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1 P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S

2 JUDGE ABRAMSON: This is the limited

3 session in the matter of Exelon Generation Company

4 LLC's application for an Early Site Permit for the

5 Clinton site. It's Docket No. 52-007-ESP.

6 We are the Atomic Safety and Licensing

7 Board. We are a federal court. This would be the

8 equivalent of the district court for everything

9 nuclear. We are a three-person board which is

10 typical for the Atomic Safety and Licensing matters.

11 On my right is Dr. Hetrick, Judge Hetrick. He's a

12 scientist. On my left is Judge Baratta. He also is

13 a doctor, a Ph.D., and a scientist. I'm Paul

14 Abramson. I have a Ph.D. and I am an attorney. I

15 am the chairman of this panel.

16 This matter has been before us as a

17 licensing board for some time. We have conducted

18 hearings with respect to contested issues, and we

19 have conducted a review of the staff and the

20 applicant's work which was completed this afternoon.

21 It is typical in construction permit

22 applications, of which this is a limited form, that

23 formal hearings are conducted before this court or a

24 court of this nature.

25 Tonight we are gathered to have public
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1 comments from interested individuals so that they

2 can be considered in the record of the proceeding.

3 We have, as you know, permitted a pre-sign and those

4 people who have signed up first will be permitted to

5 speak first. It is our intent to allot five minutes

6 for each individual. You will be strictly held to

7 your five minutes. Because this is a court

8 proceeding, we expect people to respect the decorum

9 of a federal court proceeding and disruptions will

10 not be tolerated.

11 So let's begin. The first person who

12 signed up is Carolyn Treadway. Is Ms. Treadway

13 here?

14 MS. TREADWAY: Yes, I am.

15 JUDGE ABRAMSON: We would appreciate it if

16 you would speak from the podium. Our law clerk,

17 Jared Lindsey, will give you a one minute warning

18 when you have one minute remaining. Please proceed,

19 Ms. Treadway. Thank you.

20 MS. TREADWAY: Well, thank you for this

21 opportunity to speak. I have concerns and

22 suggestions and an invitation for each one of you,

23 and I can't see you in the back, so you'll just have

24 to hear me.

25 As I speak, I wear my grandson's picture.
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1 His name is Oliver. He is three years old. And I

2 speak on his behalf and on behalf of all children

3 and all of the future generations because I so

4 deeply care that they will have a safe, clean world

5 to grow up in and to grow old in. I also speak so

6 that I can continue to look him in the eye because

7 he knows I'm working actively and care about the

8 world that he will inherit.

9 The NRC has invited public comment tonight

10 on its Early Site Permit. And my comment is that

11 the conclusions of the NRC regarding the safety and

12 the small environmental impact of another reactor

13 are completely incomprehensible to me. I disagree

14 with them completely. And even though my beliefs

15 and perspectives are different than some in this

16 room, we are in this together, we are on this planet

17 together, we are in Illinois together, and I invite

18 each one of you in the room to join me in protecting

19 the future of the people that we cherish.

20 I'm a personal life coach, I'm a therapist

21 and a pastoral counselor. I am not a scientist nor

22 an employee of the nuclear industry. Speaking to

23 those who are is like being David in front of a

24 humongous Goliath. However, my slingshot is common

25 sense which you have and I have and hopefully we
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1 will connect. And common sense would indicate that

2 clearly creation of more nuclear waste which would

3 be lethal to life, carcinogenic and mutagenic for

4 hundreds of thousands of years doesn't make much

5 common sense.

6 Another nuclear reactor must not be built.

7 Assumptions of safety cannot be based on the

8 significant uncertainty of a, quote, waste

9 confidence decision. No more reactors should be

10 approved or created until waste and security issues

11 are completely resolved and a wide range of

12 renewable, safe energy sources fully developed.

13 Even for a layperson like me, there is

14 just reams of information available, and there was a

15 great packet of information about the last hearing.

16 All of those thousands of pages of documentation and

17 reports won't protect us one iota should we have a

18 very serious nuclear accident at this plant or any

19 plant. In fact, it took less than one week for the

20 radiation from Chernobyl to encircle the entire

21 globe.

22 We don't hear too much about accidents,

23 near misses and catastrophic near misses. Once in a

24 while, we hear about things like the Davis Besse

25 reactor in Toledo, Ohio, which was a catastrophic
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1 near miss. But cumulative probability suggests an

2 extraordinarily high likelihood of another serious

3 accident occurring somewhere sometime in a nuclear

4 reactor.

5 But well beyond accidents, my concerns are

6 about daily, ordinary operating procedures.

7 Allowable releases of radioactivity occur routinely

8 right here in Clinton, Illinois, near your house and

9 mine. Once in a while we hear about these releases

10 reported by the press, as in the tritium in the

11 groundwater near several reactors, Braidwood and

12 Dresden and so on up in northern Illinois. That

13 tritium had been in there for years. We don't hear

14 about it, but it's a radioactive form of hydrogen

15 which enters our cells.

16 While we are busy touting virtues of power

17 from reactors, people are becoming ill, especially

18 downwind and in proximity. We don't need any more

19 nuclear power. We don't need any more plutonium

20 which will be hazardous for a quarter million years.

21 There is no safe place for storage. There is no

22 safe way to store it. And Illinois has more nuclear

23 reactors and nuclear waste than any other state.

24 Common sense tells us we should not create any more

25 lethal waste when what we have already created must
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1 be guarded and tended by the next 20,000

2 generations. Who are we to ransom their lives so we

3 can have electricity?

4 We don't need any more power, nuclear

5 power. We do need to think differently about our

6 assumptions. We need to change our perspectives and

7 actions from unending growth to sustainable living.

8 Give renewable energy the benefit of the doubt.

9 There are technologies already available. We have

10 what we need to provide safe and renewable energy.

11 Exelon could generate electricity from

12 sources that are renewable and could provide

13 numerous, safe, long-lasting jobs right here. Why

14 not turn the second proposed reactor into a mega

15 photovoltaic site?

16 My last comment is that every one of you

17 can help us by conserving electricity, using less,

18 deciding to make your small actions conserve and

19 preserve the future of all generations. Thank you.

20 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you for your

21 participation, Ms. Treadway. The next signed up

22 person is David Kraft. Is David Kraft here?

23 MR. KRAFT: Yes.

24 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Mr. Lindsay will give you

25 a one minute warning also.

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS

1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.cor n



9

1 MR. KRAFT: My name is David Kraft,

2 K R A F T, with Nuclear Energy Information Service

3 in Chicago. I'll be curtailing my remarks so it

4 will fit the time. I'll be submitting written

5 comments as well.

6 We'd like to thank the NRC for the

7 opportunity to speak here tonight on this matter,

8 and we urge the NRC to deny Exelon its Early Site

9 Permit.

10 Over the course of the process, we've had

11 five very salient objections that we have seen in

12 terms of the way NRC has reviewed Exelon's comments.

