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PROCEEDINGS

MR. POSLUSNY: On behalf Qf the United States Nuélear
Regﬁlatory Commission, the NRC, I would liké to.welcome you to this
environmental scbpihg meeting, related to the Comanche Peak 3‘and 4
units application. This is the second meeting we haye had today, so
it looks like we have a good turnout, and we expect to hear from you
shortly. My name is Chet Poslusny. I am going to be your
facilitator this evening.

And it is my job to make sure that this meeting is
productive for both you, that have taken time out of your schedule,
and for the NRC as well. A few administrative items, not many. The
restrooms are beyond that red door in the back, to my left. And if
you could, those of you thaﬁ have cell phones and beepers, if you.
would like tb take the time to shut those fo, that would be nice. I
have done that.

A few ground rules. This meeting is really for the
record. It 1s being transcribed as we speak, so those participants
tonight from the audience, as well as the staff/ we.will all mention
our names up front, and try to speak clearly, so that they can hear
us, and record thé information. This is a very important meeting for
us, and for you as well.

And we expect that you will hear some things tonight

that you may or may not agree with. And you may get angry or happy

about. But we like to give respect to those that are speaking, and

hold our comments if we disagree to ourselves. That would be great.

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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Let me talk about the meeting structure. We have got
two parts to our meeting. The first part, we have some staff from
the NRC headquarters who will be talking to you about the process for
the review of the application, both from the safety and the
environmental review. Then I.am going to open the floor for a few
minutes to questions about that process.

And I would‘like you to really focus on that process,
because we want to make sure you understand that. Not everybody
does, and we want to make sure there is a Qeneral understanding of
what we are doing with this application.

The second part, which is the most important part for
the meeting, 1is an'attempt for us to listen to you, to géin
informétion about the environmental review process. We call it a.
scoping meeting. And you will hear a. little bit more about that in a
minute. But it 1is important tha; we listen to you during that time.

There won't be any discussions, but we will recoid what your inputs
are to the process.

We will be collecting verbal comments in person tonight.

But later on, you cén send in comments either by mail or by email.
And they will carry the same weight as anything we hear tonight. So
please remember that. You may hear things tonight that you may think
abéut when you go home, and may want to build upon, and send back to
us later on. So make this be a learning process for everybody.

I think that is valuable. With that, I would like to
introduce our speakers for that first part of the program. First,

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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Mr. William Burton, who is the chief of the Environmenfal Project
Branch. And we have Michael Willingham, who is the project manager
for Fhe environmental review. Our senior manager tonight is Scott
Flanders.

He is the'Division Director for site and environmental
reviews. We also have staff here from the other offices and
headquarters, and also from the regional office. And we have the
resident inspector here from Comanche Peak as well. With that, let
us bégin our presentations. ' And please hold your gquestions to the
period when I open the floor. Thank you.

MR. BURTON: I just wanted to add to what Chet said;
welcome everyone. My name is William Burton. I am chief of the
Environmental Projects Branch that is going to oversee the
environmental review .for the Comanche Peak 3 and 4 application. . My
name is William, and as I said in the earlier session, William was my
granddad.‘ I go by Butch.

Question, we were here back in June at our first
outreach.to the community to kind of introduce ourselves, let you
know who we are, what we do, how we do it, why we do it. A quick
show of hands; anybody who was at that public outre;ch meeting in
June? Okay. Good. We have got a lot of returnees. Okay. Good.
Welcome.

During that meeting in June, we héd mentioned to you all
that we wouid come back when the application was submitted. And that
is why we are here tonight. Luminant submitted their application in

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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September. We are just‘now starting the environmental scoping
review. And this is the scoping process.

So we are here tonighﬁ primarily to solicit comments and
input from you, tolhelp inform the scope of our review. You all live
here. You are local. You know what many of the issues are. And we
want to make sure that we capture those and make sure that we address
those appropriately.

Before we get into the formal presentation, I do want to

touch on one issue. It was our understanding that there were some

people who were concerned with the timing of the notice for tonight's

meeting. The notice came out. actually on Christmas Eve,. which was
probably not the ideal time to have that come out, and we understand
that. And that is one of the reasons why we use actually multiple

means of getting the word out; flyers, articles in local newspapers.

And we wanted to, for those of you who may have had a
concern about that, we wanted to let you know that rest assured, yoﬁ
will have more than adegquate time to provide any input that you would
like to provide ﬁo us. Not only tonight, but also by other means.

By mail, email, we will take your comments up through mid Febfuary.
So we believe that everyone should have adequate opportunity to
provide input to us. Okay.

! Let's go ahéad and get started. Okay. We'll talk
briefly. I will be very brief. The heavy lifting for the
presentation is going to be done by Mike Willingham, the

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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environmental project manager. I just have a couple bf high level
opening statements. Why we are here tonight.

First and foremost, we are here to solicit input from
you all, members of the public to help inform our environmental
scoping process. As I said before, you all live here. You have
insights that we as reviewers back up in Washington may not have.

And so it is important that we hear frog you, and you have an
opportunity to help inform us with this.

I was talking earlier with some of the folks. And some
of you have been here quige a while. I have talked with people who
were here when Unit 1 and 2 was the first shovel of dirt .that came
out. And you all have insights of how things were back then,
concerns abéut how things are going to go this time. It is important
that we hear your views on some.of that, and things that you would
like to make sure that we cover in our reviewL And that is why we
are here.

We are also going to take the opportunity to explain éur
responsibilities unaer the National Environmental Policy Act which is
mandated for any major federal action. We will discuss the schedule
for the environmental review and just as %mﬁortantly, we will discuss
with you how you can ﬁarticipate in the process, which is extremely
important. Next slide, please. Okay.

Ove;view. I am really gqing to speak primarily to the

first bullet. I will do a brief high level presentation on the

'licénsing process. And then I will turn it over to Mike who will

NEAL -R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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discuss in more detail the environmental review, the hearing process,
and how you can get involved with that, and other ways to get
involved as a member of the public. Next one.

Okay. This is my last slide. Discuss some of the
categories of participants in’the'licensing process. And as you can
see, we have three columns of participants. I am actually going to
start with the far right column. Luminent submitted an application
requesting a license to build and ops;ate two units at the current
Comanche Peak facility. They are the;applicant., And you-mayvhear us
use that term. And that is what Luminent is. Luminént is the
applicant for this proposed action.

Once they submit the application, then wé go to the
first column; the NRC. That is us. At the NRC, we have several
entities within fhe Commission. First and foremost, are the
Commissioners. A five member Commission. They have the ultimate
responsibility for approving or not the request for a licénse.

There is the staff. That is primarily us. We do the
heavy lifting in terms of both an environmental review and a safety
review, and coming up with findings for the Commission and some of
the hearing boards to review,‘which is the next bullet. Hearing
boards, the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, they have the
responsibility for reviewing the findings and the results of the
staff's safety and environmental review and coming up‘with
recommendations to the Cpmmission as to wﬁether or not a license
should be granted.

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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And the final bullet theré.is thé advisory committee on
reactor safeguards. That is an independent body that reports to the
Commission; primarily‘on the safety findings. And again, provides
input to the Commission.

And then finally, the middle .column, most importantly
are the stakeholders, which include residents of the community, ﬁany
of you. Public interest groupg, some of whom are represented here
tonight. Other federal agenéies, state and local entities and
officials, as well as tribal officials. All of these folks have a
role to play in this pfocess, a very important role.

One of the things that we found in ouf discussions with
members of the public is that they believe that the issuance of a

license by the NRC is first of all, the only thing that an applicant

needs to do in order to get authorization to build and operate and

first of all, that is not true. That‘is just one of several hoops.
that they have to jump through in order to éet final authorization to
build.

They have ?o get permits and licenses from state
entities, from local entities. And even then,'there are other

considerations that they may have before they ultimately decide to

build and operate the reactor. So the NRCs role is just one of many
involved in this process. So that is just a brief overview of what
we do. Some of the key participants in the process.

And as I said, I am going to turn it over to Mike

willingham now, who will give you much more detail about some of the

NEAL: R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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processes that we are involved with. So Mike?

MR. WILLINGHAM: Thanks, Butch. And thank you all for

~ participating in tonight’s scoping meeting. The U.S. Nuclear

Regulatory Commission regulates the civilian industrial commercial,
academic and medical uses of nuclear material in order to protect
public health and safety and the_environﬁent.

The National Environmental Policy Act, which is called
NEPA establishes the National Environmental Policy foflthe_
protection, maintenance and enhancement of the environment, and
pfovides a means for carrying out that gecal. In the case of
licensing new reactors, this means it is through the development of
the Environmental Impact Statement, also known as the EIS.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission implements NEPA in a
manner that is consisteﬁt with odr licensing and regulatory functions
under thé Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 1In addition to NEPA, the NRCs
environmental review includes compliance with other statutes, such as
the National Historic Preservation Act, the Endangered Species Act
and the Fish and wWildlife Coordination Act, as well as some other
acts: Next slide, pleése.

Luminent is seeking two combined licenses for new
reactors. These combined licenses would allow for the construction
and operation of two new nuclear plants, with conditions if issued by
the NRC. It is.an NRC decision thgt autharizes an applicant to
construct and operate a nuclear plant at a specific site, in
accordance with federal laws and regulations.

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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Lumipent submitted the combined license application on
September 19 of 2008, and they submitted it for two Mitsubishi Heavy
Industries, U.S. Advanced Pressurized Water Reactors. They are also
known as the USAPWR. The new uhit;»B and 4. And they are to be
built at the Comanche Peak Nuclear Power Plant site. Next slide,
please.

