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The Public Meeting was held in the Charlotte-

Meckl enber g Gover nnent Center, 600 East Fourth Street,
7:05 p.m, Francis "Chip" Cameron, Facilitator,
presi di ng.

PRESENT:

FRANCI S (Chi p) CAMERON
LAWRENCE KOKAJKO

TI M HARRI S
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P-ROGEEDI-NGS

MR.  CANMERON: Ckay. Good eveni ng,
everyone. M nanme is Chip Cameron. |’ mthe Special
Counsel for Public Liaison at the Nucl ear Regul atory
Comm ssion, and | welcone you all to the NRC---that’s
one acronym we’'ll be wusing tonight for Nuclear
Regul at ory Conmi ssion---1 want to wel come you to the
NRC s public neeting tonight.

And our topic is the draft environnental
i npact statenent that the NRC has prepared to assi st
the NRC in evaluating the application that we' ve
received from a consortium Duke Cogenma Stone &
Webster, better known as DCS; an application to
construct a mxed oxide fuel fabrication facility.

And it’s ny pleasure to serve as your facilitator for

tonight’s meeting. Andinthat role, I’mgoingtotry
to help all of you to have a -- a productive neeting
t oni ght.

And before we get into the substance of
t he di scussion tonight, | usually like to go over sone
-- sone itens about the neeting process, why we’'re
here toni ght, what the format and ground rul es are for
the neeting, and to just briefly talk about the
agenda.

The agenda does not have a | ot of noving

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

5

parts, soit’s a sinple agenda tonight. And in terns
of the purpose, one purpose is we want to make sure
that we clearly explain what the NRC s process is for
eval uating the DCS application, andto al so tal k about
the findings in the draft environnental inpact
statenent, and to answer any questions you have about
t he process or the findings.

Second pur pose and nbst i nportant purpose
is to hear any comnments that you m ght have on the
draft environnental inpact statement. And it may be
that the i nformation you hear tonight fromthe NRC or
any of the other people in the audience will help you
to prepare any witten conments that you m ght want to
submit on this draft environnmental inpact statenent.
And the NRC staff will be explaining in a few m nutes
what t hat process is for submtting witten conrents.
But | just wanted to enphasi ze, anything that you say
tonight will carry the same weight as a witten
comment. We are transcribing the meeting, and your
comments tonight will be essentially in witing
because they will be on a transcript. It’1l be a
witten transcript. And we will nmake that avail abl e
to whonever wants to have that -- that transcript.
The ultimte goal is to use the comments that we hear

tonight, inthe other public neetings, and the witten
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comments, to -- to illum nate our deci sion-nmaking on
this application.

Interms of format, we’re going to have a
couple of brief NRC presentations to give you
background; question and answers from you. | know
you' || have questions, and hopefully we’'ll have
answers, good answers. And the second part of the
nmeeting is to give any of you who wish to do so an
opportunity to come up to the podi umand gi ve us sone
-- some formal comments. And | think we -- we have a
nice turnout tonight, but | don't think that we'll
have to worry too nmuch about I ength of tinme speaking,
but | would |ike youto holdit toten mnutes, at the
nost. We were in North Augusta | ast night. W had a
| ot of people. And | think we got out of there at
11: 00. And, although that’s -- that’s okay with us,
we want to hear everybody, in fairness to all of you
we would like to nake sure that the neeting ends at
the time that we had pronised it would end. Sotry to
be concise, if you can.

And in ternms of ground rules, if you have
a guestion, when we get to the question and answer,
just signal me and |’ mgoing to bring you -- we don’t
have our usual tal king stick, we have -- | don’t know

what you would call this, but...
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UNI DENTI FI ED: A | apel .

MR. CAMERON: A lapel mc. Thank you,
Mary. Alapel mc. | will bring this to you and get
your question, and the NRC staff will answer it.

When we go to the formal comments, | woul d
just ask you to cone up here to the podium And we
want to make sure everybody gets a chance to speak
And | would ask that only one person speak at a tine
so that we can get a clean transcript and, nore
i mportantly, pay attention to whonever has the fl oor
at the tine.

We do want to keep it informal and have a
di scussion with you, so | would just say relax and
speak what’'s on your mind tonight. W have people
here from different parts of the -- the NRC I n
addition to the NRC staff who are in charge of
eval uating this application, we have people fromour
O fice of General Counsel, fromour regional office.
And after the neeting is over, take advantage of
talking to them about any pertinent questions you
m ght have.

| wanted to -- to ask Adri enne Lester, who
is -- did all to logistical arrangenents for these
nmeetings, to just cone up and tell us about any

| ogi stical details that you think people should know
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Adri enne?

M5. LESTER Good evening. | would |ike
to you thank you all for comng out tonight. And
just want to briefly go over the information that you
pi cked out -- picked up out on the desk out there.
The first thing is the agenda. And behind that you
have a facts sheet which just tells you what the NRC
is, what it does, and al so gi ves you sone i nfornmation
on the MOX facility. And behind that is a very
i mportant sheet, because it has where you can send
your conments to, which are due back by May 14'". And
the additional sheets behind that are just a
representation of the posters back there. So you can
just take that home with you and | ook over that.

The next sheet you shoul d have picked up
woul d be the slides that Lawence and Timare going to
present tonight. And lastly is the public feedback
form And you can just mail that back to us, because
the postage is already on there, or either you can
give it back to me tonight.

So thank you. And we hope to hear from
you very soon.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you very mnuch,

Adri enne.

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

9

Qur two NRC presentations are -- first
we're going to go to M. Lawence Kokajko, who is
right here. And he is the acting Branch Chief of the
Envi ronnment al and Per f or mance Assessnent Branch at t he
NRC. It’sinour Ofice of Nuclear Materials, Safety,
and -- and Safeguards. And Lawence's staff is
responsi bl e for eval uating the environnental aspects
of this -- this application. And before he assuned
this acting Branch Chief position, he was the -- the
Section Chief of sonething calledthe Ri sk Task G oup
at the agency, which was | ooki ng at howri sk shoul d be
factored i nto NRCdeci si on-maki ng. He’ s beeninvol ved
inthe reactor world, the spent fuel world at the NRC,
so he has a wide breadth of -- of know edge that he
brings to his present position. And were -- were you
a licensed reactor operator?

MR. KOKAJKO. A senior licensed.

MR. CAMERON: Seni or |icensed reactor
operator. And Lawrence is going to give you the broad
overview on this project, and then we’'re going to go
to M. TimHarris, who is right here. Timis the
Project Manager for the environmental review on the
construction authorization application. He’ s been
with the agency for about nine years now. And his

expertiseisincivil engineering, | believe. And Tim
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is going to wal k you through -- wal k us through the
findings inthe draft environnental inpact statenent.
Those are the two presentations.

W al so have Dave Brown, right here. Now,
Dave is the Assistant Project Manager on the safety
eval uation on this construction authorization. And
he’ s here to answer any questions onthe -- the safety
side of the evaluation. So it’'s very inmportant to
understand that the NRC s review of this application
has an environmental conponent and it has a safety
conponent . And, although our focus is on the
environnental tonight, we do know that you're
i nterested or m ght have coments on t he safety si de,
so Dave is with us to -- to help us out with that.

And with that, I'Il turnit over to-- to
Law ence.

MR. KOKAJKO: Good evening. M name is
Law ence Kokaj ko. |’ mthe acting Branch Chief for the
Envi ronment al and Per f or mance Assessnent Branchinthe
Di vi si on of WAaste Managenent in the Ofice of Nucl ear
Materials, Safety, and Safeguards at the Nuclear
Regul atory Commission. And|’'dliketo welcone youto
this neeting on the NRC s draft environnental inpact
statenent for the proposed m xed oxide or MOX fuel

fabrication facility.

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

11

I’dliketo thank you for taking your tine
out of your busy day and evening to be here this
evening, and we look forward to hearing from you
This neeting is one of a series of neetings---in fact,
this is the third one this week---which are desi gned
to informthe public about the draft environnenta
i npact statenment for the proposed facility, and to
solicit public coment.

As Adrienne said, there are severa
handouts. One is a set of slides, the agenda, facts
sheet, and conparison of alternatives, as well as the
feedback forms. And we are especially interested in
getting the feedback fornms from you as well, this
evening, besides your comments on the draft
envi ronnental inpact statenent. W would use this
information to try to inprove these neetings in the
future. And you may either hand it back to an NRC
staff menber. And, once again, could | have the NRC
staff nenbers raise their hand. You can give -- give
it to one of those people and we will take it back, or
you can mail it in the -- back to us. And it’s
al ready self-addressed, and postage has been paid.
Also, if you' d like a copy of the draft environnmental
i npact statenent you nmay obtain one here. W have a

limted nunber available. And if we run out, we wll
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mai | you a copy. Next slide.

Tonight there will be two presenters,
nysel f and TimHarris of my staff. And we’ve incl uded
our phone nunbers and Email addresses. And please
feel free to contact us if you have any questions
after the neetings.

As | indicated, the purpose of tonight’s
neeting is to get your coments on the draft
envi ronnental inpact statenent. Before we hear your
comments, we' || provide sonme informati on on NRC s rol e
in the proposed project, and describe the Nationa
Envi ronmental Policy Act and the EI' S process, and how
the EISfits intothe NRC s decision-nmaking. Timw |
give an overview of the draft environmental i npact
statenent, and there wll be time to answer sone
guestions before we begin to take your comrents.

The proposed MOX facility would take
sur pl us weapons plutonium and depl eted urani um and
make nucl ear reactor fuel. Congress, in the Defense
Aut hori zation Act of 1999, gave NRC a role in the
proposed MOX project. Specifically, the NRC has the
i censing authority over the MOXfacility, soour role
is to nake a licensing decision regarding the safe
operation of that facility.

The NRC is an independent governnent
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agency, and our mssion is to protect the public
health and safety, and the environnent, in the
conmer ci al uses of radi oactive material. Qur roleis
different than the Departnment of Energy’s. The
Departnment of Energy’sroleinthis project relatesto
i mpl ementing the United States nuclear non-
proliferation policy, including the disposition of
sur pl us weapons pl ut oni um

The Departnent of Energy also has a
responsibility to design, build, and operate two
facilities that support the proposed MOX facility.
And these two facilities are the pit disassenbly and
conversion facility, also known as the PDCF, and the
wast e solidification building, or the WeB. While the
pit di sassenbly and conversion facility and t he waste
solidification building are considered in NRCs
environnental review, it is inmportant to note that
these -- that the NRC does not have regulatory
l'i censing authority over these two support facilities.
That responsibility rests with the Departnent of
Energy. The NRC only has authority over the proposed
MOX facility.

I’d like to briefly describe the
envi ronnent al i npact statenment process. The National

Envi ronnment al Policy Act requires governnent agenci es
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to prepare an environnental inpact statenent for
proposed nmgj or federal actions such as the potenti al
licensing of the proposed MOX project. An
envi ronnent al i npact st atement presents environnent al
i mpacts (sic) of the proposed action, along wth
reasonabl e alternati ves to that proposed acti on. Note
that the bol ded areas are opportunities for public
i nvol verent in the process, and we consider this a
very inportant part of the EIS.

NRC s involvenent with the MOX project
started when Duke Cogenma Stone & Webster, or DCS, the
applicant, submtted an environnmental report and
requested to construct the MOXfacility. W published
a notice of intent to prepare an EIS in the Federal
Register in March of 2001. During the scoping
process, the public hel ped determnm ne what i ssues woul d
be addressed in the environnental inpact statemnent.
We have conpleted the draft environmental inpact
statenent, and we sent copies to approximately 550
peopl e i n February.

W are currently in the public conment
period for the draft environnmental inpact statenent.
This neeting is being transcribed, and comments made
here tonight will be included in the official coment

record. And the last slide that Timw Il show this
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evening will show you ways you can submt public
conment s. W will review and consider the public
coorments and finalize the environnmental i npact
st at ement .

As | mentioned earlier, NRCs roleis to
make a | i censing decision regardi ng the proposed MOX
facility. 1’dlike to take sone tine to describe the
i censing process just briefly, and howthe EISwe're
di scussing tonight fits into NRC s decision-making
process. First, there are two decisions that the NRC
wi Il have to nake for the proposed MOX project. The
first decisionis whether toauthorize construction of
the facility, and the second is whether to authorize
operation of the facility. These decisions are shown
in the mddl e of the slide. The NRC s environnental
review is shown at the top portion of the slide, and
consi sts of preparing the final environmental inpact
statenent. The final environmental inpact statenent
will be used by NRC to decide whether to authorize
construction, and | ater whether to issue alicenseto
operate the MOX facility.

And | need to point out that the
environnental inpact statenment does not cover
everything that would normally be covered in the

safety review. For exanple, response to terrorists
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activities, whichis asecurity and saf eguards natter,
is -- would be considered in the safety review, not
the environnental inpact statenent. It is not that
it’s not going to be considered, it’s just that the
forumfor that will be in the safety reviewand not in
t he environnental inpact statenent.

The NRC s safety review is shown at the
bottom portion of the slide. The safety evaluation
report for the construction authorization request
focuses on a safety assessnent of the proposed design
bases to determine if it neets NRC s requirenents.
NRC s final environnental inpact statenment and safety
eval uation report for the construction authorization
request will be the basis for naking a decision on
whet her to construct the proposed MOX facility. And
we anticipate making that decision |ater this year.

Duke Cogerma Stone & Wbster plans to
submit a license application to operate the proposed
facility around OCctober of 2003. The safety
eval uation report onthe operating application andthe
final environmental inpact statenment will form the
basi s for maki ng a deci si on on whether to allowDCSto
operate the proposed MOX facility.

| also want to point out that there wll

be at least -- there will be another opportunity for
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hearing on the operation of the facility. John Hull,
with our Ofice of General Counsel, is here this
eveni ng, and he can answer questions related to the
heari ng process.

To summarize, a single environnmental
i npact statenent will be used to support the decision
to construct and later operate the proposed MOX
facility. And let ne also stress, once again, the
envi ronnent al i npact statenment has a separate m ssion
than the safety review. And the safety revieww || be
-- will be used to determine if it neets the
regulatory requirenents as outlined in Title X, Code
of Federal Regul ations, Part 70.

Now, | would liketoturnthe presentation
over to M. TimHarris of ny staff. M. Harris it

| ead for the environmental reviewfor the MOX project

at the NRC.

Ti nf

MR. CAMERON: And Timis going to cover a
lot of material for you. And let’s let him get

t hrough that material and go for questions. Soif you

coul d mark any questi ons that you have on your -- your
view graphs, then -- so that we make sure and get
t hem

Ti nf?
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MR. HARRI S: Thanks, Chip. Thanks,

Law ence.

The docunent we sent out is a cul m nation
of approximately two years of effort. And | would
like to provide an overview of that document. |It’'s
quite lengthy, so I'’m going to try to focus the
di scussi on on several issues. And if one of the
i ssues we don’t tal k about is inmportant to you, please

ask a question and we can provide sone additional

detail .

"1l describe the alternatives that we
analyzed in detail, and also alternatives that we
consi dered but did not analyze in detail. And then,
as | stated, I’'lIl go through a summary of the

alternatives we did analyze in detail.

