..
MR. CHAPUT: Cl ose enough to get started.
MR CAMERON. All right. Thank you. d enn,

we'll be back up to you, and then back down this side.

MR. W LLOUGHBY: WIlliam WIIoughby,
Col unbi a, South Carolina. Two questions, really. One
is: Who constructs and operates the waste solidification
bui | di ng? And at what point isthe waste that conmes out
of that buil di ng passed onto DOE s Savannah Ri ver Site?

MR. CAMERON: Dave?

MR. BROWN: The —the waste solidification
building is a Departnent of Energy project. As |
under st and, they' ve gone t hrough concept ual desi gn of
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that plant. Acontractor to—to build and operate the
pl ant has not been identified at this point.

The waste — again, thisis another detail
t hat hasn't been finalized. But norelikely than not,
t he cust ody of the waste woul d be transferred fromthe
appl i cant, Duke Cogera St one & Webst er t o DCE bet ween t he
MOX facility and the waste solidification building.

MR. CAMERON: |'m sure that everybody
under stands that the waste solidification building
doesn't require an approval fromNRC, but it's still
sonet hing that we will evaluate in the environnmental
i npact statenent, sothat we couldtake al ook at all the
envi ronnent al i npacts.

MR. BROWN: That's correct.

MR. CAMERON: Okay.

MR. BROWN: Yeah.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, and then we'll go back
to Don, and then we' I | be back up to you two gent| enen.

M5. CARROLL: | actually had a question
about that waste, and it tiesinalittle bit to your
guestion. And I, too, expected a 10%i ncrease i n vol une
from you know, increased processing of the inpure
pl utoni um And we actual |y had a wast e cont enti on whi ch
was, "You nmake our waste plant, and that's not okay." So
now we have a wast e pl ant, so we sal vaged our contenti on
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by critiquingthe waste plant, whichthenl really hadto
pay attention.

And i magi ne ny surprise whenthe figuresin
the current ERare | ess t han what t hey were a year ago.
But in no way woul d | consider themtrivial, because
we' re tal king 70, 000 gal | ons a year, and we' ve got 35
mllion gallons that have been pl agui ng us as | ong as
| ' ve been i nvol ved, since 1988. There's been no change.
So that's not atrivial ambunt over 20 years. But the

chai rman of the board thinks that's no bigdeal. That's

all.

MR. CAMERON: All right, thanks, d enn.

MS. CARROLL: Onh, oh, oh, oh, oh. Wit a
mnute. | didn't finish.

(Laughter.)

MS. CARROLL: | didn't finish. There's a
poi nt .

MR. CAMERON: There is a point?

MS. CARROLL: And without the point, it's
poi ntl ess.

MR. CAMERON: Okay.

MS. CARROLL: The point iswll you check
their math on these waste figuresreally carefullyin
your EI S?

MR. BROWN: W will do so.
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MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

Don, you could a...

MR. MONI AK:  |'m Don Moniak. 1 live in
Ai ken County.

AUDI ENCE: We can't hear you.

MR MONI AK:  Regar di ng t he pl ut oni umnunbers
you' ve presented here, yousay there's 8.4tons that's
been noved out of the i nmmobilization program There's
anot her 4.6 tons that was renoved fromthe i nmobi | i zati on
back i n Novenber 2000 fromuni rradi at ed fuel at Hanford,
and so that gives youatotal of 13tons. |Imobilization
was supposed to handl e 17 tons, so there's four tons out
t here at Hanford and Los Al anos and Savannah Ri ver Site
t hat' s unaccounted for, that wasn't in the i mmobilization
pl an.

Now, this program s al ready been set back by
a year - and- a- hal f or so because DCE changed t he desi gn
criteriawell intothe design, likeit often does. And
this —apparently thisis goingto happen again. And are
they goingto—-isthisfacility being designedto handl e
all the other plutoniumthat wasn't inthe imuobilization
pl an, including sone fuel grade junk?

MR. CAMERON: And bef ore you answer that,
Dave, | just want to make sure that we're careful with
t he use of the term"unaccounted for." | think that you
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under stand what Donis —is saying about that; that it's
not unaccounted in the sensethat it's —it's |ost or
m ssi ng.

MR. MONI AK: No, only 2.8 tons is
unaccounted for.

(Laughter.)

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.

MR. MONI AK: It's quite |ess.

MR. CAMERON: All right. Dave, any conmmrent
on that?

MR. BROAN: Yeah. | think | understandthe
t hrust of your concern, whichis, as we eval uate i npacts
and we go forward with the EI' S, we do want to be sure we
under st and, you know, what quantities does DCS propose to
use, of what type, and what — what ki nds of inpurities,
for exanple, will be in those different types of
pl ut oni umt hat woul d conetothe MOXfacility. And we
will do that.

MR. MONI AK: As it —as it happens or prior
to it happening, so that it's a w der design?

MR. CAMERON: Don, we're going to have to
get you on the — on the transcript.

MR. MONI AK: (Il naudi ble) that's good.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. All right.

Yes, sir? And then we'll go to this
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gent | eman.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: | had a coupl e of
guestions. | understandthat —that DHEC can approve or
di sapprove t he use of the concretein—-inthewater. Is
that correct? Departnment of Human — DHEC i n South
Carolina. | understand that they have sonme approval
authority, as well, over the use of the — the use of
concreteinthe—-inthewater intheliquidwaste. Is
that true?

MR. BROAN: |' mnot sure that | understand
your question. There are...

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Ar e you proposing to

use concreteinthe—-intheliquidwaste, toget rid of

that, to — as a way of getting the liquid waste to...

MR. BROMWN: To — okay, |'m—tosolidify the
— the waste.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Yes.

MR. BROMWN: Specifically —well, including
the. ..

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER | under st ood sonmeone
sai d t hat DHEC had sone regul atory aut hority over that,
as well. Is that right?

MR. BROAN: |1'mnot aware that they do.
That's. ..

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: So then thereis a
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possibility that if DHECrefused that, then they would
actually be providing for better safety for the public
t han — than your agency.

The ot her question was: Doesn't NRC have
the authority to require the Departnent of Energy to do
a full environnental inpact statenent?

MR. BROMWN: Yeah, | — 1 may refer to Tim
But no, we don't have the authority to direct the acti ons
of the Departnment of Energy on theNational Environnental
Policy Act.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER. Even if —evenif you

consi der their existing environnental inpact statenent

insufficient. I'mnot —1"'mnot cl ear on the process, |
guess.

And t he ot her question---1'11 give youthe
m c back or 1'l|l passit on---is howdo we get the nanes

and t he hi story of what i ndustry the —the five people
who ar e maki ng t he deci sions canme fron? |Is that onthe
website sonmewhere?

MR. CAMERON: Could —if I may borrowt hat
back for a m nute. There was a sim |l ar question. |If
soneone wants the biographies of the sitting
conm ssioners, isit easytoget it just off the website,
NRC website? | think it is, which is...

MR. BROWN: I think there are short
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bi ographi es, yes, avail abl e.

MR. CAMERON: Wwv. nrc.gov. And if anybody

want s t hose bi ographi es, pl ease gi ve your nane to Betty
Garrett back at theregistrationtable, and we'll send
you a hard copy.

I t hi nk, in order to avoid any
m sunder st andi ngs because of the | ast question, can you
just — Tim can you just tal k about — what do we expect
fromthe | icense applicant, either —on a construction
aut hori zati on request ? What are our requi renents for them
tosubmt internms of environnental data and what - have-
you?

MR. HARRI S: The regul ati ons — can you hear
me? The regul ati ons have a specific sectionin 10 CFR
Part 51, which outlines specifically what the
applications submt. Andthey have submtted that. W
reviewed that for admnistrative acceptability; that is,
were there any holes inthe environnmental report. And we
concluded: No, that all the issues were addressed.

W're currently inthe process of review ng
the validity of the data, which included sone i nfornation
that we submtted to the Departnment of Energy. So we
don't accept that data blindly; wereviewthat, as wel|.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you.

Let'sgotothis gentlemanright here. Yes,
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sir?

MR. TURNI PSEED: Yeah, ny name is Tom
Tur ni pseed from Col unbi a.

And | just want to know, Dave, howcl osely
the NRCw || be monitoringthis experinmental MOX deal
over in Bel gium Do you have peopl e there? Do you send
soneonewith —alongwith DCSfolks to followthis, since

it'sthefirst real test of howwe' re goi ng to do the MOX

thing? WII you all be involved in any way with that?

MR. BROAN: | may not be t he best personto
answer that. We are definitely involved in the
requi renment for | ead test assenbly, and that it be — t hat
t hese test assenblies be nade. It's not certainat this
poi nt —t he DOE has not deci ded where they're goingto
make those. Belgiumis — is one option.

MR. TURNI PSEED: You know Bel gi unt right?
| mean, you...

MR. BROWN: Yeah, we know...

MR TURNI PSEED: ...you knowthat you' ve. ..

MR. BROWN: ...we're aware that that's...

MR. TURNI PSEED: What type — where'd you
find it out from Dave, about Bel gi unf?

MR. BROMWN: That's sonmething that's being
| ooked at nore closely inour Ofice of Nucl ear React or
Regul ati on. Those fol ks would receive any |icense
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amendnents to burn MOX fuel at the Catawba and McGuire
Nucl ear Stations. Sothere'sreally another part of the
NRCthat's doing that work, different thanthe office
that Timand I work for.

MR. TURNI PSEED: The process in Bel gi um
t hough, is going to be simlar towhat you' re goingto be
doi ng here on a nuch | arger scale; right?

MR. BROWN: Yes, the process woul d be very
much simlar to what we would do here in the United
St at es.

MR. TURNI PSEED: Let ne just add — |l et ne
just say this. Peoplein Colunbiaarejust absolutely
terrifiedfromthisterrorist war. | nmean, it's just —
you turnonthe TVand they' re everywhere. They'rein
Georgi a, NewYork, all over the world. And what about
t he envi ronnental i npact and t he safety of sending this
pl ut oni umover to Bel giumso DCS — they can do this
experiment. And | understand you guys are goi ngto be
somewhat involvedinit; right? You' re goingto keep up
with it?

MR. BROAN: We'regoingto keepupwthit.

MR. TURNI PSEED: Okay. Andit's goingto

come back to the Duke reactor up near Charlotte; right|

MR. BROWN: That's the plan.

MR. TURNI PSEED: 1Isn't that the plan?
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MR. BROWN:. That's the plan.

MR. TURNI PSEED: Do you — do you have any
concern about thisterrorism this—everytinmel turnon
the TV, and I' m— 1" mfri ghtened, and peopl e are. Do you
have any concern about it?

MR. BROMN: Certainly. Certainly. | think
at this point what I'm—- what remains to be seen is
whet her — if your concern is the shipnment of this
mat eri al overseas. .

MR. TURNI PSEED: Absol utely.

MR. BROMWN: ...whether that would even
occur. Because the —the question of whether | ead t est
assenmblies would be built in Belgiumis still not
deci ded. So...

MR. TURNI PSEED: All | knowis what | read
in the papers.

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, and I...

MR. TURNI PSEED: 1| don't knowal |l of your
i nsi de bureaucratic lingo and stuff like that. | just
read it in the papers.

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, and let's...

MR. TURNI PSEED: But tell us if you know
about it. Please tell us.

MR. CAMERON: ...let's try and avoid the
bureaucratic lingo. In order to give you as nuch
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information on this as possible, I think we have two
per haps fol | ow on pi eces of information for you. Andif

that doesn't do it, could we have the NRC staff and

anybody el se who has information for M. Turnipseed...

MR. TURNI PSEED: Tur ni pseed.

MR. CAMERON: ...and his concern, we'll do
t hat .

W will first of all go back — go back here,

and if you coul djust give us your nane for the record.

M5. FRAZIER Tina Frazier. And | —1 just
want to understand — wel |, ny under standi ng, that the MOX
concept i s not a newconcept. That there were tons of
MOX actual |y made in the "60s and ' 70s in the United
States. And, infact, was used with — made wi t h weapons
gr ade plutoniumbecause that's all that was avail abl e.
s that true and...