There are three components to the NRC staff review.
There 1s the design certificatioﬁ, the site specific safety review,
and the site specific environmental review. The NRC regulations
allow COL applications to reference certified designs or designs that
are docketed but not certified. The Mitsubishi Heavy Industries,
U.S..Advanqed Pressurized Water Reactor desién has not been
certified.

However, it is currently under review by the NRC staff.
The design, if acceptable would be certified.by rulemaking process.
Luminant’'s combined license application references the U.S. Advanced
Pressurized WatervReactor Design for the use of the Coﬁanche Peak
Nuclear Power Plant site.

Additionally, the staff conducts a site specific safety

review of the design in relation to the proposed location of the

Comanche Peak, as well as analysis and the environmental impact of
that design at that site. The COL application review process begins
when an application has been docketed. And the safety review and the

environmental review are conducted in parallel.

The safety review follows the black path on this slide,

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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and the environmental review follows the green path on this slide.y
The safety review focuses on public health and safety in relationship
to the facilities, and the environmental review‘focuses on the plant's
impaéts on the environment. The red path on this slide, whiéh is‘in
the center identifies the hearing process.

The hearing process factors in the results of the
environmental and safety reviews. The finél_step of the COL review
process is the Commissiqn% decision on whether or not to grant the
license.

The primary purpbse for tonight's meeting is to discuss‘
the environmental poftion of the Comanche Peak Nuclear Power Plants
Units 3 and 4 COL application review, and to hear your comments.
However, iﬁ is important to discuss a few of these areas covered by
the safety review. Areasvsuch as the design of the facility.
Luminant plans to use the U.S. Advanced Pressurized Water Reactor
design. Site suitability - This. describes how the site specific
factors affect the plant design, such as geologic, seismic,
hydrologic, hurricanes and tornados.

Quality assurance - This describes the.appiicant%
procesé for ensuring conﬁormance to standards. Adequate physical
security - The NRC staff conducts this review in consultatiop with
the Department of Homeland Sgcurity. Emergency preparedness - The

NRC staff conducts the onsite emergency preparedness, and FEMA

‘conducts the offsite review.

Operator training - This ensures that the,operatorsbfor,

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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the potential new units are properly ﬁréined to operate the units in
a safe manner. 2and the lead safety project manager, or the lead
safety project manager for the Comanche Peak Nuclear Power Plant
Units 3 and 4 ié Stephen Monardue, and he is here with us tonight.

The environmental review, which is the subject of
tonight’s meeting is guided by the National Eﬁvironmental Policy Act"
of 1969. It is also known as NEPA. NEPA requiresvfederal‘agencies
to use a systematic approach to coﬁsider environmental impacts
associated wiph major federal actions that have the potential to
signifiqantly affect the human environment. It is a disclosure tool
which involves input from the public, and requires development of an
Environmental Impact Statement. The NRC has determined that the
issuance of a combined iicense for a new nuclear facility is a major
federal action. And as such, the staff will develop an Environmental
Impact . Statement before the Commission takes final action on any
combined license application.

As part of the NRC's environmental review:\the staff
planned to evaluate the potential eﬁvironmental impacts of
construction and operation of the two new USAPWR units at the
Comanche Peak site. NRC's regulations for implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act are under Title 10 of the Code of Federal
Regulations part 51. The NRC has established a systematic decision
making process to be applied during the enyironmental.review of the
combinedvliéense.

The environmental standard review plan on NUREG 1555 as

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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well as other docﬁments provides guidanbe to the NRC staff on how to
review the application and how to document our findings in the
Environmental I&pact Statemenp. Our regulations and guidance
documents can be found at the NR(C's website at www.nrc.gov.

During the environmental review, opportunities for
public involvement are provided during the scoping period as.well as
during the draft environmental impacﬁ stage, and during the hearing,
which is why we are here today at this scoping meeting. The results
of our review would be documented in a draft and a final
environmental impact statement for Comanche Peak Nuclear Power Plant
Units .3 and 4 project.

And the public will have another opportﬁnity, as T
mentioned; to comment on the draft Environmental Impact Statement
once it has been published. Throughout this entire review, the NRC
staff will maintain an open and transparent review process.

Luminent submitted their COL application on September 19 -
of 2008. An énvironmental report was submitted as partiof that
application. The NRC staff reviews the application to ensure that it
meets our technycal suffiéiency guidance. If an application does, it

is docketed, and the NRC staff will proceed with both the

.environmental review and the safety review.

The application for Comanche Peak nuclear power plant

Units 3 and 4 COLs was docketed on December 2 of 2008. The NRC then

3

issues a Notice of Intent which informs the public of the NRC's

intention to develop an environmental impact statement and to conduct

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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the scoping process. The Notice of Intent for Comanche Peak nuclear:
power plant's Units 3 and 4 COLs was issued in the Federal Registef on
December 19, 2008.

The Notice of Intent initiates a scoping process during
which the NRC staff identifies the scope of the environmental review.
And it also initiates a public comment period where the pubklic can
provide the NRC staff with comments. This public meeting is part of.
that process, and we will collect your comments here today as part of

the meeting transcript.

Additionally, written comments can be provided to the
NRC through February 17, 2009. The green ovals identified in this
slide identify the periods at which tne public is invited to
participate in the review process.

The NRC staff gaﬁhers information during a site audit in
the scoping phase of the process. The NRC staff visit the si;e and
the site vicinity to begin its independernt evaluation of the
information provided by the applicant in the environmental report.
The eite audit will be scheduled during February of 2009, next month.

Members of the NRC environmental team will visit the Comanche Peak
siﬁe and meet with Luminant representatives to conduct the
independent evaluation.

The NRC staff will do further information gathering
after the site eudit and ask additional questions of the applicant
through a process called the request for additional information, and
investigate comments from the public and other federal, state and

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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local agencies. After énalyzing the information gathered, the NRC
staff will then develop a draft Environmental Impact Statement. And
the draft will be issued for public comment

Additionally, the NRC staff will come back»té have
anothgr public meeting such as this to provide the results of our
review, and invite yogr comments. Ohce we have evaluated your
coﬁments; the NRC staff may decidevto modify the draft environmental
impact statement. When that action is complete, we will issue the
environmentél impact statement as a final document.

The dqcument will then be used as one of the several
different inputs to the‘hearing process. As mentioned earlier, the
final result of the combined license process is a decision by the
Commission on the application.

NRC staff has elected to come to your community so that

you can share with us those environmental issues and values that you

believe are important for us to consider as we conduct our

"environmental review. You may be aware of environmental issues that

should be considered before the NRC completes its assessment.

In addition to providing comments and information here
today, you have the opportunity to continue to share your comments,
or provide additional information to us, through February 17 of next
month. We will include all comments received during the scoping
process and the scoping summary report. This document is expectesto
be available on the NRC website in June of 2009. Comments apﬁlicable
to the environmental review will be considered in the NRC staff's

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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development of the draft environmental impact statement.

_There are many different sources for information that we
use to develop the environmental impact statement. The NRC staffﬁ
Environmental Impact Statément is an independent evaluation of the
effects of the proposed plant on the environment énd the loc;l

community. So although the staff starts with the applicant’s

~environmental report, the staff investigates other possible sources

of information.

For example, the staff will communicate with federal,
state, tribal and local agencies to gain insight. This scoping
meeting also répresents one point where the NRC staff will gather
comments from the public.

An interdisciplinary team of NRC sfaff with backgrounds
in scientific and technical dis;iplines has been assembled to ﬁonduct
the environmental review. Additionally, the NRC staff has contracts
With a staff from Oak Ridge National Laboratories and Information
System Laboratories to assist us in preparing the environmental
impact statement.b The NRC staff, Oak Ridge Nationél Laboratories
staff and Information System Labbratories staff are comprised of
experts on wide ranging topics related to the environmental issues
and on nuclear power.

Once again, you can submit your written comments for the

scoping process through February 17, 2009. We do have copies of the

Federal Register Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact

Statement and to conduct scoping on the table in the lobby. The

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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notices describe how you thg public can submit your scoping éomments.
The next slide will also share this informétion with vyou.

Once the staff has completed the draft environmental
impact statement, the NRC will make it publiqu available to allow
the public to provide comments on the draft environmental impact
statement. The public will have 75 days to provide these comments.

Additionally, in 2009 we will come out and have another
public meeting to share the results of our review and to recei?e
comments on the draft environmental impact stétement. Your comments
will be evaluated and addressed in the final environmental impact
statement. The Agency expects to issue the final Environmental
Impact Statement in late 2010.

An integrated scheduie for the Comanéhe Peak COL has not
been finalized, and the milestones are estimates. The NRC website,
and specifically the project specific web page will provide that
information when it becomes available. Comments regarding today's
public scoping meeting can be sent by mail or email to.the sites
located on this_slide. Details are provided on this slide, which
will be shown ‘again at the end of the presentation for.your
convenience.

The hearing process. The hearing process is a formal
process that éffers another opportunity for public involvement. Once
the NRC publishes a Notice of Opp;rtunity to participate in a
hearing, the public has 60 days to file a peﬁition to intervene.
Anyone who wishes to file a petition to intervene should give the

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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hearing notice close attention and should review Title 10 of the Code
of Federal Regﬁlations, Part 2.309. Both provide important
information related to an intervention.

In order to file a petition to intervene, you must

- obtain a digital certificate for approval in advance, or seek a

waiver from the digital certificate requirement. Information
regarding.fhe process wiil be provided in the_heariné notice and on
the website shown on this slide.

It is importaht not to wait until the last week of the
notice period, because it méy take up to ten days to receive a
digitai certificéte. A hand out is provided on the registration
table on the digital ce;tificate, ana help is also available at the
phone number listed on the screen. We have got it out there now.