To under stand howwe did, that---that is,
which alternatives we analyzed in detail and those
that we just considered but did not do a detailed
analysis of---it’s very wuseful and helpful to
under st and the purpose and need associated with the
environmental inpact statenment. As we stated in the
notice of intent that Lawence noted was published
back in March of 2001, the purpose and need for the
MOX facility relates to a larger surplus plutonium

di sposition programthat, as Lawence nentioned, is
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adm ni stered by the Departnment of Energy. So the
pur pose and need for this, our draft environnental
i npact statenent, is essentially the sanme as used by
t he Department of Energy inits progranmatic EI S s for
t he surpl us weapons pl utoni um di sposition program

The pur pose and need rel ates t o agreenent s
between the United States and Russia to reduce the
threat of nuclear weapons by insuring that those
materials are converted into proliferation-resistant
form And alsoto reduce the risk that that plutonium
mght fall into the hands of terrorists or rogue
states.

The draft environnmental inpact statenent
eval uates two alternatives in detail. These are the
proposed action and the no-action scenarios. The no-
action alternative would be continued storage of
sur pl us weapons pl utonium at existing Departnent of
Energy sites. The no-action alternative is used as a
conparison -- as a baseline for conparing different
al ternatives.

The proposed action i ncludes i npacts from
constructing, operating, and | at er decomn ssi oni ng t he
proposed MOXfacility. Andit al so considered inpacts
of other connected actions that are things that are

closely related to the operation of the MOXfacility.
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These would be transportation of various nuclear
materials, feed stocks, fresh fuel, spent fuel. And
al so, as Lawence nentioned, DEIS includes inpacts
associ ated wi th those two DOE support facilities. And
again, those were the pit disassenbly and conversi on
facility and the waste solidification building.

The pit disassenbly and conversion
facility would take weapons material in a classified
form declassify the form and convert it froma neta
into a plutoniumpowder. That powder would go to the
MOX facility where it would be m xed with depleted
uranium in order to nake reactor fuel. The waste
solidification building would take waste from the
proposed MOX facility and the pit disassenbly and
conversion facility and process that waste. The
i npacts associated with the proposed action also
i ncludes the potential use of MOX fuel in reactors.

For t he proposed acti on, we al so eval uat ed
differences in using a sand filter versus HEPA
filters. The idea of using sand filters was raised at
a scoping neeting in North Augusta.

As | said before, the purpose and need i s
used to determ ne which alternatives we considered to
be reasonabl e and were anal yzed in detail, and those

that were not. In addition to siting and technol ogy
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options that were evaluated by DCS in its
environnment al report, several alternatives were raised
during scoping, and also at public neetings that we
had | ast fall.

| mobi | i zationwas initially consideredto
be a reasonabl e al ternati ve. However, foll ow ng DOE s
-- excuse nme, the Departnment of Energy’'s anended
record of deci si on, DOE believed that an
i rmobi | i zation-only approach woul d not neet the U. S. -
Russia agreenents. Therefore, it did not neet the
purpose and need, and we did not analyze that
alternative in detail.

Del i ber at el y maki ng of f - speci fi cati on MOX
fuel was al so rai sed during neetings we had | ast fall.
This alternative involves not renovinginpuritiesthat
are inthe -- the weapons pl utoniumthat woul d make it
| ess useful to use in the reactor fuel. They have to
renove the inpurities in order to make it useful in a
react or. This alternative would not renove those
impurities, so you wouldn’t get the waste associ at ed
with the renoval, and al so they woul d make the fuel
but it would not be used in a reactor. Instead, the
of f-specification MOX fuel, under this alternative,
woul d be stored at spent fuel pools at existing

reactor sites prior to disposal in a geologic
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The inpacts of this alternative are
addressed qualitatively in the draft environnmental
i mpact st atenent. The nonetary costs of the off-
specification MOX al ternative woul d be about t he sane
as the proposed action. That is, you would still
buildthe facility. Those costs would still be there.
However, the off-specification MOX fuel alternative
woul d generate | ess waste than the proposed acti on.
However, the benefits woul d be | ower because you woul d
not produce electricity. Therefore, the off-
specification MOX fuel alternative was not obvi ously
superior to the proposed action. And al so, this
alternative did not fulfill the U S. -Russia
agreenents.

For the proposed action and no-action
alternatives, the inpacts associated wth the
following Iist were evaluated. In order toallowtine
for public coment, | won't go through the -- the
exhaustive list. 1’Il focus on the inpacts on the
| eft, which are human health, air quality, hydrol ogy,
wast e managenent, and environmental justice. |’'Il
also talk about the inpacts associated wth
transportati on and potential MOX fuel use. And I’|

al so surmari ze t he cost benefit anal ysis di scussed in
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the EIS.

First, 1’d like to sumrari ze the inpacts
associated with the no-action alternative. The
i mpacts of this alternatives (sic) were previously
eval uat ed by t he Depart nent of Energy, as | nmentioned,
the programmatic EIS s that they did. They eval uated
the inpacts of continued storage. And the inpacts
that are included in our draft environnental inpact
statenent are essentially the same as DOE had
previ ously eval uat ed.

The information packet that Adrienne
mentioned includes tables which shows nunerical
di f f erences. So if you want to conpare the
differences for a particular resource area, |ike how
much gr oundwat er woul d be used or what the air quality
i npacts woul d be, you have that information in your
handouts. 1’'Il just summarize those quickly.

The i npacts to t he public and workers from
this no-action alternative---that 1is, continued
storage---are considered to be | ow. There woul d be no
significant water quality or air quality inpacts
associated withthis alternative. As you can i nmagine,
if you're storing material in a warehouse or other
type of facility, you' re not going to generate a | ot

of air em ssions or -- or water inpacts. Also, there
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woul d be no significant waste managenent inpacts or
envi ronnental justice concerns.

The next series of slides sumarize
i npacts associated with the proposed action. And
agai n, the proposed action includes the inpacts from
three facilities: the proposed MOX facility; the pit
di sassenbly and conversion facility; and also the
waste solidification building. |’ve presented the
i mpacts onthe slides interns of increase or decrease
relative to current conditions at the Savannah Ri ver
Site. And again, if you want to see the actua
nunmerical nunbers, those are on the handouts. There
woul d be no adverse chemical or radiol ogical inpacts
during construction. From operating these three
facilities, the annual public collective dose would
i ncrease by about 11% But as I'Il show in the next
slide, we’ll put that in perspective. There would
also be no significant chem cal exposures during
nor mal operations. Thanks.

This slide shows the radiati on dose from
several sources, and also, inportantly, NRC s annual
public dose limt. The average annual dose from
natural background is about 360 millirem And a
mlliremis just aunit of radi ati on exposure, to kind

of give you a benchmark. |f you | ooked at the -- the
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i mportant thing to note is NRC s annual public dose

limt, whichis 100 mllirem And if you -- if you
provide context, if you got a chest X-ray you'd
receive about six millirem The annual dose to the

public fromnormal operations of the three facilities
woul d be less than one millirem So that, while the
increase is 11% it’'s still less than one mllirem

Accidents have the greatest potential
consequences of the inpacts that we evaluated. Two
conservative scenarios were evaluated in the draft
environnental inpact statenent for a nunber of
potential accidents. The short-termscenari o assunes
t hat peopl e woul d be exposed by i nhaling contam nant
material from a plume that would be generated
following the accident. W have also evaluated a
| ong-term scenari o. And these would include the
i mpacts from the short-term scenario, as well as
potential inpacts fromeating crops that coul d becone
cont am nat ed

The potential accident inpacts are
evaluated in terns of risk. The classical definition
of "risk"™ is you take the probability of an event
times the consequences equals the risk. In keeping
with NRC s mission to protect public health and

safety, we want to insure that the resulting overal
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risk to the public from an accident is very snall
Therefore, events that could have significant
consequences are required to be made highly unlikely
t hrough design safety features. And | think Law ence
touched onthat. Wth the safety eval uation report is
wher e t hose safety features are addressed. The safety
features are not defined in the EIS. Those are
covered in a separate docunent.

In March we notified a nunber of
st akehol ders that we had identified an error in the
acci dent consequences that was due to a conmput er code
bug. And we felt it was very inportant to get that
information out to the public in a tinmely manner. |
think I got a phone call on Monday afternoon notifying
me of the error, and by Thursday we had sent out a
| etter to over 500 peopl e notifying themthat, hey, we
think there’s an error. W think the nunbers are
going to change. W' Il provide nore infornmation.

During our review, we also found an
additional error, and that was related to wind data
t hat Duke Cogena Stone & Webster had provided inits
environmental report. This error would essentially
doubl e the i npacts associ ated with nornmal operations
and potential accidents. However, we reviewed the

i npacts associated with these errors and determ ned
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that they did not change NRC s conclusion or
prelimnary reconmendations. That is, if you double

a nunber that was significantly Iless than one

mllirem that nunber’s still going to be |ess than
one mllirem from normal operations, and we didn't
consider that to be significant. If youlooked at the

acci dent inpacts, if you double, say, 10 and get 20,
10 is significant, 20 is significant. That didn't
change our concl usions that potential accidents have
signi ficant consequences.

W also promised in the letter that we
sent out in March that we woul d provi de you addi ti onal
information. And hopefully we’ll have those errata
sheets prepared next week. And those will be mail ed
out. We're also going to post those on the Wb site.

Hypot heti cal events caused t he hi ghest --
t hat caused t he hi ghest consequences wer e an expl osi on
event at the proposed MOX facility. For the one-year
scenario that | talked about, this would have an
estimated result of less than 50 latent cancer
fatalities. And then, for the | ong-termscenario, we
estimated | ess than 200 | atent cancer fatalities. And
agai n, these nunbers are one significant figure. So
the -- the actual inpact that was calculated

nunerically was less, but we reported 200 to be
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significantly accurate. These estimtes for the | ong-
term inpacts do not credit any interventions that
m ght be taken to reduce |ong-term exposures from
eating contam nated crops. That is, it’s assunmed t hat
the crops are contam nated shortly before harvest,
t hat the peopl e harvest the crops, eat the crops. So
intervention that would follow an accident, such as
not al |l owi ng peopl e to eat crops and ot her things, are
not credited in our analysis.

The probability -- getting back to risk,
the probability of these hypothetical events is
consi dered to be highly unlikely through preventative
and mtigative features that are being devel oped in
the safety review. The consequences of these highly
unl i kely events are significant; however, the overall
risk---that is, consequences tinmes probability---we
believe is very small to menbers of the public.

"1l wal k through these rather quickly.
Air quality relates to conpliance wth national
anbi ent air quality standards for chem cal pollutants.
Air quality at the Savannah River Site al ready exceeds
one proposed standard, whichis the particulate matter
2.5 micron or PM 2.5 standard. The proposed action
would increase the PM 2.5 by about 0.1% during

construction, and that’s primarily fromearth-novi ng
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activities; and 0. 01%i ncrease fromnornal operati ons.
Now, as | nentioned, thisis a-- a proposed standard.
EPA has del ayed i npl enenting the PM2.5 standard. And
if and when attainnent plans are devel oped by the
State of CGeorgia and South Carolina, SRS could be
required to reduce PM 2.5 emssions or develop
nmeasures to -- to mtigate those.

Sur f ace wat er woul d not have a si gni fi cant
effect -- or surface water woul d not be significantly
affected during construction through the use of
sedi nent ati on control measures. And there woul d be no
di rect discharges during operation. Waste fromthe
proposed MOX facility would be nanaged by existing
Savannah River Site facilities. And discharges from
those facilities are not anticipated to change
significantly as a result of processing this waste.
G oundwater would be used during construction and
operation, and the figures are shown there. But
existing well capacity exists to allowthis water to
be used. And it would not have a significant inpact
on the aquifer.

There woul d be no significant inpact on
t he Savannah River Site waste managenent capability
from processing the waste fromthe proposed acti on.

Operation of thethreefacilities would generate about
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300% nore transuranic waste than is currently being
generated at the Savannah River Site. This TRU waste
is planned to be disposed of in New Mexico at the
Waste I solation Pilot Plant. And t he vol une of the TRU
wast e t hat woul d be gener at ed woul d be about 3%of the
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant disposal capacity.
Operation of the three facilities would increase | ow
| evel waste by about 32% and non-hazardous solid
waste by about 60% above what is currently being
generated at the Savannah River Site. But, again, the
current Savannah River Site waste infrastructure can
accomodat e these waste vol unes.

I n an executive order issued by President
Clinton in 1994, it directed federal agencies to
address any disproportionate or high adverse hunan
heal th i npacts to |l owi nconme and m nority popul ati ons.
And this is conmmonly referred to as environnental
justice. The inpacts fromconstruction and operation
fromthe three facilities are not high or adverse;
therefore, there would be no environnental justice
concern associated with operating the facility or
constructing thefacility. However, dueto prevailing
wi nd directions, we believe that there is a potenti al
i mpact to lowinconme and mnority populations in the

hi ghly unlikely event that an accident m ght occur.
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The ri sk associ ated with that acci dent, as
| mentioned, is considered to be very small to al
popul ations. NRC felt it was inportant to include
mtigation nmeasures to help mtigate those potenti al
i mpacts to | owincone and mnority popul ations. And
t hose are addressed in Chapter 5.

Transportation of material was raised
during scoping as an inportant issue to nmany
st akehol ders. And the transportation analysis is --
the transportation analysis includes shipping the
sur pl us weapons material fromthe various DOEsites to
t he Savannah River Site, and al so includes shipping
depl eted uraniumfroman enrichnment facility where it
woul d be converted to a powder formand then go to the
Savannah River Site. The analysis also includes
shipping of fresh MOX fuel to a generic M dwest
react or. Transport of spent MOX fuel is also
di scussed generically in the EIS.

To sumari ze the inpacts, there would be
| ess than one latent cancer fatality from routine
transportation to nenbers of the public Iiving al ong
transportation routes, and also to transportation
crews. The hypot hetical accidents that were eval uated
did not result in significant inpacts.

The potential inpacts of -- associated
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wi th using MOX fuel are al so di scussed generically in
the draft environnental inpact statenent. The
col l ective dose to nmenbers of the public fromnornal
operations woul d be about the sane, whether you used
conventional, |owenriched uraniumfuel, or a m xture
of MOX fuel and | ow enriched urani um f uel

W also | ooked at various design-based
accidents, and found that the risk of developing a
| at ent cancer fatality, conparing the two fuel types,
ranged fromabout 6%l ower to 3%greater. And we al so
| ooked at beyond design-based accidents, and found
that the ri sk was about 7%l ower to 14%greater. And,
again, it depended on the actual scenario event tree
that was | ooked at, which is why in sone cases the
i mpacts were actually | ower.

W have recei ved an application fromDuke
Power to place lead test assenblies in either the
Catawba or MCuire plants. W will do additiona
site-specific evaluations before these |ead test
assenblies are placed in areactor. That is, we wll
det ermi ne whet her or not they can be safe -- that can
be safely done. And also, before MOX -- we'll do
addi ti onal analysis before MOX fuel is placed in any
react or.

The draft environnmental inpact statenent
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includes a cost benefit analysis of the proposed
action on both a national and regional scale. The
cost benefit was used in helping determne staff’s
prelim nary reconmendati on. The national cost woul d
be about $3.85 billion, and the national benefits
woul d be t he saf e use of excess weapons pl utoni um and
al so enpl oynent and incone. The regi onal nunbers
include a 15-county area surrounding the Savannah
River Site. And those nunmbers are provided for your
revi ew.

