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P-ROGEEDI-NGS
7:04 p.m

MR. CAMERON: Good evening. M/ nane is
Chip Canmeron. |I’mthe special counsel for public
liaison at the Nucl ear Regul atory Conmi ssion, the
NRC. And I'd like to welcone all of you to the
NRC s public neeting tonight.

The subject for tonight’s nmeeting is
going to be the environnental review process on the
application that the NRC received from Dom nion
Energy for an early site permt for a potential new
reactor at the North Anna site.

And this neeting is formally being
call ed a scoping neeting, which neans that the NRC
is here to hear coments, concerns, issues from al
of you on what we should | ook at as we prepare the
draft environnental inpact statenent.

And it’s ny pleasure to serve as your
facilitator, your noderator for tonight’s neeting.
And ny responsibility in that role is to help all of
you to have a productive neeting tonight.

| just wanted to say a couple of words
about the format for the neeting and the agenda,

before we get into the beginning of the discussions.
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In terns of the format for the neeting,
the nmeeting is basically going to have two parts to
it. The first part we’'re going to hear sone brief
NRC presentations on the early site permt review
process and on specifically the environmental review
part of that process. And then we’'re going to go out
to you for any questions that you m ght have about
t hat process.

And when we’'re done with that, we're
going to give you an opportunity to give us sone
nore formal comrents tonight on any issues or
concerns that you think the NRC should address as it
prepares its draft environnental inpact statenent.

And the NRC is also asking for witten
comments on these scoping issues. And the staff,
the NRC staff in their presentations will tell you
when t hose conments are due. But | just want to
enphasi ze that anything that we hear fromyou
toni ght, any conmments that you nake, that wll have
as nuch as weight as any witten coments that cone
in. And the value of these neetings is not only for
us to give you information in person and to neet you
in person, but the information that you hear tonight

either fromthe NRC or fromothers in the audi ence

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

may help you to prepare a witten comment. |t may
stinmulate you to make a witten conment to the NRC

And in ternms of ground rules, they' re
real sinple. Wen we get to the question and answer
period if you want to want to ask a question or say
anything, just give nme a signal and I'Il bring you
this cordl ess mcrophone. Tell us what your nane
is, what your affiliation is if appropriate. And
we' Il hear your question. W’I| try to give you a
cl ear answer to that.

And we are taking a transcript of
tonight’s neeting so that everybody can hear and
read what happened here tonight, and that will be
the NRC s record of the neeting.

And Erin is our stenographer over here.

That transcript will be available to
anybody who wants a copy of it.

I would ask all of you just one person
speaking at a time so that we can not only get a
clear transcript so that Erin will know whose
tal king, but nore inportantly so that we can give
our full attention to whonever has the floor at the
tinme.

| would also ask you to try to be

conci se in your comments. The reason for that is so
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that we can make sure that everybody who wants to
speak toni ght has an opportunity to do that. So by
trying to be brief, it’ll help us to neet that goal

When we get up to the second part of the
nmeeti ng where we hear nore formal comrents, | would
ask you to follow a guideline of five mnutes for
your conments. And when we get to that part of the
nmeeting, you can come up here, use this m crophone
or I can bring you the tal king stick.

The agenda for tonight is we're going to
have John Tappert fromthe NRC staff, whose right
here. He's going to give us an overview of the
early site permt process.

John is the Chief of the Environnental
Section in our office of Nuclear Reactor Regul ation.
John’s staff is responsible for overseeing the
preparation of an environnmental review for any
application that needs one that cones into the NRC
in the area of reactors. And, certainly for the
early site permt application.

He’'s been with the NRC for, | think
approxi mately 11 years or so. He served as a
resi dent inspector for the NRC at the FitzPatrick
Nucl ear Reactor. And as you may know, we use these

resi dent inspectors as our eyes and ears actually
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8

onsite at the reactors, living in a comunity making
sure that NRC safety regul ations are foll owed.

Before that he was in the Nucl ear Navy.

He has a bachelor’s degree fromVirginia
Tech in aerospace and ocean engi neering. And a
master’s degree in environnmental engineering from
Johns Hopki ns University.

W' Il go out to you for questions on the
overall process, and then we’'ll go to M. Andy
Kugler fromthe NRC staff, also fromthe Ofice of
Nucl ear Reactor Regulation, and in fact is one of
John’s staff. And he’s the Environnmental Project
Manager for this early site permt application. And
that neans he is responsible for the environnmental
review, the preparation of the draft environnmenta
i mpact statement, and that’s what he’'s going to tel
you about. W'’ Il go out to you for questions then.

And then we’'ll go to the formal comment
period. Ckay.

And | just want to thank all of you for
bei ng here. W wel come any coments you have, any
concerns you have about not only the early site
permt process, but also the process that we use to
arrange this neeting. Any suggestions would be

wel cone to us.
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And this is the beginning of the process
on early site permt application. And I would just
like to stress continuity in the sense that you can
get phone nunbers fromthe NRC staff. They re going
to be here to talk to you after the neeting. Also,
some of our expert consultants are here. Take the
opportunity. If you have questions, you have
concerns, call the NRC staff up. Maintain sone
communi cation with them because we want to make sure
that we hear your concerns throughout the process
and that we give you as much information as
possi bl e.

And with that, 1’mgoing to ask John
Tappert to talk to us about the overview of the
early site permt process. And then we’ll go out to
hear from you on questi ons.

John?

MR. TAPPERT: Okay. Thank you, Chip.

Good eveni ng, everyone.

As Chip said, ny nane is John Tappert,
and on behal f of the Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssion
I’d like to thank everyone for com ng out tonight
and participating in this process.

| hope that you find that the

information that we will share with you tonight wll
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be hel pful. And we |ook forward to receiving your
comments, both tonight and in the future, as we
devel op an environmental inpact statenent covering
Domi nion’s request for an early site permt at North
Anna.

Now I'd like to start tonight by
provi di ng sone context for the early site permt
process itself.

About 15 years ago the NRC i ssued new
regul ati ons to provide an alternate process for
l'i censi ng new power reactors. Now, this figure
depicts the major portions of those regul ations, and
t he regul ati ons thensel ves can be found in Part 52
of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regul ations, or
as we say 10 CFR Part 52.

Now in order to obtain approval to
construct and operate a nucl ear power plant under
this new process, an applicant would have to apply
for a conmbined |icense. The process allows for
different situations. And a conbined |icense
application can reference a previously approved
reactor design, a previously approved site permt or
both, or in fact it could reference neither.

Obvi ously, the NRC review of a conbi ned

| i cense which references the standard desi gn and
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early site permit will be streamined as nmany of the
i ssues woul d have been resolved in the earlier
revi ews.

At the present tine the NRC has approved
three standard designs and is currently review ng a
fourth. And we have indications that as many as six
addi ti onal designs may be submitted to the agency
for review

As far as the early site permts,
Domi nion’s request for an early site permt is the
first of three that the NRCis currently review ng.
The other two are for locations in Illinois and
M ssi ssi ppi

If the early site permt is approved,
t hen Dom ni on coul d subsequently request a conbi ned
license that referenced the early site permt and
one of the standard designs. And if so, the
techni cal issues that were resolved as part of the
standard design review and the siting issues that
were resolved as part of the early site permt
revi ew woul d be considered resol ved for the comnbined
| i cense application.

Now Andy Kugler will talk about sone
exceptions to the resolution of these issues |ater

in our presentation.

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




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

12

Now i f the NRC i ssues a conbi ned
i cense, then the license holder would have NRC
approval to construct the plant. The NRC woul d
nonitor and inspect activities during the
construction of the facility and verify key
attri butes before the plant would be allowed to
oper at e.

Okay. Next slide.

The key participants in the |licensing
review i ncl ude the NRC, the applicant and the
public. As we go further into the process
di scussion, you will see how and when the public can
play its inportant role in the revi ew

Menbers of the public may able to shed
light on issues unique to the region or to help the
NRC staff focus on the nost inportant issues during
our environmental review. And | know that sone
fol ks, such as those involved in the Lake Anna Cvic
Associ ation have already spent a lot of time and
effort in review ng the proposed action.

Next .

I f the NRC approves an early site
permt, that neans that we have determ ned that a
proposed site is suitable for the construction and

operation of a nuclear power plant. It is not,
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however, an authorization to build such a plant.
Rather, it is an early step in a process that my
soneday |l ead to the construction and operation of a
new plant. But as that first figure showed, nuch
nore will be required before the NRC woul d approve
such an action. So to reiterate, the focus on the
early site permt reviewis to assess the
suitability of a proposed site.

Next .

The early site permt process affords an
appl i cant the opportunity to resolve issues rel ated
to the siting of new nuclear plants at an early
stage. And as | stated earlier, if an early site
permit is issued by the NRC, then the applicant can
reference the early site permt in his subsequent
combi ned |icense application and the issues that
have been resolved in their early site permt are
t hen considered resolved for the NRC s revi ew of
t hat conbi ned |icense.

Okay. Next.

So what this neans is that if an early
site permt is approved, then it gives the permt
hol der a piece of land with nost of the siting
i ssues resolved for up to 20 years. Having these

i ssues resolved early reduces the uncertainty that

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

14
an applicant mght face in pursuing a license for a
new reactor. And when a conpany consi ders an
i nvestnent as large as that required to site,
construct and bring into operation a new power plant
of any sort, actions that reduce uncertainty are
i mportant.

Next .

This figure outlines the najor steps in
the review process for an early site permt
application. Significant tines for public
i nvol verent are shown in the yellow stars. And as
reflected here, the first opportunity for public
i nvol verent occurred even before we received the
application. W cane here last April to explain the
early site permt process, holding a public neeting
next door in the library.

The Dominion early site permt
application was filed in Septenber, and that
initiated this current review

Now, this figure has two mgj or branches,
because this review involves the inplementation of
requi rements of two nmajor statutes; the Atomc
Energy Act and the National Environmental Policy

Act .
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The upper portion shows the review
related to safety issues under the Atom c Energy
Act. This part of the review involves an eval uation
of site safety issues and energency planning, along
with NRC inspections related to site safety
attributes.

After the NRC develops its safety
eval uation report, the report will be reviewed by
t he Advisory Conmmittee on Reactor Safeguards or
ACRS. The ACRS is an independent body of experts in
t he nucl ear arena that advises the Nucl ear
Regul atory Comm ssion. The ACRS will hold public
meetings during its review of the safety eval uation
report, and a report fromthe ACRS will be provided
to the Conmission for its consideration prior to its
final decision on the early site permt.

The safety evaluation report will also
be one of the itens considered in the fornmal
adj udi catory hearing that will be part of this
pr ocess.

The [ ower portion of the figure reflects
the NRC environmental review inplenenting the
requi rements of the National Environnmental Policy
Act. Now early in the review process we carry out

an activity that is called scoping when we have to
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deci de what issues require the greatest focus during
our environmental review. And this public neeting
tonight is part of that scoping process. Now Andy
wi Il discuss the environnmental review in nore detai
alittle later.

The public will also have an opportunity
to conment on our draft environnental i npact
statement. And just as with the safety eval uation
report, the final environmental inpact statenent
will be the subject of a formal adjudicatory hearing
which is part of this process. As you can see from
the figure, the public can also participate in that
hearing, but Andy will provide nore on that |later as
wel | .

Okay. Next.

Now, while the focus of this nmeeting is
the NRC s environnental review, for the sake of
conmpl eteness we would like to provide you some nore
insight into the safety review as well.

The key aspects of the safety review are
the evaluation of the site characteristics as they
relate to the safety of the plant and energency
pl anning. The NRC will determ ne whether the site
is suitable for the siting of a new nucl ear plant

i ndependent of a specific design.
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The NRC will al so deterni ne whet her
there are any significant inpedinments to the
devel opnent of an energency plan. The two prinmary
regul ations associated with a site safety review are
the regulations in Part 52, which | touched on
earlier, and in Part 100 which covers reactor site
criteria and its evaluation factors.

The results of the NRC site safety
review and energency planning review will be
docunmented in a draft and then a final safety
eval uation report.

The NRC staff will conduct several site
visits to probe safety issues as part of this review
and wi Il docunent these visits in trip reports which
wi Il be made publicly avail able.

The NRC has al ready conducted a quality
assurance inspection and will document the results
of that as well.

Addi tional inspections nmay be schedul ed
as necessary to resolve any outstanding issues.

In order to enhance openness in the
regul atory review process and to engage
st akehol ders, the staff held a public nmeeting | ast
April to discuss the early site permt process wth

the public. And the staff expects to hold
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addi tional public neetings with the applicant on
safety issues. During these meetings, the public
can observe the discussions and will be afforded the
opportunity to nmake remarks. However, it is the
hearing which will be discussed again |ater that
affords the principle opportunity for nenbers of the
public whose interests are affected to raise
concerns associated with the safety review.

Okay. Next.

And that conpletes the brief overview of
the Part 52 process and the early site permt. And
Andy’ s going to provide some detailed information on
the environnmental review. But we can pause now if
there are any questions that ne and ny col | eagues
can answer.

MR. CAMERON: kay. Thanks, John. Are
there any questions on the overall process that
woul d hel p your understandi ng of this before we get
into the specifics of the environmental review

Yes? And please introduce yoursel f and
affiliation.

MR. GUNTER M nane is Paul CGunter.
I"’mwi th the Nuclear Information and Resource

Servi ce in Washi ngt on
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| understand that we’'re currently within
a w ndow of opportunity for petitioning the NRC to
intervene. And the environnmental reviewis part of
t hat process.

Does the safety evaluation report becone
available to the public in a tinme frame that all ows
themto review it for the intervention or possible
i ntervention?

MR, CAMERON: John, do you feel
confortable with that or should we go to Bob.

MR, TAPPERT: W might want to have a
| awyer answer it, yes.

MR. CAMERON: Bob, it’'s a fairly sinple
guestion, | think. This is Bob Wisman, Ofice of
General Counsel, NRC.

MR. VEI SMAN:  Yes. M. CQunter, the
notice of opportunity to intervene will close on
January 2nd. And | don’t know what the staff’s
schedule is for issuing the safety eval uation
report, but typically these things take many nonths.
So the safety evaluation report, even that, | would
expect will not be issued before the tine expires.

MR. GUNTER: Can | follow up question?

MR CAMERON: I'II, I'Il be right to

you.
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Bob, the basis for the intervention and
the contentions that have to be offered then in that
case because the safety evaluation will not be
avail able until much later, are usually based on
what ? The application?

MR. VEI SMAN:  The contentions woul d have
to be based on the applicant’s docunent that have
the application and the environmental report that
t he applicant has submitted together with its
application. And that will be the basis.

MR. CAMERON: And stand by, Bob. Let’s
go back to Paul for a follow up on this one.

Paul ?

MR, GUNTER. Well, again, this is Pau
GQunter with Nucl ear Information Resource Service.

So from our perspective | think that as
a concerned pubic that it would only seemfair that
a process that is an open process provide the
opportunity for the public to be fully aware of not
only the environnmental report but the NRC safety
eval uation report. | think this is all valuable
information for gaining insight into i ssues not only
of environmental quality, but of public health and

safety.
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And it’s a bit alarm ng to us that based
on the inability of the staff to provide a tinely
response for the public to gain those necessary
i nsights, that we’'re denied the opportunity fromthe
get go.

MR. VEI SMAN:  May | address that?

MR. TAPPERT: And correct ne if |
m sstate this, Bob, but ny understanding of the
process is we have a period right now where you can
submt the contentions based on the |icensee
submttals and |icensee’s environnental report. You
can file contentions later on, late filed
contentions based on the staff’s work but there’'s
additional criteria which have to be nmet before they
can be admtted. But if there’'s sonmething that’s
reveal ed |l ater on, | believe those can be the
subj ect of an accepted contention.

MR VEI SMAN:  Well, and that’s correct.
What the staff has before it is the application
which has all the technical information in it that
the staff is going to be reviewing. |If an
addi ti onal piece of information comes out that you
need, you woul d have needed for a good contention,
that is one of the factors in the late filing

criteria. That is, you have to have good cause for
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late filing. |If you had a piece of information that
wasn't available earlier, then that would go to that
factor.

Certainly the staff’s safety eval uation
will have a lot of information in it. But the
staff’s evaluation is based in what’s in the
application. And you' ve have the application --
wel |, since Novenber.

MR, CAMERON: And | -- just to make sure
that any questions that come up during this question
and answer obviously can inply a coment, too. And
| think that, Paul, your suggestion may be that --
go ahead.

MR GUNTER. And | want to be very
careful not to turn this into a dial ogue. |
appreci ate the opportunity. But it again is our
concern that first of all, the current opportunity
for providing contentions that does cl ose on what?

MR. TAPPERT: January 2nd.

MR GUNTER O is it Decenber 31st?

MR. TAPPERT: January 2nd.

MR, GUNTER: January 2nd. The day after
New Year’s Day.

Again, the bar is raised after January

2nd, as you nentioned, for this special
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circunstances for late file contentions. And it’s
just our concern, and | think that the public should
be concerned that only half the information is going
to be readily available prior to the closing of the
comment -- or of the opportunity to intervene. After
that the bar is raised for the public. And those
speci al considerations and criteria in fact wll
make it nore difficult to enter contentions based on
the staff’s findings that may not have been as
readily transparent in the |icensee’ s application.

And | think that, again, I'll just state
ny owmn bias is that the bar has been raised very
hi gh for the public in order to, first of all, and
nost inportantly as part of streamining this
process, to discourage the public fromfiling
i nterventi on.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And on that | ast
poi nt though, Paul, | think that | would ask the NRC
staff to point out that the process of asking for
contentions and petitions to intervene after the
i cense application has been submtted and accept ed,
there’s no difference in the early site permt
process, as | understand it fromany other |icense
application process. | nean, this is standard NRC

practice? |s that correct, Bob?

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




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

24

MR. WEI SMAN:  Yes. These are the rules
in 10 CFR 2.714. | think that these rules were | ast
anended in this respect in 1989, | believe. So it
is our longstanding practice to treat any kind of
application or intervention on any kind of
application in this way.

MR. CAMERON: And, Paul, that doesn’t
di m ni sh your point. | just wanted people to
understand that this is not sonme sort of a special
process that has been devel oped for the early site
permt process.

And 1’ d better announce this before this
poor person has a dead battery. One has their
lights on. A Buick license plate YCX-3969. So if
anybody owns that, your lights are on. | knowit’s
hard to tear yourself away fromthis discussion, but
you m ght want to check it.