I WOuld like to take this time to recap some of the very

important public involvement information. Once more, the

environmental review process is beginning and the public comment

period for scoping ends on February 17, 2009. You can participaté in
the scoping meeting heée today, and the meeting on the draft
environmental impact statement.

The NRC’s wgb page for the Comanche Peak COLs can help
you stay informed on related topics such as schéduling and access to
draft in the final environmental impact statement as well as other
documents. To petitién to participate in the hearing process, yéu
must first receive a digital certificate approval before yvou can file
a petition to intervene. The hearing covers both the safety and the

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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environmental review. To obtain more information, you can visit the
web page listed here.

Here are the NRC's points of contact for the Comanche
Peak combined licensé application. In addition to myself, I have
provided the name and number of Stephen Monarque/ who is our lead
safety projecﬁ manager. Now, Stephen has a responsibilityvfor the
overall coordination of the project asjwell gs for the safety review.

The épplication can be viewed on the internet at our electronic
reading room linked to the NRC's website which is at www.nrc.gov.

In addition, the NRC recently established a telephone
and email help desk to assist interested parties in accessing the
documents through the Agency's electronic filing system. The help
desk can be reached toll free at 1—866—672—7646 or by email at
MSHD.resourcelnrc.gov.

Ms. Oldham with the Somervell County Library, aﬁd Ms.
McAllister with the Hood éounty Library have been kind enough to
provide shelf space for the environmentai review and for other
environmental documents, including the draft and the final
environmental impact statement out there at the libraries.

,If you wish to be on our maiiing list, make sure that
your néme and address is provided tolone of the NRC staff at our
registration desk. This is one way of ensuring that you will be
notified of the upcoming meetings and ensuring that you will get
copies of the draft and final environmental impact statements.

This concludes my preséntation for the night. T once
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again would like to thank you all for coming out tonight and"
participating in the scoping process.

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. We shared a lbt of information
about a number of processes that are going on relative to the
application for Comanche Peak 3 and 4. Are there any questions from
you? Anybody, about what we are doing, or how you can participate,
and the information that we talked about.a few minutes ago?

(No response.)

MR. POSLUSNY: Anybody at all?

(No response.)

MR. POSLUSNY: Last chance.

(No response.)

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. With that, we will get to part two
of our meeting tonight, which I said is the focus of why we are here.
‘The scoping input section.. I am going to read the names of those of
yéu that have signed up, éither befo;e today or this evening. And I
will let you either talk on this mike, that I will bring to you, or
you can-come up here. It is up to you. Whatever you feel more
comfortable with.

I would ask that you keep your comments to about five
minutes so we can share the time that is left. And again, you can
always f;llow it up with a hand copy of your.written copy of your
comments, either today or tomorrow in the future, throﬁgh February
17. Or electronically. Again, it is your choice. '~ Every comment
that comes in, no matter what form, has equal weight and importance

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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to the stgff. Okay. First name is Mayor Pam Miller.

MAYOR MILLER: “Hi. I just would like to welcome you all
to Glen Rose, and I want to ;ay a few thinés abéut the expansion of
the plant. The City knows that this could have some burdens on the
City, because we don't get any tax dollars for it, and we know that it
could prevent a lot of people from moving into the city.

It mighﬁ have an effect on the water and the sewer and
the roads; However, having said‘that, and we all know that, we are
all very in favor and really support the ?eak expanding.

As a matter of fact, we passed a.resolution earlier in
the year to show our support. We know that the plant has provided a
lot of good jobs. it has helped the économy. We also feel like they
haVe beén a very good steward of their natural resources.

And we believe they have received -- we don't believe, we
know they have aiso_received recognition from both the state ahd.
federal level on their environmental history and in thei; plant. And
so I just really want to say ﬁhat we as a city are very supportive
and look forward to ekpanding. Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Next is Walter Maynard.

MR. MAYNARD: I am Walter Maynard. I am the Somervell
County judge. I would like to reiterate, Mayors, welcome all of you
to Somervell County, that are visiting with us tonight. We
appreciate this. We have had a long visit with most of you all
today.

As I said earlier this afternoon, this is not a new

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




10

11

12

13

14

15|

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

24

situation for Somerﬁell County and Hood County. 'This has been, you
know we have had a relationship with Comanche Peak nuclear plant for
over 30 years. I personally graduéted from high schoél here 50 years
ago. Left the area in late '64, just as TXU were s;arting to build
Lake Granbury. When I returned in the late ‘60s, early ‘70s, of
course, the plant was starting to be discussed.

T wasn't here during the actual licensing process. But I
was in.Dallas during most of the '70s, and then we returned here to
make our home here in ‘81. The last 26 years, I have been involved as
a public servant of one t?pe or the other and have dealt with
Comanche Peak Nuclear Plant during that time. I have always found
them to be very good partners in working on various details.

We are talking about environment tonight. They have
always been good stewards of the land and the water and. the air, and
they have worked with different groups here to facilitate that; I
wish I had Bruce Turner's reports on his environmental programs that
he has done, in working with the school. And what the conservation
of the surface water has been.

And what the all out at the plant, it just overwhelms me
on how much conservation.they have done out there at the plant,
themselves. I said this‘afternoon that I couldn%'officially say
this, but I personally feel that ouf environment here in Somervell
County is better today than it was when they broke ground for the new
plant. Because of the programs and the involvements and the
awareness that has been created for ﬁhis.

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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So again, some months ago,{earlier in the year, at thg
Somervell County Commissioners Couft, I passed a resolution
supporting the expansion of this plant. And I believe I have the
authority as a group to say that we do support it. I personally
support it.

And I just, I know there is people here that have
concerns that are from around the state, and all. But we have had a
real good relationship here in town. I was at the University of
Delaware when Three Mile Island happened. 2and you know, we was
alrgédy talking about building. The‘plant was being built at that
time. |

So it brought up, it kind of piqued your interest in
what really went on. And as Judge Wright said this afternoon, he and
I are very involved in emergency management here. And we know what
is going on, as far as the plant and our local community. -

I would go out on a limb and say we would put our two
communities’ emergency management programs on a line with anyone in
the state, I think. They might not be quite as fancy, and quite as
expensive, but we have got I think, some of the best emergency
management plans that there are. Again, thank you all. |

MR. POSLUSNY: Thanks. Next is Andy Rash.

MR. RASH: I am Andy Rash. I am the Hood County judge.

Judge Maynard had already said everything that I was going to say..
But I will say that Hood County Commissioners Court did pass a
resolution in‘support of the expansion of the Comanche Peak plant.

NEAL R. GROSS & CO., INC.
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We ‘are behind it all the way.

Last year, our economic development group from Hood
County, Granbury went td’Washington. We\did go'to NRC and visited
with some of you folks, and voiced our support for this project. So
we are ready to get 'er done. So thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Thank ybu. Next is Marilyn Phillips.

MS. PHILLIPS: I am not as accomplished a speaker; I

~have to write mine down. I am here tonight, partially for Glen Rose

School District. I am president of the school board, and have been
for almost eleven years, and the Board of Trustees aiso paésed a
resolution in favor for this. I haveAhad the opportunity to serve on
several boards in the community throughout the years.

I can truthfully say withbut any hesitation that, and I
haye to go back to TXU, Luminant Power, Comanche Peak has certainly
been a friend as well as an advocate for Glen Rose-Somervell County.

I think that with thé increased tax base, it has helped us as a
school district ensure and enable us to have quality teachers and
give our kids a better education, I feel.

I have seen a lot of positive growth since the first

inception of the power plant in our community. And I appreciate the

impaét that it has got on our infrastructure and our tax baée as I
said. But those are just some of the bénefits that TXU provides,
because it is located here. And I know that it is not their main
objective. It is just to provide a.tax base for Sbmefvell County.
Thé main objective 1s to generate electricity. To have
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both a positive business climate, along‘with a good clean environment
is the key issue. And I feel that Comanche Peak has done an
excellent job in proving that they can do both.‘

I have been privileged enough to sit on some of the
community panels that Bruce Turner is over, and I am amazed and
impressed every time I go an@ hear how much conservation. And they
have not only met every goal, but exceeded'every goal, every time I
go. It is very impressive. You can see thaﬁ they take this very
seriously in the environment.

And at the same time, they produce a very much needed
commédity. We are often asked here about the fear or the risk of
having a nuclear power plant in ouf back door, so to speak. Aand I
would be remiss if I said it didn't concern us from time to time. Of
course it wouldf It is the kind of fear of the unknown.

But I feel that the security measures have been puﬁ in
place, and in practice that have ensured our safety ds much as
possible. And one of the ways that I have looked at it, I dopt know
enough to be knowledgeable about it. But I would ask ﬁhose that did
know, that would live close by,>do you feel safe. And then théy
moved their family here, I felt better about it.

And there again, you get to be more secure with it.
Kind of like if you go in a ;estaurant and the owner won't eat, yéu

don't want to eat there either. But if they are willing to -- none of

us are going to raise our family where we feel like something is

going to happen to them. 'That is just not the way you do things.
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So I feel like they have done as much‘as possible to
ensure our safety. Someone asked about terrorist fisk. And I said
well, DFW has got an airport. Maybe we have Comanche Peak. Whatever
it is, everybody has goﬁ risks. You are going to have growth, you
are going to have some'thiﬂgs to go with that. |

But I feel like they have earned our trust and our
respect and.they have proven to us not only are they good stewards,
they are goéd neighboré. And I am certainly, in looking, and the
school district ié certainly in support of this expansion. Thank you.
very much.‘

"MR. POSLUSNY: Thanks. Just a quality check. Can you
hear in the back. Are you okay. Good. Thanks. Okay. Next is
Representative Lon Burnam.

