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P R O C E E D I N G S1

MR. CAMERON:  I just wanted to say that we have2

copies of all the slides up here, and I know it's going to3

be -- unless you have strange eyes, those people are not4

going to be able to see this screen.  So if you would like5

a copy of the slides, please take them so that you'll be6

able to follow along with the presentations.7

(Pause.)8

MR. CAMERON:   Okay, we have a couple more9

seats scattered around for people, if you want to take a10

seat.  And there's some right over here.11

And I would just say good evening and welcome12

to all of you tonight.  My name is Chip Cameron and I'm13

the special counsel for public liaison at the Nuclear14

Regulatory Commission, the NRC.  And it's my pleasure to15

serve as your facilitator for tonight's meeting.16

And I would thank all of you for coming out and17

showing interest and helping the NRC with its evaluation18

of the license application that we received from Entergy19

for an early site permit for a potential new reactor at20

the Grand Gulf site, and the NRC is going to explain21

exactly what the nature of an early site permit is.  And22

my job tonight as facilitator will be to just try to help23

all of you to have a product meeting tonight.24

And I'd like to thank Mayor Arnold and the City25
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of Port Gibson for allowing us to use this wonderful,1

comfortable, good meeting facility tonight.2

I just want to say a few words about the3

meeting process before we get into the substance of what4

we're going to be talking about.  And I'd like to tell you5

a little bit about the format for the meeting tonight,6

some very simple ground rules, and introduce the NRC7

speakers who are going to be talking to you at the8

beginning of the meeting.9

In terms of the format tonight, we're going to10

have -- divide the meeting up into two parts.  And the11

first part of the meeting is to give us an opportunity to12

give you some information about what the NRC evaluates13

when it gets an early site permit application, such as the14

one that we received from Entergy, and to specifically15

tell you what we found in the draft environmental impact16

statement, what information is in that draft environmental17

impact statement.  And that's the main focus of our18

meeting tonight.19

And I want to emphasize the word draft.  This20

document, this environmental impact statement, will not be21

finalized until we evaluate the public comments that we22

receive from all of you tonight, as well as the written23

comments that we receive.24

And that brings me to the second part of the25
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meeting, and that's where we would give the opportunity,1

we would like to listen to your comments, advice,2

recommendations on the draft environmental impact3

statement, or perhaps other early site permit application4

issues.5

We are taking written comments.  The NRC staff6

is going to tell you how to submit those, if you want to. 7

But just let me say that anything that we hear from you8

tonight is going to carry the same weight as any written9

comments that we receive.10

In terms of ground rules tonight, again, very11

simple.  After you hear from the NRC speakers, and we'll12

try to be brief, at the first part of the meeting, we'll13

give you an opportunity to ask any questions that you14

might have about the -- first of all, the process that the15

NRC goes through to evaluate these types of applications,16

and also questions about what's in the draft environmental17

impact statement.  And we will have a presentation on18

that.19

And if you have a question, if you could just20

signal me, and I'm going to try to bring you this cordless21

microphone so that we don't have to worry about coming up22

here.  And if you could just introduce yourself to us, and23

any affiliation if that's appropriate, and then ask your24

question, we'll try to answer it as best we can.25
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I would ask that only one person speak at a1

time, for two reasons, the most important one is so that2

we can give our full attention to whomever has the floor3

at the moment, and the second one is, is so that we can4

get a clean transcript.5

We're transcribing the meeting tonight.  Our6

stenographer is Lonnie Helmer, who's back in the corner7

there.  And this will be your record and our record of the8

meeting, and we want to make sure that we know who is9

speaking, so please, one person at a time.10

Also, when you ask your questions, please try11

to be concise so that we can answer as many questions as12

possible before we go on to the second part of the13

meeting.14

And this is hard to do sometimes, but if you15

could limit your question to a question.  A lot of times16

questions have a way of just running on into a comment,17

and if you have a comment, that's what the second part of18

the meeting is about.19

If we do hear a comment that should be20

evaluated by us when you're asking a question, though,21

we'll count that a comment.  We'll put that in the record. 22

But try to limit it to a question.23

Now the comment portion of the meeting, we have24

cards that people filled out to speak tonight.  Some25
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people have registered in advance.  These cards are to1

give us an idea of how many people are going to be2

speaking.3

So, in other words, if the urge seizes you4

during the meeting, and you decide that you do want to5

talk, you can just give me your name at the appropriate6

time and you'll be able to make a comment.7

And because we do have a number of speakers,8

I'm asking you to limit your comment to five minutes, and9

I'll be here to remind you to -- on when you're getting10

close.  And I think that five minutes is enough time to11

give everybody a chance to make their major points, and if12

you want to elaborate more, you can submit a written13

comment to us.14

But the comments that we hear tonight, even15

though they're five minutes, serve two very important16

purposes.  One is, it alerts us to issues that we should17

start evaluating right now, not waiting for the written18

comments, and gives us an opportunity to perhaps talk to19

you about your comment after the meeting tonight.20

The second important purpose that the comments21

tonight serves, is it will alert any other people in the22

audience to what the concerns or issues are around this23

early site permit application.24

And let me introduce the speakers right now so25
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that you know who they are and you have a little idea of1

what their backgrounds are.  Andy Kugler is right here,2

and Andy is the chief of the environmental section of the3

license renewal and environmental impacts program, and4

he's going to give you a formal welcome tonight.5

And Andy and his staff are responsible for6

preparing environmental reviews for early site permit7

applications, or any type of reactor licensing, for8

example, license renewal or anything else.  He leads that9

team.10

And he's been with the NRC for about 15 years11

in various positions, and he also worked for a nuclear12

utility.  I believe it was Gulf States Utilities at the13

River Bend plant in Louisiana.  And there he was an14

engineer, and also a licensed reactor operator.15

His bachelors degree is in mechanical16

engineering from Cooper Union University in New York City,17

and he has a masters in technical management from Johns18

Hopkins University.19

After Andy's brief welcome and some opening20

remarks to you, we're going to go, I believe, to Raj Anand21

first, okay.  And Raj Anand is right here, and Raj is the22

project manager for the safety evaluation on the Grand23

Gulf early site permit application, and he'll explain what24

the various parts of the NRC evaluation are.  He's the25
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project manager for the safety evaluation.1

He's been with the NRC for 25 years working on2

new reactor issues.  He's been the project manager on3

several license renewal applications that we've received,4

and he has a bachelors in mechanical engineering and a5

masters degree in nuclear engineering.6

Our third speaker, and we'll try to be brief so7

that we can get to you for questions, is Mr. James Wilson,8

who's right here.  Jim is the project manager for the9

environmental review.  In other words, for this draft10

environmental impact statement.11

And he's been with the Agency almost 30 years12

at this point.  And he's been a safety project manager,13

he's done a lot of environmental reviews, he's been14

involved in advanced reactor concepts.  He has a masters15

in zoology and a bachelors in biology, both from Virginia16

Tech.17

He's going to tell you about the environmental18

review.  Raj is going to give you an overview of the19

evaluation process.20

We'll then go on to all of you for questions on21

the process parts of it, and then we're going to go to the22

heart of tonight's meeting, which is the information and23

the analysis that are in the draft environmental impact24

statement.25
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And we have Mr. Charlie Brandt -- Dr. Charlie1

Brandt right here.  Charlie is the team leader of the2

group of expert scientist that we have assisting us in the3

preparation of this draft environmental impact statement. 4

And he is with the Pacific Northwest National Lab in5

Washington State.  He's been there for 20 years, he's the6

manager of the ecology division there.7

His expertise is in research on the biological8

transport, biological impacts of contaminants, such as9

radionuclides.  He has a Ph.D. in zoology from Duke10

University and a bachelors degree from Oregon State.11

And with that, I'm sorry for a long12

introduction, but I think we're ready to get started now.13

Someone dropped a cell phone in the parking14

lot, I believe, out back.  And it's someone who's name is15

Christian.  Don't ask me how we know that, but it's up16

here if anybody -- do we have someone?  Oh, there it is. 17

All right.  And we know he's Christian.  All right.  All18

right.19

So, okay, let's get started with the meeting,20

and, again, thank you.  It looks like we have an excellent21

group of people, so I think we'll have a good meeting.22

And, Andy Kugler.23

(Pause.)24

MR. KUGLER:  Okay.  Well, thank you, Chip.25
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And I want to thank you all for coming out this1

evening for this meeting.  I appreciate you taking the2

time out to be with us.3

I hope that the information we provide will4

help you to understand the process that we've been going5

through, and what our review has revealed to date.  It'll6

give you information, hopefully, that'll also guide you7

toward any questions you may have, or any comments you may8

want to give us.9

And, again, this meeting this evening will10

primarily focus on the environmental impact statement that11

we've issued as a draft on the early site permit12

application submitted for a site on the Grand Gulf site.13

First, I'd like to say a little bit about our14

Agency.  The NRC is an independent regulatory agency, our15

mission is to regulate the nation's use of -- civilian use16

of nuclear materials, including nuclear power plants.17

We do not promote, build or operate nuclear18

power plants.  Our job is simply to make sure that the19

plants that are there are properly licensed and operated20

safely.  And to carry out this mission, we have an21

experienced professional staff of technical experts in the22

areas that we need in order to ensure that the plants are23

operated safely.24

We also have at least two resident inspectors25
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at each site, and I believe the residents for the Grand1

Gulf site are with us this evening.  That's Jeff Miller --2

are you here, Jeff -- okay, Jeff right here is the senior3

resident inspector.  And Andy Barrett right here is the4

resident inspector.5

These gentlemen are assigned to the Grand Gulf6

site, and they monitor the day to day activities on the7

site ane ensure that the plant is operated safely and in8

compliance with our regulations.9

(Pause.)10

MR. KUGLER:  This is the overall process for11

licensing a new power plant in our regulation using either12

a combined license and an early site permit, or a13

construction permit/early site permit.  This is in Title14

10 of the Code of Federal Regulations, it's called Part15

52, if you're interested.16

Now, one of the ways an applicant could go17

about requesting permission to build a new plant would be18

to reference an approved reactor design, one that the NRC19

had already reviewed, and also referencing a previously20

approved early site permit.21

Now at the present time, the NRC has approved22

three designs that are already through the process and23

they're in the rule, and the application for the early24

site permit at Grand Gulf is the third of three that the25
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NRC is currently reviewing.1

If the early site permit is reviewed -- I'm2

sorry -- if the early site permit is approved at some3

future date, the applicant could request permission to4

build a plant here, and reference that early site permit5

and the issues that we considered in the early site6

permit.  They could also reference one of the standard7

designs that we've already approved.8

In that case, the technical issues that we had9

evaluated and resolved it the review of the standard10

design and in the review of the early site permit would be11

considered resolved for the application for the12

construction of a new plant.  And Mr. Wilson will discuss13

further how that process works.14

If an applicant requests a combined license and15

the NRC then approves that combined license, a license to16

both construct and to operate a new plant, then we would17

monitor the construction of that plant and ensure that key18

attributes of the design were implemented properly when19

the plant was built.20

Now at this point, the applicant for Grand Gulf21

has not given us any indication of absolute plans, whether22

or not they will, in fact, build a new plant here.  So at23

this stage, what we're doing is evaluating whether this24

location will be appropriate for a new plant.  We're not25
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giving permission to actually build it.1

Before we go any further into the details, I'd2

like to mention what an early site permit is.  An early3

site permit is basically a site suitability review.  Is4

this location okay for a potential new plant?5

If it does not give the applicant permission to6

build it, and if the applicant does wish to build a plant7

in the future, as I mentioned, they would have to submit8

another application requesting permission to build it and9

to operate it, and we would have to review that10

application, which would involve an additional11

environmental impact statement, similar to the one we're12

working on here and that we're discussing this evening.13

Now, if it doesn't give them permission to14

actually build the plant, you might wonder why an15

applicant would want an early site permit.  In essence, if16

an early site permit is granted, it gives the applicant a17

piece of property for which environmental and safety18

issues have been reviewed and resolved, and they can19

basically bank that site for up to 20 years.20

Having the issues resolved early reduces the21

uncertainty, if they decide in the future that they do, in22

fact, want to build a plant here.  And when you have a23

company thinking about investment as big as a large base24

load power plant, like a nuclear power plant, or coal, or25
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gas, the investment is so large that anything that a1

company can do to reduce the uncertainty is of value to2

them, and so that's why an applicant might want an early3

site permit.4

Now that concludes my basic remarks.  I5

believe, Chip, we're going to go now to Raj?  Okay.6

MR. ANAND:  Thank you, Andy.7

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen.  My name is8

Raj Anand and I'm the safety project manager for the Grand9

Gulf early site permit application.10

Let me share with you the review process for11

the early site permit application.  The figure on the12

screen shows the major steps in the review process of the13

early site permit application.  Opportunities for public14

involvement in the process are shown the hexagons.15

As reflected here, the first opportunity for16

public involvement occurred before we received the17

application.  We were here back in November 2003 to18

explain the early site permit review process.  We held the19

pre-application public meeting here in the town hall in20

Port Gibson.21

The Grand Gulf early site permit application22

was received in October 2003, and that initiated the NRC23

staff review of the application.  As the figure shows, the24

early site permit application includes two major25
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processes, the safety review and the environmental review.1

This figure shows the review process related to2

site safety.  This review is conducted in accordance with3

the Atomic Energy Act and the Commission's regulations. 4

The safety review involves and evaluation of site safety5

issues and emergency planning, along with inspections6

related to site safety attributes.7

After the NRC staff develops the safety8

evaluation report, it is reviewed by the advisory9

committee on the reactor safeguards, or the ACRS.  The10

ACRS is an independent advisory group of technical experts11

that advises the Commission.12

The ACRS holds public meetings during the13

review of the application, as well as the staff safety14

evaluation report.  The report from the ACRS will be15

provided to the Commission and considered in the 16

Commission's decision on the early site permit17

application.  The safety evaluation report will be one of18

the items considered in the mandatory hearing that was a19

part of this review.20

This figure reflects the environmental review21

process conducted by the staff in accordance with the22

National Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA.  Early in the23

review process, we carried out the scoping by deciding24

what issues should be included in the environmental25
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review.1

We held a scoping meeting here in January of2

2004.  Many of you might have attended this meeting.  The3

purpose of today's public meeting is to inform you about4

the results of the NRC staff's review and to receive your5

comments on the draft environmental impact statement.6

You will hear more from the environmental7

project manager, Jim Wilson, in a few minutes.8

In addition, a formal hearing will be held to9

consider this application for the early site permit.  The10

hearing will determine whether the site is suitable for a11

plant to be constructed and operated without a new risk to12

the health and the safety of the public, and whether the13

environmental review requirements have been satisfied.  As14

you can see on the figure, the public has the opportunity15

to participate in the hearing process.16

At the end of the hearing process, the Atomic17

Safety and Licensing Board will determine whether the18

application and the staff's final safety evaluation report19

and the final environmental impact statement has been20

adequate to support the necessary findings.21

Here is the entire process again, showing both22

the safety and the environmental reviews.  While the focus23

of this meeting is the NRC environmental reviews, for the24

sake of completeness, I would like to provide you more25
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insight on the safety review.1

Breaking down on the safety review a little bit2

more, the key aspects of the review are the evaluation of3

the site characteristics as they relate to the safety of4

the plant, and emergency planning.5

The staff will determine whether the site is6

physically suitable for a new plant.  In addition, the7

staff would determine whether there are any significant8

impairments to successfully implementing an emergency9

plan.10

The draft safety evaluation report was made11

available to the public in April 2005.  It was posted on12

our website.  A copy of the draft safety evaluation report13

is also available at the Harriet Person Memorial Library14

in Port Gibson, and in the public document room at NRC15

headquarters in Rockville, Maryland.16

There are 23 open items in the draft safety17

evaluation report.  Open items are the issues where the18

applicant needs to provide additional information to the19

staff so that the NRC staff can complete this review. 20

After we resolve the open items, we will issue a final21

safety evaluation report.  We plan to issue a final safety22

evaluation report by October 21, 2005.23

If you have any questions related to the safety24

evaluation of the report or site safety review, feel free25
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to talk to me after the meeting, or contact me at 1-800-1

