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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COWM SSI ON
+ + + + +
PUBLI C MEETI NG TO DI SCUSS THE PRELI M NARY
RESULTS OF ENVI RONMENTAL REVI EW FOR
LI CENSE RENEWAL AT ST. LUCI E PLANT,
UNI TS 1 AND 2
+ + + + +
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 3, 2002
+ + + + +
PORT ST. LUCI E, FLORI DA
+ + + + +
The Publ i ¢ Meeti ng comrenced at 7: 00 p. m,
at Port St. Lucie Gty Hall, Council Chanbers, 121
SSW Port St. Lucie Boulevard, Port St. Lucie,
Fl ori da.
PRESENT:
CH P CAMERON, Facilitator
NCEL DUDLEY, Safety Project Manager
DR. M CHAEL MASNI K, Seni or Environnental Project
Manager
JOHN TAPPERT, Section Chief, License Renewal and
Envi ronment al | npacts Program
DUKE WHEELER, Seni or Environnental Project Manager

RUSSELL ARRI GHI, Safety Project Mnager
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PRESENT: ( CONT. )
S.K. MTRA, Safety Project Manager
JENNI FER DAVI S, CGeneral Scientist

ETOY HYLTON, Licensing Assistant

ROGER HANNAH, Region Il Public Affairs Oficer

LAURA ORR, NRC Site Secretary, St. Lucie
THI ERRY ROSS, Senior Resident |nspector,

CASSI E BRAY, Attorney, Ofice of Ceneral

St. Lucie

Counsel

EVA HI CKEY, Pacific Northwest National Laboratory

TARA ESCHBACH, Pacific Northwest Nati onal

DUANE NEI TZEL, Pacific Northwest Nati onal
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P-ROGCGEEDI-NGS
(7:00 p.m)

MR. CAMERON: Good eveni ng everyone.

My nanme is Chip Caneron, and |'m the
speci al counsel for public liaison at the Nuclear
Regul at ory Commi ssion, and | wanted to wel cone al |l of
you to the neeting tonight. Thanks for coming out to
be with us.

The topic of tonight’s neeting is the
NRC s Draft Environnmental |npact Statenent on the
application fromFl ori da Power and Light to renewthe
licenses at St. Lucie 1 and 2.

And it'’s nmy pleasure to be your
facilitator for tonight’s neetingandinthat rolel’m
going to try to help all of you have a productive
nmeet i ng.

| just wanted to cover a couple of things
about neeting format and ground rules and agenda
before we get started with the di scussions.

The format for the neeting is pretty
sinmple. We're goingtodoit intw parts, and those
two parts match the objectives of the meeting.

The first part we’'re goingtotry to give
you sone background i nformati on onthe license renewal

process and what the NRC s responsibilities are, and
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nost inmportantly, go over the prelimnary findings
that are on the Draft Environmental |npact Statenent
on the license renewal application

So we're going to have four or five NRC
presentations. W' Ill try to keep them brief. And
then we’ll go out to you after each presentati on and
see if you have any questions, because we do want to
make sure that we clearly explain what our
responsibilities are.

The second part of the neeting is to give
those of you who might want to nmake a nore forma
statement to us on the Draft Environnental | npact
St at enent, give you a chance to conme up here and tal k
tous, and we’'ll be listening to what you say. W are
taking witten comrents on these i ssues and the staff
will tell you a little bit nore about that in a
m nut e.

But we wanted to be with you here toni ght
totalk to you personally. W have alot of NRC staff
here and a | ot of expert scientists who are hel pi ng us
with the environnental review. After the nmeeting is
over | would just encourage you to talk to themabout
any issues you hear tonight.

In terms of ground rules, again, sinple

ground rules: if you have a question, just give ne a
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signal and I’'Il bring you this talking stick and if
you can give us your nane and affiliation, if
appropriate, and then ask your question. W are
taking a transcript of the neeting that will be

available and that’s our record of what is said
tonight, a record of your conments.

And | woul d just ask that only one person
speak at atime so that we can give our full attention
to whomever has the floor, whonever has the talking
stick at the nonent. And I'lIl try to be concise so
that we can nmake sure that everybody has a chance to
talk tonight. W don’t have t oo many peopl e si gned up
to nmake a fornmal statement, so we have plenty of tine.

| didwant to go through t he agenda so you
know what to expect and also to tell youalittle bit
about the people that are going to be talking to you
tonight from the NRC staff and from our group of
expert consultants.

|’ ve asked John Tappert, whois right here
inthe front row, to do a short wel cone for you in a
few m nutes. John is the section |eader of the
Environmental Section in the Environnmental |npacts
Programin our O fice of Nucl ear Reacti on Regul ati on.

John’s staff prepare or supervise the

preparation of any environnental review, not just for
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a license renewal application, but for any reactor
project that the NRC is involved in, and he's been
with us for about el even years at the NRC. He was an
officer in the Nucl ear Navy before that. He's been a
resi dent inspector at operating nucl ear power plants
for the NRC

And he’s got a Bachelor’s Degree in
Aer ospace and Cceanogr aphi ¢ Engi neering fromVirginia
Tech and a Master’'s Degree in Environnental
Engi neering from Johns Hopkins University. So John
will do a wel cone.

Then we’re going to have Noel Dudl ey,
who's right here, talk to us for a little bit about
the |icense renewal process generally. Noel is the
project manager on the St. Lucie |icense renewal
application for the safety evaluation. You' re going
to hear that there's a safety evaluation and there’s
an envi ronment al eval uation, and all of that goes into
the NRC s deci si on.

Well, Noel is in charge of the safety
eval uati on. He has been with the NRC for about
ei ghteen years in vari ous capacities. He was a seni or
staff engineer with the Advisory Comi ttee on React or
Safety. You'll hear alittle bit nore about that. He

al so was a resident inspector. He was an officer in
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t he Nucl ear Navy and he spent a fewyears in the Peace
Corps working in East Africa teaching science and
physics. And he has two degrees, one a Bachelor’s in
Engi neering, the other a Bachelor’s in Engineering
Physi cs.

After he’s done we'll go out to you for
any questions you m ght have on the overall process.
Then we’'re going to start to focus in nore and we're
going to have Dr. M chael Masnik, who's in the front
row here al so. He’s going to tell you about the
envi ronnental revi ewprocess. And M ke i s t he project
manager for the environnental reviewon the St. Lucie
i cense renewal application.

He’s had long experience at the NRC
twenty plus years there. He was the project nanager
for the original licensing of St. Lucie Unit 2,
proj ect manager for the NRC. So he knows the plant.
He knows the area. He also was in charge of the
oversi ght of the clean-up of Three Mle Island, the
acci dent that happened there twenty plus years ago,
and he’ s al so been i nvol ved i n decommi ssi oni ng wor k at
t he Agency.

M ke has a Bachelor’s Degree in Zool ogy
from Cornell and a Master’s and Ph.D. from Virginia

Pol ytechnic Institute.
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W' Il see if you have any questions then
and then we’'re going to get to the heart of the
meeting, which is the discussion of the prelimnary
results of the Draft Environnental |npact Statenent.

W have Eva Hickey here from Pacific
Nort hwest National Lab. She has served as the team
| eader on preparation of a lot of environnental
reviews on |icense renewal application.

On this particular application, she was
focusi ng on radi ol ogi cal i ssues and decomnr ssi oni ng,
but she’s going to give you the total overview. Eva
has over twenty years experience in radiological
assessnents, environnental reviews and energency
pl anni ng on nucl ear power plants, and she’s anot her
Virginia Tech grad and she also has a Master’s from
George Tech in Health Physics.

W have got a, what | |ike to call a short
subj ect, an inportant short subject that’s part of the
Envi ronnent al | npact Statenent, and that’s somnething
call ed severe accident mtigation alternatives. And
M ke Masnik i s going to come up and tell us about that
and then tell us about the overall conclusions, and
then we’'re going to go to you for formal conment.

But we really want to try to nake this as

conversational and as interactive as possible. So
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after the presentations, if you have questions about
the process, just please ask them and we’ll have a

di scussi on on that.

