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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMM SSI ON
+ + + + +
PUBLI C MEETI NG TO PROVI DE COMVENTS
ON THE NRC EVALUATI ON OF ENVI RONMENTAL
| MPACTS FROM THE PROPOSED M XED OXI DE
FUEL FABRI CATI ON FACI LI TY
+ + + + +
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 2002
+ + + + +

CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLI NA

+ + + + +

The Public Meeting was held at the Charlotte-

Meckl enburg Governnment Center, 600 East Fourth Street,

Charlotte, North Carolina, at 7:05 p.m, Francis (Chip)

Canmeron, Facilitator, presiding
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P-ROCEEDI-NGS

(7:00 p.m)

MR. CAMERON: Good eveni ng, everyone. My

name is Chip Caneron. | amthe special counsel and
public |iaisonat the Nucl ear Regul at ory Comm ssi on and
itisnicetoseeall of youtonight, and|l wouldliketo
wel come you to the NRC s public neeting. OQur topic
tonight i s the NRC s Environnental ReviewProcessonits
deci si on maki ng on t he application for a construction
aut hori zation for a m xed oxi de, MOX, fuel fabrication
facility and it is nmy pleasure to serve as your
facilitator tonight, andinthat rolel wouldliketotry
to assist all of you in having a productive neeting.
Usually, | like to cover three itens in the nmeeting
process before we get to the substance of the
di scussions. First of all, why are we here? \What are
t he obj ectives of the neeting? Second of all, the fornat
and ground rul es of tonight's neeting and third, the
agenda for the neeting so that you have an i dea of what
to expect. Internms of objectives, the NRCstaff is
goingtogointodetail onthis but, very sinply stated,
our first objectiveistoclearly explaintoyouwhat are
the processes for evaluating this request for a
construction authorization and, specifically, the
envi ronnent al revi ewprocess of the NRC deci si on maki ng
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process. Second objective, and a nost inportant
obj ective, isto get your conments, your advi ce on sone
of theinplications for our environnmental reviewfrom
sone recent changes to the Department of Energy's
Nat i onal MOX Programand the NRCstaff will betelling
you nore about that in a few m nutes.

The format for the meeti ng mat ches t hose two
objectives. Thefirst part of the neetingis goingto be
devoted to provi ding you i nformati on on the NRC s process
and i s going to answer questions that you m ght have
about that process. The second part of the neetingis
goi ng to be hearing sone nore formal comments fromal |l of
you on t he NRC Envi ronnmental Review. Interns of the
ground rules for the neeting, if you have a questi on when
we go on to the questi on and answer, just signal ne, and
I will bringyouthistalkingstick and pl ease give us
your nane and affiliation. Rebekah is our stenographer
toni ght and we are taking atranscript so we that we have
arecord of everythingthat is saidtonight, and | woul d
ask youtolet's only have one person speaking at atine
to not only have a clean transcript, but al soto be able
togiveour full attentionto whonmever has the fl oor at
the noment. Third ground rule is | would you to the
extent that youcantotry to be conciseinyour comments
and questions we have alot of material to cover, we have
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a nunber of peopl e who want totalk tonight. Thisis a
i ssue of concern, | knowa conplicatedissue, soitis
hard t o be conci se soneti nmes, but if youcouldjust try
to do that then we coul d neet the goal of making sure
t hat everybody has a chance total k tonight. And during
t he public corment part of the neeting as a guideline, |
amgoi ng to ask that everyonetrytolimt their comments
tofivemnutes andthat is not a hard and fast rule, it
isqguidelinetogofor alittlebit and see hownuch tine
we have. Please try to keep it to five mnutes. 1In
terns of agenda for tonight's nmeeting we are goingto
first start with the presentation on the NRC s
Envi ronnent al Revi ew Process and we are goi ng to ask M.
TimHarris todothat for us. Timis the project manager
for the Environmental Reviewon this MOXfuel fabrication
facility, and heis inthe environnmental and performance
assessnment branch in the NRC s office of nuclear
mat eri al s safety and saf eqguard. He has been with the
agency for about nine years and has been involved in
various activities, uraniumrecovery, |lowl evel waste
decondi ti oni ng, and nowhe is on the m xed oxi de fuel
project and Tim has a Bachelor's Degree is Civil
Engi neering. W will then go onto you for questions on
t hat Environnental Revi ew Process and after we have
answer ed t hose, we are goingto goto a description of
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t he changes and t he Depart nent of Energy's National MOX
Programand the inplications that m ght have to our
environnental review. Andto the present that for us, we
are goi ngto have M. Dave Brown and Dave has been with
t he agency for about two years. Before that he was with
West Val | ey project and he i s onthe special projects and
i nspection branch at the NRC, again the sane offi ce of
nucl ear materi al safety and saf eguards. Dave's branchis
responsi ble for doing the safety evaluation of a
construction authorizationrequest, and TimHarrisis
goi ng to expl ain howto safely revi ewany envi ronnent al
revi ewcone toget her as a basis for the NRC s deci si on on
whet her to grant or whether to deny the construction
aut hori zation request. After Daveis done, wew || go
onto you for questions agai n and t hen we are going to go
public cooment. This -- afewpoints onrelevance, not
all of the questionsthat will comeupw Il fit squarely
inthe agendaitens that we are tal ki ng about so we nay
def er those and put those upinthe parkingl ot here, so
to speak, we wi || cone back and answer thembefore the
ni ght is over. Second point onrelevanceisthat thisis
a big project, there are lots of issues here, we are
going to focus onthe NRC s responsibilities tonight.
VW'll trytogiveyouinformationthat are outside of our
responsibilitiestothe extent that we can, especially if
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it has inplications for what we do. But we do want to
trytofocus ongettingtheinformationto you by far our
particul ar responsibilities. | would just thank you all
for being heretonight tohelpuswiththis decision. |
did want tointroduce the deputy divisiondirector, Bill
Reamer, who is here. He is one of our seni or managers
back at the agency. Bill's divisionis overseei ng the MX
project as well as other efforts so, withthat, | would
just ask Tim to conme up and give us the first
presentation and then we will try to answer your
guesti ons.

TIMHARRI S: Thanks Chi p. Good evening. |
woul d al so li ke to wel conme youto the meeti ng on NRC s
Envi ronnment al Revi ewfor the proposed m xed oxi de f uel
fabrication facility. | would Ilike to thank you for
taking the tinme to cone out tonight. | knowwe all we
| ead busy |ives and | ook forward t o heari ng your vi ews
and thanks for taking the tinme to cone and share t hem
with us. This neetingis one of a series of neetings
t hat we have been havi ng on t he NRC envi ronnent al revi ew
for the proposed project. The purpose of tonight's
nmeetingistosolicit your views of specifically onthe
alternatives that should be considered in the
environnental inpact statenent, I'Il gointonore details
injust amnute. As Chip saidthe two presenters and
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mysel f and Dave Brown. You have copies of the slides
whi ch i ncl ude t hei r phones nunbers and e-mai | address.
Pl ease feel freetocall usif you have questions after
the neeting or e-mail us. As Chip said, | amresponsi bl e
for the environnental reviewand Dave is involvedinthe
license review. As | said, the purpose of tonight's
meetingistoget your conments specifically on changes
t hat were made by DOE and how t hose m ght effect the
alternatives that are currently considered by NRCin
preparation of the draft environnent i npact statenent.
Before we get your comments, we will give your sonme
background i nformati on on the NRC s rol e, what are t he
specific authority roles in the project, also the
envi ronment al review process which is what we tal ked
about withthe -- giventhe alternatives which are goi ng
to be describedinalittle bit nore detail. As Chip
said al so, we are going to tal k about the |licensing
deci si ons and howt he envi ronnental pieceinthe decision
evaluation |l eading to the decision making process.

Also, | would like to put a plug in for the
f eedback forms which | believe Betty gave you. Your
comment s are i mportant not only toni ght but howwe do in
the neeting. We want to hear was the neeting really
successful, was it a good pl ace to cone to, we consi der
t hose very heavily in planning our future nmeetings.
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Because of DOE' s changes we have decided to del ay
i ssuance of the draft environnental inpact statenent.
Originally that was pl anned to be public in February of
this year. DOE announced t he changes ri ght around t he
first of the year so we deci ded to del ay i ssuance. You
shoul d have gotten a regi ster noti ce announci ng t he del ay
and we had two questions in there, and those are the
questions that we are going to focus on here toni ght
whi ch are: given that the DOE has cancel | ed pl ans to be
the i mobilization facility should we, the NRC still
consi der that when drafti ng our environnmental inpact
statenment, and are there any other reasonable
alternatives that weren't identified during scoping that
we can al so consider as aresult of these changes. In
t he Federal Regi ster notice we gave a comment s peri od of
August 30t h t hat we woul d recei ve witten coments, and
t he comments t hat we hear tonight we will factor into
t hat decision. W have also decided to extend the
comments period to Septenber 30th, so that if you go
home, and have sone addi ti onal comments you can e- nui |
t hose and we wi I | consider those as well. | would al so
li ke to add that the Septenber 30th dateisalittle bit
fuzzy. Anythingthat we received after that date we do
consider it based on when we can. Congress in its
Def ense Aut hori zation Act of 1999 specifically gave NRC
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aroleinthis project. NRC was given the |licensing
authority for thisfacility, soour roleinthe project
is tomke a deci sion on whether or not thelicense for
t he proposed ni xed oxi de fuel fabricationfacility that
woul d be constructed on t he Savannah R ver site. NRCis
an i ndependent gover nment agency and our nmissionisthe
protection of the public health and safety and the
envi ronnment, and the comrerci al uses of radioactive
material. Qur roleis different fromthe Departnent of
Energy's. The Departnent of Energy's role in this
project relates to inplenentation of nuclear non-
proliferation policies, includingthedistribution of
sur pl us weapons grade pl utonium DOE made changes to
t heir national programand t he reason we are here toni ght
istoget your i nput on howthose changes m ght affect
our environmental revi ewand Dave, as Chi p noted, w ||
gi ve you a brief expl anati on of those changes. At our
| ast neeting, one of the feedback we got back fromsone
of the feedback forns were that people didn't really
understand NRC s deci sion nmaking process and the
di fferences between environnmental review and safety
review. Sol wouldliketospendalittlebit of time
goi ng t hrough that proposal and | et you know how t he
envi ronnent al i npact statenent i s used to guide NRCin
it's decision naking process. Specifically, the NRC has
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two deci sions to nake. Those arelistedinthe m ddl e of
the slide here. The first i s whether or not to authori ze
constructionof thisfacility, and the second i s whet her
or not to authorize the operational |icense of the site.
Duke COGEMA St one & Webster which is the applicant for
this project submtted a environnmental report back in
Decenber of 2000. They al so subm tted a construction
aut hori zati on request i n February, 2001. Due to changes
inthe DOE report, which Dave is going to tal k about,
Duke, COGEMA, Stone & Webster submtted a revised
envi ronnment al report and that was providedto the NRCin
July 2002. NRCis currently review ngthese docunents.
The first is the environnental inpact statenment, which
docunments their environnental review, and | w |l describe
that processinalittle nore detail to give you a feel
for how that feeds into the environnental i npact
statenent. NRCwi || al so prepare a safety eval uati on and
the safety reviewis on the bottomof the slidethe NRC s
action and the safety and environnment report. That
report focuses on the safety assessnent of desi gn basis
for the proposed MOXfacility. Sothe safety eval uation
deal s with safety and t he envi ronnment al i npact st at enent
gi ves the environnental inpacts of the proposed acti on
and al so alternatives tothat proposed action. NRCw ||
use the final environnmental inpact statenent and t he