Yes, sir?

MR REED: MW nane is Ernie Reed. |'m
fromCharlottesville, Virginia.

One of ny concerns about the new NRC
regs is that in that environnental review that is
now goi ng on, there's still a 20 year w ndow, |
understand, until the actual |icensing or

construction permts have to actually be manifest.
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And that conments that are accepted now may be
resol ved prior to the actual review ng of those
specific details that can have so many direct
implications with the environnent. And certainly I
guestion the process if that in fact is the case,
and if it’s not, what reservations do we have to be
able to comment on those specifics and not have the
nore general comments at this tine resolved and

cl osed for environmental coment.

MR. CAMERON: Good question, John. How
do we deal with issues that m ght, you know,
| ogically cone up during that period?

MR. TAPPERT: Yes. Yes. There is no
specific design as part of this application. The
appl i cant has used an approach where they’ ve | ooked
at paraneters and they’ve identified a nunber of
paraneters of the facility that they’'re going to
per haps construct sone day.

W' re going to assess the inpacts
associated with those paraneters. |If when they
actually cone in and the plant that they' re going to
construct does not conport with those paraneters,
wel |l then those issues are not resolved and they can

be addressed at that tine.
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To the extent that they' re within the
boundari es of that, then they probably will be
consi dered resol ved because we’ ve considered the
I mpact s.

Andy’ s going to touch a little bit nore
on the details of the environmental reviewa little
bit later. So if you had sone nore questions, naybe
we could handle it at that point.

MR. CAMERON: Ernie, does that suffice
for right now? And, you know, if you -- let’s get
you a mc.

MR. REED: Does the NRC nake the
det erm nati on whet her the environnental issues have
been resol ved?

MR. TAPPERT: |If subsequently when a
combi ned |icense cones in and a party does not feel
that it nmeets the paraneters that were originally
submtted, that will be an opportunity for you to
partici pate. Now we may, depending on our
judgenent, may differ on that. But certainly that
woul d be an opportunity for you to get involved in
t he process.

MR. REED: The NRC, you’'re the agency
that decides if the issue has been resol ved

sufficiently?
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MR. TAPPERT: The agency and ot her
regul atory reviews. | nmean, a lot of tines these
t hings are not handl ed by the NRC staff thensel ves.
W have licensing boards of judges and engi neers
whi ch make deci sions for us.

MR. CAMERON: On an administrative |evel
| think the answer is yes, as opposed to litigation
is always possible in the federal courts. But yes.

Are there questions on the overal
process at this point before we get into the
specifics of the environnmental review? And, you
know, don’t worry. |If you have questions on other -
- this part of the process, we’ll cone back and
treat those.

Way don’t we go to Andy Kugler right now
who will give you the specifics on the environnental
review, and then we’'ll come back out to you.

MR. KUGLER:  Thank you, Chip.

My nane is Andy Kugler, and I'’mthe
Proj ect Manager for the environmental review for the
early site permt application at North Anna.

Sone of you nmay renenber ne. |’ve been
out here before. | was also the Project Manager
when we reviewed the |icense renewal application for

the existing units 1 and 2. And | was out here for
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a couple of nmeetings earlier this year when we were
i ntroduci ng people to the early site permt process
and, hopefully, getting themup to speed on what
woul d be invol ved and what was coni ng.

This evening |’mgoing to talk a bit
nore about the environmental review process.
Hopeful ly, if sone of you were at those earlier
neetings, | won't bore you too much. But | do want
to nmake sure everybody who is here has an idea of
what the process invol ves.

The National Environnmental Policy Act --
I’msorry. Next slide, please. Thank you

The National Environnental Policy Act
requires all federal agencies to use a systematic
approach to evaluating the environnental inpacts of
certain actions that they may nmeke. It is a
di scl osure tool that involves the public. It’'s a
process by which we gather information fromthe
public, we develop a draft environnental i npact
statenent and then give the public an opportunity to
review that draft and provide comrents on it.

I n accordance with the Nationa
Envi ronnmental Policy Act, an environnmental i npact
statenent is required for a proposed action that may

have a significant effect on the quality of the
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human environnent. And the NRC has determ ned that
an early site permt is such an action.

Next sl i de.

This slide shows the environnental
review process in a little nore detail. And the
first is the notice of intent. After we received
the application in Septenber, we reviewed it to make
sure it had enough information for us to go forward
with the review And on Novenber 24th we issued a
notice of intent that we were planning to devel op an
environnental inpact statenment. This was issued in
t he Federal Register.

The notice of intent initiates the
scopi ng process, which is a portion of any
environnental review. And this will run until
January 9, 2004.

During the scoping process we’'re trying
to gather information on what issues should be
consi dered during our review. And this public
neeting this evening is part of that process. It’s
an opportunity for you to provide with us with that
sort of input.

The review team that we’ve assenbl ed

will be on site this week getting nore famliar with
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the site and with the area around the site. W
refer to this as a site audit or a site visit.

W may al so afterwards issue fornal
requests for additional information to the
appl i cant.

And when we conplete our review, we'll
i ssue a draft environmental inpact statenment and we
will start a conment period on that draft
envi ronnent al i npact statenent.

Now, we're calling it a draft not
because it’s inconplete, but because we're at an
internmedi ate step in the process. W’ re | ooking for
conments on the draft.

During the coment period on the draft
we Wi Il conme back here again and hol d anot her public
meeting and give you an opportunity, first, to hear
what results we found, what concl usions we’ ve cone
to and then to give us conments on that draft.

After we gather all the comments, we may
make changes to the environmental inpact statenent,
and then we’ll issue it as a final environnental
i mpact statenent. That docunment would then becone a
part of the hearing process that John has al ready

mentioned. And it will becone part of the fina

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

31
deci sion by the Comm ssion at the end of the
pr ocess.

Next slide, please.

During our review we're going to be
gathering informati on froma nunber of different
sources. (Obviously, we review the application and
we' Il be talking to the applicant. W’ Il be talking
to federal, state and | ocal agencies, social service
agencies. W’Il| be gathering conmments from nenbers
of the public. And, of course, we have our site
audit as well that’s going on this week.

W' || be | ooking at a nunber of issues
i ncl udi ng the environnental inpacts of the action
that’ s been proposed. W’Il| |ook at the inpacts of
potential alternatives to the proposed action. And
we' Il also | ook at the possibility of mtigation or
t hings that could be done to reduce the inpacts of
t he proposed action.

Next slide, please.

W assenbled a team of experts in a
number of fields in order to performour review And
this gives you an idea of some of the different
areas that we | ook at.

The teamis conprised of people both

fromthe NRC staff at our headquarters in Maryl and,
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and al so we’ ve brought in sone experts fromthe
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory to suppl ement
our expertise in a nunber of areas.

Qur teamis nmade up of about 20 people
covering the issues that we’ve presented in this
slide.

Next slide, please.

The regul ati ons provide that there are
certain issues that need not be considered during
the early site permt. |In particular, it states
that we don’t need to consider the need for power or
the cost for power at this tine. |In addition, the
Conmi ssi on has determ ned that we need not consider
alternative energy sources during the early site
permit review. Now deferral of these issues is
accept abl e because ri ght now what we’re | ooking at
is a determination of whether this site would be
suitable for the construction of a plant. W’ re not
actual ly maki ng a deci sion on construction itself.

If the applicant |ater chooses to
request either a construction permt or a conbined
license to actually build a plant, then these issues
that we’re presenting here woul d be eval uated at
that time. So they will be covered before any pl ant

is built.
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In the particular case of this review,
Dom ni on has chosen to defer evaluation of these
issues until a later tinme.

Next slide, please.

These are sone of the key dates in the
revi ew schedul e. As already has been nentioned, the
opportunity for hearing -- or the notice of hearing
was i ssued and the opportunity to intervene runs
until the 2nd of January. |If you wish to becone
involved in this formal process, you need to submt
an application or a leave to intervene within that
time period.

The scoping period runs until January
9th of 2004. And you can submt conments on the
scope of our environnental review up until that
date, and 1’'Il provide you a bit nore information on
how you can do that |ater

W expect to issue the draft
envi ronnental inpact statenment in October of 2004,
at which point we’ll notice it and we’ll have a
comment period, and we will come back for another
nmeet i ng.

W' Il review the conments we receive,
and we expect to issue the final environnental

i mpact statenent in June of 2005. After the
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envi ronnent al i npact statenment has been prepared and
is final, and after the safety evaluation report is
final, we'll go into the hearing process that’s been
ment i oned.

And then the Commi ssion decision after
the hearing is expected around June, 2006.

Next slide, please.

W’ ve already talked quite a bit of how
you can be involved in the process, so | won't go
into too much detail on this slide. W nentioned the
conment periods at both the scoping stage and on the
draft and the public nmeetings. W’ve also nentioned
the hearing. This is a formal hearing in front of
an Atom c Safety and Licensing Board Panel. 1In the
heari ng, we address issues both involving the
environmental review and the site safety review

In addition, as John nentioned, the site
safety review will involve periodic neetings between
the NRC and the licensee at which the public is
wel cone.

And toward the end of the process after
the safety evaluation report has been prepared,
there will also be neetings with the Advisory
Conmittee on Reactor Safeguards to review the safety

eval uation report. And that’s a public neeting.
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Next slide, please.

Al t hough we’ ve already tal ked about it,
| want to come back again now after we’ ve tal ked
about a number of different things, to tal k about
scopi ng and what we’re here for tonight. W’'re
| ooki ng for your input on what issues we should be
eval uating during our environmental review. In
particular, we would |ike to know about anything
t hat naybe be peculiar to this area or that you
consider to be significant for this particular
action.

On the flip side, if you think that
there is sonething that we don’'t need to address in
our environnmental review, that’s also a valid
comment in the scoping phase. W’re trying to nmake
sure that in the end our environnmental inpact
statenent addresses all the inportant issues that we
need to consider.

If you need nore tine to think about it
after tonight, obviously you will have an
opportunity shortly to speak to us, but if you need
nore time, you have until January 9th to submit
conments. And we’re hoping that the nmeeting tonight
will help you in devel opi ng any comments you m ght

have.
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And one other thing | wanted to nention.
When you cane in and signed up and filled your
regi stration cards, one of the options on the card
was to check off you wanted things mailed to you, if
you wanted to be on our mailing list. And if you
checked that box and gave us your address, we'l]l
automatically send you key docunents involved in the
environnental review. That will include copies of
the draft environnental inpact statenment and the
final environnental inpact statenent when they're
I ssued.

And if you filled out that card but
didn’t check that box and want to reconsider, after
we’ re done we should be able to add you to the |ist.
So, if you need to be added, |let us know afterwards
or even after the nmeeting. After sonetine later if
you change your m nd.

Next slide, please.

There are a nunber of ways other than
the neeting tonight in which you can submt conmments
tous inwiting. One nethod is to send a letter in
to the address shown here on this slide. And this
was di scussed in the notice of intent that we issued
back in Novenber. |If you prefer, you can al so

submt coments to an email address that we’ ve set

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

37

up, and it’s shown on this slide. So you can send
themdirectly electronically.

And, of course, you al so have the option
if you want to come and visit, you can come up to
Rockville and visit our offices and provide coments
i n person.

Next slide, please.

Finally, if you have any questions after
we’' re done here and everybody’'s left, there are a
coupl e of people you can contact. There is nyself,
and nmy phone nunber is given here. |If you have
guestions on the environnmental review, | should be
able to help you with that.

And M ke Scott is our Safety PM He is
al so here tonight, and his phone nunber is given as
well if you have questions related to the safety
revi ew.

And, of course, after the nmeeting is
over this evening, we’'ll all stick around and if you
have questions and would like to tal k about any
i ssues, we can tal k about that tonight.

And as far as formal comments, they need
to either be in the transcript of tonight’s neetings
or submitted to us in one of the forns | nentioned

earlier.
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And that concludes ny comments. Chip?

MR, CAMERON: Ckay. And, Andy, |I’'m
sorry | didn’t introduce you in terms of nore of
your background before you got started. But Andy’s
been with the agency for approximtely -- is 20?

MR. KUGLER: No. Little less, 13.

MR. CAMERON: Thirteen. Ckay. Thirteen
years. And he is the Environnment Project Manager for
this early site permt and application.

He has a bachel or’s degree from Cooper
Uni on in mechani cal engineering and a master’s
degree from Johns Hopkins in technical managenent.

M ke Scott, who was just introduced,
he’s the Safety Project Manager

Before we go on to you for questions, |
just wanted to introduce JimLyons, who is right
here. And Jimis the Program Director of the -- and
|"mnot going to get this right -- the New Reactor--

MR. LYONS: New, Research, and Test
React or Program

MR. CAMERON: Program Ofice. But
that’s where the environnmental information, the
safety information, and all of that will be

integrated by Jimand his staff in evaluating the
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early site permt application for North Anna. |Is
that correct?

MR, LYONS: Yes.

MR. CAMERON: All right. And is Mke
Morgan with us tonight? Okay. MKke Mirgan is the
seni or resident inspector for the North Anna pl ant.

Questions on the environnental review on
scoping. Anything at all? Ckay.

Let’s go here and then we’ll go up there
and then down to Dave.

Yes, sir.

MR ZEIGLER M nane is Alexis Zeigler
from Charlottesville.

| notice anobng the slides early on there
was a phrase "petition to intervene versus
commenting on the scoping.” |Is that two different
things? Can you explain that to ne?

MR. KUGLER: Sure. Yes, they are two
di fferent things. As John indicated, there are
really two different processes running here. One is
under the Atom c Energy Act and the other is under
t he National Environmental Policy Act.

VWhat we’'re here tonight for is what’s
cal |l ed scopi ng under the National Environnental

Policy Act. As we devel op our environnental inpact
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is to collect coments on the scope.
The other thing that’s running in

parallel, which is under our regulations for

hearings, is the notice of hearing that went out and

the opportunity to intervene. And that runs until
January 2nd. So they are two separate processes.

Now, the hearing covers both
environnental and the site safety. Scoping is
i nvol ved purely in the environmental.

MR. CAMERON: And you don't -- Alexis,
you do not have to participate in the hearing to
submt coments on the scoping.

MR KUGLER: Correct.

MR. CAMERON: Does that take care of
your questions or are they still -- Al right.

Let’'s go back to this gentleman. Yes,
sir?

MR DAY: M nane is Donal Day. |'m

fromCharlottesville, Virginia. | have two

guestions, the second to followthe first after |I’ve

gotten the answer to the first.
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And that is, what | understand is that
Virginia Power or Dom nion Power has submitted a
sort of an envel ope that describes the potenti al
i mpact of this new project. And, obviously, it’s
going to have significant water inplications because
of the, you know, the cooling fromthe punp and the
| arge | ake. And, of course, you have drought
consi der ati ons.

And ny first questionis, is with regard
with water. | nean, we just experienced, of course,
a serious drought in Central Virginia followed by a
year of abundant rainfall. But | wanted to know how
you approached issues of drought; whether or not
when you do that, you just sort of |ook at the
hi storical record and then nmake extrapol ati ons of
what you can expect in terns of neeting the demands
for water that this new project m ght have.

MR, KUGLER: |I’mnot sure | can go into
that nmuch detail, because |I’m not the technical
expert in that area. And |I'’mnot sure if Lance
Vail, who is here, would be able to address that,
how we intend to review that portion. Because we're
very early in the review yet, so we may not be able

to tell you everything we’re going to do.
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But, Lance, would you be able to cone
down and speak to his question. Lance would be
doing the primary work on hydrol ogy and water use
i ssues for our review And he’'s fromPacific
Nor t hwest Lab.

MR VAIL: Yes. |’mLance Vail.

And normally when we | ook at long tine
series analysis, and you're | ooking at extrene
events, we go back and then try to reconstruct the
time series consistent with those extreme events.

So, you know, we’ll be including the
extreme period and stuff that was in the past three
years in the analysis. But we're just starting --
you know, we’'re just review ng the application at
this stage. But it’s clear that in this application
the water supply issues and stuff are very inportant
and they're getting a ot of attention.

MR. DAY: So in other words history, the
recent history as well as nore distant history plays
a mpjor role in projecting forward?

MR VAIL: Correct.

MR DAY: Okay. So ny followup is in
terns of nuclear waste storage. The recent history
there, of course, is that this nuclear waste that’s

been com ng out of the reactor has been stored on
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the reactor site. And every year that Virginia
Power refuels, approximately every year, they bring
out 1500 netric tons of highly radioactive waste.

WIIl the scope, environmental scoping of
this project include the continued storage of that
waste on site? Because, in fact, there is no
solution. You know, history shows us that.
Pollution in the recent past, nor can we anticipate
one in the near term So, | guess ny question is
will the continued storage of high |evel radioactive
waste be included in the environnmental inpact
statement for this new facility?

MR KUGLER: 1’1l answer that questi on,
because that’s really beyond Lance’ s area.

W will be considering it in our
eval uation. Now, there are sone things you should
be aware of because they’'re kind of key to the
revi ew.

One is our regulations in Part 51 of
Title 10, 10 CFR Part 51 there is what is called the
wast e confi dence decision in which the Conm ssion
has revi ewed the history here and made t he
determ nation of a couple of things. One, that high
| evel waste and spent fuel can be stored safely on

site for up to 30 years after the end of the
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operating license of any given plant, and that would
i ncl ude new pl ants.

In addition, they've stated that there
will be -- there’s confidence that there will be a
repository available for spent fuel within the first
quarter of this century and that there will be
sufficient capacity available by the tinme that 30
years beyond the operating life of a plant cones
around for any spent fuel fromany reactor. So that
is going to be part of the basis of our review,
because that’'s a determ nation the Conm ssion has
made. And they do review that periodically. The
last time it was reviewed was in 1999. And we can
give you references on that later. | don't know if
| have them handy right here, but | could get you
references on that.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And Ernie, we'll be
back to you. And, Dave, we’'ll go to you next. And
this gentl eman has a question.

Andy, just go back to M. Day’s origina
guestion about water. | guess two questions is that
t he anal ysis that Lance was tal ki ng about, M. Day
and the public will be able to see that analysis

because that will be laid out in the draft
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envi ronnental inpact statenment for people to coment
on, is that right?

MR. KUGLER: Correct. They'll have that
opportunity.