MR. BURNAM: Well, good evéning. I am Lon Burnam, and I
am a State Representative from Fort worth. I repfesent 150,000
peopie that live within a 50-mile radius, and I am beginning my 7th
term in the Legislature next week.

I told éomebody erfoneously that I would never bring
this up, but I can't help.but bring it up. You know, it is great to
hear the local enthusiasm for this as an economic engine. But maybe
what some of you don't really appreciate is, it is not_like they said

it was in the presidential campaign of ‘92. It is not the economy,

stupid, it is the gene pool.

And when the gentleman was talking earlier this

afternoon about the dlbino skunk, I said, you know, I will never
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bring that up. But it really is about the . gene éool. And I know
that that élbino skunk is not a problem; And I am sufe that the
plant did not cause that skunk ﬁo be an albino. And in the general
pobulation, it is fine to have albinos.

But the problem is, that not only do we have a massive
iﬁcrease of cancer, because of the entire fuel line from the uranium
mining, to the fact that we haven't been able to resolve the
deposition of the polluted radiation, we have gét a gene pool issue.

This is a mistake, and it is an unneeded misﬁake. We don't peed the
energy .

We don't need to contribute to the economy of Somervell
County and Hood County. for the benefit of their gaining on a rate.
What we do need is a good rational, intelligent environmental impact
statement that addresses a number of issues that I have yet to hear
addressed today.

One I want to -have a closer inVestigation of, is the
whole issue of potassium iodide tablets. We know that ﬁhére is a
risk of an incident. What we didn’t heaf this afternoon from those
people from the medical facilities is what those medical facilities
are prepared to do. I want to know those answers. I want those
questions addressed, not only for the population here, but the
population that I represent in Fort Worth.

I can tell you right now, 99 percent, 1if not 99.99
percent of ﬁy constituents have no idea what you are talking about,
when you are télking‘about reducing the risk. I may bg more aware
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than most people, because my father had thyroid cancer. My father
had to have daily medication to survive, because he didn't have a
thyroid. Most people don't know about that‘thing.

And those questions need to be a;ked and raised,
concerning this. Wwhy is the tritium level higher Here? You have got
the problem now with the two facilities. Will two additional
facilities make that tritiuﬁ level even that much higher? These
questions are not being asked.

It is not the economy, stupid. We all know that we need
to produce more energy. And we all know that we need to do
conservation. But this is not the intelligent way to produce more
electricity. It is the cheapest, easiest way, for somebody that
wants to make a ﬁrofit, who is.willing to minimize and let you accept
the risk, and let my constituents accept the risk.

We accepted the risk for the last facilities, and it
resulted in a 25 percent ;ate increase for my low income inner city
constituents. We can’t afford ghat; And we know we don't need it.

So what I want to see is when I left earlier this
afternoon; is a thorough review of the questions raised and asked.

And I would love to see less Chamber of Commerce boosterism in all of

these proposed projects. I would 1o§e to see thé issue addressed
about Kleberg County, where the ground water currently contains
unsafe levels of uranium and the EPA strongly advises against
drinking it.

It is not Jjust about your counties. It i1s about Kleberg
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County. It is about Goliad County. It_is about the production of
protein at the end of ;his river stfeam. We are facing a probably
exten@ed drought, and you have got the protection here, because your
lake is a guaranteed level. But I want to ask you about Possum‘
Kingdom, which is low already.

I want to ask you about maintaining the estuary gnd the

protein production at the end of this assembly line, as it were.

- There are a lot of issues not addressed and not even being asked.

And I hope this EIS turns out to be a lot better than the scoping
meetings have been. Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Thank you. Okay. Next is Mike Scott.

Okay, not here. Bill Atkinson. Karen Hadden.

MS. HADDEN: Good evening. My name is Karen Hadden. I
work with a group that works statewide for clean air and clean
energy. We are called SEED Coalition, Sustainable Energy and
Economic bevelopment Coalition.

I would like to raise a.number of concerns tonight, and
submit a number of requests, as part of this process. The focused in
each case on the!'environmental impact statement which needs to be
expanded to include some of‘these concérns.

| First of all,‘the process is being fast tracked in a
manner that risks the-health and safety of the local community and
the surrounding region. The Environmental Impact Statement shouid
copsider the fact that this improper process could lead to the
inadequate reviéw of environmental, health and safety impacts that
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could have environmental results.

I woﬁld hereby request and aék for a written response to
the following items. First of all, a request for anlextension of at‘
least one month in the time to comment past thé original deadline
that has been set of February 17. And why would the posting of this
meéting has been inadequate, with only twelve days notice, including
Christmas Day and New Years Day.

So throﬁgh the holidays is a bad time to even announce
it. It appears that the NRC 5as attempted to limit public. input,
awareness énd coﬁment. Just this week at another site,‘a three week
notice, it was actually 22 days was given citizens in thg community
at another proposed nuclear plant site.

i would further like to reguest another scoping meeting
like this one, to be held in Glen Rose, after the local community and
regional citizens havé had moré time to even hear abﬁut the existence
of such a meeting, and to learn about the issues, and to come here

prepared to speak. It is a different thing to submit written

rcomments, and they deserve a fair opportunity with proper notice to

come here and be in a public meeting. This onelis a great start, but
not.adequate.

I would like to request that no hearing or intervention
proceedings be allowed to occur until a-second scoping meeting is
held. And I would like to request a written explanation of how and
why the Glen Reose Chamber of Commerce had information about tonight's

hearing on December 18th and was able to post it on their website,
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but individuals on the official notification list were not notified
until Christmas Eve.

I would like to request a written explanation of why the
NRC believes that it is appropriate or safe to begin licensing fof
both construction and operating of two reactors when the reactor
design has not yet been approved,‘and can still change. And for a
design that has never been bﬁilt anywhere in the world.

Granted, citizens can send in comments later. But that
is not the same thing as being able to review NRC cémments on the
front end about the reactor design. We are being forced to move
forward without that knowledge.

I would like a written response with explanation of how
building a reactor with an untested design is not putting Texans at
risk as guinea pigs in a radioactive undertaking. I would like to
request that the process be remedied immediately, that there be an
indefinite suspension of the hearing and intervention process, until
the reactor design is certified.

Furthermore, I would like to reguest an explanation of
how it is safe to build and operate new nuclear reactors prior to the
implementation of the same post 9-11 security hardehihg requirements
that existing nuclear reactors have that has not been dope. Without
this in place, there are risks tolthe en§ironment that are increased.

This should be analyzed in the Environmental Impact Statement. If
they can do this at existing reactors, why not new ones?

I think that the history of Comanche Peak number 1 and 2
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needs to be ;onsidered. Character and competence has always been an
issue in the licensing process and that is more important than ever.
We have been compiling a list of articles that came out in the eérly'
yvears of the history of Comanche Peak. I will make this brief.

But in 1984, there were allegations that a supervisor
had intimidated quality control inspectors. That was the Wall Street
Journal. The Wall Street Journal wrdte later that year, that there
were unresqlved allegations of poor‘workmanship at the uncompleted

plant. The NRC said, 45 inépectors are investigating 404 complaints

~ that center on safety conditions at the plant.

They said the High number of complaints warranted
investigation, which would take two and a half months and cost a
million dollars. They said 181 of the complaints raised questions on
the plants record.keeping process, which includes quélity control and
safety records. These things have environmental impacts. This
should be;considered in £he Environmental Impact Statement.

I will wrap up shqrtly. Wall Street Journai_in 1984
said’the construction had begun in 1974 and had been expécted to be -
780 million at that time. It had risgn to 3.89 billion, and in the

end, ran ten times over budget. It has been plagued by cost overruns

and delays. It goes on, with numerous problems that the plants had.

And sometimes, the excuse was given that oh, these are
the early years, and some of the watchdog groups responded. Look,
that is not an excuse. Because you have still got the risks of
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radiation. The early years of any nuclear reactor and the final
years are the most risky, with the middle yeafs being safer, in
generali

So we need to be especially conscious about the early
years. We need to be especially conscious. 2aAnd the EIS should
include how the issues will be dealt with .to have cénstruction next
to an existing operating nuclear site. That presents security risks
of a new nature, a serious nature. Because it doesn’t take much in
this world of terrorism.

I have been told by experts that lobbing morﬁar over the
Wall of a construction site could hit the spent fuel poql. You could
have environmental'impacts from that. This should be included in the
Environmental Impact Statement. Somebody.couid take heavy equipment
and ram through and get to the existing site. So these safeﬁy and
health considerations should be included. And thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. Thanks. Next is Tom Smith. I am
nop sure he is{here, but I will‘give it another shot. Tom Smith?

(No response.)

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. He is no; here. How about
Elizabeth van Pelt? These were online sign ups. I am sure .they were
going to Come} but --

(No response.)

MR. POSLUSNY: John Luton? L-U-T-O-N.

(No response.)

MR. POSLUSNY: How about Bill Wyatt?
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MR. WYATT: Bill wyatt,
here in Glen Rose for about 15 years
my approval of the'nﬁclear plant. I
them, over the United States. And I
Squall C:eek runs right through part
glad to have it come.

And I am like the Judge.
given enough of my money to the Arab.

ought to produce our electricity in t

36

Dr. Bill Wyatt. I have lived
now. And I wanted to register
think we should have many of

live here. "I drink the water.

of my place. AaAnd I am darned

Let's get on with it. I have
0il people. And I think we

he United States. And if we had

plenty of it, we could drive hydrogen cars that wouldn't pollute

anything. And I just want to register my approval of it. Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Next is Kevin Downing.

MR. DOWNING: Hi. My name is 'Kevin Downing. I am

local. Well, I have been here 20 years. I am a local, but by some

respects, I am still a newcomer with

T live in Granbury, in Hood County.

some of the folks in the room.