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




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

12

safety evaluation report for the construction
aut hori zati on request as a basi s for deci di ng whet her or
not we will allow construction of the proposed MOX
facility. That woul d be the decisionright inthe mddle
of the slide. W anticipate making that decisionin
Sept enber, 2000. DCS al so plans to submit a license
application and the current antici pated date i s Cct ober,
2003. W agai n woul d revi ewthat application and prepare
a second safety eval uation report. The safety eval uation
report for the operating application and also an
envi ronnent al i npact st at enent woul d be used t o support
t he deci si on of whet her or not thelicenseis issued.
There are al so two opportunities for hearings, we didn't
want to clutter up the slide, but there are two
opportunities for hearing, and John Hul I, general counsel
is here to answer any questions about the hearing
process. So the purpose of the slideistoshowyou how
NRC uses the EISin the decision naki ng process. W
sunmari ze therewi Il be a single environnental inpact
statenent that will be used to support both t he deci si on
to construct -- whether or not toconstruct thefacility
and t hen agai n whet her or not tolicensethefacility.
Now |l woul d | i ke to descri be the Environnmental | npact
St at ement process. The National Environmental Policy Act
requires that gover nment agenci es prepare envi ronnment al
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i npact statenents for maj or federal actions, such as the
potential licensing of the MOXfacility. As | stated,
t he Environnent al | npact Statenent presents i npacts for
the proposed action, which in this case is the
construction and operation of the proposed MOXfacility
al ong with reasonabl e alternatives to that proposed
action. We are currently consideringtheimobilization
and w |l ableidentify various (indiscernible) inthe
process and anot her No Action alternative whi ch woul d be
continued storage. The focus tonight's neetingis howwe
shoul d consi der the i mobi |l ization alternative and t he No
Action Alternative in our Environnental |npact statenent
gi ven t he changes t he DOE has nade announci ng t hat t hey
are no |l onger planning to construct thefacility. Note
t hat t he shaded areas are areas for public participation,
and we consider this a very inportant part of the
envi ronnent al i npact statenent process. W want to hear
fromthe public, your views and your concerns. You
recei ved an envi ronnent al handout sheet that published a
Notice of Intent to prepare a environnmental inpact
stat enent and t hat was publ i shed i n February- March, 2001.
We conpl et ed our scopi ng process and had neetings onit
inthisvery roomlast May to solicit your views onthe
scope of environnental inpact statenent. | will describe
that in just a mnute. W are in the process of
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conpl eti ng our environnmental reviewwhichwll include a
request for initial informationto the applicant. This
information i s deened nost necessary to conpletetheir
anal ysi s and t hese requests are nade public. Youwl|
find the draft environnental inpact statenent i n February
of 2003 is currently planning a 45 day conent peri od.
We wi Il hold public nmeetings onthe draft, that isto
solicit your views on the draft environnmental i npact
statenment and try to have those i n March 2003 so we can
cone againinMarchtolistento your views and solicit
your views. If you provided your nane to Betty and
signed upwth your mailing address wew || mail you a
copy. Likel said, we plantoissuethat in February so
at the end of February or early March you shoul d be
gettingathreeinchthick packageinthe mail. Lastly,
public nmeetings or witten conmments we will revise our
final environnental i npact statenent and like |l saidfrom
t he previous slide, that will be used to support their
deci si on on whet her or not to all owconstruction of the
proposed MOX facility. The purpose of scopingisto
gat her state hol der input for alternatives that should
be consi dered i n an environnment al i npact statenment andto
get i nput onresource areas that are significant tothe
public and shoul d be considered in an environment al
i npact statenment. We held scoping neetings in north
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Augusta and Savannah and also in Charlotte, and we
recei ved an additiontothe cooments of those neetings
and received awitten and e-mail comments, quite al ot
of conments, and t he scopi ng process was summari zed i n a
report that was i ssued i n August of 2001. And if you
didn't get acopy of this scoping process report | think
Betty has afewcopiesonthetableif youwouldliketo
pi ck one up. If sheruns out, | don't think shewll,
but if youwouldliketo get acopy you can al ways e-nai |

or call ne. I think the scoping process was very
successful and | think that can be attributed to the
public's involvenent; we received al ot of cooments. |

think Mary, at | east tomy recol |l ection, was the first
person that proposed the immobilization No Action
Alternative. | think that was good that we had the
public involvenent tolisten and back out here toni ght.
So just to sunmari ze t he next steps i nthe environnental
i npact environnental review, we plantoissue adraft in
February 2003, hol d public scoping neetings and solicit
publ i ¢ conment i n March and consi der t hose coment s and
finalize the docunent in August of 2003. And that
concl udes ny brief summary of NRC s rol e inthe decision
maki ng process i n the environnment al i npact statenent.
"1l be happy to answer any questions.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you very nmuch. Ckay,
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let'sgoto Peter. If just everybody couldtell us your
name and affiliation.

PETER SI PP. My nane is Peter Sippand|l'm
with GANE. Tim can you pl ease showus the first slide
agai n, because | did not get a chanceto quite hear all
of the nanmes and phone nunbers.

TIMHARRIS: You got copies of the slide
here on the handout.

PETER SI PP: COkay, thanks very nuch.

TIM HARRI' S:  Sur e.

CH P CAMERON: Okay, great. Peter's
questionraised a question | have. The comment periodis
basi cal | y bei ng ext ended t o Sept enber 30 and t hat peopl e
know where to submt witten conments.

TIM HARRI S: I think you can get the
addresses | have here for Mke Lesar of the NRC s
Washi ngt on DC Bur eau.

CH P CAMERON: Al so e-nmai | and fax, | guess
you had several comments on that. And any comments t hat
you make toni ght they will be treated with the same
wei ght as the witten conments because we do have a
transcript. Qher questions onthe environnental review
process? Let's go to Janet.

JANET ZELLER: Thank you, Chip. |'mJanet
Zel l er, Bl ue Ridge Environnental Defense League. Right
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nowimmbilizationis deadinthewater. |If we spend a
| ot of tinme nmaking reconmendati ons and doi ng anal yses on
i mobi |'i zation howis the NRCgoingtoreviveit, if you
t hi nk our argunents have nerit.

TIMHARRI S: Revive it in a sense of -- |
don't think we can revive in a sense of -- if the
Departnent of Energy does sonething. We can use
alternativesintheir environnental inpact statenent to
consi der whether or not to stop their |icensing.

CHI P CAMERON: To clarify that, the first
deci sion that the NRC has to nmake i s whet her to i ncl ude
it as an alternative.

TIMHARRIS: Currently, it's beenidentified
by t he public area scopi ng process. W use t he scopi ng
report for several considerations, now (i ndiscernible)
has cancel ed that part of the surplus distribution
program and that i s why we are out here tonight isto
solicit your views on shouldwe still consider it, howwe
shoul d consider it differently.

CHI P CAMERON: And if we did consider it,
t he i npact woul d be on our deci sion on the construction
aut hori zati on request rather than anything directly on
t he DOE program

TI' M HARRI S: Correct.

CH P CAMERON: Correct.
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JANET ZELLER: |If NRCagrees with al ot of

t he organi zati ons across the country that i nmobi | i zati on
is abetter alternative, then you wouldn't allowthe
project to be authorized, the fuel factory project?

TI' M HARRI S: The environnental i npact
statenment | ooks at the environmental inpacts of the
proposed acti on and t he constructi on and operati ons and
al so alternatives and that conparisonis used inthe
deci si on maki ng process.

MARY OLSON. | have two questions, but first
| want to acknowl edge that they are about things you
haven't covered and say t hat what we have cover ed seened
pretty clear, and | appreciate the di al ogue t hat has been
going on and | know that we are focusing on the
construction and aut horization but, we are also in a
(i ndi scernible) process that | awgives the public at
| east sone understandi ng that all of the federal action
really in some way needs to be addressed under the
Nati onal Environnmental Policy Act. And there are two
parts of this prograns that | haven't heard howthey w ||
be addressed underneath NEPA. The first is, the second
hal f of thislie, where we see the operation safety and
eval uation report and the NRC |icensing decision on
operations, and yet our final EISis prior to even
begi nni ng t hat process; that's one questions. The second
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guestions i s when and howyou wi || have t he envi r onnent al
i npact statenent onthe environnental inpacts of MOX use
inreactors. Because the Departnent of Energy really
only wai ved t hat pl an to make soup, C amChowder and di d
not do anything el setothe reactor (indiscernible) on
thisregion. Nowwetrytobringintolicenserenewal
for the four MXreactors that are under contract and t he
| i censi ng board agreed with NRCthat there are al ot of
guesti ons about when and howt he environnmental inpact
statenent i s goi ng to happen and t hen your top brass said
wel |l we side with Duke we are not goi ng to do t hat now,
but they didn't tell us when and howit is going to
happen. So | don't knowt hat you have t he answer, but

that is my question.

CH P CAMERON: Two questions you got them

TIMHARRI S: Ckay. The first part of your
questi on was we are goi ng to consi der the operati onal
i mpacts i n our environnental inpact statenent to include,
construction inpacts and operational inpacts so --

MARY OLSON: You are not goi ng to change a
t hi ng?

CHI P CAMERON: We need to catch that on the
transcript.

TIMHARRI S: The second part of the question
isthat the scoping summry report states that we are
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goi ng t o consi der reactor use has anindirect i npact on
drafting our environnental inpact statenment. Thereis
al so goi ng t o be anot her opportunity or | egal revi ewt hat
wi || be prepared by the Nucl ear Regul atory Conmm ssion if
and when we do request an amendnent for thelicenseto
use t he proposed MOXfuel inareactor. Thelicenseis
requi red and as part of that --

MARY OLSON: Do you follow ne?

CHI P CAMERON: Do you want to tal k on, go
ahead

MARY OLSON: | failedto say tom naneis
Mary A son, and | amthe Director of the Sout heast Ofice
of Nucl ear I nformati on and Resource Service. M final
one comment. It would seemto ne that if you heard t hat
the El Snowis going to consider of all of the operations
prior to an operation safety eval uati on and report so
t hat just doesn't nmake sense to ne. They are just never
going to change athing. The other pieceof it is there
wi || be a NEPAreviewif Duke applies for use of MOX and
their reactors if Duke applies. So if Duke does not
apply does this EIS consider a MOX fuel factory
construction alternative scenarioinwhichthere are no
reactors to use the MOX? | mean we have been tol d t hat
MOX usage i n reactors fromt he hi ghest | evel of NRCi s
uncertain. Well it'struewe are goingtointervene on
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that |icensing process no matter what. But, you know,
what happens if you say they buildit and they will cone,
but if they buildit and they don't cone and there aren't
any reactors and so you just have a MOX fuel factory
produci ng MOX and nowhere to send it, which we see
periodically in Europe and then they scurry around to
find custoners and fake it. But you knowthisis areal
question, that we are beingtoldthat there may not be a
NEPA process because t here may not be use, then you have
a scenario, that's production, but no use.

