
UNITED STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001 

November 14, 2012 

Mr. D. W. Rencurrel 
Vice President, Technical Support and Oversight 
STP Nuclear Operating Company 
P.O. Box 289 
Wadsworth, TX 77483 

SUBJECT: 	 ISSUANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE STAFF'S REVIEW OF THE APPLICATION BY STP 
NUCLEAR OPERATING COMPANY FOR RENEWAL OF THE OPERATING 
LICENSES FOR SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS 1 AI\ID 2 

Dear Mr. Rencurrel: 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC or the staff) initiated the scoping process and 
solicited public comments from January 31, 2011, to April 1, 2011, to determine the scope of the 
staff's environmental review of the application for renewal of the operating licenses for South 
Texas Project (STP), Units 1 and 2. The scoping process is the first step in the development of 
a plant-specific supplement to NUREG-1437, "Generic Environmental Impact Statement for 
License Renewal of Nuclear Plants" (GElS), for STP, Units 1 and 2. 

As part of the scoping process, the staff held two public environmental scoping meetings in Bay 
City, TX on March 2, 2011, to solicit public input regarding the scope of the review. The staff 
also received written comments by letter and e-mail. At the conclusion of the scoping process, 
the staff prepared the enclosed environmental scoping summary report identifying comments 
received during the scoping period. In accordance with Title 10 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations 51.29(b), the staff will send a copy of the scoping summary report to all participants 
in the scoping process. 

The transcripts of the public scoping meetings are available for public inspection in the NRC 
Public Document Room (PDR), located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, 
Rockville, Maryland 20852, or from the NRC's Agencywide Documents Access and 
Management System (ADAMS). The ADAMS Public Electronic Reading Room is accessible at 
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html. The transcripts for the afternoon and evening 
meetings are listed under accession numbers ML 110840441 and ML 110840433, respectively. 
Persons who encounter problems in accessing documents in ADAMS should contact the NRC's 
PDR reference staff by telephone at 1-800-397-4209 or 301-415-4737 or bye-mail at 
pdr.resource@nrc.gov. 

mailto:pdr.resource@nrc.gov
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html
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The draft supplement to the GElS is scheduled to be issued in November 2012. A notice of the 
availability of the draft document and the procedures for providing comments will be published 
in the Federal Register. If you have any questions concerning the staff's environmental review 
of this license renewal application, please contact Mr. Tam Tran, Project Manager, at 
301-415-3617 or bye-mail at Tam.Tran@nrc.gov. 

Sincerely, 

()J9 V'_____ 
David J. Wrona, Chief 
Projects Branch 2 
Division of License Renewal 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Docket Nos. 50-498 and 50-499 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

cc w/encl: Listserv 

mailto:Tam.Tran@nrc.gov
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A. Introduction 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) received an application from STP Nuclear 
Operating Company (STPNOC). dated October 26, 2010, for renewal of the operating licenses 
for South Texas Project (STP), Units 1 and 2. STP is located in Bay City, TX. The purpose of 
this report is to provide a concise summary of the determinations and conclusions reached, 
including the significant issues identified, as a result of the scoping process in the NRC's 
environmental review of this license renewal application. 

As part of the application, STPNOC submitted an environmental report (ER) (STPNOC 2010) 
prepared in accordance with Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) Part 51. 
which contains the NRC requirements for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA). The requirements for preparation and submittal of ERs to the NRC are outlined 
in 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3). 

The requirements in 10 CFR S1.53(c)(3) were based upon the findings documented in 
NUREG-1437, "Generic Environmental Impact Statement for License Renewal of Nuclear 
Plants" (GElS) (NRC 1996, 1999). In the GElS, the staff identified and evaluated the 
environmental impacts associated with license renewal. After issuing a draft version of the 
GElS, the staff received and considered input from Federal and State agencies, public 
organizations, and private citizens before developing the final document. As a result of the 
assessments in the GElS, a number of impacts were determined to be generic to all nuclear 
power plants (or, in some cases, to plants having specific characteristics such as a particular 
type of cooling system). These generic issues were designated as "Category 1» impacts. An 
applicant for license renewal may adopt the conclusions contained in the GElS for Category 1 
impacts unless there is new and significant information that may cause the conclusions to differ 
from those of the GElS. Other impacts that require a site-specific review were designated as 
"Category 2" impacts and are required to be evaluated in the applicant's ER 

On January 31, 2011, the NRC initiated the scoping process for the STP environmental review 
by issuing a Federal Register notice (76 FR 5410). This notified the public of the staff's intent to 
prepare a plant-specific supplement to the GElS regarding the application for renewal of the 
STP, Units 1 and 2, operating licenses. The plant-specific supplement to the GElS is referred to 
as the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement or SEIS. The SEIS will be prepared in 
accordance with 10 CFR Part 51. 

The scoping process provides an opportunity for public participation to identify issues to be 
addressed in the SEIS and to consider public concerns and issues. The notice of intent 
identified the following objectives of the scoping process: 

• 	 Define the proposed action 
• 	 Determine the scope of the SEIS and identify significant issues to be analyzed in depth 
• 	 Identify and eliminate peripheral issues 
• 	 Identify any environmental assessments and other environmental impact statements 

being prepared that are related to the SEIS 
• 	 Identify other environmental review and consultation requirements 
• 	 Indicate the schedule for preparation of the SEIS 
• 	 Identify any cooperating agencies 
• 	 Describe how the SEIS will be prepared 
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The NRC's proposed action is whether to renew the STP, Units 1 and 2, operating licenses for 
an additional 20 years. 

The scope of the SEIS includes an evaluation of the environmental impacts of STP license 
renewal and reasonable alternatives to license renewal. The 'Scoping Comments and 
Responses' section of this report includes specific issues identified by the comments. The 
subsequent NRC responses explain if the issues will be addressed in the SEIS and, if so, where 
in the report they will likely be addressed. At the onset of the project, the NRC identified several 
significant issues, which are site specific and defined as applicable Category 2 issues, for this 
license renewal review. The significant issues that were identified in the scoping process are 
water usage and potential groundwater impacts related to tritium releases. 

Throughout the scoping process, the NRC staff identified and eliminated peripheral issues. This 
report provides responses to comments that were considered to be peripheral and will be 
evaluated no further. Those that were considered to be in scope will be evaluated in detail and 
documented in the appropriate sections of the SEIS for STP, Units 1 and 2, license renewal. 

Another environmental impact statement has been prepared by the staff for the STP, Units 3 
and 4, proposed new reactors and was published in February 2011 (NRC 2011a, 2011b). The 
EIS for the proposed new reactors contains a bounding cumulative impact analysis for STP, 
Units 1, 2, 3, and 4. The staff stated in the EIS: "The review team considered, among other 
things, cumulative effects of the proposed Units 3 and 4 with current operations at existing STP 
Units 1 and 2." 

The NRC staff is required to consult with the National Marine Fisheries SeNice (NMFS) and 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife SeNice (FWS) under the Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries ConseNation and 
Management Act and Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act in order to evaluate the 
potential impacts of continued operation on the affected endangered species. The staff is 
consulting with these agencies during this review. 

The NRC staff plans to coordinate compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
PreseNation Act (NHPA) in meeting the requirements of NEPA. Pursuant to 36 CFR SOO.S(c), 
the NRC intends to use its process and documentation for the preparation of the SEIS for the 
proposed action to comply with Section 106 of the NHPA in lieu of the procedures set forth at 36 
CFR SOO.3 through SOO.6. In order to fulfill its obligations, the NRC initiated consultation with 
the Advisory Council on Historic PreseNation, the Texas State Historic PreseNation Officer, and 
Indian tribes who were considered to have historical ties to the vicinity of STP. The following 
tribes are being consulted: 

Ysleta del Sur Pueblo 	 Alabama-Coushatta Tribe 

• 	 Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma • Comanche Nation 

• 	 Tonkawa Tribe of Oklahoma • Apalachicola Creek 

Lipan Apache Tribe of Texas • Lipan Apache Band of Texas
• 

• 	 Tap Pilam-Coahuiltecan Nation • Kickapoo Traditional Council 

• 	 Pamaque Clan of Coahuila Y T ejas • Apalachicola Band of Creek Indians 

The staff lists the consultation with agencies and Indian tribes in Appendix D and Appendix A of 
the SEIS as appropriate. The Agencywide Documents Access and Management System 
(ADAMS) accession number for each consultation correspondence received during the scoping 
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period is listed in Table 2 of this report. The staff did not identify any cooperating agencies for 
the STP license renewal review and expects to publish the draft SEIS in November 2012. 

The staff will prepare the SEIS with contract support from Pacific Northwest National Laboratory 
(PNNL) in the areas of cultural resources, hydrology, and severe accident mitigation alternatives 
(SAMA). 

The NRC invited the applicant; Federal, State, and local government agencies; Indian tribal 
governments; local organizations; and individuals to participate in the scoping process by 
providing oral comments at scheduled public meetings or by submitting written comments 
before the end of the scoping comment period on April 1, 2011. The scoping process included 
two public meetings, which were held on March 2, 2011, at the Bay City Civic Center, 201 
Seventh Street, Bay City, Texas 77414. The NRC issued press releases, purchased 
newspaper advertisements, and distributed flyers locally to advertise these meetings. 
Approximately 60 people attended the meetings. Each session began with NRC staff members 
providing a brief overview of the license renewal process and the NEPA environmental review 
process. Following the NRC's prepared statements, the floor was opened for public comments. 
Twenty seven attendees provided oral comments that were recorded and transcribed by a 
certified court reporter. The transcripts of the comments from these meetings are included at 
the end of this report. The NRC issued a summary of the scoping meetings on May 19, 2011 
(NRC 2011 c). 

All documents associated with this scoping process are available for public inspection in the 
NRC Public Document Room (PDR), located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, 
Rockville, Maryland 20852, or from ADAMS. The ADAMS Public Electronic Reading Room is 
accessible at http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html. Persons who encounter problems in 
accessing documents in ADAMS should contact the NRC's PDR Reference staff by telephone 
at 1-800-397-4209 or 301-415- 4737 or bye-mail at pdr.resource@nrc.gov. 

In addition to the public comments received at the March 2011 meetings, the NRC received 61 
comment submissions related to the scoping of the SEIS. The ADAMS accession number for 
each transcript and submission is listed in Table 1 of this report. 

At the conclusion of the scoping period, April 1, 2011, the staff reviewed the transcripts, meeting 
notes, and the 48 written communications received and docketed in ADAMS in order to identify 
individual comments. The 48 written communications of public comments are included at the 
end of this report and are listed in Table 1. The remaining 13 additional communications 
received in ADAMS after the closure of the comment period were also considered by the staff, 
included in this report, and listed in Table 1. Each of the comments was marked with a unique 
identifier including the Commenter ID (specified in Table 1) and a comment number allowing 
each comment to be traced back to the transcript, letter, or e-mail in which the comment was 
submitted. Comments were consolidated and categorized according to the subject areas within 
the draft SEIS or according to a general topic if beyond the scope of the SEIS. Once comments 
were grouped according to subject areas, the staff determined the appropriate action for the 
comment. The action or resolution for each comment is described in the staff's responses in 
this report. 

Table 1 identifies the individuals providing comments and the assigned Commenter ID. For oral 
comments, the individuals are listed in the order in which they spoke at the public meeting. 
Accession numbers identify the source document of the comment in ADAMS. 

mailto:pdr.resource@nrc.gov
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html
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Table 2 (at the end of this report) lists the consultation correspondences received by the staff 
associated with the scoping process. The accession numbers identify the source document in 
ADAMS. These consultations will be addressed in the SEIS, as appropriate. 

B. Scoping Participants 

TABLE 1. Individuals Providing Comments During The Scoping Comment Period 

Randy Weber State Representative 
Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP 1 ML 110840441 

Judge Nate 
McDonald 

Matagorda County 
judge and local 

. emergency response 
official 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP2 ML 110840441 

Mark Bricker Bay City mayor 
Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP3 ML 110840441 

Ron PaUl's office 
representative 

U.S. Congressman 
Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP4 ML110840441 

Ed Halpin STPCEO 
Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP5 ML 110840441 

Carolyn Thames 
Bay City council 

member 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP6 ML 110840441 

Don Booth 
Director Local 211 
Pipefitter Union of 

3,000 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP7 ML 110840441 

Cheryl Stewart 

Bay City Community 
Development 

Corporation board 
member and Bay 

City Historic 
Commission 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 
STP8 ML 110840441 
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David Dunham 

Owen Bludau 

Kesha Rogers 

James Lovett 

D. C. Dunham 

Willie Rollins 

Ian Overton 

John Corder 


Judge Nate 

McDonald 


Matagorda County 

resident 


Director of 

Matagorda County 


Economic 

Development 

Corporation 


Congressional 

candidate for 22nd 


Cong ressional 

District 


Private citizen 


Bay City Community 

Development 

Corporation 


Matagorda County 

resident 


LaRouche PAC 
organizer 

Brazoria County 
resident 

Matagorda County 
judge 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

afternoon 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

evening 

Comments from 
the transcript, 

evening 

STP9 

STP10 

STP 11 

STP12 

STP 13 

STP14 

STP15 

STP16 

STP17 

ML 110840441 

ML 110840441 

ML 110840441 

ML 110840441 

ML110840441 

ML 110840441 

ML 110840441 

ML 110840433 

ML 110840433 
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Chamber of 

Commerce, 
 Comments from 

Mitch Thames emergency response the transcript, STP 18 ML 110840433 
public information evening 

officer 

Comments from 
STP vice president the transcript, STP19 ML 110840433 

Tim Powell evening 

Comments from 
Small business 

the transcript, ! STP20 ML 110840433 
ownerKen Head evening 

Comments from 
Mike Bolin General contractor the transcript, STP 21 ML 110840433 

evening 

Comments from 
Brazoria County 

i the transcript, STP22 ML 110840433 John Corder resident 
evening 

Bay City Babe Ruth . Comments from 
Casey Kile (local sport ! the transcript, ML 110840433 

organization) 
STP23 

evening 

Comments from 
Robert Singleton the transcript, Austin resident STP24 ML 110840433 

evening 

Comments from 
Karen Hadden SEED Coalition the transcript, STP25 ML110840433 

evening 

Bobby Head 
Matagorda County 

resident 

Tom Kovar 
Bay City business 

owner 

Comments from 
the transcript, ML110840433 

evening 
STP26 

Comments from 
the transcript, STP27 ML 110840433 

evening 
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Vicki Adams 
Superintendent 

Palacios ISD 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP28 ML 110730188 

Eva Esparaza 
Austin resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP 29 ML110960078 

Darby Riley 
San Antonio resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP 30 
ML110960079 

Kamala Platt NA 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP31 ML110960080 

Marion Mlotok Austin resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP32 
ML 110960081 

Karen Seal Lacoste resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP33 ML 110960082 

Kassandra Levay San Antonio resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP34 ML110960083 

Unknown NA 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP35 ML 110960084 
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Comments from 
submitted letters ML 110960086 Midland resident T. Burns STP 36 and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

Jolly Clark NA STP 37 ML 110960087 and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML 110960088 NA STP 38 Dale Bulla and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

William Stout NA STP 39 ML 110960089 
and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML 110960090 Austin resident STP40C. J. Keudell and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters NAT arek T onsson STP41 ML110960091and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters M L 110960092 NA STP42Carol Geiger iand electronic 

means 

Comments from 
Veryan and Greg submitted letters 

NA STP43 ML 110960093 
and electronic 

means 
Thompson 
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Comments from 

Robert Singleton NA 
submitted letters 

STP44 
ML 110960094 

and electronic 
means 

Comments from 

Karen Hadden SEED Coalition 
submitted letters 

STP45 ML 110960095 and electronic 
means 

Comments from 

Alan Apurim NA 
submitted letters 

STP46 
ML 110960096 

and electronic 
means 

Comments from 

Brandi Clark Burton Austin resident 
submitted letters 

STP47 ML 110960097 and electronic 
means 

Comments from 

Carol Geiger Austin resident 
submitted letters 

STP48 
ML 110960098 

and electronic 
means 

Comments from 

Eric Lane San Antonio resident submitted letters 
STP49 ML 110960099 and electronic 

means 

Comments from 

Jenna Findley NA 
submitted letters 

STP50 ML 111010476 
and electronic 

means 

Comments from 

Margaret Reed Austin resident 
submitted letters 

STP 51 
ML111010477 

and electronic 
means 
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Comments from 
Scott and Cyndy submitted letters 

NA STP52 ML111010478
and electronic 

means 
Reynolds 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML111010604

Austin resident Jennifer Meador STP53
and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

Austin resident STP 54 ML111010479
and electronic 

means 
Joy Malacara 

Comments from 
• submitted letters ML 111010506

NAMelanie and David STP 55 
and electronic 

Winters 
means 

Comments from 
! submitted letters 

NA STP 56 ML 111010507
and electronic 

means 
J. R. Rhode 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML111 01 0508NA STP57

and electronic 
means 

Christine Fry 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

Austin resident STP 58 ML111010509Leona Siodge and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML111010510

Austin resident STP 59 Carolyn Campbell and electronic 
means 
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Comments from 
Bryan Dunlap and submitted letters 

STP60 ML 111010517NA 
and electronic 

means 
Todd Rinehart 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML111010518

Austin resident STP 61Peggy Cravens and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML111010519

Austin resident STP62Shannon Jurak and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML111010520

Thomas Nelms NA STP63
and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters T. Nelms NA STP64 ML111010521

and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters ML110960077Andrews resident Peggy Pryor STP65 

I and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

Edmund Kelley Austin resident STP66 ML 111 05A023and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters NAMaria Hogan STP67 ML11105A020and electronic 

means 
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submitted letters 

submitted letters 
: 

Randy Weber State Representative 
and electronic 

STP 1 ML11108A059 

means 

Comments from 

Beth Larsen Austin resident 
submitted letters 

STP68 ! ML11119AOO7and electronic 
means 

Comments from 

Dzan Nguyen Austin resident 

Comments from 

STP69 ML 11119AOO8and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

Austin resident STP70 ML 11119A010John Trimble and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

NA STP71 ML11119A011Aguilar family 
i and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters NA STP72 ML11119A012Juan Aguilar and electronic 

means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

STP73 ML 11119A013Austin resident Douglas McArthur and electronic 
means 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

NA STP74 ML11119A014Shawn Tracy and electronic 
means 
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Kelly Simon Austin resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP75 ML11119A015 

NA NA 

Comments from 
submitted letters 
and electronic 

means 

STP76 ML11119A016 

Judy Moore NA 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP77 ML11119A017 

Cynthia Gebhardt NA 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP78 ML11119A018 

Rory Holcomb Austin resident 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP79 ML11119A019 

NA NA 

Comments from 
submitted letters 

and electronic 
means 

STP80 ML11119A020 

The comments and suggestions received as part of the scoping process are documented in this 
section where the disposition of each comment is discussed. Each comment received an 
identifying number for the purpose of discussion in this scoping summary report. The meeting 
transcripts and written comments are included in their original form,at the end of this report. 

Comments have been grouped into the following general categories: 

1. 	 General Comments in Support of or Opposition to STPNOC, Nuclear Power, or License 
Renewal for STP 

2. 	 Alternatives to License Renewal of STP, Units 1 and 2 

3. 	 Socioeconomic Impacts of STP, Units 1 and 2 

4. 	 Water Usage 
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5. Human Health 

6. Postulated Accidents 

7. Terrestrial or Aquatic Ecology 

8. Long-term Storage of Waste 

9. Energy Efficiency or Energy Demand 

10. Nuclear Liability Indemnification or Compensation 

11. Comments Beyond The Scope of NRC's Environmental Review 

• Plant Security 

• Emergency Preparedness 

• Safety and Aging Management of Plant Systems 

• Events at Fukushima Japan 

In those cases where no new environmental information was provided by the commenter, only a 
brief response has been provided to the comment, and no further evaluation will be performed 
in the SEIS. 

The preparation of the SEIS will take into account all the relevant issues raised during the 
scoping process. The SEIS will address both Category 1 and 2 issues, along with any new 
information identified as a result of the scoping process. The SEIS will rely on conclusions 
supported by information in the GElS for Category 1 issues, analysis of Category 2 issues, and 
any new and significant information that may cause the conclusions to differ from those of the 
GElS. The NRC will issue a draft SEIS (DSEIS) for public comment. The DSEIS comment 
period will offer the next opportunity for the applicant, interested Federal, State, and local 
government agencies, Indian Tribal governments, local organizations, and other members of the 
public to provide input to the NRC's environmental review process. The comments received on 
the DSEIS will be considered in the preparation of the final SEIS (FSEIS). The FSEIS, along 
with the staff's safety evaluation report (SER), will provide much of the basis for the NRC's 
decision on the STPNOC application to renew the licenses of STP. The NRC will issue its 
Record of Decision in accordance with 10 CFR 51.103 as a part of the issuance of the renewed 
license, as appropriate. 
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C. Scoping Comments and Responses 

The staff provides responses to public comments in this section in accordance with 10 CFR 
51.29. In providing the responses, the staff identifies the significant issues to be analyzed in 
depth and eliminated from detailed study the issues that are peripheral or not significant or that 
have been covered by prior environmental review. For those issues that will not be evaluated 
further, the staff provides (a) a brief presentation of why the issues are peripheral or will not have 
significant effect on the quality of the human environment or (b) a reference to their coverage 
elsewhere. 

Scoping comments that are shown below are from the original sources and listed here for ease 
of reading. 

1. General comments in support of or opposition to STPNOC, nuclear power, and 

license renewal for STP 


The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 1-1, 1-3,2-1,4-1,5-1,6-1,7-1,9-2,10-3,11-1,12-1,15-2, 16-2, 17-1, 
19-1,20-1,20-4,21-1,22-2,26-1,27-1,27-3,28-1, 39-1, 56-1, 57-1, 59-1, and 61-1. In 
summary, these comments are general in nature and express support of or opposition to 
STPNOC, nuclear power, or license renewal of STP. 

Comment 1-1: I am writing to strongly support the license renewal for an additional 20 years of 
Units [1] and 2 at the South Texas Project Nuclear Operating Company in Matagorda County. 

Comment 1-3: I believe nuclear energy plays an important role in the long-term energy future of 
Texas. There is a growing recognition of nuclear energy's environmental benefits and its role in 
providing much-needed generating capacity in our state for many years to come. 

I strongly support the license renewal for [Units] 1 and 2 at STP and urge the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission's favorable consideration. 

Comment 2-1: With regards to Units 1 and 2, the culture of excellence that these gentlemen and 
women have brought forth here at STP Nuclear Operating Company is unparalleled in America, it's 
well recognized in the industry but also outside the industry now. And we have an opportunity 
today here, ladies and gentlemen, to move this agenda forward for another 20 years. It's to the 
benefit of Matagorda County, the State of Texas and all the nation to have folks that do business in 
this manner continue to do business for just as long as they're viable and willing to do that type of 
business. 

And they've shown in over 20 years of operation now their commitment to excellence and in doing 
the right thing for the right reasons. They've place safety above profit, they've gone down that path 
many, many times, and they continue on that path every day. That's the way they conduct 
themselves. And I can tell you, as the county's top official, it's very, very gratifying to have a 

- company such as this who does place safety of its employees and its citizenry over profits. That's 
a very, very rare thing in the corporate world, ladies and gentlemen, but it goes on right here in 
Matagorda County every day. 
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So, NRC, I thank you again for hosting us. I'd ask, as Representative Weber did, that you would 
give strong consideration to this renewal. This is one that you won't ever have to back away from. 
These ladies and gentlemen are committed to excellence and they're going to do a very, very good 
job for another 20 years should you decide to grant this renewal. 

Comment 4-1: Good afternoon. On behalf of Congressman Paul, I am pleased to endorse the 
proposed license extension of the South Texas Project. 