I have been there 20 years. My

wife is a school teacher here in Glen Rose. My kids go to school

here. We live here. We drive by the piant every day.

With our esteemed Representative's comments a minute ago,

regarding all the issues that need to

be looked at, I agree they need

to be looked at. But I also agree that this is a project that needs

to happen. I think that with the due diligence that is‘represented

by the people in this room, by the du
know at the plant.

You have heard of Bruce

e diligence of the people that I

Turner's name tonight several
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times;_ 1 have a lot of faith and confidence in that gentleman, and
in other people like him that work for Luminant. Environmental
impact sﬁudies néed to happen.

Those, some of the-queétions yvou have heard here
tonight, I think need to be answered. I think they can be answered
soundly. I think they can be answered adequately.

| And I‘think that given where this economy, or excuse me
where this, where we are in the local economy foday, where we are in
our local knowiedge today, with reactors, with nuclear capability, we
are much better suited to handle what is going on in that realm than

we were 15 and 20 years ago. You have heard our county judges speak

.to the effect, to the fact of our emergency preparedness, to our EMT,

to all of the things that locally, we are going to be required to
have on site to handle the strain of two new power plants that are
here.

‘So this is a project that will eventually be good for
the economy, both locally and nationally. And it is something that I
for one, believe should happen. I hate to say that from -- I am a
former Chamber President. And it is not all about the economy. But
I do believe it isvgoing to come into play, down the road, with what -
we need to have.

We have two factors in this area, it is water and power.
And those are things that we have to learn. We are learning to be
conservationists with. This company has helped iﬁ educating the
localAcommunity about that. And it is something that Luminant or TXU
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as some of us know it have been very good partners with us in this
endeavor. So I register, I vote for it. Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Thanks. Next is Ann Cohn.

MS. COHN: Thank you. I am just a.plain citizen. I am
here to let you all know that I am very opposed to the continued
expansion of this plant. I think thefe are cleane:, safer and more
economical ways to generate electricity, which is what everybody
wants.

No '‘one here has even mentioned the fact that ;f well,
you have mentioned ground water as far as safety and some of the
safety concerns here. But there is no mention of the waste, the
radioactive waste, which is a problem. I don't think anyone can deny
that.

And it just, TXU could produce electricity safer,
cleaner, and cheaper, it is my opinion, if they went solar or wind.
That a_lot of people are doing now, startiﬁg to do now, which is the
way I think this country ought to go. And it might not be as
beneficial to TXU, but I think it will be more beneficial to the
general public. And I mean; not just the people in the immediate

vicinity, but the people nationwide. That is what we have got to do.

And I think I heard this morning that Obama's ecqnomic
policy has got some lovely tax breaks in it for alternate sources of
energy. -And they ought to make use of thaﬁ. And- I think it would be
much more financially advantageous to do that. And that is my’
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opinion. That is why I came.

(Applause.)

MR. POSLUSNY: Thanks for coming. Okay. Next is Molly
Rooke. R-0-0-K-E. Good.

MS. ROOKE: I have lots of the same concerns as other
people have expressed about expanding this facility. And the
process, in order to do Ehat, that Karen -Hadden brougﬁt up, 1is also
of great concern to me. There is no reason to be rushing ipto this.

There are way too many unanswered questions. And those need to be
answered adequately to know whether or not this is going to be safe,
and whét the potential harms could be to the énvironment and to the
water supply and so forth.

One of my biggest concerns is the risk from the
radiation. And the fact that the more radiation that there is, that
the greatef risk will be to the community. And the Environmental

Impact Statement should thoroughly examination all of the radiation

- health risks.

And no national standard has been set for the radio
nucleate emissions, despite the fact that nuclear reactors routihnely
emit cancer causing radioactivity. And really, no new reactors
should be licensed until this standard has been set.

Research has shown an increase in cancer rates around
nuclear plants. And Dr. Joseph Mangano of the Radiation and Public
Health Project studied the cancer death rate in the three counties
closest to the South Texas Nuclear Project. An area that originally
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had a cancer rate below the statewide rate, in 16 years after the
reacto;s began running, the cancer death rate in the area had risen
over 16 percent.

And this is of even more concern to me personally,
because my family lives in the area down there. aAnd I think seeing
those figures should be of concern to people around here, especially
when expanding the facility is Being considered.

And the National Acadeﬁy of Sciences has concluded that
radiation is dangerous even at low levels. And while it is not as
damaging to have low level rédiation exposure as high‘level on a
short term basis, prolonged exposure to low level radigaétivity caﬁ
be just as damaging to humans. So the EIS should research the extent
to which the new reactors-wouldladd to the cancer risks.

And four reactors at one site would produce
significantly more radioactive risks than the two exiéting reactors.

and what would be the total amount of low level radiation emitted?
and how much would surrounding populations be exposed to this? And
how much radicactivity would be emitted, just in the routine
operations.

And so the EIS should use background radiation levels in
their studies and to compare them to construction of the two existing
nuclear reactofs: And I am concerned about what would happen with
the radioactive gasses that would be vented. 2and not just during the
normal operations, but during purges. And I am also concerned about
what tritium would be released into the water at the new proposed
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plant. .
Water is another big concern of mine, both in the
amounts of water that would be used, and what impacts would be on the
N .
wate?, both surface water and ground water. And I know tbat Luminant
has been working with phe regional water planning process to earmérk

additional water rights for its plant expansion, which now appears

that it will involve some 104,000 acre feet of water from Lake
|

.Granbury to meet the new needs. And will it need any groundwater for

‘make up water.

And how will the use of the water affect the run of the
river water needed for environmental flows? And if global wérming,
climate change is occurring, and as severe as we anticipate, will
there be enough water for cooling decline, with a 35 percent
decrease, when it occurs, in river flows? And so then; will the
ground water decline?

And another: big coﬁcern is will the ambient temperatgre,
do you know what would happen when the ambient températuré becomes
too high, and the Water.temperature becomes too high for the plant to

operate safely? And when that happens, do you have plans in place?

-Do you know what would happen at that point?

One other concern I will just touch on is, that the
contamination from the uranium, what would happen in building more
nuclear reactors, is there would have to be more uranium brought in|

of course. And it might be something that the local community isn’t

" thinking as much about. But there are other local communities even
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in Texas that are very concerned about that.
Again, back in South Texas, there are already problems

with contamination from the uranium mining. So there are many people

down there who are opposed to more nuclear reactors, because of the

uranium mining, including my own family again, concerned because of
ground water Contamination.

So I could go on and on about all of my cbncerns, but I
will leave some more people time to méke their comments as well, and
I will submit more comments in writing.. Thank you.

. MR. POSLUSNY: Thanks. I was going to recommend that as
well. Okay. 'Next is Penelope Bisbee.

MS. BISBEE: Hi. I am Kay Bisbee. I am opposed to this
project. Nuclear is horrendously dangerous and ridiculously
expensive. There are alternatives; wind, solar. We can do bepter.
Why can't we be visionary about energy? Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Thgnk you. Next is Paul Harper.

MR. HARPER:  Hi. My name is Paul Harper. I have
inc}uded my written comments for the record. I hold many hats in
this community._ One of them is a taxpayer. I live here. i am-a
resident. I can see obvious financial beﬁefits of having a powef
plant in our county. It is a tax base for county and school
district. It creates an industry which generates other local
business activities. And we are exporting our goods putside the
county.

However, I also realize there is a downside, those not
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often spoken of. And that is the radioactive waste that is stored
here in Somervell County. We take our garbage to the local dump. Or
if you live in the city, you have it picked up, becausevthe city
provides that service. And then it is transpofted off to somewhere
else. Yet we keep our radiocactive waste here.

Yucca Mountain is not open. And we want to expand the
amount of radiocactive waste we are actually going to store here in
this county, by opening these new plants. I don't think it is such a
wise move to keep increasing the size of the radiocactive waste,
without figuring out whap to do with it first.

A much more prudent approach would be'for these
companies to figure out how to deal with the existing waste that they
are creating before trying to increase the amount that we have to
deal with here in our couﬁty. ?his waste is a manmade product by
this company, among many others. -

And they need to figure out a solution before the next
meeting ‘we have, 1s how to expand the storage facilities in this
county, so we can handle even more radioactive waste. Thank‘you for
your time and your consideration.

(Applause.)

MR. POSﬁUSNY: Okay. Our next speaker is Debbie Harper.

Must be a relative.

MS. HARPER: Yes. I am his wife. I didn't realize I
was going to be speaking right after him. As I said, my name is
Debbie Harper, and I live here in Glen Rose. We live outside in
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Somervell County by Fossil Rim. We chose to live out this direction.

I want to say something abouﬁ the reason we chose to
move here ten years ago. We used to live ﬁp in DentonlCounty, in the
Colony. And if you have been up in that area, any time in the last
three to fiVe years, you would know that that whole area has
exploded. It used to be way out in the country, and it is no longer
that way.

So when we were looking fo; someplace to move, I had
come through Gien Rose as a child, going down to San Antonio and
Marble Falls where my‘kin lived. And T loved it. I was always very
impressed.with how beautiful it is here. And when we went to look to
see if we were going to move, we thought, this would be a great place
to go. And the fact that there was a nuclear power plant hére was
not a huge concern to us.

One of the reasons it is not a real concern, is that we
thought that at some point, that they would deéommission the nuclear
power piant. It did not occur to me at that point that maybe they
would add a couple of more reactors to it, instead of having a
natural progression of other nuclear power plants around the country
that eventually go out of business.

So I do think that the nuclear power plant has done
great thing for this county. I am really impressed with the school.