CH P CAMERON: Mary are you suggesting -- |
t hi nk Ti mhas sonme answers for sone of that -- but | just
want to make sure t hat we know, are you suggesti ng t hat
an alternative that could be |ooked at in the
envi ronnent al i npact statenment is that there may be a
possibility that there may be no reactors who want to use
the fuel?

MARY OLSON: Correct.

CHI P CAMERON: COkay. | just wanted to nmake
sure that we are clear --

TIMHARRI S: -- we have to use i npacts of
technol ogy that's available at thistime inour draft of
our environmental inpact statenent, then we woul d revi ew
nore use inreactors -- application. And |1 thinkthat
anot her point that you were concerned about is, what
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happens if inthelicense applicationthings change and
we woul d | ook at that informationto seeif the -- before
we make a |icensing decisionto see if there are any
changes that would change the environnmental inpact
st at enent .

MARY OLSON: So that's a second |icensi

TIM HARRI' S:  Correct.

CHI P CAMERON: The i npl i cati on of what you
are saying, Tim isthat if there were changes t hat we
m ght consider preparing a supplenental EIS.

TIM HARRI S:  Correct.

CHI P CAMERON: Do you want to ask one nore?

MARY OLSON: Does the public have any
opportunity toinitiatethat, or does NRCstaff intheir
great wi sdom deem it appropriate?

TIMHARRIS: | think it is part of the
heari ng process, youw || certainly get an opportunity
for public intervention as part of the |icensing
application process.

CH P CAMERON: The public can always
suggest, feel free to suggest to the conm ssion and st af f
t hat sonet hi ng be done even if it is not part of any
formal process. Any other questions, coments.

Bl LL MAHOCD: | hear two versions of howit
turned out that Duke Power is the only conpany that is
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now participatinginthisideaof actually usi ng MOXf uel
to generate electricity. | understandthat originally
t here were 20 sone power conpani es approached about it
and that it boiled to a Virginia conpany and Duke. |
think that the Virgi ni a Conpany was ei t her dropped out or
el i m nated and the two versions that | hear about this
are, A, was t hat nobody but Duke woul d touchit with a
ten foot pole, and, B, that only Duke was qualifiedto
use the fuel. And possibly both of those things are
wrong, but that is what | have been hearing.
TIMHARRIS: | don't knowif | can answer
that. Al I knowis that originally therewas Virginia

Power and the Duke Energy reactors, one of them was

Surrey and the Virginia Power Conpany (indiscernible).

CH P CAMERON: Is there any further
i nformation t hat anybody el se on the staff can offer,
t hat woul dn't just be specul ation? Okay. Let's goto
hi s gentl eman back here. Yes sir. Please state your
name.

DENNI S SPRI NG. Dennis Spring. | amnot
affiliated with anyone. | amjust a citizen here in
Charlotte for 24 years and | have a fam |y here and |
woul d I i ke to keep us al | heal thy. The question | have
about the process hereis that under the public comrent
section, what canthe NRCdoto i nprove getting the word

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

24

out about these neetings and the opportunities to coment
because you rarely things about it inthe newspaper. It
wasn't intoday's paper or onthe six o' cl ock or el even
o' clock news. So | have a feelingthat nore peopl e woul d
be at these neetings and gi vi ng nore conments as | i sted
on the slide.

TIMHARRI S: That is why we are here.

DENNI SSPRING | neanis there noney inthe
budget for advertising?

TI' M HARRI S: We advertise in Sunday's
newspaper, we al soissued press rel eases. Wreliedto
sone extent on the environnmental groups tosolicit public
interest. If you have some suggestions, we woul d be
happy to hear howwe can better -- we realize that the
general public has, doesn't always read the Federal
Regi stry. Soif you have sone suggesti ons, we woul d be
happy to hear them

DENNI S SPRI NG Put it inthe paper onthe
day that it i s goingto happen. Onthe front page of the
paper onthe day that it i s goingto happen. Have it on
the six o' clock news on the night before. W all now
about the ball ganes, right? W al ways know when Monday
Ni ght Foot bal | ganmes are goi ng t o happen, because t hey
adverti se on Sunday.

TIM HARRI S:  Thank you.
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CHI P CAMERON: Thank you.

GREGG JOCOY: Thank you very much Chip. MW
nane i s G egg Jocoy, that's Gr-e-g-g J-o0-c-0-y, and |
here representing the York County G eens of York County,
South Carolina. | just want to nmake sure, Timthat |
under st and what was said. Thereis apossibility, no
mat t er how vague or small it may be, that the Nucl ear
Regul at ory Comm ssion wi || authorize the construction of
a pl an t o nmake pl ut oni umfuel w thout a destination for
t hat fuel, | ocked down and rock solid, before that plan
goes i nto operation. In other words, you guys nay say,
yes you can buildafacility that adm ts pl ut oni umand
urani umt oget her t o make pl ut oni umfuel, but we don't
knoww t h absol ute certainty that anyone i s goingto use
it. I would like to know if nmy understanding is
accurate, andif so, | would|liketo ask youafollowup
questi on.

TIMHARRIS: | thinkthat istrue, there are
some uncertainties with things, we are currently
eval uati ng what has been proposed. There are sone
contractual things that DOE has to do and sone ot hers
t hat have not occurred yet. So you are correct that
regard. But to the extent that we have provided the
envi ronnent al i npact of what i s proposed and what is

foreseen, we are doing that.
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GREGG JOCOY: kay, | guess ny next question

woul d be, just howstupid do you think we are t oo bel i eve
t hat the NRCwoul d aut hori ze t he construction of a pl ant
tocreate afuel that you don't have a narket for nmeans
that you are goingto be forcedto create a market for
t hat product after investing billions of dollarsinthe
project. So, | guess the question| would askis why are
we here?

TIMHARRIS: | think thereis a proposal at
hand t o have a mar ket. Duke Energy has di scussed with
t he Departnment of Energy the use of the fuels at the
Cat awba Pl ant and at the MGuire plant.

CHI P CAMERON: | believe you had a fol |l ow
up, then I will ask you a question |later. Are you
suggesti ng that the NRC shoul d not grant the i nspection
aut hori zation unless it had sone assurance that the
products are going to be used, is that what you are
sayi ng?

GREGJOCOY: | thinkit's the cart before
t he horse questionto acertainextent. It seens to be
that you create this product without a demand that is
al ready i n exi stence, that then forces youinto creating
a demand for it. Which nmeans that it is a self-
fulfilling prophecy and it beginsto mke me wonder if
thisis not acharade. If it is, et nme know, |I've got
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other things to do with nmy tine.

TIMHARRIS: | don't thinkit is acharade.

CHI P CAMERON:  Okay.

TIMHARRI S: And we' re happy that you' re
her e.

SHERRY LORENZ: M nane i s Sherry Lorenz and
tonight | amrepresenting the Fort MI| G tizen' s Action
Group and | amal so a nenmber of the Sierra Club; along
time menber of the SierraCub. | wouldliketochinmein
wi th the gentl eman who just |left the room | was | ooking
around when t he neeting started and | was surpri sed at
the thincrowd. That's usual. Charlotte has an al nost
one m |l ion popul ati on, and here we have j ust a handf ul
of people. | get thefeeling sonetines, andtell nmeif
| amw ong, that maybe Duke Power and t he NRCwoul d |'i ke
to keep these neetings the best kept secret in town.
Coul d that be a possibility?

TIMHARRI S: | woul d say no, that is not a
possibility. W are here tonight to hear your views
specifically on howi mobilization shoul d be consi dered
indraftingthe environnental i npact statenent. |f you
have some suggesti ons on howwe coul d a better job on
conducting the neetings and we wi Il |l be happy to hear
them But, we are not requiredto have this neeting, we
want to hear your views.
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CHI P CAMERON: W do t ake suggesti ons about

howto i nprove notice, for exanple. Soneone said we wil |
give you alist of conmunity organi zati ons and we wi ||
notify them W want as many peopl e who are i nterested
in the subject as possible.

TIMHARRI S: I n fact, Chip, we sent out an
invitation flyer to peopl e who attended the | ast neeti ng.
We probably sent out 100 invitations to peopletotry and
get themto cone out.

SHERRY LORENZ: | think that the radi owould
be wonderful. Wat about 107.9, The Bob and Sheri Show,
j ust about the wholetown listenstoit. | amsure you
can afford to adverti se on that channel and you wil |
reach alarge population. | talk to people about thisin
all wal ks of |ife and nobody has a clue. They have no
i dea what | amtal ki ng about. | amal so a nenber of
Toast Masters Club and t he speech | gave |l ast tinme, |
gave at the clubrecently just tosee howlongit was, a
Toast Masters speech i s supposed to be five to seven
m nutes, it turned out to be 10 m nutes, which was t oo
Il ong. In any case, Toast Masters has al arge group of
pr of essi onal s, nost of them are teachers, |awers,
doctors, and educated people. [In our group, we have
about 20 to 30 people in every neeting and not one of
them not one of them knew that this issue or any
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meeting or anything at all, and that is a problem

CH P CAMERON: W will begladto-- if you
giveus -- we are always trying toinprove notice, but we
will beginto, if you give us the nanmes of organi zati ons
we wi || send themnotice inadvancetime to peopl e who
care to cone to the neeting. Let me see if thereis
anyone el se who has questions or corments. Let's goto

t hi s gentl eman back here, then we wi | | cone back up here.

Yes sir.

W LSON HOPKI NS: My nanme i s W1 son Hopki ns
and |
wor k at Cat awba Nucl ear Station. | dowant tosaythis
nor ni ng t he publ i c broadcasti ng announced it; | heardit

about seven o' cl ock.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you.

Bl LL MAHOOD: | would just liketoconfirm
t he experience of the |l ady across the aisle that |I've
found tine and ti ne agai n that noti ce of these neetings
aren't until thelast mnute or sinply not enough notice
at all. 1 amconvinced that the NRC has faithfully
attenpted to put out press releases in tinme for the
publictoattend. If sonethingis happening hereinthe
Charlotte areatostoptheinformationfromgettingto
the publicandisit not gettingtothe public, thel ast
NRC neeting | attended | heard about it on tel evision

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

approximately 20 m nutes before the neeting happened.

CHI P CAMERON: Ckay. Well we are listening
to the comments that you are making and we w Il try to do
a better job and apparently the word gets out on sone
channel s soneti mes and we j ust need t o nake sure t hat we
do a --

TIMHARRI S: Cet the feedback formand t ake
t hat honme and i f you have sone suggesti ons and st at e what
you have. Thank you.