MR. CAMERON: And is there a review
docunent, standard review plan that we use to review
the application that nmay provide sone informtion on
t hese types of issues to the public?

MR KUGLER Yes, there are. For access
pur poses, let ne explain this first of all. Qur
website has a lot of information on it, and the
website which was given on one of the last slides
here is ww.nrc.gov. And if you go in under new
reactor licensing, you ll find a couple of things.

One is there is a review standard
specifically for the early site permts. That’s
review standard RS-OO2. And that discusses details
of how we’re doing an early site pernmt reviews in
particul ar.

There is also for the environnental
review an environmental standard review plan which
i s NUREG 1555. And these docunments are both
avai |l abl e through the web and you can review themto
see -- they describe how we go about doing the

reviews and what our review standards are. So that
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m ght give you sonme idea of how we’re approachi ng
it.

O course, the specifics on a given
site, especially in the environmental area, wll
vary quite a bit because the issues vary a |lot from
one site to another. And as Lance nentioned,
clearly water issues here at North Anna are going to
be very significant.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you.

Dave?

MR RITTER M nane is Dave Ritter
I"’mwith Public Gitizen Critical Mass Energy and
Envi ronment Program from Washi ngton, D.C

On one of the slides that we saw that’s
i ssues that need not be considered in an early site
permit and environmental review, need for power,
cost of power and alternative energy sources.

| was wondering at what point in these
many processes, that obviously extend beyond the
ESP, before actual plant construction since these
three issues, the evaluation of these three issues
is being deferred now, at what point in the process
before plant construction will these issues be
consi dered? And will the public have an opportunity

to conment on them and question NRC s met hodol ogi es
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and conclusions? And nore specifically, will these
opportunities exist before a third party, not asking
t he NRC how did you cone to these concl usions?

MR KUGLER: Ckay. And the answer is
yes. Because in order to address these issues, if
an applicant cones in after getting their early site
permt and determ nes they actually want to build
the plant, they would either request a construction
permit which is not very likely -- that’s the old
process in Part 50 -- or a conbined |icense under
Part 52. But to go through either of those
processes they woul d have had to address these
i ssues. And we would review it at that tine.

So before the plant could be started,
construction could start, these issues would have to
be addressed.

And as far as public invol venment, we
woul d be preparing another environnmental inpact
statenent at that stage, so the sane sorts of
i nvol verrent, public involvenment woul d be avail abl e.
In addition there would be, | believe, another
hearing at that tine. And so the sanme opportunity -
- right, the Atom c Safety Licensing Board Panel

woul d be involved and that would be the third party.
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MR. CAMERON:  And | guess you could al so
consi der the Advisory Committee on Reactor
Saf eguards - -

MR, KUGLER: That’'s true. They are --

MR. CAMERON: As another third party.
They will be -- would that be within the scope of
their review --

MR KUGLER: | don’t believe that is.
|"mnot certain of that. | don't know if M ke or
Jimyou could answer that; whether need for power or
cost for power is within the safety eval uation
report? | don't believe it is.

MR. CAMERON:. Ckay.

MR. SCOIT: The answer is no it’s not.

MR KUGLER It’s not. GCkay. So they
woul d not be involved in that review, but the Atomc
Saf ety Licensing Board woul d be.

MR. CAMERON: All right. Thank you.

Let’s go to Ernie, and then let’s go to
this gentleman. Ernie?

MR. REED: Two qui ck questions, and |
hope they’' re sinple.

MR KUGLER: Ckay.

MR. REED: One, in order to apply for an

early site permt, what requirenments did Dom nion
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Virginia Electric Power have to put forth in order
toinitiate this process, what they were required to
do?

And secondly, what liability did they
have in the event of sone significant environnental
cat astrophe connected with this?

MR KUGLER: Ckay. In ternms of the
requi rements for the application, those are in Part
52. | don’t renmenber the specific subsection,
offhand. But if you look in Part 52, it’s one of
t he basic subsections of the chapter or the portion
that relates to early site permts. It’Il tell you
what basic things the application has to have in it
and | ays out the process that we’'re going to go
t hr ough.

MR. REED: 1Is there any cost invol ved?

MR. KUGLER: |Is there any cost involved

MR REED: If | was going to --

MR. CAMERON: Ernie, we have to get you
a mc. W have to get you on the transcript.

MR KUGLER. Ckay.

MR. REED: Are there any fees invol ved
if I wanted to apply for a early site permt, what

would | have to do?
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MR. KUGLER: Yes, absolutely. Yes. The
fee is in the formof the hours that we spend, they
get charged for. And it’s a very significant
undertaking for the applicant.

First of all, it’s going to cost thema
| ot of noney to prepare the application. | don’t
have a sense of how nmuch that was. And then all the
time that we spend on the review, the cost of that
is charged to the applicant. They have to pay for
that. So it’s a big undertaking.

MR. CAMERON: | think we're going to
hear from --

MR. KUGLER: But he had anot her piece to
hi s questi on.

MR. CAMERON: Yes, but | just wanted to
poi nt out that we are going to hear fromthe conpany
| ater on, and they perhaps can tal k about sone of
t hose cost itens.

The liability issue?

MR KUGER In ternms of liability, |
t hi nk your question was if sonmething -- if there was
envi ronnent al damage done?

Technically the early site permt by
itself doesn't give them perm ssion to do anyt hing.

So in that regard, there wouldn’'t be any
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envi ronnental inpact associated with just issuing
the early site permt.

Now in this particular case they al so
included in their application what’s called a site
redress plan. And if we were to approve that plan
and include it in an approved early site permt, it
does give them perm ssion to perform sone
preconstruction activities, basically. Things |ike
clearing the | and, digging holes, those sort of
things. But the premise of the site redress plan is
this is how they woul d go about repairing that
damage if later they decided they weren't going to
conpl ete construction

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Well, quick follow
up, Ernie.

MR REED: It's really the same
guesti on.

MR, KUGER  Yes.

MR. REED: |If there was a significant
| arge scale early site permt disaster connected
with the operation of this once it was operating,
once it was up and approved and goi ng.

MR KUGLER. Ckay.

MR. REED: What’'s the liability of the

conpany?
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MR, KUGLER: |I'’mnot that famliar with
all the financial -- | know that they' re required to
carry insurance and it’s quite large, but I’ m not
that famliar with the specifics of that. And |’'m
not sure if there' s sonebody el se here who is nore
famliar with financial.

MR. CAMERON: We could do that sinply.
Bob, there is a liability arrangenent on these.

And, Bob, if you could just quickly give us
information on that and if we need to get anynore
detail, perhaps you can talk to Ernie |ater on.

MR VEI SMAN:  Sure. | know a little bit
nore than Andy about this one, but not that nuch
nor e.

There’s the Price-Anderson Act which
provides for liability insurance for operators in
t he power reactor. And the reactor |icenses have to
carry their own insurance under that Act, at |east
sone part of it. And the idea is that all the
i nsurance gets pool ed together and if there is an
accident at one site, all the reactor licensee’s
i nsurance policies end up paying for that. That’'s
t he idea

Now, | can’t give you the specifics of

it, what the anmpbunts are exactly what part -- how
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much each |icensee has to provide in insurance.
That | don’t know.

MR. CAMERON:  Ckay.

MR, VEEI SMAN:  But that’s where you’l
find it. And there’s also financial qualifications.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. Thank you,
Bob.

There is a fact sheet that our Ofice of
Public Affairs prepared on this issue, okay. And I
am going to give this one to you, Ernie, but there’'s
copies there that explains it in nore detail

Let’s go to this gentleman back here.

MR. KEETON: Dewey Keeton, Louisa
County.

W currently have problens with
contam nants in the fish in Lake Anna that we’'re
unsure where the contam nants are comng from The
way | understand it, the checks and bal ances of the
NRC or the plant itself in the checking of these
fish have |l ong since ceased. And Lake Anna Civic
Associ ation now are nonitoring the lake. |Is this
going to be something that’s going to happen agai n?

MR. KUGLER: | think what you m ght be

referring to, because | recall discussions with the
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civic association, are you referring to the PCBs, is
that --

MR, KEETON: It’s a variety of
contam nants, the way | understand. W’re not sure
where they cone from

MR KUGLER. Ckay.

MR. KEETON: W have an idea, but if I'm
not m staken |I’ve read the plant was regul ati ng and
checking on the fish population. And they stopped
at sone point intine and it’s just concern of mne
because what’'s bad for the fish is bad for ne.

MR KUGLER: Certainly. Okay. Well, |
think I understand the question.

The nmonitoring you' re referring to was
nonitoring that was required post-construction for a
period of tine. And the reason they stopped is that
they were only required to performthat nonitoring
for a certain period of tinme.

The licensee continuously nonitors what
t hey discharge, and that’s a requirenment both from
NRC and fromthe state. And the state is also
believe, involved in nonitoring in and around the
| ake.

I’ mnot sure who el se mght be taking

fish sanples anynore. But | believe the |icensee
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does not unless |I’m m staken. But what they
di scharge is carefully nonitored.

And so beyond that, | guess all |I'm
saying is as far as we know fromthe reports that we
recei ved, the plant discharge is well within the
limts that they're required to maintain.

MR, CAMERON: But Dewey had a question
about this, but it also sounds |like a comment that’s
a good scoping coment in ternms of investigating
what ever the effects m ght be on the various fish
popul ati ons.

MR. KEETON: | think since the |lake is
for the benefit --

MR. CAMERON: And, Dewey, we again need
to get you on this transcript. So why don’t you --

MR. KEETON: Since the | ake was created
for the nuclear plant, it seens to ne that they
shoul d be checking on this fish popul ation and
nonitoring the water at all times. And certainly
the grassroots and the associations that |ive around
the | ake should be participating in conjunction with
-- you know, nonitoring your discharge certainly is
-- but the whole lake is a concern. | think it’'s
essential that you do.

MR. KUGLER.  Ckay.
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MR. CAMERON: W’'re going to try and get
you sone nore information, too, on nonitoring,
environnental nonitoring program Steve
Kl erent owi cz.

MR. KLEMENTOWN CZ: Yes, |’'m Steve
Klementowicz. | work for the NRC. |'’ma radiation
safety scientist. And ny specialty is radioactive
effluents and the environnental nonitoring prograns
that are associated with nucl ear power plants.

Excuse nme, |'’mjust recovering froma
col d.

As Andy had said, each |icensee is
required to nonitor and report every radi onuclide
that they release into the environment fromthe air
into the water. They're also required to have an
environnental nonitoring program And this
requi rement has not gone away, it will never go
away. So they have to take water sanples, sedinment
sanpl es, vegetation sanples, fish sanples and
anal yze those for very low quantities of any
radi oactivity. So this includes natural
radi oactivity and anything that cane from power
pl ants.

So | can state totally these prograns

have not di sappeared.
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MR. KEETON: Is that chemical? |Is that
just radioactivity?

MR. KLEMENTOW CZ: |’ m speaking for the
radioactivity portion. | don’t address the chem cal
hazards. But as far as the radiol ogi cal conponents,
every year every power reactor subnmits an
environnental nonitoring report that |ists what they
sanpled: MIKk, vegetation, fish, air and reports
any radioactivity that they’ve seen. And that’s a
publ i c docunment you can even review that.

Now, | understand chemical permts are
i ssued by the state, so the state should have a
record of all the chem cals that are rel eased.
That’s a state authority issue.

MR KUGLER: But | think his point is
that he feels that there should be a nonitoring of
the fish by the licensee or the applicant for a new
plant, so that --

MR. KEETON: For all contam nants.

MR. KUGLER  For all contam nants, not
just radioactivity.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you, Dewey.

Thanks, Steve.

Let’s go to Lou.
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MR, ZELLER. Thank you, Chip. M nane
is Lou Zeller. And I'mw th the Blue Ridge
Envi ronment al Def ense League.

| want to |l et people know here that we
pl an on intervening before the January 2nd deadl i ne
in that -- | understand that this intervention as
you outlined here is an adjudicatory process. W
have three ongoing interventions. And every tinme we
do one we get a little better at it on nuclear
issues. We're intervening on the side of public
heal th and public safety.

| f anybody in the roomhere would |ike
to join our intervention, the holidays are com ng,
pl ease come and see ne before you | eave here
tonight. We're interested in talking to you.

My question, M. Kugler, to you is |
heard on the radio tonight on the way here that
there woul d be no record of the public hearing
tonight. |’msure that nmust be incorrect. | think
they were tal king about the pre-neeting. Could you
clarify that in terns of what would be on the record
here toni ght from what people have to say.

MR. KUGLER: Certainly. |’mnot sure
what they meant by the statenment on the radio. As

you said, anything that was discussed before the
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meeting in the open house isn’'t on the record. But
everything that goes on here in the neeting is being
recorded by the court reporter and will becone part
of the record.

W use that as well to nake sure we get
all the cooments that we received tonight. So that
is all on the record.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you. Thank
you, Andy. Thank you, Lou.

W have this gentleman back here. Yes,
sir?

MR. BUCKLEY: Hello. M nane is Brian
Buckley. [|'’malso from Loui sa.

You commented on a waste confidence
deci sion that was nmade by the NRC. And guarant eed

that in the first quarter of this century a

repository will be made available. |Is that right?
MR KUGLER: Well, | wouldn't say the
word "guaranteed.” But it said that the Conm ssion

was confident there would be one by the end of the
first quarter of the century, yes.

MR. BUCKLEY: And it seens |ike Yucca
Mountain is a proposed site, or that’'s --

MR. KUGLER: That’'s the current proposed

site, yes.
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MR. BUCKLEY: M question is how much
waste is Lake Anna putting out, how much nore waste
woul d Lake Anna with two additional reactors? And
people call this N MBY, not in nmy backyard syndrone,
and yet | think it a very natural instinct that
peopl e do not want soneone else’s waste in their
state or in their locality. | cannot sleep well at
night if | think that it’s okay for nme to burn and
produce radioactive material and yet not take the
risk of living with it. Instead, | ship it over to
Nevada or ship it to somewhere in the Pacific,
don’t know where, it will eventually be shipped. But
shoul d we not be focused nore on using a type of
energy that doesn’t have such a poi sonous effect on
people, on life?

MR KUGLER: Well, first of all, our job
in our review, it’s not our job to decide which type
of power an individual conpany wants to use. Qur
job is if we receive an application for the use of
nucl ear power to review that and nmake sure that it
coul d be done safely and that we eval uate the
i mpacts to the environment and discl ose those
i mpacts and do things to mtigate the inpacts or

mninm ze them
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But we will |ook at alternative energy
sources before a plant is built. But at this stage
in the review, what we’'re trying to deternmne is
whet her this site would be suitable for building a
plant if the applicant decides to go forward. So at
this stage what we’'re looking for is just site
suitability. And there’s been no decision by
anybody at this point as to whether one woul d
actually be built.

And you al so asked at the begi nning
about the amounts of waste, and | don’t have those
nunbers handy. | kind of doubt anybody here has them
real handy. But we could get those.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. W'Ill take that as
an action item Brian. Thank you.

| think we have a | ot of people who want
to conmment to us tonight. And | don’t think | see
anybody el se who has a question right now. So, |
t hi nk what we’ Il do -- Paul ?

MR, GUNTER: Just a real quick, a point
of clarification. This is Paul Gunter of Nuclear
I nformati on and Resource Servi ce.

And it has to do with the earlier
guestion with regard to this opportunity to

i ntervene and the subsequent public hearings.
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The major difference is, is that only at
the -- in the intervention process is the public
all onwed to cross-exam ne and have a process of
di scovery of the types of analysis, for exanple,
with the | ake levels and the droughts and how t he
agency arrived at those concl usi ons.

Any subsequent hearing on the draft
envi ronnental inpact statenment, which is going to
come out after the intervention period is closed,
you're not going to be able to question that.
You're not going to be able to at | east question it
to the degree that you would under -- before an
Adm ni strative Law panel through cross-exam nation
and di scovery.

So the question here is that if -- and
I’mcertainly really glad to hear that the Bl ue
Ri dge Environnmental Defense League is going to be
i ntervening here. Because it means that the public
is going to be provided with a higher |evel of due
process that you would not get if you just relied
sinmply on commenting to the Nucl ear Regul atory
Commi ssion. You could lose that ability to review
the safety evaluation report and the draft

envi ronnental inpact statenments, which are all
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com ng out after the wi ndow for opportunity for
i nt erveni ng cl oses.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And just a couple
of clarifications on what Paul said. |Is that when
he said that |osing the opportunity, | think he
meant | osing the opportunity to examne that in the
context of the adjudicatory hearing.

In other words, people will still be
able to cooment on the draft environnmental inpact
statenent even if they are not a part of the
hear i ng.

And | guess the second thing is for
peopl e who -- organizations that are admitted to the
heari ng, and Bob pl ease correct ne on this, that
they will be able to question in the adjudicatory
heari ng the subsequent SER, environnmental inpact
statenment, docunents |ike that?

MR, VEI SMAN:  Yes, if the party is
admtted into the proceeding, they' ||l be able to
conduct discovery. They' Il be able to question the
Wi t nesses before the Atom c Safety and Licensing
Board. So they’'|ll get to do that.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. And | don’t want to
take away from Paul’s main point, which is that the

ability to cross-exam ne the staff or applicant, all
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the things that come with the adjudicatory
proceeding. Certainly you need to be a party to
t hat proceeding to avail yourself of those, and
that’s | think the point that Paul was making.

M. Day, can we just do a quick one here
so we can get rolling on this? Thank you.

MR. DAY: Donal Day, again,
Charlottesville.

The one question that -- earlier
comments about if this application is granted, that
t he conpany can then bank this |icense, this
environnental license for 20 years, sonething like
t hat ?

MR. KUGLER: Well, they basically have
this permt for up to 20 years.

MR DAY: Ckay. M question is, is that
a contract? | nean, can that license then be

revoked for sone reason in that intervening period?

| nmean --

MR KUGER |I'’mnot -- | guess |’d have
to ook into the regulations. |I’mnot famliar with
that. Bob?

MR, VEI SMAN:  Yes, if | mght address
t hat .

MR. KUGLER.  Okay.
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MR, VEEI SMAN:  Yes. The Atom c Energy
Act has Section 186. And if, for instance, there
were fal se statenents in the application, it could
be revoked. The ESP coul d be revoked.

So the NRC has its full range of
enforcenent actions that it could take with respect
to the ESP.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you.

W' re going to go to formal comment.