368-5642, extension 1146.  I have brought some CDs of the2

staff's safety evaluation report, they are all over here,3

as well as the Grand Gulf early site permit application. 4

I'll be more than happy to share those CDs with you, if5

you are interested.6

This concludes my brief presentation on the7

Part 52 process, or in particular the early site permit8

review process.9

So, ladies and gentlemen, thank you for your10

attention, and now I would like to turn it over to11

environment project manager, Jim Wilson, and he will12

discuss the environmental review process.  Thank you.13

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very14

much, Raj.15

Before we get Jim up, I think that this is an16

appropriate time to introduce one of the key NRC managers17

in this new reactor licensing process, and that's Laura18

Dudes, who's right here.  And Laura is the chief of the19

new reactor section at the NRC, and Raj is one of her20

staff at the NRC.21

And Laura and her staff are responsible for the22

licensing of new reactors, including the licensing23

decision -- licensing, rather, on the early site permit24

applications.  And she's been with the NRC for 10 years,25
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and Laura has been a reactor inspector with the NRC, and1

she was also a resident inspector, I believe, at Indian2

Point, and also Oyster Creek, just like our residents who3

were introduced to you a few minutes earlier.4

She has a bachelors in mechanical engineering,5

and a masters in mechanical engineering from Stevens6

Institute of Technology in New Jersey.  And so Laura is7

with us as part of the new reactor component of this early8

site permit application.9

As Raj said, he will be available for questions10

after the meeting, but we're also going to give you an11

opportunity to ask questions, too, in just a few minutes. 12

If you want a CD, and the CDs run out, then we'll make13

sure -- just let us know, we'll make sure you get a copy14

of the CD.15

And this is Jim Wilson, environmental project16

manager.17

(Pause.)18

MR. WILSON:  Good evening.  My name is Jim19

Wilson.  I'm the project manager at NRC for the20

environmental review of the application by SERI for an21

early site permit at the Grand Gulf site.  I'm going to22

give you a little background on the National Environment23

Policy Act and describe to you how we do our review.24

The Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA, of 196925
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requires all federal agencies to use systematic approach1

and to take a hard look to consider the reasonably2

foreseeable environmental impacts of a proposed action3

during certain decision making proceedings.4

NEPA is a disclosure tool that involves the5

public, and as such involves a process during which6

information is gathered to enable federal agencies to make7

informed decisions, and then as part of that process, we8

document that information in an environmental impact9

statement and invite public participation to evaluate it.10

NEPA requires that an environmental impact11

statement be prepared for any proposed action that may12

significantly affect the quality of the human environment. 13

Issuance of an early site permit is such a major federal14

action.15

This next slide shows in a little more detail16

the environmental review process that was shown in an17

earlier slide.  This is the green portion of the really18

busy slide that Raj showed you earlier.  And there are 19

certain steps that we at NRC are required to follow in20

performing an environmental review.21

Let's break it down and look at the first part22

of the process.  It starts with an application and then23

one of the first things we do is announce to the public24

that we intend to prepare an environmental impact25
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statement and conduct scoping.1

We had a scoping process that began in December2

of 2003 and ended in February of 2004.  In the middle of3

that public scoping process, we had another meeting here4

in Port Gibson.  We got comments from members of the5

public.6

In April 2004, a review team came to the Grand7

Gulf site to become more familiar with the area, and to8

gather information about the site, and to discuss9

questions that we had regarding the application.  We refer10

to this as a site audit.11

We also issued, in May 2004, a request for12

additional information to get information on the docket13

that had not been included in the original application. 14

At the end of April, a couple of months ago, we issued a15

draft environmental impact statement for comment.16

This report is a draft, not because it's17

incomplete, but because we're at an intermediate stage of18

the decision making process.  And with the issuance of the19

draft EIS, we began a 75-day public comment period, which20

we're in the middle of now.21

And we're trying to elicit public comment on22

the issues that we addressed in the draft, and trying to23

describe the staff's review and help members of the public24

formulate comments on the draft at this public meeting.25
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The 75-day comment period ends on July 14, next1

month.  At the end of that comment period, we'll gather up2

all of the comments that we received from the public and3

we'll evaluate them.  And after evaluating the comments,4

we may decide to revise portions of our environmental5

impact statement, and then we'll issue a final6

environmental impact statement currently scheduled for the7

end of December this year.8

The final environmental impact statement, along9

with the safety evaluation report that Raj described, will10

be considered during the adjudicatory hearings and will be11

used as one input to the final Agency decision on whether12

to grant the early site permit.13

The staff got its information from a number of14

different sources, including the application from SERI,15

various state, federal and local governments, local16

agencies, the site audit, and from public participation17

through comments at the scoping process.18

We looked at a number of issues including the19

reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts of20

construction and operation of a reactor or reactors at the21

Grand Gulf site.  We looked at alternatives to the22

proposed action, including potential alternative sites,23

and we looked at the impacts that could result from those24

alternatives.  And finally, we considered mitigation25
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measures that could be taken to reduce the level of1

impact.2

As Andy alluded to earlier, there are some3

issues that are not required to be considered in the4

environmental review for an early site permit, including5

the need for power, the cost of power, and alternative6

energy sources.  Nevertheless, SERI chose to address7

alternate energy sources in its application, and Charlie8

will be talking about our portion of that review later. 9

It wasn't required, but they submitted it, so we reviewed10

it.11

With regard to the other issues, need for power12

and cost of power, I'm not saying that these issues will13

not be reviewed before we issue a permit to construct the14

plant, or license it to operate.  If SERI or some other15

applicant chooses to apply for a license to construct and16

build a plant here at the Grand Gulf site, those issues17

will be addressed as part of a later review.18

This slide gives you an idea of the kinds of19

things that we evaluated during the environmental review,20

including terrestrial and aquatic ecological issues,21

uranium fuel cycle and transportation impacts, water use,22

land use, human health issues, meteorological impacts,23

socio-economic impacts, historical and cultural impacts. 24

And Charlie's going to give you a little bit of a25
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thumbnail sketch of how we reviewed each of these areas in1

the environmental impact statement.2

To perform the environmental review, we3

assembled a team of NRC staff and lab experts with the 4

backgrounds in technical and scientific disciplines that5

are required to perform these reviews.  Again, as6

explained before, we engaged with the Pacific Northwest7

National Lab and their experts to help us prepare the8

environmental impact statement.9

And together, this forms a well rounded 10

experienced base of experts to review the application. 11

Our team was made up of about 20 people.  Several of them12

are here today and will be hearing your comments about our13

draft environmental impact statement.14

And, Charlie, I guess we're ready --15

MR. CAMERON:  We're going to give you a chance16

to ask some questions about the process before we go to17

the description of the -- what's in the environmental18

impact statement.19

I just want to clarify, Jim kept using the term20

SERI, which is an acronym for Systems Energy Resources,21

Inc., which is the formal license applicant for this early22

site permit application.  I just want to point that out23

because there also is a licensed reactor called Surry that24

is not the subject of an early site permit.25
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Okay, any questions on process, on what you1

just heard, and we'll try to answer them for you and then2

get into the substance.  Any questions on the process for3

Raj Anand or Jim Wilson?4

Yes, and if you could just introduce yourself5

to us?6

MS. PHILLIPS:  My name is Judith Phillips.  I'm7

a little bit confused, because you were just talking about8

this gentleman talking about SERI being the applicant, and9

then you said that Entergy was the applicant.10

In the reading I've been doing about the plant,11

my understanding was that there was an organization12

called, I believe it was NuStart, LLC that was a13

consortium of eight different  power companies that were14

applying for this license.  Is that correct, or incorrect?15

MR. CAMERON:  Let me -- that's a good question. 16

Thank you for bringing that up.17

Laura, can you sort all this out for us?  I18

used Entergy as a shorthand, and let's go to Laura Dudes.19

Laura?20

MS. DUDES:  Thank you.  I just wanted to21

clarify.  NuStart is a consortium; they're looking at  COL22

applications.  SERI is the applicant for the ESP.  And23

Grand Gulf -- it's for the Grand Gulf site.  And Entergy24

is the parent company of SERI.25
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MS. PHILLIPS:  I have a couple of more1

clarifications.2

MS. DUDES:  Oh, I'm sorry.  We're chock full of3

acronyms.  COL is a combined license, and as many of you4

may know, many companies are exploring options with5

combined licenses, and NuStart is an entity that was6

formed in order to start to explore that option.7

MR. CAMERON:  Okay, do you have another one,8

Judith?9

MS. PHILLIPS:  Clarification on the10

[inaudible].11

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.12

MS. PHILLIPS:  My understanding is that if this13

license approved, any one of the partners of that14

consortium could, in the future, construct this facility. 15

Is that correct?16

MR. CAMERON:  I think that's important to17

clarify.  Do we have an answer for that, Laura?  And I'm18

going to Laura on this.  Okay.19

MS. DUDES:  I may need some legal help in terms20

of who owns it.  But currently the applicant, SERI, will21

be issued the permit.  They will be the only entity22

entitled to use that permit, and that is to the best of my23

knowledge.24

If NuStart wanted to reference that permit,25
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there may be some legal sales and corporate transfers that1

would go on, but, again, I think the NRC would get2

involved in looking at that from a financial security3

standpoint.4

So NuStart, again, does not lay claim to the5

early site permit.  It would be SERI as the applicant and6

SERI would then be the ESP permit holder if that permit7

was approved.8

Does that clarify --9

MS. PHILLIPS:  I have one last question.10

MR. CAMERON:  And obviously an early site11

permit application that was granted for a particular site12

couldn't be transferred to another site.13

MS. PHILLIPS:  And I don't intend to take up14

the whole evening, but I just wanted to clarify a little15

bit of this.16

MR. CAMERON:  All right.17

MS. PHILLIPS:  My understanding is that the18

grant that was received from the Department of Energy for19

this project for the site licensing process, is for the20

purpose of new nuclear technologies.  Is that correct?21

MR. CAMERON:  Laura, do you have an answer on22

that one?23

MS. DUDES:  I may be able to clarify for you a24

little bit.  There've been several grants.  The Department25
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of Energy, actually several years ago, has sponsored the1

three early site permit applications that we have.  Is2

that what you're speaking of?3

The early site permits have referenced what's4

called a plant parameter envelope with respect to the5

technology that they're selecting, or the specific reactor6

technology.  At this time, none of the three applications7

for the early site permit have referenced a specific8

technology.9

And, in fact, in developing this plant10

parameter envelope for the early site permit applications,11

there are some existing certified designs that were used,12

or some data from them in the Part 52 process.  But all of13

the plants, I believe, are of a newer generation, or a14

newer technology, but they may not be advanced reactor15

technology.16

Does that give you the clarification?17

MS. PHILLIPS:  Just one last question, and I'll18

quit.  I promise.19

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  And Judith, I'll ask20

either people from NRC or Entergy to provide any more21

detailed information on these issues.  So if you have one22

last question?23

MS. PHILLIPS:  One last little point.  I24

noticed in your environmental impact statement that you25
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say that the technology, in other words, the type of1

reactor, has not yet been selected, so consequently you2

cannot predict the number of jobs, et cetera.3

So my question then becomes, how could you have4

prepared all of this documentation about job creation, et5

cetera, when you, according to this, can't predict the6

number of jobs?7

MR. CAMERON:  And, Judith, I'm going to ask --8

we're going to hold that question until after we hear from9

Charlie Brandt on the environmental impact statement.  And10

then we'll go to that question, okay?11

And are there any more process questions before12

we go to Charlie Brandt on the substantive parts?13

Yes, sir.14

MR. McCURDY:  My name is Alan McCurdy, and it15

has to do with the redress portion of the early site16

permit that allows some site preparation.  Could someone17

explain that to me?18

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Andy, do you want to talk19

about redress or --20

MR. McCURDY:  And what degree of site21

preparation would be allowed?22

MR. KUGLER:  Okay.  Well, in this particular23

case, SERI did not request permission to perform any site24

preparation activities as part of the early site permit. 25
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They did have the opportunity to request that in their1

application, but they chose not to do it.  So under this2

early site permit, there aren't any site preparation3

activities that they could carry out.4

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Great.  Thank you.5

And thank you, Jim Wilson, and thank you Raj. 6

And they will be available after the meeting to answer any7

questions.8

We're going to go to Dr. Charlie Brandt now,9

who's going to describe what's in the draft environmental10

impact statement.11

DR. BRANDT:  Well, first off, I want to thank12

you for those last set of good questions because they13

actually lead right into some of the things I'm going to14

be talking about, and I hope that helps clarify even more,15

if that hasn't already been clarified for you right now.16

SERI, I guess this may be the first time we see17

this acronym.  I'm sitting over here like everyone else --18

does everyone know what slide we're on, particularly those19

that are on the edges?  This one's SERI plant parameter20

envelope, in case you can't see, Slide 22.21

Okay, in applying for an early site permit, an22

applicant can either reference a specific design, or use a23

generic approach.  At this stage, SERI, who's the24

applicant for the early site permit at the Grand Gulf25
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site, has not selected a specific reactor type, facility1

design or operational program.2

Instead, they've made use of what NRC calls a3

plant parameter envelope.  And the plant parameter4

envelope is essentially a set of values that bound the5

plant parameter design.6

And that would include -- for specific7

examples, it would include their estimate of the number of8

employees that would be present for construction, the9

number of employees that would be present during10

operation, effluent releases from the facility, the size11

of the facility, the generating capacity, that sort of12

thing.13

This plant parameter envelope is essentially14

what they consider to be, like I said before, bounding15

conditions for the actual design that would be chosen. 16

The actual design that would be chosen would be evaluated17

at the construction permit or combined license stage, and18

that combined license stage, it's up there, COL, that19

includes the combined construction permit and operating20

license.  So you'll see it variously as COL or combined21

license.22

SERI's plant parameter envelope is based on a23

composite of seven advanced reactor designs.  Five of24

those designs are light water cooled reactors, two of25
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those designs are gas cooled reactors.  One of the light1

water reactor designs is a certified design, the ABWR, and2

the AP 1000 is in the process of certification.  The other3

ones are not yet certified.4

How did we use this plant parameter envelope? 5

Basically we took what SERI provided in terms of the6

proposed conditions, both in terms of design and in terms7

of operation for the plant, and put that on the preferred8

site, which is the Grand Gulf ESP site up here, and at9

each one of the alternative sites that were evaluated in10

this EIS.11

First, looking specifically at the Grand Gulf12

site, we took that plant parameter envelope and evaluated13

all of the impacts that would occur from construction of14

that type of facility and operation of that type of15

facility at the plant.16

To get to your question, SERI did not identify17

in their application the need for a site redress plan,18

which means that no site preparation or limited19

construction activities would be authorized.  In other20

words, they cannot do any ground disturbing activity once21

they receive -- if they receive this early site permit. 22

Okay?23

We evaluated each one of the alternative sites24

in comparison to the Grand Gulf site, in terms of their25
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environmental impacts to determine whether any one of the1

alternative sites was obviously superior in terms of2

environmental impacts to the proposed Grand Gulf ESP site.3

The preliminary recommendation, and I'll get to4

that at the end, in terms of the environmental conditions,5

is that the ESP should be issued because we did not find6

any site, any of the alternative sites that were obviously7

superior.8

We quantified impacts using three impact9

levels.  These impact levels are consistent with the U.S.10

Council on Environmental Quality Regulations and Guidance11

for NEPA analyses.  These, as you see here, are small,12

moderate, and large.13

It doesn't sound very quantitative, but to put14

that into some specific examples, small, as you can read,15

is the effect is either not detectible or too small to16

destabilize or noticeably alter an important attribute of17

the resource.18

Let me use an example, because I'm an19

ecologist.  The proposed ESP facility would draw water20

from the Mississippi River.  Water withdrawals have a21

potential for impacting fish populations through22

impingement and entrainment into the water intake system.23

If those fish losses were small enough so that24

there would be no detectible change in the local25
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population, or fishery, whether it's commercial or1

recreational fishery, we would characterize that impact as2

small.3

Moderate impacts, the effect would be4

noticeable, but not sufficient to destabilize the5

population.  A noticeable impact, in this fish case, for6

example, would be the local population of whatever fish7

species or collection of species would be reduced to a8

different level, but there would be no net effect on, say,9

significant resource use, such as a recreational fishery.10

And finally, a large effect is something that's11

clearly noticeable and would obviously destabilize some12

important aspect of the resource.  Getting back to the13

fish again, if that intake structure resulted in a14

complete loss or significant depletion of the local fish,15

such that either the commercial fishery or the16

recreational fishery could not take place in that area,17

that would be considered a large impact.18

In Chapter 2 of the draft EIS, we presented19

information on the environmental conditions at the20

proposed Grand Gulf ESP site.  In Chapter 3 we presented21

information on SERI's proposed reactors and systems. 22

They're based on the applicant's plant parameter envelope. 23

Chapter 4 presented the analysis of impacts of24

construction of this reactor system.  And then in Chapter25
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5, we evaluated the impacts of station operation.1