MR. BROWN: There — back, oh, nore than 30
years ago nowthe U. S. At om ¢ Energy Conm ssi on at t hat
time, which was the comm ssion that existed before the
DCE and the NRC, did |icense m xed oxi de fuel plants.
Several of them So, no, it's —the concept of Iicensing
a m xed oxi de fuel plant inthe U. S. is not newin that
regard. The use of weapons grade pl utoniumis new. In
t he past, the pl utoni umthat we had envi si oned using in
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these m xed oxide fuel plants was recycled from
commerci al nucl ear fuel, not from nucl ear weapons.

Does that answer your question? Yeah.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay, thanks. Thanks, Dave.
Let's seeif Aenncanjust briefly give soneinformation
that M. Turnipseed mght find useful. denn Carroll.

MS. CARROLL: Tom on the |ead test
assenbly, | don't knowif the NRC has any aut hority over
hi gh — you know, shi pnents on t he hi gh seas and Bel gi um
But beforethey canloadit in Catawba and McCuire---and
John Hull will tell meif I'mwong---1 believethat that
requires a license anendnent, and | believe at that
juncture, when t hey announce that, wi thin 30 days t he
citizenry couldintervene and engage the Atom ¢ Saf ety
and Licensing Board to, you know, be party to that.

MR. CAMERON: Thanks, @ enn.

MS. CARROLL: Is that right?

MR CAMERON: Al l right, other questions for
— for Dave? And any lingering questions from Tim
Harris's presentation, as well?

MR. WLLOUGHBY: WIIliamW I | oughby. You
say fromthis slidethat the DCS environnmental report
wi Il have to eval uat e di sposal i npacts, TRUwaste and | ow
| evel waste fromthe waste solidificationfacility. Does
t hi s nean that they have to get that i nformati on fromthe

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

73

DOE and be able to supply it to you?

MR. BROMAWN: Yes, in—inmany cases, because
there is an interface between Duke Cogema Stone &
Webster's pl ant and t he Savannah Ri ver Site, DCS gets
their informati on about the sites' capabilities, for
exanpl e, for waste managenent, fromthe Depart nent of
Energy. W typically ask questions, for exanpl e, of DCS
I f they don't knowt he answer or they knowt hat DCE does,
they'Il ask DOE so that we can get an answer to our
questi on.

Does that address your question?

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, we have two questi ons
ri ght here.

Yes, sir?

MR HOOKER |'m- ny nane's WI | i amHooker,
and | want to address a question to the |ady...

MR. CAMERON: Cheryl Trottier?

MR. HOOKER: ...that said sonething - said
sonet hi ng about inthe long run. And | was tryingto
figureout if that was tritiuminthe surfacewater. Is
it 25 -1 believeit was 25, 000 pounds of i ntoxins com ng
out of the stack. And | wanted to knowi f that was part
of a long run that the NRC woul d. ..

MR. CAMERON: Cheryl ?

MS. TROTTIER:  Again, as part of their
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application, they would have to indicate all of the
envi ronnental potential inpacts. And then, in our
eval uation, we would look at all the existing
contam nation and —in order to make a determ nation t hat
they woul d beinconpliancewiththelimts, whichare
al | pathways. In other words, air, water, standingin
t he m dst of radi ati on, what ever pat hway t he human body
isgoingtoconeintocontact withradiationis eval uated
inneetingthat —those standards. So it would haveto
be all pathways.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you, Cheryl.

Harry?

MR. ROGERS: Harry Rogers, Carolina Peace
Resource Center. Just a quick question for Tim |
tal ked with you, you said — coul d — t he NRC has a uni que
funding rel ati onship, different than the other regul atory
agencies. And | wonder if you coul d expl ain that for us.

MR. HARRI S: Yeah, thanks, Harry. You're
right, I didn't —but the answer was "yes," but it wasn't
— wasn't the whol e answer.

NRC receives its funds t hrough |I'i censi ng
fees and fees to applicants, such as DCS. W also
recei ve appropriations fromCongress, and | think that
was — Harry want ed t o nake t hat cl ear, that we are funded
both by appropriations and by — by |icense fees.
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MR. CAMERON: Maybe you want to — maybe you

want toclarify that. We —we do get license fees from
|'i censes. We don't get — there are license fees
char ged. .

MR. HARRI'S: But, you're right, Chip.

MR. CAMERON: ...the licensees. The NRC
doesn't get those directly. The Treasury gets those, and
we still have to go t hrough t he regul ar appropri ations
process; correct?

MR. HARRI'S: Right.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. We're going to — why
don't you just stay up there sothat you can set up t hese
two questions. And | want to ask youto try to maybe
expl ainthemas in plainEnglishas — as possible. Let's
see if there's any — any other questions out here.

Let's goto—-let'sgotothis lady right
here.

MS. KELLY: We're tal king about the NRC
conm ssi oners. Do they have t o be approved by Congress
if they're appointed by the President?

MR. HARRI S: Yeah, appointed by the
Presi dent and approved by the Senate.

MS. KELLY: And after...

MR. HARRI S: Confirmed by the Senate.

MS. KELLY: Oh, the other thingis, that |
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— | woul d assune that no shi pnments have yet gone to
Bel gi um si nply because Bel gi umhasn't agreed t o process
them is that correct?

MR CAMERON: Can soneone give us aclear. ..

MR. HARRIS: | believe that's correct.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, that's correct.

And let's go to you, sir, for a final
question, andthenwe'll goto public comrent. Yes, sir?
Have your nane and...

MR. RUDOLPH. My nane is Jerry Rudol ph from
Col unbi a.

The stated limts of the MOX programis to
render plutonium unavail able for weapons. And |
understand that part of the MOX production includes
reprocessi ng or cl eani ng of plutonium Wat —what is
bei ng done to assure this reprocessingw |l not result in
pl utoni umt hat's nore usabl e for nucl ear weapons t han t he
waste that they're —they'retryingtorenove? Andis
t her e anyt hi ng t hat woul d keep t he — keep t he Depart nent
of Energy from using the reprocessing facilities,
desi gned for MOX, from being used in nuclear weapons?

And — and | have one ot her question. Oh,
t he ot her questionis: One of the objectives of NEPAi s
to provide rel evant i nformati on about the project that's
to be available to the public, to enable themto be a
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part. And | just want to knowwhat docunents outline the
respective rol es of NRC and Depart nent of Energy, and how
do the responsibilities relate to each other? | just
want to — where would | find that docunmentation?

MR. CAMERON: COkay. Timor Dave on the —
the first two — first two questions.

MR. HARRIS: |'msorry, Chip, | was writing
and —and | i steni ng, and coul d — coul d you sunmari ze t hem
real quick, Jerry?

MR. CAMERON:. Okay. Well, let's...

MR. HARRIS: And |'m sorry.

MR. CAMERON. Let's — let's go to the —
let's go to the last question first, which is
docunent ati on on the NRC s envi ronnental revi ewprocess
and rel ationshiptothe Departnent of Energy and — and
DCS. Now, | think you'retryingto explainafewm nutes
ago that —that thelicense applicant, okay, DCSinthis
case, first of all has to provide the environnental data
to the NRC. Those regul ations are in Part 51 of our
regul ati ons.

MR. HARRI S: Part 51.

MR CAMERON: And is there sonethingthat we
can —that we can get tothis gentlenman that perhaps | ays
t hat out?

MR. HARRI'S: | think maybe if Betty can save
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a copy of the scopi ng sunmary report, that m ght shed
sone light on the different roles of the different
bodies. And certainly, Jerry, if you—if you want to
send ne an Email or call me, 1'Il tryto do better. You
asked — you asked sone pretty i n-depth questions that —
that don't have a two m nute response to respond to.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, the ot her questions had
to do with the reprocessing or cleaning of plutonium

MR. HARRI S: Yeah. Maybe it's a senmanti cal
poi nt on ny part, but I don't think the MOXfacilityis
reprocessing. | — at least fromnmy point of view,
reprocessing is taking spent nuclear fuel and
reprocessingit to—togather fissilematerial. | think
what the MOXfacility is doingis taking weapons grade
pl ut oni um provi ded by t he Departnent of Energy, and
purifying it, cleaning it, and producing fuel.

MR. CAMERON: And there's...

MR. RUDOLPH: Purification is what |I'm
tal ki ng about. Creating a desi gner-based pl ut oni umt hat
coul d be used in weapons, too.

MR. HARRI' S: It i s weapons grade pl utoni um

MR. RUDOLPH: Yeah, but you'recleaningit.
It's cleaning it into a state that...

MR. HARRI S: Yeah. Because - because
there'sinpuritiesinit, youcan't put it directlyinto
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a fuel elenent. It has to be processed, it has to be
homogeni zed. There's a — there's a...

MR. RUDOLPH: Well, | understand once you
bui | d newweapons, you need to do the sane thingwith the
exi sting. ..

MR. CAMERON: Can | — |I'm going to ask
several people fromthe audi ence who m ght be able to
clarify this for M. Rudol ph, to-to deal wwththis —
this offline, sowe can get the answer to your questi on.

MR. HARRI S: I think one — one other
guestion was whether it could be used for future
reprocessing. And the environnental inpact statenent is
consi dering the environnental inpacts of 34 netric tons
of plutonium That's a fixed limt that the EISis
consi dering. So any quantity greater thanthat or for a
di fferent purpose would be beyond the scope of the
environnental inpact statenent and woul d need to be
| ooked at agai n.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thanks, Tim Tim can
you tal k about the two questions, andtrying to explain
those — those clearly. And then we're going to ask
peopl e to conme up and gi ve us sone public comment. And
"Il find out who Betty has on the list. Tinf

MR. HARRI S: Thanks, Chip. And again, if
you have questions of Dave and |, we've provided our
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phone nunbers and Emai | addresses. And pl ease feel free
to contact us.

One of the objectives of the —of NEPAisto
provi de rel evant i nfornmati on about the project tothe
public, and enable themto be a part of it and provi de
i nput. Specifically, we're asking for questions tonight
that rel ate to howt he changes made by DOE and DCS coul d
affect or how they should be interpreted in an
environmental review or an environnmental i npact
st at enent .

What we' || dois, we'll take your coments
here toni ght, the comments we' ve receivedinwiting,
Emai |, and t hose corments wi | | hel p us det er m ne whet her
our views that were presented in the scopi ng summary
report should be changed.

MR. CAMERON: Let ne just checkintoseeif
peopl e under st and t hose two questions. Lee, can you
descri be the uncertainty that you have about t hese two
questions?

MR. POE: As | readthe first question, and
| —and fromwhat | know about t he NEPAregul ati ons, the
NEPA says there will be a — an anal ysi s of a no-action
al ternative.

MR. HARRI'S: Correct.

MR. POCE: Now, | don't understand what
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you're asking us to provide for you in that first
paragraph, and | think that isrelativetothe no-action
al ternative.

MR. HARRI S: Yeah, let ne...

MR. POE: Now, kind of helpnealittlebit.
What do you — what are you expecting the publictotell
you on the no-action alternative?

MR. HARRI S: Ckay, when we di d t he scopi ng,
we had t he proposed acti on, whi ch was to construct the
proposed MOXfacility. Andthe second no-action was not
todothat. And we | ooked at t hat as conti nued st orage
of material at sites that DOE al ready has. That is, if
we don't licensethe MOXfacility, what will happento
this? One possible alternativewas that it's just going
to stay where it is.

The public identified a second no-action
alternative. That is, if youdidn't build MOX, if you
didn't authorize construction, the plutoniumcoul d be
i mobilized. And at thetinme DOE was pl anni ng a hybrid
approach, and we considered that to be a viable
alternative. And as reflectedinthe scoping sunmary
report, we were going to consider that as a viable
alternative.

The question here tonight is: DOE has
cancel ed those plans to build the facility. And the
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specific questionis: Shouldwestill consider that in
our environnental inpact statenent? Andif so, how- has
any of the scope associ ated with that alternative changed
as a result of the program changes?

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And I think that -
t hank you.

MR. HARRIS: Is that innore plainEnglish,
Chi p?

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, that — that does it.

Let's go to t he peopl e who wanted t o gi ve us
comments. And | guess | woul d ask you, if you woul dn't
mnd, to—-to conme up here. And — and pl ease keep it to
five mnutes. 1'Il remnd youif you re —if you're
goi ng over. But Harry — Harry Rogers. We're goingto
start with — with Harry. And if you don't m nd,
pl ease. ..