And while Andy’s sitting down, we’'re going to |et
Dave ask one nore question.

MR RITTER Yes. Dave Ritter, Public
Citizen.

Because of what we have, perhaps at
| east sone of us have di scovered about the safety
eval uation report and the draft environnental inpact
statenent coming out or likely to cone out after the
wi ndow where one can put in a contention on this
early site permt, | would just propose that in the
interest -- in the public interest that the deadline
for submtting public contentions just be noved
forward indefinitely until these docunents are
avai | abl e.

MR. CAMERON: And | think that was the

comment and that was the gist of what Paul Gunter
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said originally. And we're noting that as a
conment .

Thank you, Andy.

And we’'re going to go for a public
comment now. And | want to ask a representative of
Domi ni on Energy to just give us a little bit on what
their rationale is behind the early site permt
application. And this is M. Gene G echeck. He's
the Vice President for Nuclear Support Services.

M. G echeck?

MR, GRECHECK: Thank you, sir.

Good eveni ng, everybody.

As Chip said, ny nane is Gene Grecheck
I’mthe Vice President for Nuclear Support Services
for Domnion. And it’s ny responsibility to |ead
the teamthat put together this application over the
past 18 nonths or so and then carry it forward
t hrough this review.

W really do appreciate this opportunity
to share with you why we’'re doing this, and also to
just let you know a little bit about how we see this
process goi ng.

First, our goal inthis is to maintain
the option for the construction of a possible

nucl ear plant in the future. As |I’msure you’ ve
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heard, we have no plans at this tine to build a
plant, an additional unit at the North Anna site.
But what this allows us to do is work through the
regul atory process, the entire ESP process that
you’' ve heard descri bed today has never been tested.
It is a process that has been in place for about 15
years, but no one has ever gone through it before.

So in order to be able to nake a
determ nati on about how I ong this would take, which
is something that is very inportant to know if
you're trying to plan for future energy needs, you
need to understand how | ong the regul atory process
will take. So what we’'re really |ooking at here is
mai nt ai ni ng the option, going through the process to
see if the site is suitable for additional nuclear
units without actually making a commtnment. And we
have not made a decision as to whether we will
i ndeed go forward with an order.

But our issue that we have is that as we
| ook forward to over, say, the next ten years or so,
we need to be planning today for where our energy is
going to be comng fromover the next several years.

If we get the early site permt
approved, then what it would allowus to do is to

have the site review done such that if we nake a
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decision that the need for additional electric power
exi sts and that the best econom c and social option
for the conmpany is to indeed build a nuclear unit at
that point, then at |east we would have a site that

woul d be approved to do that at.

Qobvi ously, we have a | ong experience
Wi th operating nuclear reactors. W’ ve been doing
that now for over 30 years. As you know, we have
the two existing units at the North Anna site. W
have two other units at Surry. W also operate two
other units up in Connecticut. And this is
sonething that we take pride in in terms of our
ability to operate these units safely and
econom cal | y.

But not only from a nucl ear standpoint,
but pronoting environnental stewardship is also
somet hing that we take very seriously. There are
many, many environmental rules and regul ations that
we are required to follow and we have a very strict
corporate policy of strict conpliance with those
regul ations. But over and above conpliance, we
pride ourselves on very good relationships with al
of the governnental agencies that are involved in
envi ronnental regulations as to whether they're

federal, state and local. W have a very positive
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reputation that many of you may be familiar with,
even around the North Anna site, for enhancenents
that we made for fish, for wildlife, for the water
gquality. And the responsibility that we have or the
way we see it, is that not only do we have a
responsibility for maintaining and enhancing the
environnent, but we al so have a responsibility for

| ocal economic contributions through the provision
of energy. And that is sonething that we take very
seriously, and we will continue to do that.

Domi nion is a grow ng conpany. W have
operations in over 26 states in the United States
now. So many of you remenber the old VEPCO, which
was a | ocal conpany. But we’'re now pretty nuch a
nati onwi de operation. And because of that, we have
to take this long view, even though we have no
i medi ate plans for building a plant. W have to be
taking a | ong view about where is the energy supply
going to conme fromto neet our custoners’ needs over
t he next 10, 20, 30 years.

If we | ook at what the energy
proj ections are, the government has an agency call ed
the Energy Information Administration. It’'s a
department or a subsection of the Departnent of

Energy. And according to the Energy Information
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Admi ni stration the demand for electricity is
projected to grow from about 754 gigawatts this year
to over 1100 gigawatts over the next 20 years. Now,
that’ s about a 50 percent increase or so.

And if you look at the additions to your
existing electric generation, we're tal king about
somet hi ng on the order of between 300 and 400
gigawatts of additional electric generation that
needs to be added to the existing supply of
electricity in the United States over this next 20
year period.

If you think about that, for exanple, if
we tal ked about addi ng 400 gi gawatts over the next
20 years, North Anna produces about 1.28 gigawatts,
the two units at the station right now So we're
t al ki ng about sonething on the order of 300 tines
the existing North Anna site in terns of the
nati onwi de need for electricity in the near future.

Now i f you | ook over the last 10 or 15
years, the only generation that has been added in
the United States has been natural gas. So if you
t hi nk about what we’re doing here, is we are banking
our entire future on the supply of natural gas. And
what that does, it certainly makes us very

vul nerable to any disruption in fuel supply. Wre
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al ready tal ki ng about now inporting natural gas from
overseas, which would put us into the sanme situation
that we’ve had with oil for the last 20 or 30 years.
And natural gas up to now has been a donestic
supply, but we’'re outstripping that supply and we're
now saying in order to neet the natural gas demand,
we're going to have to start inporting natural gas
from many of the sane areas of the world that
currently are problens in ternms of inported oil

So, that’s the historic, well over the
| ast ten years or so that every additiona
generation plant in the United States essentially
has been fueled by natural gas. So we have an energy
supply vulnerability that is growing. And we al so
have a price volatility problem [|’msure all of
you have been noticing that the variation in the
price of natural gas over just, say, the last four
or five years, the price has been sw nging w dely.
That translates directly into the bills that we have
to pay and it also translates directly in the
inability of the econony in ternms of anyone’s going
to build a business to decide what their costs of
energy are going to be, because that price of gas is

very vol atil e.
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So because of that, we think that the
continuation of the option to build additional
nucl ear units is absolutely vital to be able to
provide us at least an alternative to the continued
reliance on the additional natural gas generation.
And on top of that, if you think about the air
quality, just about anything that burns fuel,
whet her it’s burning oil or coal, natural gas;
anything that’s burning anything is putting various
contam nants into the atnosphere, including various
types of oxides and carbon di oxide. And carbon
di oxide is, of course, what's related to various
t heories to explain global warm ng.

So again, one of the reasons that we
think that nuclear energy is an option to consider
whet her we’ Il do it in the future is that of all the
various alternative energy fornms that we're aware
of, it is the only one that can produce energy on a
scal e I arge enough to nake a difference in terns of
what we actually put in the air by energy
production. So it is the only |arge scal e non-
emtting generation technol ogy that’s avail abl e.

As many of you know, we at one tine had
pl anned to build two additional units at North Anna.

North Anna 3 and 4 actually had construction
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permts. Those units were started back in the ’70s
and then in the early '80s they were both cancel ed.
And all of that equi pnent was renoved fromthe site.

They were canceled at that tine because
as we | ooked at energy supply and costs projections
at that point, they were just not economcal to
continue. But the point is, is that this site has
been previously reviewed by the NRC and was approved
by the NRC for the addition of two additional units.

Now what’s changed since then? Wy were
t hose units cancel ed and now here we are again
tal king about let’'s see if these sites are
accept abl e?

What ' s changed is that the Part 52
|'i censing process that you heard described toni ght
nmeans that we can get through the regul atory process
before we start building the plant. Now what
happened in the past was that you went to the NRC
you made an application, you got a construction
permt and then you would build the plant, which
nmeans the conpany woul d spend several billion
dollars building the plant and then after the plant
was built, we would have to go back to the NRC and
restart the whole |licensing process again to

determ ne whether it could be operated.
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And 1'll give you an exanple. That
woul d be as if you were building a house. And let’s
say that you picked out your |ot and you decided to
say okay I'’mgoing to build this house. So you
woul d go to the building inspector and you woul d get
a building permt, and you' d build the house, put
all your noney into the house and then before you
could nove in, you d have to go back and get the
design of the house re-reviewed. And even after the
house were already built, they could say, well, we
don’t think that this room ought to be over here, it
ought to be there. And you'd have to rebuild it.
Tear down the house that you' ve already built and
bui | d another one. That's basically what the old
|'i censing process | ooked at.

Under the new process all of those
guestions are answered ahead of tinme. Now that’s
good for us, it’s good for the pubic, it’'s good for
t he nati on because we’'re not -- for us, obviously,
we can nake a decision that says that once we go
t hrough this |icensing process, we have assurance
that if we follow the terns of the |license then we
can i ndeed operate it.

It’s certainly good for the public

because you have the ability to do your comenting
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before | arger amounts of noney are spent on buil ding
t he plant.

And it’s certainly good for the country
because we’'re not utilizing resources in an
inefficient way.

So we think the process has a | ot of
good positive steps in it because it nelds the
opportunity for public involvenent along with sone
certainty in the process.

W think that if this process works as
it’s supposed to, then there’s an opportunity to
shorten the overall |icensing process, which again
makes the decision as to when do you start a little
bit nore predictable. Because we're tal king about
energy needs, say, ten years fromnow And under
the old process we would have to start, essentially
today, with a firmproject because it was taking
many, many years to license and build these plants.
Under the new system it should take | ess tinme which
means we can bring that process a little bit closer
to when we actually need the power.

| think as Chip nentioned, we’'re not the
only conpany that’s doing that. There are two other
conmpanies in the United States that have concurrent

applications for Mssissippi and in Illinois.
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But again, | just want to repeat, that
we are not asking at this tinme for permssion to
build a plant at this site. Wat we're trying to do
is to make sure that the site is indeed suitable.
And there are many, many factors that woul d have to
go into such a decision before we could be ready to
deci de whether or not we would go ahead with the
proj ect .

Now for over 25 years North Anna’ s been
here. W’ ve nmade great strides to be good
nei ghbors. W pride ourselves in being able to get
information to you. The Information Center, of
course, at the site is always avail able for anyone
that's interested in what’'s happening. And we
certainly hope that through tonight’s meeting and as
we go through this |icensing process if you have any
qguestions, please don't hesitate to call us. W're
always willing to answer anything, particularly even
tonight after we break up, there are a nunber of
menbers of Domi nion staff here that woul d be happy
to answer any of the questions that you have about
what we’re planning or what scale.

So again, Chip, thanks for the

opportuni ty again.
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MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Cene, for that
per specti ve.

And we’'re going to go to M. Bill
Bor dui n now of the Lake Anna G vic Association, and
then we’'re going to hear fromJerry Rosent hal

Bill?

MR. BORDU N. Thank you, Chip.

Good eveni ng.

As a result of the public hearing the
last time, we sort of formed an early site permt
commttee, of which | chair. And part of ny
commttee is Bill Murphey. Bill, would you stand?
And al so Jerry Hoskins, would you stand al so,
pl ease. Bill Martin also, who | don't think is here
thi s evening.

You will hear Bill Mirphey just alittle
bit later relative to sone of the issues.

As a conmittee representing a comunity
of interested nei ghbors, we appreciate the desire of
Domi ni on and the NRC and all of us to mamintain an
environnent that’s safe, that provides quality
standards and have a positive inpact on air, water,
animal life, vegetation and natural resources.

W viewed the concerns and |listened to a

nunber of constituents around the | ake, and there
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are seven issues which we have given to Dom ni on and
to the NRC, they are as follows:

Water issues. They consist of therma
changes, volume, flow and | ake level. You'll be
hearing a little bit nmore fromBill Mrphey on | ake
level alittle later.

Secondly, we wanted to know who nakes
deci si ons, what agenci es make deci sions and has
control over sone of these issues.

Nunber three, security issues, issues
that deal with terrorists that would lead to
radi ati on rel ease.

Four, an evaluation plan relative to
r oads.

Five, natural environments such as fish
and plant life.

Si x, spent fuel, dry cask storage.

And seven, reactor design and
per f or mance.

In the event you want to choose between
readi ng a 1450 page application or John Gishem |
probably woul dn’t want to choose the 1450 page
application. But |I want to tell you nmenbers of our
conmittee have spent tinme going through that

appl i cati on.
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And | also want to say that as a result
in doing that, we have prioritized and only studied
two i ssues; one being water issues which are
conpri sed of those three conponents and al so
evacuati on.

And | have to tell that Dom nion has
been extrenely cooperative. W have received nore
i nformati on, nore cooperation on anything that we’ve
asked for. And, you know, people fear what you
don’t understand. But the nore know edge you gain,
the easier it is for you to conprehend exactly what
sone of these issues are all about.

The application was a good submttal. It
has a tremendous anount of data. And many of these
di scussions that we have had, we are willing to
provi de anyone the information as what we’ ve
| earned. | think we can be a resource for you

W wel come any participation.

| think, obviously, there are pros and
cons in all situations. | think we have a pretty
good handl e on sone of the circunstances that we
have researched to date.

And | thank you. You' re welconme to give

us a call for help
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MR. CAMERON: And Bill, how do people
get in touch with you?

MR BORDU N | don't knowif | should
gi ve ny phone nunber out. You can certainly contact
Lake Anna Civic Association. You can contact either
one of us. We will provide our email to either you
or any agency that you woul d choose. Certainly
Domi ni on you coul d contact Dom nion, they' |l give
you our nunber. But | would say you can contact
Lake Anna Civic Association. W have a website and
we' Il be happy to follow up and give you any
i nformati on and share any information we have wth
you to help you get a better handle on this.

MR. CAMERON: Good. Very hel pful.

Thank you.

Let’s go to Jerry. Jerry Rosenthal

MR. ROSENTHAL: Thank you, Chip.

My nane is Jerry Rosenthal. I'mw th the
Concerned Citizens of Louisa County W have been
actively nonitoring what’s been going on at North
Anna for over 25 years.

Again, | have pretty nuch know edge at
ny fingertips about what’s going on at the plant.
And | want to give a big salute to the Lake Anna

Cvic Association for stepping up to the plate with
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their environnental nonitoring of the | ake and for
this conmttee that’s looking into this. These
peopl e are doing a great job.

|’ ve been | ooking at North Anna and what
goes on there, like | said, for along tine. There
are sone real peripheral issues, not trying to dea
with just the specific -- with the environnental
i mpact statenent or this early site process. W
have to understand this in a bigger sense. And this
gets to things like the confidence rules.

Does anybody really have confidence that
they' ' re going to nove the nuclear waste? They are
starting this discussion saying that's where they
are. They have the confidence that this waste is
going to be noved, and it hasn’t. That puts a | ot
of the whole process in a different perspective.

Security is another big issue that we
need to deal with.

And as we | ook at this fromthose of us
who |ive here and who plan on |living here, and want
our children to live here, we have to | ook at our
property values. Putting a new nuclear plant out
t here has no chance of doing anything but reducing

property val ues around the | ake.
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So | think we want to | ook at a whol e
variety of things.

| appreciate Chip and the NRC for com ng
and tal king, and having this type of process for us
to doit. And we do need to be |ooking at |egal
process and other stuff so that Dom ni on understands
our concerns and not just Dom nion, the NRC and the
gover nnment .

And if anybody woul d, you know, like to
get in touch with me, I'"min the book or just catch
up with ne and | can pull a bunch of stuff together.
Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you very
much, Jerry.

The next two speakers we have M. Terry
Jones fromthe First Baptist Church and then Dan
Hol nes.

Terry?

MS. JONES: Terry --

MR. CAMERON: Onh, Terry, how you doi ng?

M5. JONES: Good eveni ng.

I would just like to say that |I'mvery
honored to be here tonight, and |’ mvery concer ned.

My nane is Terry Jones, and a menber of

First Baptist Church, but let alone |I’ma nenber of

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

83

the county here. | applaud the Lake Anna community,
civic association, because you all are doing a
wonder ful j ob.

I’ m standi ng here because of concerns as
far as public health. W’ ve talked a | ot about
safety factors, about the plant safety factors,
about the fish, but what’s happening to the
communi ty?

In my line of work in ny job, | see a
| ot of our fellow comunity citizens com ng and they
have been di agnosed with cancer. The cancer rate
for Louisa County has increased in the |ast 20
years. And ny concern is what’'s happening? Wat’s
happeni ng? |’mnot saying that this is because of
Domi ni on Power, but there are issues that we need to
consi der before we go any further.

It’s not about -- so nmuch about the
wat er and the tenperature of the water and what’s
happeni ng, but what happens to the people who play
in that water? What happens to the grandfathers who
take their children fishing? And they eat fish from
that | ake. These are things that we need to
addr ess.

And that’s ny concern. What happens to

t hose i ssues when public health needs to be
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addressed? M question is what type of nodul e or
type of plans do we have in preparation to notify
the public? | think we could do a better job of
getting information out to the public about those
safety health issues.

| | earned something new tonight. This
gentl eman here who was sharing about the fish. My
husband | oves to fish, and until tonight | did not
know that there was a problemwi th the fish in the
|l ake. So I think these type of sessions are very
valuable. It’s a lot of information that we can
gather as people. But | think that we need to | ook
at the issue of public health nore so than the issue
of is it just a safety factor for the environnment.

W are the people and we need to know
what’ s happeni ng before anything el se is done.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you. Thank
you very nuch, Terry.

W' re going to go to Dan. Dan Hol nes.
Pi ednont Environnental Council .

MR HOLMES: H . My name is Dan Hol nes.
I"mw th Piednont Environmental Council. And |
appreci ate the opportunity to speak here tonight.

Pi ednont Environnental Council would

like to raise the foll owi ng concerns and questions
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in hopes that the Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion will
address themin the environnmental inpact statenent.

The first of whichis, it’s our
under st andi ng that the additional reactors would
increase the water use of the facility dramatically.
It’s been estimted that the evaporative |oss could
be as high as 41 mllion gallons per day.

Thank you for whoever did that equation
for nme earlier tonight.