I am impressed with the fiber. Most my husband and I are kind of
chputer nerd beople, and we like knowing that there is, it is taking
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a poor county and done a lot of really .wonderful things for it

That said, I don't know that there is not other

" businesses as well that could do as well for them, aside from a

nuclear powér plant. I have two other things I wanted to meﬁtion. I
don't want to talk about all of the reasons why T ém against nuclear
power plants in general. I have a number of them, but I think that
you know, that would be a longer conversation, and I just want to
focus on two things in pafticular.

One of them is, that I am concerned about the fact that
those Mitsubishi ;eactors are not tested. I dont understand and it
bothers me, frankly, the féct that this process is going along with
the permit before these are actuaily tested to be sure that they are’
not going to cause pfoblems here for this area. I coﬁsider it as
being a guinea pig, not just for Somefvell County, but for the entire
Metroplex area.. And I think that that is not responsible.

If I was to create-something{ let's say, in my gérage, or
someplace else, and I decidgd tﬁat I was going to sell it to people,
I had better darn sure tﬁink that I am going to make it work beforé I
possibly do something to blow up my entire néighborhbod. ‘Now I am
not saying that the Mitsubishi reactors may not work. What I am
saying is that I don't think it is responsible.

AAnd that gets into the other last thing‘that I wanted to
say. I have read, from a financial standpoint, how much taxpayers
are paying for this nuclear power plant. I have read the bills that
have to do with the energy billsifor'2005 and so. on, that show all
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the subsidies that are going into the nuclear power plants. So we
are paying for i;.

If it was me running the company, do. you think, énd
especially in today's economy. And I will be honest. All of the
handouts to all these companies makes me furious.‘ And this is only
one short step to what is happening with energy futures or holding
éorporation with the nuclear power plant.

And that, because of this, the other factor is that part
of that energy bill said that if there is some kind of a dangerous,
let's say, explosion_or something happens that ruins the aiea aroﬁnd
here, who is going to pay for it? We are. BRecause they put some
things into the energy bill that does not require the company to be
100 percent responsiblé for the cleanup for it. It will be the
taxpayers.

And the people in Congress have been lowering the,
standards for that. So it all falls back on us. So that is how I
feel about it. I see it as a matter of.responsibility.

I have beard it said before, well, you knew this when
you moved here. You moved to a place where there is a nuclear power
plant. Yes, we did. And I want to stay here. I love it hére. We
see our future here. But I really am against seeing two more nucléar
reactors with all.of the problems tﬁét could come up for it; That is
what I wanted to say. )

MR..POSLUSNY: Thank you. Next is Jim Duncan.

MR. DUNCAN: Thank you. My name is Jim Duncan. I am
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President of North Texas Renewable Energy. That is a solar design,
Solar eiectric, design and installation company based in Fort quth.
It is'going to be six years old in March.
I want to start off by saying thank you to Encore
electric delivery service, the sister company to Luminant generation.
Encore‘has implemented a. solar electric incentive program that is
going to start hefe in January in the Nbrth Texas area, in its
service area. Encofe Bas allotted nearly $4 miliion to help

stimulate the solar electric market in its North Texas service area.

And I seem to recall, that is about four or five million
households that have Encore electric meters, héﬁses and businessés
that are ser&ed by Encore. They are the people you never see until
the power goes down. And then they come out and fix the wires. This

generous incentive will help drive the market for solar electric

energy installations in Texas.

It is a clean and non polluting energy source. And
Encore is really to be applauded for this first of its kind incentive
program here in Texas. It is going to help the solar‘enérgy to grow
to mee? its potential level of energy production. Hopefully, the
same level of enefgy production that we have seen in the wind
industry in Texas over the last decade.

And for those 6f you who are not aware, Texas now leads
the 50 states of the United States in wind energy production. If you
have ever driven out to West Texas, it is hard to miss, out around
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Abilene. Those tens of thousands of wind turbines.

Another ironic fact is that TXU, yet another one of
these three companies owned by EFH, TXU is the largest purchaser in
the state of wind power for the simple economic fact that wind is
cheaper than natural gas, and it has been for a number of years. So
they are making a real good business move there, by buying wind
power.

The same thing could be true of solar power. If the
solar industry in Texas was to grow at the same rate that the wind
industry has grown, we would see just some phenomenal growth. We
would see reductions in energy costs, and a iot more clean air,

I am not going to get into clean air, like other‘people.

But I do want to point out,.I will read you a little bit from a

‘September 2008 release by the energy information, the EIA, the Energy

i

Information Administration. They reported that in the first half of
2008, renewable energy tops 10 percent of U.S. energy production..
According to this latest monthly energy review issued by

the EIA, renewable energy accounted for more than 10 percent of

~domestically produced energy used in the United States in'the first

half of 2008. .From January 1 through June 30, the U.s. cﬁnsumed 50:6
quadrillion BTUs of energy. Quadrillion BTUs is a guad. So 50.6
quads of energy, just over 34 guads was froh domestic sources. 16 %
percent was imported.

Now a lot of that imported energy, obviously, is not
electricity. But this is still some significant numbers here. When
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I say renewable energy, I am not talking about just solar and wind..
I am talking about biomass, ‘which includes biofuels, biodiesel,
geothermal, hydropower, as well as solar and wina.

Those renewable resources total 3.6 guads, an amount
equal to just over 10 %2 percent of U.S. energy consumption. What.is
significant is that nuclear power's contribution over that same time
period dropped a small amount.. Less than 1 percent. But it dropped
to 11.98 percent, while renewables is just o&er 10 percent.

So we are seeing some divergenee Qf the lines on the
chart here, which is pretty significant. The nuciear power -generated’
dropped to just over four quads, down from 4.12 Quads. So that was
lese than a 1 percent drop, but it is still significant when you
consider that nuclear energy has had a 30 year head start. And solar
power and renewable energy is catching up fast.

Now I know that Enefgy Futures Holdings did their due
diligence before they spent all those billions of dollars to buy
Luminant, Encore and TXU. They surely kaew, saw the handwriting on
the wall for the future, existing and future potential for renewable
energy. Yet they went ahead and bought at -least Luminant, knowing
that they.had designs to build these aew nuclear power plants. All
these facts were available.

Why they are, why they would want to build nuclear
generating power plants when it appears to be a declining industry in
the U.S. is a good guestion. I think the young lady’'s comments about
the percentage of the cost that is being borne by the taxpayers had a
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whole lot to do with it.

But even if you just look at a kilowatt hour comparison,
solar and other renewable energy sources are on the rise and nuclear
has seeh its peak in the United States. Other nations, and Europe
especially are in the process‘of phasing out nuclear power.‘ The

United States of America needs to do the same. Thank you very much.

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. Thanks. Next is Joe Leising.

MR. LEISING: I have got good news for you. I will be
very brief. I think all of the issueé that have been brought up
previously. should and will be taken into considefation. And &o
conclude, I am in support of the application.

It is going to take three years to build this, befo?é
this facility even gets built. So there is plenty of time to look at

the issues that have been addressed here tonight. But I support the

application.
MR. POSLUSNY: Next is Jerry Sheaks.
MR. SHEAKS: Thank you. My name is Jerry Sheaks. I am

a business owner here in Glen Rose. I havé been, and I have had land
here for over ten years. And one of the things that attracted me to

this area was the fact that there was a nuclear power plant here.

Recently, I just invested over $6 million in this community in a

“hotel. Based'pn the future growth that these kind of communities

bring.

I think we have got to be sensitive to the fact that
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this is.not just about Glen Rose or Granbury. This nuclear power
plant and the power that it provides will provide the power grid for
North Texas and beyond. And we owe it to our cHildren and
grandchildren to provide them the same opportunities that we héve
had.

Nuclear power has been aroupd for a long time, and it
has proven to be very safe. Iﬁ has run our battleships. It has been
our communities, Eﬁrdpe, Asia and China. While I have heard some
things, that.it is deélining, I don't know What information they are
looking at. But if you look at China and France and the rest, the
other countries that are progressive, they are using nuclear power
very efficiently.

Yes, wind and solar is great alternative energies, bgt
they are going to be a 1ong time coming.' Ilsupport this project.‘
And again, I think when you look at the business base, the community
base, the popﬁlétion base, we owe it to ourselves to look to these
people who are going to take three years to do‘due diligence.

The reason it takes three years is because they are
sensitive to-all the other cémments that we have heard of all the
reasons why not to do this. and if it wasﬂ%, they would have had it
done a year ago. So there is a tremendous amount of due diligence,
just as there should be for any project like this.

But again, it is something that I strongly support, and

will continue to make investments in this community,. because I

believe that this is the nucleus to provide potential growth or
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future growth, and for our children and grandchildren. Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Next is Will Wohler;

MR. WOHLER: Hi. T am Will Wohler, a.resident of Fort
Worth, Texas. We need to be sure to keep the broad picture in view.

Why would we consider the environmental impact of any proposed
;

project separately from .considering the impacts of whatéver

alternatives to that project there are?

For that matter, how could we consider only
environment;l impaqts of this project? There are lots of impacts,
environmental and otherwise of all alternatives, too, including the
oft-overlooked alternative of doing little or nothing about the
situation which the project is being considered.

Surely, if we don't take a broad view of the situation,
we run the risk of skewed policy decisions. The narrower our focus
on one issue or set of issues, the more risk there is of skewing.

Alternative renewable energy sources have their own
serious environmental impacts. Not fo mention, they are much lower
energy denéity and lower continuity of availability. For example,
the infrastfucture needed to harness other power sources consumes
tremendous amounts of raw materials, land and money. And unless a
great deal additional resources are used for capacity gtorage of some
of these alternatives, particularly solar and wind, we still have to
have that stable; always'available generating capacity to meet our
continuous power needs.