MR. ROGERS: | don't m nd.

MR. CAMERON: All right, thanks, Harry.

MR. ROGERS: I''m Harry Rogers. As |
mentioned, | work in and operate a reactor at D. C. Sunmer
at Jenkinsville, South Carolina, SCEG Andtoo often
people in ny i ndustry have had a public acceptance of
projects by the DOE t hat — t hat we just accept and we
don't question. And |'mhere to question, and | have
been questioning MOX. | questioned tritium
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| want to — one of the conmments | want to
make i s aresponseto— 1 thinkit's just i ngenuous and
conpl etely irresponsi bl e when we tal k about the 00002,
because what it doesn't nentionis that that's not the
only danger to the public. And — and it doesn't take
into account accident.

And t oo of t en econom c devel opnent peopl e
have not taken consideration into the risk to the
workers, intheinterest of short-termprofits, and at
t he expense of publicinterest. Andthat's —andthat's
how | feel about the question of MOX, in general.

The — got a T-shirt fromRocky Flats. It
was produced by the workers. And | think that we
shoul dn't make — we probably shouldn't cite isol ated
statistics, and maybe we shouldn't —it's said that —
tal k about the cancer risks. But what we can tal k about
is the Departnment of Energy, in 1999, admtted to 22
di fferent contam nants and di seases at 14 DCE sites, SRS
i ncl uded. And for sonebody toinply that there are no
heal t h consequences t o what they' re doi ng at SRS doesn' t
serve us, doesn't serve debate, and doesn't serve an
honest eval uati on of what ki nd of projects shoul d be done
and what kind of projects shouldn't be done.

The other, as soneone that works in a
reactor, isthat the recent news and data, especially,
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where the all egationis that the NRCwas cooperative.
And certainly Northeast Utilities and —and M I | stone,
the proof is that the NRC was cooperative. And the
hi story of the Atom c Energy Comm ssion and the
Departnent of Energy is that they' ve had t o change t he
name because of the egregi ous conduct of the Atom c
Ener gy Conm ssi on.

And | worry that that's the trend for the
NRCnow. Isit lessinthesafety of the public, lessin
the safety of the workers, and nore i nthe advocacy of —
of privates, liketritium and privates, |ike MOX, and
privates, |ike running 454 days w thout — wthout
shutting down, whichis —whichis one of the probl ens
with —at Davi s-Besse. \Wiat's been admtted by utility
is that we put producti on — we put producti on ahead of
bot h the safety of — of the workers and the safety of the
— of the public.

| guess, inclosing, | just want totell the
econom c devel opnent peopleis that | think that's what
you'reinterestedin, is noney. And | don't thinkthat
you'reinterestedinthelong-termpublic good, and I
don't think that you' reinterested, and | don't think
that thisis apatriotic adventure. | thinkthisis all
about Duke, which is bei ng — Duke Energy, whichis being
i nvesti gated on both states for questi onabl e busi ness
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practices; Cogema, whichis —which | think should be
part of the —you know, part of the investigation process
as towhat —what isthetrack record of Cogemain—-in
France.

And how can we expect that they'll do
busi ness here —and | think that is a - sonething for the
NRCto be considering. And |' mprobably finishedwth ny
five mnutes, and | could go another ten. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thank you, Harry.

Ckay, again, M. Hooker. |Is M. Hooker
here? Oh, there's M. Hooker. All right.

MR. HOOKER: Hello. M nane's WIIliam
Hooker. 1'mthe owner of Georgi a Buil der and Supply
Conpany. | worked for the U. S. Forestry Service from
February 10t", 1992, through Decenber 1999. Wor k
consi st ed of beaver traffic and wld hog control, road
bui | di ng, nowi ng of roads, the secondary roads, cul vert
cl eani ng.

I was al so an enpl oyee of Westi nghouse,
Savannah Ri ver Pl ant; at Savannah River Plant, M K

Ferguson, B. F. Shaw Conpany for 24 years as a draftsman,

construction discipline engineer, work control planner|.

Second, 1'd like to thank NRC for com ng
down tonight. And1'd like to see nore neetings |like
this so citizens could make comments.
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My major job was to renove beavers from
t hese surface water streans, Carolina bays, swanps,
canal s, reactor canals. W renpved approxi mately —
bet ween t he beavers and hogs, we renoved 9, 544 ani mal s
over this period of tinme. All my contracts stated a
normal environment except for snakes and uncertain
footi ng.

| worked inthese streans that are — where
t he pl unmes have reached — t he pl unes fromcont am nant s
liketritiumfromF Area, the ol d burial ground, HArea
tank form had — had thousands of curies of tritium
dunping into these streans. W worked i nthese streans
wher e t he DOE had al | owed t he dunpi ng of t housands of
curies on 1-25, sone of the streans as hi gh as 30, 000
curies, without notifying us that they was dunpi ng t hese
— anyt hing on us.

I went back and | checked each one of these
streans, and where they've got pipes piped into the
streans or the canal s or these unnaned tributaries. And
it's—it'sjust not agood situation. I'vetalkedto
t he EPA. They've sent me a print, GCO 1999, that lists
281 of these waste sites that are active.

And |1've also had some tests run of
chem cal s | i ke anti nony. They had a ref erence poi nt of
.00 —.030. What | haveinnmeis .212. Arsenic, they
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got a.100. I|'vegot .109. Bismuth, I'mover thelimt
on that. Lead, |'"mninetines over thelimt on that
one. Mercury, I"mover thelimt onthat one. N ckel,

uranium On sone of these chem cals, the antinony is
wor se than arsenic. And |'msitting here readingthis.
Thisis fromATSDR It says the EP al | owance, . 006 parts
of antinony per mllion parts of drinking water. EPA
requires a di scharge of spills in the environnent of
5,000 pounds or nore of antinony be reported.

W need t o have nor e peopl e | ooki ng at what
t hese peopl e are actual I y dunpi ng on t he peopl e that are
wor ki ng i nthese streans, or the sportsnen that are out
t here taki ng home t he deer or the hogs or the turkeys
that's being transported off —offsite to other parts of
the United States. SRLis not testingthese aninals, far
as —they take —they take smal | parts of cuts of f of the
meat or the nuscle tissue and they check t hemf or what
t hey want to.

Now, |'ve got right here where | was tested,

and ny fam ly's sick. Just watch them Far as trust, |

don't —1 don't — 1 don't trust them And | personally
feel 1"'mdealingwiththe devil. And | — and you make
sure you get it on record, because | ain't — 1 ain't

playing with them And it's just sickening.
And — and now ' ve found out that you all -

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

88

you al | get paid by the governnent, too. And | knowt hat
NI OSH gets paid by the governnent, and they told nme
t hey' d gi ve me a i ndependent (sic) investigation, and
that —that wasn't right, either. They | eft me hangi ng
with all these men.

| had 15 enpl oyees. | got sonme of them
that's got | ung probl ens, thyroid probl enms. None of our
equi pnment was ever checked, none of our cl ot hi ng was
checked. And you — you don't go out dealing w th ani mal s
that liveinthe nud or the creeks or t he swanps and not
get nmuddy. Waders, far as |l eaks inthe — we'd be wet.
And | got the — 1 got the reputationon ny back. AndI'm
telling you, | ain't happy with themat all. So...

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

MR HOOKER ...all | cansay is watchthem

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, sir.

(Appl ause.)

MR. CAMERON: Mary Kel ly? Mary's withthe
League of Wonen Voters of South Carolina.

MS. KELLY: |'mMary Kelly with the League
of Wonen Voters of South Carolina. The League has a
rat her uni que ni che anong non-profit organi zations
because of our dedication to both the governnental
process that is at the heart of our Anerican denocracy,
and we alsowork toinsurethat all citizens get to enjoy
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their rights of participate — participating in that
process.

We al so recognize that to participate
effectively, citizens nust have a base of know edge on
bot h the i ssues and t he process. So, with that in m nd,
| would like to call the attention of the NRCto the
follow ng. W urge you to conply with the Nati onal
Envi ronmental Policy Act tothe fullest extent of the
| aw. We see what is goi ng onthroughout the plutonium
di sposition, spent fuel disposition process, MXX process,
and the reinstitution of a new plutonium"trigger"”
program We see all of that as a shortchangi ng of this
process. There are constant changes, sone so f undanent al
t hey shoul d, i n many cases, go back and prepare a new
El S.

VW wouldliketoseeareal clarification of
therol e of the EPA, the NRC, DOE, and DODin al | aspects
of the proposed prograns. Were does the justification
of each begin and end; how do they interact; and so
forth?

It is certainly being gl ossed over that
t here are areas where you cannot proceed if you do not
get permts fromthe South Carolina Departnent of Health
and Envi ronnmental Control. W wonder how, when, and i f
t he manuf act uri ng process for MOX gets underway, the rol e
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of the Nucl ear Regul at ory Comm ssi on and t he Depart nent s
of Energy and Defense will be defined and respected.
W findit amtter of great concern that
t he conmerci al and civilian aspects of nucl ear materi al
manuf acturing and use are being mngled with the
mlitary. This has been atine-honored separation that
has served this nation well, even thoughin sone cases it
had an aspect of unreality. It was this separationthat
permtted public acceptance of nucl ear power for the
generation of electricity, and the comrerci ali zati on of
t he taxpayer paid weapons research of World War 1I1.
Peopleinanearlier erahadawell-founded
and heal t h respect for the dangers of nucl ear operati ons.
And, despitethe fact that there are many peopleinthis
area who think everythingis perfectly safe, | assure
you, as a chem st, and with t he know edge of the chem cal
i ndustry, that both t he heavy chem cal operations and t he
radi oactive materials handlingis not perfectly safe. W
have to believe that the people who are doi ng these
t hi ngs are doi ng themas safely as possi bl e, but we have
evi dence to show that that is not always true.
Other matters that trouble us are the
accel erated cl eanup plan. This is supposed to save
nmoney; but will it? Andit isjustifiableto save noney
by doing that? The history of SRSis full of projects
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that had to be aborted. Cleanup at SRSstill has along
way to go. We don't want to see this neglected or
shortchanged. This state in sonme ways has been a
sacrificial state for the nuclear —mlitary nucl ear and
t he commercial nuclear industries. We — | think we
really do deserve better. The newpl ans for handlingthe
hi gh | evel |Iiquid waste have been drastical |y changed.
We are now - they are nowpl anning to m x t he bul k of the
liquidwaste with cenent, and thenleaveit at SRS. That
really isn't goingto fly in South Carolina. 1t has
already elicited a very negative response frommj or
envi ronnment al groups, and Sout h Carol i na and Georgi a
officials. Cement isn't forever. It is|eachable, and
becones easily brokenup onaginginarelatively short
time. W have enough bri dges and hi ghways around t o show
that it just is not a very good option.

The | ast speaker was tal king about the
heal th i npacts. W have had a study goi ng on t hrough t he
Center for Disease Control that came to a halt because
t he noney wasn't appropriatedtocarryit forth. AndIl'm
referringtothe study that was initiated by Dr. John
Till. Dr. Till went back into the begi nni ngs of the

Savannah R ver Site. He collected all kinds of nateri al .

And fortunately, at that time, nore
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i nformati on was decl assified, sothat hereally was abl e
to get together a database. The database does exi st.
But the final analysis of that effort has never been
done, and it shoul d be done. That's sonethingthat the
peopl e of South Carolina should demand. We've had a
nunmber of studi es that were short-term They did not
have access to that kind of information. Sowereally
have never had atruly valid study onthe health effects
of the Savannah River Site dating backtoitsfirst early
days. We need it.

But t he Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssionis the
i ndependent oversight agency. Andthe publicisreally
extremel y dependent onit. W urge youto do athorough,
consci entious, and truly i ndependent job using the best
sci ence available. And | thank you for the opportunity
to cone here and say those things. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Mary.

Let's go to — next to — is it Allen
Bl ancett? Allen?

MR. BLANCETT: M question was answer ed.

MR. CAMERON: All right. Thank you, Allen.

Bobbi e Paul ?

MS. PAUL: First of all, I want to thank
Mary for her comments. Geatly appreciated.