What inpact would this have on the
residents of the |ake and their continued
recreational use? WII this affect the flow rates
downstream fromthe | ake and the dam and downstream
users of the river? Wat inmpact would this have
wildlife and fish species in and surrounding the
| ake, and on the North Anna Ri ver downstreanf

Al so, flows into the | ake may not be
sufficient to neet the demands of the expansion.
Wthin the early site permit it is noted that the
makeup water may have to be taken from anot her
source if all units were to continue operation
during low flow periods. Wat is the estimated
amount of additional water needed to neet the demand
of the facility during these | ow flow periods? And

what are the possible sources under consideration?
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| actually heard tonight that even
ground water woul d be considered. Since this
addi ti onal source woul d be necessary for the
operation of the facility, why is it suggested in
the permt that this issue be addressed during the
COL application and not in the EI S?

Consider the difficulties in bringing
the additional water to the -- and the fact that
this is an essential piece for operation, we urge
NRC to consider addressing this issue now during the
El S process rather than |later with the construction
permtting processes.

Anot her point, on page 3-5-8 of the
early site permt application under the heading
"Water Use | npacts" there appears the sentence "The
i mpacts of adding new unit four would depend on
speci fic heat dissipation systens sel ected and woul d
be evaluated in the COL application.” Again, we
urge NRC to request the data necessary fromthe
applicant to determne the inpacts If we are
determning the feasibility of new reactors, it
seens reasonable to know these inpacts with the
conpl etion of an EIS.

My fourth point and |ast point, there’'s

a reluctance for other states to allow transport of
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nucl ear materials through their jurisdiction. G ven
this, will the EIS address the plan for disposal of
t he additional nucl ear waste generated by the new
units, and | heard earlier tonight this kind of
elimnates this question, but how nuch additional
waste will be generated? W still don’t really have
an idea. And I'd really like to get a hold of that
figure.

It is our sincere hope that the NRC wl |
address these comments and questions in the
envi ronnental inpact statenment, and we plan on
submtting a |ist of our concerns by January 9th.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you very
much, Dan. And |I know that we do have a takeaway
itemfromBrian’s question about generation, the
anount of spent fuel, which was your question, too.
And if there’s any way that we can post that on the
website or whatever, we’'ll get that informtion out
t here.

Next three speakers. The first we can
go to Ernie Reed and then Al exis Zeigler and then
Abhaya Thi el e.

Er ni e?
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MR REED: M nane is Ernie Reed. And
" ma high school teacher. 1’ve studied and taught
envi ronnent al science, biology and physics for about
20 years.

It was 43 years ago, as close as | can
tell, that | received as a Christmas present from ny
parents a nodel of a General Electric nuclear power
plant. | assenbled it like | had done maybe 50 race
cars, boats, planes and the Iike. And it wasn't
clear to nme then all the contai nment dones or
cooling towers neant. But | renenber ny father
sayi ng sonet hing about the electricity that was
going to be safe, cheap and abundant and too cheap
to nonitor.

Children don’t forget prom ses unkept,
whet her they were just hopeful projections or
outright lies doesn’t really make a difference to a
child. But it nmakes a big difference to nme today.
Because now we know that nucl ear power is neither
safe nor cheap. |It’s so dangerous that |’ m not
allowed to bring ny high school physics class on a
tour of the current Lake Anna facility for security
reasons. There's just us and the facility, and if
we aren’t a threat, then that only | eaves the

facility itself.
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Hopefully we’re all aware of past
nucl ear accidents. In the winter of 1957 a tank
hol di ng radi oacti ve waste expl oded and 10, 000 peopl e
were evacuated in a rural Russian countryside. And
t he nanes of 30 towns and villages di sappeared from
Sovi et maps.

And | shouldn’t have to rem nd you of
hi story | essons from Li verpool, England, Browns
Ferry, Al abama, Three M|l e Island, Pennsylvania or
Cher nobyl .

Man has never created a nore long |ived
or dangerous substance than the radi oactive
substances that are byproducts of the nuclear
reacti on process. By conparison, the anthrax,
nmustard gas and bi ol ogi cal weapons that were | ast
manuf actured in Irag around 1991 had a shelf |ife of
just a few nonths.

Bot h fuel waste and deconmi ssi oned
equi pnent all pose long termhealth threats of many
lifetinmes to humans and ot her species and ani mal s.

Strontium 90 renmai ns radi oactive for 600
years and concentrates in the food chain. Like
ot her isotopes its odorless, tastel ess and
invisible. It acts like calciumin the body’s

organi sns where it enters the bones and aninmals and
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| actating breasts of mammuals. |[It’s a carcinogen
causi ng | eukem a, bone and breast cancer.

Cesium 137, anot her byproduct, also
remai ns radi oactive for 600 years. It also
concentrates in the food chain, but it stores in the
muscl es where it induces malignant muscle cancers
cal | ed sarconss.

Plutoniumis so carcinogenic that one
pound of the stuff evenly distributed can cause
cancer in every person on earth. Plutoniumhas a
radioactive life of half a mllion years. 1t enters
t he body through the lung, migrates to the bone and
liver, crosses the placenta into the enbryo, nothers
with child. Causes bone cancer, |eukem a, |iver
cancer, testicular cancer, birth deformties and
genetic mutations in humans and ot her ani mals that
are passed from generation to generation.

| take this very personally. My wife
died froma conbi nati on of thyroid and breast cancer
initiated and conpounded by exposure to radioactive
radi um

But I don't feel that it’s nmy job to
tell you the hazards of the reactors and this place.
| would say that it’s the job of the power conpany

to do that.
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| woul d ask that sonebody sonmeday do the
anal ysis of the anmpbunt of anbient heat that energy
production in the United States adds to the
environnent. Virtually all of the energy rel eased
in the nuclear reactions is released in the form of
heat, which ends up in the environnent. A snal
anount of that that’s converted to electricity, a
great anount of that is also converted into heat.
Heat as in ternms of heating, cooking or AC. All of
that ends up in the environnent.

Per haps the analysis of this plant or
all of the electrical generating plants in the
country mght significantly be adding to the nelting
of the Arctic ice caps and ot her problens.

If you neglect to informthe entire
popul ace of the full range of risks, costs and
dangers invol ved, then soneone’s not doing their
job. And in this case, who pays you to do your job?
Vell, we pay for the power. The power that none of
us could afford if we add the full costs of the fuel
cycle, nonetary environnmental costs frommning to
decomm ssioning were it not for the hundreds of
mllions of dollars in governnment subsidies, tax
breaks and insurance liability waivers. Take these

away, and the nucl ear energy costs many tines the
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cost of coal generation and costs nore than tw ce
the price of any solar or wi nd renewabl e energy.
But it certainly doesn’t pay for the cost of the
Medi car e

It’s no coincidence that this new round
of NRC hearings corresponds to the conprehensive
energy legislation now stalled in the Senate that
contains billions of dollars of |oan guarantees,
direct subsidies and tax breaks for the nuclear

i ndustry. What does this teach ny students? |If

you' re quick and slick, you' Il get your piece of the
pie while it’s still hot.

Vell, if the future of energy isn't safe
or cheap, it may in fact be plentiful. Rebecca

Smith, a staff reporter for the Wall Street Journa
told us on Novenmber 11th, 2003 that "The U. S

el ectric power industry lured by the prom se of
deregul ated nmarkets has added far nore generating
plants than will be needed for years, a building
boom that has thrust industry into its biggest
financial bust since the early 1980s and," and |
still quote, "in the continental United States
nearly 200,000 nmegawatts of new generating capacity,

t he equival ent of 400 big nucl ear power plants, has
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been added since 1999 boosting the total by 24
percent at a time when demand has flattened out."

She goes on to say that -- one nore
guote "No region has a greater surplus of electrical
capacity than the southeast.” And one nore quote.
"Since 1999 nore than 51, 000 negawatts of capacity
have been built in a nine state region that extends
from Loui siana to Virginia excluding Florida,
boosti ng energy capacity by a third."

Nucl ear power’s primary asset is the
rich and powerful constituency with its roots deep
in the current U. S. Governnent Adm nistration
While the Administration that you look to for a free
handout pushes | ess conservation, you're trying to
sell us nore energy that we don’'t need.

Conservation is undoubtedly the nost effective

met hod of ensuring energy security. Conservation
efforts defuse energy producers of energy by
reduci ng the need for generating capacity while
stinmul ating the technol ogi es, the research, the
manuf acturing and the job creation of nore efficient
t echnol ogy’ s progress. Less for you nmeans nore for
us.

It’s a fact that with existing

t echnol ogi es we coul d continue our current standard

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

94

of living with less than half the energy generating
capacity now in this country.

To Dominion Virginia Power | would say,
even though I’ mone of your custoners, we’'d all be
better off w thout you.

MR. CAMERON: Al exi s?

MR, ZEIGLER  Good evening. M/ nane is
Al exis Zeigler.

| don’t have a | ong prepared speech. |’'m
not an expert on nucl ear power, nuclear energy. But
anybody whose paid any attention at all to what's
going on in our world today knows that nuclear
energy is the nost expensive power that you can
generate. And it seenms a little bit |ike a charade
that we’re going through and that the real issues
were elimnated right at the beginning. W can't
tal k about -- or the environnmental inpact statenent
is not going to talk about alternative sources or
about demand. Denmand being a key issue because
Domi ni on Energy and Power has one of the weakest
demand si de nanagenent progranms of any conpany in
the country, denmand side nanagenent bei ng
conservati on

And in strictly econom c terns, demand

si de managenent in this region would probably cost a
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few cents per Kkilowatt-hour. Nuclear power is going
to cost three, four, five, ten tines that. You
couldn’t build nuclear power if you didn't have a
government subsidy. You couldn’t do it. |
chal | enge Dom nion Power to try to do it wi thout a
government subsidy. You won’t be able to do it.

So that brings us to the question of why
do we want to do this? Well, the fellow from
Dom nion says this is the only large scale
technol ogy that can neet future demand. |It’s a very
telling statement. Because you have to have an
incredible -- to make that statenent. Al over the
wor | d people are generating power either by creating
megawat ts, meani ng you use less or wind, which is
the fastest growing of the alternative energies.

If you take the train fromthe
Washi ngton, D.C. to Chicago and you'll see the big
wind mlls popping up in Pennsylvania. That’'s real
That’ s sonet hing that people are doing. It works.
That’s a | arge scale power that could neet future
demand.

But what’s telling about the statenent
is only large scale technol ogy that can neet future
demand, it’'s the only large scale technol ogy that

t hey woul d have control over; that’s the difference.
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That’ s the reason they want to do this. And | think
that’'s the reason we shoul d oppose it.
Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you. Thank

you.
Abhaya?
M5. THIELE: |’ mone of those shorter
people. |I don’t knowif this m crophone is going to

wor k or not.

MR. CAMERON: No, we can fix that. |
t hi nk.

M5. THIELE: |Is that good enough.

MR. CAMERON: But she’s on tiptoes. All
right.

M5. THI ELE: Thank you. Mich better

Thank you very much.

My nane is Abhaya Thiele. 1'ma
resi dent of Bucki ngham County. |’mnot affiliated
with any group, per se. | ama public citizen here

concerned about the environnent.

| have to say | amvery disappointed in
this meeting. | frankly think this is a sham Mbst
people in this audi ence have white name tags with

the letters NRC on them
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| was going to do a count off of Louisa
residents right now to just see. Louisa resident
that don’t have any affiliation with Dom nion or the
plant? There one, there’'s two, there’'s two --
there’s a good nunber. Well, that’'s good. |’ m happy
to see that we have citizens com ng out.

| guess what | want to speak to is ny
personal experience. | only found out about this
neeting this weekend. There has to be sonet hing
wong with a public participation process when a
very interested citizen only finds out a few days
before a neeting about it. So I would like to
encourage the NRC to contact the public newspapers,
contact the local activists, contact the schools.
W have three students here fromthe Living
Education Center, and | really applaud you for
taking the time to come out and show your interest
and | earn about this process.

| wish there were nore people of al
ages that showed your interest. Full steam ahead.
That’ s just great.

So, you know, if this is a public
process, there should be nore people here. There
have been very valid comments offered tonight, but

there aren’t very many people here. And | think

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

98

it’s really the responsibility of the NRCto do a
much better job of getting it out to the conmunity
in a layperson friendly format, not just a little
box in the bottom of the paper or a press rel ease
sent to the newspaper that gets buried.

|’ ve done sone nedia work and it really
takes a | ot of perseverance to nake individual
contacts to get the nmedia out. So that’s one point.

There is another point I'd like to
raise, is that there has been no new nucl ear reactor
built since the one that was started in 1973 and
that was conpleted in 1996? Now, | wonder why that
is? Could it be that it’s not economcally
feasible? Yes, that is why. |It’s a very, as Alexis
Zei gl er spoke to, it’s a very expensive way to get
energy. And, as a matter of fact, it is being
heavi |l y subsi di zed by our governnent. And as a
taxpayer, | don’t want to have ny tax noney put to
t hat use.

My understanding is in this particular
process, this siting process, the governnment is
pi cking up the tab for half of the costs, which is a
real |arge anount of noney. And | would think that
it would be the applicant who shoul d bear the full

cost of the process.
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| for one as a taxpayer would like to
see ny noney go to the support of energy that’s
renewabl e and safe.

| hate to say this, but with the anount
of terrorismin the world, we do not need nore
invitations to terrorists, and that’s what nucl ear
power plants are. They cannot be safe enough,
despite the clains by the nuclear industry.

So those are a few of my thoughts
tonight. | would like to cone back to the next
nmeeting and | would like to see twice as many peopl e
her e.

So thank you very nuch for letting me
have the opportunity to share these few thoughts
with you tonight.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. And thank you
for those suggestions on public notification, too.

W are going to go to some people from
the local comunity who have signed up to talk to
t oni ght.

First of all, we’'re going to go to Bill
Mir phey. And then Marione Cobb. You’ ve been with
us before? Okay. Thank you, Marione.

Bill?
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MR MURPHEY: |I'mBill Mirphey. |I'ma
resi dent of Louisa County. | do own a conputer, so

|’mable to access websites. And for the |ady who

didn’t know about the meeting, | think it’s been on
the NRC website for six nmonths or so. But we’'ll |et
t hat go.

My other comment is no nucl ear power
plants? Well, that’s in the United States. However,
worl d wi de there are about 453 power plants
operating. There are 30 under construction. About
five cone on line every year. So the United States
m ght not be doi ng anything, but the rest of the
world is.

Anyway, that’s an aside. M only
conment is really very tiny conpared to all the rest
of them that have been nmade tonight on the future of
the world and the need for power, and all that sort
of thing. No, one related to the environnental
i mpacts of units 3 and 4 here at Lake Anna. And the
reason is, is that | understood that to be the topic
of the neeting.

Part of environment that is |ess
recogni zed that w thout Dom nion Power or Virginia
Power in the past there would be no | ake here. That

the fact is the lake is here and since it’'s here, it
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has attracted a | ot of people around the | ake. So
consequentially part of the environment of the plant
is the people around the | ake. And so what | wanted
to address was the | ake | evel concerns for units 3
and 4.

Luckily for the past couple of years
we’ ve had a | ot of experience on the public response
to what happens to the |ake |l evel. And Domi nion has
been very forthcomng in supplying the actual data
in their application as to what is expected with
regards to lake level. In particular, unit 3 -- and
sonmebody nentioned this -- had evaporative |oss. And
specifically it’s about 10,000 gallons per m nute,
whi ch comes to about 23 cubic feet per second.
Wll, what's the context? The context is that the
agreement between Dom nion and the State of Virginia
requires that 40 cubic feet per second be put over
t he dam whenever the | ake |level is above 248 feet
above nmean sea level. And if it goes bel ow 248
feet, then they can cut the | ake release to 20 cubic
feet per second.

So one observation is that one shoul d
exam ne the agreenent between Dom ni on Power and the
State of Virginia on the matter of water rel eased

over the dam Now, that’'s not an NRC concern, but |
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noticed that there are Dom nion representatives
here, so I’'Il get ny dig in that way.

Now, somebody asked what the specific
response would be to a third unit. Well, in the
application they put in a graph. And this graph,
which is page 3-5-18 of 1400 pages. Anyway, this
graph shows what the | ake | evel has been since 1978
every nmonth. And it shows what it has been with the
two units in operation. But it also shows what it
would be with a third unit in operation; in other
wor ds, how rmuch further the | ake would go down.

Vell, until this last drought it didn't
even begin to come close to any sort of a technical
concern. But in talking to people, nothing nuch
happens -- well 250 is where they try to maintain
the level. But 249, nobody says nuch. 248 you get
sone conments. \Wen you get down to 247 then people
start getting concerned, they start putting articles
in the newspaper and that sort of thing. So the one
guestion that had to be asked was what’s the public
reaction to the change in the | ake | evel as a
function of height bel ow 250? And the answer is
peopl e start to get concerned when it goes down

three feet.
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Well, during this drought it went down
five feet. And if there’s a third unit in
operation, it would go down to about 7 feet bel ow
Let’s just put that fact on the side for a mnute.

What can one do about that? One
reconmendati on has been to nmake up this evaporative
| oss fromother water sources. Well, 10,000 gallons
per mnute is going to be kind of tough to get out
of ground water or deep wells. And so the second
recommendation is that Dom nion start | ooking now
into other sources of water, that is nost of the
time no additional water nmakeup woul d be needed.

But there would be times where it would be very good
for public relations to be able to make up the
evaporative loss, mainly during tinmes of drought.

So that’s for the third unit.

Now for the fourth unit, we're talking
about evaporative |oss of around 23,900 gal |l ons per
m nute, or about 54 cubic feet per second. It’'s al
opi nion, but there is no way that this can be taken
fromthe input to Lake Anna wi thout having the |ake
| evel drop, you know, beyond what is considered by
useful use for the people around the | ake.

And so toward the fourth unit, we would

like to reconmend very strongly that Dom nion | ooked
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into getting additional water from another source,

it could be fromanother river, it could be fromthe
cities, they' re processing nore, that sort of thing.
But to have an external source of water to nmake up
for the loss for the fourth unit.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

MR. MJURPHEY: (O f mcrophone).

MR. CAMERON: All right. Now you think
you got sone pretty specific stuff out there, and
we're now going to tenperature

MR, MJURPHEY: Very fast.

MR. CAMERON: All right. Howlong is
this going to take you to address tenperature?

MR. MJURPHEY: A few m nutes.

MR. CAMERON: All right.

MR. MJURPHEY: The tenperature changes
are addressed in great detail in the application
itself. And the tenperature concerns are real, but
| believe there are reasonable solutions to them

MR. CAMERON: Thank you. Thank you, M.
Mur phey.