Consistent with NEPA guidance, we looked at a2

broad array of areas.  These include land use, air3

quality, water use and water quality, all the way down to4

human health.5

Also, in Chapter 5, we present the6

environmental impacts from postulated accidents, both7

design basis accidents and severe accident.  In Chapter 68

we present impacts from the uranium fuel cycle and solid9

waste management, transportation of radioactive materials,10

and decommissioning of the proposed ESP plants.11

Chapter 7 presents the cumulative impacts of12

the proposed station operation, construction, operation13

and decommissioning, all in the context of the existing14

Grand Gulf nuclear station that currently occupies a15

portion of the site.16

Now let me take just a few minutes to summarize17

a few of our key findings with regard to environmental18

impacts at the proposed site.  First, with regard to19

impacts on terrestrial and aquatic ecological resources.20

All impacts of construction and operation were21

found to be small, with the exception of potentially22

moderate construction impacts due to widening of the23

transmission corridor that would be needed to accommodate24

the full plant parameter envelope of 3,000 megawatts of25
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electric generating capacity.1

The actual impacts from the plant that is2

chosen for this site, should one be chosen, would have to3

be evaluated at the construction permit or combined4

license stage, based on the actual electric power5

generation at the plant, and by the actual transmission6

routes that have been selected by the transmission system7

owner.8

With regard to water resources, water use and9

water quality, all impacts were found to be small at the10

proposed site.  One specific item that we wanted to raise11

is that the applicant proposed to withdraw water from the12

Catahoula Aquifer to support construction and operation of13

the plant.  This is not water to supply the cooling14

system, but other aspects of the operation of the plant.15

The NRC staff determined that there was16

insufficient information to determine the impacts on that17

aquifer of such a withdrawal.  However, we also determined18

that this water could also be obtained from the19

Mississippi River, which is what the applicant planned to20

use for withdrawal for the cooling system.  Under this21

condition, the impacts would be considered small.22

With regard to radiological impacts, we found23

that the exposures to the public and workers were well24

within the regulatory limits of both the NRC and EPA. 25
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Impacts to biota were evaluated and found to be1

acceptable.2

Let me explain that.  A number of standards3

have been identified for the protection of non-human4

biota.  And these are standards that are protective of5

populations.  The levels that were estimated for the6

proposed Grand Gulf ESP facility would be well below these7

levels.8

The conclusion was that the radiological9

impacts from construction operation would be small;10

however, additional information will be required at the11

construction permit or combined license stage for reactor12

designs that are not currently certified.  In other words,13

there's not sufficient information to determine the source14

term from those systems.15

With regard to postulated accidents, the16

impacts of postulated design basis for the advanced light17

water reactor designs would be small.  However, the18

impacts of these postulated accidents for the gas cooled19

reactors would, again, need to be evaluated at the20

construction permit or combined license stage, should the21

applicant choose to use one of those designs instead of22

the light water cooled designs.23

With regard to socio-economics and24

environmental justice, impacts in nearly all areas were25
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small, with a few notable exceptions.  And I'll just1

summarize what's on the slide.2

First, the impact of increased revenues on the3

regional economy would be moderate positive in Warren4

County, and small positive elsewhere.  Second, increased5

revenues to the local economy of Claiborne County would6

range from small to large, depending upon how property tax7

revenues are allocated.8

Third, impact on regional traffic would be9

small; however, that's predicated upon the planned roadway10

system upgrades that have been identified by the state, if11

they actually do occur.12

Fourth, depending upon where the incoming13

population of 3150 construction workers and up to 116014

operation workers settle, the impact on the local15

infrastructure, such as housing and social services, would16

range from small to moderate adverse here in Claiborne17

County.18

Finally, environmental justice impacts would19

potentially range from small to moderate, again depending20

upon how the taxes are distributed, and the workforce21

settlement patterns.22

Alternatives to the proposed action are23

addressed in Chapter 8 of the draft EIS.  These24

alternatives include evaluation of alternative sites,25
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evaluation of alternative plant designs, the no-action1

alternative, which is not granting an ESP, and not2

granting an ESP, but with alternative energy generation,3

including coal, gas, wind, the rest that are on the list.4

Plant design alternatives that were evaluated5

included alternative heat dissipation systems, once6

through cooling , wet mechanical draft, et cetera.  Hence,7

alternative circulating water systems, including intake8

and discharge systems.9

With regard to the selection of alternative10

sites, alternative sites were defined by the applicant's11

region of interest, which, in this case, were those seven12

nuclear plants owned by the parent company, Entergy.13

These were screened down to four sites, the14

preferred Grand Gulf ESP site, the River Bend Station in15

Louisiana, James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant in New16

York State, and Pilgrim Nuclear Station in Massachusetts. 17

By the way, the other three sites are Arkansas Nuclear 118

in Arkansas, the Indian Point Energy Center in New York,19

and Waterford 3 in Louisiana.20

Preliminary conclusions about the alternatives21

are described in Chapters 9 and 10 of the draft EIS. 22

These include the following:  first, none of the23

economically viable alternative base load generating24

alternatives was environmentally preferable to new nuclear25
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generation.1

Second, although each one of the alternative2

sites presented other than small environmental impacts,3

none of the sites were significantly different to be4

environmentally preferable to the Grand Gulf ESP site.5

And one thing I want to mention here is that 6

-- I hope it's clear in Chapter 9 of the EIS that the7

standard for comparison is what's called an obviously8

superior site, and that was established by several court9

decisions back in the late 1970s.  So this is the metric10

that we're using here.11

Finally, under the no action alternative -- oh,12

no, I skipped one -- design alternatives do not lessen the13

environmental impacts at any of the potential sites.  And14

finally, under the no-action alternative, the ESP request15

would be denied and the benefits of the ESP process that16

Andy Kugler mentioned earlier would not be realized by the17

applicant.18

That concludes my summary.  Thank you.19

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Charlie.20

Let's see if there's questions.  And one21

question that we had from the -- from before was Judith's22

question about how can you evaluate jobs, things like23

that, if you don't know what the design.  I think you may24

have answered it in your presentation, but let's make sure25
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that you did.1

Do you understand that now?2

MS. PHILLIPS:  I do, yes.3

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  All right.  Thank you.4

Other questions to Charlie?  Yes.  This will be5

a challenge, huh?  All right, excuse me.  And just6

introduce yourself to us please.7

MS. PULLEN:  My name is Ruth Pullen, and I8

wondered if you could just briefly describe the9

certification process for the design of the -- the new10

design of those reactors.11

MR. CAMERON:  The certification process?12

MS. PULLEN:  Right.  You said that they had to13

be certified to be --14

MR. CAMERON:  I bet somebody else can.  Let's15

go to -- yes, let's go to Laura Dudes to answer that one,16

Ruth.17

Laura, you know what Ruth wants?  Okay.18

MS. DUDES:  The design certification -- Ruth,19

any one of our staff would be happy to do a little more20

detail.  What we do is we look at the safety parameters of21

the plant.  Essentially, an applicant will submit the22

design information of a nuclear power plant, including23

some of the calculations for the thermohydraulics, the24

reactor core.25



44

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
(202) 234-4433

I'm trying to go into a little bit too much1

detail.  No, I'm fine.2

And our staff will review the application3

against our regulations and make sure that the plant that4

the vendors have submitted meets the NRC requirements.  We5

look at almost everything about the design of the nuclear6

power plant except things like a service water or a7

routine water intake structure, which is not safety8

related, does not impact the safety of the plant, it just9

provides cooling water to non-safety related systems.10

I have a project manager here with me.  I'm11

trying to think of another example of something that we12

wouldn't review.13

I think that's about it.  We do an essential14

full review of a reactor design from the base mat that the15

reactor is built on, the piping systems, the reactor16

system itself, the core, the fluid flow calculations, we17

do a full safety analysis.18

You heard about postulated accidents or19

postulated assessment and the environmental impact.  Well,20

what the staff will do is they will look at these21

postulated accidents that are defined in our regulations22

and ensure that the designers have built in safety23

features, defense in depth, and that the calculations that24

support the design of this power plant are well within an25
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engineering safety margin so that we don't approach those1

design basis accidents that you heard them talking about.2

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, and -- just,3

thank you, Laura.4

There is a booklet out on the table that5

describes this to Ruth, and Laura or her staff can talk to6

you a little bit more about it.  But I guess that the one7

question that is raised by your question, that I would ask8

Laura, if a company wants to go for a construction or9

combined operating license, do they have to use a10

certified design?  Can you explain that?11

MS. DUDES:  There was a slide up earlier, it12

had a picture of sort of a pictorial of the various13

processes.  Now the NRC has several licensing processes,14

and I don't want to get into the numbers of the15

regulations, but there's a multi-step licensing process16

which would consist of a construction permit, and then an17

operating license, which was how the original 103 power18

plants in the country were licensed.19

We have a newer process, which we are working20

in now for licensing, and that is -- I think you've heard21

some reference to Part 52.  Part 52, we have a full set of22

regulations, requirements and mandatory hearings, and23

opportunities for public participation for early site24

permits, for design certification, and for ultimately25
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what's called a COL, or a combined license.1

A combined license can reference an early site2

permit, it can reference a design certification.  It can3

reference both, or it can reference neither.  Meaning, an4

applicant could come in to the NRC with a combined license5

application without actually going through or obtaining6

these early preliminary products.7

MR. CAMERON:  Right.  Thank you very much. 8

Good explanation.9

Other questions on the draft environmental10

impact statement?  Let's go back to Brendan, and then11

we'll go over there to that side of the room.12

Brendan.  And could you pass this back?  Thank13

you.14

MR. HOFFMAN:  Thanks.  My name is Brendan15

Hoffman.  I just wanted to -- I guess I have two really16

quick questions.  On one of those slides, you said the17

economic benefits -- I mean, we've already talked about18

them a little bit -- but ranged from small to large in19

positive aspects.20

But also, in the big fat book, the draft21

environmental impact statement, on the environmental22

justice question, which comes down an economic question,23

it says that that could range from small positive to24

moderate adverse impacts.  I was wondering what the25
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difference on that is?1

DR. BRANDT:  Is Mike Scott here?  Mike is the2

economist that worked on that section, so I think Mike3

should be the --4

MR. CAMERON:  And you have another question --5

DR. BRANDT:  I'd hate to distort when the6

expert's here.7

MR. SCOTT:  Hope the expert doesn't distort it. 8

Okay, the question on -- first on socio-9

economic impacts, the way we looked at that was to, say,10

all right, what are the ways in which the economy could be11

affected.12

And in the case of the local area, what we saw13

happening, likely, would be that a lot of the jobs that we14

talked about earlier may go to the county, may go to15

Warren County, may go someplace else in the general region16

of the plant.  It really will depend on where those people17

decide to live and how many them there really turn out to18

be.19

Secondly, there is a tax base associated with20

that power plant, potentially.  In the -- as many of you21

are probably more aware even than I am, the tax base on22

the current plant is distributed across the state.  As a23

matter of fact, the state taxes the power plant and the24

local government is not allowed to.25
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The question here, in the case of the new -- of1

any new power plant would be, what kind of a plant is it2

going to be.  Because the Mississippi law, as I read it3

anyway, is fairly narrow on that question.  That is, you4

have to be, I believe it is a public utility, and I5

believe it's even selling power within the State of6

Mississippi, in order to be taxed under the state -- taxed7

by the state.8

If it's not that kind of a plant, and SERI has9

said theirs is going to be what's called a merchant plant,10

which means that they sell power up and down the entire11

middle of the country, not necessarily in Mississippi at12

all, there is a possibility that that plant would be taxed13

as an ordinary industrial asset, meaning like a 7-11 or a14

gas station or anything else, at the same rates.15

And if that were the case, that is a16

potentially very large asset with a potentially very large17

tax yield to the local economy.  So when I'm talking about18

the socio -- the economic impact on the area, potentially19

very large, possibly very small, depending on how that20

thing is actually taxed.21

That's not a matter for NRC to determine,22

that's a matter for the State of Mississippi and the local23

governments to determine.24

MR. HOFFMAN:  But what would result in the25
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moderate adverse impacts?1

MR. SCOTT:  The moderate adverse impacts would2

happen if you had no positive impact on the local economic3

situation from the plant.  That is, there would be no big4

plus up in the tax base, and at the same time, you had a5

fairly large number of people moving into the area who6

would require services.7

In that case, who has to provide those8

services?  Well, the existing local government, without9

the corresponding tax base, and in that situation, it's10

moderatly adverse.11

MR. CAMERON:  Thanks.12

MR. HOFFMAN:  Yes, my second quick question is,13

right on this slide here, it says that there were14

alternative sites examined.  I was just wondering -- I15

mean, did you look at every other possible site in the16

country, or how were those sites selected, who selected17

them?18

MR. CAMERON:  You want to take that one,19

Charlie?20

DR. BRANDT:  Yes, I'll take that one.21

Yes, what we have to -- what NRC has to do is22

look at reasonable alternatives.  And because this23

application is coming in from SERI, owned by Entergy, they24

essentially set the bounds on the alternative sites.  So25
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we started out with their seven, just like they did.1

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Mike, and thank2

you, Charlie.  And I believe we have a question right over3

here.  And if we could get this microphone back to this4

gentleman?5

Oh, great.  Wow.  Okay.  Thank you.6

MR. SEQUEST:  I'm Phil Sequest.  Under the7

ecological impacts, for moderate you listed the loss of8

1,056 acres of trees.9

I just wondered if you'd looked at the off10

setting impact that -- the NRCS, the resource people and11

their CRP program, the conversation reserve program, have12

replanted numerous acres of pasture and range land in this13

county and as well as surrounding counties.  I know this14

county has been essentially at the limit on that program15

for the last five or six years.16

DR. BRANDT:  In some ways yes, and in some ways17

no.  And by yes and no, we looked at the existing resource18

base, and we looked at it in two ways.  One is it's forest19

habitat, but also portions of it are mature forest habitat20

which are potentially important for the Louisiana black21

bear.22

So it's a combination of just forest, and a23

combination of potentially pieces of old forest that24

provide the necessary habitat for those species.25



51

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
(202) 234-4433

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.1

Anybody else over here, before we go on?2

(No response.)3

MR. CAMERON:  Anybody else on the other side of4

the room has a question?5

VOICE:  I have a question.6

MR. CAMERON:  Yes, sir.7

VOICE:  I have a question --8

MR. CAMERON:  And I've to get you on this,9

unfortunately, so let's see if we can connect.10

VOICE:  Pass it back.11

MR. CAMERON:  I think we got him.  Here we are. 12

Great.13

MR. FITZPATRICK:  Chris Fitzpatrick.  My14

question's about spent nuclear fuel that's -- it's my15

understanding they store it on site, and I'm wondering,16

you know, as far as transportation of future sites, what17

the future sites might be and the plan for local storage18

as opposed to training if off somewhere.19

MR. CAMERON:  Okay, can we have someone just20

address the factual issue of what the fuel storage21

transport implications are of this?  Could it be Wilson,22

or Kugler?  Let's have Andy do it.  Thanks.23

MR. KUGLER:  Okay.  In terms of the spent fuel,24

for instance, for the existing unit right now, the fuel25
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that's removed from the reactor is stored on site.1