CH P CAMERON: (kay. Let's goto Dave Brown
and hear a little bit about the changes in the DOE
program Thank you very nuch, Tim

DAVE BROMN: Thanks Chip. | would just |ike
totakealittlebit of tine and sunmari ze t he changes to
t he DOE surplus plutoniumprogram \What | will be
talking to you about are the changes and the
envi ronnent al inpacts that were descri bed i n Duke COGENA
St one & Webster' s environnental report that they revised
inJuly. The first changes t hat we have di scussed, is
t he cancel | ati on of t he pl utoni umi nmobi | i zati on pl ant.
Thi s pl ant has been part of DOE' s, what they call the
hybri d approach. They were to i nmobilize some of the
pl utoniumand turntherest into MOXfuel. Asit was the
DOE has deci ded to cancel that programfor budgetary
reason, sol will get into howthat effects the NRC s
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environnental review resulting from the plutonium
(i ndiscernible) nowsubject tothe MXfacility. | want
to tal k about New Waste Solidification Building as
proposed by DOE to handle the |liquid waste fromtwo
pl ants that are associated wth themMOXfacility, the
MOX facility itself and the pit disassenbly and
conversionfacility. The pit di sassenbly and conver si on
facility will be designedto take (indiscernible) and
pl ut oni umand convert t hemto pl ut oni umoxi de powder and
t hen t he pl utoni umoxi de wi I | be absorbed i ntothe MOX
oxi de fuel facility. The programhad been set up t hat
about 8.4 netric tons of plutoni umwoul d have gone to t he
Pl ut oni uml mobi | i zati on plant. About 25.6 nmetric tons
woul d have gone tothe MOXfacility. There are fromthe
US Conf eder ati on Agreenment t hat was reached Sept enber
2000. O the 8.4 nmetric tons that woul d have gone to PIP
there are two tons that DEO have said woul d not be
suitable for use at the MOXfacility. Sowhat's left is
really 6.4 metric tons that would have gone to the
i mobi i zation as to the MOX. That's what we are
referringto Alternate Feedstock that this material coul d
conetothe MOXfacility fromother sources ot her than
t hrough the pit di sassenbly and conversion facility. The
consequence of having receivedthis material, the MOX
facility woul d have t o undergo sonme desi gn changes to
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accommodate. The other changes that | will tal k about is
t he NewWaste SolidificationBuilding. The purpose of
thisfacilityistotreat four Iiquidwaste streans from
two fromt he m xed oxi de fuel plant and two fromthe pit
di sassenbly and conversion facility. The Waste
Sol idification Buildingwouldbeat the pit disassenbly
and conversion facility. On the back of your handout
thereisasiteplanthat shows therelativelocations of
the two facilities. W' ve got these changes and now
let's ook at what the environnmental inpacts are
associatedwiththat. The DCSintheir Julyrevisionto
the environnmental report described that in order to
acconmodat e thi s al ternat e f eedst ock operati on pl ant t hey
need to add sonme steps to the process because the
al ternate feedstock has sonme inpuritiesinit. It wuld
require about 10 percent nore fl oor area, the alternate
feedstock has nore chlorideinit that woul d have to be
renoved. That process woul d generate chl ori ne gas t hat
woul d have emssiontothefacility. Al sothe processing
of alternate feedstock woul d change t he nature of the
waste it produces. For exanple, avolunme of |owl evel
liquidradioactive waste generated fromthe MOXfacility
woul d be about 60 percent hi gher than any additi onal
inpuritiesinthat waste, associ ated with processing
alternate feedstock. The MOXfacility al so generates a
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i quid highalphaactivity waste which neans t he waste
is generated frompurifying the plutoniumthat is sent to
the waste facility for disposal; that waste woul d contai n
silver. Silver isusedinthe MOXfacility a proposed
use to be used to hel p di ssol ve pl ut oni umoxi de, whichis
a step and t here woul d be nore vol une then as well. Wth
respect to the Environnental |Inpacts as described by DCS
of the Waste SolidificationBuilding. This buildingwas
part of it's process of receivingthe liquidwaste, wll
solidify that waste and transfer any waste, woul d be
prepared for shi pment tothe Waste I sol ation Pil ot Pl ant
in Mexico. Sothat we are | ooking at the capacity for
ways to i sol at e t he pl ant and how wast e gener at es t he MOX
i mpact. There are also two other waste treatnents
produced, one i s produced by the MOXfacility, and oneto
be produced by the pit disassenbly and conversion
facility and solidifiedas |owlevel waste t hat can be
di sposed of at the Savannah River Site, near the area
where we have a permanent | ow | evel waste site. DCS
| ooked at the constructionrel ated inpacts at the waste
solidificationbuilding'snewfacilityinit's proposal
t hey woul d | ook at, that sort of thing associatedw th
bui l ding a pl an. Al so operational inpacts. Things liKke,
we | ooked at air, liquid effluents, and radi oactive
exposure to workers. DCS al so | ooked at potenti al
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accidents that coul d occur at the waste solidification
bui | di ng t hat woul d have envi ronnental inpacts. At this
point, I will take any questions.

CHI P CAMERON: Thanks Dave. Are there
qguestions for Dave on possi bl e environnmental inplications
and what that mght nmean in terms of the NRC, the
envi ronnment al i npact.

GREGG JOCOY: Just one real qui cky questi on.
Can you descri be for us what this waste solidification
process is. | have read about plants that pour concrete

intoradioactiveliquidandleaveit in South Carolina

for perpetuity. |Is that what you are tal king about?

DAVE BROWN: For the low level liquid
radi oactive wast e t hat has been processed, the process
woul d be to use cenment, solidify it and be di sposed of
ei ther at the Savannah Ri ver Site or anot her appropriate
| ow | evel waste site.

CHI P CAMERON: Thanks for your questi on.
Ot her questions on changes? Mary?

MARY OLSON: The first question is what
happens to the two tons that was going to go the
i nmobi |'i zation and i s not consi dered part of the MOX
program

DAVE BROWN: At this point, | amnot aware
t hat t he Departnent of Energy has deci ded what to dow th
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t hose two tons.

MARY OLSON: But they are out of NRC s
authority?

DAVE BROWN:  Yes. It woul d be out of our
authority. They would not be coming to the site.

MARY OLSON: Ckay. So the NRConly | ooks at
t he m xed oxi de fuel plant interns of the operation. 1Is
that right?

DAVE BROWN: W do |look at the
transportation of plutoniumthat woul d be com ng for the
pur pose of the MOX fuel ; there woul d be consi derati on for
t hat .

MARY OLSON: Okay. Do you |l ook at the Pit
D sassenbl y and Conversion Facility, |ike for instance,
have they built that yet?

DAVE BROMN: No, they haven't build that
yet. But, yes we are considering it.

MARY OLSON: Inthat -- I"msorry. Sothe
waste solidificationbuildingis apart of that, right?
The Pit D sassenbly Conversi on and Wast e Sol i dification
Bui | di ng?

DAVE BROWN: Yes, they are all onthe sane
site. The purpose of the waste solidification building
is to treat waste from the Pit Disassenbly and
Conversation Facility and the MOX

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

36
MARY OLSON: My | ast question, | will put

t wo t oget her here, does DOE have to do an envi ronmnent al
i npact statenent onthe Pit D sassenbly or on the Waste
Solidification, and | heard t hrough t he grapevi ne t hat
t he anount of high al pha activity waste that you are
nment i oni ng, just the anerici umal ong woul d nmake soret hi ng
i ke 30 billion snoke detectors as sort of ayard stick
and that is ahell of alot of anericium So like, you
are kind of consideringit inyour EISbut | mean, does
DCE have to do an EI'S too?

DAVE BROMWN: At this point, we are focusi ng
on the scope of the EIS -- you know, that where we
consi der inpacts of the Pit D sassenbly and Conver si on
Facility. Your comment toregardtothe anount of snoke
detectors, yes thereis alarge nunber, the amount of
americium(indiscernible) proposedto processislike
80, 000 curries.

CH P CAMERON: Just a couple of
clarifications. | may not understand this, but there was
no DCE planto turn the americi umi nto snoke det ectors.
This is just an exanple. | don't want people to think
that that's what's going on. But in terns of the DOE
environnment al i npact responsibilities, we did hear | ast
ni ght that there was a Departnment of Energy Federal
Regi ster noticeinterns of environnental reviews -- |
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mean Dave, or can anyone fromthe NRC gi ve Mary sone
i nformation on that.

DAVE BROWN: | think the Departnent of
Energy's has early this year decided to cancel the
pl ut oni umi nmobi I'i zation plant. 1t has al soissued a
record of decisionto cover to address that. That record
of decision was issued in April 19, 2002.

MARY OLSON: DCE has just issued a noti ce of
intent to (indiscernible) the process on nmaki ng new
pl utoniumpits. Tal king about and getting rid of the
pl utoni umpits, nowthey are goi ng t o nake sonme new ones.
| understand that are considering | ots of different
sites, but Savannah River Siteis one of the site being
consi der ed. So what happens if they use the Pit
D sassenbl y and Conversion Facility to generate pl ut oni um
oxi de for weapons as well as MOX? Wat is NRC-- howare
you all going to handl e that interns of NEPA, regul atory
authority, material s?. Wrking w th DOE and havi ng cl ear
| i nes of communi cation, | nean as far as | have heard you
don't even have a MRU. So what if it is dual purpose
facility needing two factories?

DAVE BROMN: | f | understand your questi on,
there's no proposal for use at this facility for uses
likethat. We are aware that DOEwi ||, | think, start
the building process on the proposal for a pit
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manufacturing facility, but at thistine, we don't have

any information that would change the scope of our

environnmental review there's been no decision on that|.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you Dave. Are there
guestions on this? Yes sir.

ROCKY EVANS: "' m Rocky Evans. The
guestion | haveis TRUwaste, what is that? That is one
question. The secondis, what is|lowlevel waste? Wat
exactly is that and what is the ramfication in the
envi ronnment ?

TIMHARRIS: | will do ny best to answer.
The first question TRUstands for trans urani umwaste,
and that's --

MARY OLSON: Heavier than uranium

TI M HARRI S: -- heavier that wuranium
Thanks, Mary. It istypically (indiscernible). It is
general | y nor e hazardous than (i ndiscernible). As far as
the specific question about environnental --

CHI P CAMERON: What are t he environnent al
i npacts of | owl evel waste and what exactly is |owl evel
waste. |s that what your question is?

ROCKY EVANS: What exactly is |low | evel
waste, is it radioactive or is it --

DAVE BROMN: Low |l evel waste is radi oactive
mat eri al, that becanme noderately contam nated or i n sone
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cases, highly contam nated material. It ranges from
protective clothing, |iketyvex that peopl e use that are
contam nat ed t hat peopl e are t hrowi ng away as radi oacti ve
trash. Lowlevel wasteis alsothings |ike heat resins,

can be hi ghly radi oactive. Sothe spectrumof |owl evel

waste is quitelarge. Things that not very radi oactive
tothings that |ike heat resins that are radi oacti ve.

There are procedures and policies of the regul ati ons on
how to di spose of that material safely.

CHI P CAMERON: | think we have a fol | owup.

ROCKY EVANS: One nore question. Youtake
the 6.4 tons of plutoniumto the plant, the MOX. |
guess, hownuch waste wi || there be produced fromthe --

DAVE BROWN: How much of the waste is
attributabletothat alternative feedstock, is that your
guestion?

ROCKY EVANS: | guess what | amtryingis
you aretryingtoget ridof 6.4 tons of plutonium How
much waste inthis TRUlowl evel is |eft over or created
or -- I"'mnot sure what I"'mtrying to ask, do you
under stand what | amtrying to ask.

DAVE BROMN: Let ne seeif | can understand
your question. | don't have the answer, | sinply don't
know what the volunmes are or --

MARY OLSON: Go back one slide.
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DAVE BROAN: What |'ve gi ven you i s ki nd of

arelative of nunbers here, hownuch nore t han what was
proposed before, but in terms of gallons --

CHI P CAMERON: |s t hat because the -- that
is a detail that we don't have with us or that is a
detail that no one knows how nuch waste i s goi ng to be
reduced either in volunme or curries or whatever?