W' re next going to go to Marione Cobb
And did | pronounce her name --

M5. COBB: You did. Thank you.
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MR. CAMERON: Thank you. And then is it
Brianne? Brian. Okay. Brianne. It |ooks nore
i ke Brianne. Ckay.

Go ahead, Mari one.

M5. COBB: | also found out about this
neeting belatedly this afternoon. | do not go on the
NRC website routinely. 1'd like never to have to go
on the NRC website. 1In fact, | would like there not

to be a nuclear plant here in the Louisa now or any
time in the future.

| am concerned about the toxicity of the
waste that’s generated. And Ernie Reed gave us
i nformation that unfortunately | need to be rem nded
of every little while to even believe that we are
doing this to ourselves.

| would like this waste not to be stored
here, and | would like this waste not to be stored
anywhere. | think this is a danger for ourselves,
for our children and our great, great, great, great,
great, great, great grandchildren.

As you all know, as he nentioned,
Pl utoni um has a one half mllion years life.

| am concerned about the subsidies for
the plant, this plant and the plants all over the

country. And | don’t know about these subsidies for
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pl ants around the world that probably don’t even
have what Dom nion and other U.S. plants m ght have
in the way of "safeguards.” But | would Iike the
subsidies to go to safer forns of energy that would
not be a threat to ne and ny children and ny

children’s children

Thank you.
MR. CAMERON: Thank you. | was doing
well, but -- and then we're going to go to Aivia

Ryan and Paul Gunter.

M5. BOYLAN. So | just noved here three
nonths ago. And | live less than 20 mles from
North Anna, and actually it was sonething that | was
concerned about before noving here. | was aware of
it, and I very much thought about not noving here
because of it.

And | just think that public health and
t he environnental events cannot be separated, and
that’s sonething that | hear people separating al
the time. And, obviously, they are one in the sane.
And that the site is obviously not environmentally
safe if we cannot take care of the plant’s waste.

It’s not -- nuclear energy is obviously
not suitable because we have no way of reintegrating

this waste back into our environment in any

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

107
foreseeable future. Cean up your own ness before
you rmake a new one.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thank you Bri anne.

aivia?

M5. RYAN. divia Ryan. |I'’ma resident
of Louisa County and Lake Anna. And | have |istened
to all the concerns. And | realize we don’'t have
all the answers, but here we are in a roomthat’s
heated, |ighted and we do need power sources. So we
have to find the answers and the way. None of us
| i ke power outages.

| spoke to a gentlenman today and he
said, | mght quote him he said he was born in a
house wi thout electricity and he lived w thout
electricity. But he didn’t |ike outages either and
he did not want to die without electricity.

So, | -- |1 ask you to keep asking the
guestions and let us all work together to find the
ri ght answers. Because we have a need and if it’s
nucl ear power, maybe there’s sonething better that
our bright students will think of. You are the key.
So we | ook to you, but we at the nonment have to rely
and work toward the future with the know edge t hat

we have and that which you will supply us later
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Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very nuch,

adivia.
Next we’'re going to go M. Paul Gunter
MR. GUNTER  Thank you. M/ name is Pau
GQunter. |I'mw th Nuclear Information and Resource

Service in Washington, D.C., the director of the
react or wat chdog project there.

And 1'd like to, first of all, just
poi nt out that we are at the beginning of a process
on a very crucial process. The representative from
Dom nion, | just caught the last part of your
presentation, but you did |iken the Code of Federal
Regul ati on that covers the early site permt process
as to a home building permit. |'d really add in
this situation it’s like getting a permt wthout a
plan for a septic system And that’s sonething
that’s not reasonable to build a hone, and it’s
certainly not reasonable to build a nuclear power
station.

And the fact that this process does
provide for the expansion of a site which in fact is
probably both the agency and the industry enphasize
that this does not authorize construction, but in

fact it is a partial construction permt. And this
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is a language that was originally in the early site
permt process that was renoved by nenbers of the
Nucl ear Energy Institute in a effort for further
stream ining and obfuscating this whole process from
a public point of view And it only continues to
raise all along that the due process is being cut
short by this same process.

| think what we’d like to offer
particularly first to the North Anna C vic Lake
Association is that recently there were two studies
that just canme out in early sumer of this year
One was prepared by the New York State Department of
Envi ronmental Protection |ooking at the Hudson River
and it was a detailed study that | ooked at both the
thermal pollution and the entrai nnent and
i mpi ngenment of fish on and through the Indian Point
units 2 and 3 nucl ear power station as well as a
coupl e of much smaller fossil fuel facilities. But
the State of New York through its DEP is engagi ng
the utilities there with regard to the significant
damage to the marine life in the Hudson River, both
in terns of the tremendous thermal discharge that’s
outgoing daily into that water resource, as well as
t he i npingenent of fish and the inpact on fish

sucked in the intake. So we’ll get you a copy of
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that study. | think that that woul d be inportant
for you to review

Anot her study we’d |ike to provide you
with is fromthe State of California, the Central
Coastal Water Region, that’s the equivalent to the
DEP for the coastal water regions of California
where they | ooked at the inpingenent and entrai nment
of fish in Diablo Cove, which is the receiving water
for Diablo Canyon’s 1 and 2 nucl ear power stations.
That study was just focused on two nucl ear power
facilities.

W' re tal king about over 2% billion
gal l ons of water a day. That's roughly a square
mle dowm to the depth of 14 feet every day being
run through that facility. Whatever is in there is,
i f not inpinged and crushed by that force of water,
is pasteurized as it goes through the facility.

So clearly one of the areas that the
Lake Anna Civic Association should be looking at is
t he inpact of not only fish but spawn of fish and
how t hat inpacts the future populations of fish in
the Lake Anna area. And this is what the State of
California is actually -- is now rel ooking at a
cease and desist order for the -- the cooling

systens for the Diablo Canyon 1 and 2 units. And
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this is, of course, an ongoing battle that’s been
several years now within the State of California and
Pacific Gas and Electric. But clearly what we're
seeing is a definite adverse inpact fromthermal
pollution to this particular water body and the fish
stocks as well as other marine life and the
nutrients in that water body.

So we' Il provide you with that.

W’ ve al so conmitted tonight to provide
you with an ongoing and increasing |list of |ake
closures and restrictions to public right of way to
| akes around nucl ear power stations because of
security reasons.

Toni ght as we’re tal ki ng about expandi ng
the site of North Anna, we’'re tal king about
expandi ng the possi bl e pre-depl oyed weapons of mass
destruction if used against us. And clearly the
| evel of sophistication of attack that was delivered
on this country, not only at the Wrld Trade Center
but in the Pentagon denonstrates that we should be
concer ned about building and expandi ng potenti al
pre-depl oyed weapons of mass destructi on.

These are only a few areas of concern
and expansi on of nuclear power will conpound a whol e

series of concerns and ri sks.
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| would just like to close w th another
concern. And that is, not only with the issue of
expanding the site, but the process by which we're
now being thrust into. And | spoke to you earlier
about our concerns about how -- just how abbrevi ated
the public opportunity is for this particular
intervention. Mre of concern is the fact that we
bel i eve and can docunent that the agency that wl|
provi de the approval, the Nucl ear Regul atory
Conmi ssi on, has already expressed a bias. And the
bias is, we believe, dangerously close to those
i ssues of pronotional activity which resulted in the
di sbandnent of its previous agency, the Atomc
Ener gy Commi ssion, because it could not abide by the
provi sion of regulating on behalf of the environnent
and the public health and safety, but had to enter
into the pronotional arena. And we believe that the
Nucl ear Regul atory Commi ssion is involved close in
that sane process now. And clearly a process which
el i m nates sone of the nbst germane issues such as
nucl ear waste and the fact that as Jerry spoke to
earlier, that everything hinges on the agency’s
confi dence that the nuclear waste problemw || be
sol ved when they’'re only | ooking at one site. And

that site in Yucca Muntain, Nevada, we already know
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to be seismcally active, to be ringed by a whole
series of very early volcanos within mles of where
we woul d put a mininumof 77,000 netric tons of
irradi ated fuel and everybody knows that water,
surface water has already been found at the
repository level. So we know that the site is
conprom sed. W know that in fact the State of
Nevada has called this process a political nugging
by its own state attorney general. And that is the
process with which this agency has confidence,
enough confidence that they re not going to all ow
the issue of nore nucl ear waste being stored on the
shores of Lake Anna to be raised in the early site
permt process and the environnental review

That is a travesty to our denocratic
process. And it is a revelation of the pronotional
attitude that is growing within this agency to
pronote an industry that is all but dead. Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

Is it Dr. James Quff?

DRN GRIFFIS: Giffis.

MR. CAMERON: Giffis. Dr. Giffis.
And then we’'re going to go to M. Sam Forrest.

Dr. Giffis?

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

114

DR GRIFFIS: JimGiffis, retired
Presbyterian pastor living on the shores of Lake
Anna.

| choose Lake Anna because of the
benefits it has. |[|’ve lived here for ten years. |
have as a hobby ki nd of done some work, covered for
one paper or two papers many public hearings. And I
see sonme of the same opposition at all those public
heari ngs speaking tonight. And | canme basically to
say somet hing positive.

" mglad for Dom nion Power’s
application. 1’mglad they re thinking about the
future, even though they may say to themwe can’'t
bui | d here.

|"mglad that they are thinking further
of others to provide electricity so that all of us
go hone and watch TV tonight.

I’mglad that the safety of this plant
shoul d be reinbursed by letting possibly anot her
pl ant be. Remenber one, two or three in the -- in
safety. These things to be aware and you’re talking
about potential grow h.

|"malso glad for the school building

and the thousands of taxes that Virginia Power pays
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to Louisa County so we citizens didn't have to build
it al one.

I"mglad for the influence it has nade
in the past 25 years in Louisa County. 1'd like to
see it continue.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Dr. Giffis.

W' re next going to Sam Forrest and then

to M. Day.

M. Forrest?

MR. FORREST: Good evening. |’'m Sam
Forrest fromLouisa. | live over at G eensprings,
and | too was lucky to get here tonight. | heard it

on the radio in the evening. So | called severa
peopl e, and nobody had heard of it. | even called
the Sheriff’s Departnent. And he didn’'t know about
it. But I'"msure he’s going to rise and get up to
speed when the terrorists cone, whatever.

It’s all been said here tonight nuch

better than | can, but I'Il just affirmny
sentiments. |’ m opposed to nucl ear energy anywhere
on earth. It’'s a bad idea. It’'s like having a

terrorist for a neighbor and you don’t know when
it’s going to strike, and everybody knows all the

reasons.
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And | want to say, not rudely, but I
don’t want to be punished by your | ack of
i magi nation. | need the power conpany to do better
and protect me.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: And thank you, M. Forest.

And we’'re going to go to M. Day and
then to Steve Montgonery.

MR. DAY. Thank you very much. 1, too,
only learned of this nmeeting rather late. And |
t hi nk maybe perhaps all parties involved could have
done, perhaps, a little bit better job of informng
of this opportunity. Perhaps Virginia Power could
have included in my bill right next to the anmount
owed and pointed out to nme that this opportunity
exi sted. But nonetheless, | want to thank the NRC
for this opportunity and |I'’minpressed by their
organi zation and their hospitality and the openness
by which this neeting has so far taken place. But
I’mat a bit of a loss of how to respond, because |
understand that this nmeeting is about the early site
permt and it seens to me with so many things taken
off the table to be considered, it seens to have

bi furcated the process.
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| didn’t nmention nmy name is Donal Day.
I’mfromCharlottesville. In fact, I'"mnot here as
an anti-technologist. In fact, |I’ma nuclear
physicist at the University of Virginia and | study
nucl ear processes through el ectron scattering at the
Nat i onal Laboratories that in fact are funded by the
Departnent of Energy. So it’s not out of fear of
nucl ear things that |’ m here.

| think what is inportant, | nean the
fact of the matter is that this process is sonmewhat
bi furcated, we know that the North Anna facility was
built for four nuclear power plants. And in fact
only two built. In fact, we’'ve learned a | ot, our
sensitivity to things environmental has been
increased. And, in fact, the world has changed
since that tinme.

But I think it’s very inmportant for the
public to decide if we want to all ow our state and
our national energy policies to be driven by the
interests of the | arge power conpanies and their
allies, and whether or not we will pursue a nore
enl i ght ened policy.

Nucl ear power cannot stand on its own.

It is a heavily subsidized energy source and there
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is no other energy source that is so heavily
subsi di zed.

There’s no solution to the nucl ear waste
probl em Peopl e have asked this question tonight
about how much nucl ear waste is extracted out of the
reactors. | |looked up in a textbook before I came
here, but after every refueling, and that depends on
how | ong -- how often that is depends on the
efficiency of the plant. Virginia Power has gone
450 days between refuelings. But at every
refueling, approximtely 1500 netric tons of highly
radi oactive waste is renoved fromthe reactor
There’s no solution to this radi oactive waste
problemthat at present is being stored on the site
wai ting for a solution that, frankly, will never
appear because of the confluence of technical and
political problens.

9/ 11 changed everything, and at the sane
time it changed nothing. The officials at Dom nion
Power have not yet realized that on their power
station exists one of the nobst attractive -- for a
terrorist organization. | do not know what the
flight tine is between the Louisa Airport, but | can

i magine that a direct hit on the spent fuel nuclear
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storage woul d have a catastrophic environnent al
I mpact .

Nucl ear power continues to face a | ot of
unf oreseen problens that will keep com ng up as they
age and the technical issues cone into light. Such
as the corrosion of the nuclear vessel heads. There
was a very serious case as Davis-Besse. And as
understand it, the reactor vessel heads at North
Anna are schedul ed to be repl aced.

What ot her problens m ght we face just
around the horizon?

To be frank, nuclear power actually is
just a ridiculously stupid and expensive mnethod for
doi ng what is nothing nore than boiling water.

There are alternatives to boiling water, ones that
don’t involve nuclear waste that |asts for hundreds
of thousands of years. And to follow up the
comments of the |last speaker, | think Virginia
deserves better than returning to a technol ogy that
| acks the public trust, that |acks the economc
vigor to stand alone and that burdens future
generations with an unwanted | egacy.

Dom ni on Power owes Virginians a better
place. And | mght note that in the words and

comments of a Domi nion Power official here tonight,
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he never nmentioned the one technol ogy, the one
opportunity to provide our future needs, and that is
conservati on

Thank you very nuch.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you, M. Day.

Do we have M. Montgonery? OCh, hi
St eve.

MR, MONTGOVERY: My nane is Steve
Mont gonery. And after hearing where so many of you
come fromto this nmeeting, | just want to wel cone
you to Louisa County. |I’mKkind of an unusua
person, because | graduated next door here in the
m d-’ 60s and then went on to college. And I
couldn’t wait to get of Louisa. And then after
teaching school in the big city one year, | said,
man, | amready to get back to Loui sa.

So | canme back here and taught physi cal
education and coached football and track. And then
at about 1974 | sawthis little advertisenent about
t he nuclear plant that was being built. And | just
sai d, gosh, you know, this sounds |ike an
opportunity. And | was nervous, but | said just |et
me check into this.

And so | went down and, you know, |

thought it really sounded |ike a great chance to
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enhance nysel f and take a new chal |l enge. And t hat
was 29 years ago. And |I’ve been at Dom nion North
Anna ever since.

Bot h of ny boys have worked there. My
wi fe, who taught school for 30 years with 29 years
of those being in Louisa County, retired two years
ago and she now works there part-tinme in the
processi ng center.

My grandson, | took pride taking him
down and letting himswimin the |ake. W fished
after we go out and fish.

And | guess in general, | just want to
l et you know that I'mreally proud that | work
there. And fromliving in Louisa all ny life, |’ve
seen unbel i evabl e changes in this country.

My dad had the only grocery store in
this area. And, you know, it was just to see what’s
changed. Not just because of North Anna, but just
because of the people that have cone here, like for
the lake folks. And | don't call themthe |ake
folks, we're all Louisa residents. And it’s just --
I’mjust really proud to be a resident here.

And as far as the early site permt, |
feel very confortable with this. | nmean, |I'm

planning to live here. I'mgoing to retire in three
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years, which |I probably shouldn’t be saying right
now, but anyway ny wife and I |live here, and we plan
to live here. | hope to be able to work part-tine at
North Anna when | do retire.

And when | bring people into the plant
as far as, you know, when they conme there to work
for part-tinme work or whatever, after | talk to them
t hey have a whole different view of nuclear power
after they’'ve worked there. And the safety record
and just what we’'re doing to protect the
environnent. Because this is our county, and |'m
proud of it. And | hope we can continue to protect
it.

And | hope sonetine with this being a
ni ght neeting, that you' Il conme to Louisa again in
the daytine and just see what we have here and what
we have to offer

Thanks.

MR. CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you very
much.

W' re going to go next to Brian Buckl ey
and then Page Kenp.

Bri an?

MR. BUCKLEY: No, thanks.

MR. CAMERON: All right. No, Brian.
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All right. Page Kenp?

MR, KEMP: My name is Page Kenp and |
do live in Louisa County. And just |ike Steve,
lived here all my life.

| started in North Anna about the same
time that Steve did. | just want you to know
support this process tonight, that you could cone
out and talk about this early site permt and your
comment. | appreciate those. But | tell you as a
menber of the staff at North Anna Power Station, |
personal ly and | know all the enployees at North
Anna are conmitted to nuclear safety at that site.
W want to nake sure we operate it safely. W want
to make sure the enpl oyees are safe. W want people
in the public to be safe. But we’'re also focused on
environnental safety . And | believe if you | ook at
the operating record at North Anna, what we have
done, we have hel ped the air quality and the
environnental quality around the North Anna Power
Station.

| know we all are committed to that and
we will continue to be conmtted to environnental
safety at North Anna. And | do support the early
site permt process. And | hope it’s approved by

t he Nucl ear Regul atory Conmi ssi on.

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




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

124

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Page.

Is there a Bill Streit?

MR STREIT: Yes.