I n concl usion, theinpacts of the proposed
action are generally not significant. Acci dent
i mpacts from the pit disassenbly and conversion
facility and the proposed MX facility are
significant. However, the probability of such an
accident is considered to be highly unlikely. And
again, that's -- part of our job is to make sure that
t hose accidents are highly unlikely. Therefore, the
overall risk to the public is considered to be very
small. There is a potential environnental justice
concern should these accidents occur. And we’ve
provided mitigation neasures to do that. Also, we've
been engagi ng communi ti es around the Savannah Ri ver
Site to help refine those nmitigation measures.

Staff’s prelimnary recomrendationisthe
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proposed action, again with appropriate mtigation
nmeasures to reduce potential inpacts in all areas.
Bef or e maki ng any deci sion, NRCw I | consi der coment s
onthe draft environnental inpact statenent, and we’ ||
prepare a conment sumrary docunment, and we’ll revise
the environnental inpact statement as appropriate.
That is, comments that you nmake in witing and here
tonight we will review and determ ne whether or not
t he anal yses need to -- need to be changed, whet her we
need to consider additional information. And that
wi || be docunented in the final environmental inpact
st at ement .

When DCS subnmits an operating |icense
application, NRC will review that application and
prepare a second safety evaluation report. NRC will
only grant authority to operate that facility if it
can be shown to be safe.

The | ast slide shows ways that you can
submit comments, and these are either by mail to M ke
Lesser, you can Email me, you can provide conments
directly through the Wb, or you can fax ne. And
again, | think our phone nunbers are up there if you
-- if you have questions. W really want to hear your
coment s.

And with that, [ 1] conclude ny
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present ati ons and hope that that was succi nct enough,
Chip, for a docunent that was two inches.

MR. CAMERON: Very, very good, Tim Thank
you. Good sunmary. A lot of material there.

Let’s go out to you for -- for any
guestions that you m ght have about the presentation.
And I’ mgoing to go back here, and then I'l|l come up
front. And if you could just, again, give us your
nane and affiliation, if appropriate.

M5. ODOM kay. My nane is Linda Gdom
| have no affiliation other than |’ mfromthe Savannah
Ri ver plant area.

| wanted to ask you, all the accidents,
potenti al hazards that you have used are hypot heti cal .
Why not | ook at the actual accidents, like |l saidto
you earlier? When you were talking about the
radi oactive mlliremthat people are exposed to, in
1973 the accident fromthe Savannah River plant, it
was estimated that the average person in the way
recei ved over 300 mllirens of radiation. Now, how --
i f that happens here, hypothetically, how woul d that
af fect people for the next 30 years?

And al so, if just 20 pounds of -- of --
excuse nme, 14 pounds of plutonium can cause a bonb

destruction as bi g as Nagasaki, howbi g of an acci dent
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do we have to have? You said that it’s regul ated.
How rmuch are they allowed to work with at a tinme?
MR. CAMERON: And, Tim | think there's
two questions there, and one -- one goes -- no, that’s
fine. That’'s fine. |I'mjust trying to give a summary

here. One was on the probability and the...

MR HARRIS: Well, | think...

MR. CAMERON: ...the second one was on --
| think, please address the -- the criticality
concern. kay. In other words...

MR. HARRIS: Let nme -- let nme answer the
first question, and I’'Il |et Dave answer the second

guesti on.

MR. CAMERON: All right.

MR. HARRI'S: The first questionrelatedto
the use of past accidents. And yes, we did | ook at
past accidents at simlar facilities in order to
devel op the types of accidents that could be -- that
could happen at the MOX facility. So we |ooked at
accidents at fuel fabricationfacilitiesor facilities
that do the types of processing that woul d occur at
the MOX facility. So we did look at simlar
facilities in developing which accidents were
eval uat ed.

And 1’1l | et Dave tal k about t he anpbunt of
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mat eri al .

MR. CAMERON: And if you have a fol |l ow up
onthat first one, we’'ll go to you again, Linda; okay?

Davi d?

MR. BROMN: Well, one of the things we're
| ooking at certainly in the safety evaluation is the
potential for an accidentally criticality. And, in
fact, the consequences of such an event are sumari zed
in the EIS. But one of the ways that the -- the
appl i cant has proposed to prevent that is to control
the anmount of material that would be in -- in any
pl ace at any one time. But, in any event, it would
not be li ke a nucl ear bonb going of f, and that shoul d
be clear. It would be an accident, but not like a
nucl ear weapon detonati on.

MR. CAMERON: And, Linda, did you want to
add anything in terns of Tims answer?

M5. ODOM  Well, | wanted to know what
woul d t he I ong-termeffect be 30 years fromnow, 30 --
i ke i n Savannah Ri ver plant, which | nentioned to you
earlier. There was an awful effect, evenif it was to
the | ow i ncone popul ati on, you know, as far as a | ot
of people dying from cancer. I, nyself, lost 19
people in eight nonths. So |I’mvery concerned about

this, as you well know.
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MR. HARRIS: | guess | can't tell you what

the inpacts woul d be because |’d need a cal cul at or,
and there’s a lot of things involved. The EI'S does
tell you, if you know how many mllirem you were
exposed to, you can convert that to a risk of
devel opi ng cancer. And if you have questions on how
to do that, give ne a call and I’'ll wal k you through
t he steps. But I'm not sure | want to get into
calculating inpacts froman acci dent at a Depart nent
of Energy site that happened years ago.

MR, CAMERON:. Ckay.

MR. HARRI' S: That’s ki nd of outside our --
our. ..

MR. CAMERON: But we do, inthe -- in the
draft EI'S, as you point out, you -- we do discuss the
| ong-terminpacts of the hypothetical?

MR. HARRIS: Inpacts associated with --
that are hypot hetical, associated with the proposed
action, which is -- which is constructing the MOX
facility.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you.

Mary?
M5. OLSON. | actually wote down three
di fferent types of questions, but 1'll do themone at

a time, and you can cone back to nme again after the
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first one. Ckay.

| want to appreciate that you did | ook at
t he plutonium and uraniumtransport portion of this
program because clearly, to do MOX at Savannah Ri ver
Site you have to nove plutonium | am curious,
t hough, because the last tinme sonebody told ne that
transportationinpacts were not significant, they were
using a population to nmake that determ nation that
never occurred to me, which was the entire U S.
popul ati on. So I -- 1'd like you to rem nd ne,
anyway, what the base of your compare -- you know,
your group is to be able to say significant or not
significant.

MR. HARRI'S: | believe that the group was
just peopledirectly next totransportation corridors.
The -- as determ ning whether or not the public was
significantly inmpacted. The conputer code that’s used
to do those estimtes, you plot out your route, and
then it has popul ation data along that route, and it
uses fornulas and -- to determne, sumup all the
exposures along that route.1

MR. CAMERON: So there were...

MR HARRIS: And that's -- it’s not the
entire nation. It’s people directly next to the

transportation corridors.
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MR CAMERON: But there -- there were

specific routes that were...

MR. HARRI'S: No, there were not specific
rout es.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay.

MR. HARRI S: Livinginthe newage that we
are with terrorismand security, the routes are not
plotted. What we did provide inthe EISis the stuff
woul d come fromhere to here, but we didn't tell you
what roads it was going to go on.

M5. OLSON: Just a word to the w se.
There’s currently pending in -- |’ve forgotten which
federal court, a case questioni ng whether there is an
envi ronnental justice issue around the Yucca Mountain
shipnments. So | guess at this point, since you find
no si gnificant i npact to anybody, this programdoesn’t
have to worry about that. But should those nunbers
change, it's fairly evident to the casual observation
that, for the nobst part, low incone and mnority
peopl e are the ones living near those transportation
routes, no matter which one they are.

MR. HARRI S: Ri ght . Let me -- let nme
check, but | think we | ooked at that, Mary. | want to
say we did. [|’Il get you the answer, but | think we

| ooked at that. Again, it’s atwo-inch thick docunent
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and | can’t remenber every word in there, but -- but
"1l get you an answer.

MR CAMERON: Do you want to ask your
ot her questions now, or do you want ne to cone back?

M5. OLSON: That's it.

MR. CAMERON: 1’'Il gotoothers, thenl’II
cone back for -- for that.

Pet er ?

And that was Mary d son.

And Peter, if you could just give us your
name, and then we’'ll go to...

MR SIPP. Sure. M nane is Peter Sipp,
Asheville, North Carolina. And | have two questi ons.

First of all, is -- you didn't tal k about
the Parallex Project on -- on the one page there,
alternatives considered but not analyzed in detail.
Wuld you tell me what the Parallex Project is?

MR, HARRIS: Sure. The Parallex Project
i s a Departnent of Energy- Canadi an project whichis an
experinental project touse MOXfuel in Canadi an CANDO
reactors. | think the quantity associated is 35
pounds. It’s a very small anount conpared to 34 -- 34
metric tons.

M5. OLSON: [It’s a test.

MR. HARR S: It’s a test. It’s an
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experinent. Sothat’s what that relatesto. Andit’s
just -- the description, Peter, is in Chapter 2. It
goes into a little bit nore detail

MR,  CAMERON: Peter, why don’t you ask
your -- excuse nme, Mary, let ne squeeze past.

Peter, why don’t you ask your second
guestion, and then we’ll go...

MR. SIPP: Yeah. Yeah, sure.

The ot her question is, Linda asked about
how nmuch plutonium is going to be -- you may be
answered it, but I didn't quite hear it.

MR. HARRI'S: How -- how nuch pl utoniumis
going to be used?

MR SIPP: Well, | don’t -- what -- what
was that question, Linda?

MS. ODOM You said that it would be

regul at ed, the amounts that would be used. It would
be a safe anpbunt. Actually, you said it would be
safe. Well, just 14 pounds from-- according to the

scientist at MT University, he said 14 pounds of
plutonium if there is an accident, a human error,
t hat 14 pounds woul d cause destruction |i ke a bonb at
Nagasaki. And that’s where | got that information
So how much -- | nmean, 14 pounds is a really snal

anount to ne.
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MR HARRI'S: But the idea that Dave tried

to say is that they use safe anobunts in discrete
| ocations. The throughput of thefacility annually is
about 3.5 netric tons. So 3.5 netric tons would go
through the facility in any given year during norma
oper at i ons. But, again, that -- the anmount of
pl ut oni umwoul d be i n a nunber of different |ocations
in order to nmake sure that it was safe.

MR. CAMERON: kay, let’'s go to Dr.
Patrie. Could you just introduce yourself.

DR. PATRIE: |'mDr. LewPatrie, L-E-W P-
A-T-R1-E, fromAsheville. I"mw th the Western North
Carol i na Physicians for Social Responsibility.

| would like to find out -- follow up on
Mary's question with regard to the denom nator used
for the population at risk in the case of an acci dent.
| wonder if you could tell us the magnitude. If it
wasn’t the total population of the United States, if
it was of a population of people along -- within a
certain distance of transportation routes, what --
what is that magnitude of denom nator of popul ation?

MR. HARRIS: Can we do this, Chip? Dave
is going to go over and find the nunber in the EIS.
I’msorry, | -- | don’t have that up here.

DR. PATRIE: Another question, and that
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i s: What assunptions were you making when you
calculated the risks of norbidity and/or nortality
fromacute or |ong-termexposure for the...

MR. HARRI S: We’'re talking about
transportation?

DR. PATRIE: On any of the risks. Are we
-- are you using the base -- assunptions based on
studi es that were extrapolated fromworld -- fromthe
Nagasaki and Hiroshi ma experience?

MR. HARRIS: Yeah, we -- | think you're
aski ng about the conversion factor to convert from
exposure to latent cancer fatalities. |Is that what
you' re aski ng about?

DR PATRIE: Yes, or latent...

MR. HARRI'S: The nunber that we used was
i n Federal Guidance Report 13 which is issued by the
Envi ronnment al Protection Agency.

DR. PATRIE: And do you know where they
came fronf

MR. HARRIS: They came from-- ['II let
Dave answer that, since he’s a certified health
physi ci st .

MR. BROWN: That is -- as | understand,
that is the nost...

MR HARRIS: Use your mc right there,
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Dave.

MR. BROMN: | don't...

That nunber reflects the nore recent
recommendations of the ICRP. The kind of data...

DR. PATRIE: | don’t -- | don’t know t hat
acronym

MR BROMN: Gh, |I'm sorry. The
I nternational Comm ssion on Radi ol ogi cal Protection.
VWhich fornms the basis for many of NRC s radiation
standards, protective guides.

DR. PATRIE: Do you think those standards
are primarily derived fromdata that was extrapol at ed
fromthe bonb -- bonb experience in Japan in 1945, or
do you t hi nk t hey have nodi fi ed t hose, consideringthe
studi es that were carried out by people like Dr. Alice
Stewart and Dr. Steve Wng, who happens to be from
Nort h Carolina?

MR. BROWN: | don’'t know the answer to
your question about the latter part. | do know t hat
t he Hi roshi ma and Nagasaki bonmbs do forma basis for
our current understanding of the risk of radiation.
|"mnot famliar with the latter two studies.

DR. PATRIE: | understand that they have
been used as sort of sacrosanct data basis for

cal cul ating risks, even thoughthere’s other datathat
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suggests a |l ow | evel radiation over a |long period of
time, and sone other kinds of radiation, my not

foll ow t hose prem ses.

MR,  CAMERON: And | -- | think that
perhaps we -- | think we could say, Dr. Patrie, that
there -- I CRP and ot her organi zations are continual ly
| ooking at -- at new data. But whether they're

| ooki ng at data frompeople |like Wng or Stewart is --
is sonething that we don’t know. But perhaps we
could. ..

MR HARRIS: Well, 1...

MR. CAMERON: ...it’'s sinple to get Dr.
Patrie some information on that.

MR HARRIS: ...I think you-- 1| think you
can go to the EPA Wb site and pull up a copy of
Federal Cuidance Report 13 and | ook at the basis. And
al so | think that was a quasi -coment, Chip, that, you
know, if there’s a different basis or additional
i nformation that woul d be used to develop -- estimate
| atent cancer fatalities, that could be a coment.

MR. CAMERON. Good. And that’s a good
rem nder, Tim is that as we’ re aski ng questi ons here,
there may be comments by inplication or explicitly,
and we wi Il evaluate the transcript to make sure that

we -- we capture all those, too.
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Yes, sir?

MR. TROZZI: M name is David Trozzi, and
| have no affiliation at this point.

| had a questi on concerning travel safety.
And 1’1l try to -- try to nake this as sinple as |
can. \What protocols surround transportation, nunber
one?

And to qualify that, is -- do -- does DOE
and EPA have a nocked -- a nocked plan? |In other
words, if an acci dent happened, what do they do? And
let me -- let me qualify thisalittle noreinatine
period. Years ago | worked at | BMas a safety auditor
and with the haz com team And in 1989, at the
Fi shkill, New York plant, we had nocked up if we were
bonbed, so to speak. Because it was -- it was a sem -
conductive facility that used quite a bit of |ethal
el ements or chem cal s.

And during this presentation that we --
that we did, it actually showed where the site was
bonbed, and what to do for it and what to do with it
and howto stop that proactively. Again, this is back
in 1989. And | understand this programcane up in’95
when Clinton was in the -- when Clinton was in office;
is that correct? So | don’t know. ..