And with that, 1'm going to ask John
Tappert to cone up and talk to you and we’'ll get
started.

John?

MR. TAPPERT: Thanks, Chip. Well, good
eveni ng and wel cone.

My name i s John Tappert and |’ mthe chi ef
in the Environnental Sectioninthe Ofice of Nuclear
React or Regul ati on. On behalf of the Nuclear
Regul atory Conmission, 1’'d like to thank you for
com ng out tonight and participating in our process.

There are several things we'd like to
cover today and 1'd like to briefly discuss the
pur poses of today’s neeting.

First we'd |like to give you a brief
overview of the entire |license renewal process. This
includes both a safety review, as well as
envi ronnental review, whichis the principle focus of
t oday’ s neeting.

Next we'll give you the prelimnary
results of our environmental review, which assesses

t he environmental inpacts associated with extending
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the operating license of the St. Lucie Nucl ear Power
Plants for an additional twenty years.

Next we’ || give you sone i nformati on about
our schedule and how you can participate in the
processi ng by submtting witten comments on our Draft
Envi ronment al | npact St atenent.

At the conclusion of the staff’s
presentation, we’'ll be happy to recei ve any questi ons
or comrents that you may have today.

But first, let me provide sone genera
context for the license renewal program

The Atom c Energy Act gives the NRC the
authority to issue operating licenses to commerci al
nucl ear power plants for a period of forty years. For
St. Lucie Units 1 and 2, its operating licenses wll
expire in 2016 and 2023, respectively. Qur
regul ati ons al so make provi sions for extendi ng those
operating licenses for an additional twenty years, as
part of our license renewal program and Fl ori da Power
and Light has requested license renewal for both
units.

As part of the NRC s review of that
application, we do an environnental reviewto | ook at
t he i npacts associ ated wi t h extendi ng t hose | i censes.

W held a neeting here last April to provide
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information on that process and also to seek your
i nput on issues to be addressed in the Environnental
| npact St at enent.

As we indicated at that earlier scoping
nmeeting, we’ ve returned here nowtoday, to provi de you
with the prelimnary results of our review And
agai n, the principal purpose of today s neetingisto
recei ve your questions and comments on that review

And with that brief introduction, 1'dlike
to ask Noel to give us a overview of the safety
portion.

MR. DUDLEY: Thank-you, John.

Good evening. M name i s Noel Dudl ey and
" mthe project manager for the safety review of the
St. Lucie Units 1 and 2 |license renewal application.

Before discussing the license renewal
process and the staff safety review, |'d like to talk
about the Nucl ear Regul atory Commi ssion and its role
in licensing and regul ati ng nucl ear power plants.

The Atom c Energy Act of 1954 authorizes
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to regulate the
civilian use of nuclear material. The NRC s mi ssion
is threefold. One, to ensure the adequate protection
of public health and safety; two, to protect the

envi ronnent; and three, to provide the conmon def ense
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and security.

The NRC consi sts of five conm ssi oners and
the NRCstaff. One of the comm ssioners is designated
as the NRC s chairman. The regul ations enforced by
the NRC are issued under Title 10 of the Code of
Federal Regul ations, comonly called 10 C F. R

The Atomi c Energy Act provided for aforty
year license term for power reactors, but it also
allowed for license renewal. That forty year termis
based primarily on economic and anti-trust
consi derations, rather than safety limtations.

Maj or components were initially expected
to last up to forty years; however, operating

experience has denonstrated that sone nmajor

conmponents, such as the steam generators, wll not
| ast that | ong. For that reason, a number of
utilities have replaced nmjor conponents. Si nce

conmponents and structures can be replaced or
reconditioned, plant I|ife is really determ ned
primarily by econom c factors.

Li cense renewal applications are submtted
years in advance for several reasons. |If a utility
deci des to repl ace a nucl ear power plant, it can take
up to five to ten years to plan and construct new

generating capacity to replace that nuclear power
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pl ant .

In addition, decisions to replace or
recondi ti on maj or conponents can i nvol ve significant
capital investment. As such, these decisions involve
financial planning many years in advance of the
ext ended period of operation.

The Florida Power and Light Conpany has
applied for license renewal under 10 C F. R, Part 54,
and thereby requested authorization to operate St.
Lucie Units 1 and 2 for an additional twenty years.

Now | would like to talk about Iicense
renewal , which is governed by the requirenents of 10
CF.R, Part 54, or the license renewal rule. This
part of the Code of Federal Regul ations defines the
regul atory process by which a nuclear utility such as
Fl ori da Power and Light applies for license renewal.

The |icense renewal rule incorporates 10
C.F.R, Part 51, by reference. This part provides for
t he preparation of an Environnental |npact Statenent,
and t he di scussi on of that |Inpact Statenment, whichis
now in a draft form is what we’'ll be tal king about
t oni ght .

The license renewal process defined in
Part 54 is very simlar to the original licensing

process, in that it involves a safety review and
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envi ronment al i npact eval uati on, pl ant i nspecti ons and
review by the Advisory Conmttee on Reactor
Saf eguards, which is al so known as the ACRS.

The ACRS is a group of scientists and
nucl ear industry experts, who serve as a consulting
body to the five comm ssioners. The ACRS perfornms an
i ndependent reviewof the |icense renewal application
and the staff’s safety evaluation, and reports its
findings and recommendations directly to the five
conmi ssi oners.

This next slide illustrates two parall el
processes. You will see one on the top of the slide,
the other towards the bottom The two parallel
processes are the safety review process and the
envi ronnental review process. These processes are
used by the NRCstaff to eval uate two separat e aspects
of the license renewal application

The safety review, which is seen on the
top part of the slide, involves the staff’s review of
the technical information in the application for
renewal to verify with reasonabl e assurance that the
pl ant can continue to operate safely for the extended
peri od of operations.

The staff assesses how the applicant

proposes to nonitor or manage the aging of certain
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conponents that are within the scope of |icense
renewal . The staff’s reviewis docunented in a safety
eval uation report, whichis providedto the ACRS. The
ACRS reviews the safety evaluation report, holds
public neetings and prepares a report to the
Conmmi ssi on, docunenting its reconmendati ons.

The safety review process al so invol ves
two or three inspections, which are docunented i n NRC
i nspection reports. In its decision to renew an
operating license, the NRC considers the safety
eval uation report, the ACRS report, the Region Il NRC
Regi onal Administrator’s reconmrendations, and the
I nspection reports.

At the bottomof the slide is the other
paral l el process, the environnental review, which
i nvol ves scoping activities, preparation of the draft
supplement to the GCeneric Environnental | npact
Statenent, solicitation of public comrents on the
draft supplenent, which is what we’re doi ng tonight,
and then the issuance of a final supplenent to the
Generic Envi ronnental | npact Statenent. This docunent
also factors into the agency’'s decision on that
appl i cati on.

Inthe safety eval uationreport, the staff

docunents its assessnent of the effectiveness of the
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applicant’s existing or proposed inspection and
mai nt enance activities to nanage aging effects
applicable to passive long lived structures and
conponents.

Part 54 requires the applicant to
reeval uate those design anal yses that assumed forty
years of plant operations. The reeval uation extends
t he assunmed operating period to sixty years.

An example of that is electrical cables
were initially evaluated for forty years to ensure
their integrity, and the tine limted agi ng anal yses
will redo that evaluation, but for a sixty year
period, to ensure that the cables will w thstand agi ng
in the environnent for sixty years of operation

And agai n, these reeval uations are call ed
time limted agi ng anal yses, also called TLAA s.

Current regulations are adequate for
addressing active conmponents, such as punps and
val ves, which are continually challenged to reveal
failures and degradations, such that corrective
actions can be taken.

Current regul ati ons al so exi st to address
other aspects of the original |license, such as
security i ssues and energency pl anni ng i ssues. These

current regulations wll also apply during the
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ext ended period of operation and are not part of the
review for |icense renewal .

I n January, 2002, the NRCi ssued a Feder a
Regi ster notice to announce its acceptance of the
Florida Power and Light Conpany’s application for
renewal of the operatinglicenses for St. Lucie. This
notice also announced the opportunity for public
participation in the process.