There is work in progress on an eventual2

permanent repository for it, and as I think probably a lot3

of you know, that is still a work in progress.  We don't4

know for sure where that will be, or when that will be. 5

But the intent is that the fuel will be moved off site6

eventually.7

If a new plant is built, it would also probably8

initially store fuel on site, because even if there is a9

place to put it, you store it on site for a period of10

time, and you let it cool before you would ever transport11

it.  But eventually it would also be moved off site.  So12

that's the plan for the spent fuel at this time.13

MR. CAMERON:  All right.  Thank you very much.14

Let's go to -- Jim Wilson has a few15

concluding -- and thank you, Charlie for the presentation. 16

We're going to go to Jim Wilson who's going to tell you17

how to submit comments and other issues, other things.18

MR. WILSON:  Yes, we're coming down to the home19

stretch here.  We've got three slides to go.20

These are the key dates in our environment21

review schedule.  In April of this year, we issued a draft22

environmental impact statement for comment, and we're in23

the middle or in the last part of a 75-day comment period24

that ends on July 14.  We plan to take the comments and25
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evaluate them, make appropriate changes to the EIS, and1

issue a final one about the end of the year.2

As we said before, the EIS and the SER will be3

part of an adjudicatory mandatory public hearing that's4

about six months after the SER and EIS are issued.  And5

after the hearings are over, the EIS will be one of the6

points of information that the Commission considers when7

it's making its decision on whether or not to issue the8

early site permit.9

We've given you a lot of information to digest10

tonight.  Over the next couple of weeks, if you think11

about questions that you didn't hear answered tonight, or12

if you have some information that you didn't get in the13

transcript, contact me at the phone number given if it's14

about the environmental review.  If you have questions15

about the safety review, call Raj.  You got his number as16

well.17

And the application can be viewed on our18

website.  We got the website address there.  It's also19

available at the public library here in Port Jackson.20

And finally, if you'd like to be placed on the21

mailing list and get a copy of the meeting summary that22

includes tonight's transcript, make sure you give Cristina23

one of the cards, I think it's a blue card downstairs with24

your address on it.  And then when the environmental25



54

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
(202) 234-4433

impact statement comes out as a final, we'll send you that1

as well.2

Okay, other than by making oral comments3

tonight, you can submit written comments by mail to the4

address given.  If you want to bring your written5

comments, you can deliver them in person in Rockville,6

Maryland.  And finally, here's an e-mail address where you7

can submit your comments about the environmental impact8

statement.9

And that concludes NRC's presentation.  We'd10

like to thank you for coming tonight and giving your11

attention to our presentation, and I guess the next part12

of the meeting we're here to hear your comments on how we13

did with this document.14

MR. CAMERON:  Great.  And thank you, Jim, and15

thanks for helping to put all this together, too.16

And we're going to go to the part of the17

program where we ask you to come up.  And I didn't18

realize, we have a camera up here, as you can all see.19

And we thought that there might be too many20

people to fit in this room, so we have an overflow room21

downstairs.  I didn't realize there was anybody down there22

now, but there apparently are, and the video feed is going23

downstairs so that they can see as well as hear what's24

happening.  And I guess I would welcome all those people25
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who are down there now.1

We're going to a number of speakers.  We were2

going to start out with Mayor Arnold, but I just saw her3

duck out, so we may need to come back to her.  But at some4

point, we're going to hear from some officials from -- two5

officials from the company also.6

And there's Mayor Arnold.  You're on first.7

MAYOR ARNOLD:  Me?8

MR. CAMERON:  Yes.  And could we -- this thing9

needs to come down I think, if we could get someone to do10

that so I don't knock it over in the process.  Okay.11

MAYOR ARNOLD:  My mouth is big enough, I don't12

need it anyway.13

MR. CAMERON:  All right.14

MAYOR ARNOLD:  Well, good afternoon.  It's15

really cool downstairs, if anybody is interested in going16

downstairs.  It's real cool down there.17

But look, this is a serious occasion.  We're18

here to discuss something that I think can be very19

positive for Claiborne County/Port Gibson.  Now, I know20

there are some folks here who don't agree with a lot of21

the decisions that the county or the city boards have22

made.23

We have both made decisions to do resolution of24

support for a new facility at Grand Gulf.  This is25
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something that we think can be positive for all of us here1

in Claiborne County.2

So I just want to thank, you know, the group3

from NRC for coming here, giving us, and sharing with us,4

information that we think needs to be distributed5

throughout this community right here.6

I mean, this is something that I know can be7

good and will be good, you know, even for the State of8

Mississippi.  Let's not leave them out.  But I'm more9

concerned about Claiborne County/Port Gibson.10

We are looking for alternate sources of11

fueling, and nuclear energy is one of the cleanest,12

cheapest forms of energy around.  Now, I don't know, you13

know, if any of you have filled your cars or anything up14

lately.  I filled my up today, it was like $38.  You know,15

that's a lot of money.16

Okay, even in the winter, when we are trying to17

heat our houses, you know, gas bills in this area here ran18

anywhere -- my house, four, five, $600 a month, you know. 19

My energy bill, because -- and not just, you know,20

energy,  you know, down here in Port Gibson -- but I'm on21

a level building, I'm at about -- I'm less than 200. 22

That's for the whole year, you know.  I mean, 200 a month,23

not $200 for the whole year.24

But anyway, it's been a long tiring day and I'm25
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not going to stand up here and bore you all, but I want to1

say this, is that I support Entergy's decision to build a2

nuclear -- a new facility at Grand Gulf.  We think that3

this is something that can be good and positive for our4

community.5

And with that, I'm going to go sit down.  Thank6

you.7

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very8

much, Mayor.9

We're going to -- next going to go to Mr. Ray10

Perryman.  Ray?11

MR. PERRYMAN:  Good evening.  I'm Ray Perryman,12

I'm Supervisor of Jefferson County in District 5, and I13

would like to make some presentation here this afternoon.14

The Jefferson County Board of Supervisors15

recognizes the important impact that is associated with16

locating a new advanced technology nuclear power plant in17

this area.  All elected leaders appreciate the economic18

impact and job creation opportunities that are created for19

our citizens.20

We recognize the safe track record of Grand21

Gulf energy and System Energy Resources, as there are22

positive economic opportunities associated with this23

expansion of Grand Gulf.  There are also potential24

negative extremities that all elected representatives of25
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the public must consider since our first obligation is to1

protect the health, safety and welfare of our citizens.2

We are concerned that Jefferson County has not3

been actively involved in participating in this4

radiological emergency planning activity.  My purpose here5

today is to express our interest in being more actively6

involved in this process in the future.7

For that reason, I am requesting that four8

individuals from Jefferson County be added to the mailing9

distribution list for Grand Gulf early site permit10

process.  And I have a list of names and addresses of11

these individuals that we want to be mailed and be a part12

of this.13

Okay.  The Jefferson County Board of14

Supervisors and the citizens of Jefferson County are15

concerned about the adequacy of emergency response16

planning in the vicinity of the nuclear reactor and want17

to assure that off-site radiological emergency planning is18

effective and can be fully implemented in a timely and19

coordinated matter during emergency events.20

Our review of the Stennis Institute white paper21

has illustrated, due to the complexity of these issues,22

the importance of preplanning for emergency events, raises23

our awareness of the importance of these issues to our24

community, and motivates us to become increasingly active25
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in planning for the safety of our citizens.1

Of particular concern is the need to2

aggressively engage our citizens in emergency planning. 3

The need for effective warning devices in our population4

centers, and the need for interoperable communications5

between local first responders.6

We appreciate the opportunity to address the7

issues with you this evening, and look forward to working8

with you in the future as partners.  I would like to9

stress that we seek an ongoing dialogue with Entergy,10

Mississippi Energy Management, the emergency management,11

and neighboring Claiborne County, and to become more12

involved in the planning process.13

We also have a packet that we've gotten14

together from the Stennis Institute that we will be15

presenting, and would like to be heard.  Thank you.16

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Supervisor17

Perryman.  And I would just ask the NRC staff to talk to18

Supervisor Perryman about not only getting on the list,19

but also the emergency planning aspects.20

So they'll be talking to you.  But, thank you.21

We're going to go to two local residents now. 22

First, Mr. David Bailey, then Evan Doss.  And then we're23

going to go to Norris McDonald and Jim Reinsch.24

David, do you want to -- can you get up here?25
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All right, this is David Bailey.1

MR. BAILEY:  Good evening.  I'm David Bailey. 2

I'm a local resident.  I moved here in '76, I live next3

door.  I'm a nuclear engineer, I got a BS, masters from4

Mississippi State, and was working on a doctorate at5

University of Virginia.  I worked in the nuclear industry6

for about 15 years.  I'm an entrepreneur now.7

And it's good to see that the NRC is reviewing8

nuclear plants, reviewing them extensively and reviewing9

generically so that the process can move along much10

quicker than it has been in the past.11

The United States really stopped building12

nuclear power plants about 25 years ago.  The rest of the13

world did not stop building nuclear power plants 25 years14

ago.15

It's very important that we not only look at16

restarting building nuclear power plants, but look at17

other alternative fuels, and how we can best become self-18

sufficient.  I also have some interest in the Ukraine. 19

And they had a shut down of their pipes, oil pipes and gas20

pipes, from Russia.21

And I was over there one time that the gasoline22

went to $5 a gallon.  There was almost no one on the23

interstates or the roads downtown of a six million24

populated city.  It was almost that -- very scary that25
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there was no one out working and operating.1

We live in a very competitive environment. 2

Whether we like it or not, we're going to compete with the3

Ukrainians, with the Chinese, with the Japanese, and4

everyone else in the world.  It's to the U.S.'s advantage5

to look at all alternatives and create a self-sufficiency6

for the U.S. to ensure that we're not dependent upon the7

oil and be stopped again like we were back in the early8

70s.9

Grand Gulf and nuclear power plants that have10

been built commercially in the U.S., were built on a11

standard that they were inherently safe reactors, meaning12

that if a reactor -- the control rods went up and the13

reactor started to going on to a higher power level, the14

water would actually become less dense, there would be15

fewer thermal neutrons and less power, so it would16

automatically shut itself down.17

At Three Mile Island, the safety features would18

have taken care of the power plant, had the operators19

understood exactly what was going on and not done20

anything.  They wound up shutting down safety features21

that would have taken care of the plant.22

With today, with the NRC regulations, with the23

concern of the general public, there's technical people24

usually on staff at the nuclear power plants to ensure25
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that people understand exactly what's happening in the1

nuclear power plants.2

We have come a long ways.  I worked, back in3

the late 60s, in an advanced nuclear reactor project.  But4

I'm sure that the advanced nuclear reactor projects of5

today far exceed what was going on back in the 60s.6

Again, thank you for the NRC and your7

regulations, and early review of generic nuclear power8

plants so that the U.S. can become more self-sufficient on9

energy.  Thank you.10

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you very much, Mr.11

Bailey.12

Is Mr. Doss, Evan Doss --13

VOICE:  Here.14

MR. CAMERON:  -- here?15

VOICE:  Here.16

MR. CAMERON:  Oh, hi.  Can you come up?  And17

usually you don't have to come up, although it's good, but18

since we have people downstairs, we really would like to19

get them the video.20

Go ahead, Mr. Doss.21

MR. DOSS:  Thank you.  I'd like to just say,22

first of all, good evening to everyone.  It's just hard23

for me to conceive that within this environmental impact24

statement that the staff and the NRC Commissioners are25
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really listening to what we, as the predominant black1

citizens of Claiborne County, is really saying.2

And I've -- rather than -- I know that my time3

is going to be limited here, so I actually prepared some4

comments here that I'd like very much if they would be5

passed on and that the staff would look at clearly what we6

are actually saying here in Claiborne County.7

Now this environmental impact statement that8

has prepared in response to an application submitted to9

the United State Nuclear Regulatory Commission by System10

Energy Resource for an early site permit is, with emphasis11

added, it's appalling, shocking and very disturbing.12

The proposed requested SERI application is for13

the NRC to, one, approve a site within the existing Grand14

Gulf nuclear station boundaries, as suitable for the15

construction and operation of a new nuclear power16

generating facility.  And, two, issue an ESP for the17

proposed site identified as the Grand Gulf ESP site co-18

located with existing Grand Gulf Nuclear Station.19

This EIS includes the NRC's staff analysis that20

considers and weighs the environmental impact of21

constructing and operating up to two nuclear units at the22

Grand Gulf ESP site, or at alternative sites, and23

mitigation measures available for reducing or avoiding24

adverse impacts.25
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And this is all coming from this report here. 1

Section 102 of the National Environmental Policy Act of2

1969, NEPA, 42 U.S.C. 4321 directs that an environmental3

impact statement is required for major federal action that4

significantly affects the quality of the human5

environment.6

To guide this assessment, the impact of the7

proposed action, the NRC has established a standard for8

qualifying environmental impacts using the Council on9

Environmental Quality guidance.  And using this approach,10

which we've already seen on the screen, there are three11

significant levels, small, moderate, or large.  Now I12

won't go through -- about the meanings.  We already know13

what they mean.14

This EIS addresses the potential environmental15

impacts resulting from construction and operation of up to16

two nuclear units at the proposed Grand Gulf ESP site17

located in Claiborne County, Mississippi, northwest of18

Port Gibson, Mississippi, the only incorporated city19

within Claiborne County.20

During the course of preparing this EIS, the21

staff reviewed the application, including the22

environmental report submitted by SERI, consulted with23

federal, state, tribal, local agencies, and, in addition,24

the staff considered the public comments related to the25
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environmental review received during this scoping process,1

and in the process the application for the early site2

permit, the staff conducted an independent review of the3

issues.4

The staff recommendation to the Commission5

related to the environmental aspects of the proposed6

action is that the ESP should be issued.7

Now tonight the staff and the NRC is allowing8

us to provide some additional comments.  First I want to9

just sort of quote some of the things that are within10

here.  2.8, social economics, it says, The population data11

for the area affected by the proposed Grand Gulf ESP site12

are primarily based on the 2000 U.S. census as mapped with13

the land view five geographical information system by14

system series.15

When economic, employment, or population trends16

were analyzed over time, comparison was made between data17

from the 1990 U.S. census and the 2000 U.S. census.  Look18

at some of these shocking things that they got in here.19

2.8.1, population characteristics, the nearest20

population center is Port Gibson, Mississippi, located21

approximately 10 km, six miles to the southeast, with a22

population of 1,840 based on the 2000 U.S. census.  The23

majority of the population in this area is African24

Americans.  It says rural communities, similar to Port25
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Gibson, are located throughout the outlying areas and1

provide limited service.  Shocking.2

2.8.2, community characteristics, it says, The3

community surrounding the Grand Gulf ESP site is rural and4

economically isolated.  Appalling.  The county in which5

the proposed site is located, Claiborne County,6

Mississippi, and three other counties next to the proposed7

site, compile Jefferson County, then Mississippi and8

Tennessee Parish in Louisiana are classified as persistent9

poverty counties.10

County poverty estimates in the U.S. census11

indicate that 32.4 percent of the individuals are below12

the poverty level in Claiborne County.  Shocking. 13

Compared to the State of Mississippi, the State of14

Mississippi, with 19.9 of the individuals below the15

poverty level.16

The economy, approximately 750 people work at17

the Grand Gulf Nuclear Power Station Unit 1, with up to18

970 personnel on site during outages, making the site one19

of the largest stable employers in the four county region.20

Now, about 46 percent of the employees live in21

Warren County and Vicksburg.22

MR. CAMERON:  And Mr. Doss, I'm going to have23

to ask you to just --24

MR. DOSS:  Okay.25
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MR. CAMERON:  -- wrap this up and --1

MR. DOSS:  All right.  All right.2

MR. CAMERON:  -- give us the details --3

MR. DOSS:  All right.4

MR. CAMERON:  -- in a written --5

MR. DOSS:  Okay.  Let me just --6

MR. CAMERON:  -- submission.7

MR. DOSS:  All right.  To put all this in some8

kind of perspective, the above just mentioned9

environmental effects are clearly noticeable and are10

sufficient to destabilize important attributes of the11

resources.  What would it profit Claiborne County to12

approve of this site out there, and then lose all of the13

benefits?14

According to this environmental impact15

statement, the first Grand Gulf nuclear power plant did16

nothing, absolutely nothing, to change and affect the17

minority and low income population, poverty, housing,18

medical and unemployment rate with the county, Claiborne19

County, where the first Grand Gulf nuclear power plant is20

located.21

Now, time won't permit me, as you have said, to22

further go into deep discussion of the affected23

environment; however, based upon the in-lieu of the24

payment of county, municipal and district ad valorem25
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taxes, the first Grand Gulf nuclear power plant pays the1