DAVE BROMN: W have the i nformati on, but |
don't have it right in front of me --

UNI DENTI FI ED: It keeps goi ng up.

CHI P CAMERON: W do need t o get you on t he
transcript if you want to nmake a remark.

JANET ZELLER: | just wanted to say that
what ever effort is nade to t he anmount of wasteis sitting
down there, you know, by next week is going to be
greater, because it keeps going upingeonetrical and so
you know at sonme poi nt we are going to have to have a
real answer.

CH P CAMERON: Let's gotothis gentlenen
over here.

WALLACE EVANS: (Due to the public address
systemand M. Evan's | ocationinthe audi ence many of
his cooments were indi scernible.) |1'mWall ace Evans, the
father of this fellowhere. The thingthat | think ought
to happenis that we burnit up. Because of that | would
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like to bring up sone points here. This is a nuch
greater thing than just the part of Duke Energy. It goes
i nt o howmuch uraniumwe will use, howare we goingto
use it what we (discernable) electricity, all those
things. I'll tell you howtodoit. First, yougoin
and take al | of your (indiscernible) energy of breather
reactors and | et breather reactors burn up all of your
nucl ear waste. That shoul d satisfy these peopl e over
her e about nucl ear waste, you woul d just go t hrough t he
pl utoniumand burn it all up, and you elide put out
not hing. The only thingis produces it nakes heat. So
you burn all of that stuff up and (indiscernible) and
once you get that done you take this electricity that
puts out |ow heat or waste -- or |ow gases
(i ndi scerni ble) or coal, or gas anything -- you t ake t hat
and make hydr ogen and you nake hydrogen with fuel cells,
and these fuel cells will make hydrogen out of
electricity -- | mean oxygen -- and you t ake t he hydr ogen
and use it in various ways in fuel cells that burns
oxygen (i ndi scerni bl e) hydrogen. Usethat incars, any
ki nd of transportation, airplanes -- |1 couldgointothis
indetail withyouonhowit goes but |I've taken ny tine
(i ndiscernible). But once you get all of that done
you' re putting out not hing but water funes. No nore of
t hi s stinky stuff and no nore noi se (i ndi scernible). You
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put everything (indiscernible) and t hat ought to satisfy
this group over here. It's not waste. Oxygen can be
used for various things. You can put the oxygen into
rivers and | akes and al | the pl aces (indiscernible). You
can go down to New Ol eans and put it out intothe ocean
there. (Indiscernible) littlecritters that down there
that live off the runoff from the fertilizers
(indiscernible) and they can|live of f of seven tenths of
(indiscernible) so (indiscernible) oxygen in
(i ndiscernible) 100 m | es and 140 m | es (i ndi scerni bl e)
Gul f Coast that have no fish in it (indiscernible).
Vel |, anyway, you canthisin sewage plants to get rid of
the snell and (i ndi scerni ble) and nake it work better.
| could goonwththis for an hour if you want ne to,
but 1'1'l (indiscernible) but all this people are talking
about shoul dn't be. (Indiscernible) use any excuse t hey
can to get out of using nucl ear power, but soneday we'l |
pay for it.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you. Thank you sir.
You have certainly giventhe NRCsone alternatives to
t hi nk about i n the environnental inpact statement. Thank
you very nuch for that. Are there any ot her gquesti ons on
the DOE, the changes in the DOE program and the
envi ronnment al inplications before we get into sone of the
publ i c comment and | thi nk we have al ready sort of gotten
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intothat with those ideas. Anybody el se? Ckay, Mary
you have anot her questi on here. Then | amgoi ng to ask
Timto cone up and franme those two questions.

MARY OLSON: Bot h t he wast e i sol ati on power
pl ant and this (indiscernible) supposedly gotteninto
wast e after the radi ati on of MOX fuel | eaking potentially
(i ndi scernible) as possible sites -- but both of those
sites have certai n natures and processes and definitions
of ways and i npacts on transportati on, we know agreenent s
have been wor ked out on -- and wi || be wor ked out so ny
gquestion is is whether the process in terns of those
assunptions where this waste will go.

DAVE BROMAN: At this point, thetwo things
that we are goingtolook at are as those -- the bulletin
up there -- deposal and what | nean by that are as
foll ows. Wuldthe DCS produce nore waste wouldit goto
t he waste i sol ation pilot plant woul d be consideredin

t he envi ronnment al i npact statenents. Wthregardtothe

transportation disposal, yes, the radium and MOX fuel.

CH P CAMERON: Thank you, Dave. Tim do you
just want to frame the two questions as just sort of the
|l ead into the public comrent, we are goingto start out
with Sherry Lorenz, our first speaker.

TI' M HARRI S: Sure Chip, thanks. As |
menti oned i n the begi nni ng, what we are hear tonight to
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tal k about are alternatives inour environnental inpact
st at enent and howt he changes i n t he Depart nent of Energy
m ght affect their considering various alternatives.
Agai n, the two questi ons were howshoul d we consi der t he
i mrobi |1 zati on of pl utoni umi nstead of using the proposed
MOX facilities since w have cancel | ed t hat program does
the public still want us to consider that alternative.
The next question is whether or not there are any
addi tional alternatives that weren't identifiedthelast
time during scoping. Sone things for us tothink about.
Agai n, we are going to hear your coments today, this
evening, i f you want to go hone and wite sone conments,
we wi I | accept themuntil Septenber 30. Thank you for
taking your tine to cone.

CH P CAMERON. Tim just to rmake sure people

under st and what no action alternativeis canyou give a

little explanation of what a no action alternative i

TIMHARRI S: Basi cal ly, the environnent al
I npact statenent is a proposed action, the proposed
action is the construction of the m xed oxi de fuel
fabricationfacility. The National Environnmental Policy
Act says you have to | ook at alternatives, as the bare
m ni nrumyou have to | ook at the no action alternative, in
this caseit would be not tolicensethefacility. So
one of the no action alternatives that we descri bed
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earlier we were talking the alternatives to conti nue
storage of the plutoniumafter recycling, and anot her no
actionalternative NRCwould not licenseafacility, what
woul d happen i s anot her no action al ternative brought by
the publicis noimuobilizing. Sothe questionis how
t he publics want us to consider that.

CHI P CAMERON: Okay, thank you very nuch.
Sherry would you like to cone up and join us.

SHERRY LORENZ: My question i s NRC sayi ng
they're only going to consider a total of two
al ternatives. No action and MOX and t he questi on i s what
shoul d that no action be? Isthere apossibility of nore
than two alternatives being considered?

TIMHARRI S: | think the answer is yes. |
think that i s what the second questionis. Are there
t hings that weren't identified during scopi ng because of
t he changes that you think we should consider.

SHERRY LORENZ: Wbul d you consi der nore t han
one al ternative?

TIMHARRIS: Yes. Right now --

SHERRY LORENZ: | amtrying to understand
why t her e woul d only be two scenari os, whet her you're
considering the possibility of nore than two scenari os.

TIMHARRI S: Wien we di d t he scopi ng process

whi ch | described, there was actually three alternatives
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that were identified. Those were summarized in the
scopi ng sem nar. They were proposed acti on, no action
and conti nued storage, and no actionat all. Soitis--
if we didn't anything right now, we could draft the
envi ronnental inpact statenent and consider three
alternatives. So the question is should we still
considerationinmobilizationas analterative and are
t her e ot her t hings because of changesinthe DOE-- so it
is a possibility.

CH P CAMERON: Thank you very nuch, Tim
Let's go to Janet.

JANET ZELLER: Thank you, and | appreci ate
t he opportunity to speak tonight. M nane is Janet
Zeller I amthe executive director of the Bl ue Ri dge
Envi ronment al Def ense League. W have four officesin
North Carolina, including Charlotte, and al so a new
office in Augusta, Georgia, right across fromthe
Savannah Ri ver Site and an officein Aiken. | want to
provi de sone critique tonight onthe environnental report
as revised. First of all, the environnmental report does
not adequately eval uate the adverse health i npacts from
t he pl utoni umfuel factory. Everyone knows t hat hi gh
anount s of radi ati on causes cancer, that is generally
expected as true by everybody. But, one of the things
that i s consistently underesti mated, by Duke COGEMA,
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St one and Webst er, by t he Depart nent of Energy and by t he
Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssionis the affects of | owdose
radi ati on and t hose cancer and ot her heal th i npacts. |

think that inlight of recent huge studi es, done by Dr.

John Gofman that there needs to be a conplete
reeval uation of healthinpacts of fuel factories. Let e
explainthisalittlebit. In1999, Dr. Gof man rel eased
a study that was -- it was 1940-1990 it enconpassed al |
of thenortality across the whole nation, Dr. Gofrmanis
not only a nedi cal doctor heis the hol der of two patents
for the renmoval of plutoniumfromirradi ated fuel, so he
is an expect at nuclear chem stry in additionto be a
medi cal doctor. But his conclusionisthat high anounts
of radiationis the leading cause of heart di sease in
this country and el sewhere, and there is absolute
eval uation of the health inpact of heart di sease, there
is away underestimation of the cancer inpact in the
environmental report. If youread the environnmental

report carefully, you see an anazi ng adm ssi on by t he
Duke COGEMA St one and Webster, they do admt that the
overal | dose of -- fromthe newpl utoniumfuel factory,
i f this happens, coul d be an i ncrease of 2.6 percent in
death to the public and they call that small, but they
conpare it toall of the radi ol ogi cal inpacts of the huge
Savannah Ri ver Site. So our point is 2.6 percent of a
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| arge nunber is alarge nunber and sothisis not either
small, it's certainly not reasonabl e or acceptable. So
| ook at it again NRC. | want to say al so that especially
t hi s whol e busi ness t hat that rmuch addi ti onal exposure at
9.98 person for transport, that these things are
justified by the weapons reducti on conponent by t he non-
proliferation of nucl ear weapons -- and of course, when
Duke first out wwth this whol e ideainthe newspaper and
TV here, they were using the term "swords i nto pl ow
shares”. Well in May of this year the Departnent of
Ener gy announced that they were going to go back to
pl utoni umpit reduction and on Sept enber 13, 2002, j ust
very recently, theyidentifiedthis Savannah River Site
as apotential sitefor that plutoniumpit reduction. So
any perceived benefit of this facility and conparing a
smal | acceptable 2.6 percent increase in dose, | nmean
that just doesn't make sense because you are not
conparing anything. Thereis no benefit at all anynore
to the plutoniumfuel factory. So that whol et hing needs
to be | ooked again. | didwant to say that there was a
real |y poor jobinthe environnental report of eval uating
the current situation, the current heal th of the peopl e
i n Al ken and Barnwel | County. Both counties have hi gher
nortality rates than the average in South Carolina. In
fact, Barnwel | County -- and t hese are the two counti es
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that arewithinalOmles radius -- inBarnwell County
it is 9.8 percent greater than the average in South
Carolina. So people aredyinglikefliesinBarnwell and
Ai ken al ready, and so to assune t hat t he Savannah Ri ver
Siteandit's radiological effects are not part of that
pictureis pretty naive, | think. So |l do want to say
that | amsubmtting sone stuff on heart di sease i nthese
two counties. Heart disease is the | eadi ng cause of
deat h, and cancer i s the second one, and in fact i n Al ken
County heart di sease kills nore peopl e annual ly that
pneunoni a, Al zhei mer's, stroke, accidents, and anyt hi ng
else. Sofinally, wereally would |liketo have atrue
heal t h eval uati on i nthe environnental reviewprocess.
Of all of the options that are on the tabl e now, which
i mmobi lizationis unfortunately is not one, we certainly
support the no action alternative. Just doesn't nmake any
sense Wit h no pi ece di vi dend, no swords i nto pl owshar es,
to expose nore people in counties that are already
suffering fromheart di sease and cancer, the two | eadi ng
effects of radiation.

