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1:32 P.M

MR. CAMERON: Good afternoon, everyone.
My nane is Chip Caneron and |’ mthe Special Counsel
for Public Liaison at the Nuclear Regulatory
Comm ssion. And | would just like to wel cone all of
you to the NRC s Public Meeting on the Oraha Public
Power District’s Application to renewthe |icense at
the Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Station.

My col | eagues and | fromthe NRC ar e goi ng
totry to avoid using acronyns today, but one that we
will be using for sure is to say NRC for Nuclear
Regul at ory Comm ssi on.

|’ mpleased to serve as your facilitator
this afternoon and ny job will be to try to help all
of you have a productive neeting today.

Before we get into sone of our
presentations, |1'd like to just cover three itens
briefly for you about the neeting process. One is
objectives of today’ s neeting. A second item is
format and ground rules for the meeting. And a third
itemis the agenda for today’'s neeting to give you an
i dea what we’'re going to be talking about. And |I'd
also like to introduce sone of the NRC staff who are
goi ng to be naking those presentations.

Internms of objectives of the neeting, the

NRC wants totry toclearly explainto all of you what
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the | i cense renewal process i s about and t o answer any
guestions that you nmay have about that process. A
second and nobst inportant objective is to hear from
you t oday any concerns or comments t hat you m ght have
on license renewal and this is called a scoping
nmeet i ng.

And very sinply, this nmeans that the NRC
is trying to determ ne what should the scope of the
environnmental review be on the Fort Cal houn |icense
renewal application? Wat information should the NRC
look at in preparing the environmental inpact
statement? What al ternatives shoul d be considered in
t hat environnental inpact statement? And we’d liketo
hear fromany of you on those issues so that the NRC
can put together its plan and nethodology for
preparing the environnental inpact statenent.

W' re al so asking for witten coments on
t hese i ssues, but we wanted to be here personally this
afternoon to talk with you and you nmay hear
information today that wll pronpt you to either
el aborate on sonme coments that you give us today or
it may pronmpt you to submt conments, but | want to
enphasi ze that any comrents that you give us today
wi | I have t he sane wei ght as witten conments, so feel
free to talk to us today.

Interns of the format for the neeting, we

have two segnments to the nmeeting. The first segnent
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of the neeting is to give you sonme background on the
NRC s license renewal process and to answer any
guestions about that process that you may have. So
we’' re going to have sonme brief NRC presentations and
then we’ll go out to any of you who have questions
about that process.

The second segnent of the neeting is to
give all of you an opportunity to make sonme nore
formal conments to us on these issues and usually we
ask people to come up to this podiumand provide their
coments to us.

The ground rules for the neeting are
fairly sinple. If you have a question during our
i nteractive portion of the neeting, just signal nme and
"1l bring you this talking stick and then give us
your name and affiliation, if appropriate. W are
taking a transcript. Caroline is our stenographer
t oday so your conments wi ||l be captured on the record.

A second ground rule is that | would Ilike
to request that only one person at a tinme speak, not
only so that we can get a clean transcript, but also
and nore inportantly, so that we can give our ful
attention to whonmever has the floor at the tine.

Finally, | want to make sure that everyone
has an opportunity to tal k t oday, everybody who wi shes
to do so, so | would just ask you to be as brief as

possi bl e. |  know that on these conplicated
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controversial issues sonmetines it's hard to be
concise, but if you could do that that will give us a
better chance of making sure that we hear from
ever ybody t oday.

Interns of the formal statenments, when we
get tothat portion of the neeting, 1’'d like everybody
to respect a five mnute ground rule, try to get your
comments done in five mnutes. There’s sone
flexibility there, of course, it’s not a drop dead
five minutes, but try to keep it brief. And if you
have a prepared statenment that you would like us to
attach tothe transcript, we're al so ready to do that.

| woul d just thank you all for being here.
The NRC is faced with a very inportant decision in
terms of the evaluation of the license renewal
application and we thank you for hel ping us to make
t hat deci si on.

Before | go to the agenda and
introductions, | would just say that this is one
nmeeting, we're here with you. W’ re going to be back
out here, as you'll hear, again for another public
nmeeti ng when t he draft envi ronnental inpact statenent
i's conpl et ed.

But | would just encourage you to get to
know after the neeting the NRC staff that are here and
to feel free to contact them either by e-mail or

phone in the times when we’'re not here in a public
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neeting setting, try to keep sonme continuity with
them call them e-mail themif you have questions or
concerns. They'll be very receptive to that. And
al so, we have sone expert consultants who are hel pi ng
us to prepare the environnmental review and you'll be
hearing nore about that. They' re here with us today
and pl ease get to know t hem al so.

And with that, let ne introduce the NRC
speakers. |’ve asked John Tappert who is right down
here in front to give you a welcone also before we
have t he two presentati ons and | asked John to do t hat
because he i s the Section Leader of the Environnental
Review Branch in our Ofice of Nuclear Reactor
Regul ati on and John and his staff are responsible for
preparing all of the environnmental reviews that cone
in on a license renewal application. And John has
been with the Agency for 11 years. He was one of our
Resi dent | nspectors at nucl ear power plants and has a
Master’s degree in Environmental Engineering from
Johns Hopki ns.

After John, we're going to bring up
WIlliamBurton and WIlliamis better known as "Butch"
and Butch i s the Proj ect Manager for the Saf ety Revi ew
of the Fort Cal houn |icense renewal application and
you' || get a better idea of the safety review and the
envi ronnent al revi ew when they speak. But he’s been

with the NRC for 18 years. He has a Bachel or’ s degree
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in Nucl ear Engineering from Renssel aer Pol ytechnic
Institute. He was also the Project Manager on the
i cense renewal review for the Hatch Power Plant in
Georgia and he has worked for utilities directly
bef ore he cane to the NRC. He was the Staff Techni cal
Advi sor for GPU Nuclear at the TM Stati on.

After Butch is done we'll go out to you
for questions and then we're going to bring up Tom
Kenyon who i s right over here. And Tomis the Project
Manager for the environnental part of the review on
|l i cense renewal and he’s been with the Agency for 22
years and he’s al so been the Project Manager for the
initial licensing of nuclear power plants, for
exanple, the Watts Bar plant and also the Project
Manager for Operating Reactors and he has a Bachel or’ s
in Nuclear Engineering from the University of
M chi gan.

"1l get out of the way now and ask John
Tappert to give you a short wel cone. Then we’ll put
But ch on and go out to you for any questions you m ght
have.

MR. TAPPERT: Thank you. As Chip said, ny
name is John Tappert. I’m the Chief in the
Envi ronnental Sectioninthe Ofice of Nucl ear React or
Regul ation. | too would Iike to welcome you to this
meeting and thank you for participating in our

process.
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As Chip nentioned, there are several
things we’d like to cover in today’s neeting. First,
we'd like to provide you a brief overview of the
entire license renewal process. This wll include
both the safety review, as well as the environnental
review, which is the principal focus of today’s
nmeet i ng.

W also will provide sonme additiona
i nformati on about the environnmental reviewwhichwll
assess the environnmental inpacts associated wth
extending the operating |icense for the Fort Cal houn
Station for an additional 20 years. W'l also give
you information about how you can subnmit witten
comments and also the schedule that we'll be
foll ow ng.

At the conclusion of the staff’s
presentation, we’'ll be happy to recei ve any questi ons
or coments that you may have about the scope of our
envi ronnent al i npact statemnent.

First, |l et ne provi de sone context for the
| i cense renewal process. The Atom c Energy Act gives
the NRC the authority to i ssue operating |licenses to
commerci al nucl ear power plants for a period of 40
years. At the Fort Cal houn Station, that operating
license will expire in 2013. Qur regulations also
make provisions for extending that operating |license

for an additional 20 years as part of the I|icense
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renewal program OPPD has requested |icense renewal
for the Fort Cal houn Station.

As part of the NRC s review of that
i cense renewal application, we wll perform an
envi ronnent al revi ewand one of the principal purposes
of this neeting today is to receive your input before
we prepare our environmental inpact statenent. And
with that, 1'd like to ask Butch Burton to provide a
bri ef overview of the safety portion of the license
renewal program

MR,  BURTON: Thanks, John. As John
mentioned, my nane is Butch Burton. |’mthe Project
Manager for the safety review of the application for
i cense renewal for Fort Cal houn. The NRC s |license
renewal process essentially runs in tw parallel
pat hs.