The South Texas Project has been an integral part of the 14th Congressional District and the 
Matagorda County community for more than 20 years, producing clean, safe and reliable electricity 
to 2 million Texans. 

At this time, Texas is the second largest state in the country, with more than 25 million residents. 
Along with this growth, the demand for electricity has increased. With the challenges of climate 
change. Congressman Paul believes that nuclear energy must playa role in our state's energy 
future for decades to come. 

Congressman Paul believes that nuclear generation has significant environmental advantages. 
Electricity from nuclear is carbon-free, producing no greenhouse gases. And on behalf of 
Congressman Paul, we fully support the license extension of STP Units 1 and 2 for an additional 
20 years. 

Comment 5-1: Let me mention that we recognize, as the operating company, that we have a very 
special trust that you have given us, and that's the trust of putting safety first, so you have our 
commitment. We've done that for 20-plus years and you have my personal commitment that we'll 
continue to do so in the future, putting safety first. 

Comment 6-1: I want to share with you my perception of the operation of the South Texas Project 
Nuclear Operating Company. I work with, worship with, and know the employees of this nuclear 
plant. I trust their work and their judgment in running one of the best nuclear plants in the United 
States. I wasn't born here; my family chose to live and work here. Our nuclear plant has operated 
here safely for over 25 years and we feel very safe with STP providing reliable power to our state. 

Comment 7-1: Good afternoon. I'm Don Booth. I'm the director of organizing and marketing for 
Pipefitters Local 211, and from 1984 to 1989 I was a worker on STP Units 1 and 2. I was a 
pipefitter for Ebasco, I was a foreman and a general foreman. I know the pride we built those units 
with and the safety we built into them, and I know the seriousness that STP has taken with its 
environmental impact. 

And as a representative of Pipefitters Local 211 of 3,000 members, many of which live in the 
surrounding communities, we strongly support the renewal of Units 1 and 2, Thank you, 

Comment 9-2: In my opinion, for the NRC a look at the record of positives associated with the safe 
operation of the South Texas Project, through its long established operating history, should be the 
greatest supporting factor in consideration of the extension of their operating license. Thank you, 

Comment 10-3: As you are aware, STP is seeking a construction and operating permit for 
proposed Units 3 and 4. Matagorda County wholeheartedly supports this expansion. We would 
not be so wholeheartedly behind the expansion if Units 1 and 2 did not have such an outstanding 
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and performance record. The uncertainty factor that was here before Units 1 and 2 began 
operations have been replaced with wholehearted support by proven performance, management 
and operations. 

Matagorda County is pro-nuclear. We fully expect that an extension of the operating permit for 
Units 1 and 2 will continue STP's outstanding performance, reliability and reputation. 

Last week I received my copy of the final EIS statement for Units 3 and 4. It was thoroughly done, 
very comprehensive. I read many sections of it, and I know that the EIS for Units 1 and 2 renewal 
will be as thorough and as complete. 

On behalf of the MCEDC, Matagorda County Economic Development Corporation, I strongly 
support the expansion of the permit for Operating Units 1 and 2. Thank you. 

Comment 11-1: And as many people may know, if you're familiar with the advocacy of Mr. 
LaRouche, he has been a proponent of fusion energy technology for quite some time, and this has 
been my collaboration over the years. And as I said, I'm not just here to advocate for the South 
Texas plant and the project here, but also for a renaissance in nuclear technology and fusion 
energy throughout the country. 

And this must be the wave of the future and it is the only means of addressing what we face now 
as a total economic breakdown crisis in our economy. As inflation continues, as you see more and 
more people left without food, as speculation on food, looking at what's happening with our water 
resources, it is imperative that not only are we addressing the needs for advancements in nuclear 
fusion technology here but across the planet. 

What I'd like to say is in addressing this global crisis, it is important to realize that there is going to 
be no economic recovery worldwide without the commitment on the part of the United States to the 
development of nuclear power and fusion research. Nuclear energy offers a higher energy flux
density and is currently the most efficient than any other power mastered by man. 

As a part of the advocacy for a total renaissance in nuclear, I have been a proponent and actively 
working for the implementation of the North American Water and Power Alliance. It is a large scale 
bioengineering project which calls for somewhere between 169 million acre feet of water directed 
from Alaska through Canada, with development of tunnels, pumps, lifts, canals, and the sawtooth 
lift function of this project will require about 26 gigawatts of power and will require about 3D-plus or 
so nuclear stations to be operable. We could use the 400 megawatts model of nuclear plants such 
as the GE prism model. 

This North American Water and Power Alliance is the vision for the future of mankind, it is a means 
for solving the long-term needs for mankind for the next 50 years plus in water and resource 
development. This is also going to pave the way for the development and extraterrestrial 
imperative for space colonization. 

And what I'd like to do is also to add to the records my support for this project and advancements in 
nuclear projects throughout the country, throughout the planet is a documentation that was drafted 
by Nuclear Engineer DeWitt Moss entitled "The Sawtooth Lift Nuclear Power Design" and also an 
overview of the North American Water and Power Alliance Project. Thank you very much. 
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Comment 12-1: I think that to the long litany of support for the reactors, about the only thing I can 
add is to just spend one minute on information that I got from other nations. I saw a statistic just 
today. The U.S. has fewer than 25 percent of the operating nuclear reactors in the world, we have 
fewer than 25 percent of the proposed or under construction reactors for the next few years. We 
need more nuclear energy. 

Comment 15-2: So what we have to deal with is actually the most important thing we have to be 
looking at when we're talking about nuclear power and the necessity of expanding our nuclear 
industry is that the way in which we're going to be able to create resources in the future. You only 
get enough heat density in a given area through nuclear power to do things like create fresh 
drinking water, or distill medical isotopes, or other things that civilized society depends upon to 
create a dignified standard of living for all of its population. 

Therefore, one of the most dangerous environmental impacts is the political agenda against 
nuclear power which, in effect, is also against humanity because humanity needs to progress in the 
direction of increasing the productive powers of labor and the productive work of society overall 
which is something that STP contributes to, as you've heard, as nuclear power contributes to 
overall. 

And I think that the nuclear station here, given the opportunity, will be a very happy contributor to 
eventually realizing 6,000 gigawatts of nuclear electricity which is about what's going to be needed 
to bring the world up to a living standard that is actually acceptable for a species such as ours. 

Comment 16-2: We're here tonight to understand that the NRC and the STP are interested in 
continuing their license. I agree with that. I agree also that in that process their policy should be 
changed in words that would say that we, STP, will identify to the, for example, Bay City Library, 
will put in the concerns that are presented to them so that the public will have access to know what 
they were, what the resolution was, and if it in fact was completed. 

NRC Staff's note: Suggestions for improvement to STPNOC's documentation practices, in 
addition to general support of STP license renewal, are beyond the scope of the staffs 
environmental review. The NRC staff is unable to comment on suggestions to STPNOC. A 
copy of the DSEIS and FSEIS will be placed with the Bay City library for public inspection. 
Appendix A of the DSEIS and FSEIS will contain comments received during the review and the 
staff's consideration of the comments. 

Comment 17-1: Ladies and gentlemen, by its very definition, an electric generating station is 
designed to churn out power seven days a week, 24 hours a day, and hopefully 365 days a year, 
unless, of course, you have those unforeseen events that come along from time to time. 

Just last month we had one of those unforeseen events right here in this county and in many, many 
parts of the State of Texas. Many, many of the electric generating stations in the state did a fine 
job; many, many of them fell offline. I can tell you, though, from firsthand knowledge that one of 
those stations that didn't go offline and that did do a very, very good job was right here in 
Matagorda County. We had two units of nuclear that operated completely right through every 
outage that was in this cold snap that we had, and not only that, but did it in a safe and reliable 
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manner with no reportable injuries, the whole thing. You know, that in itself is plenty to keep this 
station running for another 20 years. 

If we start down the path of all the other ancillary things that this plant has for Matagorda County, 
it's going to take a heck of [a lot] more than the three to five minutes that I have, so I'm not going to 
start down that path. But what I will tell you and what I do know from firsthand observation is that 
this plant is committed to the safety and the well-being of the citizens of Matagorda County, to their 
employees, and that's what they practice first and foremost is safety, and they do that oftentimes at 
the expense of profits. 

And I can tell you that's a very, very refreshing take on a business model because you don't see 
that much in corporate America these days, ladies and gentlemen. But we see that and we have 
that right here in Matagorda County, and all the while having promulgated and carried out that 
culture of excellence that they practice. They've developed a very good business model that does 
allow them to produce and does allow them to lead the nation, and even the world, in safe and 
reliable electric generation. 

So that, in a nutshell, for me is what's the very most important thing about consideration for this 
renewal that we're talking about tonight. 

I hope that the NRC will smile favorably upon this plant's request and I'd hope that you would grant 
it. And if there's ever anything that I or my office or any of the commissioners that serve on the 
court with me can answer for you, I'd hope that you would call us and ask those questions of us 
and give us the chance to answer those for you. 

We do appreciate you all being here this evening, we do appreciate STP's confidence in us, and 
we especially appreciate STP's willingness to grow out their legacy for the county by another 
20 years in filing this application. 

Comment 19-1: I would also just like to state that over the last seven years we have had the top 
two-unit producing power plant in the United States, and over the last five years the top two-unit 
producer in the world. We accomplished that by focusing on safety first. Nuclear safety is our 
number one priority and something that we hold very dear, and we continuously focus on it. 

Our employees are active in the community. I think we are an excellent corporate citizen, and we 
look forward to doing that all the way to 2047 and 2048. We look forward to serving Matagorda 
County through the production of safe, clean, carbon-free electricity over those extra 20 years. 
Thank you. 

Comment 20-1: I'd like to express it's necessary for the continued growth of our county for you to 
issue the 20-year continuation of STP. STP employees are some of my top customers and they're 
the ones that keep our community afloat, as well as our small businesses, our hotels, our food 
eateries, everywhere else. I would imagine you're staying at some of those fine utilities this 
evening. 

As a long-time resident of Bay City, I've seen the good, the bad and the ugly of STP, and good 
thing I've never seen any bad or ugly, everything I've seen has been pretty good. And I appreciate 
the leadership out there that I see sitting around this room that has made that happen. 
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Comment 20-4: As well, it is my opinion that if the renewal should be given to STP, I think the 
highly qualified organization out there will continue working on 1 and 2 as they continue to build 3 
and 4, and I think you ought to take that into accountability that with the 3 and 4 coming on that 
they can continue to operate 1 and 2 successfully. 

Comment 21-1: There's not much else to say after Ken Head covered the waterfront, and I agree 
with everything that he said. And I'd also like to, for the record, say that I am absolutely for the 
continuation of such a good neighbor and a good employer, just a good citizen. Our hopes are that 
it will continue and that we're for it, and we just wish we had more employers like you in this county. 
Thank you. 

Comment 22-2: So I'm hoping that in the renewal -- and I wish that the plants get renewed, I'm not 
going to say about nuclear not being safe, et cetera. 

Comment 26-1: To back up a few years and tell you things that I've witnessed, back 30 years ago 
when we were talking about the plant, there was a group of people that decided they were going to 
protest it. They were from Austin, Boston, Houston, San Francisco, and they rented buses and 
they came down here, and they put it in the newspaper that they had a thousand balloons that they 
were going to release into the atmosphere, and that's what would happen if they had a meltdown, 
this nuclear waste would go like this. 

Well, it just so happened that some people from Bay City went out there. As I understand, there 
was one lady who took her three children out there to see the balloons. And it went into the 
newspaper that they released the balloons, just happened to be one of those days that the wind 
was blowing north and they all blew out into the Gulf. 

Well, do you realize that today, what we know today, if we were to release a thousand balloons it 
would be much more detrimental to our environment than what STP has been for 30 years. We 
couldn't do that. We would make national news if you said we're going to release a thousand 
balloons, especially in a place where the number one in the nation bird count is. 

I'm in a unique position. I'm going to change subjects a little bit. I'm in a unique position, I've 
worked at STP, I've worked outages out there. I'm one of the few guys, I guess, that's only worked 
four outages -- I haven't worked the last couple -- but I have been from the very top of the dome 
to -- what's the room at the very bottom underneath the rods -- number 1. I've been there. 

And I will tell you one thing, of all the things I've done in my life, worked in the oil industry, worked 
on drilling rigs, worked at Dow Chemical Company, I have never ever even come close to the 
safety that I felt at STP. I'm telling you they spend more time working on safety than anything else. 
I've never felt one bit -- and not too many people go to room number 1. 

And it's kind of funny you go way up in the top and it's really, really hot, and you go way down in 
the bottom and it's really, really cold, but they call that the hottest place in the plant, room 
number 1. 

But I'm going to tell you, safety, there's nothing like safety at STP. I've never been involved in 
anything like that. 
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To say that STP is a good neighbor, no way. They're an awesome neighbor. They have been an 
awesome neighbor from day one. When they first came here we thought, well, those were the 
STP guys, and for years, those guys out at STP, those guys out at STP. Well, they're not. They're 
[our] coaches, they're our sponsors, they're our mothers, our fathers, our brothers, our sisters and 
our grandchildren that are out there. They are us, they are [our] people. 

We love you guys. We appreciate you being here. We want not only Units 3 and 4, we would like 
the extension of the units there. 

Comment 27-1: And I worked at the nuclear plant for five years in the construction phase in the 
early '80s, and to start with we were kind of skeptical when they were building the STP because 
there were several setbacks, mainly in the construction companies, not in the STP itself. 

But after it was finally built, we were pleasantly surprised for the last 20 years in how it operated 
and how safe it was, and a large part of that is because of the NRC and how it governs and has 
safeguards over the nuclear industry ... 

Comment 27-3: And there's no way that you can have a perfect system when it's run by people 
and natural disasters. Our greatest nuclear plant in the solar system, the sun, has been operating 
for billions of years and it has solar flare-ups, and we've been fortunate that none of them have 
been too great to impact us too greatly. 

And in a smaller sense, our smaller nuclear reactor here has the NRC as the buffer. As our 
distance from the sun is the buffer that keeps us safe, well, the NRC is the buffer against any 
calamity happening at the nuclear plant. 

Comment 28-1: Upon arriving in Palacios about six years ago, I was surprised to learn that we 
had a nuclear power plant in our school district. Of course at that time, I had the same concerns 
that many others have about nuclear power and the safety of it, and am guilty of joking about 
glowing plants and mutated animals. However through the years, I have been very satisfied to 
witness the safety of the plant. I have two STP employees on the school board who talk 
frequently about safety precautions that are taken. I have personally toured the plant during an 
outage and have also allowed students to tour the plant during outages. If I ever felt the safety 
of my students was at risk, I would never allow them to travel to the plant. Additionally, each 
year we are sent updated emergency procedures and contacts. I believe that the nuclear plant 
is an asset to our school district and community and do hope that the license is renewed. 

Comment 39-1: I want to see the Decommissioning of the South Texas Project Units 1 & 2, not 
the Re-licensing. 

It makes much more sense to allow these plants to retire in 2027 and 2028 instead of adding 
another 20 years of operation for these reactors given all of the inherent public and ecological 
dangers, liability and cost to maintain, repair and mitigate the known hazards. 

You can review a summary of the troubled history of these reactors online at 
www.NukeFreeTexas.org. 

Comment 56-1: I REJECT THESE ARGUMENTS. I SUPPORT NUCLEAR POWER. 

http:www.NukeFreeTexas.org
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Comment 57-1: Due to my concerns about radioactive waste and danger to the environment 
and personal safety. I strongly urge that relicensing of these units be halted. 

Comment 59-1: I believe the re-licensing of these two reactors should be halted for safety 
reasons. 

Comment 61-1: The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 
halted for safety reasons. 

Response: These comments are general in nature. The comments express support of or 
opposition to STPNOC, nuclear power, or license renewal of STP. The comments provide no new 
and significant information for the environmental review and will not be evaluated further in the 
development of the SEIS. 

2. Alternatives to License Renewal of STP 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 12-2, 15-1,24-3,25-5,26-2,27-2,27-4,29-2,30-1,31-2, 32-3,35-2,36-6, 
38-2,39-3,40-2,43-3,45-3,46-3,47-4,49-2,51-2, 52-2, 53-2, 54-3, 55-2, 57-2, 59-2, 60-3, 
61-2,62-2,69-2,73-2,74-1,77-2,79-2, and 80-2. 

Response: These comments refer to energy-source alternatives to license renewal of STP 
(e.g., wind, solar, etc.), including the "no action" alternative. The staff will evaluate and consider 
al/ reasonable alternatives in Chapter 8 of the SEIS as appropriate. Appendix A of the SEIS will 
include expanded responses to these comments. 

3. Socioeconomic Impacts of STP, Units 1 and 2 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 1-2, 3-1,5-2,6-2,8-1,9-1,10-1,13-1,14-1,20-2,23-1, and 24-1. 

Response: These comments address the socioeconomic impacts of STP on local and regional 
communities and economy, including related issues such as employment, tourism, taxes, and 
education. The staff will address the socioeconomic impact of renewing the STP operating 
licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the SEIS. In addition, the socioeconomic impacts of not 
renewing the operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8. Appendix A of the SEIS will 
include expanded responses to these comments. 

4. Water Usage 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 25-4, 29-3, 32-2, 36-5, 37-3, 39-4, 40-3, 41-2, 45-4, 47-2, 51-3, 53-3, 54-2, 
55-3,59-3,60-2,62-4,63-2,64-3,67-2,71-2,75-2, and 80-4. 

Response: These comments address the impact of STP operation on surface water and 
groundwater use and quality, including the effects of climate change on water availability. The 
staff will address the direct and cumulative water resource impacts of renewing the STP 
operating licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the SEIS. In addition, the impact of not renewing the 
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operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8. Appendix A of the SEIS will include 
expanded responses to these comments. 

5. Human Health 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 25-1, 29-4, 36-3, and 45-6. 

Response: These comments address the impacts of radiation effects on human health. The 
staff will address the impacts of renewing the STP operating licenses on human health in 
Chapters 2 and 4 of the SEIS. In addition, the impact of not renewing the operating licenses will 
be discussed in Chapter 8. Appendix A of the SEIS will include expanded responses to these 
comments. 

6. Postulated Accidents 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 25-3, 37-2, 39-2, 42-1,45-2, and 48-1. 

Response: These comments address the impacts on human health and the environment 
associated with postulated nuclear accidents. The staff will address impacts of renewing the 
STP operating licenses associated with postulated accidents in Chapter 5 and Appendix F of 
the SEIS. Appendix A of the SEIS will include expanded responses to these comments. 

7. Terrestrial or Aquatic Ecology 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 18-1, 20-3, 44-2, and 45-7. 

Response: These comments address the impacts of STP on the terrestn"al or aquatic ecology. 
The staff will address the direct and cumulative impacts of renewing the STP operating licenses 
in Chapters 2 and 4 of the SEIS. In addition, the impacts on the terrestrial or aquatic ecology 
associated with not renewing the operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8. Appendix A 
of the SEIS will include expanded responses to these comments. 

8. Uranium Fuel Cycle and Waste Management 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 29-5, 32-4, 33-2, 34-1, 36-2, 37-4, 39-5, 43-2,45-5,46-2,47-3,49-3,51-4, 
53-4,54-4,55-4,59-4,61-4,62-5,63-3,64-2,69-4,71-3, 75-3, 77-3, 79-3, and 80-5. 

Response: These comments raise concerns about (a) transportation of STP-generated nuclear 
waste, (b) the ability of STP to address stewardship of STP-generated nuclear waste, and 
(c) uranium mining associated with uranium fuel for STP. The staff will address these 
comments in Chapter 6 of the SEIS. 
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9. Energy Efficiency or Energy Demand 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 5-3, 5-4, 42-2, 48-2, 61-3,62-3,69-3, and 80-3. In summary, these 
comments express concerns about energy efficiency or energy demand. 

Comment 5-3: I'll mention as well, some have asked me in the back: Why so early on this licensing 
process? There are many, many reasons for why we're dOing this now. One is predictability and 
stability. I would just mention the fact that Texas has got over 25 million people as a part of it, 
every day it grows by a thousand-plus, so from an energy stability/predictability standpoint, it is 
essential that we have it when it comes to electricity. And one only has to look at some of the 
blackouts that occurred in February and then look really towards the Middle East to appreciate 
stability. 

Comment 5-4: STP has been stable, we have been predictable and we've been safe. When you 
take a look at our track record, really over the last 20 years, and more specifically over the last 
seven years, STP Units 1 and 2 have led the nation in total generation of electricity of any two-unit 
plant. And I'll point out that we've led the world for the last five years in total generation of any two
unit plant or equivalent, throughout the world, and STP Units 1 and 2 are not the largest. 

We also, from a cost standpoint, actually have had some performance that's been outstanding for 
the last 20 years, but last year in 2010 we were the fourth lowest producer in the nation, and all of 
this is with putting safety first. It is all because we have outstanding employees who do the right 
things constantly from a human performance standpoint, it's because we've invested in our 
equipment reliability, and as well, it's because we do put safety first. 

Comment 42-2: Fails to determine the prOjected decline in demand for electricity attributable to 
adoption of energy efficient building code in Texas. According to a study by the American 
Council for an Energy Efficient Economy, building codes that increase energy efficiency may 
result in an energy savings of approximately 2362 MW by 2023. Such savings would nearly 
offset the net electrical output of 2500 MW from STP Units 1 & 2. 

Comment 48-2: Fails to determine the projected decline in demand for electricity attributable to 
adoption of energy efficient building code in Texas. According to a study by the American 
Council for an Energy Efficient Economy, building codes that increase energy efficiency may 
result in an energy saving of approximately 2362 MW by 2023. Such savings would nearly 
offset the net electrical output of 2500 MW from STP Units 1 & 2. 

The applicant for license renewal is STPNOC - the South Texas Nuclear Operating Company. 
The Matagorda County nuclear reactors are owned by NRG South Texas LP, CPS Energy and 
the City of Austin (of which J am a resident). Austin gets 16% of its power from the two units. 

Comment 61-3: Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable energy sources, 
which are abundant in Texas, could replace the power generated by these two old reactors. 
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Comment 62-3: Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable energy sources, 
which are abundant in Texas, could replace the power generated by these two old nuclear 
reactors. 

Comment 69-3: Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable energy sources, 
which are abundant in Texas, could replace the power generated by these two old nuclear 
reactors. 

Comment 80-3: Safer, cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today and 
should be used. Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable sources, which are 
abundant in Texas, could replace the power generated by these two old nuclear reactors. 

Response: These comments express concerns about energy demand or energy efficiency. 
For comments concerning energy demand (the need for power), the regulatory authority over 
licensee economics including the need for power falls within the jurisdiction of the States and, to 
some extent, within the jurisdiction of the Federal Energy Regulatory CQmmission. The purpose 
and need for the proposed action (i.e., STP license renewal) is defined in the SEIS as follows: 

The purpose and need for the proposed action (issuance of a renewed license) is to 
provide an option that allows for power generation capability beyond the term of a 
current nuclear power plant operating license to meet future system generating needs, 
as such needs may be determined by other energy-planning decisionmakers. This 
definition ofpurpose and need reflects the NRC's recognition that, unless there are 
findings in the safety review required by the AEA or findings in the NEPA environmental 
analysis that would lead the NRC to reject a license renewal application (LRA), the NRC 
does not have a role in the energy-planning decisions of State regulators and utility 
officials as to whether a particular nuclear power plant should continue to operate. 

If the renewed license is issued, State regulatory agencies and STPNOC will ultimately 
decide whether the plant will continue to operate based on factors such as the need for 
power or other matters within the State's jurisdiction or the purview of the owners. If the 
operating license is not renewed, then the facility must be shut down on or before the 
expiration dates of the current operating licenses 

This is in accordance with Section 51.95(c)(2) of 10 CFR, which states that: 

The supplemental environmental impact statement for license renewal is not required to 
include discussion ofneed for power or the economic costs and economic benefits of the 
proposed action except insofar as such benefits and costs are either essential for a 
determination regarding the inclusion of an alternative in the range of alternatives 
considered or relevant to mitigation. 