State Tax Commission a sum based on the assessed value of2

the nuclear generating plant and are thereby distributed.3

This distribution of in-lieu payment is racist4

and, in fact, discriminates against the predominant black5

Claiborne County.  Now given the severity --6

MR. CAMERON:  Are you --7

MR. DOSS:  I'm just about through.  Hold on.8

MR. CAMERON:  All right.9

MR. DOSS:  Given the severity of the State of10

Mississippi misconduct, it would be unreasonable in the11

extreme for the United States Nuclear Regulatory12

Commission to overlook the obvious and neglect to take13

appropriate measures to prevent further actual14

discrimination against the predominant black Claiborne15

County in connection with the second Grand Gulf nuclear16

power plant.17

Based on the information provided in the18

environmental impact statement, SERI, Entergy, the second19

Grand Gulf nuclear power plant should be exempt from20

county, municipal and district level on taxes as well as21

any other in lieu payments of county, municipal and22

district level on taxes totally exempt.23

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.24

MR. DOSS:  Now --25
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MR. CAMERON:  I think I'm going to --1

MR. DOSS:  I -- well, I guess --2

MR. CAMERON:  -- have to ask you --3

MR. DOSS:  -- I got about one more paragraph. 4

I need to just get this out.5

MR. CAMERON:  All right.  Get it out.6

MR. DOSS:  Okay, well, let me just say this7

here.8

MR. CAMERON:  All right.9

MR. DOSS:  SERI, Entergy, the second Grand Gulf10

nuclear power plant will pay a sum based upon income to11

fund local 501(c)(3) organizations considering education,12

economic development, housing, and health on a competitive13

basis to help develop Claiborne County and its residents14

who are disproportionately minority and low income.15

No less than the value of the nuclear16

generating plant does further guarantee a tax write off17

for SERI Entergy.18

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  I'm glad that you got that19

last part in, because I think people needed to hear that. 20

We're going to put this the transcript.  Thank you very21

much --22

MR. DOSS:  Okay.23

MR. CAMERON:  -- Mr. Doss.24

We're going to go to Norris McDonald, Mr. Jim25
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Reinsch, and then we're going to go to Ruth Pullen.1

Norris McDonald.2

MR. McDONALD:  Good evening.  My name is Norris3

McDonald.  I'm president of the African American4

Environmentalist Association.  We're a national5

environmental group, and we're delighted to be here this6

evening.7

We've been in operation for 20 years.  Most of8

you probably haven't heard of us, but we have been around. 9

We've participated in the environmental justice10

formulation in Washington, D.C. at the Environmental11

Protection Agency.12

We assisted in the passage of the first Civil13

Rights legislation of the 21st Century.  That's the called14

the No Fear Act.  We're pushing an environmental justice15

act right now at the national level.  We're pushing16

environmental justice acts at the state levels as well.17

So that's just to give you some background. 18

We're intimately familiar with the subject of19

environmental justice.  I'm concerned here this evening20

about the possibility of environmental racism being used21

in an inappropriate fashion.22

Racism is very important.  An extremely23

important issue, and the term shouldn't be used lightly. 24

My mother died in 1959.  Back then, hospitals were25
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segregated, so she maybe didn't get the care she could1

have gotten from a better facility.2

Racism is important and it's a killer.  And we3

do not need to use it lightly.  So I hope this evening4

that people will take that in mind when they start5

throwing that term around, because it's very serious.6

And I'll be very blunt.  We support nuclear7

power, and we support this ESP for Grand Gulf.  We support8

it because nuclear power is emission free, no carbon9

dioxide emissions, no NOX, no SOX emissions, and you can10

also use weapons grade material and blend it down and use11

it in nuclear power plants.  So for many reasons, we12

support nuclear power.  But let's just be careful with13

that.14

Actually, we believe that if the plant isn't15

built, it'll represent an environmental injustice.  This16

community will not be well served.  And don't think that17

this is a real slam dunk case here locally.  There's18

competition.19

I live in Maryland, 40 miles from Washington --20

I mean, I live in Maryland, close to Washington, D.C., and21

where did the president go?  He came to the plant in22

Maryland, Calvert Cliffs.  Don't think you're going to23

automatically get this plant, so you fight it.  There's24

competition to be the first.25
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Now Port Gibson stands at the forefront of a1

possible renaissance, the possible renewal of a new2

industry.  It's our opinion that African Americans should3

take advantage of that at every single level that we can,4

from beginning to end.5

Now let me speak specifically to the6

environmental impact statement, because that's what we're7

here for this evening.  Two quick points, one is air8

pollution that was mentioned in the report.  It says that9

this is an attainment area, and maybe that's according to10

EPA standards.11

I would hope that NRC would review that because12

I saw the air today.  And maybe they should consider the13

African American Environmentalist Association standards,14

and that is, if you can see the air, it's not good to15

breathe.  I could see the air today, so you might want to16

consider using our standard.17

Also in the report, I think it would help in18

the front of the report if you would actually list the19

racial demographics so that your readers can see it more20

clearly.  According to the 2000 census, African Americans21

are 12.3 percent of the population of the U.S., 36.322

percent of the population in Mississippi, 84.1 percent in23

Claiborne County, and 80 percent in Port Gibson.24

If that could be put in a chart form, I think25
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it would help people in their analyses of the1

environmental -- on the racial demographics of the report.2

So with that in mind, we'll just leave these --3

we have written comments for the record, and we'll submit4

those for the record, and later on we intend to revise and5

extend these comments in a supplemental written statement. 6

Thank you.7

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you, Mr.8

McDonald.9

We're next going to go to Mr. Jim Reinsch, and10

then we'll go to Ruth Pullen, Paul Gunter, and Brendan11

Hoffman.12

Mr. Reinsch.13

MR. REINSCH:  Thank you.  My name is Jim14

Reinsch, and I'm the current president of the American15

Nuclear Society.16

And it's my pleasure to join with the local17

Mississippi ANS sector to add our support for SERI's18

application for a license to Grand Gulf for a potential19

new nuclear build.20

That recommendation is built upon our belief21

that the performance of the current nuclear fleet of 10322

reactors had demonstrated that nuclear power can produce23

electricity safely, securely, reliably, and an affordable24

and emission free manner.  As a matter of fact, the25



74

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
(202) 234-4433

performance of Entergy and this Grand Gulf team has been1

nothing short of world class, and has sustained that2

performance over the last five years.3

That's why the President of the United States,4

George W. Bush, the bipartisan majority of Congress, and5

the significant majority of Americans believe that in a6

complex and dynamic world, in the face of a growing7

projected demand of electricity to double between now and8

2025, that to assure nuclear security and prosperity, we9

absolutely must have energy security, economic security,10

and environmental security.11

And it is our belief that the only way you can12

assure that is to have a robust new nuclear program as a13

part of a comprehensive balanced energy portfolio.14

I think that President Bush said it well last15

week at Calvert Cliffs.  He, and a majority of Americans16

believe that nuclear power will make America safer and17

cleaner, and that we need to take the steps today to18

ensure that we'll have the opportunity for new nuclear19

power plants in the future.  Thank you.20

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Reinsch.21

Ruth?22

MS. PULLEN:  Oh, I'm sorry.23

MR. CAMERON:  That's okay.24

We're going to go to Ruth Pullen and then Paul25
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Gunter, Brendan Hoffman.  And then we're going to hear1

from two officials from the company, Mr. George Williams2

and Ms. Carolyn Shanks.3

This is Ruth Pullen.4

MS. PULLEN:  Well, first I want to thank the5

NRC staff for putting this document together.  I'm sure it6

took a lot of work.  I do have some concerns about it.7

But before I get into that, I want to just8

address -- we've had a couple of references here tonight9

where people have spoken about nuclear power and then10

spoken about our dependence on foreign oil.11

And I just want to point out that we do not12

depend on oil for our electricity.  It's a very small,13

maybe 1 percent, a little over 1 percent of oil is used to14

provide electricity in this country.15

The other thing I want to point out is, if16

you're concerned about dependence on a foreign source for17

fuel, that most of the uranium is imported -- most of the18

uranium used in nuclear power plants is imported and we do19

not have large uranium reserves in this country.  So to me20

that's of great concern, because we are, again, going to21

dependent on foreign sources.22

I guess -- I just want to address the process. 23

I think there's a lot of problems with this process, I24

think it's geared -- rather than public safety, this25
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document that the NRC handed out said that -- it mentioned1

is to protect public health and safety, promote common2

defense and security, and protect the environment.3

And what I feel about this document is that4

it's geared toward using the process for Entergy to build5

another nuclear reactor, and I don't think that that's in6

the best interest of Mississippi, or the country.7

If you go through the document -- and I've read8

most of this, skimmed parts of it, read a good part of it,9

and also accessed the document on the Nuclear Regulatory10

Commission's site and done some searches for key words.11

And the first thing I noticed was that SERI12

provided a lot of the information for this document, and13

that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, at some points,14

did an independent review, and at other points just15

accepted information provided by the utility that has a16

vested interest in getting this early site permit.  And I17

see a real problem with that.18

I also see a problem -- well, let me say that19

in this document, there are 14 pages of assumptions in the20

information provided by SERI.  And that's a lot of21

assumptions.  It would be nice to have some hard data.22

The other concern I have is that all the23

alternatives were provided by Entergy, all the alternative24

sites.  And I think if you're going to be looking at25
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alternatives, not only alternative energy, but alternative1

sites, and you're going to be doing it in the best2

interest of the country and the people of Mississippi,3

then you need to look at all alternative sites, not just4

the ones that would most benefit Entergy.5

You also need to look at all the alternative6

energy sources.  For example, in the examination of7

alternative energy, they discussed solar, and I talked8

about setting up a solar array at Grand Gulf.9

Well, that isn't the kind of thing you do with10

solar energy.  One of the advantages of solar energy is11

that it's not centralized; it doesn't have to be12

centralized.  That's one of the advantages; that's one of13

the safety features.14

And so that's just -- it's kind of -- it's15

bogus.  It's not -- if you're going to look at the16

alternatives, you need to look at them on their own17

merits.  You don't need to look at them in reference to18

the convenience of Entergy.  So I think that's something19

that you really need to look at in this ESP.20

I also feel that this is a lot of expense, a21

lot of taxpayer dollars, a lot of time spent, and really22

not a lot of information provided, and not a lot of real23

concrete decisions made, because all through this document24

they talk about not enough information was provided to25
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make a decision.  Not enough information was provided by1

SERI, by Entergy, there's constant references to that2

through here.3

And constant references to later assessments at4

the construction permitting process or the combined5

license.  And I think for the resources, for the time of6

the staff, the financial resources that were put in7

here -- as a taxpayer, I think you're wasting my money.8

And I think you're doing something that's going9

to help the utility perhaps, but I don't think you're10

doing -- you're spending my money, of which we seem to11

have less and less to benefit the taxpayer, you're not12

spending those dollars to my benefit.13

I think there's a lot of subsidies of nuclear14

power.  It needs to change.  And some of these need to go15

to other alternatives.  Someone referred -- I think that16

gentleman over there that was a nuclear engineer referred17

to China, Japan.  Let me say that China, Japan, Germany18

are all looking at solar power, and that Japan has19

committed to solar power and now produces more than the20

United States.21

And I just think you're not looking -- I think22

the process is flawed, and I think you're talking about23

starting us on a whole new path, you're talking about a24

new generation of nuclear reactors, and I think you need25
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to examine the process.  This is a process that's 50 years1

old, with some modifications, and I think there needs to2

be some changes.3

I also want to point out that the Nuclear4

Regulatory Commission is supposed to be unbiased, yet it5

states in this document at one point that this ESP --6

excuse me -- this EIS was done based on NRC regulations7

and the Atomic Energy Act.  And the Atomic Energy Act was8

written in the early 1950s to promote nuclear power.9

Now that is a real conflict of interest in my10

opinion.  You're supposed to be regulating, you're11

supposed to be looking out for the public safety and you12

should not be using a document that was written to promote13

nuclear power.  It was written in the 50s after World War14

II to promote the peaceful atom.  So that needs to change.15

MR. CAMERON:  And can you just wrap up for us,16

Ruth?17

MS. PULLEN:  Gee, I have so much more to say18

though.19

MR. CAMERON:  I know you do.20

MS. PULLEN:  Okay.21

MR. CAMERON:  I know you do.22

MS. PULLEN:  Okay.23

MR. CAMERON:  I know you do.  I mean, I'm24

letting you go over the five minute --25
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MS. PULLEN:  Oh, okay, you are?1

MR. CAMERON:  -- guideline.2

MS. PULLEN:  Okay.  Well, okay, I appreciate3

the time, and I just want to say there's a lot of issues4

in here.  Anyone that has this environmental impact5

statement, look on page 10.7 in Table 10.2 and see what it6

says about environmental justice issues.  It essentially7

puts it off on the state and just wipes it off the slate,8

and that's a disgrace.  I don't think there's any excuse9

for that.10

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very11

much, Ruth.12

And I guess I would just -- before Paul speaks,13

I just would note one thing that I think I can safely14

note, is that the Atomic Energy Act has been amended since15

its original promotional objective to vest the Nuclear16

Regulatory Commission with regulatory authorities and to17

take the promotional aspects out of the NRC.18

But I can see where perhaps that could be19

misleading if you go back.  But I just wanted to clarify20

that.21

MS. PULLEN:  Okay.  I just thought it was the22

Atomic Energy Commission that was changed to the NRC, and23

[inaudible].24

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Well, we can tell you a25
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little bit more about that.  But thank you.1

Paul Gunter.2

MR. GUNTER:  Thank you, Chip.3

My name is Paul Gunter.  I'm director of the4

Reactor Watch Dog Project for Nuclear Information and5

Resource Service in Washington, D.C.6

And, Ruth, you know, the issue is that the7

Atomic Energy Commission was disbanded because it became8

clear that it was a promotional agency for the nuclear9

power industry.  And that that promotion superceded public10

health and safety and environmental concerns.  And as11

such, the NRC was created, along with eventually the12

Department of Energy.13

But I'll tell you, in looking over the state of14

nuclear power today, we are at the same juncture, at the15

point of where the Atomic Energy Commission was challenged16

by Congress and eventually disbanded.17

And, you know, there are a number of issues18

that we could go into, but because of time and the fact19

that the public is only given one night to address an20

environmental impact statement that's been under21

construction for, you know, over a year, I, first of all,22

think that's a travesty that we're being bum's rushed out23

of this process, and it is of great concern, and I think24

reflects the kind of promotion that I have great concern25
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for.1

But, you know, as former resident of2

Mississippi, growing up in Philadelphia, Mississippi, you3

know, it continues to shock me that Claiborne County today4

is subsidizing the cost of electricity from Grand Gulf for5

40 other counties in the State of Mississippi.6

Now I remember back when I was a boy, there7

were, you know, laundromats all around Philadelphia and8

Meridian where signs were up that said, Whites Only.  And,9

you know, frankly, I don't see any difference between10

those signs in Philadelphia, and the fact that Claiborne11

County is peculiarly singled out and it's 84 percent12

African American population to subsidize the electricity13

from the Grand Gulf Nuclear Power Station.14

And I find it more peculiar that the Nuclear15

Regulatory Commission, in licensing this plant in 1985,16

never revisited the fact that the Mississippi State17

legislature went about stripping this county of money that 18

needs to go into emergency planning and security.19

Now the fact that Claiborne County has only one20

patrolman on night for an area the size of the District of21

Columbia, I think is a travesty.  And the fact that the22

NRC staff and the Commission and the Atomic Safety23

Licensing Board failed to give this county a hearing on24

that issue reflects the kind of discrimination that this25
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nation should be ashamed of.1

I will give the staff a tremendous amount of2

credit for the following quote that does appear in the3

DEIS.  And it states, It is not clear how the new nuclear4

facility would be treated for property tax purposes so it5

is not clear whether Claiborne County would receive6

property taxes sales and use the taxes and other taxes and7

public monies commensurate with the costs of an additional8

emergency management and public service obligation.  The9

net financial burden may fall on local residents and10

taxpayers, most of whom are minority and low income11

persons.12

Now you take that quote, now compare it with13

the contention that we raised before the Atomic Safety and14

Licensing Board last year on behalf of a number of groups,15

including the Claiborne County NAACP.16

Entergy environmental report "fails to evaluate17

the economic impacts on Claiborne County of imposing18

additional economic burdens on the county for emergency19

preparedness without also providing sufficient tax revenue20

to the county to support those services."  21

The NRC Licensing Board denied that contention. 22

The staff, in its final -- in its DEIS, which I think is23

pretty close to final, has ignored those same concerns. 24

And it think that that -- you know, that's a dispute that25
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needs to go on.  And we intend to carry it farther.1