There is a safety review which | head up
that is focused on the review and i nspection of agi ng
managenent prograns for passive, long-lived systens,
structures and conponents. The reason that the
Comm ssion felt that these prograns should be the
focus of the license renewal regulations is because
on-goi ng regul atory processes al ready ensure that the
current |icensing bases i s maintained and things |ike
energency pl anning and security plans are acceptably
i mpl enent ed.

Ther e are conponent s and syst ens t hat need
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to be constantly attended to. However, those
mai nt enance processes do not explicitly | ook at the
plant’s design capability to cope with long-term
degradati on of equi prent due to aging effects. Sothe
license renewal application focuses on those
i nspection prograns and mai nt enance practices that are
used to maintain the margins of safety in the plant
safety equi prment.

The second review path involves the
environmental review which Tom Kenyon will discuss
shortly. | also want to mention that there is an
i ndependent review by the Advisory Committee on
React or Safeguards, the ACRS, which reviews the
renewal application and the staff safety eval uation.
The Comm ttee reports their findi ngs and
reconmendations directly to the Comm ssi on.

Next slide. Okay. One nore. There you
go. Okay. This figureillustrates the entirelicense
renewal process. The upper path describes the safety
review and the lower path shows the environnental
revi ew. As you can see, the staff safety review
results in asafety evaluationreport. As | nentioned
earlier, the ACRSreviews this report, as well as the
application, in order to develop its independent
findings on the review.

The ACRS hol ds public neetings which are

transcri bed. Oral and witten statenents can be
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provi ded during the ACRS neetings in accordance with
the instructions described in the notice of their

neetings in the Federal Register.

In parallel with the safety review, the
staff perfornsits reviewof the environnmental inpacts
of continued operation. As Tom Kenyon will discuss
| ater, the staff will issue an environnmental inpact
statement on the facility after it conpletes its
revi ew.

The NRC s | i censi ng process al so i ncl udes
a formal process for public involvenent through
heari ngs conducted by a panel of Adm nistrative Law
Judges who are call ed the Atom c Safety and Li censing
Board or ASLB. That process requires a petition be
submitted to hol d hearings on particul ar i ssues whi ch
woul d be litigated by the Board. However, there were
no petitions to intervene on the Fort Calhoun
proceedi ngs.

At the end of the process, the final
safety evaluation report, the final environnmental
i mpact statenment, the results of the staff’s
i nspections and the ACRS reconmmendation wll be
submitted to the Commission wth a staff
recomrendati on. Each Conmm ssioner will vote on the
proposed action and their decision will be formally
sent to the NRC staff for whatever action they

conclude is appropriate for the renewal application.
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The i ndividual Conmi ssioner votes and their
instructions to the NRC staff wll be publicly
avai | abl e.

Throughout this process, i nt erested

menbers of the public who are concerned about nucl ear
safety issues can raise those issues during the
various public meetings that the NRC will hold to
di scuss the Fort Cal houn application. Meetings on
particul ar technical issues are usually held at the
NRC Headquarters in Rockville, Mryland. However,
some techni cal neetings and neetings to summari ze t he
results of the NRC s inspection findings will be held
near the plant site in a place that is accessible to
t he public.

In addition, the staff holds four public
nmeetings on the environmental aspects of the review,
two on the scope of the review, and two on the results
of the review during which the public can provide
coment s.

That’s a brief overview of the renewa
process. The NRC staff nenbers here tonight will be
avai lable after the neeting to answer any questions
about the renewal process, but unless there are any
particular questions that you nay have about the
overall process, I'll turn it over to Tom Kenyon

MR. CAMERON: Let’s see. This is, we

know, for many of you perhaps new information. And
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we'd like to just make sure things were clear.

Are there any questions for Butch on the
mat eri al he presented, on the overviewof the |license
renewal process?

If nothing conmes to mnd now, but
somet hi ng occurs |ater, we can handl e that al so.

MR. BURTON: And let me do one thing,
Chip. For those of you -- if you do have questi ons or
comments on the safety portion of the reviewl want to
| eave you my phone nunber and ny e-nmil address.
Again, the nane is Butch Burton. You can reach ne at

301/ 415-2853. And ny e-nail address is wfb@rc. gov.

So at any time if | amnot available, there' s also ny
back-up, S.K. Mtrawhois alsointhe audience. S. K
Did you want to give your phone nunber?

MR MTRA: | amS. K Mtra. | amback-up
proj ect manager for Fort Cal houn. M nanme nunber is

301/415-2783. M e-numil address isskml@rc. gov.

MR. CAMERON: That was great. Thank you
and let’s go to Tom Kenyon now to hear about the
envi ronnental portion of the review process.

Tonf?

MR. KENYON: My nane is TomKenyon and |’ m
t he Environnental Project Manager charged with this
review. |’mgoing to spend the next 15 mi nutes or so
tal ki ng about the environnental review process that

we’' re goi ng to be going through and explainto you how
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you can participate inthat process. Nowthe National
Envi ronnental Policy Act was enacted in 1969. W call
it NEPA and it requires federal agencies to use a
systemati c approach to consi der environmnmental inpacts
of certain decision-naking proceedi ngs.

Now it’s a disclosure tool that involves
the public and it involves the process in which the
federal agency is going to gather information. W
take it and evaluate it and take a look at the
environmental inpacts of the action and we docunent
t hat information and then we invite public
participation to help us evaluate it.

Now t he NEPA process results in a docunent
known as an environmental inpact statenment which is
required for any major federal action which has the
potential to significantly affect the quality of the
human envi ronnent. As you mght expect, the NRC
Conmi ssion has decided that license renewal is just
such a major federal action.

One of the things we also considered is
alternatives tothe actions and in the case of |icense
renewal , one of the alternatives we |ook at is what
woul d be the i npact of not renewing the Iicense and no
other action being taken. Anot her potenti al
alternative woul d be us not renewi ng the Fort Cal houn
|l i cense and the | i censee deci di ng to repl ace t he power

that cane froma nuclear power plant with a
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non-nuclear facility such as a coal or gas-fired
plant. W would | ook at the environnental inpacts of
that action as well.

Now at thi s point as Chi p has expl ained to
you, we're kind of in the early process of our review
st age. W' re in the scoping process where we're
trying to determ ne what the scope of the reviewis
going to be and in particular, we're having this
neeting today to solicit any coments and any
i nformation that you m ght think is appropriate for us
to consider in our review

Now t hi s slide describes the objective of
our reviewand |'’mjust going toread it. The staff
is trying to determ ne whether or not the adverse
environnmental inpacts of license renewal for Fort
Cal houn are so great that preserving the option of
|l icense renewal for energy planning decision-nmakers
woul d be unreasonable. Nowthat’s what it says in the
regul ati ons, but to paraphrase what we’re trying to do
is determ ne whether or not it’s acceptable from an
envi ronment al standpoint for the Fort Cal houn Station
to continue operation for another 20 years.

Now | want to enphasi ze at thi s point that
it’s not the NRC that’'s going to nake the ultinmate
decision as to whether or not the plant continues
operation. W’re trying to determ ne whether or not

it’s acceptable froman environnmental standpoint to
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continue operation. The real decision of whether or
not to continue will be -- is up to the licensee,
OPPD, in conjunction with state public officials.

Nowthis slide, diagramgivesyoualittle
nore description of the earlier diagram that Butch
Burt on was showi ng you. The application was subm tted
in January of this year and we issued our Notice of
Intent to devel op an Environnental |npact Statenent
and to perform the scoping process back in My.
Currently, we're inthe scoping process. It’'s a 60-day
period which is going to end on July 10th where we’'re
trying to gather informati on. Now once we’ve gotten
the information that we need to perform our review,
the staff wll develop an environnental i npact
statenent and we’'re going to issue a draft of that
docunent. It’s currently scheduled to be issued in
January of 2003.