Thi s concludes nmy summary of the |icense
renewal process and the staff’'s safety evaluation
report, and I’'Il turn it over to Chip again.

MR, CAMERON:  Ckay, thank-you very mnuch,
Noel .

Are there any questions about the safety
eval uation part of this license renewal process that
Noel just tal ked about, or the overall process?

(No response.)

VMR, CAMERON: Ckay, let’s go on to the
envi ronnental review part of the process, and if you
have questions that you think of |ater on that apply
to the safety side, Noel is here and we’ll take them
up at that time.

M ke?

DR. MASNI K: Thank-you, Chip, and good

eveni ng.
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My name is Mke Masnik. |’m the

environmental project manager for the St. Lucie
| icense renewal project. I’m responsible for
coordinating the efforts of the NRC staff and our
contractors from the National Lab to conduct and
docunent the environmental review associated wth
Florida Power and Light's application for Ilicense
renewal at St. Lucie.

This first slide deals with NEPA. NEPAis
the National Environnental Policy Act which was
enacted in 1969. |It’s one of the nobst significant
pi eces of environnental | egislationthat has ever been
passed in this country. It requires all Federa
agencies to use a systematic approach to consider
envi ronnent al inpacts during certain decision-making
proceedi ngs requiring major Federal actions.

NEPA requires that we examne the
environnental inpacts of the proposed action and
consider mitigation neasures, which are things that
can be done to reduce inpacts when the inpacts are
severe. NEPA requires that we consider alternatives
to the proposed action and the inpacts of those
alternatives need to be evaluated as well.

Finally, NEPA requires that we disclose

all of this information to the public and we al so
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invite public participation in the process.

The NRC has determined that we wll
prepare an Environnmental |npact Statenment associ ated
wi th renewal of the operating |icenses for plants for
an additional twenty years. Therefore, follow ng the
process required by NEPA, we have prepared a Draft
Environnmental |npact Statenent that describes the
envi ronnental inpacts associated with operating St.
Lucie for an additional twenty years. And this is
the docunment that we prepared. Copies of this
docunent are avail abl e here toni ght outsi de the door.
If you so desire, you can pick one up as you | eave.

This Environnmental I|npact Statenent was
i ssued | ate Cctober of this year, and the neeting
today is being held to receive coments on this
docunent .

Thi s slide describes the objective of our
environnental review, and this is the | anguage out of
our regulations, which unfortunately is kind of
convol uted and maybe alittledifficult to understand.
But sinply put, we're trying to determ ne whet her the
renewal of the St. Lucielicenseis acceptable froman
envi ronnent al st andpoi nt.

Now whether or not the plant actually

operates for an additional twenty years wll be
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det erm ned by ot hers, such as Fl ori da Power and Li ght
and St ate Regul atory Agencies, andit will al so depend
in a large neasure, on the results of the safety
revi ew.

This slide shows in a little bit nore
detail the environmental review process that Noel
showed you in a previous slidejust afewn nutes ago.
W received the application from Florida Power and
Light torenewthe |icense | ast Novenber in 2001. W
i ssued a Notice of Intent in the Federal Register in
February of this year, informng the public that we
are goi ng to prepare an Envi ronment al | npact St at enent
and give the opportunity for the public to provide
comments on the scope of this review

This past April, during the scoping
period, we held two public nmeetings here in Port St.
Lucie, in fact, in this very room to receive public
corments on the scope of issues that should be
i ncluded i nthe Environnent al | npact St atement for the
St. Lucie |license renewal.

Also in April, we went to the St. Lucie
site with a conbi ned teamof NRC staff and personnel
fromour two national |abs that have backgrounds in
specific technical and scientific disciplines. They

wer e brought to the site to performthe environnental
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We fam liarized ourselves with the site,
we nmet with the staff from Florida Power and Light
Conmpany to discuss the information submitted in
support of the [license renewal. VW reviewed
envi ronnent al docunmentation maintained at the pl ant
site, and we examned Florida Power and Light
Conpany’ s eval uati on process.

I n addi ti on, we contacted vari ous Federal ,
State and | ocal agencies, as well as local service
agencies to obtain informati on on the area and on t he
St. Lucie plant.

At the close of the scoping coment
peri od, we gat hered up and consi dered all the conments
that we had received from the public and from the
St at e and Feder al agenci es, and many of these comments
ultimately contributed significantly to the docunent
that we’'re here today to discuss.

Now in My we issued requests for
additional information for Florida Power and Light
Conpany to respond to, to ensure that any i nformation
that we relied on that had not been included in their
formal submittal, be submtted to the NRC. W put
that information on our docket and it is publicly

avail abl e.
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At the end of October, we issued a Draft
Envi ronnental |npact Statenment for public conment.
This is Supplenment 11 to the Generic Environmenta
| rpact Statenent that | showed you a few nmi nut es ago.
This report is a draft, not because it is inconplete,
but rather because we are at an internmedi ate stage in
t he deci si on naki ng process.

We're in the m ddl e of the public comment
period to all owyou and ot her nenbers of the publicto
take a look at the results and provide any comrents
you m ght have on the report at this tinme.

After we gather these comments and
eval uate them we nmay deci de to change portions of the
Envi r onnment al | npact Statenment based on those
conment s. The NRC wll then issue a fina
Environnmental |Inpact Statenent related to |icense
renewal at St. Lucie by July, 2003.

Any questions?

MR, CAMERON: Questions about the
envi ronnental review process?

M ke talked about submtting witten
comments, and | just wanted to enphasize that any
comments that we hear fromyou tonight will be treated
with the sane weight as any witten comments we get.

Anybody have a question out there onthis
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before we go into the results of the environnental
revi ew?

Yes?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Did you receive
any witten copies --

VMR, CAMERON: Let me get you on the
transcript, and just tell us your nane, sir.

MR. BARRY: M nane is Vincent Barry, and
ny question is, did you get any comment, witten
comments fromthe public?

MR. MASNI K:  During the scoping process?
Yes, sir, we did. W got quite a nunber of them

In fact, those conments that are within
the scope of our review are reprinted in one of the
appendices in this docunment, so you can |ook to see
what the comments were that the public raised on the
relicensing.

MR. CAMERON: Does that take care of it?

MR BARRY: Yes.

MR. CAMERON: Al right.

Anybody el se?

(No response.)

MR. CAMERON: All right, let’s goto Eva
H ckey.

M5. HI CKEY: Thank-you and good eveni ng
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ever ybody.

My nanme i s Eva Hi ckey and |’ mgoing to be
fillinginfor Charlie Brandt this evening, because he
wasn’'t able to join us. Charlie is actually the

Paci fic Nort hwest National Laboratory task | eader for
this effort, but unfortunately he was not able to cone
to sunny Florida and he is stuck in the cold and fog
of Washi ngton State.

| am here with several of my other team
menbers, however, and we are glad to answer any
guestions that we can on the St. Lucie SEIS.

| assisted in this review |ooking at
r adi ol ogi cal i ssues, urani um fuel cycle and
decommi ssioning, but | have participated as a task
| eader in several other |icense renewal efforts.

Qur teamis nmul ti-disciplinary and we cone
fromtwo national |aboratories. | will spend a few
m nut es today tal ki ng about the process that we used
for our environnmental evaluation and then I’'I| spend
the rest of the time going over some of the nore
i mportant or interesting findings that we had.

First |l et me descri be howwe characterize
the environmental inpacts that we were |ooking at.
NRC has defined the inpacts in three ways. They're

small, noderate and large, and this wusage is
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consistent with the guidance of the Council on
Envi ronmental Quality for a NEPA anal ysis.

A smal | environnental inpact is one where
the effect is not detectable or it’s too small to
de-stabilize a resource. |I’mgoing to give you an
exanpl e of that.

One of the things we | ook at is the intake
structures and we |look at the loss of adult or
juvenile fishinthe structures. |If the |loss of fish
is sosmall that it’s not noticeable and it cannot be
detected inrelation to the total population of fish
inthe river and in the ocean, then the inpact would
be considered small .