NRC does not have authority by law or regulation to ensure that the proposed relicensing is the 
least costly alternative to provide energy services under any particular set of assumptions 
concerning future circumstances. The staff will consider, in Chapter 8 of the SEIS, the potential 
for replacement power alternatives to provide the electricity that could be generated by STP, 
with a renewed license, and the environmental impacts of those alternatives. 
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In summary, the comments as they relate to energy demand (or the need for power) do not 
provide new and significant information for this environmental review and will not be evaluated 
further in the development of the SEIS. For comments concerning energy efficiency, the staff 
will consider energy efficiency in Chapter 8 of the SEIS as appropriate. 

10. Nuclear Liability Indemnification or Compensation 

The comment in this category can be found at the back of this report and is labeled with the 
following identifier: 30-2. 

Comment 30-2: If nuclear power risks make sense why has it always been uninsurable since 
the 1950's? We should phase out nuclear power over the next 15 years, not renew our 
commitment to it. 

Response: The above comment expresses concern regarding nuclear liability indemnification 
or compensation. Under existing policy, pursuant to the Price-Anderson Act of 1957, owners of 
nuclear power plants, including STP, are required to carry liability insurance and pay a premium 
each year for $375 million of coverage for each reactor unit. In addition, costs associated with 
catastrophic accidents that result in impacts to the general public are bound by the Price 
Anderson Act. 

The Price-Anderson Act was designed to ensure that adequate funds would be available to 
satisfy liability claims of members of the public for personal injury and property damage in the 
event of a nuclear accident involving a commercial nuclear power plant. The previously 
mentioned primary or first tier of $375 million of coverage insurance is supplemented by a 
second tier. In the event a nuclear accident causes damages in excess of $375 million, each 
licensee would be assessed a prorated share of the excess up to $111.9 million. With 104 
reactors currently licensed to operate, this secondary tier of funds contains about $11.6 billion. 

Further information on nuclear liability indemnification is listed at the NRC website: 
http://www.nrc.govlreading-rmldoc-collectionsifact-sheetsifunds-fs.html 

This comment does not provide new and significant information for this environmental review 
and will not be evaluated further in the development of the SEIS. 

11. Comments Beyond The Scope of NRC's Environmental Review 

The comments in this category can be found at the back of this report and are labeled with the 
following identifiers: 10-2, 16-1,18-2,22-1,22-3,24-2,24-4,25-2,25-6,25-7, 25-8, 29-1, 31-1, 
32-1,33-1,35-1,35-3,36-1,36-4,37-1,38-1,40-1, 41-1, 43-1,44-1,45-1,46-1,47-1,49-1, 
50-1,51-1,52-1,53-1,54-1,55-1,58-1,60-1,62-1, 63-1, 64-1, 65-1, 66-1, 67-1,68-1,69-1, 
70-1,71-1,72-1,73-1,75-1,76-1,77-1,78-1,79-1, and 80-2. In summary, these comment 
express concerns about plant security, emergency preparedness, safety and aging 
management of plant systems, and the events at Fukushima. These comments are beyond the 
scope of the license renewal environmental review. This is because the NRC addresses plant 
performance as part of the ongoing regulatory oversight provided for all currently operating 
power reactors. Therefore, the NRC does not reevaluate them as part of the license renewal 
review (10 CFR 54.29 "Standard for issuance of a renewed license" and 10 CFR 54.30 "Matter 

http://www.nrc.govlreading-rmldoc-collectionsifact-sheetsifunds-fs.html
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not subject to a renewal review.") Furthermore, the aging management of structures and 
components within the scope of the license renewal safety review will be addressed in the 
staff's safety evaluation report, separately from the environmental review. 

Plant Security 

Comment 25-7: Security issues continue. Just last week we heard about a Texas Tech student 
who among his plans was a plan to attack nuclear plants, and I think that needs to be looked at 
once again as well. 

So these and many issues should be addressed. It's an important decision. 

Response: This comment expresses concerns about plant security. As stated during the 
scoping public meeting of March 2, 2011, comments concerning safeguard and security are 
beyond the scope of license renewal environmental review. This is because this subject is 
under the NRC's ongoing review as a part of the oversight of the current licensing basis. The 
NRC addresses these areas ofperformance every day as part of the ongoing regulatory 
oversight provided for a/l operating power reactors, including during the STP period of extended 
operation if the license is renewed. 

Security issues are periodically reviewed and updated at every operating plant. These reviews 
continue throughout the period of an operating license, whether the original or renewed license. 
If issues related to security are discovered at STP, they are addressed immediately. Any 
necessary changes are reviewed and incorporated in accordance with the STP operating 
license. 

Information on the background of nuclear security and past security orders issued by the NRC 
to nuclear power plants, including STP, can be found at: 

http://www.nrc.qovlreading-rm/doc-collectionslfact-sheetslsecurity-enhancements.html 

and 

http://www. nrc. govlreadinq-rm/doc-colleclionslenforcementlsecuritv/ 

This comment does not provide new and significant information for this environmental review 
and will not be evaluated further in the development of the SEIS. 

Emergency Preparedness 

Comment 10-2: STP's focus on emergency management planning and training have greatly 
enhanced the preparations of our emergency responders to address other types of natural 
disasters such as hurricanes, tornadoes, pipeline explosions, floods, et cetera. We are much 
better prepared to address such situations as a result of participating with STP Units 1 and 2 in 
their emergency preparedness plans and training. 

Comment 18-2: The second is from more of a behind-the-scenes type of safety aspect. The Judge 
has seen fit to have me as one of the PIOs, public information officers, for the county during a lot of 

http://www
http://www.nrc.qovlreading-rm/doc-collectionslfact-sheetslsecurity-enhancements.html
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our STP drills, many of which you grade us on every aspect of it. We're very proud of the fact that 
we set the standard, I think, in the nation, and that's some of the feedback we've gotten from the 
NRC. 

I have been allowed to have information opened up, as the county's PIO. There's never been a 
piece of information that's been withheld as we go through drills, as situations were faced. We're 
also educated from a county standpoint, knowing exactly what's going on at the plant in case 
something should ever happen. It is important for us to be able to stand up and speak to the 
media, but more importantly, as you know, we're speaking to the citizens of Matagorda County and 
keeping them safe. 

So, on both aspects it's a five-star rating. 

We certainly do appreciate you being here, and we thank you so much. 

Comment 25-8: I think at this point in time it's also important to note that in the world of emergency 
planning that the ability to get potassium iodide tablets out to the public seems to have been 
overlooked. I don't see a lot of information about it. I think it is one approach you could take if 
there was a serious accident, and that should be looked at. In other places in the country 
potassium iodide tablets were actually distributed to the community at one point in time so that if 
there was an accident, you could take it and protect the thyroid from absorption of radioactive 
iodine. 

I don't see that happening here, nor do I see information publicized about that option. You can buy 
them online, but I don't see anybody even telling people about that. 

So I think that we will also be submitting written comments. There [are] other concerns that we 
have. We'll be looking more in-depth. A lot of issues need to be fully explored, and we look 
forward to communicating with you further on that front. Thank you. 

Comment 29-1: These reactors came online in 1988 and 1989, and they are set to retire in 2027 
and 2028. I do not believe they should be relicensed to add another 20 years of operation for 
these reactors. 30 year old reactors are not safe. 

The risks associated with continuing operations are too great. If there was an accident, 
Houston would not be able to evacuate in a timely manner to avoid harmful exposure. 

Response: These comments express concerns regarding emergency preparedness in the 
unlikely event of a reactor accident at STP. Over the years, the combined efforts of the NRC, 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), STPNOC, Texas State and local officials, as 
well as thousands of volunteers and local first responders (such as police, firefighters, and 
medical response personnel), have produced comprehensive emergency preparedness 
programs that assure the adequate protection of the public in the event of a radiological 
emergency at STP. The emergency preparedness planning incorporates the means to rapidly 
identify, evaluate, and react to a wide spectrum of emergency conditions. Emergency plans are 
dynamic and are routinely reviewed and updated to reflect an ever-changing environment during 
the operation of STP, including during the period of extended operation if the STP licenses are 
renewed. 
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The Commission considered the need for a review of emergency planning issues during its 
license renewal rulemaking proceedings on 10 CFR Part 54, which included public notice and 
comment. As discussed in the Statement of Consideration for this rulemaking (56 FR 64966), 
the programs for emergency preparedness apply to all nuclear power facilities. Requirements 
for emergency planning are in the regulations at 10 CFR 50.47 and Appendix E to 
10 CFR Part 50. Through its standards and required exercises, the Commission reviews 
existing emergency preparedness plans throughout the life of STP, keeping up with changing 
demographics and other site-related factors. 

The most recent emergency drill for STP occurred on March 17, 2011. The results of the STP 
drill are published in a FEMA report and are viewable at the following website: 

http://www.nrc.govlabout-nrclemerg-preparedness/related-information/fema-after-action
reports.html 

These comments do not provide new and significant information for this environmental review 
and will not be evaluated further in the development of the SEIS. 

Safety Issues and Aging Management of Plant Systems 

Comment 16-1: My concern is something that affected me personally that I identified some 
concerns that I had as time went on, and through the process of the United States Labor 
Commission I was able to settle my complaints in as much as I was not told ever whatever 
happened to the results of my complaints. 

I'm here tonight to offer to the STP, not only 1 and 2 but 3 and 4, to please make public - and I've 
worked with the administration of both 1 and 2 and 3 and 4 -- to make public in as[ ]much as they 
could put it into the Bay City Library. 

Here's the facts, if you're any of these people here -- excuse me a minute to get it correct -- if 
you're an employee, a contractor, a vendor, personnel or a visitor reporting safety-related or quality 
concerns, what I'm saying is that whatever those concerns are should be made public, put in a 
public place. 

The pressure on individuals to report something is great when they fear if they're working that 
they'll be terminated, or maybe they go ahead and get terminated or choose another job, what 
happens to the concern that they have identified. 

We have in this policy of STP that they'll take care of it and NRC will, and I'm sure their intent is 
very good. What we the people need to know is that whatever that concern was should be 
identified. That is only part of it. What is the resolution to that concern, and thirdly, whatever 
happened to the culmination [of] concerns was adequately idenhfied. Even if the person wanted to 
be anonymous, it's still important publicly regarding what emphasis it has to the NRC or to the 
project, it's important to the public. 

NRC staff's note: Suggestions for improvement to STPNOC's documentation practices, in 
addition to plant safety concerns, are beyond the scope of the staff's environmental review. 

http://www.nrc.govlabout-nrclemerg-preparedness/related-information/fema-after-action
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The NRC staff is unable to comment on suggestions to STPNOC. A copy of the DSEIS and 
FSEIS will be placed with the Bay City library for public inspection. Appendix A of the DSEIS 
and FSEIS will contain comments received during the review and the staff's consideration of 
the comments. 

Comment 22-1: As I said earlier, I had the pleasure of working on 1 and 2 for about five years. I've 
also had the experience of overseeing quality control for the company I've worked for about 30 
years in quality control, and I've been personally on five nuclear plants. This has been one of 
them. 

To more elaborate on what I just said, my concern is having worked with the STP present 
administration and the Units 3 and 4, I'm really not satisfied that they had the openness that I 
expected when it come to personnel for the individual workers or those that are here in these 
categories that I mentioned. 

I would admonish all of us to always keep tabs on the installation itself, feel free that you can ask 
questions and if there's any questions that ever come from a worker. It is very difficult for a lot of 
people to identify a problem. They feel threatened by it, and frankly, that is a real concern, been 
there ... 

I am only saying that I am hoping that we have more of openness with the community or for those 
that have any questions about the safety or any concern, whether it be for personnel protection, 
plant safety or for the administration of how they do their policies. 

I was working with 1 and 2 and 3 and 4 on those policies they have which said about the 
openness, and that's what I said is that I hope that we can have, like the person said before, it will 
be in the library, but really I want the concerns to be there so that we can look at them and get 
them resolved. 

And I wish STP good luck. 

NRC staffs note: Suggestions for improvement to STPNOC's documentation practice, in 
addition to plant safety concern, are outside the scope of the staffs environmental review. The 
NRC staff is unable to comment on suggestions to STPNOC. A copy of the DSEIS and FSEIS 
will be placed with the Bay City library for public inspection. Appendix A of the DSEIS and 
FSEIS will contain comments received during the review and the staffs consideration of the 
comments. 

Comment 24-2: I want to talk mainly about safety tonight. And I know that when you're living here, 
the plant is just something that's always been there, but my thinking about safety at nuclear power 
plants is sort of: Yeah, they've got redundant safety systems because there are redundant 
dangers. The analogy I like to think of is if I'm walking through a construction site wearing a hard 
hat and a brick falls six stories and bounces off my helmet, my first thought is not thank God the 
helmet worked, my thought is who dropped the brick. 

If you want to know what's going on with nuclear power plants and you support this plant, I'm going 
to challenge you to do one thing, and that is tomorrow morning go to the NRC website, 
www.nr[c].gov. and click on event reports and click on current events. If you do this for a couple of 

http:www.nr[c].gov
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days a week, you're going to be convinced that nuclear power plants routinely have near misses 
that could have catastrophic results. 

Nuclear power is the only form of energy generation that has the potential for killing thousands of 
people in one single event. I mean, if you're investing in wind, what's the worst that can happen? 
You have a catastrophic accident, you don't generate power and maybe some sheep were 
inconvenienced. Nuclear power has the capacity to kill people, it's a dangerous technology. All 
you have to do is look at Chemobyl and Three Mile Island. 

How many of you have ever heard of SL 1? It was an experimental reactor in Idaho that in the early 
'60s had a fatal accident. There was one gentleman that was actually pinned to the ceiling of the 
containment building by a rod when there was a steam explosion in the plant. It impaled him to the 
ceiling stuck on a control rod. 

Nuclear power can and has caused human fatalities. Read about Chernobyl. I know that NRG 
[NRG Energy] is going to say well, new reactors are safer, but they're saying this in a way that 
causes me to ask this question. When they're talking to you about 3 and 4, they say these plants 
are newer and safer, or safer and more advanced than the old plants. Well, they're also arguing for 
extending the life of the old plants which had a limit on their life in the first place for a reason: we 
didn't know how long you could run a nuclear power plant; we still don't. 

Turkey Point in Florida, they had to replace the steam generators in the plant, and to replace a 
steam generator you have to cut a hole in the containment building, you have to take the generator 
out and put the new one in. Well, what they found was that the cement inside the containment 
building had degraded over the last 20 years, there were immense cracks that ran through the 
inside of the structure. 

And that is what happens when you extend the life of a nuclear plant. These things were designed 
to have a limited life for a reason. They're not going to safe forever. 

Comment 24-4: There are alternatives, and I really think that there's not enough proof that a plant 
can be run longer than the time period in which the engineers that designed it said it was designed 
to be built. They're talking now about running some nuclear plants for 60 years. My question is 
this because they're so much safer than they were thought to be originally, or is this because the 
people that run nuclear power plants say if we close it down we don't make any money; if we 
continue to run it, sure they'll be less safe than they were, but as long as they don't actually melt 
down, we're going to continue to make money. I think you'll find out that's what it is. 

,And also don't let NRG [NRG Energy] give you this talking out of both sides of their face where 
they say the 3 and 4 are going to be better and newer, at the same they're talking about extending 
the life of what then could be argued are the older and the less safe plants. Can't have it both 
ways, and there are definitely alternatives. 

Comment 25-2: Another issue is control rods. There were problems when the new reactor heads 
were put on, the control rods got stuck. This is actually happening at many different reactors right 
now. And there have been some flaws in construction of some of the equipment involved. So I 
think during this process that there should be a thorough analysis of the control rods, their drive 
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mechanism, and so on and so forth, and see if there are any problems technologically with the 

parts that are here and being used. 


I share the concerns mentioned by Robert Singleton about embrittlement as the plants age. These 

reactors were not designed to run forever; they were designed to be closing down about this time, 

and the first five years and the last five years of a nuclear reactor's life cycle are the ones where 

they have the most risk, and I think we should bear that in mind during this process and do analysis 

on that front. 


Comment 25-6: The reactor head that's stored onsite, I think as part of this process it should be 

looked into about how carefully shielded that is, is it adequate. Maybe it is, maybe it isn't. But I 

think that should be looked at. 


Comment 41-1: Dear Sir, I am writing a request that relicensing of South Texas Project 

Reactors 1 & 2 be halted for the following safety concerns regarding ... 


The risks of an accident, fires or explosions at one or more reactors at site could increase with 

[ag]ing. 


Comment 51-1: I am writing to you with concerns about the relicensing of two South Texas 

nuclear reactors. The relicensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 

halted for safety reasons. The risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors 

at the site could increase with aging reactors. 


Comment 55-1: It is our request that the re-licensing of South Texas Project Reactors 1 & 2 be 

halted for an additional twenty years because of the following: 


-the risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase 

with aging reactors 


Comment 62-1: The relicensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 

halted for safety reasons. 

The risk of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase 

with aging reactors. 


Comment 67-1: Please make sure all safety standard are followed in regards to the regarding 

South Texas Project Units 1 & 2, NRC 2010-0375 Docket Nos. 50-498; 50-499 relicensing. 


Halt for safety reasons. Aging reactors must be held to a higher safety standard before a 


tragedy occurs. 


We count on you to watch out for our best interest so please make sure the correct action is 

taken. Stop the reactors and help ensure we are all safe. 


Comment 68-1: The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 

halted for safety reasons. The risks of an accident, fires or explosions at one or more reactors 

at the site could increase with aging reactors. 




- 37

I ask for your very careful analysis of this situation and protect the citizens of Texas. 

Comment 69-1: The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 
halted for safety reasons. 

The risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase 
the aging reactors. 

Comment 75-1: The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 
halted for safety reasons. 

The risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase 
with aging reactors. 

Comment 71-1: I and my family are urging you to stop the relicensing of South Texas Project 
reactors 1 & 2. Safety reasons are our main concern. With age the risk of accident, fire, or 
explosion increases. 

Comment 73-2: I have serious concerns regarding the re-licensing of the above-referenced 
units [units 1 and 2] of the South Texas Project. While these concerns deal mainly with 
operational and waste-related safety, I am, in addition, opposed to the Texas increasing reliance 
on nuclear power generation due to high and uncertain cost. 

Comment 80-2: My family and I feel that the re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional 
twenty years should be halted for safety reasons. The issues of accident, fire, or explosions at 
one or more reactors at the site could increase with aging reactors. 

Comment 79-2: The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 
halted for safety reasons. 

The risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase 
the aging reactors. 

Comment 72-1: I and my family are urging you to stop the relicensing of South Texas Project 
reactors 1 &2. Safety reasons are the concern ... 

Response: These comments express concerns about the safety issues and aging 
management of STP plant systems. The aging management of structures and components 
within the scope of the license renewal safety review will be addressed in the staffs safety 
evaluation report for STP. This is separate from the environmental review which focuses on the 
environmental impacts of license renewal. The comments have been provided to the license 
renewal safety review team for consideration in the development of the SER as appropriate. 

In the safety review, the staff examines STPNOC's programs and processes designed to 
manage the effects of structures and components aging and to ensure adequate protection of 
the public's health and safety during the 20-year license renewal period. This may result in 
additional aging management measures as necessary. 
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These comments do not provide new and significant information for this environmental review 
and will not be evaluated further in the development of the SEIS. 

Portions of the comments relate to the environmental impacts ofpostulated accidents. The staff 
will evaluate the environmental impacts ofpostulated accidents in Chapter 5 of the SEIS. 

Events at Fukushima Japan 

Comment 31-1: Because of the troubled history of the South TX nuclear reactors, because the 
systems are not designed to last without major, expensive rebuilding, because the accidents 
(most recently in Japan) have only begun to illustrate what major effects are possible from a 
failed plant, I urge the denial of the relicensing of the STP. 

Comment 32-1: In light of the nuclear disaster unfolding with the Fukushima nuclear reactors 
and considering that the aging reactors at STP are of the same design, I urge that the renewal 
application be rejected. The dangers from them aging, their design and operator failure are 
potentially too great to relicense them past their current license expirations. Hurricanes have 
been getting stronger and that presents yet another danger. 

Comment 33-1: I oppose the continued licensing of STP 1 &2... We have seen from the 
situation in Japan what a power outage can do to a nuclear power plant. 

Comment 35-1: I would like to express my concerns with extending the license on these two 
units. This project has had a history of accidents that I find quite disturbing. I fear that these 
units, which are already 20 years old, will be a huge safety risk to our community. 

Comment 35-3: Just in recent years the gulf coast has been victim to several natural disasters. 
Let's take a lesson from the plants in Japan and forget this huge risk to the safety of the people 
of Texas. 

Comment 36-1: I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed license 
renewal/extension for South Texas Nuclear Project Plants 1 and 2. I was living in San Antonio 
when this project was debated and under construction. I will be moving back to San Antonio in 
the next year to retire. I have followed the history of STP for a long time. 
I oppose extension of the licenses for these Units. 

I believe American industry is equally prone to overstating its safety records, safety concerns, 
and competency, as [T]EPCO has done in this crisis. I also know that there have been a 
number of serious, sometimes unreported, usually understated safety violations over the years 
at STP. 

Comment 36-4: STP was predicted to last 30 years. I agree with the UCS bathtub curve. Start 
up and end of life times are the most dangerous. We see the increased cracks and problems as 
they age. Yankee Nuclear should be shut down after all the safety violations and water 
contamination. There is strong likelihood STP units will be in similar condition. 

Comment 37-1: I have copied some of the facts below, but want to add my personal comments. 
In light of the disaster in Japan, and all of the other Nuke accidents and inspection complaints 
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which are NOT publicized or fixed in an adequate way, to extend the life of these two Nukes 

would be height of stupidity. Remember Katrina (A Texas landfall would have been disastrous 

to the nukes) and the fact that environmental storms are increasing in their size and devastating 

nature, we can not afford to take the chance of letting these operate for an additional 20 years. 


Knowing banks will bet on a skunk race if they believe they can make a profit - the sub-prime 

crisis, credit swaps and the savings and loan debacle being prime examples - I am doubly 

dubious about backing the nuke because the major banks are refusing to bankroll new nukes 

unless the government gives them 100% coverage of debt. When pirates shy away from 

fleecing the public for lucrative profits, you just know it is a "pig in the poke". 

These reactors came online in 1988 and 1989, and they are set to retire in 2027 and 2028. The 

re-licensing would add another 20 years of operation for these reactors. 


Comment 38-1: I want to see the Decommissioning of the South Texas Project Units 1 & 2, not 

the Re-licensing. I guess supporters of that project will say these units are different and safer 

than the nuclear plants in Japan. But I do not want to wait until it is too late to find out! 


Comment 40-1: I am asking that you do not re-license these two reactors for an additional 20 

years. Nuclear power has some benefits, but it also has some risks as demonstrated by the 

recent disaster in Japan. At the point in time, I feel that the U.S. should move away from 

nuclear and oil as primary energy sources. Let's develop more renewable options. Also, as you 

know, nuclear power supplies require a lot of water for cooling purposes. 


Comment 43-1: I would like to ask that you recommend that the South Texas nuclear Units 1 

and 2 be decommissioned and their applications for renewal be denied. 

As we have seen in [Japan] the last few weeks, nuclear energy is not as safe as made out to 

be, and there are too many problems with disposal that have not been solved. 

Here in Texas we have a wonderful abundance of sun as well as wind, neither dependant on 

other countries. We should be making use of these natural resources which are safer, reduce 

use of scarce water, and can't be used as political weapons. 