Now after we issue that docunent, there
wi Il be another, inthis case, a 75-day comment peri od
where you' |l have the opportunity to review our
docunent and to provide us wth any additional
coments that you m ght think are appropriate for the
revi ew. After we’'ve gotten your coments and
considered them we may decide that we may need to
revise our environnental inpact statenent and our
intention is to issue the final EIS no later than

August of 2003.
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Now we’re here today, as we’'ve said, to
gat her additional information. W, of course, start
our information gathering by Jlooking at the
envi ronnental report that was submtted by OPPD. Now
this week, we’'re going to go down to the site. W're
goingtotalk with the applicant and get clarification
on sone of the information that they provided. W’'re
going to be talking to Federal, State and |ocal
authorities. W' re going to be talking to |oca
governnent officials and of course, we’'re here today
to solicit what comments that you m ght have.

Next slide. Now our teamfocuses on nany
envi ronnent al processes. W' re goingto be looking at
howthe plant interacts wwth the air, howit interacts
with the Mssouri River and other water sources, and
even how it interacts under the ground. W’ re going
to | ook at some seem ngly unrel ated i ssues such as t he
soci oeconom ¢ aspects of the continued operation. In
ot her words, we’'re | ooking to see what the effect of
conti nued operation, or shutting down t he plant, what
the effect would be on the local econony. W wll
al so consi der an i ssue known as environnental justice
where we take a | ook to determ ne whether or not the
continued operation or shutdown of the plant would
have a disproportionate effect on mnority or |ow
i ncone groups.

Now to prepare for this review, we' ve
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assenbl ed a teamof NRC staff which have backgrounds
in the scientific disciplines that are required to
performthis review. |In addition, we’ ve engaged the
assi stance of four national |aboratories headed up by
Law ence Li vernore National Lab, to make sure that we
have a wel | -rounded know edge base in order to do our
review. In all, we've assenbled a team of about 20
people, all of whomare here today to hear what you
have to say.

Now to sunmarize a few of the key dates
that we’'ve already tal ked about, the scoping and
coment period started on May 10th and ends on July
10th. So in order for your conments to be consi der ed,
we rmust receive your conments no later than July 10th
or they must be postmarked no later than July 10th.

As | said earlier, we're going to issue
the draft and the final environnental i npact
statenents in January and August of next year. Nowif
any of you would like to get a copy of these
docunents, meke sure that you |eave your nane and
mai | i ng address with one of the young ladies in the
back at the registration desk and we will send you a
copy of those documents when they’ re issued.

Now t hi s slide provides you with ny phone
nunber. Butch Burton has al ready given you his. | am
the Environnental Project Manager and as Butch

mentioned, he's in charge of the aging mnagenent
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aspects of the review

Now even though |’ve given you nmy phone
nunber, that’s so you can ask any questions that you
may think of after we | eave today, but |I need to get
your comrents in witing so | can formally docunent
t hose corments. As Chip had nentioned earlier, since
this nmeeting is being transcribed, any conments that
you make today during today’s neeting will al so be put
together into a transcript and we will use that as a
formal docunentation of your conments.

Now we’ve nmade arrangenents with |oca
libraries here to have paper copies of a few key
docunents made available to you. Currently the W
Dale Cark Library in Omha and the Blair Public
Li brary up near the plant have the Applicant’s --
OPPD s application and the environmental report. In
addition, when we issue our draft and fina
envi ronnental inpact statenments paper copies will be
sent to those libraries and be nade available to the
public there.

Inaddition, all of our publicly avail abl e
docunent s can be accessed t hrough t he NRC s website at
this address. Sinply goto the internet address shown
there and followthe instructions to get access to our
docunment managenent system

As we’'ve said earlier, you can provide

your conments to us by mail, in person, or by e-nmai
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at these addresses. |If you send your comments to us
by mai |, be sure to have t hempost nmarked no | ater than
July 10th. You can deliver your comrents to us in
witing, in person, at our Rockville offices in
Rockville, Maryl and, al though we don’t expect a |l ot of
people to take advantage of that. And of course,
we’' ve set up an e-nmail address where you can send us
your witten conments to that address via the
i nternet.

| do want to enphasi ze t hat shoul d you use
that e-mail address, be sure and include the two
underlines that are shown. Sone peopl e negl ect to put
those in and we don’t get their comments.

Wth that, t hat ends nmy  fornmal
presentation and |I’m going to turn the podi um back
over to Chip.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay, thank you, Tom Let’s
see if anyone has questions for Tom on the
environnental review. Any questions at all at this
poi nt ?

(No response.)

Ckay, great. Thank you very nmuch, Tom

W' re going to go to the second part of
t he meeting whichis to give us an opportunity to hear
fromyou on these issues and 1'd |like to ask the --
have the elected officials from the wvarious

jurisdictions around the facility to speak to us first
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and we’'re |l ucky to have two of the mayors of the | ocal
towns with us and 1’mgoing to ask Mck Mnes who is
t he Mayor of Blair, Nebraska to come up first and then
after Mck is done, we’ll hear fromLarry Hal ford who
is the Mayor of Fort Cal houn

MAYOR M NES: Thank you, Chip. M nane
again is Mck Mnes. |I’mthe Mayor of Blair. 1'd
like to thank the Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion for
thi s opportunity and specifically this open and public
forum

As | was watching the presentation, | saw
safety review and environnental inpact studies and
that’s exactly why I’mhere. |1’mhere to comment in
support of extending the |icense for the Fort Cal houn
nucl ear power station.

"1l speak just a little bit about the
soci oeconom ¢ inmpact on ny city, in particular. From
a practical standpoint, I'’mnot sure it nakes senseto
discard a proven and effective nethod of power
generation, especially when it has served Washi ngt on
County, eastern Nebraska, and OPPD for so nmany years.
The Fort Cal houn Nuclear Station is an economc
stimulus to Blair and the Washi ngton County area.

Their footprint isastabilizingfactor in
Washi ngt on County’s econony. As an exanple, they
enpl oy 645 people; 135 of those live in Washington

County, specifically 110 live in the comunity of
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Blair. Their annual payroll is $43 mllion and of
that, $6.2 million is the payroll for those enpl oyees
that liveinBlair and with just a very little bit of
mat h that shows that the annual incone per enployee
living inBlair is $66, 700. By any neasure, that’'s a
gquality job. And those kinds of jobs attract and keep
quality individuals, quality famlies in our
comunity. Nowthese people are our friends. They're
our nei ghbors. Their kids go to school with nmy ki ds.
They go to church. They volunteer their time to make
Bl air and Nebraska a better place to |ive.

In 2001, Fort Cal houn Station purchased
al nrost $23 mllion of goods and services. Now I'm
clearly not an econoni c devel oper and | don’t knowt he
mul tiplier effect when you’ ve purchased goods and you
have sal es and i ncom ng property tax within the State
of Nebraska. On the other hand, | do understand the
positive i npact that the Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Station
has on the quality of life and the quality of life of
the 8,000 people living in my city. | ndeed, all
Nebr askans benefit from the operation of the Fort
Cal houn Nucl ear Stati on.

OPPD i s an out st andi ng conmunity citizen.
They’ re al ways t here when we need them They deliver
pronpt response to comunity requests. Thei r
enpl oyees are i nvol ved i n our | ocal organi zations and

progr amns. And their service is nothing less than
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out standing. As a Mayor, |I’mconfident inthe ability
of OPPD to deliver reliable power throughout ny
community. The rates are conpetitive and because of
t hat t hey’ ve been effectiveinrecruiting newbusiness
and | would point to Nebraska's single |argest
econom ¢ devel opnent investnent, Cargill, which is
just outside our city.

W' Il hear from |’ msure, peoplethat are
concer ned about safety i ssues and so aml. M famly
and | wake up every norning and we can see the plant
fromour living room w ndow. Throughout the years
t hough, |’ve conme to know the people at OPPD and |
have confidence that they understand the risks
associated with nuclear power generation and that
t hey’ ve been and continue to do everything in their
power to ensure ny safety. You see, at the sane tine
they' re ensuring the safety of their famlies because
they live in Blair too.

Wth that, I1'd Iike to thank the Nucl ear
Regul atory Commi ssion and entertain any questions.
Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very nuch, Mayor
Mnes. Let’s go to Mayor Hal ford from Fort Cal houn.