The next inpact | evel is noderate and this
iswherethe effect is sufficient toalter noticeably,
but not de-stabilize the attribute of the resource.
So | ooking at our exanple again, in this case you
woul d see the loss in the fish population. 1t would
actually decline in the river or the ocean, but it
woul d stabilize at a |ower level, and we would call
this i npact noderate.

And finally we have a | arge inpact, and
here the effect is clearly noticeabl e and sufficient
to de-stabilize inportant attributes of the resource.

Each i ssue t hat we | ooked at was eval uat ed
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and assigned an inpact |evel.

So let me take just another mnute to
describe the approach that we wused in our
envi ronnent al anal ysi s.

W used the Ceneric Environnental | npact
Statenent for license renewal, NUREG 1437. 1In this
docunent it identifies ninety-two environnmental issues
t hat are evaluated for |icense renewal . Sixty-nine of
t hese i ssues are considered generic or Category 1.

And here we di scuss Category 1 issues. A
Category 1 issue neans that the inpacts are the sane
for all reactors or the same for all reactors with
certain plant features, such as a plant with cooling
t owers.

There are twenty-three additional issues
referred to as Category 2. Category 2 issues, NRC
found that the i npacts were not the sane anong all the
sites and therefore, when we do a review for |icense
renewal, we | ook at these issues on a site specific
basi s.

So the Category 1 issues are considered
generic and the Category 2 issues require site
speci fic anal ysi s.

Wien we | ook at all the issues there’'s

anot her aspect that we | ook at, and this is whether
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the plant design is actually related to the issues.
And so there are a nunber of issues that we did not
| ook at at St. Lucie because the plant design was
different.

Finally, for the Category 1 issues, we
| ook to seeif thereis any newinfornmationrelatedto
this issue that’'s been observed or referenced since
t he NUREG 1437 was published and whether that’'s of
signi ficance.

For site specific issues related to St
Lucie, we perforned a site specific anal ysis.

During the scoping period we asked the
public if they had any information on site specific
i ssues, and the review team |ooked for new and
significant issues during our reviewin April and we
al so di scussed new and significant with the |licensee.

Nowto talk alittle bit about the actual
report itself and sone of the environmental inpacts
t hat we observed.

Chapter 2 of the Draft Supplenental
Envi ronment al | npact St at ement di scusses t he pl ant and
the environment around the plant, and this is the
basis for the environnental review Chapter 4
actually looks at the environnmental inpacts --

actually Chapters 4, 5, 6 and 7 address the actua
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envi ronnent al i npacts.

Today I'’mgoing to talk primarily about
the Category 2 issues that we |ooked at related to
cooling system transm ssion |ines, socioecononics,
groundwater use and quality, and threatened and
endangered speci es. I’m going to talk about
radi ol ogi cal inpacts, although they are Category 1.

First, related to the cooling system
There are a nunber of Category 1 issues, that if
you're interested, you can look in the draft SEI S at
t he begi nni ng of Chapter 4, but there’s three Category
2 issues that we | ooked at.

The first is entrainment, which happens
when fish eggs and |arvae pass through the intake
screens, and we found fromour reviewthat there was
| ess than two hundredths of a percent nortality of
fish eggs and | arvae passing by the intake, so we
consi dered this inpact small

The second Category 2 issue relating to
cooling systemis inpingenent. | mpi ngenment occurs
when fish and shellfish get trapped on the intake
screens. W found in our review that there’'s |ess
than four pounds per day of fish inpinged and |ess
than two pounds per day of shellfish inpinged. And

this is also considered small inpact.
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And finally, we |ooked at heat shock.
Heat shock occurs when t he cooling water i s di scharged
and thermally alters the water near that discharge.
W | ooked at the inpacts fromheat shock and we found
that Fl orida Power and Light St. Lucie plant conplies
with the Florida Water Quality Standards. So all
t hese inpacts were consi dered snal |

Next we | ooked at transm ssion |ines, and
there are two Category 2 issues here. St. Lucie has
el even mles of corridors covering 766 acres and we
found that the inpacts fromthese transm ssion |lines
were smal | .

The second Category 2 issue is electric
shock fromel ectromagnetic fields, and then there’'s a
third issue that is not -- we look at on a site
specific basis, but it’s not actually considered a
Category 2 item and it’s health effects of chronic
exposure to el ectromagnetic fields.

Now, radiological. As | said, all of the
radi ol ogi cal issues are considered Category 1;
however, because the public is often concerned about
radi ol ogi cal issues, | wanted to talk just a little
bit about the review that we perforned at St. Lucie.

W | ooked at t he gaseous rel eases and t he

liquid releases that go fromthe plant, and we al so
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| ooked at the solid waste managenent, or the Rad waste
processi ng, packagi ng and shi pment of waste fromthe
pl ant .

And t hen we al so | ook at the environnent al
nonitoring program and we assess how the utility
complies with the NRCregulations for limting doseto
t he public. And what we found fromour reviewis that
over the license renewal period on an annual basis,

the dose to the public is not expected to increase.

So annually those releases wll not increase
significantly, they wll vary from year to year
dependi ng on operation, but they will not increase

significantly during the |license renewal period, and
in fact, the em ssions fromthe plant are way bel ow
regulatory limts. So the inpacts fromradiol ogica
i ssues are considered small.

Soci oeconom cs has four Category 2 issues
that we | ook at, housing and public utility inpacts
during operation. W found that there will be no
di scerni bl e change inthe avail ability of housing, the
val ue of houses or rental units during the license
renewal period. Li kewi se, there will not be a
significant increase in water usage, and where there
is, it’s expected that we will be able to -- the

licensee will be able -- thereis appropriate existing
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capacity for any additional water use. So the inpact
i s considered small .

W look at off-site land use and
transportation. St. Lucie expects to have up to
additional -- sixty additional workers during the
i cense renewal period. This is not considered to be
a large inpact for land use or for transportation.
And tax paynments are considered to be small relative
to county revenues. So the inpacts would be small.

Hi storic and archeol ogical resources.
There’s no known historic or archeol ogi cal resources
at the site. However, during the license renewal
period, if there’s an ground disturbance, a survey
will be perforned for that ground disturbance.

And finally, we |ooked at environnental
justice, and this issue is also considered small

G ound wat er use and quality is a Category
2 issue. At St. Lucie the potable and service water
used i s about 132, 000 gal |l ons per day and this is | ess
than ten percent of the county supplies. This issue
is considered -- the inpacts fromthis is considered
smal |

Now finally I'd like to take a mnute to
tal k about threatened and endangered species. St.

Luci e has a uni que habitat and a consi derabl e nunber
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of both Federally and State listed threatened and
endanger ed speci es.

For over twenty years the NRC staff have
been involved in the protection of endangered sea
turtles as well as ot her species and t he habitats that
t hese threatened and endangered species live in.

When t he di scussi on of |icense renewal for
St. Lucie cane up, the staff contacted the Nationa
Mari ne Fisheries Service and the staff was inforned
that no additional consultation is necessary at this
time with regard to |icense renewal. However, as
necessary over the course of the operating and |i cense
-- during license renewal, there will be continuous
informal and formal consultations regarding the sea
turtles until either they are de-listed or the plant
per manent|ly ceases operati on.

Li kewi se, with other species of plants,
birds, small mmuals and nanatees, the staff
determined that the l|icense renewal would have no
i npact on these species, and the U S. Fish and
WIldlife Service concurred with this concl usion.

Therefore, we find that our prelimnary
conclusion is that inpacts on license renewal for
t hreat ened and endangered speci es woul d be snall

| tal ked around about potential new and

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

34

significant information for all the Category 1 i ssues.
VW | ooked for new and significant information and we
did not uncover any, and therefore, we accept the
concl usions i n NUREG 1437 of the | i cense renewal GEIS.

Now one of the other areas that we | ooked
at and did an extensive review is |ooking at
alternatives to renewing the St. Lucie operating
| i cense.

The alternatives that we considered --
|"ve got several listed here, first starting with no
action. This would nean that St. Lucie woul d operate
until its license expired, the plant would cease
operation and it would be decomm ssioned, with no
ot her analysis of energy to replace St. Lucie.