Comment 44-1: In light of the events in Japan in the last month, the NRC should delay any 

license extensions until the events that led to the problems at Fukushima Daiichi can be fully 

examined, and the Commission can determine that the South Texas reactors could not suffer 

the same kind of loss-of-power accident. The Commission should also study the spent fuel 

pools at South Texas to make sure that they have guaranteed back-up power in the event of a 

natural or man-made disaster. 


Comment 45-1: There are many issues of concern regarding re-licensing of STP Reactors 1 & 

2. We oppose re-licensing and believe the reactors should be shut down by their original 
retirement dates - in 2027 and 2028, or sooner and that adding 20 more years of operation 
could lead to unsafe conditions. 

At least one of the troubled Fukushima reactors in Japan had just been re-licensed, and the 
situation would likely have been less severe if this reactor had been decommissioned. 
SEED Coalition has previously submitted comments as interveners and provided oral comments 
at a public hearing. We would like to again raise concerns about the risks of an accident, fires, 
or explosions at one or more reactors at the site, risks that could increase with aging reactors. 
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Comment 46-1: It is unfortunate that my attention to the matter was not begun sooner; (I 

learned of it only this evening from an e-mail sent earlier this afternoon) as I was unaware that 

the re-licensing process was underway. and hope that I have not missed today's deadline for 

commenting as a public citizen. 


Regarding the proposed re-licensing (Docket ID # NRC-2010-375) of South Texas Project Units 

1 &2. I do not understand the need for going forward with this action over 16 years before their 

planned service period ends. At least delay this until next year. [so] that more scientific 

information will be available as a result of studies of the Japan disaster. and a better true-cost 

evaluation can be made. 


It makes much more sense to retire these plants as planned in 2027 and 2028, instead of trying 

to extend their use another 20 years, given the rapidly evolving technology of the decade that 

will likely make them obsolescent. I'm opposed to their continuation for all the usual reasons 

that any kind of accident and even a Category 4 or 5 hurricane-induced storm surge could 

remove external supports such as cooling ponds or water access (and who knows what 

hammering debris-laden waves on top of the storm surge could do). plus disposal of nuclear 

waste - no human technology is foolproof and totally isolated for thousands of years! 


Comment 47-1: I beseech you to not extend the life of STNP Reactors 1 &2. 

For public safety and environmental reasons, the continuation of this cannot be justified. 

Aging plants that are at risk of failures or explosions should not be kept active. 

As we have seen in Japan. being able to keep the reactors cool is essential for public safety and 

the integrity of the process. We have limited access to fresh water that can be used for this 

facility - the priority should be for drinking water. livestock and farming. 


Comment 49-1: ... absolutely not. To renew STP for another 20 years is gambling with the lives 

of Americans. The Japanese disaster is a red alert that we cannot continue down the nuclear 

path ... Every nuclear power plant is a potential disaster waiting to happen and every nuclear 

power plant is a long term disaster by the toxic waste they generate. Do not renew the life 

spans of any nuclear power plant in this county. 


Comment 50-1: Looking at recent events that we are dealing with in Japan. I see no reason to 

extend the life of these reactors. The risks far outweigh the benefits. With age things tend to 

break down causing accidents and fires. With other ways to produce power. that is safer and 

cleaner I see no reason to put more money into this cause. 


Therefore I am asking that the re-licensing of these reactors be halted immediately. 

I'm opposed to their continuation for all the usual reasons that any kind of accident and even a 

Category 4 or 5 hurricane-induced storm surge could remove external supports such as cooling 

ponds or water access (and who knows what hammering debris-laden waves on top of the 

storm surge could do). plus disposal of nuclear waste - no human technology is foolproof and 

totally isolated for thousands of years! 


Comment 52-1: In light of the recent tragedy in Japan we are writing to please your cooperation 

in halting the re-licensing of the South Texas Project nuclear reactors. 
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Based on what we've read these two reactors have had trouble in the past and put Texas 
citizens at a great risk. 

NOW is the time to make a commitment to safer and renewable energy sources. 

Comment 53-1: The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be 

halted for safety reasons, particularly in light of the recent events in Japan. 

The risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase 

with aging reactors. 


There is no adequate solution for radioactive waste so it makes no sense to continue generating 

more. 


Comment 58-1: In view of current "blackout," tragedy in Japan should be rebuilt, replace before 

relicense. 


Comment 60-1: Please do not relicense these reactors for an additional 20 years. If the crisis 

in Japan or last year's Gulf oil spill has taught our nation anything it is that we will be defeated 

by nature if we continue our careless energy practices. 


Comment 65-1: Dear Ms Gallagher, please do not fund south Texas power plants. Please 

delay all nuclear funding or renewing power plants. Japan HAS BEEN A WAKE UP CALL TO 

STOP NUCLEAR AND FIND BEDER SOLUTIONS DON'T WAIT TOO LATE TO END THIS 

DEVASTATION TO OUR EARTH AND PLANET. SHOW US THE NRC REALLY CARES FOR 

OUR PLANET AND ITS PEOPLE. SAY NO TO SOUTH TEXAS POWER PLANT. 


Comment 66-1: The Japanese nuclear disaster is evidence that "safe" power is not available in 

such power reactor ... We cannot continue to ... water resources to support nuclear power ... 


Comment 70-1: These should not be approved due to their age and design. There is no 

adequate storage that will not affect our water supply. Just like Japan, it cannot happen here

until it does. 


Response: 


These comments express concerns about the safety issues and aging management of STP 
plant systems in comparison to the accident at Fukushima Japan. The aging management of 
STP structures and components within the scope of the license renewal safety review will be 
addressed in the staffs safety evaluation report (SER) for STP. This is separate from the 
environmental review which focuses on the environmental impacts of license renewal. The 
comments have been provided to the license renewal safety review team for consideration in 
the development of the SER as appropriate. 

Fukushima lessons learned. On March 11, 2011, a massive earthquake off the east coast of 
Honshu, Japan, produced a devastating tsunami that struck Fukushima. The six-unit 
Fukushima Dai-ichi nuclear power plant was directly impacted by these events. The resulting 
damage caused the failure of several of the units' safety systems needed to maintain cooling 
water flow to the reactors. As a result of the loss of cooling, the fuel overheated, and there was 
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a partial meltdown of the fuel contained in several of the reactors. Damage to the systems and 
structures containing reactor fuel resulted in the release of radioactive material to the 
surrounding environment. 

In 2011, the Commission directed the staff to convene an agency task force of senior leaders 
and experts to conduct a methodical and systematic review of the relevant NRC regulatory 
requirements, programs, and processes, including their implementation, and to recommend 
whether the agency should make near-term improvements to its regulatory system. As part of 
the short-term review, the task force concluded that, while improvements are expected to be 
made as a result of the lessons learned from the Fukushima events, the continued operation of 
nuclear power plants and licensing activities for new plants do not pose an imminent risk to 
public health and safety (NRC 2011). 

The NRC will continue to evaluate the need to make improvement to existing regulatory 
requirements based on the task force report and additional studies and analyses of the 
Fukushima events as more information is learned. To the extent that any revisions are made to 
NRC regulatory requirements, they would be made applicable to STP regardless of whether or 
not STP has a renewed license. The task force report and other information on the ongoing 
lessons learned are available for public inspection at the NRC web site: 

http://www.nrc.govlreactors/operatinglops-experience/japan-info.html 
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judicial privilege and, frankly, read an offering here 

from someone who ranks quite higher than I do. We 

have Janet Rizzo here today from Representative Randy 

Weber's office, and she's his chief of staff from 

Brazoria County. The good representative, of course, 

is working very hard for us in Austin today and is not 

able to be here with us, so to that end, he's sent a 

letter via Ms. Rizzo, who is a bit under the weather, 

and she asked if I wouldn't mind reading this into the 

record. So I hope you all won't mind if I do that at 

this time. 

It's addressed to Cindy Bladey, and it 

reads: 

"Dear Ms. Bladey: 

"I am writing to strongly support the 

license renewal for an additional 20 years of Units 2 

and 2 at the South Texas Proj ect Nuclear Operating 

Company in Matagorda County. 

"STP is the largest employer in Matagorda 

County with more than 1,200 employees and for 30 years 

has been a key part of the county and local 

communities. The company's employees are active in 

the local community, serving on school boards, 

chambers and in civic and service organizations. 

"For over 20 years STP's existing units 
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have supplied safe, clean and reliable energy to more 

than 2 million Texas homes while also providing 

permanent, well-paying jobs. The facility is a 

recognized industry leader in prodyctiQ:rl, ~.liOkbi.li'C.y 

and safety, as well as being focused and committed to 

the safety of its employees and the surrounding 

communities. 

"I believe nuclear energy plays an 

important role in the long-term energy future of 

Texas. There is a growing recogni tion of nuclear 

energy's environmental benefits and its role in 

providing much-needed generating capacity in our state 

for many years to come. 

"I strongly support the license renewal 

for Unites 1 and 2 at STP and urge the Nuclear 

Regulatory Commission's favorable consideration. 

"Please know that I and may staff stand 

ready to assist in any way possible. 

"Sincerely, Randy K. Weber, State 

Representative, District 29, State of Texas." 

I'd like to tender this for Representative 

Weber, and thank you for allowing me to speak on his 

behalf. 

I would like to, if I could, segue right 

into my remarks and I'll try to wrap them up so I stay 
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within the five-minute rule. 

First off, I want to thank the Nuclear 

Regulatory Commission for hosting this gathering for 

us today. As you all know, and I support as a member 

of the judiciary, this is a very I very important venue 

that we're engaged in today, the right to free speech 

and the right to be heard, and I thank you all for 

protecting that and enabling it. So let me just go on 

record as being a big fan of the Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission and your good works. Thank you for that. 

With regards to Units 1 and 2, the culture 

of excellence that these gentlemen and women have 

brought forth here at STP Nuclear Operating Company is 

unparalleled in America, it's well recognized in the 

industry but also outside the industry now. And we 

have an opportunity today here, ladies and gentlemen, 

to move this agenda forward for another 20 years. 

It's to the benefit of Matagorda County, the State of 

Texas and all the nation to have folks that do 

business in this manner continue to do business for 

just as long as theY're viable and willing to do that 

type of business. 

And they've shown in over 20 years of 

operation now their commitment to excellence and in 

doing the right thing for the right reasons. They've 
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place safety above profit, they've gone down that path 

many, many times, and they continue on that path every 

day. That's the way they conduct themselves. And I 

can tell you, as the county's top official, it's very, 

very gratifying to have a company such as this who 

does place safety of its employees and its citizenry 

over profits. That's a very, very rare thing in the 

corporate world, ladies and gentlemen, but it goes on 

right here in Matagorda County every day. 

So, NRC, I thank you again for hosting us. 2-1 GEN 
cont. 

I'd ask, as Representative Weber did, that you would 

give strong consideration to this renewal. This is 

one that you won't ever have to back away from. These 

ladies and gentlemen are committed to excellence and 

they're going to do a very, very good job for another 

20 years should you decide to grant this renewal. 

Thank you very, very much. 

MS. SALTER: Thank you, Judge McDonald. 

Our next speaker is Bay City Mayor Mark 

Bricker. 

MAYOR BRICKER: Thank you. As mayor, I do 

not have the luxury to speak from personal opinions or 

beliefs. My priority, alone, is the City of Bay City. 

All the questions that I have evolve from the impacts 

to the city environment, jobs and finances. 
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With that being stated, STP makes it 

obvious. STP is the largest employer to the county, 

their employees stay active in numerous organizations, 

and many serve as elected officials. They have a very 

high importance to safety as well as the environment. 

Their employees set the standard for their industry. 

Just last October, STP was named one of America's 

safest companies, the first nuclear facility to ever 

be honored with that award. 

In 2008, STP started its educational 

incentive program as part of its workforce development 

efforts. It represents a $4.2 million investment that 

provides great opportunities for well-paying jobs in 

this community. For over 20 years the facility has 

3-1 SOC produced safe, reliable energy to the citizens of 

Texas, and for the past seven consecutive years, STP 

has produced more electricity than any other two-unit 

nuclear plant in the country. 

The license extension of STP will continue 

to provide jobs and economic benefits to our local 

community. STP is and will continue to be a proud 

staple of our community, and I am pleased to support 

the license extension of STP of Units 1 and 2 for an 

additional 20 years. 

Thank you. 
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MS. SALTER: Thank you, Mayor Bricker. 

Our next speaker will be Dianna Kile from 

Congressman Paul's office. 

MS. KILE: Good afternoon. On behalf of 

Congressman Paul, I am pleased to endorse the proposed 

license extension of the South Texas Project. 

The South Texas Project has been an 

integral part of the 14th Congressional District and 

the Matagorda County community for more than 20 years, 

producing clean, safe and reliable electricity to 2 

million Texans. 

At this time, Texas is the second largest 

state in the country, with more than 25 million 

residents. Along with this growth, the demand for 
4-1 GEN 

electricity has increased. With the challenges of 

climate change, Congressman Paul believes that nuclear 

energy must playa role in our state's energy future 

for decades to come. 

Congressman Paul believes that nuclear 

generation has s~gnificant environmental advantages. 

Electricity from nuclear is carbon-free, producing no 

greenhouse gases. And on behalf of Congressman Paul, 

we fully support the license extension of STP Units 1 

and 2 for an additional 20 years. 

Thank you for giving us this opportunity. 
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MS. SALTER: Thank you, Ms. Kile. 

Our next speaker is Ed Halpin,. president 

and CEO of STP, who will be followed by Carolyn 

Thames, Don Booth, and Cheryl Stewart. 

MR. HALPIN: Good afternoon, everyone, and 

thank you very much for being here this afternoon. 

Again, my name is Ed Halpin. I'm the president and 

chief executive officer of STP Nuclear Operating 

Company. 

And I wanted to thank, as well, the 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission for what you do. You do 

your job which is to provide the right oversight, and 

this is a part of the process. It's a part of the 

process of providing really independence and input 

from the public which is essential to the decision-

making process. So thank you very much. 

Let me mention that we recognize, as the 

operating company, that we have a very special trust 

that you have given us, and that's the trust of 

putting safety first, so you have our commitment. 
5-1 GEN 

We've done that for 20-plus years and you have my 

personal commitment that we'll continue to do so in 

the future, putting safety first. 

I also wanted to thank the residents of 

Matagorda County and also the leadership that's here 
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today, the local, state and ·federal leadership. We 

appreciate what you do for STP, it's been outstanding. 

Residents, we have a very special 

relationship. It's one that's gone on for almost 

three decades, past three decades, and it's one where 

you have provided your support through thick and thin, 

and we thank you for that. 

Our employees try to contribute and try to 

continue to do what they can to improve life within 

this community by serving, as the judge said, on 
5-2 SOC 

various board and providing leadership positions, and 

we're thankful that you give us that opportunity. 

I'll mention as well, some have asked me 

in the back: Why so early on this licensing process? 

There are many, many reasons for why we're doing this 

now. One is predictability and stability. I would 

just mention the fact that Texas has got over 25 

million people as a part of it, every day it grows by 

a thousand-plus, so from an energy 5-3 EE 

stability/predictability standpoint, it is essential 

that we have it when it comes to electricity. And one 

only has to look at some of the blackouts that 

occurred in February and then look really towards the 

Middle East to appreciate stability. 

STP has been stable, we have been 
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predictable and we've been safe. When you take a look 

at our track record, really over the last 20 years, 

and more specifically over the last seven years, STP 

Units 1 and 2 have led the nation in total generation 

of electricity of any two-unit plant. And I'll point 

out that we've led the world for the last five years 

in total generation of any two-unit plant or 

equivalent, throughout the world, and STP Units 1 and 

2 are not the largest. 

5-4EEWe also, from a cost standpoint, actually 

have had some performance that's been outstanding for 

the last 20 years, but last year in 2010 we were the 

fourth lowest producer in the nation, and all of this 

is with putting safety first. It is all because we 

have outstanding employees who do the right things 

constantly from a human performance standpoint, it's 

because we've invested in our equipment reliability, 

and as well, it's because we do put safety first. 

And finally, we couldn't do this without 

the support of this community which has been topnotch. 

So again, we thank you for that support, you have our 

commitment, and we appreciate you. Thank you. 

MS. SALTER: Thank you, Mr. Halpin. 

So next we have carolyn Thames, followed 

by Don Booth, Cheryl Stewart, and then David Dunham. 
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I want to share with you my perception of 

the operation of the South Texas Project Nuclear 

Operat ing Company. I work with, worship wi th and know 

the employees of this nuclear plant. I trust their 

work and their judgment in running one of the best 

nuclear plants in the United States. I wasn't born 6-1 GEN 

here; my family chose to live and work here. Our 

nuclear plant has operated here safely for over 25 

years and we feel very safe with STP providing 

reliable power to our state. 

During the record low temperatures when 

there were problems in Texas with other sources of 

power, our local plant didn't have any problems 

keeping the power generating for Texans. 

The culture of continuing improvement for 

all aspects of power generation overflows in the 
6-2 SOC 

community. STP's contributions to our local 

charities, our chambers of commerce and civic groups 

provide the commitment to our future and our joint 

success. They give both time and money to make sure 

Matagorda County is the best in all of Texas. 

I support your efforts and the efforts of 

STP in extending the operation license for both Units 

1 and 2. 

Again, thank· you for being here in 
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Matagorda County and your efforts in keeping us safe. 

Any further information you would like for me to 

provide you, as an elected representative of the 

citizens of Bay City, please feel free to contact me. 

Thank you. 

MS. SALTER: Thank you, Ms. Thames. 

Our next speaker is Don Booth so I call 

him to come up. And then he will be followed by 

Cheryl Stewart, David Dunham and OWen Bludau. Hope I 

said that right. 

MR. BOOTH: Good afternoon. I'm Don 

Booth. I'm the director of organizing and marketing 

for Pipefitters Local 211, and from 1984 to 1989 I was 

a worker on STP Units 1 and 2. I was a pipefitter for 

Ebasco, I was a foreman and a general foreman. I know 

the pride we built those units with and the safety we 

built into them, and I know the seriousness that STP 

has taken with its environmental impact. 
7-1 GEN 

And as a representative of Pipefitters 

Local 211 of 3,000 members, many of which live in the 

surrounding communities, we strongly support the 

renewal of Units 1 and 2. Thank you. 

MS. SALTER: Thank you, Mr. Booth. 

I know invite Cheryl Stewart up to the 

podium. And Ms. Stewart will be followed by David 
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Dunham, Owen Bludau and Kesha Rogers. 

MS. STEWART: My name is Cheryl Stewart, 

and I'm on the Bay City Community Development 

Corporation Board and also the Historic Commission, 

and I'm here today to inform you of the many ways that 

I have personally seen STP impact our community in a 

positive way. 

STP contributed $100,000 to the Center for 

Energy Development and currently provides staffing to 

train our community's young adults. STP employees 

have been strong leaders in our strategic planning for 

the future of this community with our Bay City 

Matagorda United Plan. STP employees have also 

invested in the renovation of our historic downtown 
8·1 SOC 

district and its beautification efforts. I have also 

served with STP employees on various community boards 

and have witnessed firsthand their dedication, their 

desire to be good neighbors, and their commitment to 

our community. 

I am sure that our community would 

experience a huge loss without the involvement and 

support of STP. They have set the bar for what a good 

corporate partner should be, and I fully support the 

license renewal of Units 1 and 2 for an additional 20 

years. Thank you. 
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be overemphasized. . My employer is an educational 

partner with STP and their contribution to the 'future 

of our community through support of education is 

unprecedented in my 20 years of higher education 

experience. 

In my opinion, for the NRC a look at the 

record of positives associated with the safe operation 

of the South Texas Project, through its long 

established operating history, should be the greatest 

supporting factor in consideration of the extension of 

their operating license. Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Dunham. 

Next we'll have Owen Bludau, Kesha Rogers 

and James Lovett, followed by D.C. Dunham. 

MR. BLUDAU: Good afternoon. I'm Owen 

Bludau, executive director of the Matagorda County 

Economic Development Corporation. 

On behalf of the Matagorda County Economic 

Development Corporation, I want to say that we 

strongly support the renewal of the license for 

operations of the South Texas Project Nuclear 

operating Company for Units 1 and 2. 

STP personifies the best type of economic 

development project that a community could want. It's 

created a large number of jobs that have been filled 
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with highly educated a~~ ~~ghly skilled workers. It 

pays wages far above the county average. It's greatly 

enhanced the tax base of Matagorda County and to the 

taxing entities in whose location it is situation. It 

makes significant annual financial contributions to 

civic, educational and promotional programs 

benefitting all of the county. It has created and 

funded a major grow-your-own technical education 

program, providing good career opportunities for all 

of our local youth. Its employee and their families 

are extensively involved in all aspects of our 

community and political life, and by so doing, they 

make Matagorda county a much better place in which to 

live for all the rest of us. 

STP's focus on emergency management 

planning and training have greatly enhanced the 

preparations of our emergency responders to address 

other types of natural disasters such as hurricanes, 

tornadoes, pipeline explosions, floods, et cetera. We 

are much better prepared to address such situations as 

10-1 SOC 
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a result of participating with STP Units 1 and 2 in 

their emergency preparedness plans and training. 

As you are aware, STP is seeking a I 
construction and operating permit for proposed Units 

10-3 GEN 
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this expansion. We would not be so wholeheartedly 

behind the expansion if Units 1 and 2 did not have 

such an outstanding and performance record. The 

uncertainty 	factor that was here before Units 1 and 2 

began operations have been replaced with wholehearted 

support by proven performance, management and 

operations. 

Matagorda County is pro-nuclear. We fully 

expect that an extension of the operating permit for 

Units 1 and 2 will continue STP's outstanding 

performance, reliability and reputation. 

Last week I 	 received my copy of the final 

EIS statement for Units 3 and 4. It was thoroughly 

done, very comprehensive. I read many sections of it, 

and I know that the EIS for Units 1 and 2 renewal will 

be as thorough and as complete. 

On behalf of the MCEDC, Matagorda County 

Economic Development Corporation, I strongly support 

the expansion of the permit for Operating Units 1 and 

2. 	 Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Bludau. 

As Kesha Rogers is approaching, I'd just 

like to remind you if anyone else would like to make 

a comment to please fill out a yellow card and bring 

it up to Susan or I. And Ms. Rogers will be followed 
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by James Lovett, D.C. Dunham, and Willie Rollins. 

MS. ROGERS: Thank you very much for 

having me here for comments. My name is Kesha Rogers. 

I'm actually a congressional candidate for the 22nd 

Congressional District. I ran in the 2010 elections 

and I also am an advocate for the LaRouche Political 

Action Committee. 

And I'm here today because I have been a 

strong proponent and advocate of a renaissance in 

nuclear power and development, and I, along with a 

team of six congressional candidates running 

nationally, are proposing not only for the advocacy of 

the South Texas Nuclear Plant but also for the 

development of a nuclear renaissance throughout the 

nation and throughout the world. 

And as many people may know, if you're 

familiar with the advocacy of Mr. LaRouche, he has 

been a proponent of fusion energy technology for quite 

some time, and this has been my collaboration over the 

years. And as I said, I'm not just here to advocate 

11-1 GEN
for the South Texas plant and the project here, but 

also for a renaissance in nuclear technology and 

fusion energy throughout the country. 

And this must be the wave of the future 

and it is the only means of addressing what we face 
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now as a total economic breakdown crisis in our 

economy. As inflation continues, as you see more and 

more people left without food, as speculation on food, 

looking at what's happening with our water resources, 

it is imperative that not only are we addressing the 

needs for advancements in nuclear fusion technology 

here but across the planet. 

What I'd like to say is in addressing this 

global crisis, it is important to realize that there 

is going to be no economic recovery worldwide without 

the commitment on the part of the United States to the 

development of nuclear power and fusion research. 