13 The first is the undervaluation of a potential for

14 energy efficiency in renewable energy to provide

15 clean, economically competitive and more

16 environmentally friendly power than could a second

17 reactor at Clinton; an inadequate consideration of

18 the impact of high-level radioactive waste storage

19 onsite both during the 40-year operating cycle and

20 the expected 20-year extension; our experience with

21 Exelon's historic record of avoiding preventive

22 maintenance, waiting for component failure and

23 equipment failure before making repairs. This taken

24 into conjunction with allegations of whistleblower

25 Oscar Shirani, a former Exelon employee, really
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1 raises alarm bells for us in this process.

2 We object to the disallowance really of

3 consideration of the impacts of a potential

4 terrorist threat when the proposed Clinton reactor

5 is less than a half-hour from the world's busiest

6 airport at O'Hare Field and also has a significant

7 body of water which could be an natural source for

8 terrorists.

9 And finally, what we perceive as NRC's

10 lack of inadequate consideration of the implications

11 of the BEIR VII, that's B E I R, VII report of July

12 2005 in terms of the effects of low-dose ionizing

13 radiation exposure. The fact that a second reactor

14 would be essentially doubling allowable releases

15 into the environment does not seem compatible with

16 BEIR VII.

17 So the problem we have has basically been

18 that the NRC once again does not appear to be

19 regulating. It seems to be walking through the

20 process in a perfunctory manner, and I would like to

21 conclude by pointing out a historic situation that

22 actually occurred in Illinois which I think applies.

23 In the mid to late 1990s, in response to

24 consistently poor performance at Illinois reactors,

25 the NRC sent Commonwealth Edison, which has morphed
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1 into Exelon, what was called a 50.54 letter, and it

2 asked Com Ed not only to explain in detail what was

3 wrong and how Exelon/Com Ed was going to fix it, but

4 why the NRC should have any faith and believe that

5 Exelon's methods would actually work when

6 historically they have failed so miserably to

7 demonstrate that to the NRC before. Well, in the

8 middle of the process, the NRC essentially gave

9 Exelon/Com Ed a pass and allowed them to continue

10 operating their reactors.

11 Now, I find it parallel to what's going on

12 in this process because, for us, we find that the

13 NRC now should be issued a 50.54 letter. We have

14 serious reservations about how this process has

15 gone. For the better part of the last decade, the

16 NRC has systematically ignored pleas to improve

17 reactor safety and security coming from competent

18 professional sources up until the date of 9/11 and

19 beyond.

20 Second, the NRC has denied petitioner

21 requests calling for backup power sources for

22 emergency sirens around nuclear plants even after

23 being shown that the sirens frequently fail because

24 of lack of power. The NRC has presided over the

25 Davis Besse reactor in Ohio fully knowing that there
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1 were problems, yet allowing the vendor to proceed

2 operating a troubled reactor. The NRC has

3 communicated with Exelon to hush up for almost eight

4 years the tritium releases at the Braidwood Power

5 Station not too far from here. And finally, the NRC

6 has dismissed without explanation the serious

7 criticisms of safety advocate Oscar Shirani and

8 former NRC inspector Ross Landsman.

9 So what we say to you is really how can we

10 have faith in your process that you are really going

11 to do the job by the regulations when historically

12 you have really no record to back that up from the

13 public standpoint. So I'll leave you with that.

14 And I will provide you with written comments in more

15 detail. Thank you.

16

17 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Kraft.

18 Deliver your written comments to Ms. Valloch at the

19 table. Thank you very much.

20 The next speaker is Roy Treadway. Mr.

21 Treadway, are you here?

22 MR. TREADWAY: Roy Treadway from Normal,

23 Illinois. Thank you very much for letting me

24 comment tonight.

25 For many reasons, I urge you to reject the
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1 final report that was given to us. There are many

2 reasons for rejecting the report. I will give four

3 that are important ones.

4 First, the quality of the data in the

5 report may be of questionable accuracy, at least the

6 session on demographics. The report uses data

7 provided by Exelon in 2006 giving resident

8 population by distance zones of the Exelon site from

9 2000 to 2060, employing population projections from

10 1990 census data produced by Illinois State

11 University. According to Exelon, data from 1990

12 were used because population projections from the

13 2000 census were not, quote, available, unquote, in

14 2006. While a demographer at Illinois State

15 University, I directed the development of the

16 projections from the 1990 data. Thus, I know well

17 they are terribly out of date and are not accurate.

18 The Illinois Department of Commerce and

19 Economic Opportunity, however, completed new

20 population projections from the 2000 census in June

21 2005. I have copies of it. Why were they not used

22 in the Environmental Impact Statement released over

23 one year after the new projections were completed?

24 One wonders if the accuracy of the data in the rest

.25 of the report were gathered in as sloppy a manner.
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1 Second, the Environmental Impact Statement

2 glosses over the fact that there is no suitable,

3 permanently safe site for storage of radioactive

4 wastes from current nuclear power plants in the

5 United States not to mention the proposed plant in

6 Clinton. On page 6-14, the report says

7 "consequently, at this time, for the high-level

8 waste and spent fuel disposal component of the fuel

9 cycle, there is some uncertainty with respect to

10 regulatory limits for offsite releases of

11 radionuclides for the current repository site, that

12 is, Yucca Mountain." While the rest of the page is

13 equally obscure, the report does recognize there is

14 no approved place to permanently put radioactive

15 waste. For this reason, I also -- I urge that the

16 report be rejected.

17 Third, the Environmental Impact Statement

18 dismisses without serious consideration the role

19 that energy conservation can play in reducing the

20 need for a second nuclear power plant at Clinton.

21 Indeed, the reason given is, quote, Exelon

22 anticipates that it will not be able to offer

23 competitively-priced power if it has to retain an

24 extensive program involving conservation and

25 load-modification incentives, unquote. This report,
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1 however, is about -- not about whether Exelon can

2 make a profit but whether a second nuclear power

3 plant at Clinton is safe. After all, if no second

4 nuclear power plant is built at Clinton, that will

5 be much more environmentally sound than if one is

6 built.

7 Fourth, the Environmental Impact Statement

8 on page 8-17 to 8-21 ignores the very real potential

9 of renewable alternative sources of energy,

10 particularly wind and solar, to generate suitable,

11 secure electricity in Illinois. In the last three

12 years or four, while the Environmental Impact

13 Statement for the second nuclear power plant in

14 Clinton has been under consideration, approximately

15 1,650 megawatts of electricity generation, over one

16 and a half times as much electricity generated by

17 the current nuclear power plant at Clinton, has been

18 built, is under construction or is planned in

19 Illinois according to the American Wind Association.

20 There's plenty of solar and wind energy in

21 the United States. With alternative, renewable

22 sources of electricity, baseload can be managed with

23 a shared network over a wide geographical area,

24 hydro and geothermal storage of energy, fuel cells,

25 improved batteries and use of biofuels when
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1 necessary. In today's world, denying the potential

2 of alternative, renewable energy is much like

3 denying global warming. Alternative, renewable

4 sources of electricity are viable, feasible,

5 inexpensive and environmentally safe unlike nuclear

6 power. The Environmental Impact Statement should be

7 rejected.