MAYOR HALFORD: " m Mayor Halford from
Fort Cal houn and that’ s who t he station’s named after
It’s our cormunity. Myself, as Mayor, | not only get

to speak for nyself and ny famly, but for the
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comunity of Fort Cal houn, the City Council. W have
di scussed this prior to com ng here as a Council of
what the feelings were towards the nuclear power
station, but on environnental inpact and the safety
concerns that we’ve had. So this is the opinion that
Fort Cal houn as a whol e has on the Nucl ear Regul atory
Conmmi ssi on.

Basi cal | y, they have been -- OPPD has been
good nei ghbors. Any time we’ ve ever had any concerns,
and we have, about the environnmental inpact on our
comunity. For exanple, the Gty Council, everyone on
the City Council has been, has lived in Fort Cal houn
for at |l east 30 years. W all have famlies. W all
have -- naturally living there 30 years, we have a | ot
of friends, sowe’ re very concerned on what’s goi ng on
up there, especially the safety i ssues t hat we’ ve had.

The response that we get from OPPD has
been exceptional. And | nean that. Any tine we've
had a concern or questions. W don't get a
snokescreen. W get people to conme to the neetings,
explain to us in layman’s ternms of what’'s going on,
what we need. |f we need any support to help them we
wor k together good. So it has been a very good dea
for the community as a whole. And | do nean that.

Il want to thank the Nucl ear Regul atory
Comm ssion. | hope they do get their |icense because

we do support that very much
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Thank you.

MR. CAMERON:. Thank you very nuch, Mayor
Hal f or d. Now | think it’s appropriate to hear a
little bit about what the rational e and vision of the
Power District was for the license renewal application
and 1’ mgoing to ask Gary Gates who i s the Seni or Vice
Presi dent of Nucl ear Operations for the Power District
to talk to us and then he’s going to introduce Joe
Gasper to talk a little bit nore about the
appl i cati on.

Gary?

MR. GATES: Thank you. M nane is Gary
Gates. |I'mthe Vice President at OPPD in charge of
the nucl ear operations. |'malso a resident of the
area. And started working with OPPD nearly 30 years
ago, so |I’ve been a part of Fort Cal houn since the
initial construction. | have deep ties to the people
who liveinthis area and to t he phil osophy of service
t hat OPPD has.

["11 provide you sone i nformation briefly
on Fort Cal houn Station and the steps we took before
we subm tted our applicationfor renewal, specifically
on the environmental report. Here to give nore
details of the environnental report specifically is
Dr. Joe Gasper. Joe is the license renewal project
engi neer and project |eader. He holds a Ph.D. in

nucl ear engineering fromlowa State.
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Let me provide you sone basic background
about Fort Cal houn Station. Sone of OPPD s phil osophy
of operating a nuclear power plant going forward in
the Iicense renewal on our application, and then Joe
will cover some details of the environnental
st at ement .

Fort Calhoun is a single unit. It’s
| ocat ed between Bl air and Fort Cal houn, Nebraska. It
has a generation capacity of approximtely 500
megawat t s. Qperating in that manner, it provides
about 30 percent of the power that OPPD uses on a
daily basis for its custoners in a 13 county area.

W started construction of the plant in
1968 and it was decl ared conmercial in 1973 and it has
operated safely ever since. The safe operation of
Fort Cal houn Station is first and forenmpost in our
m nds, for all the people that run the station and at
OPPD. Over the years, we have denonstrated a high
| evel of safety in all our prograns and operation of
the unit.

That’ s not surprising when you consider
our honmes and our famlies are in the area. e
contribute to the comunities in volunteer work, and
in our social |eadership. |It’s also not surprising
that we do that and the fact that we are owned by the
peopl e of our comrunity who buy power fromus. As you

m ght know, Nebraska i s uni que anong the 50 states in
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that all the electricity produced here is produced in
a munici pal or public manner. It is a public power
st at e.

Nebraskans take a great deal of pride in
this uniqueness and in the fact that they own the
organi zations that provide the power. Qur custoners
el ect our Board of Directors; one of whomis with us
t oday, Anne McQuire, who is chairman of our Nucl ear
Oversight Conmittee and Menber of our Board.

I n addi ti on, the nucl ear operations group
at OPPD get s out standi ng support fromthe rest of our
conmpany. Two other vice presidents are with nme here
t oday, Chuck El dred, our Chief Financial Oficer; and
Ti m Burke, who's responsible for retail and all the
el ectric operations, the wires and transm ssion part
of our conpany.

[ f our custonmers, who are owners, felt
we’' re not operating safely at Fort Cal houn, they woul d
not hesitate to |l et us know that changes need to be
made t hrough many of t he avenues that a public conpany
has.

W al so knowt hat to successfully operate
our power plant, we nust do it economically. Fort
Cal houn Stationis an econom cal source of electricity
for our custoners andits cost effectiveness conti nues
to inmprove. W recently conpleted one of the nost

efficient refueling outages in the history of the
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plant and it’'s a tribute to the workers at the pl ant
and at OPPD and all the skilled | abor that we have in
the Oraha area that this outage was conpleted in a
record fashion

Looki ng  ahead, we see continuing
i mprovenent in all areas of operation at Fort Cal houn.

To provide you the details of the
environmental inpact statement, 1'd like now to
i ntroduce Dr. Joe Gasper

DR. GASPER  Thanks, Gary. As he said,
" m Joe Gasper. |’ve been in charge of the |license
renewal project for about four years now, fromits
i nception. |"ve been with OPPD since 1974 so |I'm
com ng up on about 28 years with the conpany.

During the next several mnutes, 1'dlike
to provide you sone of the background on the OPPD s
envi ronnental managenent and our approach to the
| icense renewal process and briefly sumrarize the
review and the information that we provided in our
appl i cati on.

OPPD nmaintains a strong commitnent to
envi ronnent al managenent. Qur operations are gui ded
by our environnental protection policy which is a
corporate | evel docunent that ensures all activities
t hat OPPD undertakes are conducted in an
environmental | y responsi bl e manner that protects the

i nterests of our enpl oyees, our customer-owners, and




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

30

t he communi ti es we serve. This ensures OPPD mai nt ai ns
its facilities and conducts its operations in
conpliance with the applicable government |aws and
regul ations.

It is our policy to extend these efforts
beyond conpl i ance i ni nportant areas such as pol | ution
prevention and natural resource  stewardship.
Pol I ution prevention prograns enphasize reduction
reuse, and recycling in the nmanagenent of the
materials and products that we use to produce
electricity. Natural resources stewardship ensures
the protection of the sensitive natural systens and
conservation of natural resources.

[’11 share a few of these exanples with
you. OPPD has been recentl|y awarded t he di sti ngui shed
Envi ronnmental Leadership Award by the Nebraska
| ndustrial Council on the Environnent and was naned a
Treeline USA utility by the National Arbor Day
Foundat i on.

OPPD' s Forestry Departnent conduct s
progranms that have resulted in the planting of nore
t han 100, 000 trees and shrubs within the OPPD service
territory. And finally, at the Fort Cal houn Stati on,
our enpl oyees have established a prairie grass habitat
area at the site, in addition to nunerous nesting
boxes for bl uebirds, wood ducks, etcetera that share

the resources on our site with us.
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In keeping within the spirit of our
envi ronnental policy, we took a thorough approach to
the license renewal environmental review Ve
established a review teamthat includes consultants
who work closely wth the environnental and
engi neering staff both there at the plant and our
cor porat e envi ronnental group. Menbers of these teans
are recognized leaders in the industry and have
ext ensi ve experience at Fort Cal houn Station. Many of
the teamnenbers al so i n support of the environnmental
studi es and nonitoring are associatedwiththeinitial
operation of the plant.

In order to ensure that all relevant
i ssues were addressed, the team conducted extensive
interviews to gain a thorough understanding of the
operati onal environnental changes that occurred during
the 30 years of operation of the station. Thi s
includes a review of our environmental baseline
established during the initial licensing and
operation; our operating history; the NRC s generic
study; and current information fromvarious external
sour ces.

OPPD performed a consi derabl e anount of
wor k that characterized the environnental conditions
in support of the initial |icensing and operation of
the plant. Pre-operational and post-operational

studies started in the late 1960s and continued
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t hrough t he m d- 1980s. The work on the M ssouri River
represents the nost conprehensi ve characterization of
the m ddle reaches of the river avail able today and
OPPD continues to nonitor these certain key areas.