But there is one other point that I'd like to2

raise here in my remaining time, and that is the fact that3

the DEIS has also trivialized the known and harmful4

environmental impacts of new nuclear waste generation,5

with the proposed expansion of the Grand Gulf Nuclear6

Power Station.7

In the year 2011, the current nuclear reactors8

will have generated more than 63,000 metric tons of9

commercial high level radioactive waste, enough to fill10

Yucca Mountain, which is the only site that the country's11

currently looking at, to its legal limit.  The waste12

generated after 2011 will be excess to Yucca Mountain, and13

stuck in Mississippi, even if Yucca were to open an fill14

to capacity.15

Now let's look at some of those figures real16

quick here in the closing time that I have.  Between 198517

and 2005, Grand Gulf Unit 1, generated 664 metric tons.  I18

would add that that nuclear waste inventory sits atop the19

reactor building, and in an elevated pond that the20

National Academy of Sciences has recognized as vulnerable21

to the safety and security of this population, the22

population of the region, and commerce on the Mississippi23

River.24

Between 1985 and 2011, that'll be 856 metric25
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tons; by 2035, that'll 1600 tons; by 2045, if the plant1

applies and is granted a 20 year extension, that will be2

over 1900 tons.  And that figure is 1,074 metric tons in3

excess of Yucca Mountain.  If you add Grand Gulf Unit 2,4

and Grand Gulf Unit 3, those totals go up to 3,840 tons.5

If the current reactor operates sixty years and6

two additional reactors are built and operated for sixty7

years, the total amount of highly radioactive waste in8

excess to Yucca Mountain at Grand Gulf would then amount9

to more than 4,900 metric tons, or over seven times what10

is currently stored there today.11

MR. CAMERON:  Can you wrap up for us --12

MR. GUNTER:  Certainly.13

MR. CAMERON:  -- Paul, please?14

MR. GUNTER:  And, again, Chip, you know, with15

this many people and this much interest, it would probably16

serve the NRC to consider at least extending some more17

generosity, and perhaps staying over a night for another18

hearing.  But, in fact, the issue here is that the NRC has19

acknowledged that there is uncertainty with regard to20

what's going to happen with Yucca Mountain, and yet they21

have failed to quantify just how much uncertainty is22

there.23

And, you know, that's a big concern, because24

when you folks talk about looking to the benefits of25
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nuclear power, you better well rest assured that there are1

more adverse consequences.  Thank you.2

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very3

much, Paul.4

We're going to go to Brendan Hoffman now.5

Brendan?6

MR. HOFFMAN:  I always end up going after Paul,7

and I have to put this --8

I would like to like to thank everyone for9

coming out tonight and sticking around.  I know it's hot,10

I know it's late, and I know this is probably boring.11

But it's very important to be out here tonight,12

and I'm really excited that everyone is here taking an13

active interest in the energy future of this country. 14

This is one of the most important decisions that we're15

going to be facing in coming years.  So I'm excited that16

everyone cares about that.17

And I would like to echo Paul's request that18

there be more opportunities like this one, not just here19

in Port Gibson, although this is obviously an important20

place to do it, but this is not the only place that this21

reactor is going to have an effect.22

There should be meetings like this in23

Vicksburg, there should be meetings like this in Jackson,24

Brookhaven, across the river in Louisiana.  There's people25
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only two miles away from that plant that have no1

opportunity -- you know, they can submit written comments.2

But they don't have the opportunity really to3

come out to a meeting like this with fellow members of4

their community and have a real dialogue about it, because5

this is a big important decision and I think an honest6

debate about it is extraordinarily important.7

So I would like to say that I'm pleased that8

this is happening, but we need a lot more of it if we're9

going to make the best decision for everybody.10

So what I'd really like to do, you know, Ruth11

and Paul made a lot of the points that I was going to12

make, they made them very well, so hopefully that means I13

can take up a little less of your time.14

But I would just like to make the point that15

that big fat book, that draft environmental impact16

statement, more than 700 pages, probably at first glance17

is very convincing in making you think that it has all the18

answers and that it's a very thorough review and all the19

problems have been resolved, and if they get this permit,20

it means everything is a-okay.21

But I would like you to think about, as Ruth22

pointed out, how many times you've heard tonight that this23

is an issue that's going to be postponed and addressed24

later, either at the COL, the construction and operating25
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license stage, or maybe it's one of those issues that1

never has to be addressed at all, because there is no good2

answer for it.3

For example, items that are going to be4

addressed later, hopefully there will be a more in depth5

and more complete analysis of alternatives to building a6

nuclear power plant.  I don't think it's appropriate to7

let Entergy decide exactly what the goal of this project8

is going to be.9

If they decide the goal of this project is to10

build a nuclear power plant at Grand Gulf, then there11

really are no alternatives that we can look at.  The goal12

of this project should be to meet the country's energy13

needs in the most cost effective manner possible.14

And that opens a lot more doors.  There's a lot15

more ways that we can do that aside from nuclear power,16

aside from thinking that putting solar panels at the Grand17

Gulf site is a logical idea, because it's not.  That would18

never happen.19

But there are alternatives.  There are clean20

alternatives, there are cheaper alternatives, like wind21

power, for example.  Probably not here in Mississippi,22

although options for biomass exist down here.  But there23

are alternatives that are being dismissed out of hand that24

really provide honest options for meeting our energy25
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needs.1

Conservation and efficiency can go extremely2

far in meeting our needs.  Simple things.  That doesn't3

mean living in the dark with a candle.  It doesn't mean4

not owning a car.  It just means, you know, buying a fuel5

efficient car, even though, as we heard, a nuclear power6

plant will do absolutely nothing to cut our dependence on7

foreign oil or reduce our use of gasoline.8

It means putting in, you know, a more efficient9

light bulb, or buying a more efficient refrigerator. 10

There are lots of ways that we can be efficient and wise11

with our energy use, and cut down on the need to build all12

kinds of power plants, not just nuclear.13

I would like to see fewer coal plants also. 14

Norris's air standard, I think that's great.  That's a15

good start.  We shouldn't be able to see the air, you16

know.  But there are ways to cut down on pollution that17

are even more effective than nuclear power, that is not18

generating the electricity in the first place, because we19

just don't need it.20

There have been studies done.  Over the last 3021

years, since the oil embargo in the early 70s, over the22

last 30 years, 80 percent of our increased energy needs23

have been met through increased efficiency.  That's a24

pretty big number.  And estimates are by experts like25
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Amory Lovins of the Rocky Mountain Institute; he's been1

doing this for 40 years, and he's unassailable.2

His estimates are that we can use between a3

half and a quarter of the electricity that we use now in4

this country, and still do everything we're doing.  We5

would just be doing it much more effectively and more6

efficiently.7

I'd also like to remind you that cost has not8

really been addressed yet.  You'll remember that the first9

reactor had a huge cost overrun.  It was very expensive,10

so expensive that Claiborne County was forced to subsidize11

all the other -- half the other counties in Mississippi to12

cover that up, and disguise the fact that people's13

electricity rates were going up so much.14

Waste, as Paul pointed out, waste is a big15

issue.  Security is essentially left out completely.  We16

can't really ignore that.  It's not the only thing that we17

should base our decision on, but we should think about it,18

and right now the NRC is not thinking about it.19

So I would like to leave you with -- in fact, I20

brought along a copy of a Time Magazine article.  It was21

just in last week's issue, the June 20 issue.  It's called22

Are These Towers Safe?  It's a really good read.  I would23

encourage you all to pick up a copy because I have a whole24

bunch.  I'll either leave them on this table, or if Chip25
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makes me put them somewhere else, then I'll let you know.1

MR. CAMERON:  No, that's fine.  Leave them2

somewhere convenient like that.  Thank you, Brendan for3

bringing those.  Thank you for your comments.4

And I just would note that there have been two5

requests for additional public meetings that we'll6

consider as a formal comment.7

These meetings are important to the NRC. 8

They're something that we're not required to do, but we9

want to do, and there is a 75-day -- I guess it's a 75-day10

written comment period.  But I don't want to lose sight of11

the requests that were made by Paul and Brendan.12

Before we go to the company executives, we do13

have another local government official.  Mr. Shorts is14

going to -- and I hope I got your name right.15

MR. SHORTS:  John Shorts, that's right.16

MR. CAMERON:  Good.  Great.  He's going to talk17

to us.18

MR. SHORTS:  First let me begin by just saying19

good evening to each of you.  You know, there's been a lot20

of comments that have been made in here tonight, and as21

president of the Claiborne County Board of Supervisors, I22

can whole heartedly say -- and stand here and say, that we23

support the early site permit of Grand Gulf.24

You know, we can all disagree, but it's very25
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important that -- and it's so good to see as many people1

to come out tonight, and I'm so glad to see my colleagues2

from the adjacent county, Jefferson County Board of3

Supervisors, Mr. Trent Hudson, and Mr. Ray Perryman.4

You know, I thank you all, guys, for coming out5

and supporting us tonight, because we can all work6

together and we can reach a consensus that's going to move7

Claiborne County forward.  And we know, as a citizen of8

Claiborne County, and as taxpayers of Claiborne County,9

that working together -- and we know we can move Claiborne10

County forward.11

And there's a lot of things that have been said12

in here tonight that, you know, we must analyze these13

issues and it's very important.  Claiborne County is going14

to handle these issues, because we feel like that it's the15

best thing for the county and it's the best thing for the16

State of Mississippi.  Thank you.17

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very18

much, Mr. Shorts.19

Now we're going to go to the company to hear20

what their vision is behind the early site permit21

application.  And first we're going to go to Mr. George22

Williams, who's the site vice president at Grand Gulf.23

MR. WILLIAMS:  Good evening everyone.  I know24

it's been a long night and I will do my best to make sure25
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that I don't extend the night any longer.  I know we all1

have to work tomorrow.2

But as several people mentioned earlier, it is3

really an honor and pleasure that so many of you have4

showed up tonight.  This is a very important process, it's5

a very important topic, and it shows that the people are6

very interested in this early site permitting process.7

First of all, I will tell you, I will not8

attempt to address all the issues that were raised this9

evening.  We just don't have enough time tonight.10

But I'd like to begin by saying, this Friday,11

July 1, will represent 20 years of safe commercial12

operation of the Grand Gulf Nuclear Station.  Grand Gulf13

Nuclear Station has been one of the best operating nuclear14

facilities in the country for some time.  And I'm proud to15

stand here today and say that.16

I've been the site vice president at Grand Gulf17

for over two years, and I will tell you, each and every18

day, the men and women that operate and work at that19

facility, they take a lot of pride in making sure that20

they operate that facility safely.21

That is just extremely important, that is the22

utmost priority at the Grand Gulf Nuclear Station.  The23

people there are very well trained and very well aware of24

the regulatory requirements and operating requirements of25
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the Grand Gulf Nuclear Station.1

Now I will tell you, yes, Grand Gulf -- and2

SERI did apply for an early site permit July -- I mean,3

October of 2003.  But I do want to make it clear to4

everyone, applying for that permit affords us the5

opportunity to potentially build a nuclear plant in the6

future.7

There has been no commitment by Entergy or SERI8

to build a nuclear power plant at this time.  So I don't9

want anyone to go out and think that SERI and Entergy are10

just automatically trying to do this.  We will not build a11

plant unless it makes sense for our customers.12

Our customers are the number one priority for13

us.  If it makes sense for our customers, if it's14

economically sound, and we already know nuclear power is15

environmentally friendly so that is not something that we16

even have to worry about, would it make sense for all17

those folks and our investors, that is when another18

nuclear power plant will be built at Grand Gulf Nuclear19

Station.20

So it is just -- it is not an automatic21

process, just because we're applying for this permit.  But22

I will tell you, I had a great day today.  My day started23

out at the capitol for a pro-nuclear rally, and that was24

the first time in 30 years that there's been a pro-nuclear25
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rally in this country.   And I tell you what, it felt very1

good.2

Another thing I feel real good about is there's3

a lot of energy, a lot of positive, public opinions about4

nuclear power, and when the time is right, I'm going to5

take great pride in building one of the new technologies6

at Grand Gulf Nuclear Station.7

Thank you for your time.8

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Williams.9

And we have Carolyn Shanks, who's the president10

of Entergy Mississippi.11

Carolyn?12

MS. SHANKS:  Good evening everyone, and, yes, I13

am last evidently.14

Let me just say, I'm pleased to have the15

opportunity to speak to you.  I want to echo everything16

that George said on Grand Gulf.  I will tell you, I have17

been with Entergy 22 years, and I am happy to say, I will18

be here on Friday, and I was here 20 years ago that day19

that we celebrated getting our license for that facility.20

What I want to do is just give you a few21

comments from the perspective of Mississippi customers and22

who Entergy Mississippi serves every day.  We're very23

proud of what nuclear is doing.  We're committed to24

planning for our future.  We cannot sit back and wait till25
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there's a shortage of power to look at opportunities.1

It is an opportunity to create jobs, we are2

very committed to creating jobs.  Also, with the time3

frame that we have, we have the opportunity to plan for4

what the training and the work force needs to be if we5

have the opportunity to build a new plant.6

We do have to look at what's going on in the7

country today.  I don't know if you realize, but in your8

electric bills today, there's the cost of gas, anywhere9

six and a half to what is projected for next year to eight10

cents.  Nuclear fuel that we get from Grand Gulf is half a11

penny.  Half a penny.  A significant difference to a lot12

of our low income customers who cannot afford that price.13

The other thing is, and I think it's important, 14

to re-emphasize what George said, we have not committed15

the Mississippi rate payers to build or pay for this16

plant.  That is something that will be assessed in the17

future.18

We may want to have the opportunity to buy19

power from that plant.  Again, it's something that we will20

assess in the future, and we have not and will not commit21

our rate payers to that until it is the right decision.22

Entergy operates -- Entergy Mississippi23

operates to serve the communities that we operate.  We24

provide economic development support, we provide community25
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development support, and we provide money to make where1

you live, and where you work, where we serve better places2

to be and improve the quality of life.3

That's what's important to us.  And know that4

from Entergy Mississippi's perspective, we are looking out5

to protect our customers, as well as provide an6

opportunity  for an enhanced quality of life in the7

future.8

And I appreciate the opportunity to speak. 9

Thank you.10

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very11

much, Carolyn.12

We're going to go to Ellis Neal, Phil Sequest,13

and then to Martha Ferris.14

Mr. Neal?  Ellis Neal here?15

MR. NEAL:  Yes, I am, but I would do great to16

keep silent.17

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Ellis.18

Mr. Sequest?  Phil Sequest?  Sorry.  All right. 19

MR. SEQUEST:  I'm Phil Sequest.  I'm a local20

resident.  I'm not an employee of Entergy, never have been21

an employee of Entergy, but I'd like to say thanks for the22

20 plus years that Entergy has provided extra income into23

this county that badly needs it, as some people have24

alluded to tonight.25
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We were robbed by the state legislature on1

taxes.  There's no doubt about that.  And I think2

everybody's talked about that enough tonight.  But if you3

stop and look at what we do get, tax-wise, back from4

there -- and I'm not a big land owner, but I do happen to5

own two parcels of land that are in Claiborne County and6

in two adjoining counties -- and the tax base in Claiborne7

County is probably one to six for Jefferson County, and8

it's probably one to three and a half for Copiah County,9

and I know from having a business in Vicksburg, it's a10

factor of about 20 to one if you're in Vicksburg versus11

Port Gibson.  So tax based, it has helped us.12

And if I can say a few more things about13

Jefferson County, unfortunately, you know, the nuclear14

plant happened to be in Claiborne County.  If it'd been in15

Jefferson County, the roles would be reversed.16

Jefferson County needs some help.  They17

probably got a third of the road management department18

that we have in Claiborne County, we have a big emergency19

management organization up here.  They've got the sheriff. 20

Peter Walker, I believe is the emergency management21

coordinator down there.22

So there -- you know, there is some need for23

other items, but getting back to that, that's what has24

helped Claiborne County, the fact that we've had the25
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nuclear plant and the spin off from the it.  It's helped1

