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they only reaffirmed what

many Andrews residents al-

ready know. That you can take

something dangerous and do
something safe with it to the

benefit of all concerned, just

like we've done for decades in

the oil industry.

It's no wonder that the LES
project was steered to this
area. With support from not
only Andrews County but New
Mezxico residents and politi-
cians, the site was easily deter-
mined and, following hearings
by the National Regulatory
Commission, approved for con-
struction, which is due ¢o start
this summer.

And, no doubt, the fact that
the University of Texas of the
Permian Basin and General
Atomics, with local support,
decided our county would be a
great place for a new type of

~ test reactor.

Midland and Odessa con-

. curred and, with donations

from the city and county and
Midland, Odessa and private
sources, that project is being se-
riously explored and would be
another major asset for our
county, our area and us.

All these topics received posi-
tive feedback during the tele-

~ phone interviewing.

It confirms what I've said for
years. Give the public the facts,
and they'll make the right de-
cisions.
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Scheol oﬁicﬁals that nearly two-
thirds of those surveyed in
e ) Andrews County support the idea
A recent telephone survey per- of WCS providing disposal of low-
ning in part to’ vxews ‘about dis-’ Ievel radmact.zve wastedt. 1ts stte
'ﬂsal of low-lével Fadicactive -
aste material should assist . BGEER - :
Waste Control Specialists’LLC of  Waste’ Control Speclalxsts is
A drews County in its effort to presentlymvolvedm alengthy ap- dlspos e of .
:ome licensed in that capacity. plication’ process that began in. low-level.
g'lirvey results were presented 2004 to become licensed for dis- di
oy Michael Baselice of Baselice & posal oflow-level waste. - . ra 1oectlye
Associates, Inc. at the Andrews ._.The Texas Commission on En- : waste. The :
unty Commissioners’ Court vironmental Quality required the site pmtured
eting Monday morning at the recent telephone survey as part is'a current”
!ﬁnhouse “of the application process. Survey hazardous
"Baselice told a 1arge gathenng “results that confirmed local sup- ’
. 1elst1ng of county, city and See SURVEY Pages :
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port for the hcense to WCS oﬁ-
cials will soon be submitted for
state review, - -

. Adraft license and heanngno-

tice will be published by TCEQin _
July of 2006, according to a |
timeline shéet provided by WCS.,
F.rom thete, & year-long contested
: dme Bearing period will begin

Bext September. The actual deci-
Eion by TCEQ commissioners for

Beense.issue or denial will be -

fiade in December of 2007
Phone Survey Promising

.. The positive phone survey re- -f

sults should help WCSclear the

_socioeconomic hurdle in the ap-
" plication process, according to
WCS President Rod Baltzer..
About 65 percent of those sur- |

veyed in. Andrews County _sup
“ported dxsposai for low-level ra-

b dzoachve waste here, while only

-26’ percent ‘were ‘against-it,’ :

Basehce said, - &

"These results confirm what ") :

we've told (the. TCEQ), Baltzer
.said. “This s survey helps prove it,

- and it drives home the point that '
\we Ve made-sire people here are

informed.”
* Baltzer added that a similar li-
-cense” application for low-level
waste disposal at Sierra Blanca
in 1984 was shot down largely
due to public outcry According to

. the vast majority of public sup-

port from the recent survey, that
won't be the case with-WCS .in
Andrews County, officials believe.
“In politics, ‘a 3-to-1. approval
rate makes a polmcxan happy,”
former U.S. Congressman and
WwCs representahve Kent Hance

. said at Monday’s meetmg “Buta
. 4—to-1 approval rateis ahappy day.

The' survey? results confirmed that
the more people know about what
(WCS)is domg the more the posi-
tive support increases.”

Officials also said that, although
public support is key in the appli-
‘cation process, the science aspect

and capabilities of WCS is the ma- -

jor criteria to become licensed.
Waste Control Specialists: Vice
President and General Ma.nager
Tom Jones said the Tocal: company
perfectly meets the criteria.

“We definitely have the science
end of it covered,” Jones said of
WCS possessing all the right spe-
cialists.

Baselice & Associates, Inc. was
hired by WCS to perform a thor-
ough phone survey that included

. BO5 interviews for boplcs rangmg
from low-level wagte disposal to
stipport rates for a proposed test
nuclear réactor in Andrews
County, and the upcommg con-
struction of a uranium enrich-
ment facility near Eunice, New
Mexice. R T
-The phone’ survey included 300
random interviews in Texas, and

305 more from New Mexico resi-.
"dents, Baselice said. A majority .

throughout the entire calling
area supported low-level radioac-
tive waste disposal by WCS.

Of those surveyed in Andrews
County, 67 percent favored stor-
age oflow-level radioactive waste,
66 petcent were in favor of pro-
cessing it, and 65 percent sup-
ported disposal, according to
Baselice’s figures,

© *WCS Treats LLW

Waste Control Speclalxsts is
currently licensed to store and
treat low-level radioactive waste.
-With approval of the pending li-
“cense process,. WCS.will be per-
mitted to dispose low-level mate-
rial received from its three-state
compact, and from throughout
the United States, Jones said.