As part of the review and assessnent of
current conditions, the OPPDenvironmental revi ewteam
conduct ed si t e wal kdowns, revi ewed nonitoring reports,
current publications and studies, and interviewed a
nunber of state and federal agencies, including the
US. Fish and WIidlife Service, the U S. Corps of
Engi neers, the Nebraska Departnment of Environnental
Quality, the Natural Resources, Gane and Parks
Conmi ssi on, and the Economi c Devel opnment Commi ssi on.
G ven that we are | ocated on the | owa border, we al so
interfaced with the Ilowa Departnment of Natural
Resources and the I owa Department of Health.

As Tom Kenyon described, the NRC has
prepared a generic environnental inpact statenent that
identified and eval uated nmany environnental issues
that may be associated with the operation of nucl ear
power plants beyond their current |icense period. NRC
was able to generically resolve many of these i ssues
and others are to be addressed on a site specific
basi s. The review team reviewed the generic
environnental inpact statenent and findings and
confirnmed that there was no new information of

significance that would alter the NRC s generic




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

33

conclusions as they would apply to Fort Cal houn
Station.

Site specific assessnents were conduct ed
by the review team and addressed 12 mgjor
environnental areas that |’ve grouped into 5 genera
areas. These are water, plants, animals, air, |and
use, and peopl e.

In the area of water, OPPD | ooked at the
wat er quality, water flow associated with the intake
and di scharge and t he aquatic ecol ogy. Qur review of
hi storical data, current conditions and operations
i ndi cated that the continued operation beyond 2013
wi Il not adversely inmpact the Mssouri River flow,
wat er quality or aquatic ecol ogy.

Inthe area of plants and ani mal s, revi ews
of internal docunentation and observations indicate
that there are no threatened or endangered speci es at
the site and on our associated transm ssion |ine
rights of way. Interfaces and consultations with the
U S. Fish and WIidlife Service and both the Nebraska
and | owa Departnents of Natural Resources supported
t hese findings.

NRC will be entering into form
consul tations with these agenci es under t he Endanger ed
Species Act during the developnment of their
envi ronnent al i npact statenent.

In the area of air quality, nucl ear power
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represents about 30 percent of the generationutilized
by OPPD customers. This makes a significant
contribution to maintaining the air quality of the
area and there are no planned changes in the
operations that will alter the air quality i n any way.

Rel ative to | and use, | and use at the OPPD
site prior to construction was agricultural and the
bal ance of the property not supporting generation has
been maintained in agricultural uses through |ease
arrangements with local farmers. W also interface
withthe State Hi storical Preservation Ofice and have
confirmed that continued operations would not inpact
any historical or archaeol ogi cal resources.

Finally, in the area of people, OPPD is
committed to protecting the health and safety of its
enpl oyees and the people who live wthin the
communi ties around the plant. In addition to being a
safely operating facility, Fort Calhoun operations
have benefitted the comrunity in the form of jobs,
paynments in lieu of taxes, and comunity service.
Cont i nued operati on woul d support the continuation of
t hese benefits.

Inclosing, 1'dlike to thank the NRC for
an opportunity in providing these remarks and |’
turn it back over to Chip.

MR. CAMERON. Thank you very nuch, Joe.

Next we’'re going to hear from four citizens of the
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community and then we're going to go to three
enmergency pl anning officialsto hear their comrents on
that particular issue. And |’'d |ike Cheryl Straub to
come up and then we’'re going to go to Sam Augusti ne,
John Pol | ack and Terry Moore.

Cheryl ?

M5. STRAUB: Thank you. 1'dfirst liketo
t hank the NRC for the opportunity to comment today on
the relicensing. | have with ne today a letter from
our president, president of the G eater Oraha Chanber
of Commerce, Lou Burgher, that | would Iike to read
into the record

"On behal f of the Greater Oraha Chanber of
Conmerce, |’'m expressing full support for the Omaha
Public Power District’s application to relicense the
Fort Cal houn Station. W believe Fort Cal houn’s top
safety and performance ratings speak for OPPD
expertise in nuclear plant operations. OPPD has al so
been an excel |l ent partner in our community’s econonic
devel opment efforts, with a proven record in planni ng
for and neeting the area s energy needs.

OPPD has always been accessible and
responsive to the public and its proactive planning
for future growth and demand has pl ayed a cruci al rol e
in the success that the Oraha area has enjoyed in
accommodating a growi ng population and industrial

base. W believe that Fort Cal houn will continue to
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provi de essential electricity supplies for the grow ng
met ropolitan area and have full confidence in OPPD s
operation of the facility. Thanks for your tinme and
consi derati on. Louis W Burgher, MD., Ph.D.,
Presi dent."

And | mght add from his personal
standpoi nt that he does live within just a fewmles
of the plant up in Fort Cal houn.

From ny own perspective, |’ve been with
t he Chanber for 16 years now and | have found that
OPPD has been a wonderful corporate citizen. W have
found that they are just extrenely responsive to the
needs of the comrunity and particularly the business
community that | represent.

OPPD has also been key to our area’s
econoni ¢ devel opnent efforts and this is one area t hat
| can certainly speak to since the Omha Chanber is
one of the lead entities in the econom c devel opnment
arena for our community.

OPPD s conpetitive electric rates have
been extrenely inportant in the attraction and
retention of new and existing industry and the
relicensing of the Fort Cal houn plant is an extrenely
i mportant factor i n keeping our | ocal electrical rates
conpetitive with other nmetropolitan areas as well as
providing the reliability and dependability of

el ectrical service that businesses today require.
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And agai n, we at t he Chanber fully support
OPPD s application for relicensing and we recomend
approval of that.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very nmuch, Cheryl.
Next we’'re going to hear from Sam Augusti ne.

DR. AUGUSTI NE: Good afternoon. 1, too,
t hank you for the opportunity to speak to you today.
| am Dr. Sam Augustine, a representative of the
Uni versity of Nebraska Medical Center. 1'ma
Board-certified nuclear pharmaci st and an Associ ate
Prof essor at the Col |l ege of Pharnmacy in the Coll ege of
Medi ci ne. I am also a nenber of the Enmergency
Response Team of the Radiation Health Center. For
over 30 years, the QOraha Public Power District has
proven to be a very good corporate partner with UNVC,
OPPD has supported and co-funded the regional
Radi ati on Health Center at UNMC. The purpose of the
Radi ation Health Center is to provide specialized
medi cal services related to the eval uation, treatnent
and managenent of individual s exposed to radioactive
materi al s.

Thr ough OPPD support of our health center,
UNMC has been able to obtain state of the art
radi ati on detection equipnment and instrunentation.
The Radi ation Health Center and the Nucl ear Medi cal
Di vision of the Nebraska Health System and UNMC s

Col | ege of Pharnmacy and Col | ege of Medicine are able
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toutilizethis equipnent for routine patient care and
medi cal research  whenever the facility and
i nstrunentation are not being utilized for radiation
acci dent patients.

In fact, t he routine use of
instrumentation by UNMCand NHSis primarily howit is
utilized. Anmong the list of instrunentation that OPPD
support has contributed to includes a gamm canera
whi ch has been for nuclear nedicine imging of
patients, high purity germani umlithiumdetector used
in research for analysis of radiative sanples and
various conputers, radiation survey neters and
personnel nonitoring devices used in nonitoring
pati ents and equi pnent.

Additionally, OPPD has participated,
supported and hel ped coordi nate full -scal e emergency
exerci ses involving the actuation and i npl enent ati on
of the Radiation Health Center. In August of 2001,
evaluation of the Radiation Health Center by the
Federal Energency Managenent Agency said that the
Medi cal Center staff is extrenely well-trained andthe
equi prent is excellent. W feel that OPPD support is
a major contributor tothe excellence of our Radi ati on
Heal th Center.

OPPD s ener gency prepar edness or gani zati on
al so provides considerabl e equi pnent, supplies and

training to various organi zations in the surroundi ng
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vicinity. 1In addition to the state and county civil
defense departnments, OPPD has worked wth |[ocal
sheriff’'s departnments, fire departments, anbul ance
crews, schools, nursing honmes and others to ensure
that these organizations can properly respond in
energency situations.