8 In the United States, we expect our

9 regulatory agencies to regulate the industries they

10 are working with, and this needs to be done in this

11 case also. Thus, I urge that the report be

12 rejected. Thank you.

13 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Treadway.

14 The next speaker who signed up is Karen Lowery. Is

15 Karen Lowery here?

16 MS. LOWERY: Good evening. My name is

17 Karen Lowery and I'm a high school environmental

18 science teacher. I've taught science 31 years. I

19 live in the country about 15 miles from Clinton.

20 I hesitated whether to speak tonight,

21 but -- I hesitated whether to speak or not, but felt

22 it was my obligation for future generations who will

23 be affected by the building of another nuclear

24 reactor in central Illinois.

25 Nuclear power is safe until you get to the
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1 point of what to do with the -- I'm sorry, until you

2 get to what to do with the nuclear waste. I have

3 several concerns for not only myself but for future

4 generations.

5 Radioactive waste is produced and is

6 stored onsite at this time. We're told this is not

7 to be a concern because of a federal repository at

8 Yucca Mountain, but in fact on page 6-14 of the

9 Environmental Impact Statement, and you've heard

10 this before, "consequently, at this time, for the

11 high-level waste and spent fuel disposal component

12 of the fuel cycle, there is some uncertainty with

13 respect to regulatory limits for offsite releases."

14 And further on that page, it continues, "despite the

15 current uncertainty with respect to these rules, the

16 staff concludes that these impacts are acceptable

17 and that the impacts will not be sufficiently large

18 to require the NEPA conclusion that the construction

19 and operation of a new nuclear unit at the ESP site

20 should be denied." I think it does. The NRC is

21 uncertain about this, so why not us?

22 This makes me sound a little like a

23 country girl, but one person wouldn't take their

24 steer to be butchered if you didn't have a freezer

25 and a way to get it home from the locker. Or you
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1 wouldn't buy a cart of refrigerator groceries

2 without a place for them to go.

3 Number two, the transportation of

4 radioactive waste. If Yucca Mountain in Nevada does

5 become a federal repository, do we really want the

6 radioactive nuclear waste on our railways and our

7 interstates going through our towns? I don't think

8 so.

9 Much of the EIS and transportation of

10 radioactive waste deals with everything but spent

11 fuel, as you can see on G-31 and G-32. The spent

12 fuel is the problem and the thing we should be

13 dealing with. I feel that there hasn't been enough

14 data on safe storage and safe transportation of the

15 spent fuel nuclear waste to even think about

16 building another reactor at this time.

17 And third. Plus who pays for the safe

18 storage and transportation of this nuclear waste?

19 We do, the taxpayers. The corporation Exelon who

20 has made all their profits selling the electricity?

21 No. When the nuclear plants are decommissioned,

22 it's us, the taxpayers, the taxpayers who will pay

23 the price for nuclear storage, storage for a

24 thousand years. A federal repository way after I'm

25 gone? One would wonder why so little time -- an
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Environmental Impact Statement has so little time

given to what do they do with nuclear waste. Most

of the comments are of uncertainty.

I think nuclear waste is the number one

reason why we cannot support another nuclear reactor

here in Clinton, Illinois. Thank you.

JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Ms. Lowery.

Is Victor Connor here? Victor Connor?

MS. TREADWAY: Victor Connor is in

Michigan with his parents who are very ill. He very

much wanted to be here, and I think he will send in

his comments by email.

JUDGE ABRAMSON: Fine. We will accept his

written comments and he can email them in accordance

with the instructions we have posted.

Is Frank Borth here? Frank C. Borth, the

third?

Is Shannon Fisk here? Mr. Fisk, were you

a party to this proceeding before in our earlier --

MR. FISK: We were, yes.

JUDGE ABRAMSON: I would appreciate it if

you would confine your comments to something

different than what's already been dealt with in the

proceeding, but you have your five minutes.

MR. FISK: Okay, thank you. Good evening.
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1 As stated, I'm Shannon Fisk of the Environmental

2 Policy Center. I'm here to call on the NRC to deny

3 Exelon's application for an Early Site Permit for

4 the proposed Clinton 2 nuclear plant.

5 Most of my remarks basically focus on

6 issues that have been discussed and we feel were not

7 fully evaluated in terms of the ESP process. And

8 you are encouraged to urge the NRC to deny the

9 permit because we believe that there are renewable

10 energy alternatives, and energy conservation

11 provides a better alternative than costly, unsafe

12 nuclear power.

13 I wanted to make three basic points

14 tonight. The first is that we feel that there are

15 impacts that have not been properly evaluated during

16 this process, the most significant being storage of

17 waste. The waste that would be created by this

18 plant would have to be stored for the next tens of

19 thousands of years.

20 The NRC is relying on a waste confidence

21 ruling that claims that any nuclear waste that is

22 created will be properly stored within 30 years of

23 shutdown of the plant. That confidence ruling is

24 clearly not properly supported. It relies on the

25 Yucca repository which is not going to be opening at
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1 least until 2017. It does not have sufficient

2 capacity for storing waste from new nuclear power

3 plants. It's only going to store waste from

4 existing plants. So there's simply no grounds for

5 such a confidence decision.

6 In addition, the State of Illinois has a

7 moratorium until this waste problem is solved,

8 properly recognizing that it's not logical to build

9 nuclear power plants until we know what to do with

10 the radioactive waste.

11 We also believe that there's significant

12 safety concerns related to tritium leaks at other

13 nuclear power plants that have been discovered

14 recently, including Exelon's plant at Braidwood, and

15 security concerns which the Ninth Circuit Court of

16 Appeals recently ruled had to be evaluated under the

17 new form as a part of the licensing proceedings and

18 have not been properly evaluated here.

19 The second issue that we feel has not been

20 properly evaluated is the issue of cost. It simply

21 does not make sense to be considering new nuclear

22 power when it is clearly not economical. After 40

23 years, the nuclear industry is still relying on

24 taxpayer subsidies for nuclear power construction,

25 safety concerns, decommissioning, and storage of
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1 waste. This is money that would be better spent

2 elsewhere on renewable energy, which is our third

3 point, of course, is that there are safer, cheaper,

4 environmentally preferable alternatives that would

5 serve the energy needs of Illinois while also

6 creating jobs, well-paying jobs here in Illinois and

7 throughout the country.

8 Most significant is energy conservation.

9 Things like building codes and energy efficiency

10 standards would help reduce the need for additional

11 power. The commission said it's not going to

12 consider this basically because Exelon doesn't want

13 to consider it, doesn't want to do it, but you are

14 an independent agency. You're supposed to evaluate

15 these things independently, not just what Exelon

16 says it needs to do.

17 And, of course, wind, solar, clean coal

18 and natural gas are all alternatives that are being

19 built throughout the country and really should be

20 coming here.

21 For so for those reasons, we ask that the

22 commission deny the new site permit. Thank you.

23 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you for coming, Mr.