W | ooked at other alternative energy
sources such as coal, natural gas and new nucl ear. W
| ooked at purchasing electrical power and a
conmbi nation of alternatives. This reviewthat we did
on al ternatives covered the same environnental inpacts
and i ssues that we | ooked at for continued operation
of St. Lucie. And so if you look in Chapter 8 you
will see that review It’s fairly extensive.

In addition, we | ooked at ot her
alternative energy sources, such as wnd power,

geot hermal energy, fuel s and we | ooked at conservati on

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

35

of energy as one of the potential alternatives for
i cense renewal .

From this review we found that the
I mpact s, the environnental i mpacts  for t he
alternatives would range from small to large. W
determned that the current site prevents any
alternative generationthere. Andif we | ook at ot her
alternative sites for one of the other types of
energy, there would be high socioeconom c inpacts,
we’d have nore |and ecology disturbances, higher
at nrospheri c em ssi ons and potenti al aesthetic inpacts.

That concludes ny discussion on the
envi ronnental i npacts. I'd be glad to answer any
guesti ons.

MR, CAMERON: Geat. That was a very
conpr ehensi ve overview, a |lot of information there.

Yes, sir?

MR. HENSLEY: My nane is Carl Hensl ey.

Under transmi ssion |lines, what did you do
to determ ne how they inpacted the environnent?

MS. HI CKEY: kay. That’s a good
guesti on.

What we | ooked at is how the | and under
thetransm ssionlinesiscontrolled, what theutility

does to keep down vegetation, the type of herbicides
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that they mght apply or what they would do to cut
down trees. That’'s the type of inpacts that we were
| ooki ng at.

VMR, CAMERON: Does that answer it?

MR HENSLEY: Yes.

MR, CAMERON: Al'l right.

Any other questions? Al ternatives?
Radi ol ogi cal i npacts?

(No response.)

MR, CAMERON: kay, great.

W' re going to go to anot her aspect of the
Draft Environnental |npact Statenment, and thank-you
very much, Eva.

This is severe accident mtigation
al ternatives. Mke Masnik is dealing with this
tonight. He's going to talk to us about that.

M ke?

DR, MASNI K: Thank-you, Chip.

Due to a personal energency, M. Rubin,
who is Iisted on tonight’s agenda as t he speaker for
this topic, was unable to attend today’'s public
nmeeting, and I will give M. Rubin’s presentation on
SAMAs.

Section 5.0 of the Draft Suppl ement to the

GElSfor St. Lucieis entitled Environnent | npacts of
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Post ul at ed Accident. The GEIS eval uates two cl asses
of accidents, design basis accidents and severe
acci dents.

Desi gn basi s acci dents are t hose acci dents
that both the licensee and the NRC staff evaluate to
ensure that the plant can wthstand normal and
abnormal transients from a broad spectrum of
post ul at ed acci dents wi t hout undue ri sk to the public.

The envi ronnment al i npacts of design basis
accidents are evaluated during the initial |icensing
process and the ability of the plant to w thstand
these accidents has to be denonstrated before the
plant is granted a |license.

Most inportantly, a licensee is required
to maintain an acceptable design and performance
capability throughout the life of the plant, including
any extended |ife operation.

Since the licensee had to denopnstrate
acceptable plant performance for the design basis
accidents throughout the life of the plant, the
Conmi ssion has determned that the environnmental
i npact of design basis accidents are of snall
significance, because the plant was designed to
successfully withstand these acci dents.

Now, neither the |licensee nor the NRCis
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aware of any new or significant information on the
capability of the plant to withstand design base
accidents that is associated with the Iicense renewal
of the St. Lucie Units 1 and 2. Therefore, the staff
concl udes that there are no i npacts related to design
basi s acci dents beyond those di scussed in the CEIS.

Now the second category of accidents
eval uated inthe GEI S are severe acci dents, and severe
accidents are by definition accidents that are nore
severe than desi gn basi s acci dents because they coul d
result in substantial damage to the reactor core
whet her or not there are serious off-site
consequences.

The Conmmi ssion found in the GEI Sthat the
sequence -- that the consequences of the severe
acci dent on atnospheric rel eases, fall-out onto open
bodi es of water, rel eases to groundwat er and soci et al
i npacts are small for all plants. Neverthel ess, the
Comm ssion determned that alternatives to mtigate
severe accidents nust be considered for all plants
t hat have not done so al ready.

W refer to these alternatives as severe
accident mtigation alternatives, or SSA-MA, or we
call it SAMAs for short.

Therefore, if a plant has not had an
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assessnent of severe accident mtigationalternatives,
the licensee and the NRC need to performone. This
assessnent is a site-specific assessnment and is a
Category 2 issue, as explained earlier in this
presentati on by Eva.

St. Lucie had not had a SAMA eval uation
conducted prior to the one conducted in support of
their license renewal application. The SAMA revi ew
for St. Lucie Units 1 and 2 is contained in Section
5.2 of the Environnental |npact Statenent.

Now the purpose of doing the SAMVA
evaluation is to ensure that plant changes with the
potential for inproving severe accident safety
performance are identified and eval uated. The scope
of potential inprovenents that are consi dered i ncl ude
a whole host of ar eas, including hardware
nodi fi cations, changes to procedures, changes to the
training program as well as a nunber of other areas.

The scope included SAMAs that would
prevent core danmage. They are sonetines referred to
as preventative SAMAs as well as SAMAs that inprove
cont ai nnent performance given a core danage event
m ght occur. These are terned mitigative SAMAs.

Evaluation is basically a four step

process. The first step is to characterize overal
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plant risk and the | eading contributors to the ri sk.
This typically involves the extensive use of a plant
specific safety assessnment study, al so known as a PSA.
The PSA identifies the different contributors of
system failures and human errors that would be
required for an accident to progress to either core
damage or to contai nment failure.

The second step in the evaluation is to
identify potential inprovenents that could further
reduce the risk. This information fromthe PSA, such
as dom nant acci dent sequences, are used to identify
pl ant i mprovenents t hat woul d have t he gr eat est i nmpact
in reducing risk. |Inprovenments identified in other
NRC and i ndustry studi es as well as SAMA anal ysi s for
other plants are also considered in this process.

So first you quantify overall plant ri sk;
second, you identify potential inprovenents, and then
the next is to quantify the risk reduction potenti al
and the inplenmentation cost for each of these
i mprovenents. The risk reduction and i npl enentati on
costs are typically estimated using a bounding
anal ysi s.

Ri sk reductionis generally over-estinmated
by assumi ng that the plant inprovenent is conpletely

effective in elimnating the accident sequence, and
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t he i nprovenent i s intended -- that the inprovenent is
attended to address.

The inplenmentation costs are generally
under-estimated by neglecting certain cost factors,
such as maintenance costs or surveillance costs
associ ated with the plant nodification.

These risk reduction potentials and
i npl ementati on cost estimates are used in the fina
step, which is to determ ne whet her i npl enentation of
any of the inprovenments are justifi ed.

I n det er m ni ng whet her the i nprovenment is
justified, the NRC staff |ooks at three factors.
First, whether the i nprovenent is cost beneficial. In
ot her words, is the estinated benefit greater thanthe
estimate inplementati on cost of the SAVA

The second factor is whether the
i mprovenent provides a significant reductionintotal
risk. For exanple, does it elimnate a sequence or
contai nnent failure node that contributes to a | arge
fraction of plant risk?

The third factor is whether the risk
reduction is associ ated with agi ng effects during the
peri od of extended operation, in which case, if it
was, we woul d be | ooki ng at i nplenentation as part of

the license renewal process.
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The prelimnary results of the St. Lucie
SAVA eval uation are summarized on this next slide.
One hundred sixty-nine candidate inprovenents were
identified. Based on a qualitative screening of the
initial list of SAMAs, twenty-nine were not found
applicable to the St. Lucie plant because of the
design of the facility. Ni nety had been either
al ready i npl enented at the plant or the plant design
met the intent of the SAMA That left fifty for
further eval uation.