Nuclear energy offers a higher energy flux-density and 

is currently the most efficient than any other power 

mastered by man. 

As a part of the advocacy for a total 

renaissance in nuclear, I have been a proponent and 

actively working for the implementation of the North 

American Water and Power Alliance. It is a large 

scale bioengineering project which calls for somewhere 

between 169 million acre feet of water directed from 

Alaska through Canada, with development of tunnels, 

pumps, lifts, canals, and the sawtooth lift function 

of this project will require about 26 gigawatts of 

power and will require about 30-plus or so nuclear 
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stations to be operable. We could use the 400 

megawatts model of nuclear plants such as the GE prism 

model. 

This North American Water and Power 

Alliance is the vision for the future of mankind, it 

is a means for solving the long-term needs for mankind 

for the next 50 years plus in water and resource 

development. This is also going to pave the way for 

the development and extraterrestrial imperative for 

space colonization. 

And what I'd like to do is also to add to 

the records my support for this proj ect and 

advancements in nuclear projects throughout the 

country, throughout the planet is a documentation that 

was drafted by Nuclear Engineer DeWitt Moss entitled 

"The sawtooth Lift Nuclear Power Design" and also an 

overview of the North American Water and Power 

Alliance Project. Thank you very much. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Ms. Rogers. 

Next we'll have James Lovett, followed by 

D.C. Dunham, Willie Rogers, and our final registered 

speaker so far is Ian Overton. 

MR. LOVETT: My name is James Lovett. 

I've been retired for quite some years, but in my day 

I had over 40 years in the nuclear energy industry, 
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including the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission, a nuclear 

fuel fabricator -- not the reactors but the 

fabricator -- and 17 years with the International 

Atomic Energy Agency. 

I think that to the long litany of support 

for the reactors, about the only thing I can add is to 

just spend one minute on information that I got from 

other nations. I saw a statistic just today. The 

U. S. has fewer than 25 percent of the operat ing 

nuclear reactors in the world, we have fewer than 25 

percent of the proposed or under construction reactors 

for the next few years. We need more nuclear energy. 

Several nations have nuclear energy 

policies. These policies are all variations on one 

theme: one, oil is not a dependable source of energy, 

it can be interrupted at any time and it is not 

feasible to store more than a few months worth of 

reserve supply; two, nuclear energy is the only source 

of energy, other than wind and solar -- which I hope 

come along in the future but at the present have to be 

considered in the development stage -- nuclear energy 

is the only source of energy that can produce large 

quantities of energy without dumping large quantities 

of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere. 

Yes, the natural gas plant is better than 
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the coal plant and I'm not particularly in favor of a 

coal plant in Matagorda County, but natural gas is 

contributing to global warming and we cannot afford to 

build any more of it than we have to. 

I'm a strong supporter of nuclear energy, 

I'm a strong supporter of renewing these, in due 

course I will be a strong supporter of Units 3 and 4. 

Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Lovett. 

Next we have D.C. Dunham, followed by 

Willie Rollins and Ian OVerton. 

MS. DUNHAM: Good afternoon. I'm D.C. 

Dunham. I'm the executive director for Bay City 

Community Development Corporation. 

And have you ever wondered what Bay City 

and Matagorda County would be like if we didn't have 

South Texas Nuclear Operating Company here? There 

isn't a day that goes by that we don't run into or 

communicate with STP employees. They're involved 

throughout our community, and I really have a hard 

time imagining what it would be like here without them 

because they're such a huge asset to our community. 

And of course, we love to show off our 

assets, and I'm proud to say that every time I meet 

someone I always talk about we're the home of a 
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nuclear power plant, because I'm just really proud of 

that. And because of that, I've also invited all of 

our surrounding economic development associates to 

come and visit STP because I want them to see the high 

level of security and safety that they operate in 

every day. And I've got them actually scheduled next 

month, so Mr. Halpin, hopefully you can stop by and 

say hello. 

But as an economic developer and resident 

of Matagorda County, I'm very thankful to have such a 

great asset in our community, and they will not only 

have a positive impact but an excellent impact on our 

taxes, communi ty development and our environmental 

justice. Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Ms. Dunham. 

Next we'll have Willie Rollins, followed 

by our final speaker, Ian OVerton. 

MR. ROLLINS: Hello. My name is Willie 

Rollins. I'm a private citizen. 

I don't have a lot of knowledge on 

technical skills about nuclear energy, so I'm just 

going to limit my comments to the social environmental 

impact that STP has had on this community. 

Matagorda County, like many rural 

communities, over the years has suffered from brain 
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drain where your best and your brightest tend to leave 

and seek their fortunes other places. Well, STP has 

helped to reverse that trend in Matagorda County. Not 

only does it provide great paying jobs for our youth 

that even go off to college and return to become 

productive citizens in this community, they have 

reduced the amount of exodus of kids leaving this 

community in the first place with the creation of the 

Center for Energy Development where we can now grow 

our own. 

The social environmental impact of that, 

just in and of itself, has been tremendous. If we 

were to track the intellectual scale of Matagorda 

County within the last 20 years, you can begin to see 

that if you start off with the census of 2000, the 

number of high school graduated individuals in 

Matagorda County represented about one-third, another 

group of individuals that did not have a high school 

diploma represented another third. So effectively, 

basically two-thirds of the population of Matagorda 

County had a high school diploma or less. 

If you begin to look at the recent trend 

since the South Texas Project has been in this 

community, you can see that trend reversing and the 

numbers of educated citizens of this community going 
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When I returned to Matagorda County 

several years ago, I became actively involved in a lot 

of the nonprofit organizations. The premier nonprofit 

organization for this community was United Way, but at 

that time, unfortunately, United Way was under poor 

leadership and dysfunctional. 

Thanks to the leadership of two employees 

from STP, one by the name of Gerald Wilson, another by 

the name of Chris Johnson, who took the leadership of 

the United Way and made it the organization that it is 

today that's supporting over 30 other non-profit 

organizations in this community, there are others that 

could talk more eloquently about the economic impact 

of STP, but the ancillary benefit of its employees 

serving on nonprofit boards, and not to mention our 

faith-based communities through their tithes, their 

offerings that support churches and other community-

based organizations, that contribution is almost 

immeasurable. 

So that, for me, is the state of the 

environmental impact as it relates to the social 

community in Matagorda County_ And I thank you all 

for this opportunity to give those expressions_ 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Rollins. 
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I'd like call up the final speaker, Ian 

Overton. And if we've missed anyone, please fill out 

a yellow card and pass it to Susan or I. 

MR. OVERTON: Hello. My name is Ian 

Overton and I'm an organizer with the LaRouche 

Political Action Committee, and I wanted to come out 

and show my support for STP. 

And I think that it's probably best, when 

talking about the environmental benefits of nuclear 

power, to compare it with the environmental problems 

that other forms of power offer. So for example, the 

amount of energy in one pellet of uranium, about the 

size of my fingernail here, is equivalent in energy to 

about 30 barrels of oil or 6.15 tons of coal, or 23

1/2 tons of dry wood. 

When you start going into other examples 

of energy, such as wind or solar, the amount of return 

gets even worse because the amount of radiant heat 

coming down from the sun is only about 200 watts per 

square meter, and the amount of land area and the cost 

of building and maintaining solar panels or windmills 

is far, far greater than the actual benefit you get 

from them, not to mention that windmills kill birds by 

the dozen and solar panels, with their polarized 

lights, kill insects by the countless numbers. 
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So what we have to deal with is actually 

the most important thing we have to be looking at when 

we're talking about nuclear power and the necessity of 

expanding our nuclear industry is that the way in 

which we're going to be able to CIeate resources in 

the future. You only get enough heat density in a 

given area through nuclear power to do things like 

create fresh drinking water, or distill medical 

isotopes, or other things that civilized society 

depends upon to create a dignified standard of living 

for all of its population. 

Therefore, one of the most dangerous 

environmental impacts is the political agenda against 

nuclear power which, in effect, is also against 

humanity because humanity needs to progress in the 

direction of increasing the productive powers of labor 

and the productive work of society overall - - which is 

something that STP contributes to, as you've heard, as 

nuclear power contributes to overall. 

And I think that the nuclear station here, 

given the opportunity, will be a very happy 

contributor to eventually realizing 6,000 gigawatts of 

nuclear electricity which is about what's going to be 

needed to bring the world up to a living standard that 

is actually acceptable for a species such as ours. 
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This concludes my presentation and I will 

now turn it over to our meeting facilitator. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Michelle. 

At this point we'll open the floor to 

questions on the process, and I'll come out with a 

microphone if there are any. Just raise your hands. 

Do you have a question? Please state your 

name and affiliation, if any, before your question. 

MR. CORDER: Good afternoon. My name is 

John Corder, 313 County Road 912 in Brazoria County. 

I'm proud to say that I worked on STP 1 and 2 for five 

years. 

My concern is something that affected me 

personally that I identified some concerns that I had 

as time went on, and through the process of the United 

States Labor Commission I was able to settle my 

complaints inasmuch as I was not told ever whatever 

happened to the results of my complaints. 

I'm here tonight to offer to the STP, not 

only 1 and 2 but 3 and 4, to please make public - - and 

I've worked with the administration of both 1 and 2 

and 3 and 4 to make public inasmuch as they could 

put it into the Bay City Library. 

Here's the facts, if you're any of these 

people here - excuse me a minute to get it correct -
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if you're an employee, a contractor, a vendor, 

personnel or a visitor reporting safety-related or 

quality concerns, what I'm saying is that whatever 

those concerns are should be made public, put in a 

public place. 

The pressure on individuals to report 

something is great when they fear if they're working 

that they'll be terminated, or maybe they go ahead and 

get terminated or choose another job, what happens to 

the concern that they have identified. 

We have in this policy of STP that they'll 

take care of it and NRC will, and I'm sure their 

intent is very good. What we the people need to know 

is that whatever that concern was should be 

identified. That is only part of it. What is the 

resolution to that concern, and thirdly, whatever 

happened to the culmination that that concern was 

adequately identified. Even if the person wanted to 

be anonymous, it's still important publicly regarding 

what emphasis it has to the NRC or to the project, 

it's important to the public. 

We're here tonight to understand that the 

NRC and the STP are interested in continuing their 

license. I agree with that. I agree also that in 

that process their policy should be changed in words 
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that would say that we, STP, will identify to the, for 

example, Bay City Library, will put in the concerns 

that are presented to them so that the public will 

have access to know what they were, what the 

resolution was, and if it in fact was completed. 

Thank you very much. 

MS. SALTER: Thank you, Mr. Corder. And 

I believe we have some information on, it sounds like, 

maybe possibly an allegation. We'll follow up with 

that and get back with you on that. 

Does anyone have any questions on the 

process before we move into the comment period for the 

review, for the license renewal review, environmental 

evaluation? 

(No response.) 

MS. RIVERA: Okay. So with that, we are 

going to enter into the comment period. Again, if you 

would like to make a comment and you have not filled 

out a yellow card, it's not too late. You can get one 

in the back and bring it to me and we'll add you to 

the list. 

I'm going to turn it back to Alison. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you. 

First up, we're going to have Matagorda 

County Judge Nate McDonald, and on deck we'll have 
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Mitch Thames, Tim Powell and Ken Head. 

JUDGE McDONALD: Good evening. My name is 

Nate McDonald. I'm the county judge from Matagorda 

County, and I want to thank the NRC for hosting this 

event tonight to give all of you a voice in the 

process. That's the way America was promulgated in 

the beginning, and that's the way it should be and 

always shall be, we hope, and we thank you all for 

making that available to us tonight. 

Ladies and gen'tlemen, by its very 

definition, an electric generating station is designed 

to churn out power seven days a week, 24 hours a day, 

and hopefully 365 days a year, unless, of course, you 

have those unforeseen events that come along from time 

to time. 

Just last month we had one of those 

unforeseen events right here in this county and in 

many, many parts of the State of Texas. Many, many of 

the electric generating stations in the state did a 

fine job; many, many of them fell offline. I can tell 

you, though, from firsthand knowledge that one of 

those stations that didn't go offline and that did do 

a very, very good job was right here in Matagorda 

County. We had two units of nuclear that operated 

completely right through every outage that was in this 
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cold snap that we had, and not only that, but did it 

in a safe and reliable manner with no reportable 

injuries, the whole thing. You know, that in itself 

is plenty to keep this station running for another 20 

years. 

If we start down the path of all the other 

ancillary things that this plant has for Matagorda 

County, it's going to take a heck of al to more than 

the three to five minutes that I have, so I'm not 

going to start down that path. But what I will tell 

you and what I do know from firsthand observation is 

that this plant is committed to the safety and the 

well-being of the citizens of Matagorda County, to 

their employees, and that's what they practice first 

and foremost is safety, and they do that oftentimes at 

the expense of profits. 

And I can tell you that's a very, very 

refreshing take on a business model because you don't 

see that much in corporate America these days, ladies 

and gentlemen. But we see that and we have that right 

here in Matagorda County, and all the while having 

promulgated and carried out that culture of excellence 

that they practice. They've developed a very good 

business model that does allow them to produce and 

does allow them to lead the nation, and even the 
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world, in safe and reliable electric generation. 

So that, in a nutshell, for me is what's 

the very most important thing about consideration for 

this renewal that we're talking about tonight. 

I hope that the NRC will smile favorably 

upon this plant's request and I'd hope that you would 

grant it. And if there's ever anything that I or my 

office or any of the commissioners that serve on the 

court with me can answer for you, I'd hope that you 

would call us and ask those questions of us and give 

us the chance to answer those for you. 

We do appreciate you all being here this 

evening, we do appreciate STP's confidence in us, and 

we especially appreciate STP's willingness to grow out 

their legacy for the county by another 20 years in 

filing this application. 

So thank you all very, very much again, 

NRC, for allowing us to comment tonight. Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Judge McDonald. 

Next we have Mitch Thames, followed by Tim 

Powell, Ken Head and Mike Bolin. 

MR. THAMES: And again, thank you. I also 

want to echo the Judge's comments. NRC, thank you so 

much for corning down to Matagorda County, and as an 

official welcome, we certainly do appreciate you. 
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I want to touch on two aspects of the 

review. One is going to be the environmental aspect. 

It's very important when you talk about Matagorda 

County·- and I'll do just a little bit of a 

commercial - we have a very, very sensitive area in 

that we have the freshwater from our Colorado River, 

two bays, estuaries, as well as the Gulf of Mexico. 

We are the North American Christmas bird count winner 

about eleven out of the last twelve years. It was 

foggy one morning and we missed some of those birds. 

But as you see that as we've got such a 

great ecological area here the whole time Units 1 and 

2 have been operating. So we're very, very proud of 

the fact that the South Texas Nuclear Operating 

Company, with Units 1 and 2, continues to operate in 

a strong fashion while our environment is protected. 

The second is from more of a behind-the

scenes type of safety aspect. The Judge has seen fit 

to have me as one of the PIOs , publ ic information 

officers, for the county during a lot of our STP 

drills, many of which you grade us on every aspect of 

it. We're very proud of the fact that we set the 

standard, I think, in the nation, and that's some of 

the feedback we've gotten from the NRC. 

I have been allowed to have information 
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opened up, as the county's PIO. There's never been a 

piece of information that's been withheld as we go 

through drills, as situations were faced. We're also 

educated from a county standpoint, knowing exactly 

what's going on at the plant in case something should 

ever happen. It is important for us to be able to 

stand up and speak to the media, but more importantly, 

as you know, we're speaking to the citi zens of 

Matagorda County and keeping them safe. 

So on both aspects it's a five-star rating. 

We certainly do appreciate you being here, 

and we thank you so much. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Thames. 

Next we'll have Tim Powell, followed by 

Ken Head and Mike Bolin. And as you start your 

comments, if you could introduce yourself and give 

your affiliation, if any, please. 

MR. POWELL: Thank you very much. I'm Tim 

Powell. I'm the vice president of Technical Support 

and Oversight for the South Texas Project, and the 

license renewal comes under my area. 

Do appreciate the Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission coming down and supporting this public 

forum. It is extremely important, the public input in 

this process, because it helps us become a better 
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station with the more input that we get. 

I really would like to thank the residents 

of the local communities and the leaders that have 

come out to provide input. We couldn't do it without 

you and we appreciate your support and your comments. 

I would also just like to state that over 

the last seven years we have had the top two-unit 

producing power plant in the United States, and over 

the last five years the top two-unit producer in the 

world. We accomplished that by focusing on safety 

first. Nuclear safety is our number one priority and 

something that we hold very dear, and we continuously 

focus on it. 

Our employees are active in the community. 

I think we are an excellent corporate citizen, and we 

look forward to doing that all the way to 2047 and 

2048. We look forward to serving Matagorda County 

through the production of safe, clean, carbon-free 

electricity over those extra 20 years. Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Powell. 

Next we have Ken Head, followed by Mike 

Bolin. 

MR. KEN HEAD: Thank you. My name is Ken 

Head. I'm a small business owner here in Matagorda 

County. 
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And first of all, I'd like to thank the 

NRC for coming down today. We really appreciate your 

concern over our environment, as well as our community 

leaders here in Matagorda County. 

I'd like to express it's necessary for the 

continued growth of our county for you to issue the 

20-year continuation of STP. STP employees are some 

of my top customers and they're the ones that keep our 

community afloat, as well as our small businesses, our 

hotels, our food eateries, everywhere else. I would 

imagine you're staying at some of those fine utilities 

this evening. 

As a long-time resident of Bay City, I've 

seen the good, the bad and the ugly of STP, and good 

thing I've never seen any bad or ugly, everything I've 

seen has been pretty good. And I appreciate the 

leadership out there that I see sitting around this 

room that has made that happen. 

What should you focus on? Obviously, our 

environmental concerns are a huge part of this. I'm 

the Convention and Visitors Bureau and one of our main 

20-1 GEN 

20-2 SOC 

focuses is bringing tourists down to Matagorda County 

to see what we have to offer. Good thing one 
of our I 

sights to see is STP, as well as all around STP we 
20-3 ECO 

have tons of fishing, birding, we have farmlands and 
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everything else, and from what I've seen, there have 

been no concerns with those at all, as I grew up 

fishing right below STP on the Colorado River. And I 

would like to thank STP for providing that to me, 

providing the safe waters and the safe grounds for me 

to do that on. 

As well, it is my opinion that if the 

renewal should be given to STP, I think the highly 

qualified organization out there will continue working 

on 1 and 2 as they cont inue to bui ld 3 and 4, and I 

think you ought to take that into accountability that 

with the 3 and 4 coming on that they can continue to 

operate 1 and 2 successfully. 

Thank you so much. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Head. 

Next we'll have Mr. Bolin, and if anyone 

else would like to register to speak, just fill out a 

yellow card. 

MR. BOLIN: Thank you. My name is Mike 

Bolin, and I'm a partner with John White in a small 

general contracting firm local to Bay City. 

There's not much else to say after Ken 

Head covered the waterfront, and I agree with 

everything that he said. And I'd also like to, for 

the record, say that I am absolutely for the 
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continuation of such a good neighbor and a good 

employer, just a good citizen. Our hopes are that it 

will continue and that we're for it, and we just wish 

we had more employers like you in this county. 

Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: I have a yellow card now for 

Mr. Corder. Did you have additional comments that you 

wanted to come up and make? 

As he's approaching, I'll say that on deck 

is Casey Kile, Robert Singleton, Karen Hadden, and 

Bobby Head. 

MR. CORDER: My name is John Corder, 313 

County Road 912, Brazoria County. It's a pleasure to 

be here tonight. 

As I said earlier, I had the pleasure of 

working on 1 and 2 for about five years. I've also 

had the experience of overseeing quality control for 

the company I've worked for for about 30 years in 

quality control, and I've been personally on five 

nuclear plants. This has been one of them. 

To more elaborate on what I just said, my 

concern is having worked with the STP present 

administration and the Units 3 and 4, I'm really not 

satisfied that they had the openness that I expected 

when it come to personnel for the individual workers 
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or those that are here in these categories that I 

mentioned. 

I would admonish all of us to always keep 

tabs on the installation itself, feel free that you 

can ask questions and if there's any questions that 

ever come from a worker. It is very difficult for a 

lot of people to identify a problem. They feel 

threatened by it, and frankly, that is a real concern, 

been there. 

So I'm hoping that in the renewal -- andl 

I wish that the plants get renewed, I'm not going to 

say about nuclear not being safe, et cetera -- I am 

only saying that I am hoping that we have more of an 

openness with the community or for those that have any 

questions about the safety or any concern, whether it 

be for personnel protection, plant safety or for the 

administration of how they do their policies. 

I was working with 1 and 2 and 3 and 4 on 

those policies they have which said about the 

openness, and that's what I said is that I hope that 

we can have, like the person said before, it will be 

in the library, but really I want the concerns to be 

there so that we can look at them and get them 

resolved. 

And I wish STP good luck. 

(202) 234-4433 
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MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Corder. 

Next we'll have Casey Kile, followed by 

Robert Singleton, Karen Hadden and Bobby Head. 

MR. KILE: My name is Casey Kile. I'm the 

president of Bay City Babe Ruth here in Bay City. 

And I'd just like to say that, on behalf 

of Babe Ruth, we're very grateful for everything STP 

does for us as an organization. They're a major 

sponsor in all of our events. Over the last ten years 

we've hosted four regional tournaments and eleven or 

twelve state tournaments, and without STP's support, 

we would never have been able to participate in those 

tournaments or even host those tournaments. 

On the economic standpoint Mr. Head said, 

earlier last year we hosted a regional tournament. We 

had five states corne to visit Bay City, over 400 

visitors in town, over 100,000 new dollars just last 

year, and without STP supporting that, we wouldn't 

have been able to host that tournament. So we'd like 

to thank them. 

Not only do they help us monetarily with 

our tournaments, but their employees also volunteer 

with us, and we'd like to thank them for their 

employees and letting them volunteer. 

Over the last ten years, like I said, 
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we've hosted about 15 tournaments and probably half a 

million new dollars in Matagorda County over the last 

ten years. 

So if you wouldn't mind, Bay City Babe 

Ruth and all the youth are in great favor of renewing 

STP for their license. Thank you very much. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Kile. 

Next we'll have Robert Singleton, followed 

by Karen Hadden, and finally, Bobby Head. And if 

anyone else is interested in speaking, just please fil 

out a yellow card and bring it up to Susan or I. 

MR. SINGLETON: Hi. My name is Robert 

Singleton. I'm from Austin and I'm representing 

public citizen at this event. 

You may ask why I'd want to come down from 

Austin to talk to you. Well, Austin is a 16 percent 

partner in Unit 1 and Unit 2, and if you look back 

over the history of the project, we've got a lot less 

reason to celebrate this plant than maybe some people 

who live here do. I'm not going to talk a lot about 

jobs but I'm going to wrap up with that tonight. 

But Austin's experience with 1 and 2 was 

a nightmare. We had it thrust upon us by politicians 

who were determined to continue to take public votes 

until we bought a share of the plant. We tried to get 
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out of the plant at one point, tried to sell our 16 

percent share, and can't. 

The problem was at its worst in the '90s 

when 42 cents out of every dollar that we paid on a 

utility bill was going for debt service at NRG. For 

our 16 percent share, we were paying almost half of 

our utility bill for debt service on the project. 

I want to talk mainly about safety 

tonight. And I know that when you're living here, the 

plant is just something that's always been there, but 

my thinking about safety at nuclear power plants is 

sort of: Yeah, they've got redundant safety systems 

because there are redundant dangers. The analogy I 

like to think of is if I'm walking through a 

construction site wearing a hard hat and a brick falls 

six stories and bounces off my helmet, my first 

thought is not thank God the helmet worked, my thought 

is who dropped the brick. 