Excessive conservation also has adverse environmental
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impacts. For more impoverished conditions resulting from too much

conservation. A more prosperous community or state, region, nation,

is more able to afford the higher costs of environmental protection.

Just as no one is an island to themselves, we dare not
consider in isolation the impacts of just one kind of proposal.
Something else to keep in mind as you deliberate. The validity of
scientific and other theories and findings is not in any way
dependent on how many'or few people express those ideas. Likewise,
the wisdom of any particular public policy decision has no necessary
relationship to tﬁe number of people supporting that. Thank you.

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. Next is Ryan Rittenhouse.

MR. RITTENHOUSE: Good evening, everyone. Thank you for
hearing my comments. If you haven% guessed already by my appearance,
you can probably tell from the sound of my voice that I am not local.
.In facp, vyes. I admit it. I am a Yankee. So what is this darn
dirty Yankee doing up ﬁere talking to you about a local probiem. You
are probably al% wondering.

My name 1s Ryan Rittenhouse,rand I work for Public

Citizen in Austin, Texas. But I grew up in Cleveland, Ohio. And if

you all know anything about Cleveland, Ohio, you probably know. we

have a lot of pollution up there. Our fiver caught fire. So that is
something.

But I grew up with a nuclear power plant ten miles to
the east of me, and.one of the dirtiest coal plants in the nation ten
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miles west of me. So I am kind of used té these issues. And I hope
you éan understand that I do have some common ground with you, when I
say that I am from a region that has energy-production going on,
including nuclear power plants.

What T do have to say, absolutely is I cannot support
either coal plants or nuclear plants. My,expértise is not in nuclear
plants; it is in coal plants. But I do know a lot about it. And I
must stress to you that this.is not the energy of the future.

The energy of the future lies in wind and solar, energy

cefficiency and other forms of renewable power. This renaissance of

nuclear power cannot last, and it will not last. And if you allow
them to build more of these here in your community, you are going to
reap what you sow, basically.

And it is ﬁot going to be a healthy future for anyone,
including your grandchildren's grandchildren's grandchildren. Because
as you have heard other people say, radiation affeéts you on a
genetic }evel. It affects YOur DNA, Sb what damages your DNA will
remain in all of the generations of,yqur family to come.

The few things that I want to mention, that there has
been a lot of talk about how this is a cleaﬁ form of enérgy
generation. How nuclear is somehow clean. And this is completely
false. Nuclear, the mining associated with nuclear power, the
uranium mininé is incredibly destructive. And it is killing people,
literally killing. people.

It also does not have zero emissions in relationship to
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fossil fuels. There is a carbon fobtprint of nuclear plants.

Approximately, it is estimated that about a million tons of CO2 every

‘¢
{

vear is attributed to one nuclear plant. 2and that is because of the
mining process and everything else.

Yes, there is no co2 coming out of the water coolant

~towers or anything like that, but there is fossil fuel burning that

goes on in relationship to nuclear power generation. And it does
have a carbon footprint.

Also, you are probably well aware that nuclear plants

‘take a lot of concrete to build. And it is estimated that in every

ton of concrete, there is about a ton of CO2 that is released in
manufacturing that concrete. So this all adds up. And it estimated
that it accounts, the amount of C02 is about the same as about a ’
fifth to a third of a gas plant. 'So ves, it is less. But there are

other forms -- there isn’t none. That is point. And there are other

forms of peollution that no other form of power generation even has,

|

‘namely the radiation.

One last thing that I.will mention in relationship to
this global warming stuff, is there is.also global warming on the
thermal level. You know, it is not just how much CO2 we are putting
out into the atmosphere. It»is actually the active heating of our
planet by burning stuff.

And that is something that isn't talked about very much.

But that is what is referred to as the thermal load of the facility.
‘And a nuclear plant has about three times the thermal load of a coal
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plant. The heat it emits and the water that it heats up is three
times the amount of the average coal plant. So that is also
something to consider.

and as all this stuff goes on, and you know, it is

comfortable right now. That is the problem. You have grown

comfortable with this nuclear plant because nothing bad has happened

so far, nothing too bad, anyway, or nothing we really know about. So

~you all right now are looking at this, going well, it has been all

right. So what difference will two more make? But 30 years from
now, that might not be the case.
So I would just encourage you to try to take all that

into account when you are thinking about this. Thank you for your

time.

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. Next i1s Jan Sanders.

MS. SANDERS: Howdy. I am Jan Sanders. I am from
Dallas. I have been studying the issues surrounding nuclear issues

for a long time. And that is why I drove the distance on a cold
night. And I would like to congratulate each one of you for
participating as a citizen in this kind of hearing. It takes time.
It takes thought. It takes concern. I congratulate you.

I hgpe you have learned something. I have only been
here a few minutes, but I continue to be inspired by the infqrmation
that I learn from this kind of experience. I would jusp 1ike to hit
on some repetition of some of the issues that have alreadylbeen
raised.
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One is water and waste. Waste of water. Waste of
money . And waste waste. In other words, what is left after the
energy is produced; radiocactive. What happens to it. It is’'all
sitting out there in Glen Rose because fucca Mountain isn't happening.
"There is no place to dump it. And so it is going to be doubling in
size.

It was pointed'out that in Texas, we are kind of in the

zero target in relation to nuclear, because there are a lot of

‘uranium deposits in Texas. And from the very beginning to the very

end, there is risk of radioactive release. And just because you want
to enjoytthe air conditioner that is the énd result of producing it,
you have to take responsibility for the full chain of events that
leads to your comfort.

So radiocactive low level and high level waste is spewed
out as it is\being mined; It is at risk when it is being
transported, if there is a wreck. There is risk in the actual

production of the energy. And then there is a risk as it is put into

the waste areas. The full chain is risky.

And it is wasteful. Who is paying for it? All of us.
We are going tq pay for it. And regre£fully, our children and our
grandchildren might be paying for it. Paying for it in relation to
distorted genetics. Because that is the way radioactivity works. It
gets into the water. It gets into the food chain. I£ geté into the
body.

And what does it hit? It hits the»genetic mechanism of
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the human body and messes it up. And it is a slow deformity. But it

has been tested out. It has been proven. And so why take the risk?

Water; we need to beé conserving water. Not developing
an energy form that is going to soak it up. We need it for our

plants, for ourlagriculture. We need it to keep on cooling the two

‘reactors that we already have, not building two more.

It really disturbs me when I see the advertisements for
nuclear enefgy that talk abéut green energy. Don't be sucked in on
that propaganda. It is not greeh; It venté dangerous ﬁhings, and it
ends up in waste dump that is highly toxic for generaﬁions to come.
That is not green. Don't go with it.

I say, cut this ofﬁ right now, and go for alternative
sources of‘energy, truly green jobs. If you want a jobs program, get
one that is not going to hurt the next‘generation. Thank you for
your time.

(Applause. )

MR. POSLUSNY: Thank you. Okay. It looks like it is
Gary Stuard, next.

MR. STUARD: Good evening. I am Gary Stuard. I am the

-founder and Executive Director of the Interfaith Environmental

Alliance. We are forming to become a statewide Qrganization‘

We are an alliance of different faith communities coming
together to fulfill thé prophetic mission that has been given toleach
religious tradition to take care of our neighbor, to honor, preserve,
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protect and heal wheﬁ necessary God's creation. By greening our own
congregationé, finding 6ut how we can change our lifestyle as
congregations and members of congregations as well as coming together
to identify key environmental issues affecting our local community,
our counties, our statec national and even international.

Now why am I here. I too, - have driven all the way from
Dallas, Texas. I am a member of the Episcopal Church of the
Transfiguration in North Dallas. But it is very important for me to
be here to represent not only myself, but many of my members of our
congregatipns, many of whom could not be here because of the distance
and the time.

And I hope that thére can be an opportunity‘that more
hearings can be held in those §£her cities who would be affected by
this. Perhaps_having hearings in Fort Worth and Dallas and other
cities, to make it more accessibie to more citizens. Why is this a
religious issue. It doesn't seem like on the surface it is, or would
be a religious issue, but it is.

Just as the Interfaith Environmental Alliance joined
other organizations, other environmental organizations in resisting
and opposing TXU's proposed coal burning power plants the last couple
qf years, because of the harmful environmental effects and health

effect that those coal plants would have on the environment of the

, state and of Texas citizens, particularly children and the elderly.

We oppose the construction of more nuclear units at Comanche Peak as

well as the other six, if I am not mistaken, the other six proposed
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nucléar power plant for the State of Texas.

And why i1s that. That i1s because we also see that
nuclear energy poses health risks, environmental risks td the
citizens of this statei I will be touching on issues that others
have brought up, but I think that it bears repeating.

One is the waste. We know ;he fact that we are drowning

worldwide under nuclear waste. We do not have a safe means of having

‘them stored. Of course, everyone will mention Yucca Mountain. Yucca

Mountain is still a no-go. Thefe have been reports of more problems
with Yuccé Mountain of leakage. It is not a safe place. We don't
have something else to take(its place.

And this stuff is toxic for thousands of years. We are
leaving this for our children. Again, a bad example to ieave'our
kids when we tell them, love God, love neighbor. 1Is this loving our
neighborh by leaving an inhéritance of toxicity that will last a
millennium?

Also, people bring up(the issue,qf nuclear energy being
used by other countries sgch'és France, and what a wonderful job that
they are doing. It has also come to light that France has problems
with leakage.