My name is Bobbie Paul, and I'm the
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Presi dent of Atlanta WAND. WAND st ands for Wonen's

Action for NewDirections. Hi storically it was known as
Wonmen's Action for Nucl ear Di sarmnment.

| represent about 550 wonen and neninthe
At | ant a area, and about 40 partner organi zati ons whi ch
joined withWAND. Qur missionistoenpower wonen and
mento act politically, reducemlitarism and redirect
excessive mlitary spendi ng---"excessive" beingthe
operati ve word---towards unnmet envi ronnental and hunman
needs.

My concern right now — oh, the national
officeisinArlington, Massachusetts, near Boston, and
we al so have a wonen's |l egislative | obby who — it's
bi parti san, and we work educating wonen | egi sl ators
across the country about i ssues such as MOX. We al so
| ook at spending priorities and the budget, and how our
— especi al ly our di scretionary spendi ng, whichis 34%of
all of our total budget, is spent. Ri ght now53%of our
di scretionary spending is spent on mlitary and the
Pent agon, not that all this noney comes fromthere. W
al so have 10, 000 nmenbers nati onwi de, and 20 chapters
across the country.

|"mhereinresponse. | feel likel should
speak to the questionwhichis inmobilization. | don't
real ly have a prepared speech. It is WAND s position
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that, with the current technol ogy, i mobilizationisthe
way to go, and the safest way togo. We feel that it's
cheaper, that it's absolutely | ess — | ess dangerous, it's
not as transportationintensive, and that i n sone ways
our studies showthat it will provide nore jobs for
peopl e.

But, to be brief and | et ot her peopl e speak,
| wanted to quote a coupl e of thingsthat we feel about
— about MOX, and why we think MOXisreally quite a bad
idea. We feel that the MOXinfrastructure supplies all
t he pi eces needed for making plutoniuma desire — a
desirabl e comodity. Wiileit clainms todisposeofit,
it legitimzes the production of plutoniumby foreign
countries, and creates a narket for sonethi ng that coul d
be used i n weapons of mass destructi on, which seemto be
in the news a | ot these days.

Pl ut oni umi s dangerous and shoul d be kept
out of our econony and out of our commerci al reactors.
And | woul d say that our studi es and our experts, whet her
it's Argin (phonetic) in Washington, | ER and ot her
peopl e, shows that MOX produces nore waste than the
alternative of i nmobilization. That we are creating nore
waste. Andit'salietosaythat we'retryingtorend
it useless and — or safe. It requires this plutonium
pol i shi ng and whi ch, as far as | understand---and | am
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not a scientist---produces nore highlevel radioactive
l'iquid waste.

| coul d nmake sonme nore points, but | just
want to cl ose by saying our — that the nucl ear power
technol ogy seens to ne a first step towards nucl ear
weapons t echnol ogy. And for years, as Mary said, the
U. S. has mai ntai ned a cl ear |ine between nucl ear weapons
and nucl ear power by keeping plutonium out of the
utilities. | feel like MOX is a step backwards,
reversing at | east 20 years of non-proliferation policy.
And | feel it's unlawful. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: And, Bobbie, just | et ne ask
you one clarification. | wouldtakeit theinplications
of what yousaidisthat, interns of the NRC s question
t hat i nmobi | i zati on shoul d be treat ed as an addi ti onal
no-action alternative, you would...

MS. PAUL: All those no — doubl e-negati ves
inthere, | wasn't here for the scoping, sol don't know
what really you' re asking. But | certainly would
consider inmobilization.

MR. CAMERON: Okay.

MS. PAUL: | nmean, | basically think we
shoul d stop making the stuff.

MR. CAMERON: COkay. | think that that's —
that's clear to us. Thank you very nuch.
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MS. PAUL: Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Tim didyou have a questi on
or did you want to get your five mnutes up here?

MR. HARRI'S: TimHarris, NRC. No, | don't
have a comment. | just wanted to clarify sonething,
because | think it was a poi nt that was nade by Dr. Kelly
and Bobbie, also, is that the MOX facility does not
generate highlevel waste. It's high al pha waste, which
—whichis adistinctionthat needs to be made. It is
not high | evel waste.

AUDI ENCE: What is the distinction? Wat's
the difference in the radioactivity and the half |ife?

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. Thanks for that
clarification and...

MS. PAUL: What does that nean?

MR. CAMERON: ...I| think this gentlenman has
a question now, Tim What's your question, sir? We'll
try to get it answered.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER M/ questionis: Wat
does that mean in practical terns? Wat does t hat nean
internms of the half |ife of the —the substance? Is it
radi oactive? Howradioactiveisit? Howlongw Il it
| ast conpared to high I evel radioactive waste?

MR. CAMERON: And, very simlarly, what are

the inplications — where is that? \Wat are the
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inplications of the fact that it is not highlevel waste?

MR. HARRIS: Well, | think as Davetriedto
poi nt out, highlevel waste —the current plan for the
di sposal of that material isto—-to goto a proposed
geol ogi c repository, potentially Yucca Mountain. This
hi gh al pha waste we would actually — actually be
classifiedas transurani c waste. And what it neans i s,
basically, it's—it'sgot itshighend-it's gothat
| ot of americium whichisan—-andit's —it's al pha,
which is a formof radi ation. You have al pha, beta,
ganma. And we could go into discussions on health
physi cs.

But the distinctionis, it's—it's —high
| evel waste is generated by reactors. The MOX waste
woul d end — ultimately end up bei ng hi gh | evel waste.
But t he waste that we' re tal ki ng about com ng out of the
waste solidificationor the MOXfacility is high al pha
wast e.

MR. CAMERON: Let ne —1let ne just try and
see if...

UN DENTI FI ED SPEAKER  Isn't that pl utoni un?

MR. CAMERON: Let me —let nmejust try and
speak to this...

MR. HARRI'S: No, anericium

MR. CAMERON: Let nme just try to short-
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circuit this, and people cantalk in detail afterwards.

| think the question —the inplications of what Ti msai d
was t hat because it's not highlevel waste, that sonmehow
it woul dn't be somet hi ng hazardous. And | think that's
not what you're trying to say.

MR. HARRIS: No, no. It'sjust that it —it
has a different disposal pathway. It would go
potentially tothe waste i solation pilot plant rather
t han going to the high |l evel waste —and | think it —
it's confusing, andit's | guess understandabl e that —
t hat you all are confused, because before t hey were goi ng
to send t he high al phawaste and mx it with highlevel
wast e and di spose of it at Yucca Mountain. But now
they're not doingit. They're taking high al pha wast e,
solidifyingit, and potentiallyit will gotothe waste
i solation pilot.

MR. CAMERON: Okay.

MR. TURNI PSEED: Just a m nute.

MR. CAMERON: We're going to go on with...

MR. TURNI PSEED: | didn't mean to create
gquestions. | just wanted to clarify a m nor point.

MR. CAMERON: Tim can you just...

MR. TURNI PSEED: Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: ...let's sit down. W're
going to go on with the rest of the...
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MR. TURNI PSEED: What's the health risks

conparatively of the al pha waste and the high |evel...

MR. CAMERON: Ri ght.

MR. TURNI PSEED: Just do that. Just tell
us.

MR. CAMERON: We're going to be...

MR. TURNI PSEED: Can you do that?

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, we will. But we're
going to go t hrough t he rest of the peopl e who want to
comment now, and then, Tim you' re going to have the
floor to explain that to people; okay?

MS. CARROLL: Don't forget it. Make a note.

MR. CAMERON: All right. | will, denn.

Ckay, Karen Garci a.

MS. GARCI A: My question's been answered.
Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, great.

G enn Carroll.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Bring your guitar?

MS. CARROLL: | don't havetine. If there's
time at the end, we can all sing, "The Ti mes, They Are A-
Changi ng" together.

MR. CAMERON: Do you know any lyrics with
"“hi gh al pha" in thent

MS. CARROLL: That's asong | don't want to
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sing. | do knowthe answer to that question, but I"I|
let them—- I'"mnot spending ny five mnutes on it.
Well, youall, |I brought ny ER. | get one

because we're intervening. And | understand this is
avai | abl e on Adans, you know. So maybe if you have,
like, awwde bandandalittletine, youcould downl oad
one. And | had to read it, too.

So | want to thank you guys for coni ng out,
and | really want to t hank you f or your responsi veness
when we ask that you record the neeting. And that's
great. And extendthe corment period. | likethat. And
| think there's quite a fewpeople fromCol unbi a here
toni ght, and | hope you have noted that. Colunbiais the
capital of South Carolina. It's the — where many
organi zati ons have t heir headquarters, that certainly we
coul d maybe been spending time wi th t he governor toni ght
if we had gone to Col unbi a. So it's an inportant
perspective in South Carolina. There's a | ot of
st akehol ders there that don't enjoy the econom c benefits
of this community that nmake it harder possibly to be
critical.

Yes, vyes, we should be |ooking at
i mmobi lizationinthe EIS, definitely. AndIl'mreally
excited about this, because i mmobilization — you know, i f
thereis adown side, yougot totell newhat it is. So
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thisis your opportunity. Because i mobilization would
be j obs for everybody for alongtime. It's got nore
j obs than MOX. Di d you hear that? More jobs than MOX
And, i nstead of maki ng waste, it woul d actual ly usethe
wast e t hat has defi ed managenent for the | ast 20 years.
Good pl us.

It woul d take care — you know, our goal is
to keep plutoniumfrombei ng used as weapons. It's a
direct path. You don't create any waste. You don't
create fresh fuel which contai ns weapons grade pl ut oni um
And 1' Il get intothat deeper i nto ny conments, the nany
pl aces on t he MOX pat h where fresh fuel is potentially an
envi ronment al ri sk.

One of the environnental risks of plutonium
that we have to examne is that if it is made into a
weapon, the weapon is a weapon of mass envi ronnent al
destruction. Soit's avery inportant environnent al
i npact to avoid plutonium being used as a weapon.

And thisis at the heart of the contention
t hat we' ve had accept ed, and sonet hi ng we' ve been goi ng
around and around t hrough every pi ece of the process we
can find, is we need to | ook at materials control and
accounting before the EIS process is conplete.

And |I'm very concerned that the fornal
process woul d end before significant — 1 nmean, | ook how
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|l ong the operatinglicense — DCSis deliberating under
this. It'sgoingtobefull of information, and it needs
a process in which the public input is protected. So
it's great that the NRC, you know, will take care of
busi ness. But when we | ose our nmechani smto fol | owt hat
process and hel p formthat process, that isalossto
publicrights. Andactuallywethinkit'sillegal. And
so we will continue our |egal challenge on that point.

Let's see. Theimobilizationissue. Let
me see, did | cover that? Yes.

Ckay, nowwe' ve got the probl emof orphaned
mat eri al, which you nentioned tonight, aswell. That's

what we call it, "orphaned material." Inthe sweeping
change t hat was nade to put the junk plutoniumintothe
MOX program DCE, itself, saidthat some of the plutoni um
is not desirable for MOX, and so it ends up not

di spositioned. Now, DOE needs to do an EIS on this.

There needs to be an EI'S on this.

Now, | wanted to comment on M. Hull's
remar k that menoranduns of understandi ng are public
documents. And that's all well and fine. But there
aren't any onthe MOX program and that is not fine. And
the only one that I know about is one that woul d deal
with security, whichis supposedto conme down | ater and

m ght hel p GANE get a security cl earance. Nobody even
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knows where we should go for one yet.

Now, this is a problem And you said
sonet hi ng toni ght that just stopped ne in ny tracks.
That you're getting your —your interfacewith DOE i s
t hrough DCS. And the only thing that comes to m nd for
nmeis, "Mommy, Daddy said | could goontheski tripwth
the coll ege guy."” Well, unfortunately, nommy and daddy
t al ked, you know, so that didn't work that well. And
that i s just not appropriate. It's just not appropriate.
DCS is not even a |licensed nuclear entity yet, so we
cannot be taking their word for it on what DOE sai d.
Wiichistheway I'l|l segueintothe waste solidification
bui | di ng.

We have a fewproblenms with this, besides
our desire of what woul d happen, whi ch woul d basi cal ly be
that it not betreatedin concrete whichwethinkwl]l
not hol d up. But there's sone basic problens. First one
is, DCSsaid DOEis goingto dothis. Now we haven't
seen an EI SfromDOE, we haven't seenanitemintheir
budget. This needs to be way firm before we start
produci ng MOX fuel . W got to knowfor sure about that.