If you want to know what's going on with 

nuclear power plants and you support this plant, I'm 

going to challenge you to do one thing, and that is 

tomorrow morning go to the NRC website, www.nrg.gov, 

and cliCk on event reports and click on current 

events. If you do this for a couple of days a week, 

you're going to be convinced that nuclear power plants 
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routinely have near misses that could have 

catastrophic results. 

Nuclear power is the only form of energy 

generation that has the potential for killing 

thousands of people in one single event. I mean, if 

you're investing in wind, what's the worst that can 

happen? You have a catastrophic accident, you don't 

generate power and maybe some sheep were 

inconvenienced. Nuclear power has the capacity to 

kill people, it's a dangerous technology. All you 

have to do is look at Chernobyl and Three Mile Island. 

How many of you have ever heard of SLl? 

It was an experimental reactor in Idaho that in the 

early '60s had a fatal accident. There was one 

gentleman that was actually pinned to the ceiling of 

the containment building by a rod when there was a 

steam explosion in the plant. It impaled him to the 

ceiling stuck on a control rod. 

Nuclear power can and has caused human 

fatalities. Read about Chernobyl. I know that NRG is 

going to say well, new reactors are safer, but they're 

saying this in a way that causes me to ask this 

question. When they're talking to you about 3 and 4, 

they say these plants are newer and safer, or safer 

and more advanced than the old plants. Well, they're 
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also arguing for extending the life of the old plants 

which had a limit on their life in the first place for 

a reason: we didn't know how long you could run a 

nuclear power plant; we still don't. 

Turkey Point in Florida, they had to 

replace the steam generators in the plant, and to 

replace a steam generator you have to cut a hole in 

the containment building, you have to take the 

generator out and put the new one in. Well, what they 

found was that the cement inside the containment 

building had degraded over the last 20 years, there 

were immense cracks that ran through the inside of the 

structure. 

And that is what happens when you extend 

the life of a nuclear plant. These things were 

designed to have a limited life for a reason. They're 

not going to safe forever. 

Nuclear power was also always intended to 

be a bridge technology. We're always going to find 

something better, and what we could do right now 

instead of re-license these is make an investment in 

renewables which could have, in terms of jobs, just as 

much of an impact as extending the life of this plant 

or building new units. 

The other thing about switching forms of 
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energy is that you can create jobs locally that are 

going to be exclusively locally. Nuclear power, a lot 

of the jobs that are generated are going to be foreign 

manufacturing jobs. The componeQts for these plants 

are built off site, they don't really generate that 

much for your local economy. 

There are new and exciting technologies 

that we could be counting on. For example, there's an 

Australian company called EnviroMission that's just 

about to open a project in Arizona. What it is is 

it's a tower, just a tower, covered around the base 

with thick plastic. What it does is it captures the 

heat of the sun, the heated air rises up a chimney and 

turns a turbine. It's basically the only moving part, 

so the turbine and then the generators from it. 

The cool thing about it is that it 

continues to generate electricity even at night 

because the head of the ground continues to make this 

temperature differential and the air continues up the 

chimney and the turbines continue to turn. 

This is the kind of thing that can be 

built and provide localized power. In West Texas, for 

example, we could build these things and not have to 

ship the power across the state. We could actually 

use it to provide energy where it's built. 
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There are alternatives, and I really think 

that there's not enough proof that a plant can be run 

longer than the time period in which the engineers 

that designed it said it was designed to be built. 

They're talking now about running some nuclear plants 

for 60 years. My question is is this because they're 

so much safer than they were thought to be originally, 

or is this because the people that run nuclear power 

plants say if we close it down we don't make any 

money; if we continue to run it, sure they'll be less 

safe than they were, but as long as they don't 

actually melt down, we're going to continue to make 

money. I think you'll find out that's what it is. 
24-4005 

And also don't let NRG give you this 

talking out of both sides of their face where they say 

the 3 and 4 are going to be better and newer, at the 

same they're talking about extending the life of what 

then could be argued are the older and the less safe 

plants. Can't have it both ways, and there are 

definitely alternatives. 

Thanks. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Singleton. 

Next we'll have Karen Hadden, followed by 

our final registered speaker, Bobby Head. 

If anybody else is interested in 
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registering, just fill out a yellow card and bring it 

to the front. Thank you. 

MS. HADDEN: Good evening. My name is 

Karen Hadden, and I'm here as executive director of 

the SEED Coalition, Sustainable Energy and Economic 

Development Coalition. 

And first I'd like to say thank you 

because we've been down here a number of times and 

we've expressed concerns about the new reactors 

proposed, but we've always been treated well in Bay 

City, and I have a huge respect for the people who 

work here and live here, and I do think you have a 

beautiful community and I do hope that tourism 

continues and grows. 

I also have concerns about the re-

licensing of reactors 1 and 2. I think there's a 

number of issues that need to be looked at carefully 

during this process and bearing worker safety in mind. 

One of them is tritium, and basically there has been 

tritium showing up in wells on the site. This needs 

to be looked into thoroughly, as well as tritium in 

the Colorado River, and documented, measured, 

carefully analyzed to see if it's safe to continue 

25-1 RAD 

down this path at this point in time. 


Another issue is control rods. There wereI25-2 OOS 
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problems when the new reactor heads were put on, the 

control rods got stuck. This is actually happening at 

many different reactors right now. And there's been 

some flaws in construction of some of the equipment 

involved. So I think during this process that there 

should be a thorough analysis of the control rods, 

their drive mechanism, and so on and so forth, and see 

if there's any problems technologically with the parts 

that are here and being used. 

I share the concerns mentioned by Robert 

Singleton about embrittlement as the plants age. 

These reactors were not designed to run forever; they 

were designed to be closing down about this time, and 

the first five years and the last five years of a 

nuclear reactor's life cycle are the ones where they 

have the most risk, and I think we should bear that in 

mind during this process and do analysis on that 

front. 

Furthermore, in 1982 there was a study 

done for the Nuclear Regulatory Commission called the 

Crack Two Study. It found that if there were an 

accident -- and they were looking at Units 1 and 2 

that there would be 18,000 early deaths. They would 

also be followed by thousands of cancers. That study 

has not been updated. The population in some of this 
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region has grown. and it needs to be looked at again 

to find out what is the reality of the situation 

today, and that needs to be compared to other ways of 

genera~ing electricity. 

There is a problem with the leaking main 

cooling reservoir which was described and documented 

in the license application for Units 3 and 4. There 

needs to be tracking of where the water is going, is 

it reaching the Gulf, where is it going, what is it 

doing. That should be part of the re-licensing study 

and analysis. 

Water use is an increasing issue. Up 

until this point, the highest use that I know of 

through researchers looking at this is 49 percent of 

the Colorado River has been used for cooling purposes, 

and I know a couple of summers ago there was a lot of 

pumping going on to refill the reservoir when it got 

kind of low. 

It's a problem for those of us in Austin. 

The Colorado River water has to serve a lot of 

purposes. Rice farmers need it; we're going to need 

it for many, many purposes, recreation, fishing on our 

end. And Lake Travis levels were at an all-time low 

several years ago. Every single dam on the whole lake 

was closed; you couldn't put a boat in. 
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And we would like to see something shift 

to where this much water was no longer required. 

Certainly you're still going to have to still cool 

spent fuel rods and so on and so forth, but it is a 

question when you look at continuing the reactors' 

life. 

A big issue is need for power. Right now 

in the legal case involving Units 3 and 4, the Atomic 

Safety and Licensing Board has agreed to hear a 

contention that is one of omission. There was a 

failure to analyze what alternatives were there in 

terms of looking at energy efficiency. Building codes 

in particular are going to be saving -- they've been 

adopted -- going to be saving some 2,200 megawatts of 

power in Texas. We need to look at whether the power 

is needed, and then we need to look at how else it 

could be generated. 

And certainly jobs are crucially important 

in every community. We realize that that's important 

here. I think it's time to look at what are the 

options in terms of transition, what other kinds of 

ways to generate electricity could occur here -- I 

think there are many and to start looking at 

training and what other options exist. 

The reactor head that's stored onsite, II 
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think as part of this process it should be looked into 

about how carefully shielded that is, is it adequate. 

Maybe it is, maybe it isn't. But I think that should 

be looked at. 

security issues continue. Just last week 

we heard about a Texas Tech student who among his 

plans was a plan to attack nuclear plants, and I think 

that needs to be looked at once again as well. 

So these and many issues should be 

addressed. It's an important decision. 

I think at this point in time it's also 

important to note that in the world of emergency 

planning that the ability to get potassium iodide 

tablets out to the public seems to have been 

overlooked. I don't see a lot of information about 

it. I think it is one approach you could take if 

there was a serious accident, and that should be 

looked at. In other places in the country potassium 

iodide tablets were actually distributed to the 

community at one point in time so that if there was an 

accident, you could take it and protect the thyroid 

from absorption of radioactive iodine. 

I don't see that happening here, nor do I 

see information publicized about that option. You can 

buy them online, but I don't see anybody even telling 
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people about that. 

So I think that we will also be submitting 

written comments. There's other concerns that we 

have. We'll be looking more in-depth. A lot of 

issues need to be fully explored, and we look forward 

to communicating with you further on that front. 

Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Ms. Hadden. 

Next we'll have Bobby Head. 

MR. BOBBY HEAD: I'm last but I'm going to 

try to be a little bit quick. I think you know I can 

be a little bit long-winded, most of you guys. 

First off, I'd like to say I'm Bobby Head, 

a third-generation Matagorda County resident. Love it 

here. There's no place like Matagorda County. 

To back up a few years and tell you things 

that I've witnessed, back 30 years ago when we were 

talking about the plant, there was a group of people 

that decided they were going to protest it. They were 

from Austin, Boston, Houston, San Francisco, and they 

rented buses and they came down here, and they put it 26-1 GEN 

in the newspaper that they had a thousand balloons 

that they were going to release into the atmosphere, 

and that's what would happen if they had a meltdown, 

this nuclear waste would go like this. 
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Well, it just so happened that some people 

from Bay City went out there. As I understand, there 

was one lady who took her three children out there to 

see the balloons. And it went into the newspaper that 

they released the balloons, just happened to be one of 

those days that the wind was blowing north and they 

all blew out into the Gulf. 

Well, do you realize that today, what we 

know today, if we were to release a thousand balloons 

it would be much more detrimental to our environment 

than what STP has been for 30 years. We couldn't do 

that. We would make national news if you said we're 

going to release a thousand balloons, especially in a 

place where the number one in the nation bird count is 

I'm in a unique position. I'm going to 

change subjects a little bit. I'm in a unique 

position, I've worked at STP, I've worked outages out 

there. I'm one of the few guys, I guess, that's only 

worked four outages I haven't worked the last 

couple - but I have been from the very top of the 

dome to what's the room at the very bottom 

underneath the rods -- number 1. I've been there. 

And I will tell you one thing, of all the 

things I've done in my life, worked in the oil 

industry, worked on drilling rigs, worked at Dow 
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Chemical Company, I have never ever even come close to 

the safety that I felt at STP. I'm telling you they 

spend more time working on safety than anything else. 

I've never felt one bit -- and not too many people go 

to room number 1. 

And it's kind of funny you go way up in 

the top and it's really, really hot, and you go way 

down in the bottom and it's really, really cold, but 

they call that the hottest place in the plant, room 

number 1. 

But I'm going to tell you, safety, there's 

nothing like safety at STP. I've never been involved 

in anything like that. 

To say that STP is a good neighbor, no 

way. They're an awesome neighbor. They have been an 

awesome neighbor from day one. When they first came 

here we thought, well, those were the STP guys, and 

for years, those guys out at STP, those guys out at 

STP. Well, they're not. They're out coaches, they're 

our sponsors, they're our mothers, our fathers, our 

brothers, our sisters and our grandchildren that are 

out there. They are us, they are out people. 

We love you guys. We appreciate you being 

here. We want not only Units 3 and 4, we would like 

the extension of the units there. 
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Randy Weber was here last week. He's our 

state representative. He got over in the next room 

and he said, Texas is growing by lQ.oeo people a 

month. Wow. We're outgrowing :111 the states combined. 

We're gettir.e mOre people into Texas. He says if we 

keep growing the way we are, that by 2015 we're going 

to have to have five new nuclear plants, or 16 coal 

plants, or 28 gas plants, or 3,000 windmills if the 

windmills agree to turn 24 -7-365. You know that's not 

going to happen. 

Would I like to see all of our power 

generated totally clean. Yes, I would. It's not 

realistic, not with what we have as today's knowledge. 

What else do I want to say? Just to wind 

up, I appreciate you guys coming down. If you have 

any questions of me, a guy that worked mechanical 

maintenance out there, let me know because we're the 

guys that actually go out there and turn the nuts and 

bolts and do the work, we dress in the full uniforms 

to go to the places we have to go. If you have any 

questions, feel free to ask, and we appreciate you 

guys coming down. 

Thank you. 

MS. RIVERA: Thank you, Mr. Head. 

Having received no other yellow cards, I'm 
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gOing to turn it over to Bo Pham, the branch chief. 

MS. SALTER: Oh, wait. We have another 

yellow card over here. 

MS. RIVERA: Sorry . 

MR. KOVAR: Hello. My name is Tom Kovar, 

and I'm a citizen of Bay City, a business owner, I 

have a little air conditioning business. 

And I worked at the nuclear plant for five 

years in the construction phase in the early , 80s, and 

to start with we were kind of skeptical when they were 

building the STP because there were several setbacks, 

mainly in the construction companies, not in the STP 

itself . 

But after it was finally built, we were 

pleasantly surprised for the last 20 years in how it 

operated and how safe it was, and a large part of that 

is because of the NRC and how it governs and has 

safeguards over the nuclear industry. 

You have to have electricity and you have 

to have a lot of it. I wish I could afford Austin's 

16 percent. But you have to have a lot of electricity 

nowadays because of the way the population is, and if 

you look at the last 40-50 years of power generation, 

of gas-fired plants or coal-fired plants and how 

hazardous they are to the environment and people, then 
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I think you can't help but realize how safe nuclear 

power is. The government has been using it to power 

their vehicles in the military for a long time. 

And there'S no way that you can have a 

perfect system when it's run by people and natural 

disasters. Our greatest nuclear plant in the solar 

system, the sun, has been operating for billions of 

years and it has solar flare-ups, and we've been 

fortunate that none of them have been too great to 

impact us too greatly. 

And in a smaller sense, our smaller 

nuclear reactor here has the NRC as the buffer. As 

our distance from the sun is the buffer that keeps us 

safe, well, the NRC is the buffer against any calamity 

happening at the nuclear plant. 

So I think that it's the best power 

generation -- not the best power generation because I 

know you mentioned wind and solar and the tower that 

you mentioned, and sure there's a lot better ways, 

but on the scale that we need it and the timing that 

we need it, what are you going to do? Are you going 

to turn off all the lights and say let's wait till all 

this other stuff gets developed? You can't do that. 

And so I'm pleasantly happy that the 

nuclear plant has done as well and has been as well 
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Because of the troubled history of the South TX nuclear reactors, because the systems are not designed to last 131-1 OOS 
without major, expensive rebuildlng, because the accidents (most recently in Japan) have only begun to 
lI/uslrate what major effects are possible from a failed plant, I urge the denial of the relicenslng of the STP, As 
a San Antonio resident, I value my communi1y and know that we are committed to renewables and I 31 2 A L T 
conservation, much better paths to the future on a sustainable planet. -

Kamala Platt 

I/g;~// 
,/~,r~ 0¥-/D 

:::r.J:0 C(!) 
1l 

r

"'1 ~] "'''' 
'"
• 

,.,., 
.~ .. :-. ':::.I ~.,\.oJ 

" .~ 

." .;,F' 

'- ~ ~'2j
11 -F.' --I 

0 .." ~ 
\.oJ 

6vA.1Sj: 1Sc:;t//~~~ /!:.--n'ys;/T~~U .3 

17~.:::;..#2JJ..f-t)f3 ~~rl/~ C7R7.1) 



- 1--05 


Page 1 of 1 

/Py/.flJl // 
j'JrX 0-¥-/£J 

PUBLIC SUBMISSION 
A$ of: Aprfl 01, 2011 
Raeelvecl: March 31, 2011 
Status: Pending_Post 
Tracking No. 8Oc14cGb 
Comments Due: April 01,2011 
Submlssion...!'lPe: Web 

Docket: NRC-2010-0375 
Notice of Receipt and Availability of Appllcation for Renewal of Facility Operating Ucense 

Comment On: NRC-2010-0375-0003 
STP Nuclear Operating Company; Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Conduct 
the Scoping Process for South Texas Project, Units 1 and 2 

Document: NRC-2010-0375-DRAFT -0008 
Comment on FR Doc # 2011-01904 

Submitter Information 
Name: Marion Mlotok 
Address: 

Austin, TX, 78735 

General Comment 
In light of the nuclear disaster unfolding with the Fukushima nuclear reactors and considering that the aging I 
reactors at STP are of the same design, I urge that the renewal application be rejected. The dangers from them 32-1005 
aging, their design and operator failure are potentially too great to relicense them past their current license 
expirations. Hurricanes have been getting stronger and that presents yet another danger. We have been I 32-2 HYDsuffering for many years from drought conditions here In Texas. Given the huge amount of water needed for 
normal operation and to avert nuclear catastrophe, we would be better served to use the little water we have I 32-3ALTfor agriculture and residential use. We should be investing in solar and wind and dismantling our aging reactors. 
Lastly, there is no way this can be justified as a result of the lack of safe storage for thousands and thousandS I 32-4WSTof years of the nuclear waste. Please reject the renewal applications. The danger to our citizens is too great. 

https:/lfdms.erulemaking.netlfdms-web-agency/componentlsubmitterInfoCoverPage?Call=Print&Printld... 0410112011 

https:/lfdms.erulemaking.netlfdms-web-agency/componentlsubmitterInfoCoverPage?Call=Print&Printld


- 1,..:6 


Page 1 of 1 

/I.E> /.,2r!J/I 
ft:,.?£ 6¥/Z) 

As 01: April 01, 2011 
Received: March 31, 2011 
Status: Pending_Post 
Tracking No. 60c182e2 
Comments Due: April 01. 2011 
Submission Tvpe: Web 

PUBLIC SUBMISSION 

Docket: NRC-2010-0375 
Notice of Receipt and Availability of Application for Renewal of Facility Operating Ucense 

Comment On: NRC-2010-0375-0003 
STP Nuclear Operating Company; Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact statement and Conduct 
the Scoplng Process for South Texas Project, Units 1 and 2 

DoCUl1lef'lt: NRC-2010-0375-0RAFT-0009 
Comment on FR Doc # 2011-01904 

Name: Karen Seal 
Address: 

628 County Road 5711 
La Coste, TX, 78039 

Submitter Information 
..

'1 *- N 
'.\ ~ :-.') 

~ 
~ 
~ 

@ 

::n
c: 
r 
rr 
(/ ' 

General Comment 
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serious threat to future generations as well as the current population. We have seen from the sltuatio in Japan 33-2WSTwhat a power outage can do to a nuclear power plant. 
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Docket: NRC-2010-0375 
Notice of Receipt and Availability of Application for Renewal of Facility Operating license 

Comment On: NRC-2010-037S·0003 
STP Nuclear Operating Company; Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Conduct 
the Seoping Process for South Texas Project, Units 1 and 2 

Document: NRC-20 1 0-0375-0RAFT -00 11 
Comment on FR Doc # 2011-01904 

Submitter "Information 
Name: Kassandra Levay 
Address: 

6101 Forest Timber 
San Antonio, TX, 78240 

General Comment 

Please do not approve the licensing. Nuclear waste is too dangerous. 
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PUBLIC SUBMISSION 

Docket: NRC-2010-0375 
Notice of Receipt and Availability of Application for Renewal of Facility Operating license 

Comment On: NRC-2010-037S-0003 
STP Nuclear Operating Company; Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Conduct 
the Seoplng Process for South Texas Project, Units 1 and :2 

Document: NRC-201O-D375-DRAFT-0010 
Comment on FR Doc # 2011-01904 

Submitter Information 


General Comment 
I would like to express my concerns with extending the license on these two units. This project has had a I 35-1005 
history of acddents that I tind quite disturbing. I fear that these units, which are already 20 years old, will be a 
huge safety risk to our community. There are cheaper, and renewable ways to get our power and I would love I 35-2 ALT 
to see Texas lead the way In these fields. Not continue to lead us down a dead end road with nudear power. 
Just in recent years the gulf coast has been victim to several natural disasters. let's take a lesson from the I 35-3005
plants in japan and forget this huge risk to the safety of the people of Texas. 
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From: tbscpbsc@sllddenlink.net fJlei,t.. j
Sent: Friday. AprIl 01,2011 9:20 AM 
To: Gallagher. Carol :r:1 ;~2 HI 9: 480
Subject: NRC-2010-0375 

13 
Dear Ms. Gallagher: 

PI0-'\ lIn 
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed license reneV;iJeXte~~~nfd,South Texas Nuclear 
Project Plants 1 and 2. I was living in San Antonio when this project was debated and under construction. I 
will be moving back to San Antonio in the next year to retire. I have followed the history of STP for a long time. 

I oppose extension of the licenses for these Units. 

I believe Japan's current problems demonstrates the unacceptable risks the nuclear power industry poses to 
human health and safety. Similar leakages could occur at STP. with dire consequences to surrounding 
populations. 

I believe American industry is equally prone to overstating its safety records, safety concerns. and 
competency. as JEPCO has done in this crisiS. I also know that there have been a number of serious. 
sometimes unreported, usually understated safety violations over the years at STP. 

I also know, from following WCS in Andrews, Texas, that there is no safe disposal for LLRW, and still no safe 
disposal for the high level waste fuel rods such as are melting in Japan today. 

I have heard the news reports that the leakage of plutonium and cesium is not a cause for concern. As a 
physician interested in this area, I know that this is ridiculous. I remember how much pollonium was required to 
assassinate a Russian person in the UK. 

STP was predicted to last 30 years. I agree with the UCS bathtub curve, Start up and end of life times are the 
most dangerous. We see the increased cracks and problems as they age. Yankee Nuclear should be shut 
down after all the safety violations and water contamination. There is strong likelihood STP units will be in 
similar condition. 

STP requires a large amount of cooling water to operate. critical, as seen in Japan. Texas is facing more and 
more serious water shortages, as population rises and global warming effects take place. The need for water 
for other purposes than STP will grow. STP should relinquish its water use, and shut down. 

STP does not displace C02 emissions. Other, truly renewable energy sources are much more highly 
developed now, and can replace STP. By scheduled renewal, nuclear energy will be totally unnecessary. 

Please do NOT extend the licenses for these plants. 

Sincerely, 

T. Bums. M.D. 
4009 Fox Hollow CT 
Midland, TX 79707 
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Gallagher, Carol 

From: Jolly Clark [jolly@austin.fr.comj 
Sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 3: 18 PM #~-L:t 
To: Gallagher, Carol Tl ;::,R 51 iii 3: 39
Subject: comment on Docket 10 # NRC-2010

1/3 //:4)/,/ 
Dear Ms. Ganagher. 7~rJ{ .54-/D®
Docket 10# NRC-2010-375 /1
Re-licensing of South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 

I have copied some of the facts below, but want to add my personal comments. In light of the disaster in Japan, and all of 
the other Nuke accidents and inspection complaints which are NOT publici4ed or fixed in an adequate way, to extend the 
life of these two Nukes would be height of stupidity. Remember Katrina (A Texas landfall would have been disastrous to 
the nukes) and the fact that environmental storms are increasing in their size and devastating nature, we can not aftQrd to 
take the chance of letting these opel8te for an additional 20 years. 

Do not be bought off by the Nuclear 
industry. 