everything in the economy of Claiborne County because of2

that.3

As a few people have alluded to tonight, and4

Mr. Williams stated that, you know, that they're not going5

to build one till it's economically feasible for the6

customers.  I believe Mr. McDonald said it's not a slam7

dunk, they are looking at other areas as well.8

One thing that will help it here is that if the9

local people will quit being a silent majority, get behind10

and let people know how you feel about it, write your11

comments to the NRC, if you're not speaking tonight, and12

support what has obviously been positive.13

There are a number of environmental14

organizations now coming out in support of nuclear power,15

where they've heretofore been against it.  And I think Mr.16

McDonald said that again tonight.  It doesn't have any bad17

emission.  You can't see the air around here because of18

it.19

You go to a coal fired plant area, you go to20

other hydrocarbon plant areas, whether they be oil or gas,21

you're certainly going to see the air.  Sometimes you can22

see it in Vicksburg, that yellow haze that you see is what23

he referred to as nox, which is a nitrous oxide compound.24

Get behind it, let's support it locally.  It's25
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been good for the county for 20 some odd years, I'd like1

for it to be good for another 20 or 30 years, even though2

I won't be around that long.  Thank you.3

MR. CAMERON:  Thank you very much.  Thank you,4

Phil.5

We're going to hear from Martha Ferris now, and6

then we're going to go to Mr. Robert Butler.7

Martha?8

MS. FERRIS:  Thank you.  At the last meeting we9

had here in this room, and official from Entergy was asked10

how long -- when the storage of the nuclear waste at Grand11

Gulf would reach capacity.  And he responded, 2007.12

With that cut off period, I don't understand13

how we can continue to talk about generating yet more14

waste when we're going to reach our local capacity in15

2007, and we know that even if Yucca Mountain were used,16

it would reach its capacity by 2011.  So for me it seems17

like a no brainer.  It's the waste, it's the waste, it's18

the waste.19

And a second point I wanted to address, in20

terms of safety evaluation, I know Mr. Raj had talked21

about how he -- that evaluation was based on information22

from state and local agencies.  And I'm aware that there23

were two affidavits filed, one by the police chief at the24

time stating that, in the event of an emergency, that he25
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felt inadequately prepared and supported to facilitate an1

emergency evaluation of the people of Claiborne County.2

And that the hospital administrator stated the3

same -- something along the same lines, that should there4

be a nuclear accident and people need emergency medical5

attention for exposure to radiation, this hospital would6

be unprepared to address that.7

Another -- people keep talking about what a8

clean source of energy nuclear energy is.  And keep9

talking about the air and how if you can see the air, it's10

not good to breathe.  But one thing that we also know is11

that you don't see radiation.  It's -- and it's the most12

lethal thing in the world to be exposed to.13

And finally, I was struck tonight by a term14

that I hadn't heard before that Dr. Brandt used when he15

described, should there be a second reactor built here,16

that it would probably be generating electricity, not to17

be used in Mississippi, but would be sold up and down the18

Mississippi River.19

So obviously the State of Mississippi is not in20

need of that extra power, and there's some reason that21

this spot is selected, because those other places that22

will be selling the power -- they would be selling the23

power to probably don't want a nuclear -- a second nuclear24

plant in their backyard.  So it's clear that here we are25
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desperate for jobs and it seems a high risk to take for1

the jobs that it would generate.2

So thank you.3

MR. CAMERON:  And thank you very much, Martha.4

We're going to go to Mr. Butler, and the5

Michael Stuart, Nancy Mascarella, and Tom Pullen.6

It's Mr. Butler right here.7

MR. BUTLER:  Thank you.  And I could have gone8

to church and then come back.9

But anyway, I'm not going to take that much10

time, because my purpose here is not to be pro or con11

about whether you build or not to build in Claiborne12

County, but my objection is that it does bring us out13

together, doesn't it?14

We're all coming out here looking at each other15

and talking about something that's important to Claiborne16

County.  I don't have to agree.  We can still do it.  We17

can argue the points and if there is rational decisions18

being made in Claiborne County, we can make those19

decisions for the good of Claiborne County.20

Now, me and the president of the NAACP says one21

thing, first of all, I'm a citizen of Claiborne County. 22

And that says I should be concerned about what we do here. 23

And I am concerned about the safety of this community. 24

That's number one, no matter what we do.  Looking out for25
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the people in Claiborne County, and that's not black1

people, there's black people and white people.  You2

understand?  Because we all got to live here.3

Now the people who don't live here in Claiborne4

County, I have very little to say for or against.  You5

understand?  When you come in to tell me how good things,6

or how bad things are, it really don't register too much7

with Butler.8

I think we need to talk to each other here in9

Claiborne County.  There are a few people around here that10

I've had conversations with.  But I'm not here to say11

amen.  I'm here to say we need to talk, and we need to get12

to the point.  And if we disagree, let's disagree here in13

Claiborne County about what's good for Claiborne County.14

Now the only time you'll see me get upset is15

when I see something happening in Claiborne County that16

looks like Grand Gulf Nuclear Power Number 1.  I hope you17

all understand that.18

MR. CAMERON:  Thank you, Mr. Butler.19

Michael?  Michael Stuart.20

MR. STUART:  Hello, I'm Michael Stuart.  Before21

I get started, I would like to mention that it's not22

nuclear or solar or wind or hydro or geothermal or23

biomass, it's a combination of all of these non-emitting24

pollution free sources that we need to secure our energy25
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future.1

So if somebody says that we can't do nuclear,2

we need to do something else, or we can't do this, we need3

to do that, I think that we need to consider that all of4

these things can be beneficial to our energy future.5

Another thing that was mentioned tonight was6

that oil has not been replaced by nuclear.  That's7

incorrect.  Back in the 70s, when we were developing8

nuclear power, oil represented a tremendous amount of9

electrical generation in this country.  Nuclear power did10

replace oil.11

And in the future, it has the opportunity to12

replace oil yet again, by generating hydrogen for clean13

burning automobiles.  So nuclear has the potential to14

completely -- not completely, but nearly completely15

replace oil in this country.16

Anyway, I'd like to address the waste issue17

tonight.  It's been a topic of the environmental impact18

statement, and I'm going to take a full three minutes, but19

I think it's important for us to understand the waste20

issue.21

I've heard it said it's unconscionable to22

knowingly generate toxic waste.  That's one of the biggest23

arguments I've heard against nuclear energy.  By a show of24

hands, who rode in a gasoline-powered vehicle to this25
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meeting?  Well, actually, I didn't, I walked.  But I did1

ride in a gasoline powered automobile down to Claiborne2

County.3

Then when all knowingly produced toxic waste. 4

And if you don't believe me, just try breathing the5

exhaust pipe of your car.6

Now, does that make us unconscionable?  No. 7

It's just a simple cost benefit analysis.  We knew we were8

generating toxic waste, yet the convenience of riding in9

that fossil fuel burning vehicle was worth the small10

amount of toxic waste generated.11

It's the same with electricity production.  I12

don't know if you all can see this, but this is a13

simulated fuel pellet.  This is the exact size and shape14

of the fuel pellets used in the nuclear facility, and this15

is exactly what it looks like going in, and that's exactly16

what it looks like coming out.17

Did anybody notice I was carrying this in my18

pocket?   Would anybody have noticed if I was carrying19

1,760 pounds of coal in my pocket?  Because that's the20

same amount of energy we're talking about.  That's the21

exact and shape of it going in, that's the size and shape22

of it coming out.23

If we were at the nuclear power station, you24

could point to all of the used fuel that is generated in25
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the last 25 years.  In sharp contrast, you can't see the1

toxic waste generated by fossil fuels, but that doesn't2

make it go away.  It's still there.3

Forty thousand metric tons -- actually I4

believe Paul said 63,000 metric tons is going to be5

produced by 2011.  Can anyone imagine how big 63,0006

metric tons is?7

Maybe I can help you put into perspective. 8

Fifty thousand metric tons, that's the amount of sulphur9

dioxide that was not emitted into Mississippi's air last10

year because of the use of nuclear power.  Sixteen11

thousand metric tons, that's the amount of nitrogen oxide12

that was not emitted into Mississippi's air last year13

because of the use of nuclear power.14

Now that's -- both of those together is almost15

70,000 metric tons.  That's more than what Paul was16

talking about nuclear power generated in the entire17

history of nuclear power generation in this country for18

the last 40 years.19

I've got one more number for you, 9.4 million20

metric tons [of carbon dioxide].  That's like 200 times21

more than the amount of all nuclear waste generated in the22

last 40 years.  The best news is, is that nuclear -- used23

of nuclear fuel is not a waste.  To call it waste is24

unconscionable.  Ninety-five percent of the energy is25
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still contained in that fuel.  And in the future, that1

fuel can be recycled to provide energy for this country.2

The waste issue is one of the biggest things3

going for nuclear power, because it generates massive4

amounts of electricity for such a small amount of waste. 5

If anything, this draft environmental impact statement6

needs to address the environmental impact of not building7

new nuclear reactors, because the power will still be8

needed, and it would likely be from more environmentally9

harmful sources than nuclear power.  Thank you.10

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you very11

much, Michael.12

Is Nancy -- Nancy Mascarella.  Hi, Nancy.13

And then we're going to go to -- I think it's14

Tom Pullen.15

MR. PULLEN:  I'm going to submit my comments in16

writing.17

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Tom.18

And this is Nancy -- is it --19

MS. MASCARELLA:  Mascarella.20

MR. CAMERON:  Mascarella.21

MS. MASCARELLA:  Yes.22

MR. CAMERON:  Thank you.23

MS. MASCARELLA:  Good evening, and thank you24

all for coming here.25
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I'm Nancy Mascarella, and I'm the chairperson1

for the Mississippi Section of the American Nuclear2

Society.  And we represent all the nuclear professionals3

in the State of Mississippi.  That means the entire state4

of Mississippi.5

Now, I was asked a question today that really6

made me start thinking.  I was asked how many of you all7

are from Port Gibson?  And the way it was asked was rather8

derogatory, so it made me start thinking.9

Now, I work at Grand Gulf, and a lot of our10

professionals, our nuclear professionals, do work at Grand11

Gulf.  Not all of them, and not all of them even work for12

Entergy.13

And I started thinking about it.  I work at14

Grand Gulf and I may not live in Port Gibson, I live in15

another town, but I visit the Post Office in Port Gibson16

more than I do the one in my own town.  I know when a new17

restaurant opens in Port Gibson before I know about one in18

my own town.  And I can tell you the food's good there.19

Right, Debbie?20

And when one opens and it's good, the word gets21

around the site and we say, there's a new restaurant in22

town, we want to support it, because we want them to do23

well.  Why is that?24

Because we feel that we are a part of this25
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community.  And we do want to support it.  And we do feel1

that it is important, and what happens to the people here2

is important to us.3

Part of our task, our function as the American4

Nuclear Society is to educate the public, and then to5

allow the public to make up their own minds what they want6

to believe.  Now I'm not saying that we've always done the7

best with that, and I hope to do a better job of that in8

the future.9

But I'm so happy that we have this meeting here10

so that people can hear opposing views and they can use11

their own intelligence and common sense to make up their12

minds.  Thank you.13

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Nancy.14

We're going to go to Mr. Savell, and then Kelly15

Taylor, Bill Casino, and then Scott Peterson.16

Is Mr. Savell still with us?  Is -- am I17

pronouncing that correctly?18

(No response.)19

MR. CAMERON:  Okay, Kelly Taylor.20

MS. TAYLOR:  Good evening.  My name is Kelly21

Taylor, and I'm here on vacation from the State of22

Virginia, so, no, I'm not a resident of Claiborne County. 23

I really have enjoyed my first visit to beautiful24

Mississippi, and the awesome people, the bright,25
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intelligent, wonderful people that I have been privileged1

to meet down here.2

I'm not here tonight to tell you, or the3

Nuclear Regulatory Commission what to think, or how to4

act, or how to behave, or what you should or shouldn't do. 5

I'm here to encourage you, the community, to seek new6

information, and don't accept any information you hear7

without verifying the facts or the source that are8

presented to you.9

This meeting is not about reactor designs,10

whether past, present or future.  But for a community like11

yours to consider something like the early site permit,12

which is just one part of a three-step process.  You need13

to consider the impact of today's proceedings, you also14

need to consider the long term impact that you and your15

leadership must review for the eventual impact on you and16

on your neighbors.17

And in light of that, I'd like to point out18

that nuclear power stations in general are the most secure19

commercial facilities in the United States.  Since20

September of 2001, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission has21

issued stringent new security regulations, and the nuclear22

industry has spent over a billion dollars, that's with a23

B, on compliance with these new regulations.24

Each site has a physical barrier that prevents25
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people from getting access to the site that are not1

supposed to be there.  This barrier is not just on the2

roads, it goes all the way around the nuclear sites that3

are established.4

Each site has added additional security5

personnel that have been hired and trained to defend --6

not just to protect and defend, not just the sites, but7

the community surrounding the sites, from infiltration and8

attack.9

Anyone who has ever been in one of these power10

stations can see that they are secure, robust facilities11

built of concrete and steel.  They are designed and built12

with the idea of protecting, from unauthorized access, the13

portions of the station that have the strongest connection14

to reactor safety.15

Please note that I did not say that these16

structures protect the most vulnerable portions of the17

reactor design.  Even without these extra security18

measures, which are critical for all nuclear facilities,19

even without the security measures, these systems that are20

protected were originally designed to the be the most21

robust portion of the design of a reactor site.22

They have the thickest pipes, they have the23

most stringent requirements for the materials that the24

components are made from, and they are installed to the25
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highest degree of testing and quality.1

Now, why do I tell you this?  Some people2

believe that hosting just one nuclear reactor puts your3

community at risk due to acts of criminals who seek to4

effect government policies by exploiting public fears. 5

And, yes, that means I'm talking about terrorism.6

Terrorism is a threat that should be7

considered, protected against, and taken very seriously. 8

This is, in fact, acts of criminals, and they are, to some9

extent, unpredictable, although not entirely so.  We know10

a little bit about what their motivations are and that11

they seek to effect public policy through means that12

essentially are not legal.13

But once you have considered the threat, once14

you have protected against the threat, once you have taken15

it seriously, and this has been done by the regulators, by16

the utility, by the communities, by the employees at the17

site who work there and who raise their families in these18

communities, once this threat has been taken seriously,19

then I submit to you that over reacting to what can be20

imagined does yourself and your community, and potentially21

our economy, harm.22

If fears are the terrorists' stock in trade,23

and they seek destruction of our economy, which we know24

these two to be facts, then whenever we spend energy,25
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money and emotion on what might happen, we empower those1

people who would have us ignore what does happen, now and2

every day.3

If more base load power will be needed, and we4

know that eventually it will, if aging power plants with5

environmentally harmful emissions need to be retired, and6

we know that they will, then nuclear is the safest, most7

secure, and cleanest opportunity to provide for emissions8

free power.9

Thank you for your time.10

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you, Kelly.11

Bill?  Bill Casino?  And I think we're probably12

going to be done around 10:30 or sooner, just to give you13

an idea.  We won't be going till midnight or something14

like that, so, unless Bill takes an hour, but --15

MR. CASINO:  Maybe 50 minutes or so.16

MR. CAMERON:  All right.   Okay, Bill.17

MR. CASINO:  Thank you.  My name is Bill18

Casino, and I too am down here on vacation visiting19

Mississippi for the first time.  Many of my co-workers are20

from Mississippi, have worked at Grand Gulf before, and21

they told me some of the things, some of the highlights I22

should enjoy.  I've burned a couple of rolls of film23

taking pictures.  It's a beautiful area, and I'm enjoying24

myself down here.25
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I do want to take the opportunity to, first of1

all, say that I support acceptance of the ESP, and that I2

think the community should take into consideration3

something which has been brought up, and it's a sore spot4

for a lot of folks because there's a lot of misconception. 5

I want to take my couple of minutes and try and maybe give6

you a different way of thinking about it.7

I'm going to carry on with Michael's thoughts,8

you know, about nuclear use, nuclear fuel, nuclear waste,9

nuclear garbage, whatever you want to call it.  I'd like10

to maybe ask you to re-think your perception about it.11

It's fair to point out that we got a lot of12

stuff building up as we use this process to generate13

power.  We have byproducts, and the byproducts are toxic14

and harmful.15

Certainly you wouldn't want to be sitting next16

to one of these used fuel rods.  It wouldn't do you much17

good.  You don't want to eat it, you don't want to breathe18

it.  It's bad stuff.  There's no doubt about it, there's19

no denying it.20

But I think you might want to consider -- the21

point I guess I want to make is, some folks would like to22

make it sound as though the fact that we have contained,23

and controlled, and kept every ounce of stuff that our24

commercial activity has ever generated since the beginning25
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of our industrial use of nuclear power, as a bad thing.1