MR HARRIS: ’'93. But yes.
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MR  TROZZI: Ckay. | don’t know if

terrorism at that point and at that tine, really was
| ooked at as it is now So I'm-- I'Il stop right
there and |l et you answer those questions.

MR HARRIS: Just to make sure, you're
aski ng one question? kay.

MR TROQZZI: Al right. Yeah. Yes.

MR. HARRI S: Ckay. The answer is that the

NRCis currently | ooking at design threats and -- the
word -- the word just left ne, Law ence.
VR. KOKAJKO: The NRC takes its

responsibility toward safe transport very seriously.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Coul d you get cl oser to the
m cr ophone.

MR KOKAJKO. Certainly.

The NRCtakes its responsibility for safe
transport very seriously, and | knowthe Departnent of
Energy does, too. There are route controls and
approvals, there -- many shipnments are nonitored by
satellite and they're tracked, nmany have arned
escorts. These shipnments would qualify for those
types of activities. Route approval s are not rel eased
prior to shipnments. States typically are made aware
and -- so that they’'re -- in case of -- as a shi pnment

isrolling down the -- the highway, so that the state
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governnments are -- can provide certain protective
features, if necessary.

And, okay, the -- the other piece | want
to tell you is the NRC is also looking at interim
conpensatory neasures for transportation, as well as
ot her aspects of the regulatory program to insure
that they are responsivetotheterrorist threat. And
we’' re al so doing vul nerability assessments on certain
things that are -- that we regul ate, to insure that we
understand the vulnerability, so that we can protect
against it. Andtheinteri mconpensatory neasures are
one step in how we’'re trying to handl e that.

MR. CAMERON: | believe -- do you have a
followup, M. Trozzi? And |I think Dave has sone

i nformation for you.

Here, ot her questions? And, Mary, |’ mnot
forgetting. 1’mgoing to conme back

Yes, sir?

MR. KEI SLER My name’s Bill Keisler. 1I'm

a resident of Lexington County, South Carolina, and
been active in the nuclear industry for many years,
i ncl udi ng some st andar ds of (i ndi scernible)
engi neering (indiscernible) consulting work.

There are a couple of things. Go back to

Slide #6 with the process of the environnental inpact
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statement and the safety review.

MR. HARRI'S: Dave, go back to Slide 6.

Go ahead. |'m..

MR. KElI SLER. Okay. It’s not clear to ne.
You have public comment up here with the EIS. I's
there no public comment and review for the safety
revi ew?

MR. HARRI S: That’s correct. Publ i c
corment is typically not a part of the safety
eval uati on. Again, that -- those -- the safety
eval uati on focuses on conpliance wi th NRCregul ati ons.

MR. KElI SLER: Ckay. Because you said --
or whoever had this slide, maybe (i ndiscernible) said
that terrori smor whatever woul d be covered under the
safety review and not the environnental inpact, and
yet the environnmental inpact speaks to accident
anal yses, in trying to keep that to a m ni mum

| was a senior consultant for the Davis-
Besse Nucl ear Facility inthe late *80s follow ng the
June "85 event. W all know that there has been a
serious problemw th the di scovery | ast year of their
-- the regulatory failure to that, and there are open
i ssues that cover a broad breadth of culture internal
to the NRC. Also throughout the licensee. It’s too

| engt hy now, but thereis sone rel evance, particularly
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out of the Chicago office as relates to Paducah,
Kent ucky; Portsnouth, Onhio; the inspectors, same ones
overseeing that didn't find a hole in a reactor
vessel .

| spent 23 years on (i ndi scernible) boiler
and pressure vessel (indiscernible), and the initial
chai rman of t he repl acenent’s worki ng group, subgroup
on repairs and replacenents, a nunber of things. It
is inmpossible to get to a hole in a reactor vesse
that’ s | eaking. And we all know that. But to

concl ude (i ndiscernible) inplenented.

VWhat we’re saying here is -- but | don’'t
know how -- and there’s sone things still energing.
Il will assure you of that. That haven’t seen the
light of day yet. But it does have a relevance to

this, and it was covered in the safety revieww th no
publ i c comment. How does the public nake a conment to
bring that to bear?

MR, KOKAJKC Okay, | understand your
guesti on.

First of all, there -- I'd like to say
three things. There are a nunber of public neetings
t hat have occurred between the NRC and DCS over this
process. And those are open, public neetings. And

many times those neetings -- people have been --
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public menbers can observe them And typically you
may have the opportunity to comment at them and
particularly if you talk to the person who is in
charge of the neeting. They will allow people to
speak if you want to say sonething.

Second thingis, thereis, as | nentioned,
an opportunity for hearinginthis. Thisis aformal,
adj udi catory process that -- that may occur if you
have a contention. It can be admitted and it wll
have a hearing on it. So that is a very fornalized
process and a very | egal process that they have to go
through if a hearing is requested. | would ask John
Hul | to perhaps comrent on that after | finish.

The |l atter piece, the safety oversight,
NRC does not abdicate its responsibility for safety
oversight. | can’t speak to the Davi s- Besse i nci dent.
| haven’t been in nuclear reactor regulation in sone
time, so | don't exactly know. But | do know that
there has been a rather scathing report on |essons
| earned from the Davis-Besse event within the NRC
That is available, | believe. And we’ve taken
oursel ves, you know, to the cleaners, so to speak,
trying to solve the problens that nmay have led to
t hat .

In this case, the MOX case, | think we
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plan to have a resident inspector onsite for the MOX
facility. It will beinspectedin our post-licensing,
and it will be nonitored as we would any other fue

fabrication facility.

MR. CAMERON: And before we see if John
want s t o add anyt hing, | guess one question for -- for
you, Lawrence, is if anybody wants to find out about
t he nmeeti ngs between the applicant and the NRC on t he
safety side, how would they do that, and are there
m nut es of those neetings that are publicly avail abl e
i f anybody wanted to tune into the safety side?

MR. KOKAJKO. Okay, first of all, the --
the neetings are posted on the NRC Wb site. And, in
fact, those all -- nost public neetings are open to
the public. There are sone that are not, primarily
when they deal wth privacy act information, or
per haps when they deal with safeguards and security
matters. But you can | ook on the Wb site to see what
nmeetings are there.

| believe, al so, the Davi s-Besse i nci dent,
initself, has its own subpage on the NRC Wb site, so
you can go to the Davis-Besse to find out nore about
t hat .

MR. CAMERON: And minutes of the -- are

there mnutes taken that are publicly avail abl e?
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MR KOKAJKO. Typically..

MR. KEl SLER: l’m well aware of that
process.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay.

MR. KEI SLER: 1’ ve been involved in that
process (indiscernible).

MR. CAMERON: (Ckay, we’ve got to get you
on the -- the record.

MR. KOKAJKO: Let me finish that, because
some ot her people may not know.

W do take -- we do have a neeti ng sunmary
after each public neeting. Many neetings are
transcribed, but | would say nost probably are not
transcri bed. But at least a nmeeting summary is
generated and is publicly avail abl e.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And just -- you know,
we -- we know that you may know a | ot of that -- that
part about it. But for other people’ s edification --
and we do have David Ayres here from our regiona
of fice, the inspection specialist. And why don’t you
tell usalittlebit inregard to one question, David.

MR AYRES: Ckay, |'mDavid Ayres. |'m
the Chief of the Fuel Facility Inspection Branch in
Regi on 2.

MR. CAMERON: It’s not obvious, yeah. |
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think that that’'s -- so people..

MR. AYRES: And as was mentioned here j ust
a mnute ago, we do plan to have a resident inspector
there at the site. |f the construction authorization
i s approved, we woul d have a resident there fromthe
begi nni ng of construction all the way t hrough startup
and -- and beyond. Qur plans are to have at | east one
resident there at all tines.

And we are going to have fairly extensive
regi on-based inspection program that wll include
virtually all of the aspects of the safety eval uati on
report that will come out, such that all of the -- all
the commtnents and requirenents that are in the
approved construction authorization that cone out of
the safety eval uation report woul d be i nspected. So

we were going to cover all the bases we possibly

coul d.

MR, CAMERON:. Ckay, thank you very rmnuch,
Davi d.

Let’s -- before we go back over to Mary,
is there any other -- any questions over here?

kay, Catherine, if you could just
i ntroduce yourself to us.
M5. M TCHELL: |’ mCatherine Mtchell, and

|"mhere -- I’mnot representing any organi zation.
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But ny question is: Since this program
was initially started as a joint programbetween the
United St ates and t he Russi an government to di spose of
surplus materials fromdi smantl ed nucl ear war heads,
what plans are in place in the event of -- and
certainly, in light of current events, of
deteriorating relations with the Russi an gover nnent ?
How would that affect the ongoing plan for this
particul ar progranf

MR, CAMERON: Ckay, thank you, Catheri ne.

MR. HARRI S: Those issues, Catherine,
really relate to the Departnent of Energy who has the
overall m ssion for inplementing the agreenents with
Russia and the overall surplus weapons -- weapons --
sur pl us weapons plutonium-- the program Sorry.

As it relates to us, likely what would
happen woul d be, if -- if things did deteriorate. The
applicant, DCS, would w thdraw their application.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, let’s -- let’s go back
to Mary, and then we'll go to -- to G egg.

Mary, you have anot her question; correct?
Al right.

M5. OLSON: | amMary O son, the Sout heast
Ofice Director for Nuclear Information and Resource

Servi ce.
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| was really struck, | was real ly pl eased,
| must say, that you did give a qualitative revi ew of
the off-spec MOX plan that was put forward by Frank
Von Hi ppel and Alice (indiscernible) and others as a
way to kind of go down the m ddle path. | didn't
agree with a lot of your analyses, but one of the
things that struck ne the nost is this invocation of
DOE's statenent that the Russians might not I|ike
somet hi ng that doesn’t degrade the plutoniumfromits
current isotopicdistribution. Andit really bothered
me so nuch, that | had the horrifying experience of a
new i dea at this late date in the gane.

But there’ s reactor grade pl utoniumlying
around in large quantities. | mean, there may not be
that much in the U S., but West Valley operated for a
while, and |’ msure there’s other degraded pl utoni um
around. We could probably even buy it at a pretty
good price from European countries that really don't
want to use MOX because it’s so expensive. So why not
just mx it. Instead of MOX it, let’s mx it, and
then do any of the other things we mght do that
woul dn’t have the reactor risks associated with it,
whi ch | think you way under pl ayed i n your cost benefit
on the off-spec MOX, and DOE underplays on the

i mobi lizati on deci sion. So, anyway, |'m now
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advocating m x rather than MOX

MR. CAMERON: And | think we -- we treat
that as a -- as a coment.

MR. HARRI S: As a conment, but | et me just
make sure | understand, Mary. You're talking about
m xing the surplus weapons grade plutonium wth
reactor grade plutoniumand maki ng reactor fuel?

MS. OLSON: No.

MR HARRIS: O you're saying mx -- oh,
|’m sorry. | got you. M xi ng surplus plutonium
reactor plutonium nmaking off-specification m xed
fuel, and storing that and disposing of it. That...

M5. OLSON: VWhat |’'m suggesting is
i sotopi ¢ degradation through mxing rather than
i rradiation.

MR HARRI'S: (Ckay, got you.

M5. OLSON: It might take alarge quantity
of reactor grade plutonium which is why 1|'m
suggesting that other countries mght have to be
vendors of this stuff. But it could be done. It
woul d isotopically degrade the weapons grade
classification. And then you would not have all the
reactor-related risks, which | believe you are still
under pl ayi ng i n your anal ysis.

MR. HARRI S: Ckay, that -- thank you,
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Mary.

MR. CAMERON: Let’s go over hereto -- to
Gregg Jocoy. If you' d introduce yourself to us.

MR. JOCOY: Sure. Thank you, Chip.

I’m Gregg Jocoy. |’mhere representing
the York County South Carolina Geen Party.

One question that | have. You tal ked
about these resident i nspectors. Now, we’ ve all heard
on the radio people -- reports that a listeria
out break has happened in a neat packing plant and 12
peopl e have died and 40 billion pounds of neat have
been recall ed and so on like this. They have U. S. DA
resident inspectors, as well. How long do NRC
resi dent i nspectors stay at any one particul ar pl ant,
and what steps does the NRC take to assure that the
resident inspectors don’t develop an wunhealthy
relationship with the people that they’ re supposed to
be wat chi ng?

MR. CAMERON: W’'re going to go to David
for that one.

David? | think you have a sense of..

MR AYRES: Right.

Right now the tine franme for resident
i nspectors at the sites is a maxi mumof seven years.

And they are, you know, extensively trained in not
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fraternizing with the licensee, that kind of thing.
|’ ve known several personally, resident i nspectors who
| ament about having to, you know, be kind of stand-
offish in the conmmunity because they can’t really
interact with alot of the people that we neet because
of their status as an NRC resident inspector.

Now, |I'm not that famliar with the
residents at the reactor sites because | really dea
with just the fuel facilities. But that's -- that's
the way we’ ve done.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very nuch, Davi d.

MR. JOCOY: Have any of the resident..

MR. CAMERON: Gregg, we better get you on
the transcript. W' Il give you a follow up here.

MR. JOCOY: Thank you

Have any of t he resi dent i nspectors at any
of the power plants that have faced chall enges |ike
Besse -- |'ve got ny state legislator on ny mnd. |
want to call it Bessie Mody.

Have any of t he resi dent i nspectors at any
of the power plants that have experienceddifficulties
|l ost their job as a result of dropping the ball and
not noticing problenms they should have noticed in
advance, or have they been kept on? And, in fact,

have people who have been resident inspectors been
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hired by the conpani es that they were inspecting?

MR. CAMERON. David, do you have any --
any information on that?

MR. AYRES: | really don’t know about the
residents at the reactor sites, whether or not
anybody’s been let go or whatever. | do knowin the
fuel facility arena there have been a couple of tines
where the resident inspectors, after their five to
seven years tine was up, that they didn’t want to
nove, so they got a job with the licensee. So that
has happened.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you.

Lou, did you have a question before?

MR. ZELLER I n your presentation here,
Tim you tal ked about i nmpacts on public health in your
i nvestigation. And largely the discussion is about
cancer effects from ionizing radiation. Are you
famliar with sone of the work of Dr. John Gothman
that (i ndiscernible) on sonme of the plutoni umweapons
in the early days before he turned to nmedicine,
produced a report several years ago which point to
ionizing radiation in the formof X-rays as a mmajor
component of ischemic heart disease, wholly and
separate fromcancer. And what we have found is that,

for exanple, in Barnwell County, alone, there’s a 15%
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el evated |evel of ischemc heart disease above the
average of the whole State of South Carolina.

MR. CAMERON: Was that considered?

MR. HARRIS: | think -- | think the answer
is your observation was correct, that we only
considered | atent cancer fatalities as aninpact. And
| don’t knowif you want to add nore to that, Dave, as
far as -- I'mnot famliar with the work of Dr. Goth
(sic).

MR BROMWN: |I'malittlebit famliar with
Dr. Gothman’s work. At this tinme his conclusions are
not part of NRC s bases for assessing risk from
radiation. | would be interested in the specifics of
the i nformati on you have about Barnwel | County, if you
could give us a citation, that sort of thing.