Waste Control Specialists has
already designated adjacent loca-
tions for the proposed federal and
Texas-Compact low-level disposal

landﬁlls. Those targeted landﬁll
areas go.along with WCS’ exist-
ing RCRA/TSCA hazardous land-

fill, planned expansionand a pro- ti

posed 11e.(2) landfill location.
Waste Control Specialists,
which began receiving hazardous

waste in 1997 and currently em-

ploys more than 100, would add

25 employees if approved for the ’

low-level disposal license,

-As xtstandsnwr,thereareonly
two other sites in the United
States that can dispose of low-
level radxoactxve waste, Jones
said . .

‘The North Carolma facxhty is
approaching capacity, and will ac-
cept waste only from its compact
area beginning in 2008. High tax
rates have also made the North
Carolina site unappealmg to
-many, Jones added.- . -

“I read that. it was costmg
abott $500 per cubic foot (for dis-

. posal),” he noted. “There are a_
number of people closely follow- -

mgourhcensepmcess.'l‘hereare
a lot of utility companies inter-
ested, and state and federal in-
terest, along with a myriad of
other people who need waste dis-
posal.”

Low-level waste includes items
contaminated with radioactive
material or that have become ra-

neutron radmtwn It typmally

tor water treatment.residues

equipment and tools, medxcaf
tubes, swabs, injection needle
syringes, and lsboratory animal
carcasses and tissues.’

If approved for the low-level
disposal license, WCS would op-
erate the services, but the state
and federal govérnment would
take title to it. The state épera-

‘tion would include a 10 percent

tax rate that would be ‘split be-
tween Andrews County and the
state. In addition to its applica-
tion for low-level disposal, WCS
is waiting to become licensed for
11e.(2) waste disposal. That waste
consists of tailings produced by
the extraction or concentration of
uranium or thorium from pro-
cessed ore.

- Jones said WCS could possibly
be licensed for 11e.(2) waste dis-
posal by August. That would al-

low for what will eventually total

40 shipments of mill tailings of
uranium coming from Ohio to be
disposed of at a WCS landfill.
Large 20,000-pound containers
that include waste encased in
steel casks inside concrete from

being stored at the WCS facility.
oonsxsts of contaminated protec- i
. shoe covers and clothing,-
- wiping rags, mops, filters, reac-

& Associates, Tne. alsoincluded

. The: :phone survey by Baselice

questions about support of the
,proposed test nuclear reactor ;
project for Andrews County. Re- ’

"sults revealed & high rate of ‘*
Andrews County residents’ who

favored the project, Baselice said. |

“The test nuclear reactor re-
ceived 70 percent support in ;
Andrews’ County and 56 percent !
eupport in the whole calhng !
area, he noted

Othentans. i
-Commissioners approved pay- | |
ment of $100,000 to ArenaDesxgn

‘Consultants Inc. for stamped en-

gineered drawings for the multx- !
purpose arena. . !

~Commissioners approved pay-;
ment of $38,025 to Trans Texas
Tennis Inc. for construction of a
basketball court at the Lincoln
Center.

" -Commissioners approved
Sparks Pump Services for reno-
vation of the pump station at the
golf course. The service will cost
$34,300.

-Commissioners approved the
part-time employment of Sheri
Delgado as a dispatcher with the
sheriff’s department.
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WEST TEXAS AND EAST NEW
MEXICO ADULT SURVEY

January 21-23, 2006

N = 605 Total Sample respondents
margin of error: + 4.1%
n=172 Andrews County respondents

margin of error : + 7.4%




QUALIFICATIONS / EXPERIENCE

Baselice & Associates, Inc. is a national research organization that has conducted
projects across a broad range of issues and topics. Michael Baselice, owner of
Baselice & Associates, Inc., has conducted over 1,200 quantitative and
qualitative research projects over the last 16 years.

Public policy survey research performed by Baselice & Associates includes
business and economic issues ranging from tax/revenue, tort reform, and
construction issues such as highway, school, and stadium bond measures.
Additionally, social issue research has been conducted in areas ranging from
education and health care to gaming and safety issues.

Michael received his Bachelor of Science cum laude in Commerce and
Engineering from Drexel University in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.




PROJECT OVERVIEW

Baselice & Associates, Inc. was retained to perform a random telephone survey
to identify public attitudes related to Waste Control Specialists LLC’s (WCS)
operations and the proposed management of low-level radioactive waste in
Andrews County. The survey included open-ended questions related to the
public’s understanding of WCS and perceived positive and negative impacts of
WCS in Andrews County.

The purposes of the survey were:

To measure awareness of various facilities and to gauge reaction to any
information seen, read, or heard recently about specific facilities.

To assess support for various processes including disposal of radioactive waste.

To measure attitudinal statements regarding disposal of radioactive waste.