CH P CAMERON:  Thank you Janet. Mary A son.

MARY OLSON:. My nane is Mary A son, and | am
the director of the Southeast Office of Nuclear
| nformati on and Resource Service. W are anationally
based organi zati on wi t h headquarters i n Washi ngt on, DC
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and nowbeing ableto affiliatewithinformation service
on energy. | nust say that these neetings cone at quite
a good nmonment. There's just been two nont hs ago of
pl utoni um fuel being rejected by Japan because the
documents were fal sified as to whether it had qualify
i nspection or not. The Japanese are very neticul ous
people, they caught this fiction that they never
expected, they refusedtousethis MOXfuel andit has
spent two nont hs on the high seas. It was challengedin
many ports, many countriesto haveit intheir waters,
and it just about back in Britainin British nuclear
fuels. Is strugglingas aBritishenergy for any ki nd of
financial stability because nobody wants MOX fuel , t hey
are only using it becone their own governnents are naki ng
t he fuel at plutoniumreactors in France and Bel gi umand
pl aces li ke that. So, we're tal ki ng about somet hi ng t hat
really is aworldperspective, is sonethingthat should
not be growi ng, as amatter of fact it shoul d be cut back
and shoul d be st opped nowwhen it conmes to the United
States. | want torespond directly to the questions that
t he NRC has rai sed and appr eci ate t he addi ti onal neetings
t hat are being held for the publicto give commentsto
t hese questions, | thinkit isveryinmportant. 1| also
want to support all of the coments that were just made
by Janet Zeller, whois wth the Bl ue R dge Envi r onnent al
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Def ense League; very vital. But beforel dothat, | want
to say that t he Nucl ear Regul at ory Comm ssi on nust ensure
that thereis afull | egal process onthe use of MOX fuel
in the nuclear reactors in this community. W were
rej ected during the consideration of |icenserenewal but
the atom c state |icensing board agreed with us that
there are a |l ot of questions that have to do with the
i npact of MOX fuel on that |icensing renewal and the
i npact of these reactors on MOXfuel use. There are no
guar ant ees, what soever, that the | egal process is going
t o happen unl ess the public demands it and even then
t here are | oophol es that the NRCmay utilize againto
push away t hese questi ons because they go strai ght tothe
heart of the matter which is the question of these
reactors, their safety and t he i npact on t he heal t h of
this community. Plutonium even the Departnent of Energy
has acknow edged i s far nore deadly that urani umand | am
going to conme back to that point. But why are our tax
dol I ars bei ng used t o even consi der nmaki ng t hese reactors
nor e dangerous. So, yes, the no action alternative nust
be consi dered. Keeping the plutoniumwhereit isright
now sparing the communities on transport routes,
i ncl udi ng ny own communi ty of Asheville, North Carolina,
wher e pl ut oni umshi pments are com ng to al ready from
Col orado, Atlanta, Augusta, and all of the cities in
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bet ween, sparing themthe possibility of aterrorist
attack or other accident that would happen to the
shi pments. No acti ons nmust be considered. And | al so
endor se t he consi deration of the i nmobilization, but I

urge the NRC at this point, to break free fromDCE' s
previ ous scenarios and i nstead to do a ref erence scenari o
because nore and nore of the comunities that are hosting
t he pl ut oni umnow ar e advocating that it not be noved.
Soif it isgoingto beimobilizedlet's consider an
i rmobi | i zati on scenario that woul dn't necessarily have to
be the Savannah River Site. In the spectrum of
al ternatives that nust be considered, | nmentioned we
shoul d | ook at what MOX has produced and know i f the
reactor actually usesit. Weweretoldbythetoplevels
of the Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssionthat it is not clear
t hat Duke Energy i s goingto MOXfuel. Okay, it is not
clear, what if nobody usesit. WelIl, Frank Bar henl et
(phonetic) of Princeton and ot hers that have advocat ed
bui |l di ng a MOX fuel factory for exactly that purpose,
t hey prospect MOX. And use that ininmobilization, why
not consider that. Then another set of alternatives I

want to bring up | already nmentioned i n questi on and
answer, the Departnent of Energy has decl ared t hat t hey
are goingto start turning plutoni umoxideintonewpits,

new guts for newbonbs I' msure t he many usabl e tacti cal
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use and t he bunker buster bonbs and t he bonbs i n space
and al | those bonbs t hat everyone seens tothink are a
good i dea now, we' ve been cat egorically opposedin any
production of these bonbs, but the fact is that NRCwil |

doit andthelongrunpictureis where arethey goingto
get pl utoni umoxi de to nake t hose bonbs. |f MOX becones
sinply the wast e di sposal alternative for newl evel s of
producti on, doesn't the NRC have a responsibility to
consider all of the environnental inpacts of newnucl ear
weapons production. | haveto say that | feel sorry, I

feel sorry for every singleindividual, including some of
my est eened col | eagues who have been i nvol ved i n the
pl ut oni umdi sposi ti on program because | think that every
singl el ast one of themincluding NGO s, and Duke and
even NRC have been patsies. Patsies to career bonb
maker s who want ed t o make bonbs al | al ong, but coul dn't
have ni ce di nner conversation about maki ng new bonbs
during the Cinton adm ni stration, soyou hadto start
t al ki ng about to purifying fuel oxide for MOX. And plain
and sinplethat is all they wanted. So good | uck Duke in
keepi ng your tax dol |l ars for MOX because we are going to
fight you every step of the way. The next little
comment, then | will be done in just a nonent, is the
timng of this nmeeting again. The question of increasing
the | et hal destructive capacity of reactors inthe event
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of either an accident or, heaven forbid, a malicious act
to di srupt them We have beentoldthat MOXis swords
i nto plowshares, but this past week, European press ran
excerpts of aninterviewfromA Qaeda operatives stating
that in fact US nuclear reactors were the original
t argets consi dered and t hat pl an has si nply been t abl ed
for now. | amnot goingtotake thetoreadthe excerpts
fromthis short account of what an acci dent or an attack
woul d be |'i ke, but it is onthe back tabl e out there and
it needs to be added for therecord because it is avery
graphi c account and | think peopl e deserve to knowt hat
itisnot prettyif youhit areactor with an airpl ane or
even t he conventi onal bonb or even a bi ol ogi cal attack
t hat woul d be t he popul ationto their kneesin ashort
period of tine. So, or even an attack on the gri d near by
a station blackout is not apretty picture. So the point
hereis sinply this, every singleindividual -- and |

appl aud t he NRC hi ring guys who are actually excited
about this programandit isreally funto cone tothese
nmeet i ngs because they are still excited about it and t hey
want to do a good job. However, there is a personal

responsi bl e i ssue fromeverybody i n consi deri ng t hat we
are tal ki ng about maki ng not swords i nto pl owshares, but
dirty bonmbs pointed at ourselves already in this
community twi ce as deadly i f we put plutoniuminthere
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and why are we even considering this programat all.

Thank you.

CHI P CAMERON: Pl ease submt that for the
record.

MARY OLSON. These two articles. Thank you.

CHI P CAMERON: Sherry, you want to cone on
up?

SHERRY LORENZ: My nane i s Sherry Lorenz and
| represent the Fort MI| Gtizen' s Action G oup and al so
the Sierra Club. | amsitting herelisteninginthis
ni ce air conditi oned roomand every thing | ooks so cl ean
and bright. We arecivilized people aren't we. Then
t hese gentlenmen sit here in nice clothes with this
conputer and this -- whatever youcall it -- slidething.
Techni cal talk, things |ike environnmental inpact, new
waste solidificationbuilding, liquidlowlevel waste,
liquid high alpha activity waste, beautiful smart
technical words. A lot of the | ay people don't even
understand this. It is your job and you have to say
sonet hing. Accidental rel eases to the environnent, no
action alternative, sounds sointelligent. Really, you
shoul d read no nore pl ut oni um no nore urani um no nore
poi sons, no nore unnecessary m sery and ail nents, no
action alternative. What inthe world does t hat nean.
These are just fancy words. These peopl e spend a | ot of
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t hi nki ng up, making themup. The true definition of
these words is all of what is goingoninthe plutonium
and urani umissueisinsanity, pureinsanity. You can
choose t he nost fancy words and have t he best conputer,
t he ni cest group, the best suits on, andit all anpbunts
to one thing only, we are tal ki ng about poi sons t hat
kill, give peopl e cancer and what not, and t hey want to
sell ittouslikethisagreat thing. Wew || take care
of it, bad things won't happen. That is not the truth.
One day we wi | | have an accident andtheir famlies and
my fam lies their childrenand my childrenw Il cry and
get sick. What then? Dol knock on their door and ask
for hel p for nmedi cati ons and doctors to stay alive, no.
| don't even knowwhere they live. So, all | have to say
istonight issinple, all this fancy jargon andtal ki ng
is not getting us anywhere. Let's just speak sinply
instead. Let's stoptheinsanity. You knowas | know,
we al I knowt hat t hese poi sons, what ever they are cal l ed,
are getting us nowhere. They are just bringing us msery
and death. Thank you very nuch.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you Sherry. Next we
are going to going to Peter Sipp here.

PETER SI PP: First | want to thank the NRC
staff for |eaving things open to be discussed and
i steni ngto what we have to say. Qur chance to say what
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isreallyinportant tous neans alot. Sol want to ask
Chip -- | want to ask Tim a questi on.

CH P CAMERON: You want to use your tine --

PETER SIPP: Well, it's an easy one.

CH P CAMERON Wth theimobilizationwould
t hat be possibly 100 percent of the plutoniumor 6.
sonething tons, if you go back to immobilizing?

TIM HARRI S: If we talk about the
gquantities, the current proposal isfor 34 mlliontons.
So the immobilization alternative anal yzed the sane
anount that we used for MOX fuel.

PETER SI PP: So, okay, thank you. So now
that I knowthat, | would love to -- | would really
consi der going to work for because thereis nojobs and
| ess waste. Isthereany -- over 40 m I lions of liquid
wast e t hat passes through the US now t hreatening the
wat er table. The water tableis not small. It goes all
t he way under neat h Georgiainto Al abama, it i s huge, and
if that gets spoiled, we areintrouble. So, | want to
you to pl ease consi der i mmobi | i zi ng, because | have a
consci ence. | want to comment to that gentl eman over
here that tal ks about howwe shoul d use t he waste. Well,
there's a ship in -- that's parked in the nud in
Charl eston, South Carolina, and the name of it is the NS
Savannah. [t was comm ssioned i n 1959 and decomm ssi oned
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in 1971 and it was deconm ssi oned because accordingto
t he (i ndiscernible) of Nati onal Action and Def ense code
it couldn't conpetewththeoil price, it costs to nuch
to operate; that is why thereis only one ever built.