MR. CAMERON: And it woul d be appropri ate
if M. Zeller wanted to submt the information on Dr.
Gothman’s work for us to -- to | ook at.

MR ZELLER. W' ve got it.

MR, CAMERON: Ckay, that’s -- that’s good.

Before I -- and we'll -- we'll take a
coupl e nore questions and then go to conment, and t hen
we can cone back, if we have tine, for questions. |
know Li nda has one, and Mary. And | just want to nake

sure that -- is there anybody el se who wanted to ask
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a question that we haven’'t heard fromat this point?

(No audi bl e response)

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Well, let’'s -- let’s
go to -- Mary, you have one ot her question?

M5. OLSON: | think I"Il fold it into a
conment .

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, good.

Vell, let’s go to -- we'll go to Linda,
and then we'll -- we’ll go over here, and then we’l]l

get started with the formal comment. Al right.

M5. ODOM Tim can | ask about sonething
| read in this book that | was concerned about?

MR HARRI'S: Yeah, that -- that’s...

M5. CDOM At W I m ngton, North Carolina,
at a CEE plant, | was reading by the conversion of
urani um hexaf | uori de and urani um di oxi de.

MR HARRI'S: Correct.

M5. ODOM And it said they are changing

their process of converting that to -- from a wet
process to a dry process. | want to know have they
done that.

And al so it says di scharges are pernitted,

are -- they're nonitored to insure conmpliance wth
permt requirements. | triedto find what the permt
requi renents would be, Iike how nmuch of a discharge
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can they rel ease into the environnent.

And | -- can | say one thing about the
Russians? By Talli Khizhnyak, he was the head of --
|"msorry. | canspell it. KHI-Z-HNY-AK wois
head of the Russi an nucl ear agency, saidit will never
happen, the MOX project with the United States. And
that we are paying their scientists, which | spoketo
the DCE, who was kind enough to talk to ne earlier
They -- we are still paying their scientists, but I
under st and why; to keep fromthe plutoniumgetting in
terrorist hands, or lraq, or -- which is probably a
good thing. But he does say that will never happen.

MR.  CAMERON: kay, this is Section 4
poi nt. ..

MR HARRIS: No, | -- | got it, Chip.

MR.  CAMERON: ...4 point -- for other
peopl e, though, 4.4.2. And |I’mglad you know t hat,
too. That's...

MR, HARRI'S: You nean not everybody is
famliar with the docunent as I am Chip?

M5. ODOM | read it.

MR, HARRI'S: Thank you.

| think Dave’s going to confirmthat, in
fact, they have gone over to the dry process. That’s

ny under st andi ng.

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

65
MR. BROMN: |’ mgoing to ask Dave Ayres to

confirmthat.

MR HARRIS: Onh.

MR. CAMERON: Let ne bring this to you,
Davi d.

MR. HARRI'S: But -- but it -- but, Linda,
it’s also inportant to note that we | ooked at both
processes.

MR.  AYRES: Yes, the facility at
W m ngton converted over to a dry process two or
three years ago. | was the inspector during the tine
of the conversion over to the dry process, and it has
happened. The (indiscernible) detail | believearein
Part 20 either (indiscernible) in their |1|icense
application. And if you need sone nore information,
"1l get my project nmanager to send you sone
information on it.

MR, CAMERON: Great.

kay, let’s go for a final question, and
then we' Il ...

MR, HARRI S: Can we thank David for
com ng? Thank you, Davi d.

MR, CAMERON: Ckay, here we are.

MR. KEI SLER: This is Bill Keisler again.

In July of 2000 there was one of these neetings in
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Col unbi a, South Carolina. | attended that one. And

| don’t think there was a transcri pt nade of that, at
that nmeeting. But | asked a question there and it’s
never been answered. It was supposed to have been and
it never has.

There’s an unbrell a of protection for the
public that is never breached, ever, under the Atomc
Energy Act. And yet, when we | ook now at t he NRC- DCE
interface, or even state -- State of South Carolina,
| believeit indicates there’ s 199 |icenses t hey have.
There are issues in the State of South Carolina,
viol ati ons of the Atom c Energy Act under 10 CFR 150,
issuing licenses. There was one with an issue of a
DCE contract for plutoniumin a city in violation of
that, who was all owed to continue to operate for seven
years.

This is a unique situation now where
geographically NRC has a facility inside a whol e DOE
boundary, 350 square miles. Howis the hierarchy of
authority, in the event of an accident or event, in
that situation who holds that? Typically, with the
way t he Atom c Energy Act iswitten, it appears, with
t he Ener gy Reorgani zati on Act of ' 74 and t he DOE whi ch
was in 78, that the DOE exenptions fromthe NRC --

NRC authority are predicated on certain conditions.

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

67

That that would fail the unbrella nmeans, and it woul d
i nstant aneously (i ndiscernible) the NRC

How -- in this integration of regulatory
authorities, what is the hierarchal protocol for
acci dent events?

MR, KOKAJKO. Okay, | am-- by the way,
I"’mfamliar with certain licensing things that we do
regul ate DOE on. For exanple, the -- the | ndependent
Spent Fuel Storage Installation at the | daho Nati onal
Environnmental and Engi neering Laboratory which is
storing the old Fort St. Berin spent fuel. W also
regul ate them and their storage of the |ndependent
Spent Fuel Storage Installationat Fort St. Berin. So
that fuel is in tw different |ocations.

This is very conparable to the situation
at I daho where there is a small regul ated area that we
control within the overall site conpl ex at the DCE, at
the -- at the Idaho lab. In that case, DOE had to
meet all our regulatory requirenments for whether
nmeeting the safety specifications to energency
pl anni ng, everything that -- that they would normally
have to do. And, in fact, we ended up inposing upon
them nore stringent requirenents in sone areas for
that facility and within the DOE conpl ex.

And in this case, we wuld do the sane
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thing. The MOX facility woul d be regul at ed accordi ng
to our safety standards. It would have to neet our
standards in ternms of emergency pl anni ng, procedure,
control, configuration control, and a whol e host of
ot her things. And we would have that authority over
t hem whether it was t hrough |i censi ng, i nspection, or
enforcenent. So that is -- that is allowed by the
Atom c Energy Act, the Energy Reorgani zation Act. It
is very well understood that once they submt to our
i censing programthat is what the rules of the gane
are.

MR.  CAMERON: And that cannot be
del egated, under the Atomc Energy Act, to an
agreenment spec.

MR, KOKAJKG No, that cannot be del egat ed
to an agreenent spec.

MR. CAMERON: And, Dave, do you have sone
things to add on that? And you have a mic there, too.

MR. BROAN: | thought | would have. W
did have a question last night, | believe. There is
a question about, for exanple, there are many areas
that Law ence outlined. One is radiation safety
standards, you know, which ones apply. And we think
we’'ve laid that out pretty clearly for DCS, the

applicant, with respect to how to treat workers who
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woul d be in the Savannah River Site area who are not
enpl oyees of DCS and that sort of thing. So that
i ssue, | think, has been resol ved.

MR. CAMERON: kay, thank you. And if we
do have tine to follow up on any of this, we wll.
But | think we should get on with the -- hearing from
-- fromall of youin ternms of what your corments are.
W' re going to go to M. Lou Zeller first. Lou, if
you could conme up and talk to us.

MR, ZELLER: Ckay, thank you. My nane is
Lou Zeller, and I'"'mon the staff of the Blue Ridge
Environment al Defense League. And | appreciate the
opportunity to speak tonight.

Many of you know ny co-worker and ny wife
of going on seven years, Janet. She had hip surgery
this week. She’'d love to be here tonight. But she
came hone fromt he hospital today and she’s recoveri ng
quite nicely. So | do want to get into ny conments,
t hough, tonight about this facility.

| do have to agree with -- with Linda, in
that this may seemlike a collective whistling past
the graveyard, inthat the international tensions and
t he probl ens between the United States governnment and
t he Russi an governnment and the French governnent at

this time could ultimately scotch this project. The

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

70

i nternational agreenents required for it to keep
noving forward, the parity requirenments explicit in
the agreenment may ultimtely cause this project to
cone to a grinding halt.

The $309 million increase in fiscal year
2004 budget appropriation for the plutonium fuel
factory al one coul d be nuch better spent in sonme ot her
ar ea. So, the long and short of nmy conments is
toni ght that the no-action alternative would save us
a great deal of noney, and get us back on the right
track on howto deal with dismantling weapons of mass
destruction here in the United States.

One of the problenms that we have
identified with regards to safety |apses, false
prom ses, environnental violations, and public health
hazards, and illegal activities, have to do with one
of the partners of DCS, the "C/ " which stands for
Cogema over the | ast two decades. The record reveal s
a conpany which ignores or flouts the | aw, and which
is oblivious to the dangers to public health and
safety caused by its operations in Europe and in North
Aneri ca.

Cogema i s a French conpany. It is a lead
partner in DCS, and the sole provider of experience

and techniques regarding the reprocessing of
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comercial plutonium into fuel. However, weapons
grade plutonium has never been reprocessed into
conmer ci al nucl ear fuel.

Wiile | won’t indulge in French bashing,
as is -- seens to be the -- the rage these days, at
| east on sone of the tal k radi o stati ons, the probl ens
of dealing with a French conpany which is outside of
United States law is a problem for the Nuclear
Regul at ory Comm ssion. So you do have to deal with
that. Cogenma’s flagshipin-- in Europeis its giant
reprocessing facility at La Hague on the north coast
of France. During reprocessing, toxic and
radi ol ogi cal chem cals are released into the air and
the water at that facility. A recent report rel eased
by the European Parlianent found that the conbined
di scharges fromLa Hague---and the nearby Sellafield
Plant in the United Kingdom--reprocessing sites
correspond in contanmination to a | arge-scal e nucl ear
acci dent every year.

Cogema has consi stently i gnor ed
international treaties that safeguard the seas from
contam nation, and Cogema has chosen to disregard
findi ngs of extrene contami nation and health effects
resulting fromits own reprocessing activities, and

has refused to abate its discharges as requested by
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the European governnments, and as mandated by
international |aws and treaties.

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commi ssion
si nply cannot and must not repeat the failures of the
U S. Departnment of Energy in this nmatter. Cogena’s
track record nust be considered by the Conm ssion
before i ssue a license for construction of a plutonium
fuel factory. This is entirely proper and permtted
under the National Environmental Policy Act.

W hereby request that, as a function of
its environmental review of the m xed oxide fuel
fabrication facility, the plutoniumfactory, that the
Nucl ear Regul atory Commi ssion investigate the track
records of Cogenmm, as well as Stone & Webster and Duke
Energy. | might point out to a-- a quote which cones
out of the Augusta Chronicl e regardi ng Cogena and t he
failure of the Nucl ear Regul at ory Comm ssi on thus far
to do this very thing. In July 14, 2000, Augusta
Chronicle article, Nuclear Regulatory Conmm ssion’s
Mel anie Galloway said that, quote, "Watever their
record, good, bad, or indifferent, it isn't going to
affect our decisions,” end quote. This assunption
t hat Cogenm, Inc., will abide by United States | aw - -
that’ s the Anerican affiliate of Cogenma---1eaves nmuch

to be desired.
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Two other points which | would like to
cover in nmy time tonight have to do wth the
contam nation from such a facility. W have been
comenti ng and i nvestigating and doi ng researchinthe
State of South Carolina offices with regards to the
Clean Air Act permt which was recently issued for the
Savannah River Site. Now, there are 1,500 em ssion
sources, air em ssion sources |ocated within that --
t he Savannah River Site reservation emtting a great
many radio nuclides, as well as hazardous air
pol lutants. The national em ssion standards for radio
nucl i des, other than radon, from the Departnent of
Energy facilities states that em ssions of radio
nuclides to the air shall not exceed that which woul d
cause any nenber of the public to receive a dose of
ten mllirems per year. Em ssion nmeasurenents from
the stacks are stipulated in the existing Title V
permt.

But the mlliremstandard for the maxi mum
al | owabl e dose to the public is an anbi ent standard,
not an emssion limt. The permt fails -- the
existing permt fails to require any direct
measur ement of radioactive dose to the public, and
cannot be enforced as a practical matter. This is a

serious probl emfor many of the radi o nuclide-enmtting
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facilities, including the proposed plutonium fuel
factory.

One other point 1'd like to go into here
tonight is the fact that it is very difficult to
estimate the em ssions because of the problens with
the HEPA filters, the paper filters, the high
efficiency so-called filters which are an unreliable
means of controlling radio nuclide emssions. W have
been in touch with Dr. Peter Richards, who is a forner
menber of the Centers for Disease Control Advisory
Panel at the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory.
Dr. Richards has outlined the problens with al pha
emtters like plutonium which creeped through four
HEPA filters in sequence, the problens with al pha
mgration, reintrainnent of particles, and alpha
recoil, which is a DOE termfor the ability of al pha
emtters, like plutonium to creep through these
filters.

The bottomline here is no one knows how
much plutonium comes out of the last filter. The
Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion needs to get to the
bottom of the plutonium releases for this factory
bef ore novi ng forward. Once again, thank you for the
opportunity to speak here tonight. And we will be

submitting witten conments before the coment
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deadl i ne.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very much, Lou

Let’ s gotoDr. -- Dr. LewPatrie. And I
apol ogize i f I’ mm spronounci ng your nane, Dr. Patrie.

DR. PATRIE: That's -- that’'s perfectly
all right, Chip. Everybody el se does.

Appreciate the presentation and the
opportunity, very studi ed reports, so many peopl e here
tonight. | want to just say that fromthe perspective
of Physicians for Social Responsibility, | wish to
cite the dangers and nmassive costs of the entire
pl ut oni um bonb fuel experinment, the | esser costs and
dangers of the option of plutoniuminmobilization, and
how such a venture could affect us in North Carolina
and the general area, and an apparent hi dden agenda.

Dangers stemfromthis entire plutonium
fuel experinent. The U S. portion of the proposal
i nvol ves shi pment of pl ut oni umfromdi smant | ed nucl ear
weapons sites in Western states, sonme |likely by way of
Interstates 40 and 26 en route to South Carolina. The
greatest transportation risk would be an accident in
whi ch pl utoni umnetal, which rapidly oxidizes when it
conmes into contact with air, would vaporize or burn

and di sburse its deadly particles, contam nating the
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air, our citizens inhale, the water upon which we
depend, and the soil upon whi ch we grow crops and upon
whi ch ani mal s f eed.

| nasnmuch as you’ ve al ready brought up the
subj ect of terrorisminregardto a presuned reduction
of MOX fuel and supposedly reducing the risk of being
t aken over and used by terrorists, | would also |ike
to say the increased risks of -- the risks of
terrorismon the highway create additional concerns.

Is there sone reason this is making this
clicking noise?

MR. CAMERON: | was going to nake a joke
that sonetines a raccoon gets under the podi um

DR. PATRI E: | don’t know if | had a
glottic click inm throat or sonmething. But, anyway,
| amsorry if it’s disturbing folks.

MR, CAMERON: Don't worry.