24 Fisk. I understand Victor Connor has arrived. Are

25 you prepared to speak, Mr. Connor?
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1 MR. CONNOR: Yes, I am.

2 JUDGE ABRAMSON: You missed the ground

3 rules. You've got five minutes.

4 MR. CONNOR: Thank you.

5 JUDGE ABRAMSON: We'll give you a one

6 minute warning.

7 MR. CONNOR: Okay. When I started college

8 as an engineering student, I met another student who

9 wanted to become a nuclear engineer. I thought at

10 the time how cool. It was clear with my scientific

11 background that nuclear power plants created clean,

12 cheap and safe energy and was incredibly compact.

13 I was going into chemical engineering at

14 the time, so I never looked into the details. You

15 see, they never told you that to make 20 tons of

16 nuclear fuel requires hundreds of thousands of tons

17 of uranium ore to be mined and that this had to be

18 concentrated, leaving hundreds of tons of polluted

19 uranium which is now used in military weapons

20 causing massive infant cancer in Iraq today, which

21 is now ten times higher than before the First World

22 War.

23 They didn't tell me that instead of being

24 a cheap source of energy, over $100 billion of

25 taxpayers' money would be spent subsidizing the
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1 nuclear industry. In addition, the nuclear

2 industries are not accountable for any accidents

3 that they have. If there is another Three Mile

4 Island, that the American taxpayer pays over 95

5 percent of the cleanup of the destruction from this

6 nuclear utility. As a nuclear -- is this not on?

7 And the nuclear utility companies could not afford

8 the insurance premiums for their existence, and in

9 addition, thousands of American citizens could die

10 or have their health dramatically worsen.

11 They didn't tell me that instead of being

12 safe, Chernobyl and Three Mile Island would happen,

13 and that the worst nuclear accident of all times

14 that is unknown to the world today and happened in

15 1958 in Kyshtym, Russia. This was the first nuclear

16 waste facility in the then Soviet Union and over 100

17 people were killed outright and tens of thousands of

18 people would become infected with radioactivity,

19 many of them fatally. This was kept out of the

20 media because the infant nuclear industry could not

21 have -- could not withstand such bad press at the

22 beginning of its existence.

23 They didn't tell me that the normal

24 operation of every nuclear power plant would expel

25 daily into the atmosphere highly radioactive
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1 isotopes that never existed before and that these

2 would account for infant mortality in every county

3 downwind of the power plant.

4 They didn't tell you that big companies

5 like General Electric who bought into the idea of

6 cheap nuclear-generated electricity would lose

7 millions of dollars of investments and that they

8 would then try to corrupt government officials to

9 legitimize nuclear power so that they could recoup

10 the lost profits of the past 50 years.

11 And that most of all, they never told me

12 that after 50 years of commercial operations they

13 would still have no solution to retiring an old

14 nuclear power plant or disposing of the spent fuel.

15 The nuclear industry has polluted the

16 earth in ways that no person could have guessed 50

17 years ago, but the Nuclear Regulatory Commission

18 clearly understands it today and would say so if

19 they were not controlled by the nuclear industry.

20 Thank you.

21 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you for coming, Mr.

22 Connor. Is Mr. Terry Ferguson here?

23 MR. FERGUSON: Thank you, gentlemen. I'm

24 Terry Ferguson. I'm a farmer. I live about four

25 miles from the Clinton Power Plant. I'm also the
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1 chairman of the Land Use Committee on the DeWitt

2 County board. The Land Use Committee deals with all

3 zoning and long range planning for the future of our

4 county. We also deal with economic development

5 issues and projects that impact the county and all

6 the citizens of the community.

7 I would like to again offer my full

8 support for the Early Site Permit process for the

9 second Clinton Power Station. Future needs for

10 electricity must be met by cost-effective sources

11 such as nuclear power. Nuclear power offers a

12 baseload capacity for needs without the emissions of

13 any greenhouse gasses. As we look for alternatives

14 to fossil fuels, we must consider that nuclear power

15 can meet this demand for year-round power.

16 It seems that no power supply is perfect.

17 The fledgling alternatives, you know, wind and solar

18 issues, are really not cost-effective. The burning

19 of coal. The State of Illinois just put new

20 regulations on the emissions from coal plants.

21 Every time you burn coal, mercury is emitted into

22 the atmosphere. I don't know which is more

23 dangerous, whether it's faint amounts of radioactive

24 isotopes or mercury, but, you know, all power

25 sources have risks.
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1 I feel that nuclear power is a viable

2 alternative. If we're going to make alternative

3 fuel sources economical, such as hydrogen power as

4 we get away from gasoline, we need mass quantities

5 of cheap electricity to convert the hydrogen and to

6 make it available for use.

7 Around the world, nuclear power is

8 providing a clean and a safe source of energy. The

9 United States cannot afford to ignore this valuable

10 resource. Thank you.

11 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson.

12 Is Joe Alexander here?

13 MR. ANDERSON: Good evening. My name is

14 Joe Alexander. I'm a local resident here in

15 Clinton, Illinois, and I'd like to welcome the NRC

16 here to my community to talk about the second

17 application for a second reactor here in Clinton.

18 I'm 31 years old. I'm a life-long

19 resident with the exception of earning a four year

20 degree at the University of Illinois and a first job

21 out of college. One of the reasons I chose to

22 return to my home community with a wife and then one

23 son, and now we have two other sons, is the quality

24 of life here in this area, quick ways to get to

25 other larger communities, recreation which is
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1 abundant, and good quality of life. And one part of

2 our quality of life here in DeWitt County in

3 Clinton, Illinois, is Exelon as well as the nuclear

4 industry which we directly see every day.

5 I have been entertained by some of the --

6 my predecessors here at the podium tonight who tried

7 to claim that there's -- it's unsafe to live near a

8 nuclear reactor. I think one, one example would be

9 go out to anywhere surrounding the Clinton existing

10 reactor, check out the deer, go fishing in Clinton

11 Lake. I think you'll find abundant deer, wildlife,

12 other wildlife habitat out there. Fishing is

13 abundant. And I just think it's very unrealistic to

14 say that nuclear power is not a clean, efficient

15 source of energy. It's also surrounded by some of

16 the richest corn and soybean production property

17 anywhere in the world.

18 I am an enthusiastic supporter of a second

19 reactor here in Clinton. We welcome you gentlemen.

20 We believe that the second reactor will be a benefit

21 for a multitude of reasons. It not only would

22 create an economic, great economic boon to this

23 community in terms of the construction phase of the

24 second reactor, but we also feel that it would be a

25 long-term viable solution to meet our country's
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1 demand for energy.

2 Just last month our country, according to

3 the U.S. Census officials, there's now 300 million

4 Americans, and as our country grows in size and

5 population and industry, it's without question that

6 we need a more reliable source of energy. I'm quite

7 confident that nuclear energy is the best source of

8 energy. I quite frankly don't feel that some of the

9 other, whether it be coal, solar or hydrogen, right

10 now is the most realistic source to find our energy.

11 So, again, I would like to be on record

12 for strongly supporting a second reactor here at

13 Clinton. Thank you.

14 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Alexander.