And t hen there's sone i ssues beyond even
DCE's comm tnent at SRSto deal with the waste, which
woul d be will WPP (phonetic) accept the waste. And
that's a genuine issue. It's regulated by EPA. Its
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criteria was set before there was any tal k of MOX.
Certainly this whole MOXwaste thingis just acouple of
mont hs ol d, and there's al ot of process, too, evenif
basically — well, we don't know for sure if it's
classified as defense waste since it's a comerci al
venture. And there's a RCRA process, Resource
Conservati on and Recovery Act, that is a public process
t o deci de whet her MOX wast e woul d be certified for WPP.
That' s an appeal abl e process. | nean, this whole W PP
angle is very, very — soOo you got to take into
consi deration the possibility of MOXwaste not getting
processed, or MOX waste getting processed and never
| eaving the site.

W got sone reactor probl ens t hat you shoul d
| ook at, and oneis the need —well, there's conflicting
reports on whet her we need two newreactors or three new
reactors. There's noreactors that have been nanmed f or
this. Sothere are questions. Wat happens if rushed
MOX f uel cont ai ni ng weapons gr ade pl ut oni umi s backi ng up
on t he site, goi ng nowhere, because reactors didn't get
i censed, because reactors were never naned?

| think there's questions about — fromot her
facilities, the PDCF. You can't be preparing pl utonium
pits for processinginaMXfacility faster than the MOX
facility can process it. You' ve got to watch out for
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your scrap backi ng up. In France they generated so nuch
scrap that they —that it swanped t he system They have
got scrap plutonium essentially weapons grade, backed
up, trying to put it back i nto the hopper to make MOX
pellets. There's a problem coordinationwiththe pit
di sassenbly, coordinationwiththereactors. All that
has to be |aid out.

Because t he beauty of NEPA, and this is ny
mai n benefit, | would say, as — for doing this |egal
process, i s our | egal advisor i s a NEPA expert. And NEPA
is fabulous. It'snew. It's just out sincethe ' 70s.
It protects the public. It protects us agai nst policies
fromagenci es t hat haven't consi dered t he envi ronnment al
i npacts. It makes us look at alternatives, like
i mobi | i zation, that m ght be better down t he road, even
to the soci oeconom c benefits of nore jobs.

And it protects us fromagenci es not — you
know, fromgaps between agency i nterface that doesn't
wor k, or even overl appi ng, where the ri ght hand t hi nks
theleft handis doingit, and al so fromgaps in stepsin
an el aborate process, like plutonium And|I thinkit's
fair to say that it's really hard to overstate the
conpl exity of processing plutonium and the hazards in
processi ng pl utonium And where it was sai d toni ght that
t he NRC has experienceinlicensing plutoniumfacilities,
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it's not that nuch, andit was alongtine ago. And one
of thefacilities that got |icensed never operated at
Barnwel | , South Carolina. The other one was associ at ed
with Si | kwood, and | think that probably says a nout hf ul .

MR. CAMERON: d enn, canl get youto-to
wrap up.

MS. CARROLL: Wap it up?

MR. CAMERON. Your conments areright onto
t hose two questions. So |l think youcould-if youcould
just wap it up.

MS. CARROLL: Okay, yes. So there's one
other thing | haven't covered yet which is also
associated with the waste facility, and that is the
hazards of red oil buil dup. Andthe — Duke Cogena St one
& Webster pretty nuch | ai d out that they have all these
bases covered, but the fact is, i s because they assune
t he bases are covered, they haven't anal yzed an acci dent,
whichis apotential. Andthe NRCstaff is al so on that
] ob.

So we have to |ook at environnmental
consequences from red oil explosions, hydrogen
expl osi ons, howto nmtigate them howto respond. And
al so we need to | ook at Cogema' s environnental record.
We're | ooking at their —way t hey do, you know. W' re
borrowi ng fromtheir processes. W need to | ook at the
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environnental results fromusing t hose processes. And
"Il wite a letter if there's anything |I forgot.

MR. CAMERON: All right. Thank you very
much, 4 enn.

M. Ed Arnol d?

MR. ARNOLD: Good evening. M nane is Ed
Arnold. |I'mthe Executive Director of the Atlanta
Chapt er of Physicians for Soci al Responsibility. W have
a national organization of Physicians for Soci al
Responsi bility, about 20,000 nenmbers of physi ci ans,
pr of essi onal heal t h care provi ders, and supporters across
t he country. And we're the U S. affiliate of the
| nt er nati onal Physicians for the Preventi on of Nucl ear
War .

Qur — one of our mssionsistoelimnate
weapons of mass destruction. So | think you can
understand that we're delighted that we're dealingw th
pl utonium and doing our best to get it out of
circul ation.

Anot her m ssion we have is the achi eve a
sust ai nabl e environnment. On that score, | think we have
—I"mreally pleased that this EI Sis bei ng undertaken so
that we can find out — one thing I1'd like to do is
conpare it to sonethingthat happensto all of us as we
go to our physicians. |'mnot a physiciannyself, I'ma
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heal t h educat or and — and adm ni strator. But | recently
went to the doctor and said, "Can you tell nme whether I'm
i ngood health?" 1 didn't goinandsay, "Tell nel'min
good heal th.™

| heard the question asked there — there
isn't arecord of decisiononthe chart. Wat happens,
what's the outcone. And the answer | heard was t hat the
out cone woul d be that there woul d be alicense issued.
| mean, isthat really true? Isthere—-isn't — doesn't
t he NRC have t he opti on of sayi ng, "No, we're not goi ng
to do this MOX thing"?

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, and | — that's an
i nportant enough i ssue that we should just state it
clearly onthe record. The record of decisionis the
NRC' s deci si on on whether to grant the license. Sothe
record of deci sion coul d be a deni al of the request for
construction aut hori zati on. So we shoul d not have any
anbiguities onthat. In other words, we do not haveto
grant the construction authorization. If the regul ations
are not net, then there will not be a grant of a
construction authorization. Okay?

MR. ARNOLD: Ckay, good. My physicianina
previ ous physical said, "You' reintypical health," or
sonet hing |ike that.

And | said, "Wait a mnute. | nmean, you
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know, |I' mokay or not okay? | nean, what —what isit,
and conpared to what ?"

Now, it seenms to ne inthis EIS process:
Conpared to what? What are — what — MOX conpared to
what? |If you' re not including aconparisonto sonething,
such as i nmmobi | i zati on whi ch was on t he docket bef ore and
has been t aken — how about subj ecting t hat questi on about
i mobi | ization to asecond opinion. Youknow, if —if ny
doctor said, "Oh, I don't knowwhet her you're in such
good shape,"” |'d say,

"I feel fine. | thinkI'll go ask anot her
doctor," you know. How about a second opi ni on on t hat
di scounting i mobilizationas an alternative? Andis MXX
okay conpared to what? What ot her options? | nean,
doesn't t he NEPA process requi re that ot her options be
evaluated fully? Solet's eval uate the other options.

PSR has a brief on plutoniumresolution
which I1'd like — is there an opportunity to enter
sonmething into the record here? | think we'll...

MR CAMERON: Yes. Yes, if you'dliketo...

MR. ARNOLD: ...we'll wite subsequent
comrents, but...

MR. CAMERON: ...we'll attach that.

MR. ARNOLD: ...I1"'"Il leavethis wth you,
t hen.

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

110
MR. CAMERON: Great. Thank you very nuch.

MR. ARNOLD: Thank you.

And in the public health perspective, it
just seenstonmethat if —if thisis consideredas if
you' re going to the doctor and aski ng t he question, "Is
this agoodplanandisit healthful for the comunity?"
per haps there's sone addi ti onal questions that'll cone
out, if that process is undergone.

Once agai n, thank you for the opportunity in
com ng down to North Augusta for this.

MR. CAMERON: And t hank you for bei ng here
t oni ght .

We'regoingtogonext to—-isit M. — M.
Chaput ?

MR. CHAPUT: Yeabh.

MR. CAMERON: Ernest?

MR. CHAPUT: Ernie, here.

MR. CAMERON: Ch, it's Ernie. Ernie. All
right. Are you going to give us sone comments?

MR. CHAPUT: | have a few coments, yeah.

MR. CAMERON: All right.

MR. CHAPUT: And I'Il —I"Ill clean these
comments up and formal |y submt them 1'vejust got sone
not es here.

| just want to go back and - and ask
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everyone to refocus on why we're here. Theissueis, as
was poi nt ed out by several people, and, | nean, we'rein
vi ol ent agreenment, except we're not in agreenment with
this thing. What are we going to do with the surplus
weapons grade pl utoniumthat is nowcomng avail able with
the United States and Russia? That is the question.
Thi s question's been studi ed by peopl e certainly smarter
t han e, probably smarter than many of the peopleinthis
room And a national consensus, evolved around the
Nat i onal Acadeny of Science report, says t he saf est way
to make sure that that material istheleast |likely, the
| east capabl e for use in aweapon of nass destructionis
sonet hing called the spent fuel standard. 1n other
wor ds, youtake that material, youirradiateit, you make
t he — you get the pl utoni umas reactor grade, not weapons
grade, not near as capable. Youput it in spent nucl ear
fuel. WMaterial isvery, very hardtoworkwith, andit
cannot be worked wth —it has to be worked wi t h behi nd
si x-foot shields, concrete shields. Andthat is a safer
— that's the safest, nost responsi ble way for — for
tryingtolockupthismaterial. It's not —not goodto
babysit it. At sonme point you got to do sonethingwth
it.

MOX is okay if you can't burn it in the
reactor. But MOXyou can extract the pl utoni umback out
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of it, and you don't need si x-foot thick concrete shields
todothat. Youcandothat inarelatively benign kind
of away that —that is not transparent. It's sonething
that isalot sinpler, technically, thantry toreclaim
pl utoni um from spent nucl ear fuel.

So there's been a consensus by a | ot of
peopl e that says the right thing to do is take that
surplus plutonium fabricateit into MOXXfuel, burnit in
reactors. That's howyourender it | east attractiveto
sonebody to use, by either another nation, or froma
subgroup, or for — or for malevol ent purposes.

The cancellation of the plutonium
i mrobi |'i zation project i nnmy m nd nakes t he MOX pr oj ect
t hat much nore i nportant. Thereis no alternativeto
MOX. And by that, | nmean in an NRC environnment, if |
coneintolicense anuclear reactor, does that nean that
NRC shoul d say, "Why don't you build a coal plant
i nstead?" No, that's not what it neans.

The options that are avail abl e are MOX or no
action. DOE and t he national — you know, and t he — and
the nati onal strategic deci sion-naki ng process says we're
not goi ng to do a pl utoni umi nmobi |i zation. | mean, that
causes alittle bit of problens to sonme of the peoplein
Sout h Carolina onthosetwo metrictons. That'll get
resolved. That will get resolved.
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But to—to force a pl ut oni umi nmobi | i zati on
back onthe table, an optionwhichisless attractive and
| ess — | ess purposeful than MOX, i s not the right answer.
It's not onthe table; should not be onthe table. MW
answer tothat is: No, that isnot a-is not part of a
— of the alternatives.

Thirdly, thisis not ajobs program This
isaprogramtotry to make this nation and this world
safer. | don't care if this stuff goes at Pantex, |
don't careif it goesto Rocky Flats, | don't careif it
goes to Ai ken, South Carolina. It just needs to go
sonepl ace.

Those revi ews have been done. And |'ve
argued | ong and hard t hat A ken, South Carolina, isthe
right placetodoit. It'sgot theright facilities, the
ri ght people, andtheright infrastructure. But if sone
other site has said that's the right placetodoit,
that's fine. The inportant thing is let's do it.

| guessto—the environmental report that's
been subm tted, as | understand it, says you got very
m ni mal environnmental and safety inpacts in nornmal
operations. It'sdifficult to measure the inpact of the
siteinan accident environnent. The —the consequences
are well within applicable — well within applicable
standards. The —the waste that's been tal ked about is
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a very smal | anount of waste when you | ook at what's been
goi ng on.