DR. PATRIE: Creating the proposed MOX
m xed oxide fuel fabrication factory, would be
counterproductive. Such a facility at Savannah Ri ver
Site woul d pl ace workers’ health at greater risk from
unnecessarily increasingtheir plutoniumexposure. It
woul d greatly increase the radi oacti ve wast e gener at ed
that are already highly contam nated -- at the highly

contami nated bonb-building plant. It places

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

77

popul ations in nearby areas at increased risks of
exposure to plutoniumand other byproducts of such a
facility as stated.

| think that there has to be sone
consideration of the risks that are presented by the
experts for reasons |1’'ve already stated in ny
guestion. | would feel better about it if there were
sone careful ly carried out, | ong-termepi dem ol ogi cal
studies by inpartial, qualified scientists of workers
and other potentially exposed people, populations.
These shoul d have been conduct ed on popul ati ons whi ch
have been exposed through air, water, or food
i ngestion over the many decades of the nuclear
i ndustry. Such scientists should not have their m nd
sets prejudiced by assunptions that were made as a
result of extrapolating the data gathered from
H roshi ma and Nagasaki experiences, which are pretty
well limted to high levels of acute radiation. |
fail to understand why such studies haven't been
carried out and publicized; and further, how a DEIS
can be adequately carried out without the results of
such studi es.

| nsepar abl e fromthe proposed MFFF i s t he
fact that once manufactured, plutoniumbonmb fuel is

destined for use at Duke Energy’s McCuire and Cat awba
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reactors within 20 mles of downtown Charlotte.
Plutonium fuel is experinental, in that the fuel
derived fromweapons grade pl utoni umhas never before
been used in comercial reactors. These plants are
poor choi ces for an experinmental programbecause their
cool ing systens depend on constant supplies of ice.
In the event of failure for even a fewhours, thereis
a risk of a severe accident. Plants are encased in
weaker netal plates thanthe preferredthicker amounts
of concrete. Plutoniumbonb fuel is inherently nore
dangerous than currently used uraniumfuel, inthat it
bonmbards structures within the reactor chanber with
nore damaging radioactivity, and would be nore
difficult to control, increasing the likelihood of a
Cher nobyl -type di saster. Conparedw th currently used
urani um shoul d a nucl ear catastrophe occur in a MOX
fuel reactor, up to tw ce the nunber of cancer deaths
would result due to the nature of radioactivity
produced.

The possibility of terrori smshoul d not be
i gnored, either to the reactor vessel, itself, or to
the spent fuel rods that are stored onsite. A worst
case scenario would result in the entire Charlotte
ar ea beconi ng a nucl ear wast el and f or decades to cone,

with national repercussions, and nost of the
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popul ati on becom ng refugees. More and nore danger
comes from vastly increased radioactivity produced
t hrough MOX. Pronoters deceptively claimit wouldrid

the world of plutonium meking it unavail able for

future nuclear weapons use. As you well know,
plutonium w Il be produced while MOX fuel generates
electricity. The proposed parallel tract whereby

plutoniumis presunably converted into fuel in both
the U.S. and Russia reactors woul d markedly increase
the availability of plutoniumon a gl obal scale. It
woul d work contrary to our national interest. It
woul d favor further nuclear weapons proliferation.
Furtherrmore, MOX woul d vastly increase anobunts of a
radi oactive waste for which no satisfactory solution
has yet been discovered. The railway or highway
transportation of i ncreased quantities of radi oactive
waste to proposed Yucca storage facility in Nevada
woul d create new and extensive dangers which woul d
further increase the risk to |arge segnents of our
popul ati on because of the risks of terrorism
Finally, when the Yucca facility would be filled to
capacity, there would remain at Catawba and McGuire
sites al nost as nmuch high | evel nucl ear waste as i s at
present. In addition, these sites will continueto be

attractive targets to terrorists due to their
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proximty to alarge popul ation and financi al center.

I mobilization is the safest and |east expensive
alternative to converting plutoniuminto fuel. Even
t hough this has been di scarded as an opti on, ongoi ng
i robilization was to have been devel oped al ong with
the MOX program It would consist of vitrifying
plutonium and made into a safer material for

indefinite storage. It would substantially reducethe
ri sks of accidents and terrorist procurenent of this
deadl i est of all elements. Although it is the best

choice for a problemIike plutoniumthat we know of

today, all funds for this alternative have been
del eted fromthe budget, and the concept of such an
alternative appears to have been placed on an
indefinite hold. Failure to consider this option has
to be considered an abysmal decision. There appears
to be a hidden agenda with the decision to continue
with the MFFF, despite the risks and uncertainties of

proceeding with plans for this facility. The
production of quantities of tritiumin three of TVA' s
nucl ear reactors which will be processed at Savannah
Ri ver Site has to have significance. Such quantities
of tritium can be used only in the production of

nucl ear weapons, and M-FF could make plutonium

available in sufficient quantities for the production
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of nucl ear weapons. What ot her explanation could
there be that another objective of the MFFF is in
conjunction with the production of |arge nunbers of
new nucl ear weapons. |If this premseis valid, this
shoul d be acknow edged as part of the DEIS, and shoul d
be made apparent to the U S. citizenry upon whose
taxes this project would depend. Wthout a
satisfactory explanation of this, the DEIS is
complete. If these prem ses are correct and we're
pl anning to create a new massive buil dup of nucl ear
weapons, it will create a massive increase in the
worl d’ s supply of weapons of mass destruction, and
stinmulate even greater risks of nuclear weapons
proliferation. For the reasons | have stated, the
proposed MFF shoul d not be approved for constructi on.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay, thank you very rmnuch,
Doctor. And | hope that you will submt those witten
conments to us.

DR. PATRIE: | wll expand on them and
submt them | ater.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, great. Thank you.

Let’s goto -- to Mary Oson. That's --
and then we’ Il -- we’ll go to Peter Sipp.

Mary?
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MR. JOCOY: Chip, are we going to be able

to hear frompeopl e whose nanme -- whose faces we don’t
recogni ze? 1 think there are sone ot her peopl e on the
list who wanted to speak.

MR.  CAMERON: Oh, yeah, we’'re going
through the list of people who signed up to talk,
Gegg. So we'll hear them and we’'ll know who they
are. And this is Mary d son.

M5. OLSON: | don’t mind comng later if
sonmebody needs to | eave.

MR. CAMERON: | think we're fine. | don't
think we have any problenms with that, so go ahead,
Mary.

M5. OLSON: My nane is Mary Oson. |I'm
the Director of the Southeast Ofice of Nuclear
I nformati on and Resource Service. W are a national,
and nowinternational organizationinour affiliation
with the Wrld Information Servi ce on Energy, and have
15 offices on four continents.

The office in the Southeast has been
primarily focused on the MOX issue, and | want to
thank the NRC for coming to Charlotte, and I want to
al so give the information that a nunber of people |
know, in addition to Janet Zeller, are here in spirit

because of other health situations and conpeting
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events. So | want to enphasize that we appreciate
this neeting s being held.

It’s alittle bit unusual for nme to do a
witten statenent. | usually like to just talk. But
| do have a witten statement toni ght that | amgoing
to enbroider a little bit.

That being said, |I'm deeply nobved and
having some difficulty standing here today while
peopl e are dyi ng over the question of weapons of nass
destruction, as well as power and control of
resources. These matters are what ultimately we are
tal ki ng about here.

The Nuclear Regulatory Comm ssion has
prepared a detailed analysis of the proposed --
proposal by DCS on behalf of their client, the
Departnment of Energy, to build a factory to meke
pl ut oni um fuel using plutoniumfrom weapons of mass
destruction that are being disnmantl ed. NIRS is
di sappoi nted that NRC has i ssued a tentative approval
for this project to go forward. W support the no-
action alternative.

This approval is, however, based on a
rat her desultory dism ssal of any other alternative.
W are asked nmany tines, in the introduction to the

draft environnental inpact statenent, to concur that
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maki ng MOXw | |, in fact, prevent plutoniumfrombeing
used for mass destruction. W are asked to take the
Departnment of Energy’'s word for it that the Russians
will only accept U S. MOX fuel production to stay in
t he program and that NRC, even considering in detail
t he environnmental consequences of any other option,
woul d violate this consummate agreenent.

Nucl ear I nformati on and Resource Service
rejects the idea that naking plutonium fuel from
weapons grade plutoniumw || safeguard it fromuse in
weapons of mass destruction. Infact, we believe that
placing this material into comrerce wll vastly
i ncrease the risk that weapons grade material will be
diverted, both in this country and in Russia.

Further, since the inception of this
program the U S. DOE has stated that the weapons
grade MOX fuel woul d be irradiated in other countries,
in addition to Russia. First Ukraine was naned;
| ater, sinply, quote, "Russia trading partners" were
added to the Iist. In case people have failed to
notice, many of the countries which the current
adm nistration in the U S. labels "evil" or "rogue"
nations are on the | i st of those who could potentially
receive this materi al

I f Russia supposedly will not accept any
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alternative that would not degrade the isotopic
conposition of the plutonium why would the United
States accept a program that would -- could send
weapons grade MOX fuel to countries |ike Iran, Syria,
and potentially sonme day Irag. And I’msorry | don’'t
have the full list of trading partners, but |I’msure
it’s available in the public record.

A very sinple alternative was never
consi dered by the DOE, and only recently consi dered by
nyself, which is to mx---MI-X---m x weapons grade
pl utoniumw th reactor grade plutoniumthat could be
purchased from any nunber of countries that have a
huge plutonium quote, "waste burden"” that wll be
using it as problematic, expensive, deadly MOX fuel.
There’s a nunber of European nations wth such
i nventories, not to nention Japan.

This mxed plutonium would then be
i sotopi cally degraded, and could be considered for a
nunber of alternatives to MOX, none of which |I am
specifically advocati ng, but none of which would carry
the risks associated with reactor use.

Instead, the U.S. Departnment of Energy,
with lots of help fromthe U S. Nuclear Regulatory
Conmi ssion, is going forward with a program that

pl aces Charlotte at unprecedented ri sk. Pl ut oni um
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fuel generates nore radioactive activity and nore
deadl y radi onuclides than uraniumfuel. 1In the event
of an accident, or, heaven forbid, a retaliatory
att ack agai nst our governnent or our corporations, the
heal th consequences woul d up to doubl e in proportion
to the MOX fuel in the reactor core. And | will have
to spendtine with the current docunment to | ook at the
estimates that are given there.

But that could happen on Lake Norman or
Lake Wley. W all now agree it could happen. The
guestion is will it happen, and when will it happen.
W can only hope that Duke Energy, in its
i nternational dealings, is making friends. And this
is sinply the tip of the iceberg.

| want to appreciate that NRC has
faithfully anal yzed t he envi ronnmental justice inpacts
of the proposed factory. At the same tinme | amdeeply
di sappoi nted. The anal ysis that shows that | owi ncone
and m nority peopl e are di sproportionately inpacted by
t he proposed plutoniumfuel factory al so shows that
t hese same peopl e are and have been di sproportionately
i npacted by the current and previous m ssions of the
Savannah River Site. There is norecognitionthat the
deci sion to add new radi oactive mssions tothis site

wi Il inpact a region al ready weakened by previ ous and
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ongoi ng exposur es.

Not only is the cunul ati ve and synergi stic
nature of this situation not fully expressed in the
NRC anal ysi s, but the proposed nmitigation steps do not
address this ongoing routine and repeated exposure.
And | will insert here that the work of Dr. Alice
Stewart, mentioned earlier, found that the Hiroshim
and Nagasaki studies are deeply flawed, because only
t he survivors of an extrenely traumatic and fatal set
of experiences are analyzed, and many of those who
were assunmed to be outside the area wal ked into the
center to find their loved ones, or try to find their
| oved ones, the day of and the day after the actual
bl ast. And so that data has been reanal yzed by Dr.
Stewart to show that, indeed, the young and the old

are at nuch higher risk for radiation.

Amlliremis not amllirem it depends
on who got the milliremas to what the dose risk is.
And | will also add ny other conment here, that the

EPA has begun to adopt a separate set of evaluation
standards for chil dhood cancers, and | think the NRC
shoul d follow suit and not use the standard man. Nor
does the eval uationin environnental justice consider
the long-terminpacts of the waste fromthe MOX fue

factory, since the wastes are conveniently put into a
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shel | ganme and noved over the NRCregul at ory boundary,
but not over the boundary of inpact of these very sane
peopl e.

This is another case of the powerful and
the wealthy or the better infornmed dunmpi ng on those
with |less power or fewer resources, and |ess
information. | have to admit that | have a part in
this situation. Inthe years that DOE was consi dering
where to put the MOX factory, | had working
associations with people at the alternate sites under
consideration in the West. There was a strong fight
frompeopl e i n Washi ngton, |daho, and Texas. Nucl ear
I nf or mati on and Resour ce Servi ce opposes a MOX factory
anywhere, but we erred i n not working nore proactively
i n the Sout heast to prevent the siting at the Savannah
River Site. And | want to point out, while I'min
this roomtonight, that it’s rather convenient that
the MOX factory, its potential for accidents and the
environmental justice dinmensions of those accident
consequences, are far from Charlotte and Duke’'s
headquarters.

Nonet hel ess, | do not believe that if we
had pl aced our Iimted resources in the Southeast at
that tine, it would have been sufficient, since the

decision to put the MOX factory at SRS was a fete a
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compl i . The Savannah River Site is where DOCE has
al ways processed the bulk of the plutonium it
generated. Now the MOX factory has been used as the
canel ' s nose under the tent or the cover story for the
Departnment of Energy’'s long-term plan to return to
maki ng new nucl ear weapons. This is no | onger swords
into pl owshar es.

As such, the U S. MOX program has becone
a magnet for other plutoniummssions. W nust turn
again to the environnental justice concerns and admit
that there will be even nore elevated risks of
accidents if the nodern pitt factory is sited at SRS.
There will also be nore risk of accidents at the pit
di sassenmbly and conversion facility if it is
processing twice or greater anmounts of plutonium
There will also be nore ongoing exposures to the
wor kers and the public. All of this is a direct
consequence of DOE siting the pit conversion and
pl ut oni um polishing at SRS, ostensibly for, quote,
"peaceful MOX "

The second cover story for these newpits
is that it is sinply refurbishment of the existing
U.S. nuclear arsenal that is there for deterence.
This statenent is no |onger credible. First, the

current adm ni stration has decl ared deterrents athing
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of the past and stated its decision to use nuclear
weapons preenptively. Secondly, the GCak Ridge Y12
factory has not -- has not only been updated, it has
been redesi gned t o make new nucl ear weapons assenbl i es
for small, usable m ni-nukes. Third, the production
| evel s of tritiumin TVA reactors, as approved by the
U S. NRC indicate an intention to fuel as many as
60, 000 weapons. This astronom cal nunber m ght seem
| udi crous since the current U S. arsenal has the
potential to destroy every popul ati on center on earth
several times over. On the other hand, the stated
U.S. intention to weaponi ze near space would require
a nunmber of weapons on this order. | can only i magi ne
t he payoff that Duke Energy must have negotiated to
post ure di sarmanent whil e providing the cover for the
nost massive arns deploynment in the history of the
wor | d.

We are asked by NRC to believe that the
rejection of any alternatives to MOX is to keep the
Russians at the table. Get real. This table has
nothing to do with the Russians, except to put them
and all other nations in the servile position that
they will share once the U S. has control of near
space and can target any site on earth from space.