OPPD has est abl i shed reception centers for
t he eval uati on and decont am nati on of nmenbers of the
general public if an emergency should ari se.

Coordination with the Ameri can Red Cross
at these centers has al so been devel oped to provide
housi ng to evacuate individuals, if necessary. As a
result, the area around Fort Cal houn St ati on ener gency
pl anni ng zone has devel oped a trained,
wel | - coor di nat ed emer gency r esponse organi zati on t hat
could be invaluable in any type of enmergency
situation.

W feel that OPPD is an exenplary and
committed nmenber of our community and we support
OPPD s application for relicensure.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Dr. Augustine.
Let’s go to John Poll ack

MR. POLLACK: 1'd like to thank you for
your time here today. | am a neteorologist. |[|’'ve
been a weather forecaster with the National Wat her
Service here in Omha for over 20 years. | say that

not because |’ mrepresenting ny enpl oyer here today.
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| am here on ny own time and of ny own interest, not
representing any particul ar organi zati on.

My mai n concern on some of the aspects in
the OPPD environmental response--1'm particularly
concer ned about sone of the things that m ght arisein
the event of a severe accident and how these risks
wer e assessed. In the event of a severe accident, the
radi ol ogi cal doses received by the surrounding
popul ation are highly sensitive to neteorol ogical
conditions at the tine of the release. In this
context, the weather data and the nodel used to
cal cul ate the dispersion probabilities are crucial
A concern that | didn't see addressed is a long-term
correlation between strong winds fromthe north and
strong i nversions. Nowthis is a weather pattern that
is specifictothe Mssouri River Valley around Omha
and it needs to be accounted for. It can’t be part of
the generic environnental inpact statenment because
it’s a weather pattern that prevails in our area at
certain tines.

You can find the correlationthat | | ooked
at by going to data such as the airport cli natol ogi cal
summary for Eppley Airfield. Nowthat sounds kind of
abstract, perhaps, but there’'s a sunmary report that
covers, for exanple, a 10-year period on w nds and
weat her conditions from 1965 to 1974. That sounds

ki nd of old, but these haven’t been updated since as
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far as |’maware and it’s a | ong- enough peri od to show
any kind of pattern.

During that time, the average prevailing
wi nd speed for Oraha was 8.7 mles an hour. However,
during the tine when I FR conditions prevail, and |11
get intothat in a mnute, and with the w nd bl ow ng
fromthe north or northwest, the average wi ndspeed was
12.4 mles an hour. So when the wi nd was comi ng from
approximately the direction fromFort Cal houn down to
Omha, the wind was 50 percent stronger than average
fromall directions.

Now | FRrefers to instrunent flight rules
and the significance of that is that |IFR conditions
are when there is a strong i nversi on over the M ssouri
Ri ver Vall ey. They’re characterized by poor
visibility or low clouds and the inversion would be
bel ow t he 1,000 foot |evel and that’s above ground.

Now t hat conbi nati on of | FRconditions and
wi nd fromthe north-northwest or north occurred only
2.6 percent of thetine, but that’s a m ni numesti nate
of the preval ence of that conbination of a strong
i nversion with wi nds bl owi ng fromFort Cal houn t oward
Oraha because you can have a strong i nversi on w t hout
havi ng the clouds that create the IFR conditions.

Then | took a nore detailed | ook at data
collected from1948 to 1978 at Eppley Airfield and

| ooked only at cases where the visibility was bel ow a
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m | e and the ceilings were bel ow400 feet, whi ch neans
t he cl ouds were very | ow, basically coveringthe hills
surrounding the top of the valley. And that meant
that the inversion would be conbined strictly to the
M ssouri Ri ver Val | ey wher e downt own Onaha i s | ocat ed,
basically the flood plain up to the bluffs on both
sides of the valley and of course, that’s al so where
the Fort Cal houn plant is |ocated.

And under those conditions, the average
wi ndspeed was 15 m | es per hour. So ny point is that
the cases where you had a very strong |ow Ievel
i nver si on whi ch woul d prevent any possi bl e radi oacti ve
rel ease fromFort Cal houn fromescapi ng vertically and
woul d al so confine the release horizontally to the
M ssouri River Valley, those are exactly the cases
that would produce the greatest exposure to the
general popul ation around Omha to a concentrated
radi oactive plune. So during the worst case, the
wi nds were the strongest.

Now since there’s a denonstrated
correlation between atypically strong w nds bl owi ng
fromFort Cal houn t oward Omha and strong i nversi ons,
even though they're fairly rare, those cases woul d be
responsi bl e for nost of the exposure risk, especially
to peopl e inthe Oraha area and t hey need to be | ooked
at carefully. Nowinny job, |"musedto dealing with

| owri sk, high consequence cases. The nbst obvi ous of
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which is a bigtornado. Nowthere' s a pretty lowrisk
of a large tornado hitting at any one spot in any
particul ar year, but over tinme we do get themin somne
pl aces and it has happened i n Oraha.

And i n t he pl anning for Fort Cal houn, they
wi sely decided to | ook at a case where a tornado hit
the plant, what were the odds and so forth. | think
this is another case where the risk cal cul ati ons have
to incorporate the possibility of a fairly |ow
probability event which does happen and has |arge
consequences if it does happen in the event of a
severe acci dent.

So instead of the general nopdel which
think as far as | can tell is what was used for
cal cul ati ng where the radi ol ogi cal rel ease woul d go,
| think we need a specific nodel for what happens if
there’s a serious accident and the radiological
rel ease travel s down the M ssouri River Valley toward
Oraha under conditions of strong inversion.

Now t he envi ronnent al revi ewassuned t hat
there woul d be a 45-m nute del ay between the rel ease
and the commencenent of evacuation. Wth the kind of
wi nd speeds we see during those conditions, that
45- m nut e del ay woul d nean t hat the radi oacti ve pl une
was basically at the doorstep of north Omaha before
there was an evacuation. Since this is the case,

think that a mtigation strategy shoul d be | ooked at
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which would involve sirens, rapid evacuation
procedures and so forth for that portion of the Omha
metropolitan area which is |ocated between the
M ssouri River bluffs.

Anot her problem that | would note in
regards to this is that the nodel that was used
specified a deposition rate of 3 centinmeters per
second. Now that m ght sound kind of arcane, but if
you go through the «calculations, wunder those
conditions if you say well, the plume is trapped by an
inversion and it settles at 3 centineters per second.

If you run through in 50 mnutes, the
plume all hits the groundif it doesn’ t get any hi gher
than the |l evel of the bluffs on both sides. So what
that would essentially say is that if you use that
assunption, the plune never really makes it to Oraha.
It doesn’t have tine before it settles out. Now, that
isn’t necessarily valid either. Asettling rate of 3
centimeters per second would work fairly well if you
wer e tal king about pretty |l arge particul ates, but if
you're talking about small stuff in the air, that
settling rate is nuch too fast.

So once again, the inplications are in
order to have a really adequate environnmental review
in the case of a severe accident, you need to | ook at
this possibility that the settling rate is | ess than

3 centineters per second, that it would occur during
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conditions where there was an inversion and the w nd
was directed fromFort Cal houn toward Omaha and t hat
those conditions would tend to keep the plune
concentr at ed.

One other concern that | would like to
mention, although | realize that this one is dealt
with in the generic environnmental inpact statenment is
|"m sure a concern that a lot of us have about
possible terrorist activity. | amalittle concerned
what happens if a pl ane, either a cormercial aircraft,
Eppley is pretty cl ose, or el se a snall plane that was
| oaded with expl osives or sone kind of chem cal, did
make a direct hit at the Fort Cal houn site, either at
t he contai nnment structure, the auxiliary building.

Wth the containment is there going to be
any problemwith enbrittlement? Does that nean that
the containnent is |less able to withstand the inpact
of a plane toward the end of the licensing, the
relicensing period than it is right now

Thank you very much for your time and
consi deration of ny concerns.

MR,  CAMERON: Thank you for those
comments, John. Next, we're going to hear fromTerry
Moor e.