15 Is Laura Ekern here?

16 MS. EKERN: Yes. Hi. My name is Laura

17 Ekern. I live in LaSalle County. I'm an electrical

18 engineer with a bachelor's degree from the

19 University of Wisconsin-Madison. I've also worked

20 for the nuclear industry for over four years.

21 In addition, I'm a member of the North

22 American Young Generation Nuclear or NAYGN. NAYGN

23 was formed in 1999 as an organization of young

24 professionals who share a personal conviction that

25 nuclear science and technology make an important and
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1 valuable contribution to our society.

2 One of the group's primary missions is

3 public information. We believe that public

4 discourse often does not give fair play to the

5 benefits of nuclear technology or the truth about

6 solutions to safety and environmental concerns.

7 As young nuclear professionals, we are in

8 a unique position to give a balance to the issues

9 and share our firsthand knowledge and expertise with

10 our friends, neighbors, elected official and media

11 representatives.

12 As nuclear technology relates to

13 electricity generation, we want to tell everyone the

14 success story that is nuclear power in our country.

15 Nuclear energy is clean, safe, reliable and an

16 important part of the balanced energy mix.

17 Currently, nuclear energy provides about one-fifth

18 of our nation's energy, and in Illinois it provides

19 about 50 percent of our electricity. Nuclear power

20 has one of the lowest production costs per kilowatt

21 hour. The power output of nuclear power plants in

22 Illinois alone represents 93.3 million tons of

23 carbon dioxide emissions avoided just in 2005.

24 Furthermore, we support the Early Site

25 Permit process as a means to guarantee open and
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1 thorough evaluation of future nuclear projects while

2 ensuring the timeliness and predictability of the

3 process.

4 The environmental report of Exelon's ESP

5 application and the NRC's Environmental Draft Impact

6 Statement demonstrate in great detail what has

7 become obvious in an era of increasing concerns

8 about global warming, air pollution, environmental

9 protection and industrial safety.

10 So as nuclear professionals and concerned

11 local citizens, we concur with the NRC's conclusions

12 that environmental impacts would not prevent issuing

13 an Early Site Permit to the Clinton site. To that

14 end, we have with us a petition with over 330

15 signatures supporting Exelon's application.

16 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Ms. Ekern. Is

17 Alan Bolind here?

18 MR. BOLIND: Good evening. Yes, my name

19 is Alan Bolind. I'm a resident in Urbana, Illinois,

20 a nearby community. I just wanted to comment and

21 say that I support Exelon's application for an Early

22 Site Permit for a second reactor here in Clinton. I

23 think that shows a lot of forethought on the part of

24 the company to plan for future need for baseload

25 electrical power, and so I support the NRC to look
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1 into -- into this permit, and if the analysis shows

2 that it's a safe thing to do and if Exelon feels

3 it's economical, that the Early Site Permit should

4 be granted. Thank you.

5 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Bolind.

6 Has Frank Borth arrived? Frank Borth? All right.

7 We'll then go on.

8 That concludes the list of people who had

9 signed up in advance. The next person who requested

10 to speak is Gregg Brown. Am I reading this right,

11 Brown.

12 MR. BROWN: Yes.

13 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Mr. Brown.

14 MR. BROWN: Hello. My name is Gregg

15 Brown. I came down from Bloomington. I just want

16 those who are here to realize this is an important

17 moment, a chance to hear about something that we

18 will be living with in this world for a long time to

19 come. One way or another.

20 In fact, our decision, our judgment here

21 will be projected far into the future. It's just

22 what happens when you're living in a high tech age.

23 It's different than living with technology a hundred

24 years ago or a thousand years ago. The decisions

25 you made had lower impact then, shorter terms, but
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1 when you get so smart that you can reach deep into

2 the secrets of nature and uncover those -- these

3 powers, when you take into your hands the ability to

4 make decisions and stretch far in the future, and so

5 you take on your -- onto yourself levels of

6 responsibility that are very deep.

7 There are powers and interests represented

8 here, vast monetary interests, great political

9 powers. My side that I'm representing, the side

10 that says we oppose this, we do not want to do it

11 this way, well, there's no money essentially behind

12 us. There's no -- we don't represent power

13 structure. We represent essentially the voices

14 crying in the wilderness. Power structure doesn't

15 listen to us. Power structure doesn't consider

16 the -- what we present and what we believe in.

17 Power structure makes its own decisions, wants to go

18 its own way and has its reasons for doing that and

19 has the ability to do that. And that's just the way

20 it is until the world changes, when and if.

21 And obviously this society has from my

22 point of view made a deal with dark forces. Those

23 dark forces, of course, are represented here. But I

24 want to say that there's the good side to making a

25 deal with dark forces and then there's the bad side.
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1 There's a problem with making a deal with dark

2 forces, but the problem isn't that the dark forces

3 can't give you things you like. That's not the

4 problem with making the deal with dark forces. The

5 dark forces can give you things you like. In the

6 short-term. It's the longer term, maybe even the

7 middle term, when it turns on you, and that's when

8 you don't like it or when you learn the real --

9 what's really behind it. And so again, yes, this

10 can give you things you like for the community, for

11 those who work with the agencies who want our

12 respect, but in the long run, the price will be

13 paid.

14 With the Hopi Native Americans there was

15 the saying that there's two kinds of yellow powder

16 and they -- the people were to choose. You choose

17 the corn pollen or you choose uranium. And the

18 people chose the corn pollen. And the Creator said

19 good because if you would have chosen the other

20 yellow powder, the uranium that was buried in the

21 ground, it would bring forth evil. And they left it

22 in the ground. But of course our society couldn't

23 and it has brought forth evil.

24 We still have judgments to be made and our

25 hearts can still learn and care. And there's
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1 information over here, there's books to see. You

2 can go to the library and get books. There's much

3 information. Information on both sides.

4 But if it's a green light and a yellow --

5 a red light and yellow light, you took information

6 from both sides and you weighed it and you come up

7 with, ummm, I don't know, maybe it's the yellow

8 light that says caution. And since this is going to

9 be effecting the world forever, at least caution.

10 Say wait a minute. Thank you very much.

11 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Brown.

12 I'm having trouble reading the next name. Looks

13 like Corey Conn. Is that correct?

14 MR. CONN: It is. Good evening. My name

15 is Corey Conn. I've come down from Chicago. I live

16 about one day's bicycle ride from two of Exelon's

17 existing reactors, the Dresden, and about 40 to 60

18 miles from four more, so I'm very, very close to

19 quite a number of operating reactors in the Chicago

20 metro area.

21 I want to make a couple of remarks with

22 reference to my recollection of a U.S. Department of

23 Labor hearing in the matter of Oscar Shirani versus

24 Exelon. This relates to the failure of the quality

25 assurance system in the design of safety-related
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1 components by GE Nuclear Energy and also the defects

2 and failings of the quality assurance program of

3 Holtec International, manufacturer of the nuclear

4 waste storage casks located at Dresden. Also the

5 collapse of the quality assurance program.