The thing | don't understand is they're
tal king alot of deal about the 70, 000 gal | ons---take
your word for it---that goes into the waste — t he new
waste facility. Hownuch |iquid waste does not gointo
the liquidtanks, behindtheliquidtanks? There's an
of fset sonmewhere. It needsto bedealt withlikethat.
But theinportant thingis that waste, by the anal ysi s
that's been done, can be handled safely with no
envi ronnent al i npacts.

| guess | woul djust end up by — by a coupl e
of things. Number one, | think we're all in violent
agreenent that sonet hi ng needs to be done wi t h surpl us
plutonium And | would agree with what Mary said
earlier, is what we want to have happenis for NRCto do
a t horough revi ewduri ng — usi ng t he best science. And
| think those were your words, Mary, and | — 1| totally
agree with that. The — the Duke Cogema peopl e that
subm t the environnental report, use your best revi ewand
your best science to nmake sure they' ve done t he proper

anal ysi s and done — you know, run the nunbers correctly.

Pl ay that against the — the applicable
regul ati ons and st andards that you use inthe protection
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of the public health and saf ety and t he envi ronnent, and
| et thechipsfall wherethey may. | think youw Il find
it meets the requirenents. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Ernie.

Let me go to M. Don Moniak now. Don?

MR. MONI AK:  You said | have 20 m nutes;

right, Chip? Twenty-five (25)7?

MR. CAMERON: No, actually...

MR. MONI AK:  Ckay.

MR. CAMERON: ...l think it was...

MR. MONI AK: Five. Yes. | understand.

Ckay, nmy nane is Don Moniak. | live in
Ai ken County. | noved here two years ago to work for the

Bl ue R dge Envi ronnent al Defense League. Prior to that,
| spent four years in Texas near —inthe Amarill o area,
wor king for a group called STAND t hat nonitored the
Pant ex Nucl ear Weapons Pl ant.

So, when | started seeing, you know, in
1998, four years ago and a nont h, there were two ot her
hearings — actual ly there were four hearings those two
weeks i n August. And one of themwas in Amarillo. And
there was one in the afternoon, there was one in the
evening. And one of them was in North Augusta, |
beli eve. And there was oneinthe afternoon and onein
t he eveni ng. And they were very crowded. They had 300,
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400 people in Amarill o showed up; | understand 6- or 700
wer e at each one of these neetings. Andthey were | oud
and boi sterous. But that's because it involved the
conpetition for new federal pork. Call it MOX,

i mobi i zati on, what - have-you. You know, it was j ust

strictly an econoni c di scussion, and a hi ghly enoti onal

one at that. At Pantex they'd bash SRS; at SRSthey'd
bash Pant ex, even t hough wi t hout one or the ot her there
woul d have been no victory inthe Cold War. | get rather
tired of hearingthere here, howSRS was i nstrunental in
wi nni ng the Col d War. Because ever ybody who wor ked t here
shoul d know that it was a teameffort. It involved
nunmerous facilities. Soit'sreally kindof a—-1 guess
it nust be arationalization or something. But — but

t hose neeti ngs degenerat ed, so t hese ones have been a
little nmore — nore interesting because there's no
controversy over who gets what. And a year ago t oday
almost | was in this roomgoi ng through the hearing
process with the NRC s Atom c Safety Li censi ng Board. |

subm tted something li ke 30 contentions. Two of them
wer e accepted, barely. And | was whupped at t he end of

it. It'saveryrigidprocess, andl really admre the
i censi ng board, especially when t hey chewout the NRC
staff and bring themaroundincircles andtw st them

andit's—it'sjust funtowatch. Becausethey' re very
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sharp people. It'sjust — 1 canonly sit there and be
subservient, which is uncommon for ne.

(Laughter.)

MR MONI AK: So | point that out because t he
hearing process is avery, very instrunmental part of this
—of thisreview, NRCreview. Andif anybody wants all
theinformationfor that process, I'Il giveit toyouin
a CD-ROM at cost.

So the goal for this project, accordingto
t he environnental report, the purposeisto— al nost the
sol e purposeisto—need for the facility to propose
action issuing a license to possess and use speci al
nuclear material in a MOX plant is essential to
successful inplenentationof ajoint US. -Russian nucl ear
di sar manent policy.

And it's funny, because this is the sole
pur pose and need for the program |If the NRCrefusesto
eval uate the situati on over i n Russi a and t o see whet her
Russi ai s anywhere near as far along as this project is,
interms of meeting that agreenent, and t hat has to be
done in this project.

And | al so argued a year ago, during the
scopi ng neeti ngs, that you haveto—-it'stinetotell us
just what theriskis fromsone — of sonebody stealing
pl utoniumthat's stored in hardened facilities surrounded
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by well trained paramlitary forces |i ke Wackenhut,
steal ing that plutoniumandthen waltzing off withit
somewhere and — and successfully buil ding a nucl ear
weapon. I mean, what is the risk? MVWhat's the
probability? W knowwhat the consequence of that coul d
be, but what's the probability?

This is supposed to be a risk-infornmed
process. Qtherwi se, theentire basis for this programis
enotional innature. It is afear of sonebody stealing
pl utoni um maki ng a weapon. And that's alegitimte
fear. But taking care of 34tons hereisn't goingto —
isn't barely goingto make a dent when you have — Cogena
has al nost 100 tons, and Briti sh Nucl ear Fuel s has al nost
100 tons of so-call ed reactor grade plutoniumwhichis
perfectly suitable for nucl ear weapons, it's just that
weapon states prefer touse mlitary grade, whichis
m st akenly, I think, call ed weapon grade. Everything's
weapon grade.

So |l want to submt areport, because t hat
— the purpose is to neet the Russi an schedule. And so
|"ve wittenthis report under contract with Bl ue Ri dge
Envi ronment al Def ense League, because | — | quit ny
sal ari ed position, because | was fed up wi th t he Nucl ear
Regul at ory Conmi ssion's process. It just —1 was — | was
just like conpletely tiedupinknots. Youhadto argue
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t hese al nost undefinabl e distinctionsinthelaw The
regul ati ons are — they even adm tted at the hearing | ast
year that the regul ati ons are confusing. Andthen you
have to si mul t aneously argue technical i ssues. And |

quite frankly couldn't take it anynore, sol left and
said, "The hell with this. 1'Il research it."

And in the past several nonths we've got
sone i nformati on t hrough t he Freedomof | nformation Act.
And specifically we'reissuing areport that di scusses
t he hi gh consequence, high probability risks that have
been identified by Duke Cogema St one & Webster since
1999- 2000 for this program nany of whi ch have cone to
pass; specifically, the massi ve change i nthe baseline
for the feedstock.

Just three, four quick points onthat. One,
Oconee Nucl ear Power Pl ant has been under consi deration
for MOX as an alternative or a backup since 19 — since
2000, April 2000. It's alnpost — DCS considers the
probability to be al nost certain that there will be

del ays inthis programthat will cause fuel disruptions.

These are before the MOX pl ant starts. 1In
whi ch case, they al ready have proposed Eur opean MOX f uel
fabrication for the initial batch. O after the MOX
pl ant starts, that the PDCF m ght not coneonline. In
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whi ch case, they wi || have to possi bly procure energency
supplies of high — I nmean, low irradiation induced
(phonetic) uraniumfuel, whichisreally not avery good
busi ness strategy. And it surprises ne that Duke
remai ned i n t he Duke Power remai ned inthe program in
spite of this highrisk, when VirginiaPower pull ed out.
And Duke Power does have an exit strategy, andthereis
a high certainty that one of those reactors will be
wi t hdr awn.

There's 25 openrisk itens as of Decenber
2000, many of which were |l ong-termrisks. They took care
of the —thelowlevel risk, noderate | evel, for the nost
part. And nowit's just the highlevel risk, such as
DCE changing its m nd agai n and forcing the engi neers to

redesignthefacility. Becauseit's goingto bebuilt.

| do know one thing. | don't agree -
putting ideol ogy aside, with Cogema and the other
i ndustry forces, Cogema is a very disciplined
or gani zati on t hat never woul d have al | owed t hat ki nd of
t hi ng to happen or woul d have been far less likely to
have al l owed it. Departnment of Energy does this on a
routine basis. They just screwup. And whether it's by
policy or designisirrelevant. It's costingus mllions
— hundreds of mllions of dollars.

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

121

So, | want to finish. In regard to
alternatives, the no-actionalternativeisjust what it
says. It remains instorage, which DCE s eval uat ed t hat
option and established that it's a very viable
alternative. It just doesn't neet the U S.-Russian
agreenent. But then, of course, Russia' s not neetingthe
U. S. - Russi an agreenent, either, sowhat's the point of
it.

It'sinportant to note, too, that ten years
ago, when the Nati onal Acadeny of Sci ence cane out with
this report, Russia was even —its materials were far
| ess secure. And there have been trenendous upgrades in
t hat country. Wether or not they' ve been sufficient is
unlikely. But it's not the sane situation as 1994. They
built a huge newal |l egedly state-of-the-art, for that
country, plutonium storage facility that will hold
sonething |ike 20,000 plutoniumitens at Mayak.

So, and nost peoplein Russia— onthe one
hand many of themsays that they really don't see an
encour age for MOX, al t hough i n 1990 t hey began pur sui ng
t he process in cooperation with Cogema and Si enens,
France and Germany, |long before the U S. -Russian
cooperative efforts started. Sothis —this statenent
t hat MOX — Russia won't do MOX unl ess we dois —is just
purely wong. Becausethey' ||l do MOXif sonebody gi ves

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

122

t hemt he noney, whet her or not the U. S. does anyt hi ng or
not. They' ve got 100 nore tons than we do. Wat do t hey
care.

So the other alternative that should be
evaluatedis not areturnto theimobilization program
t hat t he Depart ment of Ener gy nmanaged t o sabot age ei t her
t hrough — by i ntent or by i nconpetence. The eval uati on
shoul d be t o make pl ut oni umMOX fuel pellets, nmake MOX
fuel that does not neet conmercial requirenents for re-
irradiationinreactors, as advocat ed by Frank von H ppel
a year ago in the Bulletin of the Atom c Scientists.

Several years back, inthe SBDEI S process,
| advocated that, based on an article witten by Les
Jardi ne at Livernore. And | was about hal f-j oki ng when
| saidthat Los Al anbs had a proven ability to make bad
MOX fuel . They had — for |i ke ayear all their batches
failed. Youcouldn't even nake atest batch. Sol said
Los Al anps has proventhat it'stechnically feasibleto
make bad MOX f uel that you can then store, and per haps
| at er neet t he spent fuel standard, but that remai ns —
sone ot her process has to be found.

The only difference betweendilutingit in
amtrix, whether it's MOX or imobilization, it's a
ceram c matri x. And spent fuel standardis one security
class. DOCE has a graded approach to saf eguards, and
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Level Dis that diluted stuff that's suitable for being
dunped i n WPP, which, incidentally, theNational Acadeny
of Sci ence says that was afineidea, too. O at | east
one that should be pursued.

MR. CAMERON: Don, do you...

MR. MONI AK: Sothat's a process you needto

eval uate, is making bad MOX fuel.

MR. CAMERON: Don, can you get to your...

MR. MONI AK: Either storing it here, or
sending it to W PP. And if you don't make that
eval uati on, then you haven't — you' ve done t he sane t hi ng
DOE did, which is gone with the one alternative.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. Thank you very
much.

MR. MONI AK: One nore thing. That PDCF and
wast e pl ant, howcan t hey run t hat when t he PDCF' s goi ng
tobethree years |l ater thanthe MOX pl ant? Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: W have three final speakers,
and then ' mgoingto ask thethree NRCstaff---1 don't
know who's going to take it on---but to try to give
peopl e a cl ear idea about what the distinctions are
bet ween hi gh al pha waste and high | evel waste.

We're goingto goto Jack Unrich right now,
and then Lee Poe, and then finally Laura Bagwell.

MR. UHRI CH: Good evening. M nane's Jack
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Unhrich. | liveinAiken. I'mnewto South Carolina. |
noved here | ast Novenber to be wi th ny daught er and son-
i n-1awand three grandchil dren, fromNew Mexi co. And |
want totell youall, if you' re pl anni ng on sendi ng t hat
to WPP, if youthink that your timetable'salittle
backed up now, they were goingto open WPPin 1980. It
opened in 1999.