Surgi cally, of course.
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When it comes to the | ocal aspects of all
this, it isinmportant to note, for those in this room
who live in the Charlotte area, it is entirely
possi bl e that the brief consi deration given by the NRC
inthis DEIS to the environnental and health inpacts
of the reactor use of MOX fuel may be the only
envi ronnent al inpact statenent anal ysis we ever see.
Thi s docunment affirns that ot her environmental reviews
will be conducted for any |license anendnment to use
MOX. This assertion, we hope, neans that there wll
be an environnmental inpact statement on the upcom ng
MOX fuel test, or LTA, not nentioned at all in the
current report, and also when Duke applies for a
|l i cense anendnent for each of the reactors to begin
using MOX fuel, if this programgets to that point.

There i s no basis for confidence i nthese

envi ronnental inpact statements (sic) will, however,
ever be witten, or that the public will have the
opportunity to be involved in these decisions. | am

being charitable here, since clearly we have been
effectively shut out of this one by the assertion that
the Russians can dictate the ternms of our program
Duke has four |icense anmendnment applications for the
20-year extensi on of the operating|licenses of Catawba

and McCuire pendi ng. Duke avoi ded any consi deration
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of their participation in the MOX fuel program in
t hese applications. When Nucl ear Information and
Resource Service and the Blue Ridge Environnental
Def ense League brought MOX into the Iicense renewal
process, the Atomic Safety Licensing Board first
accepted us -- the contentions. But then the ASLB was
overridden by the five NRC conm ssioners on Duke’s
appeal. Therefore, MOX use is not reflected in the
NRC s suppl enental EIS for the Duke reactors’ |icense
renewal at this tine.

The MOX fuel test or lead test assenbly

program will Jlikely be given only an internal
envi ronnent al assessnent, and finding of no
significant inpact. NIRS will challenge this

amendment in an effort to broaden public participation
in the decision to put people in this conmunity at
hi gher risk, not to nention those al ong the transport
routes to and from Europe, and the potential for
mal i cious diversionintransit. Nonetheless, it wll
be a mracle if we wina full EIS for the test fuel.
The U. S. NRC could act in good faith by ordering that
an El Son the test fuel be prepared because t he uni que
nature of this programand the fact that the overall
ri sk envi ronnent has changed since the | ast tine such

a matter was considered for significance of inpact,
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which | believe would be the transport across
M chi gan, which was so heavily opposed by the |oca
popul ati on, but nonethel ess pursued by DOCE.

As for the reactor |icense anendnents to
use MOX fuel, we simlarly hope that the NRC will
require that a full EIS be done for each of the
reactors. W are not assured of this, however. In
1991, when then NRC Chairman Meserve was asked
directly at a neeting whether the use of MOX fue
woul d trigger a full EIS he said no. Certainly this
was an opinion, and an opinion that NRS, and we
bel i eve the residents of Charlotte and the region, do
not agree with. And we hope that the new chair wll
reverse this point of view

This brings me, finally, to the concerns
| raised in 1996 when then U. S. Secretary of Energy
Hazel O Leary announced the plutonium surplus
di sposition program in a public press conference.
That day | was privileged to ask the Secretary a
guestion that was featured |l ater that evening on the
Leher News Hour. M question started by pointing out
that it is likely that MOX fuel use woul d i ncrease t he
amount of plutoniumin the so-called | ow |l evel waste
from the operations of nuclear power reactors. M

guestion was: What would the inpact of that
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addi tional plutonium be on the newy proposed, so-
called low level radioactive waste dunps? The
Secretary assured ne that day, and the vi ewi ng public
that night, that there would be nany analyses
per formed under the National Environmental Policy Act
before the decision to mke MOX fuel would be
finalized.

The Departnment of Energy did not anal yze
the inpact of MOX fuel use on reactor waste in any
depth, let alone any other affiliated nucl ear service
such as nuclear |aundries, conmponent  repair,
decont am nati on servi ces, or deconm ssi oni ng. W were
told that the NRC would do this. Today we are
review ng a draft environnmental inpact statenent that
devot es, perhaps appropriately, only afractionof its
volume to the reactor use -- to the reactor use of the
fuel the factory woul d produce. But is not the reason
for the production of the fuel its use? 1Is it not
justified, the whol e program because of producti on of
el ectricity? The NRC shoul d have done a programmatic
El S that woul d enconpass the inpacts of fromwhat is
known fromal | phases of this program |Instead, there
are all these cracks. And, barring NRC decision to
close them ny questions wll continue to fall

t hrough, right alongwiththe victins. It is--isit
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not the reason to not produce this fuel to avoid the
potentially catastrophic inpacts that it could weak
on this very location and a wi de radi us around here?

Once again, the federal government is
proceedi ng wi t h deci si ons nade | ong ago behi nd cl osed
doors, and now engaged i n a nasquer ade where t heir own
enpl oyees are told it is their job to play by the
rules that will, in the end, inevitably deliver the
right decision, no matter how thin the stated
justification. In the end, that thin veil reveals
beneath the players who are paid to play this gane,
Duke Cogena Stone & Webster, civil servants we I|ike
very much, doing their job. But who is really paying
then? Who is paying then?

Us. You and me. Qur tax dollars. |’'m
alnost done. Intheendit isleft tothe victins to
fight for their rights. It is not too late to stop
this mess. And | call upon all those who want to help
to join forces with all the other potential victins
here in Georgia, in South Carolina, to support the
organi zations that are intervening in these |licensing
proceedings, and ultimtely into federal court, if
that’s where we have to go. Your tinme and your noney
are needed. It is sad that we nust first pay these

folks---it is tax season. Just renenber some of your
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noney goes to DOE and then to DCS and then to NRC

That’ s how t hese guys get paid. And then also pay to
stop them But that is the way it is when the so-
call ed protector of the U S. public health and safety
sells out to M natom and DOCE. | sound conpletely
resigned, but | do believeinmracles. NRC it’s not
too late to change your mind. W support the no-
action alternative, including not transporting
pl utoniumat thistine, particularly whenthis country
is at war.

NIRSw || be submtting witten coments.
W appreciate this opportunity to speak tonight.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you, Mary.

[ Appl ause. ]

MR. CAMERON. Let ne goto Peter Sipp, and
then we’'re going to go to Gregg Jocoy.

MR. JOCOY: Do you know (i ndiscernible)?

MR. CAMERON: | don't -- | don’t know.
But we’'re calling all the people who -- who si gned up.
There’s anot her person after you; okay?

MR. SIPP: Thank you, Tim and everyone
from the NRC, for coming today. And thanks for
putting all the work you put into this book. Just
didn’t happen in five m nutes.

And you are right about the minorities
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being affected. Because | lived in Ceorgia for 21
years and | know the area quite well. | can’t agree
with the nunbers part. | know you nade a m stake and
then you -- and then you changed it. | still can’t
agree with it. | worked at the SRS in the "K' area
for six nmonths, and there’s a whole | ot of fol ks over
there that would be affected if something was to
happen at the -- at this new -- these new pl aces.

And then your mtigation plan isn't --

isn’t good enough. Sorry, but on Page 515 it -- it
doesn’t say anywhere where you' || have a neeting, how
many neetings you'll have. And you ought to say,

"We’re actually going to have an actual evacuati on
W' re going to practice," to give -- to give the
|l ocals -- like in school, when we went to school we’'d
have fire drills where we’d | eave our classroom and
we’'d go dowmn to the other hall and we'd wait or
whatever. W -- that’'s -- that ought to be part of
it.

Back to t he part about beingreal famliar
with the Georgia and South Carolina area, there's a
whol e | ot of two-1 ane roads and t hey woul d get cl ogged
by people trying to get away. |If there was a rea
acci dent and everybody was trying to get away, there'd

be -- there wouldn’t be -- people couldn’t get away.
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And wi th Augusta there’s nearly amllion people. And
they call it the Central Savannah River Area. There's
nearly a mllion people there. There just -- there
woul dn’t be enough people to get away safely.

And for you Cogena enpl oyees, you people
fromFrance, I want you to know |’ mvery proud of your
president, President Chirac. He wanted to take care
of the Ilraq situation with inspections and the
President over here wanted to give the Turkey --
Tur ki sh peopl e $26 billion so that our fol ks could go
there and our supplies could go there. $26 billion
could buy a whole Iot of inspectors for a very |ong
time, and woul dn’t anybody gotten hurt like -- |ike
they are right today, people being mai ned and cut up.
So the best toast in the world is French toast, and
the best fries inthe world are French fries. M --

Mary’'s and ny daughter is engaged to a Frenchman. |

take ny hat off to the French people. | can’t do that
for -- for the adm ni strati on over here trying to beat
up on everybody. Doesn’t work well. It’s not --

peopl e don’t accept that.

And just like it doesn't work to -- to
force all the -- all the smling faces at the PR
nmeeti ngs that supposedly are going to be had in the

mnority communities, all those smling faces, that
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ain't going to be good enough to get peopl e away when
there’s a -- when there’s a ness, when people got to
get away. Al themsmling faces, that’'s not going to
be good enough. You need to actually have evacuati ons
and have people try to get away so they can get used
to it, what roads they should go on.

And -- and then there’s another small
comment. \When peopl e say "the environnental ," well,
that’s almost right. 1t’s our environment. Takes up
the same anobunt of space in a -- in a paragraph.
“Qur," rather -- "our," OUR isthreeletters, just
like T-HE. \Wereas "the" inplies separation, "our"
i mplies ownership. Can’t |ive here without clean air
and clean water. W just can't do it.

So | thank you, everyone in the NRC, and
you all have a tough job. | don’t think I'd want to
be there. But, so thanks for the chance to tal k. And
| think it’d be worthwhile to consider m xing the --
t he bonb grade plutoniumw th the other, |ike Mary was
saying. So if you all would consider that, that’d be
a good -- good option, also. There s still tine.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you. Thank you,
Pet er.

Qur next speaker is -- is Gegg Jocoy.

MR JOCOY: Thank you, Chip. 1”1l be
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first presenting a statement on behalf of Janmes E.
Smith, Jr., who is a nenber of the South Carolina
State House of Representatives, mnority |eader
representing the Denocratic Party in the South
Carolina State House of Representatives. It’s
addressed to M chael Lesar, and it says, "Dear M.
Lesar," is that pronounced right? Lesar, Lesar
(pronounci ng) .
MR, CAMERON: Lesar.
MR JOCOY: Lesar. Ckay.
"I wite you today in regards to the
Nucl ear Regul at ory Comm ssion’ s draft
envi ronnent al i npact statenent on the i npact of
buil ding a new MOX plutonium fuel factory at
t he Savannah River Site. | understand that the
NRC has held public hearings to have public
input as part of the official record. I
respectfully request the Nuclear Regulatory
Comm ssion hold a public nmeeting in Col unbi a,
South Carolina, prior tothe end of the comment
period at May 14'", 2003.
"Additionally, | respectfully request
that ny nane and address be placed on all
mailing lists for any further neetings and any

-- and other public forunms regardi ng a new MOX
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pl utonium fuel factory at the Savannah River
Site. Thank you for your valuable tine and
consi deration. Should you have any questions
or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
"Wth kind regards, | remain,
“"Very truly yours, James E. Smith, Jr."
MR. CAMERON: Gregg, can we attach that to
the transcript?
MR. JOCOY: Please. It includes the fax
cover sheet.
MR, CAMERON:. Ckay, thank you very rmuch.
MR, JOCOY: | had been anticipating two to
three mnutes, so | trimed ny -- ny presentation
down. But apparently |I’ve got nore than two or three
m nutes, so fortunately | brought the | onger version
with me, too.
This is a...
MR. CAMERON: Well, don’t get too -- don’t
get too carried away.
[ Laughter.]
MR. JOCOY: Three pages versus two.
This is a statement of the York County
South Carolina G eens. The Nucl ear Regul atory

Comm ssi on has i ssued a draft report for conment. The
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York County South Carolina Geens offer this coment
on the environnmental inpact statement on the
construction and operation of the m xed oxide fue
fabrication facility at the Savannah River Site.

The Nucl ear Regulatory Comm ssion has
stated at public hearings on record that they are a
regul atory agency, alone, and plays no role in the
pronmotion of nuclear energy. Were the nuclear
i ndustry exam ned with a careful eye, we are certain
that none of the justifications for nuclear energy
woul d stand scrutiny.

The  environnent al i mpact st at enent
addresses the question of cost versus benefits
t hroughout. Because of this dynamic, it is inpossible
to believe that the Nucl ear Regul at ory Comni ssi on does
not behave as a pronoter of nuclear energy. The
convergence of systens in the production of plutonium
fuel and plutoniumtriggers for nucl ear weapons | ays
bear the hydra nature of nuclear energy. Nucl ear
weapons cannot exist w thout nuclear power. The
pl ut oni umfuel programis nothi ng nore than an attenpt
to prop up the nucl ear energy industry, advance the
producti on of new nuclear weapons which my well
viol ate any nunmber of international treaties the U S

subscribes to, and Iine the pockets of those anyti ne-
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patriots who benefit from the pronotion of war and
msery. Were this an agency which had at its heart
dedi cated to regul ating nucl ear energy, it would be
out of business within a few dozen years. Over that
sort of time frane, alnost all the difficulties we
face fromnucl ear power wi |l be nanageabl e, providing
that the NRC acts in the public interest and shuts
down each and every operati onal power plant as unsafe.
I nstead, the NRC continues to offer afig leaf to the
nucl ear industry, all the while deceiving the public
as to who gets the benefits and who takes the risks.

The sinple, naked truth is that those who
benefit frompl utoni umfuel prograns can be counted in
t he hundreds, while those accepting the risks nunber
in the mllions. The top sharehol ders who will get
the financial benefit of this program and the top
managers at the conpanies involved will get a huge
wi ndfall fromthis program Newnmulti-mllion dollar
hones, top-of-the-line college education, and world
travel will be funded by this program all for a very
few These are the ones getting the benefit fromthis
proposal

Who takes the risks? These people and
nore? Perhaps. And certainly so in the case of sone

of the top managers of the conpanies in question
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However, the stockhol ders who ownership stake (sic)
entitles themto profits fromthe effort are unlikely
to live anywhere close to the places where risks are
t he highest. A stockholder who lives in France,
Japan, Saudi Arabia, the Bahanas, or any other tax
haven, nor one who lives in the swankiest places in
the United States is at substantial risk. In short,
therichfolks will, by and | arge, take no direct risk
to personal well-being, and m|lions of average peopl e
wi |l be close enough to the action to pay the costs.
The ri sk benefit analysis is unusable, for it assumes
that benefits flowing to a tiny portion of
shar ehol ders are enough to justify the risks borne by
mllions of others, alnmost all of whomw || have no
chance to get a portion of the benefits.

Recently, Fred Rogers died. During a
radi o appear ance bef ore he passed, he took a call from
a fellow who had heard hi mspeak at his university’'s
graduati on cerenony. During that speech he asked t he
audi ence to think about the teachers who had brought
them to the point that they could graduate from
col | ege. He gave them one m nute. That’s a |ong
time.

| ask us nowto take a m nute of silence

to remenber. Renenber the children you have rai sed,
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the parents who raised you. Thi nk  about
grandchi l dren, born and as yet unborn. Think about
your |oves, your friends, your co-workers. Consider
the serious nature of the risks you are considering
exposi ng themto, and t hi nk about plutoniumfuel with
themin mnd. Think seven generations down t he road,
about where we are, how we got here, and how we can
get out of this nmess. One mnute to think

Concentrate on those we | ove t he nost, who | ove us t he

nmost .