6 I discuss these briefly here today because

7 it is in my view a broad indictment of the integrity

8 of the applicant, the ESP, and also the damning

9 observation of the actions taken by NRC with regard

10 to its involvement in protection and enforcement of

11 CFR 50 Appendix B, quality assurance criteria. And

12 for these reasons, I would ask that you not grant

13 the ESP and believe that the behavior of Exelon in

14 the past is indicative of their likely behavior

15 going forward.

16 Two observations I'll make. One relates

17 to the year 2000, a year in which the audit of

18 Holtec, this is a -- the NUPIC audit of U.S. Tool

19 and Die. This is a manufacturer working for the --

20 working for Holtec. This audit essentially was

21 falsified completely. It had basically described

22 repeatedly design change and control process

23 failures, hundreds of nonconforming conditions that

24 were -- took the position ultimately by Holtec, its

25 use as is, there were no design change and control
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1 processes as required by 10 CFR 50 Appendix B and

2 also the ASME NQA-1 standards. These are NRC

3 engineering code.

4 The loss of the design and control

5 processes, I think the engineers should understand

6 immediately that it means you are winging it in the

7 field. These casks are coming out on the premises

8 with not -- bolt holes not aligned with the bolts.

9 They were welding on the fly using personnel who

10 were not trained and whose training records were not

11 available. They used the wrong types of materials

12 to perform the welding, and the post-weld heat

13 treatment process was not performed correctly.

14 So there are now standing there these

15 temporary containers filled with radiating fuel of

16 unknown strength. These I imagine will be tested

17 when they're perhaps some day transported elsewhere.

18 My understanding, however, is that nuclear waste

19 tends to remain where it was first put and this is

20 axiomatic and everyone knows that.

21 The second incident that I wanted to

22 mention was the 1997 audit by the lead auditor from

23 Commonwealth Edison at that time for vendor audits.

24 It was again Oscar Shirani. It was -- followed only

25 by three months the NRC audit of GE Nuclear. NRC
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1 fully endorsed the NQA program. However, the audit

2 performed by Mr. Shirani found 22 serious major

3 deficiencies in the design of more than one reactor

4 and a complete breakdown of the quality assurance

5 program of GE Nuclear. It was a 199 page report.

6 However, Com Ed was permitted to change

7 the 22 findings to only 12, and they, in fact, fired

8 all persons who were involved in the stop work order

9 that resulted, and of course you are, I would

10 imagine, well aware of these facts. However, but

11 you ought to know that it was unlawful for Exelon

12 Generation to move the quality assurance function

13 into the production department violation of 10 CFR

14 50 Appendix B, criteria one, but NRC also allowed

15 this.

16 My one word feeling is mistrust. I would

17 ask you not to proceed with the ESP. Thank you.

18 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Brown. Is

19 Linda Lewison here?

20 MS. LEWISON: Hello. Thank you for

21 letting me come.

22 JUDGE ABRAMSON: You have to get closer to

23 the microphone. Lower it a little.

24 MS. LEWISON: How's this?

25 JUDGE ABRAMSON: If you can use it, it's
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1 fine.

2 MS. LEWISON: Hello. Thank you for

3 letting me come. I've driven down from Chicago

4 today because this is an issue that affects me there

5 as well. My background is that I'm a former school

6 teacher and have a finance degree from University of

7 Chicago Business School. I represent Dr. Helen

8 Caldicott and the Nuclear Policy Research Institute.

9 Dr. Caldicott's new book, Nuclear Power is Not the

10 Answer, gives a lot of information that is not found

11 elsewhere on the new generation of reactors.

12 I am concerned because, as has been

13 mentioned before here, the power plants release

14 fumes continuously that are radioactive and I

15 breathe them, downdraft in Chicago; if the

16 radioactivity is also released into the soil, into

17 the groundwater, into the water. I share the

18 concerns of other people who have already spoken

19 about the problems with spent fuel. And, yes, I am

20 well aware that we're not going to do without

21 electricity in Illinois. We're not going back to

22 lanterns. We need a source of electricity.

23 And I think that Al Gore in his movie, An

24 Inconvenient Truth, captured a lot of what I want to

25 say in this one visual where you have the scales on
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1 one side with dollars and jobs and the fear that

2 there won't be an economy if we make these changes,

3 and on the other side of the scale is the planet.

4 And Al Gore in his nice low-key way, southern way,

5 he just looked at the camera and said, well, you

6 know, planet, economy; that there is -- there is --

7 there are other paths to development in this area.

8 I support renewables and I think we have

9 -- it's very important that we take the investment

10 that the government has made in gas, oil and nuclear

11 power and invest it in renewables and develop these

12 as alternate sources of energy for providing

13 electricity in Illinois. Thank you very much.

14 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you for coming. Is

15 Ted Lowers here? Mr. Lowers?

16 MR. LOWERS: Thank you for the opportunity

17 to address your group. My name is Ted Lowers. I am

18 a 40-year resident. I'm a business person who

19 attended the first nuclear plant announcement by

20 Illinois Power at the Clinton Country Club, and I

21 believe that the time was 1974 if my memory serves

22 me right.

23 My wife and I have since raised three

24 children in this area, eight grandchildren living in

25 this area, and I've continued to do business all
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1 this time.

2 All of the progression of ownership up to

3 and including Exelon have been excellent stewards of

4 our community and environment and have been very

5 beneficial to the economic development of this

6 entire community. As a citizen and representing

7 many other citizens in the community, we welcome

8 this opportunity for an Early Site Permit and look

9 forward to the further development of another

10 nuclear reactor in the future to help keep pace with

11 the growth of our community. Thank you.

12 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Lowers.

13 Is Arthur Brighton here?

14 MR. BRIGHTON: I'm a little hard of

15 hearing, but I find this microphone is reflecting

16 and I'm not -- I don't like it very well.

17 JUDGE ABRAMSON: We can hear you fine,

18 sir.

19 MR. BRIGHTON: A lot of these people can

20 probably hear me without having a microphone and so

21 I wish to speak without using this thing.

22 Radiation is dangerous. If you don't

23 believe it, go to the dentist and get an X ray. And

24 what does the dental assistant do, the good-looking

25 girl? She goes out. Puts the pad around you and
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1 then she goes out and presses the button. She

2 doesn't stay with you. Why is the pad there? To

3 protect you. Radiation can cause genetic defects,

4 hereditary defects, can cause cancer. That's why --

5 that's why people object to nuclear power.

6 And I look at this paper and I suppose

7 it's accurate, but even if it isn't, 157 million

8 cubic meters of nuclear waste. That could be an

9 exaggeration. It could be a million or 2 or 3 or

10 even 7 million or 50 million. You still got a

11 hundred million nuclear waste. Why? Because two or

12 three Democrats, Republicans, administrations have

13 been afraid to offend people in Nevada because they

14 got that close to the electoral vote. That mountain

15 out there is sitting there waiting for nuclear

16 waste. And I don't know that they have even tried

17 to bring any waste.

18 You read that environmental statement and

19 I looked at it this afternoon. I should have looked

20 at it before. It's about this thick (indicating).