The licensee then quantified the risk
reduction potential or benefi t agai nst t he
i mpl enentati on cost or costs for each of the fifty
remai ni ng candi dates. O the fifty SAMAs, twenty-nine
were elimnated for further evaluation because the
cost of the inprovenent exceeded the nmaxinum
attai nabl e benefit val ue. The maxi num att ai nabl e
benefit valueis a cal cul ated dol | ar ambunt associ at ed
with conpletely elimnating severe accidents at St.
Luci e.

Now each of t he remai ni ng t went y- one SAMAs
was -- it was also elimnated on the basis of their
i mpl enent ati on cost, because the inpl enentation cost
exceeded twi ce the estimated benefit for the specific

SANA.

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

43

The end result was that no specific SAVA
candidate was found to be cost beneficial. Thi s
prelimnary conclusion is consistent with the |ow
residual level of risk as indicated inthe St. Lucie
PSA, and the fact that St. Lucie has in fact al ready
i mpl emrent ed many of these plant inprovenents.

To summari ze, the NRCstaff’s prelimnary
conclusion is that additional plant inprovenments to
further mtigate severe accidents are not required at
St. Lucie Units 1 and 2.

Any questions?

MR, CAMERON: Thanks, M ke.

Questions?

Yes, sir.

MR,  HANKENSON: Davi d Hankenson

Was a terrorist attack ever considered in
your eval uation?

DR. MASNI K: No. This particular review
| ooked at changes to the facility and its associ ated
change to the <core damage frequency and the
possibility of a containnent failure.

However, terrorist attacks are consi dered
as an operating concern and we have done a
consi derabl e anobunt of assessnent over the |ast,

obvi ous year and a half, since 9/11.
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VR, CAMERON: John, do you want to add

anything to what M ke said about how the terrorist
consi derations are bei ng consi dered by t he Conm ssi on
and inplications for |icense renewal ?

MR. TAPPERT: Yeah. The -- as far as the
SAMA analysis -- as far as the SAMA evaluation is
concerned, terrorismor other safeguard issues were
not consi dered as part of these reviews.

However, the whol e security situation has
been and is continuing to be eval uated by the agency
as a result of the 9/11 attacks.

Now even bef ore t hen, nucl ear power pl ants
tried to secure civilian facilities in the United
States, and of course since the 9/11 attacks, we've
even strengthened this further.

The agency has done a nunber of things.
They’ ve issued orders to each of the hundred plus
nucl ear operating power plants to enhance their
security profile. They' ve added additional guards.
They i ncreased stand-of f di stances for potential |and
bonbs, and t hey’ ve done a nunber of other things which
are nore sensitive.

The agency has reorganized itself to
create a whole new office to address these concerns

and we’'re working closely with the new Ofice of
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Honel and Security, and we’'re doing a top to bottom
review of all the securities requirenents for these
facilities to see which of those need to be upgraded
in light of the world situation.

So while none of this is tied to |icense
renewal , you know, it applies to all hundred plus
plants, not just the ones applying for |Iicense
renewal . It is avery real threat and one that we're
t aki ng seriously.

VMR, CAMERON: Thank-you, John.

Does that answer your question?

MR HANKENSON: Sort of.

VR, CAMERON: kay.

If you have anything further, we’'ll be
available to talk later, unless you want to add
anyt hi ng now.

MR HANKENSON: No.

MR, CAMERON: Al right.

Any other questions on severe accident
mtigation alternatives?

(No response.)

MR, CAMERON: Okay, M ke, do you want to
go to overall conclusions and process?

DR. MASNI K:  This next slideis asumary

of the staff’s conclusions as presented in the draft
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SEI'S. The inpacts of |license renewal at St. Lucie are
small for all inpact areas.

| n conparison, theinpacts or alternatives
to license renewal range fromsmall to |arge.

Ther ef or e, the staff’s prelimnary
conclusion is that the adverse inpacts of I|icense
renewal at St. Lucie are not so great that preserving
the option of license renewal for energy planning
deci si on makers woul d be unreasonabl e.

I’d just |ike to provide a quick recap of
the current status.

W i ssued the Draft Environnental | npact
Statenent for St. Lucie license renewal this past
October. W are in the nmddle of the public coment
period that is schedul ed to cl ose on January 15, 2002
and we expect to address public comrents, including
any necessary revisions to the Draft Environnental
| npact Statenent for |icense renewal and issue the
final Environnental |npact Statenment by July of 2003.

This next slide provides information on
how to access the St. Lucie Environnmental | npact
Statement. You can contact nme directly at the phone
nunber provided and I'll mail you a copy. You can
view the docunent at the public library here at the

I ndi an Ri ver Cormmunity Col | ege, and t he several copies
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of the docunment are avail able in the back onthe table
out si de t he doors here. And we al so have t he docunent
on our web site.

This last slide gives details on how to
submt comments on the Draft Environnental | npact
Statenment. You can submit the conments in witing at
t he i ndi cat ed address, or by E-rmail or by regul ar mai l
at the addresses given. You can bring themin person
to the NRC Headquarters in Rockville, Maryland. But
remenber, | would appreciate it if you would submt
your comments by the deadline which is January 15,
2003.

That concl udes our presentation at today’s
meet i ng. Are there any questions on the
presentati ons?

MR,  CAMERON: And before we go into
hearing fromyou, are there any questions on any of
the topics that we covered?

Al right.

MR. HENSLEY: My nane is Carl Hensley.
Under the socioeconom cs, Category 2, one of the
topics was environnental justice. What does that
cont ai n?

DR. MASNI K: | woul d have to check the

date, but a number of years ago there was an Executive
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Order that was i ssued that basically | ooked at -- it’s
a -- it refers to a Federal policy that requires
Federal agenciestoidentify, address, as appropri ate,
di sproportionately high and adverse human heal th or
environnmental effects of its actions on mnority or
| ow i ncone popul ati ons.

In other words, if the particular action
inthelocal area woul d have a di sproportionately high

i mpact on minority or |ow income popul ations.

MR.  CAMERON: Do you want to do a
foll omup?

MR HENSLEY: No.

MR.  CAMERON: Does that answer your
guesti on?

MR, HENSLEY: Yes.

MR,  CAMERON: Al'l right.

| s there anot her -- does soneone el se have
a question over here?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Oh, yes.

| was interested in --

MR, CAMERON: Your nane?

VR, HANKENSON: Davi d Hankenson

I’minterestedinthe -- it’s going to be
extended for sixty years if they accept the |icense

renewal . Can it be extended again for after the sixty
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years?

DR. MASNIK:  Well, it, it -- they ve cone
in and requested a twenty year extension. They
al ready have a forty year license. So it would be
allowed to operate for a total of sixty years.

There is nothing in the regul ati ons that
prohibit the licensee fromconmng in and doing this
againinthe mddl e of the twenty year renewal peri od.
But agai n, you know, they woul d have to do the sane --
they would have to be subjected to both the sane
saf ety and environnental reviews and inspections.

MR,  CAMERON: Al right. Any ot her
guesti ons?

(No response).

VR, CAMERON: kay, thank-you, M ke.

W' re going to start off the public
comment segnent of the nmeeting by hearing fromFl orida
Power and Light, and 1'd like to ask Don Jernigan to
come up. Donis the site vice-president at St. Lucie.
And then Tom Abbatiello is going to come up and talk
to us, and Tom is the environnmental |ead on the
|l i cense renewal application.

Don?

MR. JERNI GAN:  Thanks, and good eveni ng.

And agai n, thank-you, M. Caneron.
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My nane is Don Jernigan. |’'mthe
vi ce-presi dent of Florida Power and Light Conpany,s
St. Luci e nuclear power plant.

| appreciate this opportunity to speak to
you t oday about Fl ori da Power and Light’s application
for renewal of the St. Lucie operating |licenses, and
assisting nme tonight is Tom Abbatiello, who is our
| i cense renewal project environnental |ead, who will
al so address nore specifically some of the findings
containedinthe Draft Suppl enent Environnental | npact
St at enent .

I’d also like to thank the Nuclear
Regul at ory Commi ssion for arrangi ng and hol ding this
nmeeti ng today.