And when | nentioned today, tal king to sone
friends of m ne back i n New Mexi co, that they' re pl anni ng
to ship MOX waste to WPP, they were not only very
surprised, they were very pissed off. And|l cantell you
that it's not goingtogothere easily. And | can say
t hat based on five years of ny own |ife spent fighting
W PP and wat chi ng ot hers spend many nore years doi ng
that. Andthey'restill at it, andthey still planto go
on.

I woul d hope t hat peopl e i n Sout h Carol i na
woul d t ake sonme | essons i n that, because if you | ook at
a—amp of the United States col or-coded by | evel s of
radi oactivity, | assure you South Carolinais asacrifice
zone, but New Mexi co takes the prize. There's — the
hi ghest | evel of radioactivity is two bl ack dots; one
where Gak Ridge i s, and t he ot her where Rocky Fl at s was,
and still is, inreality, and will be for the next
500, 000 years in terns of heat.
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The other color is a dark blue, and that
t akes up al nost the entire state of New Mexico. And
that's due to our actions out there. And Jimy Carter
actual |y cane out and t hanked us for bei ng a nati onal
sacrifice zonein 1979, so we knowthat we're official.
And you are, too, and so are ny grandchil dren. Because
we live, | understand, inthe county that has t he hi ghest
cancer ratein South Carolina. Andthat's not goingto
change easily. Certainly not inour lifetine. Perhaps
if we start to take sone actions on these issues, it
m ght change for our children and our grandchil dren.

But what' s bei ng di scussed t oni ght doesn't
hol d out nuch hope for ne onthat. Sone gentl eman sai d
there's a national consensus about this, and | ask a
nati onal consensus of who? O which scientists, and
whose payrol | are those scientistson? | wouldliketo
t ake a survey of scientists that really knowwhat they're
t al ki ng about that are not bei ng pai d by DOE, t he NRC,
Duke Power, Westinghouse, so that we could have areally
obj ective evaluation of these alternatives.

My experience, when | talk to scientists
t hat are not on these ki nd of payrolls, isthey coneto
very different conclusions than those that are on
gover nnment payrol|ls or on Wsti nghouse's payroll. And,
by the way, we share Westi nghouse at WPP just as you do,
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and they' ve been just as nicetotheir workers as t hey
have been here. |'ve been reading for about ten years
about how nice they are to the workers out here.

He al so said this is not a jobs program
VWhat peopleintheir right m nd would put upwiththis
insanity if they weren't desperate for jobs. That's what
thisisall about. And, as been pointedout, it's—it's
not even the best way to get jobs, but that's because
it's al so about power. And because they want to start up
t he nucl ear reactor programagai n. They want to keep
comer ci al nucl ear power goi ng, and thi s i s anot her way
of doing it. That's nmy opinion, anyhow.

We' ve known, accordi ng to Ral ph Nader, since
1953 that if we pursued alternative sources, non-
dangerous alternative sources---w nd, solar, et cetera,
hydr ogen---that i n about 25 years we woul d have st opped
our dependence on foreignoil. But instead, two years
after the governnent was tol d that, they started At ons
for Peace. And 25 years later we still were not —in
fact, 50-sone years |l ater we still are not free of our
dependence on foreign oil, and we have about a $2
trillion debt that we didn't have i n 53 because we' ve
pour ed about that nuch noney into—-intomlitary and
conmer ci al nucl ear energy, and what do we have t o show
for it except a big pile of manure, only its very hot
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manur e and won't go away for the next half mllion years.

| want to just address technically one of
the oquestions here | understand in terms of
transportation. Andjust togiveyoualittleidea of
how seriously the DOE takes its transportation
responsi bilities, because you' re goi ngto be shi pping
this stuff fromall over the country to Savannah Ri ver,
sonme of which | understandis plutoniumin dust form
And at | east fromwhat |I've read, it takes about 3/15
mllionth of a gramin your lungs to do youin eventually
with plutonium That's the size of a—- one grain of salt
cut i n about 100 pi eces, if you canimgi ne that. And we
were tol din NewMexicothat there was goi ngto be about
70 acci dents for 25,000 shi pnments, and t hat t here was
goi ng t o be one rel ease, one acci dent where t here was
rel eases. Except thenit turned out that the governnment
accounting office revealed that the Departnent of
Transportation figures on whi ch those figures were based
were of f by a factor of ten, soactuallyit's possibly
700 accidents and more like ten releases of
radi oactivity.

Infact, since 1999, there —they have not
been doi ng very good ontheir —their track record in
terms of shipping. They've had 89 safety viol ations j ust
i n New Mexi co al one, and t he New Mexi co nucl ear groups
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are suingtoget the figures for the other states that
they're com ng t hrough. Because they're coming from
Rocky Fl ats, they're com ng froml daho, they' re com ng
fromLos Al anps, they're conming from--what isit?---
Washi ngton. So eventually they're goingto be com ng
t hrough 22 states, comng to a town near you.

And what are t hey goi ng to be doi ng? What
are they going to be spreadi ng? Well, one situation, a
drunk — it wasn't any fault of theirs, it was human
error. Adrunkdriver ranintoa WPPtruck. Andhedid
it hard enough that the internal part of the cask was
broken. It didn't breach the outside, but it was bad
enough that they sent it back to source, rather than
continue their journey.

I n anot her situation, thedriver fell asl eep
at the wheel, crossed over the nedian strip and started
goi ng towards oncom ng traffic before the other driver,
who was sl eepi ng — supposed to be sl eepi ng, canme awake
and real i zed what was happening and pulled it to safety.

I n anot her situation which has not been
reported, but drivers were seen in a popul ated area
standi ng by the truck where kids and fam |y — we have
this on video — or friends of m ne have this on video
tape, snoking acigarette, whereclearly it's against the
rules to be snoking a cigarette within 25 feet of the
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truck. Andthere are all kinds of radiations emtting
fromthe truck, soit shouldn't be standi ng for along
period of tinme around a popul ation.

This is just sone exanpl es that |1've heard
just talking to friends over the | ast few days about
what ' s goi ng on i n New Mexi co, that that they' ve done
just inafewyears. Sothisis along-termproject.
This is supposed to go to — to 2019; is that right?
Seventeen (17) years? Is that thelength of the project?
So, andthat'swith afairly heavy group of wat chdogs out
in NewMexico. Andl'mgladto seethat there's quite a
f ewwat chdogs here, and | hope you keep it up, because
obviously it's going to be needed.

Just one ot her thing, is that you m ght want
t o be checki ng out what are your first responders inthe
state. Are they based on volunteer fire departnments?
Have t hey been i nforned of what wi Il happenif there's a
breach of a plutoniumshi pnent? And, by the way, TRU
waste i s very dangerous. And so don't cover it upwith
changi ng the | anguage. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON:. Thank you. Lee? Lee Poe?

MR. POE: When | cane here tonight | didn't
pl an to — to make a comment, but | do feel that —that |
need to comment. | needto conmment first on— onthese
over here, and | will dothat. But | wouldliketothank
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you for providing us the opportunity to cone here andto
listenandtolearn andto have an opportunity to cone.
And I'I'l have to say, |I've listened a whole | ot and ny
ears are tired, so | hope to be short.

I would like to ask you or suggest to you
that the there be a public input early in 2005 on -
before the decisionis reached, sothat all of us have
t he opportunity to have | ooked at not only t he desi gn,
but also the plans for this activity.

Now, |'ve heard a | ot of discussion here
toni ght, and nmuch of it centers around t he Depart nent of
Energy. And | think that the Departnent of Energy shoul d
be part of that particul ar 2005 event, as well as the
Duke Cogema t eam so t hat everybody's here at onetine
and available to talk and to answer questi ons.

The other thing I'd like to ask is that
r at her t han have t he 45 day comment peri od when t he draft
El Sisissued, that youextendit at least to—-totw ce
that, alonger time, because what you' ve got to dois,
you' ve got to take t hese docunents that you' re goingto
issuetous, internms of adraft EI'S, you got to | ook at

t hemand understand them and —and thenit's got to soak

inawhile, or at least it doesinny —for ne. | can't
make, by | ooking, a decision that everythingis —is
hunky-dory.
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Now, the comment relative to these two
guesti ons over here, in ny opinion, the no-action, there
isonly oneno-action, andthat istocontinueto store
the material at the locationthat it is for sone | ong
period of tinme, centuries. 10,000 years is what WPP —
| mean, what Yucca Mountain used in their no-action
alternative. Somethingsimlar tothat, that's simlar
tothelifeof this plutonium whichis even | onger than
t hat, needs to be consi dered. And there needs to be sone
consi deration givento howlongw !l we do a good j ob of
managi ng t hese pl ut oni uns during that no-actiontinme
peri od.

So, inny mnd, thereis noval uein doing
a vitrification process no-alternative when the
gover nment has said we're not goingto dothat, unl ess
sonebody out there has got deep pocketsandiswllingto
fundit, and | doubt that. | doubt that any of us have
that capability, other than our U S. governnent.

And t he ot her comment that | — 1 read this
—this bottomthing here. And —and | don't really know
what that's asking ne to do. So the thing | thought
about was ki nd of sim | ar to what Don Moni ak said. It
woul d seemt o ne t hat sonewhere i n here sonebody ought to
eval uate t he t heft and use of t hese pl utoni uns either
fromthe MOX or fromthe no-action, either case, because
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that's the driving force for this EIS.

The | ast comment al so on that — that bottom
part there, it seens to ne that one alternative m ght be
to | ook at what happens i f the Russi an gover nment doesn't
do this or — or sone playoff of that. | know again |
want ed t o t hank you guys for being here, offering us the
opportunity to cone and |l i sten and | earn and — and speak
our piece. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you very much,
Lee, for addressing those — those questions, also.

Laura, would you like to give us sone
comment s, and then we' re goingto have M. W1 | oughby.
And we need t o be out — we need to be done by — not out,
but done by 10: 30, so...

MS. BAGWELL: All right.

MR. CAMERON: ...go ahead, Laura.

M5. BAGAELL: Like M. Poe, | didn't planto

speak toni ght, so ' mgoi ng to keep t hese ext enpor aneous

remarks real brief. It'slate. | want to get hone, too.
First of all, | really want to commend al |
of us for this dialogue. | nean, despite the fact that

public participationis—isrequired, | thinkit's very
beneficial. | thinkit ends alot of credibility to
this process, and I know |I've learned a | ot tonight.

| point to, for exanpl e, GANE s i nvol venent
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in this process as an exanple of a very positive
i nvol venment. 1 don't think anythingthat we've tal ked
about tonight is a foregone conclusion. And - and |
think 1" mgoing to open ny corments with that remark and
|"mgoing to close with that remark.

Secondl y, despite the fact that | work at
t he Savannah River Site and |' mvery proud of ny efforts
out thereto helpclean up that place, I'mnot hereto
cheerl ead for the Savannah River Site or for MOXin any
way. |'mjust here to be an interested participant.

Thirdly, you know, no matter what our
envi ronnmental or political standpoints are, | findthat
when a bunch of di verse peopl e, such as peopl e who are
represented here tonight, get around the tabl e to address
conpl ex i ssues, two t hi ngs happen. The first thingthat
happens i s that we fi nd out that we have nore i n common
t han separates us. And the secondthingwe findout is
t hat, you know, the problens are difficult. That's why
t hey' re probl ens.

Inregardtothose probl ens, and especially
inregardto the conpl exity of the plutoniumdi sposition
i ssues, again, maybe just to echo M. Chaput's remarks,
you know, all of these issues that we've raised here
toni ght are very conpl ex. For exanple, isimobilization
the way togo? Is MOXfacility treatnment the way to go?
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That's a conplex issue. There are opponents and
proponents for each of those. But again, | thinkthe one
thingthat weinthis room all of us can agree on, is
t hat somet hi ng needs t o be done t o nanage t hi s pl ut oni um
Thisis averyinportant international issue. It doesn't
just affect the people in this room

And finally, or maybe penultimately, with
all due respect for the positions of organi zations |ike
GANE and — and ot her groups here tonight, and no matter
what our respective positions are on nucl ear energy and
nucl ear energy use, | thinkit's inportant for us not to
functioninavacuum It is afact that when we turn on
the lights in South Carolina, that a significant
per cent age of t hose phot ons conme fromnucl ear ener gy,
nucl ear energy plants. And in an era when energy
shortages such as were seen | ast year on t he West Coast
and such as may conti nue i nthe Northeast pl ague us, you

know, that's a point that we need to deal with,

regardl ess of what our positions are on those issues.