Knowing banks will bet on a skunk race if they believe they can make a profit - the sub
prime crisis, credit swaps and the savings and loan debacle being prime examples - I 
am doubly dubious about backing the nuke because the major banks are refusing to 
bankroll new nukes unless the govemment gives them 100% coverage of debt When 
pirates shy away from fleecing the public for lucrative profits, you just know it is a 'pig in 
the poke", 

James Jolly Clark. 

FACTS 

These reactors came online in 1988 and 1989, and they are set to retire in 2027 and 2028. The re-licenslng would add 
another 20 years of operation for these reactors. 

Risks of an accident, /ires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site, risks that could increase with aging reactors 
NRC's 1982 CRAC 2 study found that there could be 18,000 early deaths if a serious accident occurred at the STP site. 

Safer, cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today and should be used. 

Vast consumption of watar use, largely Colorado River water, Which is increasingly needed for drinking water, livestock 
and farming. 

The main COOling reservoir is leaking out the bottom. How and when will this be repaired? 

Climate change -rising temperatures could affect whether there is enough cool water to cool the reactors. 

There is no adequate solUtion for radioacttve waste, 50 It makes sense to stop generating more. 
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I guess supporters of that project will say these units are different and safer than the nuclear plants in Japan. But I do not 
38-100S 

We need to move toward heavy development of solar and wind regardless of the cost-they would be so much safer (and I "202 ALT 
........ 

Gallagher. Carol 

From: Dale Bulla [daJebulla@earthlink.net) 

Sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 3:12 PM 

To: Gallagher, carol 

Subject: Decommissioning of South Texas Project 


Dear Ms. Gallagher. 

I want to see the Decommissioning of the South Texas Project Units 1 & 2, not the Re-Ilcenstng. 

want to wait until it is too late to find outl 

most likely cheaper in the long run, considering all the waste and other negatives of solar). 

Sincerely, 

Pat Bulla 

Pat-bulla@pobox.com 

7202 Foxlree Cove 

Aus~n, Texas 78750 
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Gallagher, Carol 

From: wflliam stout [likeguinnes@gmaitcoml /lIe,;~;l 
Sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 2:30 PM 
To: Gallagl)er, Carol -"; !:'.~~ P;l 1: 38 
Subject: Decommission not Re-licensing of South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 

Docket 10 # NRC-201Q..315 

Dear Ms. Gallagher, 

I want to see the Decommissioning of the South Texas Project Units 1 & 2. not the Re-licensing. 

It makes much more sense to aUow these plants to retire in 2021 and 2028 instead of adding another 20 years of 
operation for these reactors given a" of the Inherent public and ecological dangers, liability and cost to maintaIn, repair 39-1 GEN 
and mitigate the known hazards. 

You can review a summary of the troubled history of these reactors online at www.NukeFreeTexas.org 

Issues relevant 10 NOT re-Jicense South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 include, but are not limiled to: I 
Risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site, risks that could increase wfth aging reactors. 39-2SEV 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission's 1982 CRAC 2 study found thai there COuld be 18,000 ear1y deaths if a serious accldent 

occurred al the STP sile. 

Safer, cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power (In essence 'to boll water') exist today and should be I 

ueed and funded, juet /Ike the Nuclear and Petroleum Industries have been subsidized by the U.S. Government to 39-3 ALT 
the tune of BILUONS ofdonars annually. 

Vast consumption of water use, largely Colorado River water, which is increasingly needed for drinking water, livestock 
and farming in an era of more frequent and lengthy periods of drought. 

39-4HYDThe main COOling reservoir is leaking out of the bottom: How and when wfllthis be repaired? 

Climate change considerations: The rising atmospheric temperatures could affect whether there is enough cool water to 
COOl the reactors. 

There is no adequate solution for radioactive waste, so it makes sense to stop generating more. 

Thank you for your hard work and consideration of these issues, Please be sure to keep me Informed as this I39-5WST 
regulatory process proceeds. 
Sincerely, 

Bill Stout 
Green Party ofTexas ....e-?C~s~-Oa 
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US Nuclear Resulatoty Commission IJ/eli- :¥
Mail Stop Oll·Fl 

-"l ....:: 3:5 ill &. 117Washington, D.C. 20555 1.?>//~// 
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OearUSNRC; 
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:. J " '~ ' __@ 

Jam writing regarding the Sol,lth Te)(as Projects Unl s 1 & 2 Relicensing. NRC·2010-0375 DOCKET Nos. 

50-498; 50-499. 

I ,m Hldng that YOU do ngt re-license these two reo ctors for an additional 20 years. Nuclear power has I 
40-1005

some benefits. but it also has some risks as demon! trated by Ute recel'lt disaster in Japan. At this porot 

in time, I feel that the us. should move away from luclear and oil as primaty energy sources. Let's I 4O-2ALT 
develop more renewable options. Also. as you kno- v, nuclear power supplies require a lot of water for 

coolil'lg purposes. Once again, the State ofTelllls is ~xperience drought in 98% of it's counties. Let's I 40-3 HYO 
save the water for agrk:ultural purposes. 

Thank you for considering my request. 

(2(~ 
C. J. Keudell 

10701 Rigsbee Ct. 

Austin, 1)( 78739 
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Gallagher, Carol 

From: Carol Geiger (cgeiger@citizen.org] 
sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 5:35 PM 
To: 	 Gallagher, Carol 
Subject: Public comment for Document 10: NRC-2010-0375-0003 

The Iitense renewal applieation is inadequlde bec:apse it: 

• 	 Fails to adequately address the Applicant's capacity to deal with fires and explosions that cause a loss 

of large areas of the plant. The mitigative strategies for addressing ftres and explosions are inadequate 

to address the consequences of events such as the impacts of large commercial aircraft crashing into the 

rea<:tors or related facilities. 


42·1 SEV 
• 	 Fails to describe the means that wouid be used to determine radiation exposures to fire and explosion 


responders. 


• 	 Fails to describe the means that would be used to protect fire and explosion responders from excessive 

radiation exposures. 


• 	 Fails to determine the projected decline in demand for electricity attributable to adoption of energy I
efficient building code in Texas. According to a study by the American Council for an Energy Efficient 
Economy, building codes that increase energy efficiency may result in an energy savings of 42·2 EE 
approximately 2362 MW by 2023. Such savings would nearly offset the net electrical output of2500 
MW from STP Units I & 2. 

The applicant for license renewal is STPNOC· the South Texas Nuclear Operating Company. The Matagorda 
County nuclear reactors are owned by ~'RG South Texas LP, CPS Energy and the City of Austin (of which I 
am a resident). Austin gets 16% of its power from the two units. 

These comments were also submitted online. 	 :::1 c_IJ -- r
':/'.:Carol Geiger 	 "'1 
r;.~ 

~;~ 
,1Public Citizen - Texas Office 	 'j 

"" 'j,~1303 San Antonio St 

Austin, TX 78701 -;:; :~2~,;


~~ ,)
512-477-1155 '-- q;> --IiTl 

0 U> 
"It's not that easy being green ... 	 0 

if. 
"'" 

...But green's the color of Spring 
And green can be cool and friendly-like 
And green can be big like an ocean, or important 
Like a mountain, or taillike a tree" 

• Kermit the Frog 
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I would like to ask that you recommend that the South Texas nudear unils I and'} be decommissioned and their I 43-1 DOS 

Gallagher, Ca.rol 

From: Veryan and Greg Thompson [veryanandgreg@gmail.comj 

Sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 6:06 PM 

To: Gallagher, Carol 

Subject: South Texas Nuclear projects 


Dear Ms. Gallagber: 

applications for renewal be denied. 

As we have seen in the last few weeks, nuclear energy is not as safe as made out to be, and there are too many I 43-2WSTproblems with disposal that have not been solved. 

Here in Texas we have a wonderful abundance of sun as well as wind. neither dependant on other countries. We I 
should be making use of these natural resources which are safer, reduce use of scarce water, and can't be used as 43-3 AL T 
political weapons. 

Sincerely, 

Veryan Thompson 
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Gallagher, Carol 

From: Robert Singleton Irobert.singleton@hOlmail.com] 

Sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 10:59 PM 10//..M11

To: Gallagher. Carol . 

Subject: License extension for South Texas Project 1 & 2 
 j(,r/l..3/-/[J 

I am opposed to the license extensions for Units 1 & 2 at the South Texas PrQlo>ct. I 
In light of the events in Japan In the last month. th<> NRC sflOUld delay any license extensions until the events that led to 
the problems at Fukushima Dalidl! atn IX: fully examined, and the Commission can determine that the South Texas 44-1 005 
reattors could not suffer me same klnd of Ioss-of-power accident. The Commission should also study the spent fuel pools 
at South Texas to malce sure that they have guaranteed back-up power In the event of a natural or man-made disaster. 

In addition, the existing South Texas units need to be evaluated to see If they will need to be modified to meet the newly I .11.112 ECO 
proposed cooling water requirements that the Environmental Protection Agency announced this week. 

Robert Singleton 
2048 W. Stassney Lane, #234 
Austin, TX 78715 

:n512-845-5185 c:::::0 r

> ~l 
rr.-n cr: 

~) 

!.:..:~.-n '- q?
.J 0 

N 

,<3-/&-JJ8 =82Y-t-CJ '3 
C2£,e;-.:=-r.~ Cr~) 

mailto:Irobert.singleton@hOlmail.com


·11c.

Karen Hadden, Executive Director 
Sustainable Energy & Economic Development (SEED) Coalition':: :-::~ ..:y5 fl 8: 02 
1303 San Antonio. #1 00 
Austin. Texas 78701 

April 1.2011 

Cindy Bladey. Chief. Rules. Announcements and Directives Branch (RADB) 
Division of Administrative Services. Office of Administration 
Mail SlOP: TWB-05-BOIM 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001 

Dockel ID # NRC-2010-0375 

Re-licensing of South Texas Project Units I & 2 

Additiona' SeeD Coalition Comments Regarding Re-Iicenslng of South 
Texas Project Reactors 1 & 2 

There are many issues of concern regarding re-licensing of STP Reactors 
1 & 2. We oppose re·licenslng and believe the reactors should be shuf 
down by their original retirement dates - in 2027 and 2028, or sooner and 
that adding 20 more years of operation could lead to unsafe conditions. 

At least one of the troubled Fukushima reactors in Japan had just been re
licensed, and the situation would likely have been less severe if this 
reactor had been decommissioned. 

SEED Coalition has previously submitted comments as intervenors and 
provided oral comments at a public hearing. We would like to again raise 
concerns about the risks of an accident. fires, or explosions at one or more 
reactors at the site, risks that could increase with aging reactors. 

We are all too aware of the fact that meltdowns can and do happen, and a 
recent Union of Concerned Scientists report notes that there were 14 near 
misses in the U.S. in 2010. NRC's 1982 CRAC 2 study found that there 
could be 1B.ooO early deaths if a serious accident occurred at the ST(N)P 
site. followed by thousands of cancers. 

Safer. cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today 
and should be used. We should not be subjected to worrying about 
radioactive contamination - just to generate electricity. We should not 
have to worry about terrorists attacking a radioactive energy generation 
source, and we don't have these worries with solar. geothermal. natural 
. ~ 
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gas or wind power. These forms of energy generation, combined with 
energy efficiency and ever improving methods of storage, could easily 
replace the electricity generated by Units 1 & 2. When these units have 
been down due to problems or fuel replacement, it did not cause problems 
with the grid or lead to blackouts. We can replace the generation of these 
units with safer, cleaner technologies. 

These reactors consume vast quantities of water use, largely Colorado 
River water, which is increasingly needed for drinking water, livestock and 
farming. Drought is expected to increase in our region. We are concerned 
that there will not be adequate water to cool the reactors in an emergency, 
or that the water will not be cool enough to effectively cool the reactors. 
Some U.S. reactors have had to shut down due to high water 
temperatures, and this could scenario could worsen with climate Change 
impacts, leaving us with a dangerous situation and a shortage of power 
during intense heat waves. 

The main COOling reservoir is leaking out the bottom, as documented in the 
license application for STP 3 & 4. The reactors should not be re-licensed 
when this serious condition remains unresolved. How and when will this 
be repaired? What studies have been done by the NRC on this serious 
problem? How can re-licensing even be considered until this situation is 
corrected? Where is the water going, and how extensive is the 
radioactivity that may be leaking into the Gulf of Mexico and/or Colorado 
River? 

It is time to stop generating more radioactive waste since there is no safe 
storage and disposal solution, even after attempts have been made for 
some sixty years. Re-Iicensing would the creation of waste, There may not 
be enough room for even the so-called "low-level" radioactive waste at the 
planned West Texas radioactive waste dump. since there is an attempt to 
allow Out of Compact waste and the volume and curies limits may be 
reached long before all STP waste could be shipped. There is still no 
"high-level" repository for spent fuel rods. 

We are concerned about increasing tritium levels in wells on site and in 
the Colorado River. Extensive testing should occur for all organisms in the 
region. and exposure of whooping cranes to tritium and other 
radionuciides should be examined since they are. an endangered species 
and their winter grounds are only 35 miles from the STP site. 

45-3ALT 
cont. 
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Gallagher Caroll 

From: Alan Aliln Apurim (apurim@gmail.comJ 
Sent: Friday, April 01. 2011 7:04 PM 
To: Gallagher. Carol 
Cc: HCGP Discussion 
SubJect: Regarding re-Iicensing of Nuclear Reactors of South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 

Dear Ms. Gallagher, 
It is unfortunate that my attention to this matter was not begun sooner;! ,- ; 

(I learned of it only this evening from an e-mail sent earlier this afternoon) 
as I was unaware that the re-licensing process was underway, and hope 
that I have not missed today's deadline for commenting as a public citizen. 

Regarding the proposed re-licensing (Docket ID #NRC-2010-375) 
of South Texas Project Units 1 & 2, I do not understand the need for going 
forward with this action over 16 years before their planned service period 
ends. At least delay this until next year, that more scientific infonnation 46-1ooS 
will be available as a result of studies of the Japan disaster, and a better 
true-cost evaluation can be made. 

It makes much more sense to retire these plants as planned in 2027 
and 2028, instead of trying to extend their use another 20 years, given 

nrr,' -a IrO 
."" i != 

the rapidly evolving technology of this decade that will likely make them 
obsolescent. I'm opposed to their continuation for aU the usual reasons, 
that any kind ofaccident and even a Category 4 or 5 hurricane-induced 
stonn surge could remove external supports such as cooling ponds or 
water access (and who knows what hammering debris-laden waves on 
top of the stonn surge could do), plus disposal ofnuclear waste - no 
human technology is foolproof and totally isolated for thousands ofyears! 

For alternative energy sources, and a way to get the USA off foreign oil 
dependence that is costing us both in trade balance and military costs, see 
the downloadable document describing achievable ecological solutions 
for all these needs: 
http://phoenixprojectfoundation.us/uploads/USA Article V SHE Document.pdf 

Thank you for your hard work, and consideration of these issues. Please 
be sure to keep me infonned as this regulatory process proceeds. 

Sincerely, 
GP-TX S.E.C.-member Alan Alan Apurim 
1434 Nicholson Street, Houston, TX n008-4134 
713-868-3945 (24n o.k.) ftpurim@gmail.com 
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PUBLIC SUBMISSION 


Docket: NRC-2010-0375 

Submitter Information 
Name: Brandi Oark Burton 
Address: 

4509 Sinclair Ave. 
Austin, TX, 78756 

Organization: Austin EcoNetwork 
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General Comment 
I beseech you to not extend the life of STNP Reactors 1 8< 2. 

For public safety and environmental reasons, the Continuation of this cannot be justified. 


Aging plants that are at risk of failures or explosions should not be kept active. 

As we have seen in lapan, being able to keep teh reacotrs cool is essential for public safety and the integrity of 
the process. We have limited access to fresh water that can be used for this fadlity - the priority should be for 
drinking water, Iivestocka dn farming. 

I understand that the main cooling reservoir Is leaking out the bottom. How and when will thiS be repaired? 

At the most fundamental level we cannot justify generating more radioactive waste when there is no adequate 

solution for dealing with it. 


We have safer and cleaner ways to generate the same power - THAT is where our money and attention need to 

be directed. 


Respectfully, 

Brandi Clark Burton 
 ~-.If:...:;:2:x:;=#J>~ -d .3 
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PUBLIC SUBMISSION 

As of: April 04, 2011 
Recetved: April 01, 2011 
Status: Pending_Post 
Tracking No. 8Oc1977b 
Comments Due: April 01, 2011 
Submission Type: Web 

Docket: NRC-2010-o375 
Notice of Receipt and Availability of Application for Renewal of Facility Operating License 

Comment On: NRC-2010-0375-0003 
STP Nudear Operating Company; Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Conduct 
the Seoplng Process for South Texas Project, Units 1 and 2 

Document: NRC-2010-0375-0RAFT-0013 
Comment on FR Doc # 2011-01904 
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(;.Submitter Information '-,1

:J ..,
Name: Carol Geiger , , 
Address: .. , .1303 San Antonio St 


Austin, TX, 78701 
 'R ~ 
riiOrganiutlon: Public Citizen I..n (j) 

n 

General Comment 
The license renewal application Is inadequate because it: 

• Fails to adequately address the Applicant's capO!lCity to deal with fires and explosions that cause a loss of large 
areas of the plant. The mitigative strategies for addressing fires and explosions are inadequate to address the 
consequences of events such as the impacts of large commercial aircraft crashing into the reactors or related 48-1 SEV
facilities. 
• Falls to describe the means that would be used to determine radiation exposures to fire and explosion 
responders. 
• Fails to describe the means that would be used to protect fire and explosion responders from excessive 
radiation exposures. 
• FailS to determine the projected decline in demand for electriCity attributable to adoption of energy efficient 
building code In Texas. According to " study by the American Council for an Energy Efficient Economy, building 
codes that Increase energy efficiency may result In an energy savinof approximately 2362 MW by 2023. Such 
sailings would nearly offset the net electrical output of 2500 MW from STP Units 1 &. 2. 

The applicant for license renewal Is STPNOC - the South Texas Nuclear Operating Company. The Matagorda 
County nuclear reactors are owned by NRG South TexasLP, CPS Energy and the City of Austin (of which I am a 
resident). Austin gets 16% of its power from the two units. 

:S e..lPs;.z:: :16-';/~~ 
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Gallagher. Carol 

From: Eric lane [eflane@$wbell.net) 
Sent: Monday. April 04, 20111:05 PM 
To: Gallagher, Carol 
Subject: Docl<;et 10' NRC-2010-375 

Dear Ms. Gallagher, absolutely not. To renew STP for another 20 years is gambling with the lives of Americans. The I 49-1 005 
Japanese disaster is a red alert that we cannot continue down the nuclear path. There are safer, cleaner alternatives to I 
generate the same power that exists today and we should commit the country to use them. Every nuclear power plant 49-2 AL T 
is a potential disaster waiting to happen and f!!\II!ry nuclear power plant is a long term disaster by the toxic waste they I 49-3 WST 
generate. Do not renew the life spans of any nuclear power pJ~nt in this country. 

Thank you, 

1/8 1):2811
Eric Lane 

G 	
"330 Quentin Dr. 	 ::c,/kr;{lJY-IO ::J 	 c:: 

r-San Antonio. TX 78201 	 fT· 
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"210-732-6564 	 ::"":J
.J 	 I ~ I ~210-732-5859 Fax : i = eflane@swbell.net 
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i-nTo whom it may concerm: 
o 

This letter is in regards to the South Texas Project Units 1&2 Relicensing. 
NRC-2010-0375 Docket Nos. 50-498:50-499. 

Looking at recent events that we are dealing with in lapan, I see no reason to extend 
the life of these reactors. The risks far out weigh the benefits. With age things tend 
to break down causing accidents and fires. With other ways to produce power, that 
is safer and cleaner 1see no reason to put more money into this cause, 

Therefore I am asking that the re-licensing of these reactors be halted immediately. 

Taxpayer, 

lenna Findley 
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u.s. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ~.) I 
c.: 

Mail Stop Oll-Fl,> Washington D.C. 20555 ?-ill 
o 

Regarding: South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 Relicensing. 

NRC-201()'{)375 DOCKET NOS. 50-498; 50-499 

Dear Sirs: 

I am writing to you with concerns about the relicensing of two South Texas nuclear reactors. The re
licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be halted for safety reasons. The 

risks of an accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site eQuid increase with aging 

reactors. safer, cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today and should be used. 

Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable energy sources, which are abundant in Texas, 

could replace the power generated by these two old nuclear reactors. These reactors consume vast 

quantities of water use, largely from the Colorado River, water that is needed for drinking water, 

livestock, and farming. There is no adequate solution for radioactive waste, so it makes no sense to 

continue generating more. 

Please do not re-license the two South Texas nuclear reactors. 

Thank you for your time and attention, 

8802 Honeysuckle Trail 

Austin, TX 78759 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ;-n'- <? 
w 
CPCJ 

In light ofthe recent tragedy in Japan we are writing to plead your 
cooperation in halting the re-licensing ofthe South Texas Project nuclear 

52-100Sreactors. 

Based on what we've read these two reactors have had trouble in the past 

and put Texas citizens at a great risk. 


NOW is the time to make a commitment to safer and renewable energy 
152-2 ALT sources. 

//..81 )cfLlJ//Sincerely, 


Scott and Cyndy Reynolds 7" rA.-S.I/-)O
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U.S. Nuclear ReguiatOly commission 7~?"(" 0-..jL/l)

Mail Stop 011-F1 JJ 
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Washington, D.C. 20555 .-n 
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March 27.2011 	

~'; 

-_/ ,
Re: South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 Relicensing 	 ;=F:-~ 

...... 	 0NRC-2010-0375 	 --ii T\Dod<et Nos. 50-498; 50-499 	 Q ~ w 
 C/')
0 co 
To Whom It May Concern: 

• 	 The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be halted for 

safety reasons, particularly in light of the recent events in Japan. 
 I53-1005 

• 	 The risks of an accident. fires, or explosions at one or more reactoIS at the site coUld 

increase with aging reactors. 


• 	 Safer, cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today and should be used. 
Studies have found that energy efficiency and ~ energy GOIa'Ce&. which are 53-2ALTIabundant In Texas, could replace the power generated by these 1wo old nuclear readors. 

• 	 These reactonJ consume vast quan!ll1es ofwater use,largeIy from the Colorado River, water I 53-3 HYO
that is needed for drinking water, livestock and farming. 

• 	 There is no adequate solution for radioattive waste &0 it makes no sense to continue I 	53-4WSTgenerating more. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
8506 Sliver Ridge Drive 

Austin, TX 78759 
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Ma.rcb 30,2011 7?rJ0 6¥/IJ 
Austin City Hall 
301 West 2nd Street 
Austin, TX 78701-3906 e
Dear U.S. Nuclear Regulalory Commission: 
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The re-Ucensing ofthe South Texas Project Units 1&2 should be halted for the safety ofTexas resident!. and 
the environment. 

Tbe reacto~ would atfect the Austin area by consuming vast quantities ofour drinking water fium the 
Colorado River and creating even more radioactive waste, Tbere are safer, cleaner alternative ways to generate 
the same poWClr available today and these should be used instead ofnuclear energy. 

Also, the risk ofan accident. fire, or explosions could increase with aging reacto~. There is no adequate 
solution fonadioactivc waste, so it makes no sense to continue genemting more. 

JoyMalacara 
1412 Choquette Dr 
Austin, TX 78757 
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March 30. 2011 -~:~ :t; ~.-- '--":-'~'" ,-- ~If:.!~= ~- 0 
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VJCJ 81 co 
To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

It Is our request that the re-Iicensing of South Texas Project Reactors 1 & 2 be halted I
for an additional twenty years because of the following: 

55-1 DOS 
~the risks of an accident. fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could 
increase with aging reactors; 

-safer. deaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today and should I 
be used. Studies have found that enery efficiency and renewable energy sources, 55-2ALT 
which are abundant in Texas, could replace the power generated by these two old 
nuclear reactors; 

~these reactors consume vast quantities ofwater use. largely from the Colorado 55-3 HYD
River, water that is needed for drinking water, livestock and farming; I 
-and there is no adequate solution for radioactive waste, so it makes no sense to 
continue generating more. 55-4WSTI 
Thank you for your consideration Our community wants to ensure that our 
environment is as safe as it possibly can be. 