FPL strongly supports t he openness of this
process, and in fact during the |l ast two years we have
been involved in dialogue wth the comunity
surrounding the St. Lucie plant. In fact, we have net
with nore than one thousand hone owners, conmunity
groups and governnent officials.

Qur purpose was to sinply share
i nformati on about license renewal and pl ant
operations. W believe that the conmunity interest
and the priorities should be incorporated not only

into our license renewal at the St. Lucie plant, but
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al so into our overall plant operations.

Conmmunity input is an integral part of a
| icense renewal process. The application that we
prepared consi sts of two parts, as discussed earlier,
a safety analysis and an environmental report.

The application has been open for public
reviewfor some time and t he NRC has in fact requested
comments and received comments from interested
parties.

Just as the process has been open in
reviewing the environnental aspects of |Ilicense
renewal, the safety analysis is also following a
paral |l el path. There are open public neetings and the
NRCis currently going through an intensive revi ew of
pl ant systens to ensure safe operation of the plant
for an additional twenty years.

A public neeting on the scoping of the

NRC s environnental review over |icense renewal
application was held here last April in this very
room

Today’s neeting continues that open
process of seeking public input on |license renewal,
and we wel cone this opportunity to gain additiona
comunity input on the environmental aspects of our

| i cense renewal .
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| want to thank the nmenbers of the
community that are represented here today for taking
ti me out of your busy schedul e to share your vi ews and
i deas of this draft report with the NRC. They're very
i mportant. And we appreciate the support that has
been provided to us by the | ocal communities.

|"d also like to thank the NRC staff and
menbers of the National Laboratory Review Team for
their work in preparing a Supplenent Environmenta
| pact Statenment for St. Lucie |icense renewal.

| believe that the report reflects a
conpr ehensi ve assessnent of the environnmental inpacts
of license renewal. And as vice-president of St
Lucie, | want to state that nmy first and ny prinmary
focus is the health and safety of ny famly, nmy St.
Luci e enpl oyees and this community, and their
wel | - bei ng cones before anything el se.

Wien | look at the evidence that is
presented in this Supplenmental Environmental | npact
Statenment and the other Iicense renewal docunents, |
am assured of the plant’s safety and the positive
i mpact on our environnment. | believe that the case
for continued operation of the St. Lucie plant is
strong.

Let nme address four areas. | want to tal k
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about our performance, the economics of St. Lucie
electricity, our environmental stewardship and our
comunity presence.

The first thing I want to tal k about is
t hat t he performance of our plant is top notch, thanks
to our enpl oyees, many of whom are actually here in
t hi s audi ence tonight to support this very inportant
process. It is their time, their effort, and their
dedi cation that have resulted in naking the St. Lucie
pl ant consistently recogni zed as one of the saf est and
one of the nost reliable and one of the nost efficient
plants in the United States.

It is our enployees who have worked
diligently through effective nmai ntenance prograns to
sustainthis optionfor continued pl ant operation wel |
beyond the four year |icense period.

Not only does the Nuclear Regulatory
Comm ssion nonitor our performance, but there are
ot her independent agencies who al so agree that our
pl ant operations are safe and that they have no
adverse inmpact on the surrounding community. This
i ncludes the State of Florida s Departnent of Health,
whi ch conducts nonitoring and sanpling of the areas
surrounding the St. Lucie plant.

Anot her inportant factor to consider in
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this process is our ability to help neet Florida’s
energy needs. As we have tal ked about here today,
Florida s electric gromh is averagi ng two percent a
year. The St. Luci e power plant can hel p sustain the
econom ¢ growth of our and nmaintain our current
quality of life. This plant is strategically |ocated
in the FPL generating system

The St. Lucie plant is anong the | owest
cost producers of electricity in the FPL system So
t hat hel ps keeps electric bills low, and that’s good
news for our customers.

From an envi ronnment al standpoint the St.
Lucie plant remains a guardian of our natural
resources. Qur outstanding sea turtle prograns have
been recognized throughout the . In fact, the
Governor has recogni zed the St. Lucie plant for this
envi ronnental stewardship this year

I n additi on, we continue to produce cl ean
electricity wthout air pollution or greenhouse
gasses.

Finally, what does the St. Lucie plant
mean to our conmunity? So we asked our nei ghbors and
they told us that we are an i nportant econom c factor
inthis community, one that they want to see remai n as

aviabl e contributor, payroll for around ei ght hundred
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enpl oyees, tax doll ars, property taxes, purchases, and
the contributions tolocal United Way agencies helpin
this area.

But t he nost i nportant part, nore thanthe
econom cs, is therole that our enployees play inthis
| ocal comunity. Qur enployees are active in their
churches, in Scout organizations, in PTA's, Little
Leagues, Pop Warner football |eagues, and even in
| ocal governnent.

And as a testinony to our comunity role,
many menbers of the | ocal community have spoken to us
in support of the St. Lucie plant, not only this
af ternoon, but al solast April during a public scoping
nmeeting on the NRC s environmental review of our
i cense renewal application.

In summary, | believe that renewal of the
licenses of FPL St. Lucie nuclear power plant is in
the best interest of our community in continuing to
provi de safe, clean, reliable and | owcost el ectricity
to our custoners.

| would like to ask that our |icense
renewal project environment |ead Tom Abbatiello
provide sone additional details on FPL's Ilicense
renewal efforts and conments on the Draft Suppl enent al

Envi ronment al | npact Statenent.
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Tonf?

MR, ABBATI ELLC. Thanks, Don.

CGood eveni ng everyone. [It’s an honor to
be here today to share ny thoughts with you about the
Suppl enment al Environmental |npact Statenent for the
St. Lucie |license renewal.

As Don said, ny nane i s TomAbbatiell o and
| amthe environmental lead for the St. Lucie |license
renewal project.

The Suppl enental Environnental | npact
Statenent for the St. Lucie |icense renewal provides
a t hor ough exam nati on of the ni nety-two environnent al
i ssues addressed in the regul ations. This very broad
approach has been thoughtfully designed and is
i ntended to cover the w de spectrum of issues that
mght be raised by nenbers of the public or
government al revi ew agenci es.

The Suppl enental Environnental | npact
St at enent concludes that the environnmental inpacts
from operating St. Lucie for an additional twenty
years would be small. This conclusion is based on
detail ed anal ysis of inpact areas.

| agreewith this conclusion. Infact, it
is the same conclusion that was mde in FPL' s

envi ronnental report which we prepared as a part of
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our application.

But another reason | believe that St.
Luci e shoul d operate for an additional twenty years is
to be able to continue the award wi nni ng conservati on
work that was initiated al nost twenty years ago. FPL
is proud of the work we do, preserve and protect the
envi ronnent . We believe in our responsibility to
operate in harnmony with the environment. St. Lucie’s
uni que location successfully conbines nodern
technology wth a strong commitnent to the
envi ronnent .

As Don alluded to in his talk, on Cctober
8th of this year, Governor Bush and the Florida
Cabinet presented FPL with a 2002 council for
sust ai nabl e Fl ori da environnental award. This award,
whi ch was on display in the foyer, recognizes FPL's
program at the St. Lucie plant for the preservation
and education of endangered sea turtles. The sea
turtle protection and preservation program wll
continue during the |icense extension period.

The renewal of the St. Lucie licenses is
important in neeting the energy needs of South
Florida, and as was previously nentioned, we are
growi ng at about two percent a year and electricity

consumed per custoner is also increasing. Because of
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this increasing demand, FPL nust plan and provide
power plants to assure anple supply of electricity,
and to that end, a robust network of generation is
best sustained by the use of diverse fuels.

The renewal of the St. Lucie operating
i censes permits FPL to continue to provide over 1700
megawatts of environnentally clean and |ow cost
generating capacity, free fromdependence on foreign
oil.

The St. Lucie enployees want to remain a
part of this community. As your nei ghbors, safe and
reliable operation of the St. Lucie nuclear plant is
our top priority. W believe |icense renewal nakes
good busi ness sense for both FPL and its custoners,
and in light of the current situationinthe world, we
also believe it is the right thing to do for our
country.

Thank- you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank-you very much, Tom
and t hank-you, Don

W' re goingto goto M. Vince Barry now,
who | believe is from Wnderful Wdnesday.