MR. MOORE: Thank you. [|I'mglad to be
here today. My nane is Terry Moore and | am the

presi dent of the Omaha Federation of Labor, AFL-CIO
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| " m happy to say that | have been a union menber for
41 years and the | ast 26 of those years | have served
as the president of the federation that takes in five
counties, Burt, Wshington, Douglas, Sarpy and Cass
and i n that area we have over 35, 000 uni on nenbers and
of that famly is definitely the famly of OPPD and
the workers that work at that facility.

I’m here today to speak in favor of
relicensing that with ny prepared remarks.

The Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Power Station
enpl oys 651 residents as part of its regul ar renmandi ng
t abl e. As the regular renmanding payroll, $46.1
mllion, Fort Cal houn payroll has the potential to
generate $3 mllion in tax revenue. |In addition to
Fort Calhoun’s regular remanding table, the |[ast
refueling outage resulted in an additional 592 jobs
t hat produced $13.8 mllion in wages and tax revenue
potential of $897,000. That woul d be a grand total of
$4 million in potential tax revenue in our area.

Fort Cal houn also contributes to the
social fiber of our conmunity. The Sal vation Arnmny,
the Boy Scouts, the Grl Scouts and other charitable
organi zati ons as well as houses of worship are ableto
provi de prograns t hat benefit our conmunity, thanks in
part, to Fort Cal houn’s continued ability to provide
good j obs.

Local public schools, as well as the
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Nebraska University system the Metro Comunity
Coll ege benefits from Fort Calhoun’s continued
operation. As a part of the OPPD, Fort Cal houn pl ayed
a key role in raising $250,000 in | ast year’s United
Way M dland’s drive which is extrenely inportant to
our comunity in raising dollars for charitable
organi zations in our conmunity.

Over the last year, the Omaha | abor
novenent and Fort Cal houn have pl ayed and devel oped a
spirit of cooperation on a series of |levels in order
to operate nore safely and proficiently during the
fueling outages at Fort Cal houn. Labor and managenent
have taken new innovative approaches to reduce the
redundant fees spent on background i nvestigations. In
addi ti on, | abor and managenent are wor ki ng t oget her to
provide training off-site. Of-site trainingreduces
t he need of additional badging which creates a nore
secure wor k envi ronnent and al so reduces manhours. In
an effort to nake refueling outages shorter, safer and
nore proficient, Fort Cal houn and | ocal |abor | eader
organi zati ons have taken steps to ensure that there
will be a trained and ready workforce to assist Fort
Cal houn with refueling outages.

| have had the opportunity to work with
the Fort Calhoun enployees as a part of ny
responsibilities as alabor | eader. | have found each

of them take pride in everything they do, each are




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

48

extremely know edgeable in their job, and each
acknow edge that safety is woven into every factor of
their | obs. And | believe this is an excellent
reflection of Fort Cal houn’s managenent.

You have to forgive me, |’ mcom ng over a
cold, so if I"'mdrying up here, | apologize. It’'s
because of that continued effort of business and | abor
wor ki ng toget her in the managenent of that facility,
that | think has brought about a trenmendous end in
what has happened in the | ast fueling outage. W had
30 days scheduled inthat facility. |1’ mhappy to tell
you that we did that in 29 days, 3 hours and 19
m nutes under the called time and further totell you
that |I'’m extrenely happy to say there was not one
grievance filed by one worker. There wasn’t one
st oppage or one sl ow down on any part of this job and
| think that is a great credit to the workers of OPPD
and t he managenent t hat has worked diligently to make
sure we forge along lasting relationship. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very much, M.
Moore. Next we’'re going to hear fromthree energency
managenent officials and I'd like to start wth
Jonat han Schwar z.

MR, SCHWARZ: My nane i s Jonat han Schwar z.
I’m the Radiological Prograns Manager wth the
Nebraska Energency Managenent Agency and |'m here

representing nmy boss, Al Berndt, who is the Assistant




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

49

Director. He asked ne to read a letter into the
record.

"The Fort Cal houn Station is one part of
t he Omaha Publ i c Power Di strict’s diverse public power
structure.

The State of Nebraska and in particular,
the Nebraska Energency Managenent Agency, works
closely and on a regul ar basis with the Fort Cal houn
Nucl ear Station’s Security and Emergency Pl anning
Staff to ensure the health and safety of the citizens
of Nebraska through off-site energency planning,
trai ni ng and exerci si ng.

The Fort Cal houn Station’s Security and
Enmer gency Pl anni ng St af f ensure t hat any ener gency on-
site plan changes are revi ewed and concurred with by
the Nebraska Energency Managenent Agency and the
Nebraska Health and Human Services Regul ation and
Li censure, as well as with | ocal energency nanagenent
of ficials.

Security neasures are cl osel y coordi nat ed,
not only with the FBI, but both with the Nebraska
State Patrol and |ocal |aw enforcenent.

The Fort Calhoun Nuclear Station’'s
Security and Enmergency Planning Staff assists the
Nebraska Energency Managenment Agency by providing
information for off-site planning, updates and

revi sions and actively participates inannual training
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of emergency first responders through teamtraining,
that is, state and plant personnel conduct training
t oget her.

The Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Station provides
funding to support off-site planning and energency
response. As an exanple, the equi pnent provided, the
station provided portable nonitors for the I ocal
reception and care facilities.

The Fort Calhoun Nuclear Station’'s
Security and Emergency Planning Staff help ensure
close and friendly working relationships with the
state and local officials and emergency first
responders by hosting quarterly neetings to coordinate
pl ans, training, exercises and drills. And on an
annual basis, an appreciation night is sponsored by
the Station for the efforts put forth by those | ocal
vol unteer energency first responders who attend
training and exercises on their own time.

The cl ose rel ati onshi ps devel oped by the
Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Station Security and Energency
Planning Staff with state and | ocal agenci es has pai d
off big dividends as evidenced by the |ast FEMA
eval uated off-site full-scale exercise where there
were no areas requiring corrective actions and no
defi ci enci es.

In the imediate aftermath of the

Sept enber 11, 2001 terrorist attack, there was cl ose
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coordi nati on between the Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Station
Security and Planning Staff with the Nebraska State
Patrol and the Nebraska MIlitary Departnent which
i ncl udes t he Nebraska Emer gency Managenent Agency and
t he Nebraska Arnmy and Air National Guard, as well as
with local law enforcenment to ensure an inmediate
response should it be necessary by the Fort Cal houn
Nucl ear Stati on.

Many of the enployees from the Fort
Cal houn Nuclear Station and their famlies live and
work in local conmmunities surrounding the nuclear
power station. These people participate in |oca
religious and service organi zati ons that benefit the
comunities they live in and the State of Nebraska.
They al so participate inand support | ocal school s and
| ocal governnents. As these enployees and their
famlies |ive in surrounding cormunities, they have a
strong incentive to ensure the continued safe
operation of the nuclear station and the station's
continued efforts to preserve the quality of |ife and
envi ronnent .

As described, it can be seen that the Fort
Cal houn Nucl ear Station and its staff are a | arge and
beneficial part of the |ocal econony. The Fort
Cal houn Nucl ear Station, with working partners such as
they have with the State of Nebraska, is considered a

Nebr aska asset that nust be retained."
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Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Jonat han. Let’s
go to M. Bill Pook.

MR. POOK: My nane is Bill Pook. I'’mwth
the Region 56 O fice of Emergency Managenent and |’ m
here representing the enmergency responders in
Washi ngt on, as the Ri st County and Dodge County as t he
host conmmunity for potential evacuation. Throughout
t he years, enmergency pl anners and responders, people
that are the | ocal people, the ones that are actually
doi ng t he actual grunt | abor, the first responders, we
have devel oped a very strong working rel ati onship at
multiple levels with the Fort Calhoun Station
per sonnel .

The people there provide us with an open
line of conmmunication on nultiple issues. They
participate in |local enmergency planning in their
facility and outside the fence as well. They provide
us with use of facilities, equipnment, personnel and
financial resources directly in response to the REP
plan. Al so, Fort Cal houn Station personnel go beyond
their mninmum responsibilities of radiological
enmer gency preparedness, but they also participate in
our | ocal energency planning comrmittees and support
all our hazard enmergency planni ng prograns.