(Monent ary pause.)

MR, JOCOY: Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you, G egg.

W have anot her speaker, and someone from
the Charlotte Green Party. |I'msorry | didn't, you

know, have your nane on the list.

DR AULETTE: | wote it down.

MR. CAMERON: Well, why don’t you cone up
and i ntroduce us.

DR. AULETTE: Hello. M name is Dr. Judy
Aul ette, and |’ ma nmenber of the Charlotte Area G een
Party. |’m here to present our organizations
reactions to DElS.

The Charlotte Area Green Party woul d |i ke

to thank the NRC for this opportunity to speak about

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

106

t he m xed oxi de fuel factory proposed for the Savannah
Ri ver nuclear site. At first glance, the draft
environment al inpact statenment appears exhaustive,
even to the point of being overwhel m ng. However,
there is no overall assessnent of the risk which woul d
accunul ate fromall of the processes involved in the
MOX production, inits transport, andinits use as a
fuel. Information is presented in such a fragnmented
manner that it is very difficult to see the whole
picture. No average citizen can be expected to gl ean
fromthe statement the information necessary for a
deci si on on whet her or not to support the plans of --
of Duke Cogema Stone for a MOX factory at the Savannah
Ri ver Site.

In addition to there being no overall
assessnent of risk for humans and the environnent,
there are several additional issues we wsh to
ment i on. First of all, there is no environnental
i mpact i nformation on MOX use in the specific reactors
which will eventually burn this fuel. These reactors
wi Il have to be nodified for MOX. The effects that
these nodifications may have on performance of
equi pnent at t hese reactors has not been considered in
this DElS.

Second, thereis no considerationgivento
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the environnmental inpact of the |ead test assenbly
programwhich will inpact the Charlotte area as part
of the preparation for the use of MOX. These inpacts
i ncl ude not only the dangers of putting experinental
fuel into a nuclear reactor core, but also the
transport of the plutoniumand fresh MOX fuel

Third, there is not yet an environnental
i mpact statenent on the new plutoniumpit factory in
South Carolina that seens to be part of the whole
deal. Such a report may not be an assigned duty of
the NRC, but it is a study that is necessary for a
conpl ete assessnent of risk of this ever-expandi ng
pl an.

Fourth, although we were glad to see t hat
the required environnmental justice policy is being
i mpl emrent ed, we do not believethe nmtigation neasures
suggested are sufficient to achieve environnental
justice for the I ow income populations in the area
surroundi ng the SRS. At | east these three additional
efforts shoul d be made.

First, we believe there needto be warning
sirens in the area of the facility; second, there
shoul d be free health care for those with health ri sks
el evated due to the operation of the facility; three,

some economi ¢ benefit shoul d be provi ded for those who
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reside near the MOX facility to offset the econom c
and health disadvantages of living in the area.
However, we want to be clear that these efforts do not
justify exposing any popul ation to the hazards of MOX
producti on.

Fifth, there is no nention of possible
security problens at the facilities manufacturing and
handl i ng MOX. There’s now an undeni ably hi gher ri sk
of domestic terrorism than ever before, and these
facilities would be prine terrorist targets. And |

know a | ot of other people who articulated this very

well tonight, but | just thought it was worth
mentioning because | think it -- it is a serious
I ssue.

Si xth, someone, whether it is DCE or the
NRC, needs to do an environmental inpact study of
wast e managenent in the manufacture and use of MOX
This is a particularly glaring om ssion of rel evant
facts.

Al t hough the Charlotte Area G een Party
appreciates the tinme and effort of the NRCin hosting
these hearings, it is our fear that the NRC is just
goi ng through the notions of pretending to listento
public conments, when the decision to build and use

the facilities is already being taken for granted by
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t he conpani es involved. Wy, for exanple, has Duke
Energy already stated its commtment to t he use of MOX
fuel? It appears they do not intend to pay attention
to the concerns of the public.

In closing, we would Iike to urge the NRC
not to approve the construction of the MOX factory at
t he Savannah River nuclear site. The NRC s draft
envi ronment al i npact statenment has failed to convince
us that this enterprise involves an acceptabl e | evel
of risk either to humans or to the natural
envi ronnent .

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Doctor, for those
speci fic recomendati ons, too. W appreciated that.

That’s the |ast speaker that we -- we
have. And | want to go out to you again to see if
there’s any last questions. But | thought that 1'd
ask Law ence Kokaj ko i f there’s anything that he heard
that he mght want to clarify for us.

MR.  KOKAJKO Thank you very nmuch. I
appreciate you all comng out. W did hear sonme new
comments this evening that we have not heard in the
previ ous two neetings, and we do appreci ate them And
we al so hear some of the sane concerns, too, that

we’ ve heard at both of the previ ous neetings, as well.
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I’d like to -- to provide a few
clarifications. Oneis the -- to use the MOX fuel in
the reactors does require |i cense amendnent. And t hat
is handled by the Ofice of Nuclear Reactor
Regul at i on. And as -- as you nmay know, for an
amendment to the operating |icense thereis sone type
of environnmental assessnent done, as well as an
opportunity for hearing. | do not know the full
status of that, but | know the |icensee has to do a
review, and I know we have to do a review, and we have
to approve it. The project nmanager for that, |
believe his name is Robert Martin. And if you would
like to contact him to get the details on that
amendnent . . .

UNI DENTI FI ED: | speak with hi mregul arly.

MR. KOKAJKO Ckay. | -- 1 do not, so --
but I do knowthat those things are done in the nornmal
Part 50 process.

Al so, you nentioned about EPA and NRC,
about the child doses. Thereis a -- in the federal
governnent, a -- sonething called | SCORS, |nteragency
Steering Conmittee on Radi ati on Safety. That is being
-- that is one of the topics that they do di scuss, and
the NRC and the EPA are working together to come up

with sonething in that regard. | do not know the
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details of that, but | do know that that commttee
does exist and those things are occurring.
M5. OLSON: NRC s participating in that?

MR KOKAJKO: I n | SCORS; yes, nmm’ am

M5. OLSON: Well, I knowin | SCORS, but is
it.

MR. CAMERON: Let’'s -- let’s nake sure we
get this on the record. | apologize for the

awkwar dness of not being able to just have a sinple
conversation, but we do need to get it on the record.

M5. OLSON: | appreciate that you're
telling people about ISCORS. | am aware of | SCORS.
But | was not aware that NRC was participating in a
consi deration of a newway to set standards that woul d
consider childreninadifferent way than t he standard
man. So this is news to ne. And |et ne understand
that you are saying that NRCis proactively seekingto
participate in this?

MR, KOKAJKO The -- what | can tell you
is that we are aware of it and we’'re follow ng the
work. | cannot tell you that we have -- we have made
a -- reached an agreenent with the EPA or anyone el se
as far as what the outcome will be. But |I do know
that that work is -- is ongoing. That's -- that’s

what I'mtrying to tell you.
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One of the things that al so was brought up
about Cogema, in particular. But the Duke Cogenm
Stone & Webster consortium would be under our
over si ght. If Cogema, to the extent that their
i nvolverent in this activity, once it is licensed,
t hey woul d be within our regul atory reach. So Cogena
does not exist as this French entity that is beyond
our control. Because they’ ve submitted thenselves in
this consortium and if this activity does get
i censed, that conpany, DCS, would be wthin our
regul atory reach.

And the final thing | want to say is that
t here has been no approval, tentative or otherw se,
that has been nade regarding the construction or
operation of this facility. DCS can take no action as
aresult of the draft environnental inpact statenent
or even the final environnmental inpact statenent.
That deci sion is based upon -- both the decisionto --
to construct and operate the facility can only be nade
after the safety evaluation is conplete, the safety
eval uation reports are prepared, and any concl usi on of
any adjudication, as a result of a hearing request,
has been nmade. So there has been no deci sion reached
anywhere in this process yet.

VWhat we’re saying in today (sic) is that
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there is a -- for the environnental review, the
tentative conclusionis that we feel we understand the
environmental inpacts, and we feel we understand it
enough that we wanted to cone out and solicit public
comments. That’'s why it’s a draft. That’'s why the
Congress, in its wisdom said you wll have two
processes here. You' re going to go out with a draft
first and get -- seek other comments, and then you
come out with afinal. Andthat’'s why we’'re here this
evening. Sol’'d like to nake sure that we understand
no deci sion has been reached on the -- the proposed
MOX facility.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you.

| s there anybody who has not had a chance
to ask a question or anything, that you ve been
listening to a lot of us who's -- anybody el se who
wants to ask a question or say anything?

Let nme see if there’s anybody el se first,
and then we’' |l go over there. Anybody? Al right.

MR. KEI SLER. This is Bill Keisler again,
in regards to environnental justice. This included
this environmental inpact statenent, but there was a
paper given or a speech given | believe in Australia
Jul'y 2000 by one of the comm ssioners, stated that the

-- being an i ndependent agency, the NRC was not bound
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by executive order for the application of
envi ronnental justice standards.

MR HARRIS: | was at that nmeeting with
Conmi ssioner Dicus, and | don’t believe she made t hat
statement. | think the point...

MR. KEI SLER: Well, it was onthe Wb site
(i ndi scernible).

MR. HARRI'S: ...I think the point she was
trying to make was that environnental justice coul d be
viewed in a broader sense.

MR. KEI SLER: She stated that it did not
-- that they -- the NRCtried to accommpdate it where
t hey coul d, but was not bound by t hat executive order.

MR. CAMERON: Maybe | could...

MR, KOKAJKO Let ne -- let ne...

MR. CAMERON. Go ahead, Lawrence, you --
you can clarify this.

MR. KOKAJKO. Okay, yeah, | -- | think

know t he answer to this.

There is -- we’'re under a federal system
of governnent. Once again, the Congress, in its
wi sdom when it set up the Comm ssion, it -- we are --

exi st as an i ndependent executive agency. And we do
not follow under the executive branch, as say the

Departnment of Energy or the Departnment of Comrerce,

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

115

where they have to follow the presidential orders.

What we do is, we evaluate themto see
what may be applied to us, and then, you know, we may
take it, we may not. The Securities and Exchange
Conmi ssi on al so does the same thing. That they, as an
i ndependent agency, they can try to be i ndependent of
t he executive branch as necessary.

The interesting thing is the NRC has said
we woul d take the executive order on environnental
justice and we would apply it. And we have, in fact,
done so. Environnental justiceis avery big concern.
W are -- in fact, | know that our environnental

revi ew group, of which Ti mand Adri enne and Stacy are

involved in, take environmental justice very
seriously. And, in fact, | wuld say that
environmental justice has been one of the -- the

stronger comments and t henes t hroughout each of these
meetings, particularly the first two neetings that we
had on the draft environnental inpact statenent.

So the answer is we are following the
environmental justice. | believe we did wite -- we
did wite back to the executive branch and we said we
woul d followit to the degree that it applied to our
envi ronnent al i npact statenents.

MR. CAMERON: And -- and, in fact, the NRC
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has internal procedures that..

MR. KOKAJKO. Procedures to do that.

MR, CAMERON: ...that dictate that we will
-- we will follow the objectives and spirit of the
executive order. And, as Lawrence pointed out, there
-- there are many executive orders that conme out where
the NRC has to decide, even though it m ght be not
bound legally by that executive order because, as
Law ence very nicely explained, we’re an i ndependent
agency, we have to make a deci si on about whether we're
goingto followthat particul ar executive order. And
in this case we -- we did.

And let nme see if there's any final
guestions before we -- we adjourn.

Mary?

M5. COLSON: This is Mary dson, and |
think 1"’mon slowroll, because | want to just nake
one little coment about what Lawence said about
| i cense amendnents.

| clearly wunderstand that a |icense
amendment invol ves an environnental assessnment. But
what | wanted the NRC staff to hear is that you
woul dn’t do an environnental inpact statement if it
wasn’'t nore detail ed than an environnent al assessnent.

And so, in terns of disclosure of
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i nformati on, devel oprment of i ssues, and participation
by the public, the difference between an EA and a
FONSI, to use the verbiage of DC, which is an
envi ronmental assessnent and a finding of no
significant inpact. And then a |icense anendnent
chal  enged by intervention puts the full burden of
devel opnent on the intervener.

And | just think that this program is
unique, it is experinental, it’s never been done
before, it'’s a departure from all our previous
pol i ci es. And to let it go forward with EAs and
FONSIs on the reactor site, after we were prom sed
agai n and again that the anal ysis woul d be done, and
now there’s virtually no insurance at all that any
further analysis will be done w thout intervention
which is a very high bar for the public to neet. So
|"mreally laying it out there tonight. You guys have
at least the option of making the decision
proactively, that a full EISw || be done on MOX use.

MR. CANMERON: And that wll be
comuni cated to the people in the Ofice of Nuclear
React or Regul ation, too, Mary.

M5. OLSON: Thank you.

MR, CAMERON:. Ckay.

Lawrence, do you want to cl ose us out as
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the senior official on this.

MR, KOKAJKG  Ch, thank you.

First of all, I'd like to thank everyone
for comng out this evening. | -- though I didn’t
think I would say this, |I have enjoyed each of these

three neetings. They' ve been a little bit tiring at
times, but | have enjoyed the interaction w th people.
And | find that it -- it has been rewarding. And |’'m
glad to see so many people that are interestedinthis
proj ect conme out.

Once again, |I'd like to -- to thank
Adri enne Lester. These neetings would not have
happened if it wasn’t for her. She does deserve a --
a round of appl ause, by the way.

[ Appl ause. ]

MR. KOKAJKO. She did the lion’s share of
work to help get this together, and | do appreciate
her .

| would like to offer one nore chance for
questions or comments.

Yes? Pl ease.

M5. ODOM | can talk |oud enough. I
don’t normally talk | oud.

MR, KOKAJKO  Well, cone up here and tal k

in here. W’II| talk together.
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M5. ODOM No, | just...

MR. CAMERON: Well, let’'s -- let’s -- let
me make -- take this out; okay?

MR, KOKAJKGO  Ckay.

MR. CAMERON. And we’'ll have Linda just
talk right in-- into it; okay?

M5. ODOM Ckay, to Mary’'s question. |
understand that the NRC is involved with the
envi ronnent al dose reconstruction project report that
is being revised the year 2003. And | was just
wondering if you knew about it. It’s supposed to
calcul ate the ingestion of chem cals that are being
rel eased or could possibly be released into our
envi ronnent due to the MOX project. And if you know
about it, where can | get it?

MR, KOKAJKO | don't -- | just |ooked at
Tim and he -- he shook his head. He's not aware of
anyt hi ng and. ..

M5. ODOM  Have you heard about it? Do
you know what |’ mtal ki ng about? The environnenta
dose reconstruction project. That's DOE?

MR. CAMERON: Yeah, it’s DOE, and I think
that that’s (indiscernible).

M5. Odom | know SRS (indiscernible).

Can | give you the nane of sonebody who's on that
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VR.

KOKAJ KO

| mnot aware of, so..

MR, CAMERON: Ckay.
MR KOKAJKO. So, with that
MR. CAMERON: Thank you.
MR, KOKAJKGO:  Thank you.
adj our ned.
(Wher eupon,
10: 00 p. m)

(202) 234-4433
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- that,

in mnd...

This neeting’ s

t he hearing was concl uded at

(202) 234-4433