So, nucl ear power just costs too nuchto operate, it is
that sinple. If the Bush Adm nistration hasit's way
wi t h nore nucl ear reactors by 2010, okay, after those
reactions die, then 2070 are you goi ng to have nore?
There's goi ng to be so nuch scrap buyi ng and so nuch of

that, where is it going to be put? The United States
what are we going to do with all of it -- the
deconm ssioned stuff. Wuere'sit goingtogo? Sol can
under st and why Duke wants to use this MOX because it is
noney in their pocket. So that when these people
retires, they can get dividends every nonth. That's out
of your's and ny pocket. It's not okay. You can't point

-- when t he st eanboat caboose was driving the trains,

t hen t he di esel | oconotives canme al ong -- boom Steam
| oconoti ves stopped; it was over. There was no subsi di es
for peopl e that worked to mai ntai nthemand nmake parts
for themand thenit was over, period. That is the way
nucl ear power needs to be. It needto be over, peri od.

It coststonuchto operate, we needto get totheidea
of i mobilizing because it isjust wong. Thank you very

much.
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CHI P CAMERON: Thank you Peter. Let's goto

G egg.

GREGG JOCOY: | want to start of by
basi cal | y endorsi ng that Pete said. Each and every one
of you guys did haveto |l eave your famlies and fly here
or drive hereto bring us your listeningears, andthere
i's sone appreciationfor that, it is very sincere and
very heartfelt. But | alsoas | preparetoreadthis
statenment | want you to understand when | say t he t hi ngs
that | am about to say they're directed at what |
consider to be a nonster, okay. We start from
fundanmental |y di fferent perspectives on the whol e concept
of nucl ear energy. Sowith that in mnd, here are ny
comments. My nane is Gregg Jocoy. | amhere today to
represent the York County Greens. Unlike nmany of the
ot hers who are here today we are not experts in nucl ear
i ssues. W are |l earni ng day by day, website by website
e-mail by e-mail what is going oninthe nuclear industry
i n York County and Ai ken areas and we are appall ed at
what we find.

The idea that Duke Energy, which has been
inplicatedinthe fl eecing of Californiarate and tax
payers | ast summer, woul d be gi ven the responsibility to
undert ake such a programis problematic. W are further
outraged at t he NRCwoul d t ake seriously the proposition
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t hat we shoul d choose power generators so cl ose to our
homes and use themin this risky experinment. To add
insult toinjury, the federal governnent isusingthis
pl utonium fuel process to line the pockets of
identifiablecorporationsinthe process. Not only Duke
but the fiscally chall enged St one and Webster and t he
French concern with t he dubi ous record of conpliance
COGEMA, are al so questionabl e as partners insuch arisky
enterprise.

There is clear evidence that aterrorist attack or
accident that resulted in a rel ease at one of these
plants would be twice as harnful as the current
situation. While we woul d prefer the cl osi ng of each of
t hese and all other nucl ear power station around the
pl anet, as soon as it can be safely acconplished, we
thinkit is particularly aggrevious that our taxpayer
money Wi | | be used to put our famlies and communities in
harm s way. As | said before, we are not experts, but
average citizens trying to |l ookout for our communiti es.
We are not blindtothe fact that Dukeis involvedinthe
devel opnent in the | and al ong the | akes to host their
power plants. The fact that | ocal governnents have no
effective way to enpty this area in the event of a
rel ease neans that there i s no excuse for the conti nued
oper ati on.
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How dar e you use our taxpayers dollars to dothis.
These power plants are i ce cool ed and are unsafe wit h any
fuel. Howdare youtell our peoplethat we are not goi ng
to get an effective evacuati on system that we are not
goi ng to get hi gher security such as encapsul ati on of
waste material. That we are not goingto get full val ue
for our famlies inthe event of an acci dent. That we
are not goi ng to get any consi deration of i nmobilization
and per manent renoval of plutoni umfromthe bi osphere,
but we have to pay you guys to boot?

We bel i eve t hat the peopl e of York County and t he
peopl e of the Al ken are bei ng put in danger to nake
profits for Duke COGEMA St one and Webster, their top
executives and the top sharehol ders. Wethinkthat it is
obscene that these conpani es woul d do this to us and
bel i eve that t he peopl e of the areas affected are waki ng
to the dangers we are being asked to bare, and to the
| ack of benefits to anyone but t he conpani es t hat stand
to make undeserved profits.

This is a bad pl an and shoul d be st opped. There
is noway that a serious exam nation of nucl ear power as
a concept will stand upto scrutiny. Sincetheidea of
splitting of atonms to boil water is so stupidonit's
face, it isdifficult to find common ground with the
pl ut oni umfuel project. Thereis pretty nmuch nothing
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t hat t he conpani es i nvol ved nor t he NRC can say whi ch
woul d be li kely to persuade to the York County Greens
t hat a nucl ear power plant is a goodidea, nmuch | ess one
that will be expected to use a fuel that it is not
desi gned to use.

Finally, the Green party is founded on ten key
val ues. One of those key values is peace and non-
vi ol ence. The Augusta Chroni cl e has published an article
i n which an i ndustry spokesperson announced t hat t here
wer e pl ans bei ng made whi ch m ght bring a plant tothe
Savannah River Sitetofill plutoniumpits. Thesepits
represent another step to the rearmng of the United
states with a newgenerati on of unholy nucl ear weapons.

Agai n, how dare you put our communities, our
fam |ies in danger, by nmaking our state the heart of
nucl ear weapons i ndustry. Do you think we don't realize
t hat not hi ng good can cone fromour bei ng the nerchants
of war. Your plans toturn our peopleintocogsinthe
mlitary industrial conplex whichisrejected by anti -
gl obal i zation and | abor activists are an affront to
everyt hing we bel i eve the United States shoul d represent.
Again, for this, you want our tax doll ars.

Let's be cl ear, we want nucl ear power pl ants
shut down, we want newsources of el ectric generationto
be funded. W want resources made avail abl e so aver age
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people can prepare for a tinme when the cost of
electricity better reflectsits real costs. Yet, the
idea that the NRC would give the tine of day to an
envi ronment al i npact study that doesn't address serious
health effects on the target comunity, with the
excepti on of an i nadequate j ob of addressi ng cancer i s
astoundi ng. The people on the NRC staff have been
request ed to address these i ssues but chose not to nove.
Why? It cannot be for tinme, for findingthe answers to
t he questions would take less tinme than there is
avai | abl e before they nmust nove onthisissue. It can't
be cost, for afull evaluation of this project, conplete
with fair funding of groups in opposition to the
appl i cants at the applicants' expense woul d not represent
even a tiny fraction of the cost of any of these
programs. The only concl usi on we can conetois these
questions are not bei ng answer ed out of fear for what the
answers m ght be. We don't believe that nucl ear power
wi Il survive serious anal ysi s and t hat t he pl ut oni umf uel
plant is totally unacceptable.

CH P CAMERON. W are goingto go next to --
is it Kathryn Kuppers?

KATHRYN KUPPERS: | amnot used t o speaki ng
on a m crophone. M nanme is Kat hryn Kuppers and | am
going to make a brief statement on behalf of the
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Charl otte Area Green Party. It is very brief. Then
after that, | my make a couple of comrents on ny
reactiontothis hearing. The Charlotte Area G een Party
i s opposed to the use of MOXfuel s in Duke power pl ants.
We strongly support the safe storage of contan nated
waste incurrently storage sites. W fear that storing
of MOX fuels at area Duke Power facilities will be
significantly nore dangerous than t he current burni ng of
urani umfuel s, and that the use of MOXfuelsw | only
produce nore contam nated waste rat her than servingto
recycl e t he urani umwast e on hand al ready. W suspect
that this newy generated plutonium waste 1is
i ntentionally being produced to supply materials to make
new nucl ear weapons. Fromthis cones a question and two
requests. First, we want to know howt he Depart ment of
Energy can justify payi ng Duke Power to use this fuel.
Secondl y, we woul d | i ke Duke Power to be required by t he
Depart nent of Energy to devel op al ternative sources of
ener gy, not encourage (indiscernible). Finally to call
on private citizens, busi nesses and gover nment agenci es
to make serious efforts to reduce the consunpti on of
power inorder that the area's el ectricity needs can be
met wi t hout resortingto expansion of the nucl ear power
i ndustry. That isthe statement. As | said, it's very
brief. One comment | have about this hearing. | keep
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hearing that they wanted to get t he nessage out. | know
that can't be true, that can't be true. You are not
goi ng to get nessage out by contacting the NGO s who
don't have any budget for advertising. The Charlotte
Area Green Party has practically no budget for
advertising. W knowabout it, howdo we get the word
out. You all have the noney andit is your responsible
to get the word out to the general public, not just the
organi zations. | amalsoalittle bit disturbed because
my i npressionisisthat the NRCis acting as a screen
bet ween t he publ i c and t he Depart nent of Energy.. Long
ago you pai nted a screen; ablock. | feel that is where
the power is and not really tal ked about. Thank you.
CH P CAMERON: Did | m ss anybody who si gned
up and who wanted totalk? Didyousignand| mssedit.
Well come up and | et us know who you are. | apol ogi ze.
VMEREDI TH McLEQD: | amnot used t o speaki ng
in front of crowds very nmuch, so bear with ne. I
currently reside in Sikes County and am a forth
generation North Carolinian. | ambasically amjust here
toni ght as a concerned citizen. M two mai n poi nts about
whet her we shoul d start the facility or should we | i cense
thefacilities. M main concerns includetransportation.

| think that the thousands of mles that shi pments of the

mat eri al s across over any of international | ands and
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waters is areally bad idea and | will defineit. |
think that all the conplicated sciencethat | couldn't
real |l y understand tonight is pretty much a snoke screen
for what's slated for our state, and | think there are
two st akehol der groups here, thereis an environnental
and -- | don't think we're as far apart as we may seemto
be. 1 think what everybody m ght want for their health
and for their famlies needs to be considered. In
addi tion, | think nucl ear power is abadidea. | think
that there are better alternatives, including gl obal
energy are alternatives. | think there are sonme costs
t hat -- Janet tal ked about sone of the health costs and
specific costs tothe community need to be consi dered.
It is not just building a facility, it is not just
operatingafacility, it is not just publicrelations.
We have to t hi nk about heal th costs. And lastly, | think
t hat sharehol ders of Duke Power that has business in
North Carolina or citizens that can afford to have in
shares i n Duke Power, | think they really want what's
right for their famlies. They want heal th and safety
and heal th and safety for their future children. | hope
to have chil dren eventual | y sone day and | hope to rai se
theminthis state, and | hopeit's asafe place for ne
to do so. Thank you.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you very nmuch. | am
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sorry that I m ssed you. We do have M. Nesbhit, whois
going to speak to us now.