The Fort Cal houn personnel are nei ghbors,

are friends, nore than just faces entity that sits
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down the road.

The OPPD Station at Fort Calhoun is a
stel l ar exanpl e of what corporate citizenship should
be in any civics book. W whol eheartedly endorse
their renewal application and pray that the NRC grants
this application request.

As a public citizen, | was involvedinthe
pilot plant reactor oversight process and | also
annually review the end of cycle plant perfornmance
reports on a very, very close basis. As a father in
the community and an energency responder, | am
t horoughly satisfiedw th the safety neasures that the
NRC has in place at the Fort Cal houn Station, but I am
al so nore inpressed with the extra steps that Fort
Cal houn Station has chosen to go above and beyond t he
m ni rum NRC st andards. NRC and Fort Cal houn provi de
a very safe neighbor for me and nmy children. Thank
you very mnuch

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, M. Pook. And
let’s go to M. Humrel, Terry Humel.

MR. HUMVEL: Good afternoon, nmany thanks
to the NRC for hosting this public forum [|’mTerry
Hunmrel . | represent the Pottawattam e County, |owa
Enmer gency Managenment Agency and the other public
safety agencies in that county. | have served as the
Pot t awat t am e County Ener gency Managenent Coor di nat or

for eight years and during that period hardly a nonth
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has gone by where sone form of interchange has not
transpired bet ween t he Security and Emer gency Pl anni ng
Depart nent and ot her nucl ear operations staff at the
OPPD, Fort Calhoun Nuclear Station and the Public
Safety Staff in Pottawattam e County.

The referenced activities included
guarterly energency comuni cations drills, unannounced
conmuni cat i ons checks, witten correspondence
i nvol vi ng i nprovenents i n emergency pl ans and trai ni ng
in mny forns to include four FEMA evaluated
radi ol ogi cal energency preparedness exerci ses.

O her joint training activities included
OPPD staff involvenent and annual training of our
county radiol ogi cal emergency response organi zation
and our joint quarterly off-site training neetings.
The bottomline in our real mof experience, the staff
at the OPPD and Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Power Stationis
t hor oughl y prof essional and nmeticulousinattentionto
detail concerning their approach to public safety. In
short, they are fully integrated and a key nenber of
our public safety team and in view of their
pr of essi onal performance and contributions to our
comunity, | and we, support the OPPD s applicationto
continue operating at Fort Cal houn Nucl ear Station for
anot her 20 years. Thank you.

MR,  CAMERON: Thank you, M. Humel.

That’s the last of the speakers that we had that
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si gned up. Is there anyone el se who wants to say
anything to us this afternoon before we adjourn?

Yes sir? Do you want to cone up here,
pl ease? G eat.

MR.  SCHLESI NGER: Thirty years ago, |
participated in the --

MR. CAMERON: Sir, could you just give us
your name. |l'msorry to interrupt you, but just give
us your nane for the record.

MR. SCHLESI NGER: Al an Schl esinger. | am
a retired college professor, Creighton University,
Departnment of Biology. Thirty years ago in 1970, a
little nore than 30, | participated as a paid
consultant and | would like to rapidly say that it’s
been 20 years since | received a check from OPPD.

(Laughter.)

But at that time | participated in the
writing of the environnental inpact statenent for Fort
Cal houn Station. In the following 10 years, due to
t he mandated pre- and post-operational studies that
were associated with the granting of the original
license, | participated in a very |arge nunber of
reports, data gathering, i nformation exchanges, which
i nvol ved people froman entire community that sprang
up at that time. These were the individuals who had
expressed concerns about environnmental effects of the

pl ant .
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They wer e t he i nvesti gati onal groups from
for exanpl e, the University of Nebraska, Nebraska Gane
and Par ks Commi ssion, EPA, States of M ssouri, |owa,
a whol e communi ty of interested peopl e began st udyi ng
the M ssouri River andit’s that particul ar area that
| would Ilike to bring to the attention of the people
who wll be making decisions concerning the
envi ronnent al i npact.

The volume of productivity at that tine
was astronom cal. |t was absol utely an unprecedented
out pouring of investigation on a stretch of a river
that up to that time had received practically no
attention. The period prior tothat has givenriseto
a msconception. | would guess that if you were to
ask an academ c anywhere in this area what is known
about the M ssouri River, the answer woul d be not hi ng.

There is a confusion, a |lack of
i nformation, that has becone enbedded i n what we m ght
refer to then as the common wi sdom that the M ssour
River is a desert in ternms of investigational
ent husi asm t hat nobody knows anything about it and
t herefore the conclusion m ght rapidly be drawn t hat
any activity on the river will have a variety of
unf oreseen effects because if you don’t know what is
there, you obviously cannot figure out what night
happen.

Vell, nmy remarks today are designed to
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el imnate that m sconception. Theriver is thoroughly
understood in a variety of ways. To start off with
fisheries. The fisheries have been i nvesti gated over
a period of approximately 50 years, starting off
slowy, but then building at an enornous |evel of
i nvestigational studies. If you' re interested in
zoopl ankt on, phyt opl ankt on, macroi nvertebrates, insect
| arvae, if you like larval fish, the distribution of
eggs, fromupstreamhatchery areas down the river, if
you ar e fasci nat ed by i npi ngenent, entrai nnent, any of
t he t hi ngs that you can think of, they have been done.
They have been done in enornous detail.

I’ m assuming that those of you who are
specifically charged wth this, know all the
docunents. However, thereis ashortcut togettingto
them if you do not know them all. | said that a
comunity of investigators had sprung up. W net one
anot her constantly at hearings, at neetings, at
exchanges of information over a period of 12 years.
Peopl e fromNebr aska, Crei ghton University, University
of Nebraska, a variety of other agencies. And net one
another and typically they were in adversarial
posi tions.

These wer e peopl e who t ook opposite sides
on practically everything. At the end of that period
of time we were all sitting down at |lunch and | said

isn"t it a shame that at the end of this, this
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enor nous anount of investigationis goingto di sappear
into file cabinets, internal docunents, rarely seen
publ i cati ons and none of it will ever have been pul |l ed
t oget her.

W agreed, there were five of us, who
agreed to do the heavy lifting. W said we will neet
and we net over a period of three years weekly in the
l'i brary of Nebraska Gane and Par k Comm ssion Officein
Lincoln. The "we" incidentally if you re interested
in names were Larry Hesse, Gary Hargenradar, Howard
Lewi s, Steven Reeds and nysel f.

W pul | ed toget her all of that i nformation
and asked the peopl e who had done the work over that
period of tinetowite and it cane out to be 11 or 12
chapters on all the various subdivi sional portions of
t he investigation.

Thermal plune effects. W asked t he Cor ps
of Engineers to give us a chapter on the structural
changes that have been brought about by the |evy
construction, dike construction. W asked themto
pul I out all of the information that would be critical
t o conpr ehendi ng cross channel distributions, rates of
flow and then put into those figures the
di stributional patterns for suchthings as |arval fish
drifts and so on.

I f you think that you can drop a hoop net

some place in the river, pull out a sanple, and
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extrapolate to the distribution, just multiply your
figure out by a cross-section, you re wong. Youre
wrong by so nuch that you probably will be enbarrassed
by sonebody who knows that there is a stratification

both vertically and horizontally, throughout every
portion of the river.

The organi sms do not follow the nalted

mlk mxing pattern. They are very specifically
di stri but ed.

Al'l of that stuff is available. It’'s in
a book; we put out a book. [It’s called The Mddle
M ssouri River. |It’s available in every library in
this area, nost of the universities. |’ve called it
to your attention. 1t’ll make your life a | ot easier

if you take sonme tine to |look at what was done 30
years ago.

Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you for
sharing that information with us, too.

Is there anybody el se that wants to say
anyt hi ng before we adj ourn?

Ckay. We're going to be back for anot her
nmeeting tonight at 7:00, and there will be an open
house before that, begi nning at 6: 00. And, of course,
all of you are welcone to join us again tonight.

And thank you for com ng out, and thank

you for giving us your conments and information. So
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we’ re adjourned for this afternoon.

(Wher eupon, at 2:

35

p.m,

60

t he

proceedi ngs in the foregoing matter were

adj our ned.)