DATA COLLECTION

Interviewing specialists, under contract to Baselice & Associates, Inc., conducted
data collection for the survey on January 21-23, 2006. All interviewing specialists
received a half-hour training session and were required to perform simulated
interviews before beginning actual data collection activities. In addition,
interviewers were continually monitored to ensure the highest level of quality was
maintained.

The average length of each completed survey was 14.5 minutes. Data were
interactively collected during the interview phase utilizing computer-assisted
telephone interviewing (CATI) software. CATI interviewing was essential to the
research process to ensure the proper randomization of questions and that the
information was collected in the most efficient manner.
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SRH ABOUT UT of PERMIAN BASIN NUCLEAR REACTOR

Q18. Have you seen, read, or heard Q19. And have you seen, read, or heard
anything recently about the this recent information about the proposed
proposed University of Texas of the = nuclear reactor...

Permian Basin nuclear reactor in

Andrews County? Total [ Andrews
sample County
65%
. 57% 43%
g No / Yes
% unsure
©
0
=
35%
24%
b 0 0
c g 77%
3 No / Yes
2 unsure
2
i)
c
<

From a public From a By talking
meeting or forum  news report with people




SRH ABOUT UT of PERMIAN BASIN NUCLEAR REACTOR

Total sample . Andrews County

Q20. And in your own words, please describe what you have
seen, read or heard about the proposed nuclear reactor?

39%
25%
18%
5% 7% 6% 6%
Positive Negative Operations Unsure /
comments comments no answer

Q21. Has what you have seen, read, or heard given you a more
positive or more negative image of the proposed nuclear reactor?

51%
o 14%
6% 8% 11% : 3% 5%
| B ~ - | i sl
Positive Negative No difference Unsure /

refused




B B R B N O BN N S I R B U BE B D B aE =S
FAVOR / OPPOSE STATEMENTS i
Impact
Q27. Generation of electricity, heat, and - 26% +30%
hydrogen by a nuclear reactor in " - -
Andrews County. 70% 17% +52%
Q26. Enrichment of uranium by the +28%
National Enrichment Facility east of :
Eunice in Lea County, New Mexico. 50% 19% +31%
()
Q24. Processing of low level radioactive » +19%
waste by Waste Control Specialists ' . o
in West Andrews County, Texas. 66% \ +39%
Q23. Storage of low level radioactive +18%
waste by Waste Control Specialists A
in West Andrews County, Texas. +42%
o
Q25. Disposal of low level radioactive +17%
waste by Waste Control Specialists +40°
in West Andrews County, Texas. /o
Total sample | No Difference /
el Unsure
Baselice & Associates #06883 Andrews CO .




BASELICE & Opinion Research for Decision Making
in Politics and Public Affairs

ASSOCIATES, INC.

4131 Spicewood Springs Road Office: 512-345-9720
Suite 0-2 Fax: 512-345-9740
Austin, TX 78759 email: mikeb@baselice.com

Baselice & Associates, Inc. conducted a telephone survey of N=605 adults in selected ZIP codes in
West Texas and Southeastern New Mexico. Responses to this survey were gathered January 21-23,
2006. All respondents interviewed in this study were part of a fully representative sample based on
the adult population figures for each region in the selected area.

The confidence interval associated with a sample of this type is such that 95% of the time the results
will be within V4.1% of the “true values™ where “true values” refer to the results obtained if it were
possible to interview every adult in the selected ZIP codes. The universe for this survey was defined
as residents in the following selected ZIP codes who were 18 years of age or older.

TEXAS (300 interviews) NEW MEXICO (305 interviews)
79360 Seminole, Gaines County 88240 Hobbs, Lea County

79714 Andrews, Andrews County 88231 Eunice, Lea County

79700 Andrews County 88252 Jal, Lea County

79741 Goldsmith, Ector County 88265 Monument, Lea County

Note: The Andrews County portion of the results included 172 interviews.

1. The image of WCS, Waste Control Specialists is 42% positive versus 8% negative. In Andrews
County, the image of WCS is 69% positive versus 5% negative. At 70% positive versus 10%
negative, the image of the WCS facility in Andrews County has a similar image to that of the
organization itself.

2. Slightly over half of respondents (53%) state that WCS handles waste, but nearly seven out of ten
respondents in Andrews County (69%) indicate the same. Specifically, 20% of all respondents
and 31% of Andrews County respondents accurately state that WCS stores or processes
radioactive waste.

3. A majority of respondents in total sample favor the storage (53%), processing (53%) and disposal
(52%) of low-level radioactive waste at the WCS facility. In comparison, approximately two-
thirds of the Andrews County subsample favors each of these three actions: storage (67%),
processing (66%) and disposal (65%).

4. Support for disposal of low-level radioactive waste reaches 68% among respondents in the total
sample, and 74% among the Andrews County subsample, who know that WCS handles low-level
radioactive waste. This finding shows that knowledge of what the WCS facility does translates

into support.

5. By over a five-to-one ratio, Andrews County residents agree (76%) over disagree (14%) with the
statement: The Waste Control Specialists facility has had a positive impact on the community.
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