21 And I congratulate the people who made this

22 statement. They were paid by the taxpayers of the

23 United States and they did the best they could.

24 But when you read that statement and look

25 at what they say about how you're going to dispose
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1 of the nuclear waste, they're going to haul it in

2 trucks to Yucca Mountain, Yucca Mountain. Yucca.

3 That's a good name, Yucca. They're going to haul

4 that fast, a couple of them. May take a break once

5 in a while. They tell you how much radiation might

6 possibly leak from the truck. They tell you how

7 much -- how long, maybe a day or two getting there,

8 I don't know, but they seem to think it will be no

9 problem, no accidents, and probably there won't be.

10 But what -- what's the result?

11 They make fiction out of it because all

12 that waste, the military waste, the waste that has

13 already been accumulated, the thousands and

14 thousands -- this thing says millions -- of tons

15 have been accumulated. That makes this -- that

16 makes that environmental statement a fiction,

17 absolute fiction, because they're not going to

18 cruise in there. They got waste piled up, hundreds

19 of loads at least piled up.

20 And what are they -- how do they expect

21 transportation? All right, how do they expect

22 transportation to get all that and make it look easy

23 when they've got all this waste piled up besides

24 what -- of course what they're going to accumulate.

25 I was in -- I was on the Board of Review
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1 of DeWitt County. Well, before that, we had an

2 environmental statement was given to the Illinois

3 Power -- Illinois Commerce Commission, and they made

4 that. Illinois Power paid for that.

5 I was on the Board of Review and we

6 examined the papers that were put out by the power

7 company and we decided that it was not -- in fact,

8 we didn't know anything about it. So we got a -- we

9 got a -- one of those fellows that is supposed to

10 know something about it, okay, and he got a value

11 and we set the rate. Okay, we set a valuation for

12 that plant. What did the power company do then?

13 They come back a few years later. They said, oh, we

14 got -- paying too much taxes. We got to have -- we

15 got to have that devalued, so the board devalued it.

16 How many houses in DeWitt County are devalued as

17 time goes on?

18 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Lowers.

19 Is Richard Douglas here? Mr. Douglas?

20 MS. VALLOCH: Douglas.

21 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Mr. Douglas, sorry. I'm

22 not reading his writing.

23 MR. DOUGLAS: My name is Richard Douglas

24 and I'm here --

25 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Raise that up if you
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1 like.

2 MR. DOUGLAS: I'm Richard Douglas and I'm

3 here to support the second reactor. I have two

4 businesses in town here that I'm partners with, one

5 for 34 years and one -- another one for 17 years.

6 I've lived here all my life and I have a home which

7 is about a mile from the existing power plant now

8 and I have no trouble in having another one. I'm

9 very much for this. I think the community needs

10 this. That's all. Thank you.

11 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Douglas.

12 Before we go on, has Frank Borth arrived? Frank

13 Borth?

14 Okay. Is Cindy Charlebois here? Have I

15 pronounced that right?

16 MS. CHARLEBOIS: Can you hear me?

17 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Yes.

18 MS. CHARLEBOIS: Okay. Thank you for the

19 opportunity to address you folks. My name is Cindy

20 Charlebois. I'm a wife and a mother. I have a

21 degree from Illinois State University in applied

22 computer science and a minor in business. I've

23 worked at State Farm Insurance Companies for almost

24 18 years.

25 I'm against building a nuclear power plant
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1 here as well as anywhere else. Why build another

2 nuclear power plant with all the toxic waste it

3 produces and spreads around poisoning our

4 environment when there is at least one alternative

5 that is much better? I'm talking about wind power.

6 Unlike nuclear power, it's safe. There's not a

7 toxic waste problem like nuclear power. In fact,

8 there's no pollution at all once it's built besides

9 the swishing sound.

10 Wind power is becoming more and more

11 efficient and we have plenty of wind here. Why

12 perpetuate this horrendous practice? Wind power

13 doesn't require thousands of tons of uranium to be

14 mined or millions of tons of coal. The wind is free

15 and it's powered by the sun and has been for the

16 past 4.5 billion years.

17 I have children. I would like them to

18 have the opportunity to live in an environment where

19 they have a chance and their children and their

20 children would have a chance to live out their

21 entire life without the added environmental damage

22 that will occur if another nuclear power plant is

23 built. Thank you.

24 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Ms.

25 Charlebois. Is Joyce Blumenshine here?
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1 MS. BLUMENSHINE: Thank you very much,

2 gentlemen. I sincerely appreciate your time and

3 attention tonight and thank you for the opportunity

4 to speak.

5 My name is Joyce Blumenshine. I am

6 currently the conservation chairperson for the

7 Illinois chapter of Sierra Club. I am here

8 representing our conservation committee and the

9 22,000 members of Sierra Club in Illinois to ask

10 that the ESP permit not be granted.

11 I ask you to look at our future and

12 consider a brighter future than nuclear power.

13 There are opportunities for wind that are just

14 emerging in Illinois. This is a very incredible and

15 wonderful trend. Solar has not been touched in

16 Illinois. And I would ask you if the engineering

17 expertise, if the government funding, if the local

18 initiatives that were put into nuclear power over

19 the last decades were put into sustainable and

20 renewable energy, where would we now be with these

21 renewable, sustainable possibilities? I present to

22 you that we would be much farther and much further

23 along.

24 Opportunities for energy conservation

25 would present huge employment opportunities and
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1 investment opportunities and that should be our

2 future, gentlemen. I urge you that should be our

3 future. This is a new century. We need new

4 thinking. We need thinking that does not build

5 mounds of hazards for generations to come. Now,

6 things are going well and everything's fine and

7 dandy and people are happy, but it would take only

8 one event to cause a disaster.

9 I submit to you that central Illinois is

10 not the location for a second nuclear power plant.

11 The heart of our agricultural, prime ag lands is not

12 the location to be stuck with hazardous waste.

13 Also, concerns about climate and earthquakes are

14 here.

15 I ask you if you gentlemen are in touch

16 with and aware of the situation in France during

17 their heat waves, what happened to their nuclear

18 power plants. This should be a concern for this

19 commission. Illinois nuclear plants rely on water

20 cooling, and in a global warming world, there is a

21 better direction than nuclear power.

22 Other concerns -- and I'm winding down,

23 thank you -- is the concern for area water

24 resources, the impact of a second reactor into

25 Clinton Lake, concerns for the waste again being
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1 stockpiled here, and the concern for the economic

2 viability of this reactor, what happens as far as if

3 there were a terrorist attack or the burden of costs

4 for decommissioning on the public. Now, these are

5 serious thoughts that I hope you will take into

6 account.

7 It is also likely that much of the power

8 generated from this plant could be sent to states

9 outside of Illinois. I do not feel it is

10 appropriate to inflict the residents of central

11 Illinois with the attending risks and hazards of a

12 nuclear power plant. Safer and better sustainable

13 energy options should receive the dominant financial

14 support to move to a mass scale to a better future.