And — and | astly, again, just to cl ose where
| started, | don't think any — any of these i ssues t hat
we' ve di scussed tonight is aforegone —or are a foregone
conclusion. | think this processis very beneficial, and
| thank you for — for letting us be a part of this.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you very much,
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Laur a.

Qur final speaker is M. W1 I oughby. M.
W I | oughby?

MR W LLOUGHBY: | woul d preface ny remarks
with two comments. One, | have been one way or t he ot her
i n nucl ear ener gy busi ness for 45 years, everywhere from
chasi ng bonbs t o commerci al power reactors. The other is
that it's nmy personal belief---that's what it is, a
personal belief---that the MOXfuel is the best way to
make t he pl ut oniumso that it cannot be used by anybody
el se for purposes of mass destruction.

The —with those said, and to address t he
guestions that you have, one, | agreewith M. Poe t hat
a no — t hough he may be surprised, that the no-alternate
— no-actionalternateisinfact astorage of plutonium
at the present sites. Andthis has tol ook at the | ong-
range problens, it has to | ook at not just what i s good
for South Carolina, it has tol ook at what's good for the
United States. And that is what this El Sshoul d address.
I s not a parochial concern, but, in fact, a national
concern.

As a — a reasonable alternate to be
eval uated, inthis casel disagreewith M. Poe, and I
think that the EIS should consider that the
i mmobi li zati on be consi dered as an alternate. If that
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conmes out as the proposed sol utionfromyour EIS, then
t he federal government i s goingto haveto findthe noney
and sonme agency to do that, whether it i s DOE or sone
commercial facility under the auspi ces of the NRC. So
then the — in all cases, what in addition would be
consi dered, the national viewpoint, it also what is
| ooked at (sic) and evaluated as part of any of the
process has to be the international situation. Thank
you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very nuch, M.
W I | oughby.

We have a fewm nutes left, and | knowthere
were a |l ot of questions raised by the high al pha versus
hi gh | evel waste i ssue. And coul d we have one of the NRC
staff come up and just try to give us a few m nutes

explanation, if wecouldall just listenpatientlytothe

explanation. Andthenwe'll goontoyou for questions
to make sure that it's — if it's understood.

Ti nf

MR. HARRIS: Well, I'Il try to keep it

sinple. Andif —if we've got toget into processes and
i sotopic conpositions, | may turn it over to Dave.

I f your |l ooking at sinply — 1 mean, it's
maybe a — a case of, one, where the waste cones from
Spent high | evel waste i s spent nucl ear fuel, and where

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

137

t hat cones froma reactor after the fuel has been usedto
make el ectricity. Hi ghly radioactive materi al.
Inthis case, the high al pha waste stream
cones as part of the MOX process where some of the
inmpurities that are noww th the plutoni umare being
renoved, and t hat generates a waste that we're term ng
hi gh al pha waste, which is not high | evel waste.
As far as the — the differences in — in
danger, hazard, you know, with —w th material, you know,
all highlevel wasteisn't —isn't the sane hazard. All
hi gh al pha waste or TRUwaste i sn't the sane hazards. |
can't really — excuse ne, give you a price — you know,
|"msure there's sone overl aps there. But they are
hazar dous materials. Mybe that's a sinpl e explanation
that — that hopefully won't pose too nany questions.
MR CAMERON: And so, differenceinhowthey
originate, and there may be a difference in...

MR. HARRIS: There's —there's di fferences

MR. CAMERON: ...the type of hazard, but
they're both hazardous.

MR. HARRI S: They're both hazardous -
hazar dous stuff.

MR. CAMERON: COkay, let's —let's go out,
then, and see if anybody has any questions about that.
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Don? O a comment.

MR. MONI AK: Hi gh al pha activity waste i s
defi ned as — you know, it's kind of likeinthe m ddle;
right? But...

MR. HARRIS: In the mddle of...

MR. MONI AK: I n other words, it'd showup —
i ke up to 80,000 curies ayear of americium241inthat,
24 kil ograns a year of anericium?241, soinafewyears
it ought to be enough to nake a bonb, if you separate the
anericium241. Because you get — nake the critical mass
about 60 kil os, according to Los Al anps. But that -
that's inmportant, is that that's a lot of americium
That — you know, you're not going to be able to |ike
create a— a nmarket for snoke detectors, are you? That's
alittle too nuch.

(Laughter.)

MR. HARRI S: Was there — was there a
guestion in there, Chip, or...

MR. MONI AK: No, |'m just commenti ng.
There's no way of explaining it.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, that's — that's a
comment. Ckay, we have your other, M. Uhrich?

MR. UHRI CH. wel |, when — when you use t he
term"transuranic,” | get alittle confused. Becausethe
t ransur ani c wast e t hat was bei ng shi pped to WPP consi sts
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of plutoni umcontam nat ed waste, basically. Andthere
wer e al | ki nds of probl ens t hat woul d cone out of that.
For exanple, there's expl osiveness in the canisters
because you' ve got plastics m xingw th the pl utonium
all kinds of different materials m xing, nolding
t oget her, creating — generating gases. There's been
documented a nunber of explosions — explosions in
transportation of sonme of those canisters.

What type of problens are you going to
encount er wi th high al pha waste that would differentiate
t he ki nd of probl ens you woul d i magi ne wi th hi gh | evel
nucl ear waste?

MR. HARRI'S: Yeah, |...

MR. CAMERON: Can anybody. ..

MR. HARRIS: ...I'Il| attend to the — the
| ast questionwhichis -1 don't have an answer to t hat
here toni ght. W haven't done our analysis. Sol can't
tell youthe answer to the anal ysis that we haven't done
yet. Hold — hold that question until March and we' ||
have the answer, hopefully.

The second questi on was —was t he definition

of "transuranic waste,"” and | think that's elements with

C nunbers over uranium83. 92. Sorry. And —andw th
greater than 100 nanocuri es.

MR. CAMERON: |'mnot sure how nmuch t hat
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means to people.

MR. HARRI S: Yeah, it - people.

MR. CAMERON: But | guess onethingis, are
— i s a conponent of high al phawaste TRU, T-R-U? |s that
— is TRU a high al pha waste?

MR. HARRIS: | think it could be.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And — and, Dave or Tim
we — | think that the concernis what types of hazards —
forget about the high |evel waste conparison. Can
anybody tell us just briefly what types of hazards there
are from high al pha waste?

MR. HARRIS: Well, Dave is a certified
heal th physicist, so I'll step down.

MR. BROMN: Just |ike wth the m xed oxi de
fuel plant, the npost i nportant thing w th handlingthe
hi gh al pha activity waste will be making sure that it's
confined so that there's not a breathing hazard for
workers in the plant, or for anyone else, for that
matt er .

Thereis al so adirect radi ati on hazard, the
fact that there are gamma rays com ng fromt he waste. So
t he processes that handl e that waste will have to be
shi el ded toinsure protection of workers workinginthe
plant. So there's protection to nake sure that the
wor kers can't i nhal e any of that, and protectionto nmake
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sure that they're shielded fromdirect radiation.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. We're goingtogoto
ot her — ot her peopl e now. Mary, do you have a questi on?

MS. KELLY: Well, | have a comment. | think
the — t he confusi on cones because early on high | evel
wast e was arbitrarily defined as spent nucl ear fuel rods
or the highlevel waste —1iquid waste fromreprocessing.
One of the problens in South Carolinais that the nucl ear
reactor parts, which are highly radioactive, are defined
as low |l evel waste sinply because of that arbitrary
di stinction, and they go down into the Barnwel | | owl evel
waste site.

MR. CAMERON: Okay, thanks, Mary.

MR ROCGERS: Just quickly, for the —for the
record, ny comments. |'mHarry Rogers fromCarolina
Peace Resource Center. The 450-day run was anecdot al .

And t he fact that Davi s-Besse adm tted t hat they pl aced

producti on before safety is a matter of record. So...

And t he question | have is that the —the
vol unme -t he vol une of waste, MOX versus i rmobi | i zati on,
do you know — do you know t hose nunbers?

MR HARRIS: No, | can't quote thoseto you,
Harry. They were inthe old environnental report, the
Decenber 2000 environnental report, and |l — | can't speak

to that.
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MR. ROCERS: Because you haven't processed
t he ot her. ..

MR. HARRIS: | — | don't have a...

MR. ROGERS: ...you're processing — the
processing of...

The other part —the other thing | neededto
say, when you create additional waste, you have to
process nore, and you have to do sonething with that —
you know, you have to do sonething with that waste. It's
not just a - it's just a - it's not just a
characteri zation of the waste, it's howdo you —what are
you going to do with it.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, that's anot her point.
Not only where it originates but, | guess, whereit's
goi ng to go.

We got a couple mnutes left. Anything — |
don't knowif M. Unhrich had anot her question onthis
hi gh al pha-high |evel waste. denn, did you have
anyt hing you wanted to say on this?

M5. CARRCOLL: Since you handed nethe mec...

MR. CAMERON: Ri ght.

MS. CARROLL: ...l would just say — and I
t hi nk Jack probably knows this, but I think hewants to
bring this out. | would say that the distinctions on
wast e cl assifications are |l argely | egal distinctions,
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don't al ways, but | oosely have sonethingto dowththe
character of the waste. And that MOX waste is
uncategorical. | nean, it'sanew—-or it's anewbeast.
And soit's alegitimte question, andit's sonething
that potential host sitemay really takeissue wi th, how
we have tried to defi ne MOXwast e, and whet her t hey t hi nk
it should conme there. Okay.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, d enn.

M . Turnipseed, you're fine? Al right.

M. Uhrich, one |ast...

MR. UHRI CH: Just the way | heard — what |
heard you say was t hat high al pha waste, you have to
protect both frominhal ati on and fromt he exposure; is
that correct? So —so, inasense, it'snore— actually
nor e danger ous t han pl ut oni um because wi th pl ut oni um
you're shi el ded by — you coul d shield frompl utonium
radi ati on sinply by sonethinglike asheet of paper or a
cloth; isn't that correct?

MR. BROMN: The — Jack, the risks are about
t he sanme. But you'reright, the anericiuminthe high
al pha activity wast e does have a hi gher direct radi ati on
hazard t han t he weapons gr ade pl ut oni umt hat woul d be
handl ed at the MOX facility.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. |'mgoingto thank all
of you for being such an engagi ng audi ence toni ght.
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Thank you.
MR. HARRI S: Can we put in another plug,
Chi p, for peopleto fill out the feedback fornms? W

really want to get your feedbacks.

MR. CAMERON: We'll — we'll get that, Tim

MR. HARRIS: Ckay. I'Il —1'll sit down.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

Thank you all. And thanks to — thanks, Tim
Harris, Dave Brown, for their excellent presentations.
Betty Garrett for doing all the adm ni strative work.
Mel ani e, our stenographer tonight. Andthank all of you.

" mjust goingtoturnit over to our senior
NRC of ficial here for just a word of — of goodni ght to
all of you. And don't forget we do have t hose feedback
evaluationforms will —that will help us to | earn what
we' re doi ng here.

M5. TROTTI ER. Thank you, Chip. And | will

warn you first, I'ma norning person, so, you know, no
one ever sees nme at 10: 30. But, you know, I'IIl giveit
my best shot.

First, | want to thank you all for taking

out your whol e evening to cone here. It isinportant to
us. We do need to hear your feedback.

| alsowant totell youwe'reearlyinthis
process. Renenber that we haven't yet preparedthe El S
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You know, we wi | | be back, we wi |l be | ooki ng for your
comment. | did appreciatethe conment about extendi ng
t he comment period. | personally have spent many years
witingregul ations, understand that certaintime periods
create problens for people. Andwe will ook intothat.

But | encourage you to keep bei ng engaged.
It isinportant to us to have your feedback. And, again,
| want to thank you for com ng out tonight.

MR. CAMERON: Great. Well, goodnight.

(Wher eupon, the hearing was concl uded at

10: 35 p.m)
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