STEVE NESBI T: (Good evening. M nane is
Steve Neshbit and I amthe m xed oxide fuel project
manager for Duke Power. This meeting tonight concerns
m xed oxi de fuel fabricationfacility that's planned for
Savannah Ri ver Sitein South Carolina. Although Duke
Power is not involvedinthe devel opnent and | i censi ng of
that facility, we are the operators at the McGuire and
Cat awba Duke Power reactors; reactors that wll
ultimately use the MOX fuel that's produced at the
facility. Therefore, | would|ike to make a fewcomments
t oni ght about MOX fuel project ingeneral and al so about
t hi s environnental inpact statenent. The purpose of the
MOX f uel project isto dispose of surplus United States
weapons grade pl utoni um whil e Russi a does the sane with
t hei r surpl us weapons grade pl utoni um Usi ng pl utoni um
as MOX fuel is an effective neans of disposing this
pl utonium MOX fuel destroys nmuch of t he pl utoni umand
degr ades t he remai nder of the plutoniumsothat it is not
| onger attractive for use in nucl ear weapons. A few
peopl e woul d prefer to see ot her things done with the
pl ut onium For exanple, one alternativeis nentionedis
i mrobi |'i zation. However, i mobilization does not destroy
the wusable plutonium | mmobi lizati on does not
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i sotopi cal |y degrade t he pl utonium The Nati onal Acadeny
of Sci ence and Study i n 2000 i ncl uded t hat i rmobi | i zati on
unl i ke MOX fuel has not shown been shown to neet the
spent fuel standard for plutoniumin this position.
Therefore, the MOXfuel project is an essential part of
the inmportant national security initiative to help
prevent the spread of nucl ear weapons by di sposi ng of
weapons grade plutoniumin the United States and even
nore inmportant in Russia. MOX fuel is a proven
technol ogy. There are decades of experience safely
fabricating the use of MOXfuel worldw de. Currently
t here are dozens of reactors in Europe that are using
m xed oxide fuel and it performs as well as the
conventional grade uranium Before Duke uses any MOX
fuel, that is the McQuire Cat awba Nucl ear Power reactors,
we nust apply for and receive, at a mninmum to our
nucl ear regul at ory comm ssi on reactor operating | icenses.
The |icensing process provides for a thorough and
i ndependent reviewof all safety and environnental issues
associated with MOX fuel use. It also provides anpl e
opportunity for public participation. It would be
unnecessary and premature for this MOXfuel fabrication
facility environnental inpact statenent to address in
great detail theinpacts of MOXfuel use. As | pointed
out, theseinpacts will be addressed i n a conprehensive
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manner as part of the reactor operator |icense process.
Duke Power and t he McCui re Cat awba Nucl ear Stations are
proud to be the power to the Pi ednont of the Caroli nas,
and we are proud to be participatinginthis programt hat
wi || hel p make the worl d a saf e pl ace. Thank you for the
opportunity to provide these coments tonight.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you very nmuch, Steve.
Agai n, ny apol ogi zes to you and Meredi th for m ssing you
on this sheet. Anybody el se who didn't get a chanceto
sign up who wants to nake any comments at this tine.
Yes, M. Mahood do you want to join us up here?

Bl LL MAHOCD: There are sonme to be perfectly
glib that nuclear energy is obsolete. It is sinply
obsolete. It iscreating nore problenms thanit sol ves
when t here are many better ways for i mredi atel y providi ng
for better electricity.

CHI P CAMERON: Yes sir.

WALLACE EVANS: (Due to the public address
systemand M. Evan's | ocationinthe audi ence nost of
hi s comments were i ndi scerni ble.) Plutoniumis already
been-- inthe United States. There is one other thing
about this, you're goingto nake it i npossible for the
United States to bal ance its budget or to do anyt hi ng.
(I'ndi scernible) oil and gas (indiscernible) make it
possi bl e for themto supply us. This past year we were
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usi ng 72 percent of our oil, gas and --inport. Sending
oil (indiscernible) to a country that wll not
(i ndiscernible) increase their fuels.

CH P CAMERON: Thank you very nmuch.
Meredith, did you have sonmet hi ng?

MEREDI TH MCLEOD: | would I'ike to know i f

you are going to put the transcript of this on the

website?

WALLACE EVANS: One other thing --

CH P CAMERON: M. Evans, we are goingto
have nore on here, we're still in the m ddl e of doing

sonet hi ng here. And we wi || put the transcript onthe
website so peopl e can | ook at the transcript. Make it
brief, please.

WALLACE EVANS: | had a friend that worked
inthe plant in Gak R dge. He desi gned t he equi pnent and
wor ked t here for a good many years frombefore the war --
real ly before the war-- but anyway he -- | haven't seen
him for thirty years, but he actually said
(indiscernible) heldit in his hand and was anazed at t he
wei ght of it, and he's livingtoday andit doesn't hurt
him he's just fine. (Indiscernible) and he's eighty-
eight. |'m eighty-nine.

CHI P CAMERON: Thank you very much, M.

Evans.
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GREGG JOCOY: Can | ask ki nd of atechni cal

guestion, super sinple?

CH P CAMERON:  Sure.

GREGGJOCOY: E-mmil is for the comments it
is the tehnrc.gov, which | believe is TimHarris'
address, but the mail would be M ke Lesar?

CHI P CAMERON: Yeah, and |I'm glad you
pointed this out, Gegg. If youfaxit, put it toTim
Harris' attention because of witten commentsit is nore
the traditional formal system they usually cone in
t hrough M ke Lesar, who is chief of our Rules and
Directives branch, that is why thereis a difference
there. Thank you for pointingthat out, there m ght have
been confusion, el sewhere. W do have sonetineleft, we
have peopl e, staff here, not only frombot h si des of the
MOX proj ect, environnmental safety, but we al so have
peopl e have the of fi ce of general counsel, peopl e here
fromour nucl ear reactor regul ation office that deals
withthe fuel and the pl an and ot her NRCstaff. | would
just encourage youto take thetinme tochat with them
personal ly. Find out howto get intouchwththem how
you get i nformati on and naybe we can spend t he rest of
time doingthat. Unlessthereis any burning-- thereis
sonet hing burning and it's right here.

MARY OLSON: We are dealing with the
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proposal to burn weapons grade pl ut oni uminto reactors,
and as far as | know, no one has ever done that inthe
wor | d before. So what is the dat abase that i s bei ng used
for this scenario, because there was this great report
t hat was put out on MOX fuel by a bunch of ny col | eagues,
it isanalternativereport onthe environnental andthe
(i ndi scerni ble), unfortunately, he's deceased now. It
was so wonderful | was gettingintothe MOXissue and
there was this great report, and they tol d ne no, no, no,
you can't use that, the datais all different because
this is the active grade MOX and you are going to be
deal i ng wi t h weapons grade MOX. So | never used t hat
great report because it was told by the authors that it
woul dn't apply, so what are vyou all using?

CHI P CAMERON: Tim are you going to deal
with that one, and at the same time in |ight of
Meredi th' s suggestion, tell people wheretotuneintothe
website so they can find the transcript.

TIMHARRI S: Actually the websiteis onthe
agenda, so you have that website. | couldtalkin part
of that, Mary, then maybe Bob Martin can tal k about the
ot her part. Bob will correct meif | amwong, but I
t hi nk you are right, I don't think anybody has used
weapons grade pl utoniumin areactor. Wat we want to do
i nworkingat thereactors theseinpactsistol ook at
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the situationthat is out there, includingthe stuff by
t he Depart nent of Energy, includingthe stuff was done by
(i ndi scernible) at NO, includingthe Nati onal Acadeny.
Qur intent right nowis not to any anal ysis and use
what ever information is out there currently.

CHI P CAMERON: Bob, do you want to answer
t hat ?

ROBERT MARTIN. It is wi dely recogni zed t hat
there are di fferences i n weapons grade pl ut oni umand so
cal |l ed reactor grade plutonium This has been recogni zed
for instance by the NRCin their fuel qualification
designreport that they publishin previous years. It is
recogni zed by NRC ongoi ng research programt hat we have
a description of whichisinthe Departnent of Record, it
descri bes the several nmajor areas of the fuels we've
coll ected our information on these effective uses. So
whi |l e we do not have application at this time in the
i ndustry to respond t o whet her the use of MOXreactors
t here are things that are ongoing withinthe agency to
address this.

MARY OLSON:  ( Speaks wi t hout a m cr ophone;
i ndi scernible.)

ROBERT MARTI N:  Are you tal ki ng about t he

envi ronnental inmpact of the fuel fabrication facility?

MARY OLSON: Weapons grade versus --
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ROBERT MARTI N: That is sonmethingthat Tim

TIMHARRI S: Mary, |I'msorry | thought your
guestion was directed towards on reactive use. The
i npact of weapons grade pl utoni umhas been put in an
envi ronnental report which has been provided to the
applicants. Estimtion of those inpacts that we are
doi ng and we are going to reviewthat i nformation and
then it will be specifically for the weapons grade
pl ut oni um

CHI P CAMERON: Ckay. The third use doesn't

need any further clarifications onthis. Wy don't you

help ne end the discussion of that. Do you have a
guestion?

SHERRY LORENZ: | would like to nmake a
comrent .

CH P CAMERON: Make it short, please.

SHERRY LORENZ: To t he gent| enmen fromDuke
Power | di d not expect anything |l ess fromyou. You are
on Duke Power's payroll. Andin Europe they do not use
t he MOX --

CHI P CAMERON: Sherry, | don't want to get
i nvol ved i n a debat e bet ween t he audi ence, pl ease. Thank
you. Thank you all for com ng out toni ght. Thank your
for questions and your comments, and I'l| have Bill
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Reaner, as our senior analyst official to close the
nmeet i ng.

Bl LL REAMER: Let nereiterate Chip's thank
yous for comi ng. Chip, thank you for anot her excel | ent
j ob tonight. Our goal here is ultimtely is a
envi ronment al anal ysi s, environnent i npact statenent that
adequat el y addresses the i npacts of this proposal that
consi ders a reasonabl e scope for alternati ves and t hose
i mpacts. Wereally need the help of everyoneinthis
roomto get there. That is why we had the neeting
toni ght that i s why we wi || have neetings inthe spring,
hopeful | y, next sunmer we wi I | produce t he docunent t hat
we all agree neets with success. There was anot her
obj ective tonight which I think was to continue our
di al ogue bet ween the NRC and t he peopleinthis room It
is inmportant for you to understand our role, it is
i nportant for us to understand your concerns. | think
that i f you coul d t ake away toni ght i s to do your best to
under st and what our roleisinthe project, becauseif
you can under st and t hat we can under st and your concer ns.
We have really the best chances for success here,
cooperating together to get that objective whichl said
i's our objectivewhichafull and fair assessnent of the
i npacts of this project. | too was concerned about t he
comment s peopl e nade about the notices for the neeting.
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| knowthat everyone here canme because t hey t hought it
was i nportant to be here. 1 don't think anyone should
feel that that i nportanceis |ess because there aren't a
| ot of people here. But if we can contribute in sone way
to at | east do a better job so that there are nore peopl e
who real | y are concerned about this will knowabout the
opportunitiestoconme | wouldliketodothat. Several
peopl e have tonight saidif there -- ideas that you want
to give us, the public feedback forns areaway todoit.
| would liketo seeusinaneetingnext year and hand
you our handout or do a slide stating exactly what we
did. The public notices of neetings inadvancetotryto
get the nost opi ni ons that we can get. Sone of you wil |
be here at that nmeeting the next tine and you may have
sone comments on that and if we keep working at this we
wi | I have everyone here who real | y cares enough t o cone.
So agai n, thanks very nmuch. | | ook forward to our next
meeting with you. | hope you will be here as well.
CH P CAMERON: Thank you.

(WHEREUPON, the neeting was concl uded.)
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