15 America's energy future should not be a

16 time bomb that could cause lethal contamination and

17 years of risk for area citizens. For this 21st

18 century, a better, safer and sustainable energy

19 system can be made and should be made.

20 A second nuclear power plant at Clinton

21 should not be approved. It has no place in the safe

22 and environmentally sound, sustainable energy future

23 that can be made if we have the will to turn our

24 resources in the right directions and if you

25 gentlemen will please look to the 21st century and
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1 the new future for us all. Thank you.

2 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Ms.

3 Blumenshine. Is Jose Maria Caro here?

4 MR. CARO: Hello. Thank you for letting

5 me speak today. I'm Jose Caro. I was born in a

6 third world country in which we had serious energy

7 shortages. My father's business and his jobs were

8 -- I'll start over just for you guys. How's that?

9 Excellent.

10 Okay. So I guess, like I said, I was born

11 in a third world country. We had serious energy

12 shortages. My father's job and my family seriously

13 suffered from this. When I was three years old, my

14 father's company, a North American company, would

15 not support production, due to which they moved the

16 plant somewhere else and he was left without a job.

17 Now, today I'm becoming a U.S. citizen to

18 fulfill my father's dream of fulfilling the American

19 dream. When I think of the American dream, I think

20 of progress. What can we do with progress? What

21 makes our society and our economy move on?

22 Well, think of energy. We have more

23 people trying to do more things, more computers

24 being put out there optimizing the process. How can

25 we fuel that? And if you look at the viable options
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1 for the Midwest or the central Illinois region for a

2 power option, we think, well, there's great options

3 here. There's wind. Well, wind power, you look up,

4 you hear the oof, oof, oof, oof. I don't want to go

5 to bed with that. I don't want to go out there in

6 my backyard and look at -- you know, overlook

7 Clinton Lake and all of a sudden see just big

8 windmills. Now, we think of solar panels. Well,

9 solar panels overcast available and very

10 high-yielding lands.

11 Why are we doing all this? What is the

12 best way to get all this energy and all this power

13 to fuel our progress? Look to the nuclear power

14 plant. We know it protects our environment because

15 nobody wants to be around this nuclear power plant,

16 as some residents who -- some of them will tell you

17 it looks very nice. But at the end, when the plant

18 is all done, after it's lived its lifetime, the land

19 has to be left just as it was 40 or 50 years ago

20 before the first plant was made.

21 We have increasing fish populations, we

22 have deer populations that are crowding around these

23 areas, and like I said, nobody wants to touch them

24 because they're scared the nuclear power plant is

25 there.
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1 So I would like to thank you guys or thank

2 Exelon for submitting for a second nuclear power

3 plant and I think it's a great idea. It's well

4 done.

5 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Caro.

6 Richard Schultz.

7 MR. SCHULTZ: Good evening. My name is

8 Richard Schultz. I have no script, I didn't plan on

9 talking, but I had to take this opportunity. This

10 is the first time I've had a chance to talk and you

11 listen, because I'm an ex-Westinghouse nuclear

12 startup engineer and I've been in the industry for

13 40 years, and you people have to understand, these

14 people put fear in our hearts. These guys watch us

15 like a hawk. I assure you that the nuclear power

16 plants in this country are the most regulated, most

17 controlled facilities in the world. If the medical

18 profession had anything like the regulations that we

19 have to live with, you couldn't affordto go to the

20 doctor for a cold.

21 And to hear the talk of -- I understand

22 the concern over the waste, but all I really wanted

23 to say is I would much rather trust to technology.

24 A hundred years ago, the coal plant was a dirty,

25 dirty thing. Today, coal plants are getting better.
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1 They're not perfect but they're better because

2 technology has helped us improve them. I have faith

3 in the technology that we will end up with a very,

4 very good solution to the waste. I would rather

5 bury that waste in Yucca Mountain for however long

6 it takes than to put that waste from the coal plants

7 in my grandchildren's lungs, and that's what you're

8 doing with coal-fired power plants. I don't see how

9 anyone cannot see the difference between your

10 children breathing in this filthy coal greenhouse

11 gas problem versus storing something that you know

12 technology will catch up with.

13 Look at computers, for crying out loud.

14 Thirty years ago nobody had a computer. And today,

15 it's second nature. It will be the same thing with

16 this technology. I'm not at all concerned about it.

17 I really think Clinton's all right. Thank you.

18 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Schultz.

19 Gabriel Chavez.

20 MR. CHAVEZ: Hello. My name is Gabriel

21 Chavez and I am from Chicago, Illinois. I am a

22 senior in nuclear engineering at the University of

23 Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. And while I may seem

24 a biased spokesperson for nuclear, obviously as I am

25 a nuclear engineer, I would just take this time to
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1 urge the opponents of this ESP to be a little bit

2 more informed into their reason as to why not to

3 permit this ESP to go through. I would challenge

4 them to fully research the other possible sources of

5 energy that they speak of.

6 While wind and solar may seem as these

7 clean and perfect sources of energy, they are not as

8 economically feasible. You talk about wind power.

9 In an effort to start this wind power, one, it would

10 be more capital intensive; two, you would need ten

11 times as many more wind power stations in order to

12 produce even a tenth of the power produced by one

13 unit such as Clinton. Clinton is a 1,000 megawatt

14 plant or close to. You would need a substantial

15 amount of solar panels, one of which, after they are

16 pretty much used up, they produce toxic waste, just

17 as any other technology would.

18 What I would urge you to do is to consider

19 this option. While nuclear does produce emissions,

20 it does produce nuclear waste, as a nuclear engineer

21 right now and the future classes of nuclear

22 engineers to come, we're trying to solve that

23 problem. We're looking for solutions to reduce that

24 waste. While the waste will always be present, we

25 may not get completely rid of it, we are trying to
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1 find solutions such as reactors which will use that

2 waste, reuse that spent fuel and create more power

3 from it. And though we may not get rid of it, we

4 will reduce the volume drastically, and the volume

5 that is left, we may store it potentially and wait

6 for a hundred years when we come up with newer

7 technology to get rid of that issue.

8 Right now as I stand here, I'm in support

9 of this ESP because I feel that nuclear is by far

10 the most viable option to supply this country with

11 the energy that it needs. While nuclear energy

12 right now is only 20 percent of the energy portfolio

13 of this country, I feel that in the coming years

14 there will be a surge to push that percentage to a

15 greater extent, from 20 to 25 to 30 percent to cover

16 the demand that this country constantly increases

17 just due to our nature. We are so easily satisfied

18 by our technology that we need to supply that

19 technology with a source of power in order to use

20 it, and I feel that nuclear is the best option do

21 that.

22 I would just like to thank you for this

23 opportunity to speak with you and I appreciate it.

24 JUDGE ABRAMSON: Thank you, Mr. Chavez.

25 Let's see. Has Mr. Borth arrived? Is there anyone
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else who has not spoken who would desire to speak?

Seeing no interest, we thank you very much for your

presence and for your comments. They will be

entered into the record. And this proceeding is

closed.

(Adjourned at 7:19 p.m.)
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