Nuclear wastes have been escaping from France from its
nuclear plants, going into the English Channel, going up into the
North Sea. Producing dead areas, dead rggions. So even the star of
nuclear enefgy is having some severe impact on their local
environmént. Is this what we want.for our great state?
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The issue of water usage has come up. Whether people
want to believe it or not, the reality of global warming has been
established by the world scientific community, and is being taken in
earnestness by mosp of the world's govefﬁménts. Prac£ically all of
them, with ;he sad exception until recently, the United States and
Australia; That cannot be argued aﬁymore.

And the fact that it is now being prediqted that the
Southwestern part of the United States will be suffering from a
permanent drought for many years. We already see that water is a
shortage of water is a critical issue in this state, and will
continue to be. Nuclear, one nuclear unit consumes inordinate
amounts of water. What, how are we going to adjudicate the conflicts
between cities in desperate need of water- -for their citizens,
agriculture in desperate need of water, and nuélear power plants.

The cost to the taxpayers. I think all of us should
feel quite sore already from the fact‘that we have been stuck with
high biils, given corporate malfeasance and corruption, and thaf we
have been left with baying the bill. The only reason why nuclear
power could be on the plate or the playing field is the fact that it
is going to be heavily subsidi;ed, i.e.; you and I will pay for it.

I don't know about you, but that doesn't leave a good taste in my
mouth.

Also a recent study that has just recently come out,
called Business Risks and Costs of New Nuclear Power has put the
generation cost of power or power from nuclear power plants at from
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25 to 30 cents per kilowatt hour. That is triple the current U.S.
electricity rate.

This is also a faith iésue, because there are many
people in our state who strgggle just tb have a modicum of cooling in
our brutal summers, which will continue to become more brutal: even
more so in urban éenters, given heat domes that will be created. It
is not right that citizens have to pay more to shore up the brofitsA
of certain corporations.

And as has already been pointed out,_and this ‘is my last
point, nuclear energy is not carbon free. From the cycle, the whole
nuclear cycle from uranium mining, which we need to be mindfui, and
this is a;so a part of all religious traditions, is to be aware of
the impact that is happening to our neiéhbors. The fact is that
Native Americahg have.suffered inordinately from mining of uranium.
We should be mindful that we participate in that, whether we realize
it or not. And people have been dying because of that. But thé
wﬁole process from mining and ﬁilling and enrighment, fuel
fabrication, and disposal of radiocactive waste do add gignificant
greenhouse gas emissions to this planet.

And scientists are saying that we need to reduce carbon
emissions by 80 percent within I bélieve, 25 to 50 years. We doh%
need to be adding more carbon emissions. And the State-of Texas, 1if
I am not mistaken is already number one in the United States in
carbon emissions. We are also number seven in the world, or number
eight. That is not a record that I am proud of as a native Texan.
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All these are sufficient reasons as a people of faith
that we oppose the construction of these two units and any other-
nuclear power .plant in tﬁis state. And just a§ we committed
‘ourselves to stopping and quite a road, ‘and helping to stop at least
most~of the proposed coal burning power plants by TXU, we will do the
same with this. This is a faith issue for us.

We are told to love God, and to love our neighbor. We
cannot betray our neighbor for the sake of convenience or profit.

And we don't need to. It is not a win or lose situation. The future

of the world economy is green, and we need to invest in it for our

"children's sake.

An easier way to increase, or to use‘energy more
‘efficiently is a better way of conserving energy, and Texas leads in
being energy wasteful. Energy conservation and energy efficiency are
easy ways to go. We can do it. So as a person of faith, I encourage
you to.listen to your tréditions highest wisdoﬁ and to follow‘that.
And I have some materialll would like to submit. Thank you for your
time.

MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. Thanks.

(Applause.)

>MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. Next on the list is Allen Summers.

MR. SUMNERS: Thank you very much. My name is Ailen
Sumners, and ‘I am a resident of Somervell County. Am I the last one
on the list?

MR. POSLUSNY: Maybe.
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MR. SUMNERS: Well, I was hoping to get the last word.

I would like to'say from the very start, being a resident, and I am a

short term resident. I have only been here-a little over three

years. But I support the move that we have, the proposals that we
have for a nuclear reactor in this county.

And I have got a few brief reasons why I would like to
present my view on that. And I hope that you can appreciate my view
as well as I can appreciate your others, whether you are for or
against.

I would also like to say, to clarify, I am a former

stockholder in the power company that operated the power plant. But

I am no longer one. $So I don't have anything except concern for
America.

And when I say conéern for Ameriéa, though this is a
local issue, it is a national issue, too. Energy is really the big
thing on our plate. We can't do anything without energy. And we
canf rely on any one single energy.

And I have heard some of the remarks made tonight about
altefnatives and cheaper energy. Tbe fact of it is, people, there is
no such‘thing as cheap energy. There ain't going to be no cheap
enefgy. And when the price of gasoline just recently escalated
through the ceilings and then fell back, that ié only temporary.
That is only temporary.

Why do I feel comfortable about a reactér? and I
probably live about seven miles from the reactor as the crow flies.
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I retired from the Air Force. I have a little experience in nuclear
weapons and nuclear products. Why do I. feel so safe? Well, I
probably couldn’t go into such great details. We really don't have
that much time. But I feel the safety here.

And I guess to contrast that, about four months ago, a
couple had visited us. And we were showing them around the county:
And the lady asked me, she said, Allen, doesn't it worry you to live
Yo} clo;e to a nuclear reactor? And my answer was, well, taking
everything into consideration/ health, everything, I moved here from
East Texés and there wés a paper mill down there, which is closed by
the way. Bgt there was a paper mill there. And I told her that I

feel safer living seven miles from a nuclear reactor than I did

~living ten miles from a paper mill, from a health standpoint.

And when we were talking, you know, there hasrbeen a lot
of talk about cancer and otﬂer things. But living he;e in ‘this
county, when we moved here, we looked at everything. You know,
population, tax rates, all that kind of.thing. We looked at heaith
issues too, and I didn't really see any great thing here in cancer.

But you know, it came to mind where I came from; by that
paper mill, most of the people that‘I know‘thefe have passed away or
have been very sick in the last séveral years, it has been cancer.’
And it probably came from the paper mill. So you have to wéigh1what
is safé, and what is pfesumed éafe.

I think it is a time that we can all really think this
out. And I have fuli confidence in the nuclear regulatory agency.
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0f all the governmental agencies, and you know, sometimes certain
goverhment agencies really take a hit. They are really not popular.
They are not held in such great high esteem.

But I really feel of all the regulations, because of the
great nature of nuclear. The regulations, the inspections,
everything that goes into that, that the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission and those users of those products are on top of it. I
feel confident in that;

But I still believe there is some good points brought up
tonight that need to be looked at. ‘And I would caution us about
being alarmist about certain things, about ﬁhe great doom of
something. Is that a reactor. If it goes in, ié‘that the end of thg
world for us.

And I think back, when I was in college, in 1972, and I
took a course called Environment and Man. And there was one chapter
in there about water. 2and T reaily can't remember, because I really
wasn't that interested, to tell you the truth at the time. But that
book was probably published in 1970, so I would guess that the
research weht back into the ‘60s.

And there was a prediction there. Like I said, I can't.
remember, because I wasn't that interested. But they were talking
about a city, a river and a plant. And I don't even know if it was a
nuclear reactor plant or a packing .plant.

But they were tracking the temperature of>that river and
the prediction was, in the yeaf 2000, it would reach the boiling
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point. And here it is, 2008. I bet you I couldn’'t swim in the river
today, it is so cold. So I would caution us against those alarmists.

And let’s all give it serious.consideration and not jump
to any great conclusions. Thank you very much.

(Aﬁplause.)

MR. POSLUSNY: Thank you. The reason why I answered his
question, was he last, was I wanted to make sure that I didn't miss
anybody who signed up. I think I ;aught up.with it, but it has been
a long day. Is there anybody that signed up that I didn't call
tonight?

" (No response. )

MR. POSLUSNY: I guess I was awake. That is good.

Okay. Before we close the meeting, I would like to ask Scott to come

up and do some closing remarks.

MR. Flanders: Thanks. First I would like to start by
thanking you for taking your timé out of your evening to come and
participate in the meeting. We really appreciate it. We heard a lot
of interesting points. We appreciate all of the comments.

Keep in mind some of the points that Mike madé earlier
about the process, and the opportunity to provide comments up through
February 17. This meeting is not the only forum to give comments.
You can certainly provide those to us. And in the way of, as you
work to prepare your comments, if you need any additional
information, please feel free to contact Mike or Steve or any of the -
other staff, if they can help support you in providing comments.
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But our goal really again, in the scoping process 1s so
important to us reaching our goal, and that is to prepare a-high
quality Environmental Impact Statement that is scientifically sound,

and is complete and thorough. One of the other points that I want to

make in closing, is that keep in mind we will be back once we have

prepéred the draft Environmental Impact Statement.

We will be back to have another meeting, and. give
opportunity for people to react to the document, give us comments for
us to take those into account as Mike mentioned earlier. &and address
those_cqmments as well on the draft Environmental Impact Statement.

There will be opportunity to see how we responded to the comments

that we received tonight.

As well, we are going to put together what is called a
scoping summary report, which is really a report that once the

scoping period is closed, you have heard all of the information. We

will send out a report which will tell you, here is the scope. Here

are the issues that we are going to address_in the Environmental
Impact Statement and there will be some 1issues that have been
discussed that may not be within the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement, but we will discuss those as well. And our. basis
for how we came up with that scope of the document.

So please look forward to those additional documents.
We will be around for a few minutes, if there are any additiqnal
guestions. .And again, I want to thank you for your time and
attention.
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MR. POSLUSNY: Okay. With that, the record and the
‘meeting is completed. Thank you.
(Whereupon, at 9:00 p.m. the public scoping meeting

hearing was concluded.)
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