MR. CAMERON: Bill? And then we’'re
going to go to --

MR, STREIT: Good evening. M nane is
Bill Streit. |I’ma resident of Louisa County al so.
And | wasn’t sure if |I was going to say anything
tonight. | put ny name on the card because | wanted
to see what the process was like. And | do
appreci ate the process that people are able to cone
and speak, and that’s why | want to add mnmy voice to
ot hers who have spoken in opposition to this
proj ect .

| grew up in Pennsylvania not far from
Three Mle Island. O course, not far enough. And
| presently belong to a novenment called the Catholic
Wrker, and it has a long history of opposing war
and nucl ear weapons. So ny opposition to nucl ear
weapons is not only the nightnmare at the opposing
their use, but their very existence because of the
pol I ution and the poisoning of the planet. And
whet her it’s wastes from nucl ear weapons or waste

froma conmercial reactor, it’s poison
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It seens to ne it doesn’t make any sense
when we don’t have, as was said so well by so nmany
others here, we don’t have any solution to this
probl em why create nore of the probl enf

My ten year old son and ny six year old
daughter -- well, my two daughters woul d ki nd of see
this as just a very commopn sense thing. You know,
if we don't know what we’re doing with all the waste
that’s piling up already, you know, why create nore.
It’s like the toilet that doesn’t work, you know.

So | would really like to be a part of a
meeting in the future that tal ks seriously about
dismantling the power stations at Lake Anna and t hat
seriously considers alternative ways of energy and
conservation

Presently we live in a way that we burn
wood, we trying to find many ways of not using as
much power as the planet seens to be crazy in using.
So, yes, | appreciate the electricity but at what
cost ?

So | really believe that in people
power, that people’s voices can join together. So
|’d just for the record like to put nmy nane down as

an unequi vocal no.
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MR. CAMERON: All right. Thank you,
Bill.

Al ex?

M5. McGEE: H . M nane is Al ex MGCee.
And |I've lived in Albermarle County for three years.
And | lived in Louisa County for six years before
t hat .

And in the business | ran here nmany
custoners were Dom ni on Power enployees, so | am
definitely aware of the econom c value of the plant
bei ng here.

| previously lived in Utah with ny
parents where they have seen the tragedy of "down-
wi nders”. This is the termused for cities
subj ected to radi oactive waste in testing in the
1940s. And these people were assured by the
Governnent hat they were safe. And these people are
now suffering fromdeformties and their children
are suffering fromdeformties.

My parents’ hone state, Utah, is a
popul ar destination for the nuclear waste that no
one knows what to do with. Inpoverished Navaj os are
resorting to selling their Iand for nucl ear waste

st or age.
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As a consumer of Dom nion Power, | would
i ke my consumer dollars to go to wind and hydro
power, not nuclear power. | believe these are safer
for enployees and all citizens. And as a taxpayer,
| would like to ask of the NRC to use your
government influence to reallocate governnent
subsi di es away from nucl ear power and towards hydro
and wi nd power.

| understand that the process tonight
instructs you not to consider alternative energy
options at this time. But | ask you to deny this
application sinmply on the basis of the unknown
dangers of nucl ear energy. Then Dom nion Power wil|l
have to exam ne alternative energy now

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thank you, Al ex.

W' re going to go to M. Anrzic -- |
think -- no. Anzic Sullivan and then Jon Kessler.

MS. SULLIVAN:. There are M. Anrics, |'m
just not one of them M nane is Anzic Sullivan. |
live in Green County.

And 1'd like to begin by saying that the
Louisa County line is a fiction created by humans.
And the fish and the water and the air don’t

recogni ze county lines. And so even though it may
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be Louisa s backyard, it’s also ny backyard all the
way to Green County.

| don’t have a Ph.D in biology or
engi neeri ng or nuclear physics, or any other kind of
science. But | do, however, have a Ph.D in "oops".

All of ny life |I’ve been living
downstream and |’ve noved around quite a lot. At
the age of two | was irradiated around the neck
area. Not to save ny life, but because the very
earnest doctors that ny parents trusted ny care to
had a new treatnment for ny condition. It was an old
condition, it was going to go away all by itself,
but they had this new nucl ear medicine thing that
they wanted to use. And so 27 years later | was
di agnosed with thyroid cancer.

The doctors cut ny throat and took out
ny thyroid, and now | take a pill everyday to
regul ate nmy hornones. Qops the doctor said to nme at
that tine. So sorry, we didn’t know.

During nmy childhood in Virginia | played
in clouds of DDT every night during the sumrer that
were used to kill nosquitoes

For m |1l ennia human bei ngs sl apped

nosqui toes to kill them
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Wien | went to college | lived in a very
rural and beautiful part of New Engl and where the
| akes died fromagricultural run-off, and | drank
the water that was infused with that run-off.

For 30 years | lived downstream fromthe
Connecticut Nucl ear Power plant that O d Dom nion
runs. And 27 years after | was in college | was
di agnosed with breast cancer. | had both my breasts
cut off to save ny life so that | could raise ny two
young daughters. And | was punped full of
chenot herapy i n hopes that the breast cancer would
be elimnated. The cost at that time, which was ten
years ago, was approxi mately $500, 000 for ny
treatment. | don’t know who |ives down downstream
fromthe chenotherapy that | peed into the toilet,
but sonebody does. Oops, so sorry. W didn’'t know
about that.

It’s ten years later and this past June
| was diagnostic with netastatic breast cancer.
Qops, so sorry. W didn’t know.

| stand before you as one of mllions of
ordi nary wonmen who are |ike the canaries who were
taken into the coal mnes in an earlier

t echnol ogi cal age; so that by their death they woul d
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warn the mners that their environment was corrupted
and fatal.

| have now two daughters, Virginia
resi dents, and a granddaughter 18 nonths old and
t heref ore have a huge enotional investnment in there
bei ng no nore oops, so sorry. W didn't know. W
do know. And you scientists who are very earnest
and dedi cated people, just as nmy oncol ogists are,
and just as my doctor when | was two years ol d was,
you know, too. But we get disconnected from what we
know.

W do know, as has been said very
el oquently by the scientists who have spoken
al ready, that radiation is exceedi ngly dangerous and
toxic. W do know that Mirphy’s Law says that what
can go wong, will go wong. Think Chernobyl, Three
Mle Island and so forth. And by the way, didn't we
just invade Irag, supposed nucl ear capacities far
| ess serious than the one that exists in Louisa
County.

W do know that the half |ife of spent
nucl ear material is far longer than our ability to
contain it. And we do know that nonied interests are
nore interested in technol ogy which can enrich them

further than in finding safe sources of energy which
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are less lucrative and woul d protect soneone |ike ne
or ny daughter or your sister.

Thi nk Exxon Val dez. Think Enron. Think
Karen Si| kwood. Erin Brochovich. A Cvil Action.

| amtruly struck by the concern of the
regul ations for the "risk" to the "applicants" in
this process. Because it gives it a kind of human
quality to use those words. And | woul d just
remenber that risk in this context is financial and
applicant is a corporation, a non-human, nonliving
entity. And | ask that those of you on the nuclear
regul ation conmttee whose salaries ny tax dollars
pay, that higher consideration be given to the risk
tothe Iife and health and ny daughter, the water,
the air and the animals than to the financial risk
of 21st century of robber barons who are so
di sconnected fromreality that they cannot see the
risk not just to me, but to their own famlies.

I’mglad for those people who |ive near
Lake Anna who have not gone through the nedica
situations that | have. And | hope that that
continues to be so. But there is no way based on
the research |’ve done that | can believe that | am
simply an unusual or unlucky person in this

envi ronnment .
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To the scientists and engi neers who work
for the NRC, | believe that you re dedicated to
ensuring safety in nuclear energy. | truly believe
that. | spoke with sone of you earlier. | don't
doubt your integrity or your intelligence. However,
it is obvious to those of us who |ive downstream and
have been doing so for our entire lives, and
experienci ng the consequences of thousands of
scientists over the past 100 years, we know that the
only safe decision, the only decision that carries
no risk is the decision not to use nucl ear deci sion.

We know that. We don't need nore research

I"'mwilling to put on an extra sweater.
I"'mwilling to drive less. I"'mwlling to use sol ar
power. I'mwlling to sweat nore in the sumrer. |'m

willing to slap nosquitoes if it neans that mny
daughter and your sister don't have to go through
what |'ve been through.

And | ask that you please connect to ne.
Pl ease connect to the risk to ny granddaughter and
yours above that of non-living corporate structures.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: M. Kessler and M. Burke

and M. Robert Bishop.
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MR, KESSLER: I'Il try to make this
pretty brief.

|"’ma Charlottesville resident. | |ived
in Louisa for ten years and I’ve lived in
Charlottesville for six years. |’ma honeowner
there and al so a business owner of a food business.
So it’s within 30 mles of the nuclear plant.

I’d like to thank the NRC people for
com ng and organizing this event. And |I'd also |ike
to thank the workers at the plant for keeping the
pl ant as safe as possible.

| wanted to coment on a coupl e of
process issues regarding -- a couple have been
mentioned earlier. The safety review process, |
think that there is a timng issue there that has
been addressed, and |1'd like to see that date for
comrent extended.

And | also think there’'s a | arger
problemw th the waste issue. |f sonmeone has made
sone decision at sonme point that waste is not being
consi dered as part of the environnmental inpact, it
seens like a major problem There's been waste in
the plant for the whole existence, and there’' s no
reason to think -- | mean, there’s always going to

be waste there, even if it’s transported out of the
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county. Even if it is transported, it’ll still be
generated there, so the waste issue has to be
addr essed.

One ot her environnmental issue | wanted
to nention was as far as drought and water issues,
we recently had a pretty severe drought, but | don’t
t hi nk that would be the worst case scenario for the
time we're |ooking at in the next, probably, 30
years or nore that the plant is in operation. CQur
climate is changing. There is evidence to suggest
that it’s not necessarily a slow and steady change,
but rather it could be nore like a switch that
switched on and off. It could change nuch nore
dramatical ly.

And so | woul d encourage when the water
i ssues are exam ned, that nore severe droughts are
consi dered, certainly than the one a couple of years
ago, recently. Even worse than any on record, |
woul d suggest bei ng consi der ed.

And finally, to the Dom ni on Power
people. There’'s an institute called the Rocky
Mountain Institute that works with power conpanies
to hel p them see how they can nost profitably, you
know, invest their noney. And they can certainly

hel p even with subsidies that m ght be available for
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nucl ear power. | believe that with the noney that

t he power conpany -- and |’ mnot a Dom ni on custoner
-- woul d have to invest in the power plant, they
could help them nmake a nore profitable investnent.
So that’s the Rocky Mountain Institute and they do
have a website.

Thank you very nuch.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Jon

M. Robert Bishop. And then we’'re going
to go to our last three speakers for the evening,
starting to M. Lou Zeller after that.

Ch, I"'msorry. D dwe get |an Burke?
Was that you. GCkay. Go ahead, lan. |I'msorry. |
ski pped you.

MR. BURKE: No problem Ckay.

So there is a very cheap answer to the
energy problem which is to use nmuch, nuch | ess of
it. There were about -- | don’t know -- 20 percent
of us in the world who live |ike we Americans do,
yet we use 80 percent of its resources. So |I’msure
we could use nuch, nuch less. And if you' re worried
about terrorist attacks against the nuclear plants,
t hen maybe you should tell your government to stop

funding to terrorist organizations.
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The NRC clains that it can produce this
electricity with mnimal effects on the environnent,
but all it can do is postpone the effects by further
regul ati ons and burying its waste underground for
future generations to deal with. These things that
we’ re burying underground are | eaking into our
under ground aqui fers and poi soni ng the environnment.
All it’s going to do is leave it for, like I said,
ot her people to deal to deal with later instead of
us.

It’s already been pointed out nost of
the effects of the isotopes that are produced in
nucl ear waste. One of them plutonium which one
pound of it is enough to give everybody in the world
cancer. And in the year 2000 it was estimted that
nucl ear power had generated 1,139 tons of plutonium
In building the nuclear power plants we nust
renmenber that the costs go way beyond that of
econom ¢ deci sions that govern the decisions that
t hi ngs such as the power conpany entities make. But
it causes high environnmental devastation one way or
another -- if there is a nuclear neltdown. Build
this nuclear reactor? | don't think so. Killing
tens of thousands of people and not to nention years

of genetic nmutation in all wal ks of life.
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W don’t need nucl ear power, we need
conservation. W need to respect current
generations and future ones. Using the earth’s
resources for our material needs cannot do any of
this. Please don't build this nuclear reactor and

respect ourselves and our children, and their

chil dren.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you very nuch.

And now we go to M. Bob Bishop and then
Lou Zeller.

MR. BI SHOP: Good eveni ng.

G ven the hour of the night, I’ m going
to quickly sunmarize ny prepared conments. But |
did want to take the opportunity to give you ny
per specti ve.

|"ve been involved in nuclear matters
for six nmonths shy of 40 years now. | know that’s
hard to i magi ne, a young fellow such as |I. But |
started out being asked to operate nucl ear
submarines. Becane involved in the design and
construction of nuclear power plants, the licensing
of them Wrked in state government hel pi ng devi se

a state energy policy which those of us who are old
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enough to renenber, always called the first energy
crises back in 1973/1974.

Then becane a |lawer. Got involved in
working with the construction, design and |icensing
of nucl ear power plants. And nost recently, |’ m now
with an organization called the Nucl ear Energy
Institute involved in addressing generic,
regul atory, legal, technical, comrunication,
political issues associated with nucl ear energy and
all of its uses.

As probably the first spokesperson
tonight, the gentleman fromthe Lake Anna Civic
Associ ation observed, it is certainly not illogical
or unreasonable to be concerned about those things
that you do not understand. | cone to you tonight
with the experience of having been involved in
virtually every facet of this technology for a great
period of tine, and perhaps one of the few people
you' || have the opportunity to talk with who relied
on it, not only purposely but willingly, living
within 120 feet of an operating nucl ear reactor for
the better part of six years. That was not just ny
job, that was what | did, that was how | chose to
serve nmy country. It gave nme a healthy respect to

the technology. It also enabled ne to have the
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perspective that, unfortunately, many of you do not
of understanding what it is, howit can be used, how
it can be msused. But it gives me the opportunity
to observe that | do respect it, but | do not fear
it. But let me just give you a couple of quick
coments from ny perspective.

|’ ve been also involved in this process,
as it turns out, working on |icensing nuclear power
plants and working with a variety of entities, as
you mght inmagine, in a variety of different context
in trying to use what we have to nmake the best
deci sions we can. And that includes a |licensing
process that will result in a decision that is
better informed, that is reached in a nore tinely
fashi on.

In ny view, it is nost inportant for
there to be an answer that this is a suitable
facility or not as soon as possible. The process
that the NRC enbarked on, and | happened to be
i nvol ved from 1987 on, was to try to anal yze and
devel op a process that would be nore efficient and
nore effective in terns of resources of people, in
terns of technology, in terns of enabling decision

makers to cone to their best possible decision.
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That’'s resulted in a series of
evol utions of the licensing process. It’s resulted
in federal |aw which has created and changed sone
aspects of it that the NRC was evaluating. And it is
t he process that has now been undertaken in this
first context by Dom nion, by two other conpanies as
you have heard in Mssissippi and in Illinois.

| think it interesting that today marks
the 50th anniversary of a speech by President
Ei senhower now called the "Atons for Peace" speech
He decl ares, and our Congress has supported that in
the 50 years since, that it is our national policy
to pronote the peaceful use of nuclear energy
consistent with the common defense and security,
consistent with the protection of the public health
and safety.

| can’t speak for the NRC. | can assure
you fromny perspective that is what | do, that is
what | aminterested in. It is, obviously, up to
each of you to make your own decisions. But | think
a nunber of you have observed that the people before
you and those of you here present have w ong
perspectives, but | think there’s no question that
everyone here is trying to reflect on what they

bel i eve, what they understand, what they know and
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hel p the NRC come to the best possible decision it
can.

Agai n, just enphasize a coupl e of
points. This is not to construct this plant. The
reason this process has been segnented the way it
has is so tinmely decisions can be made in an orderly
sequence. And the first thing to do is find out if
this site is suitable. Dom nion and other conpanies
are |l ooking, as they nust, to carry out their
responsibilities to their custoners for new sources
of energy. |If they are granted an early site permt
for this station, that neans that they could use
this facility, this site to build a nucl ear power
plant. They could also use it for other facilities,
potentially. But their job is not an easy one.

|"ve been involved, again, in a variety
of contexts and | do know that they take their job
seriously to try to do the best they can to satisfy
the needs and the legal responsibilities that they
have.

W can certainly -- | think because of
t he hour of the night, | would not enphasize anynore
t han observe that those of you who understand
nucl ear energy, who have been following it from

what ever your perspective, you understand that
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there’s no technology that isn’t w thout risk.
There are many that have benefits and there’ s al ways
a question of public policy to evaluate the risk and
the benefit to try to come to the nost infornmed
deci si on possi bl e.

The environnental benefits of nucl ear
are not well known, and are certainly not
enphasi zed. | just did a quick analysis and, for
exanpl e, nuclear energy in Virginia caused there to
be roughly 7 mllion -- it’s a big nunber -- netric
tons |l ess of carbon. That’'s pretty easy to
visualize that that’s a huge anmobunt. Not to be
emitted into the environment in 2002 because of the
operation of their nuclear facilities.

When you tal k about environnent, you
need to understand that there are a variety of
di fferent aspects to the environnent |ike other
sources of other energies that have different
i npacts on the environnent.

You shoul d know t hat nucl ear energy does
not emt greenhouse gases. That is of grave concern
to many who study and worry about environnental

future
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Nitric oxide, sulfur dioxide, hopefully
you know of themand certainly there are a nunber of
peopl e who have sone experience in that context.

This is a process to provide nore
opportunity for public participation. This is one
exanple. If you had an opportunity to be here at the
first of the presentation, you will see that this
systeminvol ves the public a great deal nore, a
great deal earlier before the decisions are nade
t hat becone nore and nore difficult to change.

If Dom nion were to actually decide to
build a facility, all of the issues that have been
raised -- | shouldn’'t say all. Mny of the issues
t hat have been raised, |ike need for power, I|ike
other alternatives, will be dealt with at that tine.
But, again, this is supposed to be a | ogica
t hought ful segmented process so that the issue here
is this site suitable for possible future
devel opnent. It is not a guarantee that there wll
be a nucl ear power plant here. That is a decision
that will be nade in the future as Dom ni on goes
about its responsibilities.

| think it is inmportant, this is the
first of these neetings under this new systemthat

|’ ve been able to participate. | think those of you
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who have been throughout can better understand the
val ue of the regulator getting a perspective that
each of you individually bring. That is not to say

t hat anyone of us are going to be able to control
the decision, but | think it’s inportant for each of
us to have this kind of opportunity to register our
Vi ews.

| think that this process and Dom nion’s
exercise of it, its |leadership in going forward in
this area is a very inportant and positive step for
eval uating in a consci ousness way how their
responsibilities for future energy supply can be
achi eved.