Vi nce?

MR, BARRY: Good eveni ng.

My nane is Vincent Barry. M wfe

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

59

Lorraine and | have lived in Port St. Lucie for
fourteen years, noving here from Lafayette, Indiana.

During that time we haverelied on Florida
Power and Light and the St. Lucie Nuclear Plant to
supply us wth Jlow cost, safe and reliable
electricity. They have never failed to fulfill that
responsibility.

Over the sane period, | have checked the
cost of electricity with our growing children |iving
in several other States, and have confirmed that
Fl orida Power and Light and the St. Lucie Nucl ear
Pl ant does indeed have econom cal rates.

W al so have enjoyed great credits, by
participating in the Florida Power and Li ght on-call
program Wth this programour water heater and our
air conditioning systemare wired such, that during
peak |oads Florida Power and Light can renotely
di srupt our service for short periods of time. To
date, if they have activated the system we are
unaware of it, and it has caused us no i nhconveni ence.

Wth regard to safety and reliability,
l ong before coming to Florida I was aware of the
excel l ent reputationinquality that Florida Power and
Li ght enjoyed and of the hi gh standards they enpl oyed

in their facilities.
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| have | ong known of the stringent quality
and safety systens demanded and enpl oyed by Fl orida
Power and Light. However, it was not until nmy wfe
and | becanme involved in Vicky Spencer’s energy
encounters and the Wonderful Wadnesday program she
adm nisters, did we realize that those stringent
standards were ratcheted up tenfold at the St. Lucie
Nucl ear Pl ant.

| | earned about t he safety and t he back- up
systens, about the detailed procedures for every
process that nust be followed and how the operators
are trained and retrained to foll owthese quality and
safety procedures to the letter w thout deviation.

There is no question in ny mnd that
safety is the top priority at the St. Lucie nuclear
Plant and their safety record bears this out.

In addition to being a reliable supplier
of safe, low cost electricity, the St. Lucie Nucl ear
Pl ant i s a good nei ghbor, contributing aggressivelyto
our local comunity, both economcally and wth
countless civic activities. The plant and its
enpl oyees are involved in everything, from Little
League, to United Way, to Habitat for Humanity, and
i mpacts this conmunity with nore than eighty mllion

dol l ars annual ly.
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| recently becane aware of the splendid
prograns that the St. Lucie plant Energy Encounters
Program conducts. These prograns offer hands-on
science prograns for school, offering free three day
work shops to teachers for teaching skills and
training credits, free science field trips for
el ementary and mddle school children, as well as
continually donating conmputers and supplies to the
| ocal school s.

Adding to their economic and civic
achi evenents, the St. Lucie nucl ear plant has al ways
mai ntained a strong commitnment to the environment.
Their enphasis on the South Florida Echo System have
resulted in designing and mai ntaining a facility that
compliments a friendly relationship of the two.

Through t he twenty-five year exi stence of
the plant, the State of Florida has nonitored the
envi ronmental conditions around the St. Luci e nucl ear
pl ant. They have continually found both the air and
t he wat er surroundi ng t he pl ant neets their standards
and those of the Federal Governnent.

In conclusion, the twenty-five year
history of the St. Lucie Nuclear Plant has been
excel lent for the community, for the environment and

its wildlife, and for the people. We have got
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somet hi ng very good here and when you have sonet hi ng
good you stick with it.

Fl ori da Power and Light and the St. Lucie
Nucl ear Pl ant have nore than proved they are worthy to
have their |icense renewed.

| thank you for allowing nme to voice ny
support for the St. Lucie Nuclear Plant |icense
renewal and for sharing with you nmy views for that
support.

VR, CAMERON: Thank-you very much, M.
Barry.

Next we’'re going to go to M. Larry
Bul | i ngt on.

MR, BULLI NGTON: Thank- you. 1’d just
have sonme comments that |1'd |like to nake.

First of all, thank-you to the NRC
findi ngs. I’m a health physics technician at St
Lucie since all the way back January 10th of *83. |
have sonme years of experience.

But those that I'’msitting around, or the
reason |’ mhere toni ght, because they represent | BEW
and present, Rick Curtis, and these are ny Union
br ot hers.

As has been st at ed before, the Boy Scout s,

Big Brothers, Hospice, United Way, is contributing
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fromthese fellows and al so many -- in the area, many
hours put together for these gentl enen.

So | thank you. The | adi es and gentl enen
here are part of the neighborhood of St. Lucie
Martin, Ckeechobee and Indian County.

MR, CAMERON: Thank-you, Larry.

Next we’'re going to go to Karen Knapp
Uni ted Way.

V5. KNAPP: Good eveni ng.

My name is Karen Knapp and |I'm the
President of the United Way of St. Lucie County, and
it is nmy pleasure to speak on behalf of the Florida
Power and Li ght Conpany, and the people it enploys,
and their relationship with the United Way.

The United Way i s the | eader in charitable
giving. Over the past forty years the local United
Way has allocated mllions of dollars to give to
heal t h and hurman servi ce organi zati ons to hel p peopl e
in need right here in our comunity.

In order for us to be successful in
acconplishing our goals, we need helping hands,
volunteers and the generosity of contributors.
Vol unteers govern the United Way. They help raise
needed funds, and the volunteers review all requests

for funds and make financial -- or final decisions on
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where the dollars will do the nost good.

Qur volunteers are avital resource to our
organi zation. For many years now the fol ks at FP&L
have pl ayed and continue to play and i nportant role in
the operation of our United Way. Year after year
Florida Power and Light, and the I|BEW Local 627
supports us by giving of their tinme and energy.

FP&L al | ows their enpl oyees to help us in
so many ways. They sit on governing boards of the
United Way. They all owtheir enpl oyees to becone | oan
executi ves. They chair our United WAy canpaigns.
Vol unteers help us not only with their own canpaign
inside the nuclear plant, but they also help us
conduct many outsi de throughout the comunity.

These vol unteers go above and beyond and
they give fromthe heart. They have never said noto
a request for help fromthe United Way, whether it be
constructive huge goal signs in the comunity or
sitting on decision-nmaking panels. The conpany and
its enpl oyees are dedicated to inproving the quality
of life for those less fortunate in our conmunity.

They have proven thenselves to be good
citizens of this community, the true friend to United
Way and an asset to our entire comunity and | woul d

like just to take this opportunity to thank M.
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Jerni gan and the enpl oyees here present for all that
they do for the United \Vay.

MR. CAMERON: kay, thank-you, Karen

| believe that’s the | ast speaker that we
had si gned up.

Bef ore we cl ose, does anybody el se have
anyt hing to say or any i ssues we can cl ear up for you?
Any questions?

Yes, sir?

And j ust pl ease give us your nane for the
transcript.

MR. BOGACKI: My nane i s Charl es Bogacki,
and just to stay on the topic of environnental inpact,
| just want to let you know the posted radi oactive
material settlenent pond that is on the FP&L site
outside of the radiation control area -- and FP&L is
doing a great job onthe St. Lucie site -- but | would
like to see the settlenent pond that is open to al
the wildlife, have sone attention to mmke this
settl ement pond de- posted as radi oactive nmateri al area
that is open to the wildlife, and adhere to the
envi ronnental issues that may inpact that.

MR.  CAMERON: Okay. Thank-you, and if
the NRC staff needs to clarify anything about that,

they' Il talk to you after the neeting, okay, just to
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make sure that we understand everything that you're
sayi ng on that.

Anybody el se have a question or conment
that they want to make before we close for tonight?

(No response.)

MR, CAMERON: | would just thank all of
you for taking the tinme to be with us tonight and
gi ving us your comrents.

Anybody?

(No response.)

MR, CAMERON: Al right. [I’mgoing to
ask John Tappert, who's our senior person here, to
just close the nmeeting for us.

John?

MR. TAPPERT: Thanks again for com ng.
We appreciate all the coments that you gave us. The
NRC staff will remain after the neeting if you have
any additional questions or comments.

Thank- you.

(Wher eupon, at 8:55 o’clock, p.m, the

public nmeeting was adjourned.)

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