I would argue that being responsible and2

controlling these potentially dangerous materials might be3

something that I personally think is something we should4

kind of be proud of, that we control it properly, we know5

where it is, it's not hurting anybody.  To my6

recollection, I don't believe any member of the population7

has been hurt or killed by the storage of used nuclear8

fuel.9

I consider that to be a -- you know, not10

bragging or anything, but I think it's something -- I11

think it's a positive point.  Something we should be proud12

of.  I think if we continue that behavior, being13

responsible with the stuff that gets produced from our14

commercial activity, that that's a good sign, that's15

something that everybody here should be glad that we do.16

And that there are other industries in this17

country unfortunately that do not follow that example.  We18

should all work towards trying to apply these standards to19

those other industries.  I think that would do our nation20

a great deal of good.21

So I guess it's all about perspective.  Sure,22

some of the folks on the other side of the position want23

us to re-think, you know, it doesn't make a lot of sense24

to keep doing this, if we make all this waste and we don't25
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what to do with it, we don't have a permanent solution.1

Well, that doesn't mean necessarily that we2

should just stop what we're doing.  What it means is, we3

should step up our activity to do more to be sure that we4

take appropriate actions to deal with the byproducts of5

our activities.  I think a lot of the surveys show that6

the American population thinks generally it's a good idea7

for us to keep going in this direction, as long as we do8

it right.9

So let's be sure we do it right.  Let's control10

this spent fuel.  Let's not let any kind of an opportunity11

pop up where it could have a negative impact on folks'12

lives.13

Yucca Mountain's a good start.  It may happen,14

it may not happen, it may not happen for a long time. 15

Does it mean, if Yucca Mountain doesn't open in the next16

five years, that, you know, our industry is going to come17

crashing to a halt?  No, this is just storage.  It's just18

a simple storage issues.  It's a question of resources.19

The companies are going to have to commit20

resources to manage the materials.  It can be done.  This21

is not rocket science.  This is just storing, you know,22

used nuclear fuel.  It's not a complicated issue.  We know23

how to manage it, we know how to shield it, we know how to24

keep it from melting or blowing up, we know how to keep it25
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from being vulnerable to terrorist attack.  We've just got1

to step up to the plate and do it is all.  And I encourage2

my industry to do that.3

But just because it's not -- we don't have all4

the answers today, doesn't mean we just need to shut down5

and forget about trying.  You know, we're very motivated6

folks, we're real ingenious and we like taking pride in7

out ability to use technology to make our lives better.8

That is no reason to say that can't -- you9

know, that attitude can't continue, we can't solve our10

problems just by committing what we need to do, the man11

power, the resources, the know how.  You know, we've --12

the United States of America solved an awful lot of13

technological challenges in the past.  This is just14

another technological challenge.15

And if we think the goal is worth achieving, we16

have just got to, you know, commit to doing it, and let's17

get the job done.  I am a nuclear engineer.  I do believe18

that it's possible.  It's already demonstrated that there19

are lots of options.20

And I think that once everybody sees, you know,21

that we can this, we can do it safely and we can do it22

right, that you guys won't have to concern yourselves23

about having used nuclear fuel stacking up in your24

backyard.  We can deal with this stuff.25
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Thank you very much.1

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you very much, Bill.2

We're going to go to Scott Peterson, and then3

we're going to go to Mr. Ronnie Thompson, Dalton Williams,4

and Terry Carter.5

Scott?6

MR. PETERSON:  Thanks, Chip.  Good evening, and7

thanks for sticking it out with us late tonight.8

My name is Scott Peterson.  I'm the vice9

president for the Nuclear Energy Institute in Washington,10

D.C.  We represent about 270 companies, including Entergy,11

that uses nuclear technology for the production of12

electricity for medical uses, for space exploration, for13

many, many beneficial uses in our industry, and in our14

daily lives.15

I would like to applaud SERI and Entergy for16

pursuing an early site permit at the Grand Gulf Station,17

and for its efforts in preserving options to make prudent18

future choices to provide electricity for customers in19

Mississippi for decades to come.20

By preserving the option to build new nuclear21

plants in the U.S., SERI and Entergy are ensuring that we22

maintain a diversity of electricity sources, and that's23

vitally important for Mississippi and for our country.24

Here's the reality, 20 years from now we're25
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going to need about 50 percent more power than we use1

today.  That doesn't sound like a lot maybe, but it's a2

tremendous amount of power when you think about the3

electricity that we use across this country every day.4

And as Brendan Hoffman said, we need5

electricity from all of the sources we can get.  We need6

efficiency, we need conservation, we need renewables, we7

need coal, we need nuclear and we need emerging8

technologies in the electricity sector.9

On the point on efficiency, the one note that I10

will add is that since 1990, improved efficiency at11

nuclear power plants has added the equivalent of 26 new12

plants to the grid without even turning one shovelful of13

dirt.  So we've made tremendous strides alone in the14

efficiency in the nuclear energy industry.15

The fact is, today all renewables combined in16

the United States present -- produce 2 percent of our17

electricity.  We'll need more.  Today nuclear power18

generates 20 percent of our electricity.  We're going to19

need more.20

We'll need more if we're to maintain our21

quality of life for the next generation, and as I said22

before, we're going to need electricity from all sources. 23

This diversity will help us keep energy reliable and24

affordable, and it will reduce our dependence on foreign25
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supplies.1

I do want to mention that Entergy is not alone2

in this endeavor.  There are many companies in the3

industry that are looking at testing these NRC licensing4

processes, both for the early site permitting process, and5

for the combined construction and operating license6

process.7

These efforts are supported broadly by the8

public.  Seventy percent of the American public, in9

surveys that our organization did in May, support adding10

new reactors at existing plant sites; 70 percent of the11

public favor nuclear energy as one way to produce12

electricity for this country; and two thirds of the public13

believe that operating nuclear plants are doing so safely14

today.15

So there's broad public support.  Jim Reinsch16

mentioned the president's speech last week at the Calvert17

Cliffs Nuclear Plant, a broad endorsement of nuclear18

energy for our future, not only for our electricity, but19

for our economic good and our environment.20

This morning, the U.S. Senate passed21

comprehensive energy legislation, 85 to 12, including22

votes by both Mississippi Senators for the bill that will23

provide incentives not only for new nuclear plants, but24

also for other energy technologies like renewables, like25
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clean coal, and like efficiency programs.1

Simply put, it makes sense for Entergy to take2

this step toward exploring options for serving thousands3

of customers in Mississippi who depend on nuclear energy4

for affordable electricity.5

Nuclear energy today is the second largest6

electricity source that powers our energy hungry high tech7

economy in an environmentally friendly way.  And that also8

helps secure our energy supply.9

Today more than 100 nuclear power reactors are10

an important part of America's diverse energy mix, along11

with solar and wind.  Nuclear energy is an essential12

provider of emission free electricity.  It's the only13

expandable large scale source of emission free14

electricity, however.15

The early site process preserves the option to16

build new nuclear power plants, helping ensure that we17

will have a diverse, secure, sustainable, energy source to18

power our future.  And we need reliable and affordable and19

clean energy supplies for Mississippi and for America in20

the decades to come.21

And editorial last week in the Jackson Clarion22

Ledger put it this way, I'm going to quote that editorial,23

"The issues of nuclear energy including technology have24

changed dramatically since the Grand Gulf Unit 1 was25
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built.  A  mix of energy sources outside of oil and gas,1

including nuclear, is needed for the future.  Entergy is2

right to plan ahead."3

And more broadly, the Washington Post, in4

August of 2004, said on the energy policy, It's time to5

look again at nuclear energy, a taboo issue, yet6

potentially a huge source of home grown non-carbon7

producing energy.8

And Entergy is doing just that today.  Looking9

at it's options for producing electricity for future10

generations in a way that is safe, sustainable, and11

affordable for all consumers, and good for all residents12

of Mississippi and the Southeast.13

Let me close with one other benefit that may14

surprise many of you in the room this evening, on one of15

the most important recycling programs that we have in this16

country, many U.S. nuclear plants today use uranium fuel17

that has been extracted and reformulated from Russian18

warheads.19

Ten thousand warheads by the end of this year20

will have been used in nuclear power plants across the21

country.  That's 10,000 warheads that used to be aimed at22

U.S. cities that are now being used to power U.S. cities23

and power our economy.24

One of our speakers earlier tonight said that25
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some of our uranium is imported.  And, indeed, she's1

right.  You know, in fact, 50 percent of our fuel today2

comes through this mega tons to mega watts program that's3

a joint program of Russia and the United States.4

I'd like to give you -- I'd just like to have5

you think about the benefits of that for a minute, because6

they are indeed significant.  We're rendering thousands of7

warheads useless for the future.  We're generating8

affordable electricity at a time when we're paying record9

high prices for oil and near record high prices for10

natural gas.11

So the cost effective electricity production12

from nuclear is, indeed, a pocketbook issue for all of us,13

and it generates clean air.  We've talked a lot about14

clean air sources of electricity tonight, and given our15

growing attention to the health aspects due to air quality16

and global warming, that's going to be an important issue17

for the future.18

I'd just like to join many local government19

leaders, residents here in Port Gibson and Claiborne20

County, and 83 percent of Americans who believe that21

nuclear energy is going to be an important part of our22

energy future.  Thank you.23

MR. CAMERON:  Thank you, Scott.24

Is Mr. Thompson still here?25
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(No response.)1

MR. CAMERON:  And Mr. Williams?  Dalton2

Williams?3

(No response.)4

MR. CAMERON:  How about Mr. Terry Carter?5

(No response.)6

MR. CAMERON:  Mr. Garner?  A.C. Garner?7

(No response.)8

MR. CAMERON:  And Maddox Combs?9

(No response.)10

MR. CAMERON:  Mr. Miller?  W.R. Miller?11

(No response.)12

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  And Robert Gage?13

MR. GAGE:  I will speak the truth, I'm tired. 14

I don't know about you all, so I'll be real quick.15

I'm Robert Gage.  I'm CEO of River Hills Bank16

in Port Gibson and Vicksburg.  Been here pretty much all17

my life, except for seven years when I went away to18

college.19

I am in support of the application for the20

early site permit.  I believe that the vast majority of21

people in this county are supportive of it, very deeply. 22

I want to also state that living here for all my life and23

being in the shadow of the nuclear plant, I want to say --24

I want to congratulate Entergy, number one, on being a25
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very good corporate citizen for Claiborne County, that1

they have a flawless safety record running the plant out2

there, and it's been there in operation since '85, and not3

had hardly any problems out there at all.  They've really4

done a very good job.  It's a first class operation.5

I also want to commend them for reaching out to6

the community, particularly over the last year, and7

involved with helping Claiborne County and the City of8

Port Gibson assess their needs, not only for the existing9

nuclear facility, but for any other nuclear facility that10

may ever be located here.  They've spent a lot of time and11

energy working not only with government officials, but12

including a lot of us as private citizens.  So I do want13

to thank them for that.14

The third and final thing is I own land very15

close to the nuclear power plant.  Most of it’s hunting16

land, and a part of it is in the federal wetlands17

programs.  I've owned that land for, you know, probably 1518

years, and I can say clearly that the nuclear power plant19

has had absolutely no adverse affect on my hunting ground. 20

And I can see the nuclear tower when I'm hunting my deer,21

so I'm pretty close to it.22

I also hunt -- lease another tract of land just23

down from the plant, and also the same thing there.  We've24

been there since probably '63.  And we've continued to25
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have a very good relationship with the wildlife there, and1

it's -- the nuclear plant has had absolutely no adverse2

affects.3

I want to thank the NRC for coming, and good4

evening.5

MR. CAMERON:  Well, thank you, Mr. Gage.6

We're going to go to Mr. Walls, then Mr.7

Fitzpatrick, and then Douglas Nasif.8

Is Mr. Walls still here?9

VOICE:  I think he's gone.10

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Eddie Walls?  All right,11

J.C. Fitzpatrick?12

(No response.)13

MR. CAMERON:  And Mr. Nasif?  Great.14

MR. NASIF:  My name is Doug Nasif.  I represent15

the Main Street Program in Port Gibson, Mississippi.  I'm16

the president of that organization, and we are tasked with17

the revitalization of Port Gibson's Main Street and18

downtown area.19

We've been recognized in a state that's been20

recognized nationally as having the best Main Street21

Program in America.  In terms of this program, in terms of22

our revitalization, Grand Gulf has been a wonderful23

corporate citizen in terms of grant monies that are24

provided to the town of Port Gibson, in terms of grant25
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monies that are provided to the schools of Port Gibson, in1

terms of the tax base, in terms of personnel who work at2

Grand Gulf that have been involved with our community.3

On a personal level, living in our community,4

contributing to the society here in Port Gibson, and we5

are in support of the building of another nuclear facility6

at the Grand Gulf site.  Thank you.7

MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  Thank you very much, Mr.8

Nasif.9

Is there anybody that I missed that wanted to10

speak?  That's the last of our formal speakers.  And if11

not, I would -- I'm going to turn it over to Andy in a12

minute to have him wrap up the meeting for us, but I would13

just thank you all for your interest, and also your14

courtesy that you've showed each tonight.15

Thank you.  Don't forget there's some articles16

from Time Magazine that Brendan Hoffman left for us, and17

there's some CDs of the draft safety evaluation that Raj18

Anand brought for us.19

And with that, Andy, would you like to close up20

for us?21

MR. KUGLER:  Well, I'd also just like to thank22

everybody for coming out this evening, and for the hearty23

souls who stuck with us through it all.24

I want to thank the Mayor and Port Gibson for25
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allowing us to use this facility.  It gave us an1

opportunity to speak to you right here in your community.2

In your packet of information you got when you3

signed up, you should have gotten a meeting feedback form. 4

If you have an opportunity to fill that out, if you have5

any comments on how we handled the meeting, the ways we6

could do it better, ways that would be more useful for7

you, we'd appreciate that.  You can either fill it out and8

drop it off here, or you can mail it back.  It's prepaid9

postage.10

Other than that, thank you, again, for coming11

out, and drive safe going home.  Thank you.12

(Whereupon, at 10:10 p.m., the meeting was13

concluded.)14

15

16

17
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1

2

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS WERE PROVIDED BY COMMENTERS3

AT THE PUBLIC MEETING AND ARE CONSIDERED PART OF THE4

MEETING TRANSCRIPT5

6

7

1. Two-page letter dated June 28, 2005, from Ray8

Perryman, Supervisor, District 5, Jefferson9

County, Mississippi with attached 28-page10

report from the John C. Stennis Institute of11

Government, Mississippi State University, “A12

Brief on Radiological Emergency Planning and13

Recommendations for Jefferson County,14

Mississippi,” June 2005.  [n.b. - in a15

subsequent discussion, the Honorable Mr.16

Perryman indicated that the attached report can17

be released]18

19

2. Nine-page letter dated June 28, 2005, from Evan20

Doss, Jr., Concerned Citizen, regarding21

comments on NUREG-1817.22

23

3. Seven-page “Testimony of Norris McDonald,24

Founder and President , African American 25
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1

Environmentalist Association, on the Draft2

Environmental Impact Statement for an Early3

Site Permit (ESP) at the Grand Gulf ESP Site -4

Draft Report for Comment (NUREG-1817),5

Presented to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory6

Commission, Office of Nuclear Reactor7

Regulation,” dated June 28, 2005.8

9

4. Four-page “Remarks by Scott Peterson, Vice10

President, Nuclear Energy Institute - Grand11

Gulf Early Site Permit Environmental Impact12

Statement Meeting,” June 28, 2005.13

14

15

16

17

18

19