And | thank you

MR. CAMERON: Thank you, Bob

W' re going to M. Lou Zeller now. And
then we’re going to Brendan Hoffman and Davi d.

Lou?

MR ZELLER® M nane is Lou Zeller. |I'm
on the staff of the Blue Ri dge Environnental Defense
League. Blue Ridge is about to celebrate its 20th
anni versary next March. |’ve been on the staff with
Bl ue Ri dge since 1986.

After hearing the |last speaker, |I'm

forced to conjecture if the Nuclear Energy Institute
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is | obbying the President to adhere to the
provi sions of the -- protocol under the United
Nations framework to reduce greenhouse gases.

Let’'s take a | ook at what North Anna has
rel eased into the environment, if not carbon
di oxi de. 1’ve brought several docunents here. I
was in sonewhat of a hurry. But |I want to include
t hese docunments by reference into the hearing record
t oni ght.

This is a scoping hearing for the
Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssi on under which we are
asked to submit information which the Nucl ear
Regul at ory Comm ssi on shoul d consider in the
devel opnent of this environnmental inpact statenent.
That’ s why | have prepared these docunents.

This is fromthe Nuclear Regul atory
Conmi ssi on, NUREG CR- 2907, radioactive materials
rel eased from nucl ear power plants. This was an
annual report from 1988. |’ve selected 1988, about
15 years ago, because of the cancer | atency peri od.
After 20 years you have -- and | believe you are
begi nning -- maybe beginning to reap the whirlw nd.

In this report, this NUREG report, there
was a risk in here for the North Anna plant 40

mles northwest of R chnond, unit 1 and unit 2.
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There are airborne effluents and radionuclides
rel eased whi ch nunber 26 including sone of the
cesium and other elenments that were nentioned by
previ ous speakers. Liquid effluents, nuclear -- or
radi onucl i des rel eased nunber 32 in this report.
And just scanning the highlights here. The vol une
of total liquid tritiumreleased in that year was
1,940 liters.

The volunme of liquid -- waste total
prior to dilution released, again in 1988, was 338
mllion liters. And that’s not accounting for the
dilution, which is four orders of nagnitude greater
t han that.

| have another docunent here. This is
t he Departnent of Energy award contract, contract
nunber DEAC0299CH1088 which is granted to Duke/
Cogera/ St one & Webster on March 22, 1999. This is a
pl ut oni um fuel program by whi ch nucl ear weapons
di smant| ed war heads which are laying around in
various sites around the United States woul d be
fabricated into fuel to be used in reactors. This
is a very bad program W have expended -- Bl ue
Ri dge has expended a great deal of energy opposing
this program And the reason | bring it to you

tonight is because in here it nmentions North Anna.
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Under the mission reactors to perform
irradi ation services for plutoniumfuel fromthese
war heads turned into nuclear power fuel rods, the
contractor expressed the warning that Duke Power
Conpany and the Virginia Electric Power Conpany
shal |, subject to regulatory approval, provide
irradi ation services, etcetera, etcetera. They
mention in here the reactors that operate by Duke
Energy in North and South Carolina and North Anna
unit 1 and North Anna unit 2. It also goes -- in
the contract which is still in force by the way. |
know t hat North Anna has been supposedly w t hdrawn,
but it’s still in the contract which I’mholding in
ny hands. It says further should a m ssion reactor,
that’s a reactor burning plutoniumfuel, need to be
repl aced for the reasons stated above, the
contractor is to propose a replacenment m ssion
reactor to the contracting officer and the proposal
shall include the follow ng: an expl anati on of why
the replacenent is necessary, a schedul e,
nodi fication regardi ng safety and enforcenent
records, etcetera, etcetera.

|’d be glad to provide nore infornmation

about this in witten coments.
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Okay. There’'s just two nore here, and
"1l be very quick, Chip. And | appreciate the tine
here tonight. | appreciate the people, the Nuclear
Regul at ory Conm ssion com ng here tonight and
provi ding us an opportunity.

This is -- this was generated by
Institute for Energy and Environnmental Research in
April of 1996. This is a relatively recent docunent.

In here it says "the revelations of the
past two decades such as systematic environnental
m smanagenment, fabricated data, coverups and hunman
experinments w thout inforned consent have eroded any
faith in that priesthood that the public may have
had." That is the nuclear priesthood. "In the
meanti ne, reliance on nucl ear power has grown and
the already | arge quantities of weapons-useable
plutoniumin the world are rising rapidly." He
guot es Johanson here. "It will not be possible to
provi de energy needed to bring a decent standard of
living to the world’s poor with a sustai ned economic
wel | being of the industrialized countries in
environnental |y acceptable ways if the present
energy course continues. The path of sustainable
society requires nore efficient use and a shift to a

variety of renewabl e energy resources.”
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The Uni on of Concerned Scientists in
here saying with regards to the new reactor designs
whi ch are on the draw ng board, perhaps for North
Anna if Dom nion goes forward with this project, the
Uni on of Concerns Scientists says regardi ng advanced
reactors, as a general proposition "there is nothing
i nherently safe about nucl ear reactors regardl ess of
the attention to design, construction, operation and
managenent of nucl ear reactors. There's al ways
somet hi ng that coul d be done or not done to render
t he reactor dangerous."”

Finally, in the prelimnary statenents
tonight there was a reference to the Nationa
Envi ronmental Policy Act and what nust be consi dered
in this docunent. Well, according to ny
under st andi ng of the | aw that under the Nationa
Environmental Policy Act the no action alternative
nmust al so be considered. The no action alternative
i f power needs are rising, forces us to consider
other forns of power generation. Not only fossil
fuel but the other forns which are renewabl e.

And according to -- affordable energy
plan for the southern United States published by
REPP, which is the Renewabl e Energy Policy Project

i n Washi ngton, D.C., "progressive energy prograns

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

150

wi Il reduce the annual growh due to demand to
electricity from1.8 percent to seven tenths of a
percent. As a result, 236 mllion nmegawatts of new
demand which is the equival ent of the output of 112
new power plants 300 nmegawatts each in size can be
avoi ded." Under the -- part of the saving from
efficiency prograns will be used to increase the use
of renewabl e generation. Under the plan renewable
sources will growto provide ten percent of the
el ectricity generated in the region by the year
2020.

It addresses nucl ear power in here, and
| don’t want to go -- nuclear power has been a
controversial and an expensive source of power since
the 1960s. It has received 95 percent of the total
federal subsidies for [nuclear, wi nd and sol ar?]
since 1947. \Wen adjusted for total power
production, nuclear power has been 18 tines nore
expensive than power in ternms of subsidy received
over the first 25 years of either technol ogy’s
devel opnent.

| will have witten conments before the
end of the comment period here.

According to our estimation, nuclear

power is a public health catastrophe hidden in plain
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sight. | encourage people of Louisa County to join
in our planned intervention in addition to the
ongoi ng process which is kicked off here tonight,
t he environnental inpact statenment. The deadline
for that, as has been said, in January 2nd. And |
have a list here as it’s grow ng already.

Thank you.

MR. CAMERON: Okay. Thank you, Lou. And
t hank you for coming up all the way from North
Car ol i na.

W' re going to go to Brendan Hof f man and
then our | ast speaker, David Ritter.

Br endan?

MR. HOFFMAN: Good evening. Thanks for
sticking around. M nane is Brendan Hoffrman. |’ m
with Public Citizen in Washington, D.C

| just wanted to start out with a
guestion, actually, first. 1’mnot sure if it’]
get answered tonight, so it may just be a rhetorical
guestion. But ny question is why the North Anna
site was chosen in the first place?

As we heard, it’s very expensive to file
the early site permt application even with the
massi ve governnent subsidies. So |I’m sure that

Dom ni on thought very carefully about what site they
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were going to choose. This is the only one
currently that they ve applied for. So, |’ m not
sure whether we’'ll find out why North Anna
specifically as opposed to all the other potenti al
sites around the country that could have been
chosen, why North Anna was picked.

Second, | wanted to draw your attention
to a study that was just released on Friday. A
study by G eenpeace France. The study is,
obvi ously, in French, but there is an English
| anguage sunmary avail able. | know we’ ve beat en
this point over the head so far tonight that this is
not going to be part of the early site permt
application process, but | think it’s worth pointing
out anyway that the study found that dollar for
dol lar the investnent dollars put towards a nuclear
power plant, an equal nunber of dollars could create
five tinmes as many jobs and 2.3 times as nuch
el ectricity as a nuclear power plant would. So |
think that’s worth thinking about just in terns of
whet her or not nuclear power is really the best
opti on.

As | understood the argunment fromthe
gentl| eman representing Dom nion, it seemed that at

current usage rates it seens we're going to need
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nore power and we don’t want to rely exclusively on
natural gas and inport that, therefore we' re going
to need to build nuclear power plants. And this just
seens |ike another option -- dollar seens |ike a far
better val ue. Cbviously, though, conservation is the
best and cheapest way to go with preserving that
power .

And finally, | just wanted to reiterate
| believe that the period for intervention needs to
be extended. As | understand it, it seens that al
the information that has been rel eased that will be
used for the safety evaluation report, all that
information is out yet it seens that the NRCis
going to be taking nonths and nonths to review that
data and rel ease their report, whereas the public is
given one nonth to fornulate their interpretations.

And that one nonth period includes two najor federal

hol i days.

So, in the interest of tinme, that's it.
Thanks.

MR. CAMERON: Thank you.

And Dave Ritter.

MR. RITTER Ckay. Thanks, everyone,
for sticking in there. 1'Il try to be really quick

so everyone can nmake a rush for the bat hroom
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Let’'s see. Soneone earlier said that
maybe there’ s sonething better, one of the earlier
commenters. Maybe there’s a better option than
nucl ear.

Vwell, first of all, I"'msorry. | didn't
i ntroduce nyself properly. David Ritter, Public
Citizen from Washington, D.C. W’re a nonprofit
public interest group representing approxi mately
150,000 U. S. citizens and we don’t take any
corporate or governnment noney.

Nucl ear is a waste of resources. It’'s a
waste of financial, natural and intellectual
resources. And as far as the comments that people
can put in here tonight, what people really care
about are making public conments that matter, that
potentially can nake some kind of difference. And
having participated in a |l ot of these processes for
nucl ear plants and nucl ear waste, | can say that
there’s quite a substantive difference between
subm tting public comments within the public coment
period where they' re sinply tallied up and put in
di fferent colums of how many people said
approxi mately this and how many people said
approxi mately this versus having the actual quasi -

| egal process that includes contention and
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adj udi cation. That’'s where the comments can really
make a difference. And that’s what people really
care about, so that therein is the reason behind our
request to indefinitely extend the period for
subm tting contentions based on the |ack of a SER
and the draft environnmental inpact statenent at this
point in time.

O hers spoke of how expensive nucl ear
is. Public Citizen, we did a report on that within
the last couple of years that discusses how states
that rely nore on nucl ear power ratepayers tend to
pay nore for their electricity. And you can find
that on our website at www citizen. org.

There was a comenter who made the
bui I di ng and honme anal ogy. | think Paul Qunter
al ready spoke about this, but I'd also like to throw
inthat ny -- | don't live in a house, | live in an
apartment. But ny apartnent doesn’t rel ease
radiation on a regular basis. It doesn’t require an
evacuation plan, only if there is a fire, of course.
But for other people. There's no iodine pills if you
live nearby ny apartnent.

Domi nion as far as whether they're
real ly devel oping a plan for a new plant there, |

think it’s alnbst certain that they are, otherw se
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t hey woul d not be investing the substanti al
quantities of nmoney in order to go through this
early site permt process.

And, of course, someone brought up
earlier the clean air energy mnythol ogy was brought
back for us. This, not only is it problematic to
make that assertion when you consider all of the
greenhouse em ssions and the use of fossil fuels
involved in the entire fuel stream for nucl ear
ener gy, because you have to renmenber that the
nucl ear fuel, the uraniumwhat goes into the heart
of the reactor itself, it doesn't just magically
appears there. It actually cones from sonmewhere.
And then when it is done for the purposes of boiling
the water, the nuclear fuel is renoved and then it
has to go somewhere. And all of these processes
frommning, processing the uraniumto taking it to
Yucca Mountain, if indeed that is going to be the
al l eged solution, all of these things are going to
take nmassive quantities of fossil fuels and will in
their own way contribute to greenhouse gases, gl obal
war m ng, whatever, carbon di oxi de em ssions we want
to tal k about there.

And then the concept of -- oh, the one

thing | wanted to say is regardl ess of the -- above
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and beyond the greenhouse gas em ssions, the gl obal
war m ng contribution that nuclear may or may not
make to one degree or another, we're presented with
a fal se choice here of whether we want -- do we want
gl obal warm ng or do we want nucl ear waste and the
water to be drained fromour |ocal |ake?

So, you know, it’'s do you want to be
el ectrocuted or do you want to be hanged? It’s your
choice. So | think that’'s a false choice to present
to the public, and it’s al so questionable just on
the scientific basis if you really |ook at the
entire fuel cycle.

Paul al ready al so spoke about the
streamining of the processes. 1'd just like to
ki nd of add onto that in saying that over time and
especially within, you know, |ike the last 10 or 15
years the NRC appears to be really noving in the
direction fromregul ating the nuclear industry to
pronoting it. And we're seeing that over and over
in rapid succession with early site permts,
conbi ned |icenses, the | TAAC program inspections
tests, analysis and acceptance criteria. The
deregul ati on of radioactive waste, which includes
al l owi ng radi oactive waste to be recycled into a

wi de variety of products. And the |ack of oversight
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at Davi s-Bessi e where at nuclear plants you
basically had a situation where it’s |ike you watch
yoursel ves and we trust you that you' re going to be
| ooking at things carefully. And sane with | TAAC
You do the inspection and then we’ll rubber stanp

t he paper and nove on fromthere.

M. Day’s remarks that nuclear can't
stand on its own. Very true. And I'd like to just
again we need -- can’'t forget about Price-Anderson.
While there are many | think show stoppers, as they
were called in a recent business produced report on
the future nucl ear renai ssance for nucl ear energy,
that the one that just should never be forgotten is
the Price-Anderson subsidy. If the nuclear industry
really had to provide, really had to pay market
rates and really had to go out and get its own
i nsurance, it didn’t have any taxpayer or governnment
subsi dy, then that would be the end of the nuclear
i ndustry. One very crucial Achilles heel for the
i ndustry, and it should not be forgotten by
consunmers and rat epayers, especially those who live
wi thin the evacuation zone.

Contradi ctions in what the NRC says and

what they do. Just one regarding sonething that
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came up tonight, and that’s what sparked this for
nme.

| heard sonething about permtted
rel eases. The plants are actually allowed, as |ong
as its diluted to the proper anount, to put
radi oactive releases into air, water and the
surroundi ng environnent. And this occurs at the
sane tine that the Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssion
formally agrees with the |inear-no-threshold --
response nodel which says that any increase in
radi oactive dose, no matter how small, results in an
incremental increase in risk. And at the sane tine,
t he Nucl ear Regul atory Conmission tells us that its
primary mssion is to protect the public health and
safety in matters regardi ng radi ati on exposure.

There’s been no interest on the part of
t he nuclear industry, of course that’s not to be
expected, but the Nucl ear Regul atory Commi ssion
essentially is not even going to take a serious | ook
at what we call the precautionary principle which,
among other things, it involves placing the onus on
t he waste generator, the polluter or the creator of
the energy to prove that that energy is safe for us.
But instead, as we heard fromthe one woman who was

here with the various health problens, the onus is

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

160

pl aced on us to prove that our various health
probl ens were actually caused by the nucl ear waste
or the nuclear plants, or whatever other

contam nants are being i nposed upon us, not
necessarily with our consent. The onus should not
be on the affected individual to prove the health
detriment.

And as far enployees of the plants and
their commtnent to safety and the public health and
safety, | don’t doubt especially that an enpl oyee
woul d corme here and woul d have that |evel of concern
that they would have a great deal of concern about
that. Wat does concern ne regardi ng enpl oyees at
Anerica’s nuclear power plants is a recent NRC
| nspector Ceneral report -- well, it was actually
tal ked about a survey that an independent firmdid
at the nuclear power plants in the United States.
And there was a significant percent of enployees at
the plants, | believe in was somewhere in the
nei ghbor hood of 47 percent, who said that at various
points they did not feel that they could bring up --
they did not feel confortable bringing up safety
concerns. And sone of the things they said on the
survey definitely would | ead one to questi on what

kind of a safety culture there is within many of the
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plants or in various aspects of nuclear power
generati on.

And one last, ny last remark, is
personal. This is not -- I’mnot representing
Public Citizen saying this. But regarding the "Atons
for Peace," we heard that today | guess is the 50th
anni versary cel ebration for that, or what have you.
But I think we can pretty much di spose of that
concept that nuclear plants are really into atons
for peace when currently we have Watts Bar and
Sequoyah producing tritiumwth full approval from
all the agencies including the Nuclear Regul atory
Conmi ssion and the Departnent of Energy that
produces tritiumfor nuclear weapons. And the
pl ants are simultaneously operating as conmerci al
power providers and also providing tritiumfor
nucl ear weapons. So it’s a two in one obvious
overl ap between nucl ear power and nucl ear weapons.

Thanks.

MR. CAMERON: We thank you. Thank you,
Dave.

l”"mgoing to turn it over to John
Tappert to close the neeting out for us. But | just
want to say froma facilitator’s perspective, just

t hank you all for your courtesy tonight and your
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attentiveness and your patience. So thank you very

much.
John, would you like to close, please?
MR. TAPPERT: Thanks, Chip.
I’d just like to echo Chip’ s thoughts
and thank everyone for com ng out tonight. It takes

a significant commtnent to get informed on these
i ssues and come out to a public neeting. W
appreci ate your participation and the conment period
-- the scoping period is available for another
nonth. So if you' d like to anend any of your
comments tonight, please just send us an enmail or a
letter.
Thank you.
MR. CAMERON: Good night. Thank you.
(Whereupon, at 10:32 p.m the public

meeting was adj ourned.)
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