Melanie and David Winters 

c-~~ /t2>/'-f- tJ3 
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Please write letters to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to request 
that re-licensing ofSouth Texas Project Reactors 1 & 2 be halted: 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

Mail Stop Ott-Fl, 

Washington D.C. 20555 


Suggested poillls to make: :t IU"':TI!7.:r T~ES£ 1tt8; ut1t:-vj's.. 

Include: ;::'SUPl'lJfZ7 '''')()C.~~P&wrc.. 156-1 GEN 

Regarding South Tell8S Project Units 1 & 2 Relicensing. J'f'!' 

NRC-20l0-0375 DOCKET NOS. 50-498: 50-499 ${13/11 


• 	 The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty 

years should be balled for safety reasons. 


• 	 The risks of an aecident. fires. or explosions at one or more 

reacrors at the site c(lUld increa.<e with Dging reaeton;. 


Safer. cleaner altem:ltive ways to generate the same power exist today 
and should be used. Studies have found that energy efficiency and 
renewable energy soUft;es, which are abundant in Texas, could replace 
the power generated by these two old nuclear reactors. 

• 	 The.<e =I'lt consume vast quantities of water use. largely from the 

Colorado River. waler that is needed for drinking water, livestock and 

farming. 


There is no adequate solution for radioactive waste. so it makes no sense 

to continue generating more. 


If you have time, ple3.~e put these point.. in your own, 

respectful wording. 

Please address and stamp your letters nnd leave outside 

by 8 o'clock. tonight. 

To view/download n sample letter or get more 

involved. please visit www.TexasEnvironment.O!J! 


www.TexasEnvironment.O!J
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Gallagher. Carol 

From: pryors02@suddenlink,net 
SOIlt: Thursday, March 31, 20112:47 PM 
To: Gallagher, Carol 
Subject: power plants 

dear ms gallagher please do nol fund south texas power plants, Please delay all nuclear funding or rebewing 
power plants, JAPAN HAS BEEN A WAKE UP CALL TO STOP NUCLEAR AND FIND BETTER SOLUTIONS 
DONT WAIT TOO LATE TO END THIS DEVASTATION TO OUR EARTH ANO PLANET, SHOW US THE I~oos
NRC REALLY CARES FOR OUR PLANET AND ITS PEOPLE. SAY NO TO SOUTH TEXAS POWER PLANT. 
PEGGY PRYOR 

1420NW 12TH 
ANDREWS TEXAS 79714 
432-523-4550 
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RANDY WEBER 
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

February 28. 2011 

Cindy Bladey 
Chief, Rules. Announcements, and Directive Branch (RADB) 
Division of Administrative Services 
Office ofAdministration 
TWB-OS-BO1M 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001 

Dear Ms. Bladey: 

1/.8/)4// 
7?r;( .5.;L-IZ; 

@ 

1 am writing to strongly support the 1iCt."Ilsc rtfrt~.wal for an additional 20 years of Units I and 2 at 
the South Texas Project Nuclear Operating C()Tl:tpl~ny in Matagorda County. 

STP is the largest employer in Matl1gorda County. with more than 1200 employees and for 30 
years has been a key part of the County and local communities. The company's employees are 
active in the local community serving on sCh601ooards. chambers and in civic and service 

~ , . - l',

organizations. ·· · ., 
For overfOl'ears STP's exisling'imits Uave suppiitxl,sa{!;,clean and. reliable energy'to.more than 
two miiIion,T6xaS' ~omes while'also proyiding 'pennaneni{Welh,aYffi'g jo~~:,f'ft{?:fa6ility ,is a 
recognized industry leader in production, reliability and safety as well as beinifocused',and 

... ','~mmitted to.the satety of i~s ~~loyees and ,~~:s"llrr~:>undi?g co~x.nu~itie~; '. ' 'Ii~ j:;I.; 
/', " :."> h "", Ow, '.,:' ,I' '" 
, '" rbelieve nu~l~r energy, plays an import~t role in the 10ng~tenn'·energy.fJture'ofTexaS.. There 

. ~">~ ·lirP\\Iing;'refP~i:fi?n.i,bf:n~ci~ ~ergys ~~vj~onmental ben~n~s .an~':L~}l?~e;·ifi,p~oVidi~g, 

.,f!lV~ .I"l~~ gege~attngcapaclly'tn our statdor many ye~ to come... ,'; . '> .: '. ;(-1,::,<';<.. .. i:., , 
'''. .~ '.' ~u . \. l_'11. --:• .":..f" - "Ji '~_./.;.; ~1.;' •• 

I strongly support the license renewal for Units I and 2at STP and urge the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission's favorable consideration. 

Please know that I and my statT stand ready to assist in any way possible. 

Sincerely. 

@..J-(~JL 
State Representative Randy Weber 
District'29 

SVVSI f5~YJ~~ 
Cu>ITOL O,P1Cl1! P.O, 50. 2910 • AumN, T, 78168-2910 • TiL! 512-463-0707 • F,u: 512-463-8717 

Captured 
in public 
meeting 
transcript 
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Beth Ann Larsen 

8843 Honeysudde Trail 


Au5tin,Texas781S9 


Mardi 28, 2011 1/8!.M// 

To Whom It May COncern: 7~.r;e~ 
~~RE: South Texas Project Units 1 " 2 Relicenslng 

The re-Ik:ensing of these two reactors for an additional twenty years should be halted for safety reasons. I
68-1005The risks of an accident, fires or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could increase with aging 


reactors. 


, ask for your very careful analysis of this situation and protect the citizens ofTexas. 


Thank you for your attention to this Matter. 


Beth Ann Larsen 
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1? r.{ .ff.J}JD DzanNguyen 
8408 Silver Ridge Drive :0 

:11Austin. Texas@ .J 

March 28, 2011 

u.s. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop Oll-FI 
Washington D.C. 20555 

Re: South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 Relicensing. NRC·2010.0375 DOCKET NOS. 50. 
498; 50-499 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The re-licensing of these two reacton for aD additional twenty yean should be 
halted for safety reasons. 

The risks ofan accident. fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could 
increase the aging reactors. 

Safer. cleaner alternative ways to generate the same power exist today and should be I 69·2 AL T 
used. Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable energy sources, which are I 
abundant in Texas, could replace the power generated by these two old nuclear reactors. 69-3 EE 

There is DO adequate solution for radioactive waite. so it makes DO lIe.Dle to continue I 69-4 WST 
generating more. 

P-.1'(;i:3S ;::. /TJ>H-&>:3 
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USNRC 
Mail Stop 011-F1 1/.3//~t/ 
Washington, DC 20555 

71,,.?;!.. 0-.y./[)
John Trimble 

§ ~J6120 Rickey oJAustin TX 78757 


Re: Rewlicensing STNP Units 1 & 2 ! 

... ...~NRC -2010-0375 'a,,::: 

Docket #s 50-498; 50-499 , : 
~'J 

These should not be approved due to their age and design. 

There is no adequate storage that will not affect our water supply. 

Just like Japan, it cannot happen here - until it does. 
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DOUGLAS McARTHUR 2707 Cascade Drive, Austin Texas 78757-2111 
Home: (512) 452-2608 

Cell: {512} 971..()56(f 
or dmCllllltlUri@gm6ll.com 

YlPr;e.J~@Y!)
Match 30. 2011 

0:9 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

Mail Stop Oll-Fl 

Washington D.C. 20555 


Re: South Texas Project Units 1 &. 2 Re-Iicensing 

NRC-2010-0375 DOCKET NOS 50-498: 50-499 


Dear Madam/Sir: 

I have serious concerns regarding the re-licensing ofthe above-referenced units ofthe South I
Texas Project. While these concerns deal mainly with operational and waste -related safety. I 73-1 OOS 
am. in addition, opposed to Texas increasing reliance on nuclear power generation due to high 
and uncertain cost. 

Rather than pushing for more water-consuming nuclear power plants, Texas needs to focus more 

on the development of renewable energy sources such as wind and solar. 


While many promises are made as to the safety of nuclear power, recent history demands we not 73-2 ALT 
place too much reliance on them. Some things do not readily lend themselves to engineering 

solutions. I believe nuclear power is one of those things., and thus am opposed to the requested 

re--licensing. 


Sincerely, 

D~~~ 
Douglas S. McArthur 

F --tt:J1>5:;:: .8'])~-" '8 
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March 28, 2011 1" r;f. ~4)tJ':q

,i
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop 011-Fl 05 '(J
Washington, DC 20555 -~ .>••'.-....

;'n 
Re: South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 Relicensing, NRC-2010-0175 
DOCKET NOS. 50-498; 50-499 

To Whom It May Concern: 

-Tbe re-licensing oftbese two reactors for an additional twenty years 
sbould be baIted for safety reasons. 

75-1005 

-The risks ofan accident, fires, or explosions at one or more reactors at the 
site could increase with aging reactors. 

-These reactors consume vast quantities ofwater use. largely from the 
Colorado River. water that is needed for drinking water, livestock and 17&-2 "VB 
farming. 

-There is no adequate solution for radioactive waste, so it makes no 
sense to continue generating more. 17&-3WST 

i cerely, 
'lL~\i~~~lyrsimon 

9100 Wildcidge #101 
Austin, TX 78759 

~-/{7:":D5-:= /J-.2JH-t'S 
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'_U 
U.S. REGULATORY COMMISSION .,..Ija j c?-tJ// .-I,',.. ••....:> 

'. c;.MAIL STOP 011 FL (-;~7kr/{ O).j/O , . 
-~-"" . ,. r:' 

WASHINGTON D.C 20555 ~- S
-" :zI; "R 

J;:: illtJ w@) 
" ~ 

DEAR SIR, 

I AM WRITING IN REGUARD TO THE SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT UNITS 1 AND 2 RELICENSING, 

NRC·2010-0375 DOCKET NOS. 50-498; 50-499 

SINCE WE ARE NOT IN THE KNOW ABOUT THE CONDITIONS AND SAFETY OF THESE REACTORS I AM 177-100S 
ASKING TO NOT RE-LICENSING AT THIS TIME, 

THERE ARE SAFER AND CLEANER WAYS TO GENERATE POWER TODAY THAT WE NEED TO SUPPOT AND 

USE. RENEWABLE ENERGY SOURCES ARE EVERYWHERE IN TEXAS AND COULD REPLACE MORE 

DANGEROUSE SOURCES IF FUNDED AND SUPPORTED. ANOTHER FACTOR TO THINK ABOUT I THE HUGE 77-2 ALT 
AMOUNT OF WATER USED IN THE REACTORS. THE WATER FROM THE COLORADO RIVER IS NEEDED TO 

FARMING, CAmE AND FAMILIES. ARE WE NOT JUST CREATING ANOTHER PROBLEM BY USING ENERGY 

SOURCES THAT USE so MUCH WATER? 

RADIOACTIVE WASTE IS AND Will CONTINUE TO BE A BIG PROBLEM SO WHY WOULD WE GO IN THAT I
77-3 WSTDIRECTION. LEADERSHIP AND CREATING THINKING IS NEEDED AT THIS MOMENT IN HISTORY. PLEASE BE 

PART OF SOLVING PROBLEMS AND NOT ADDING NEW PROBLEMS. 

MRS,JUDY MOORE 

K-~J,1;;:;:: pJ»H -,dJ 3 

~~ ~7r~ (jXT.d- ) 



- ,,52

March 28, 201 L 


To whom it may concern: 


I would like to see a halt to the reJicensing of existing Old South Texas 178-100SProject Nuclear reactors. 

Thank you. 

Cynthia GebhardtSigned ~ : 
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Rory Holcomb 

8408 Silver Ridge Drive 


Austin. Texas 


March 28, 20 I ] . , 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop Oll-Fl 
Washington D.C. 20555 

Re: South Texas Project Units 1 & 2 Relicensing. NRC·201 0-0375 DOCKET NOS. 50
498; 50-499 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The re-licensing of these two reactors for an additionaf twenty years should be 
haIted for safety reasons. 

79-10OS 
The risks ofan accident, fires. or explosions at one or more reactors at the site could 
increase the aging reactors. 

Safer, cleaner afternative ways to generate the same power exist today and should be I 
used. Studies have found that energy efficiency and renewable energy sou:rces, which are 79-2ALT 
abundant in Texas. could replace [he power generated by these two old nuclear reactors. 

There is DO adequate solutioD for radioactive waste, so it makes no sense to continue I79-3 WST 
generating more. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Rory Holcomb 
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D. Consultation correspondences 

TABLE 2.. Consu ta Ion orrespondences'f C 
>, 

Affiliation (IfStated) Source ADAMS Accession Number 
" 

", ',. -

,,' 
i 

Tonkawa Tribe of Oklahoma Internet ML 110490057 
NMFSfNOAA E-mail ML 110690848 

Apalachicola Creek Indians Letter ML 110750424 
National Park Service E-mail ML 110910179 

Kickapoo Traditional Tribe of Texas Letter ML 110980503 
i Tap Pilam Coahuiltecan Nation E-mail ML11111A134 

Texas Parks and Wildlife Letter ML11119A009 
These consultations are addressed In Appendix 0 of the SEIS. 
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PUBLIC SUBMISSION 


Docket: NRC-2010-0375 
Notice of Receipt and Availability of ApplICation for Renewal of Facility ()p4!rltlng l.i(ense 

Commet On: NRC-2010-017S·0003 
51P Nudear OperatinQ Company. Notice of Intent to Prepare an EnvirOnmental Impact St.tement and Conduct 
the Scoping Process for South Texas project. Units 1 and :2 

Document: NRC-2010...(J37S·ORAFT..aoOl 
Comment on FR Doc. 2011-01904 

.',

-"Submitter Information 
Name: J4in1nda Alltn 
Address: 


1 Rusn Buffalo Road 

Tonkawa, OK. 74653 


Organlatlon: TOI'lkaw.a Tribe of Oklahoma 
Govemment Ageftcy Type: Tribal 
Government Ageftcr- Tonkewa Tribe of Oklahoma w, 

General Comment 
Date: FebnJ;)ry IS. 20U 

Regarding ll'le request lor comments concemlng the SOuth T.:xas Project, Units 1 and 2, license renewal 
application ",view. 

The Tonkawa Tribe has no specIfically designated histoncal 01" culttJral sites Identified in the above lISted project 
area. However if any human rem ..., funerary objects, or other evtdence of historical or cultural significance it 
inadvertm\tlv d1stollered then the Tonk.wa Tribe would certainly be interested In proper disposition thereot. 
We appreciate notifICation by your offICe of the many projects on-going, and as always too Tonkawa Tribe is 
WIDIng to WOrk with your n,pt"CMntlltiYelln anv m.nner to lotPhold the provlslcms of NAGPRA to the extent of 
our capability. 

~UIV. 

KJe,...;.-VS=/!])/-I-LJ3
j.J5J:.. ~JlI~~ 
, ~_ II g;- _ A'i'\.1-..' - /) J 7, ~_rr~axT:1.) 



NRR-PMDAPEm Resource 

From: Teletha Mincev rTeletha.Mincev@looaa.QOvl 
Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2011 1:29 PM 
To: Tran. Tam 
Subject: South Texas Project <a e> 
Attachments: Texas.pdf 

Hello: 

In response to NRC's letter dated February 16,2011, attached is Q listing of species under the 
National Marine Fisheries Service's jurisdiction. Also, please checkout the website below for 
further information. Thank you. 

http://sero.nmfs.nooa.gov/pr/pr.htm 

Teletha I-1incey 
Program Analyst 
NOAA Fisheries 
Southeast ""::"~""'-''H 
::: 63 13th Ave S 
St. Petersburg, FL 33701-5505 
(7:7) 5S1-S77~ Direct Line 
(7:7) S:'-530~ - Fax 

http://sero.nmfs.nooa.gov/pr/pr.htm
mailto:rTeletha.Mincev@looaa.QOvl
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Chief. Rules, Announcements. aDd Directives Branch 

Division ofAdministrative Services 

Mail Slop TWB·OS·OOJ M 

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

"'o4ShingtOn, D.C. 2OSSS.oooi Monday, March 7. 2011 


Subject: Apalachicola Coupt;il Comments On South rna eBlim Units.) IIld 2. 

License R!!'neWil Appljr.JIlioQ 


Delr Branch ChieF, 

Thank you this opportunity to review and comment letter dated February 17.2011. The: 

Apa1M:hicola elder Council find this an important task as we 'have suffered historic and 

culturallO$SCs despite existing promises under Environmenlal Polky Law. Therefore. we 

preface our comments with the following pn:ambJe: ' ' ' 


Whereas the ApalacbicolaTown known as Red G~ Town. F...conchatte Mieco 
the Chief. was destroyed by the U.s. Army Corps of Engineers to build the Jim 'Woodruff 
nam in 195710caled at the confluence oflhe Flint, Chattahoochee and Apalachicola 
R.ivers in Alabama. Oeorgia and Florida, and 

Whereas, abe ApalacbicoJa lDdilQ'l Cemetery. pRviously located on Indian Hill 
near rhe City of Livingston in Polk County, T CXflS, was excavated by approval ofthe 
Trinity River Authority in 1969 sending the remains ofOUT Apalaehicola lUJCtstorslltld 
Hereditary ChiefJohn Blouot to the bottom ofthe Trinity River thence to the Gulfof 
Mexico aod without proteclwn and guaranlees of the Environmental Protection Act. and 

Whereas the Ape.1achjcola Creek Indians have been in Texas since 1834 and have 
suffcn:d cultural ,and historic. Sosses in modem times despite legislative proce<:OOns. we 
idmir our eommenu today are sincere but tempered by painfid experience.-None the Iess.. 
we cling to the hope that the Nuclear Regulation AgetlC)' will do no funber barmto any . 
Texa.s Residents. to the general envirollltlCnt we call home or to the historical and cultural 
sites not previously or thoroughly,examined by non Nailve AIlthropoIogists and literary 
scholars. " n ' 

H , 

• " ~, . . ~ i 
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Gallagher, carol 

from: Julie_SharpQnps.gov 
SMt: Tuesday. March 29.201112:02 PM 
To: Gallagllar, C8IoI 
Cc: WASO_EOO_~evonPSQOV; 1l:M_~cklj,{lOV 
hbfec:t: !R-111OO&1 - STP Nuclear Operating Co; South TX Pro)ecl. una t .. 2 - NO COMMENTS 

The National Part SeMce has revie'Ned the STP Nuclear Operating Company Project in South Texas. and has 
deten'nined that no park units will be aft'eded; therefore we have no comments: 

Thank you! 
Julie 

Julie Sharp 
Environmental PJotection As$istant 
National Park SeMc& -Intermountain Regional Office Denver, CO ph 303,967.6705 
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TRADITIONAL 
COUNCIL 

CH41RMAN 

J ...Carra. Jr_ Khisika 


SECRETAIU' 

Jau ,"kG, Ot....... 


TIlUSURER 
RoptiD EIiaRdo. Apldilc.ee 

MDtllEitS 

OII"W J. ~ Klliltl"..... 

NllII*tt Her ..~NII.am 


April 1.2011 

Chief: Rules, Announcements, and Dirtctives Branch. 	 1.....
Division of Administrative Set\'ices. 	 , ,.I 

Mail Stop TWD-OS·BOI M. :1 ...... , 
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission. ..- ;z:.....Washington...DC 20S5S..ooot" , . ;71 	 -.. 
....,
0 ....., 

Re~ REQUEST FOR COMMENTS CONCERNING THE SOUTH TEXAS 


PROJECT, UNITS I AND 2. LICENSE RENEWAt APPLJCAnON REVTEW 


Dear Sb(s): 	
",; 

"'Thank you for your letter dated on February 23, lOll, regarding your request for 

eom.mmt5ro~g tht ~th Te)(as'iProject,' Units 1 arid 2; 'UcemeAppficauOn 

R~e,ii: '. 	 ' , ',,' r .• ':. ',: ,~,.,. 

Thank ),OU for advising us about the proposed action. The Kickapoo Nation 

values its traditions and c:ustoms so we appreciate your taking the time to ask for our 

input in Ibis matter. By keeping the liJ.'.ICS ofCbMmunication open we can peacefully c0

exist yet attend to our respective businesses. 

,"" ~'l ~". ~~~ "",,:~,', .~*~ ',.if ~~ :~, l; '~': !.:. 

We do not have any comments or questions regarding said project. as we ~ 


unaware of any tribal sites in this area. thmfOl'e it d.oes not afTeet OW' inleteSts in any 

way. f~ the Kiebpo'{TraditlonatTribeof.texas Wishes'YOD SUccess'in your

endeavOr:' 	 .i,,' , '! .I} "' I ," 1 .' .',', ... ' 

. 'ShOuld you have any further questions please do not hesitate to contact us. 

; ~ ;~ JI" .. ,. 

~ 

KICKAPOO 
TRADITlOIfAL 

TRIBIt 01' TBXA8 

Traditional Council 

_u 
,-. 

, .,., 

http:Apldilc.ee


Tap Pilom COlIhuilteean 

Tlibell Council 


Pa-na.IIHI Payny.. 
Raymond H<iI'!laFiCkz 
.::oahcI:Xo@bctc.nct 

POOIp<Ipa 
Mickey Kin'llII 

fIlIhwal1@lsan.rr.com 

Vcnoooo 
T~H=a 

VENADOS@ooI.e<:>m 

AVlC!;lI Paguame 

Ramen Vasquez)' SanchJ;z 


lIllgubi@~d:irecUlet 

Tap Pilam 
Coahuiltecan Nation 

1313 Guadalupe Street 
San AntoniQ,Texas 78207 

April 1,2011 

Chid: Rules, Announcemenls, and Oirlll:th'l!! Branch 
Division of Administmlive Services 
Mail Slop iWB·OS·BOIM 
United SlaleS Nudear RegullllQt}' CommissiOill 
Washington. D.C 2055S-0001 

Re: Dock.~ ID NRC-201O..(lJOS 

TQ whom il rna)' concern: 

Thc Tap pjJam CoahYiltecan Nlltioo is gratefuJ f« the opportunity to provide comment!! 
coocerning the SOYlb Texas Project (STP), Unit!; I and 2. license rcnewalllwlication review. 

We are concerned with 1M fcl'lewal of Ibis. HealS!: because of tile project's location and 
pro'lnnity 10 b.istcrical French and Spanish colonial senh:lTl(!l'lts. Our ancestral relatives Were 
brought into these Slrttlcmc:nts, arid we tooir descendanls continue to ha~~ deep cultural roots 
and tio to the land. 

More sp«i fieally. W"e are concerned that ardteological data of a th ird site, lIS mentioned in 
AtUl.chment 0 of the Applt-cant's EnviroomeDu.1 Report (September 2010) is mi.ssin& &om 
the records. Before any consideration i~ given 10 the renewal of til is li<:CflSI:, we recommend 
that Q new archt:clogical investigaticJn 10 Ibis third site be cOilducled. 

In iii global contex.I, a nuclear wsmer similar to the ooe OCCUlTing in Japan would malie oor 
deep cultural root.'land ties 10 the land iaaeee.ssible for #It un<.ietcrmined latp of rime. We 
_til to be assured that adequate safcguanis are in plaoe in oNl.tr te prevent iii repeat of tbe 
\fSgedy in 'lIPaIl. For example, in J:lpM Ibere were no alternate soorcell of p()Wc:f to run the 
water pumps that would cool off the: rCllCtOf5 which caUSed mdiation tl) leak and oootwnilll1l.e 
Ihe surrounding areas for miles. This would be dl5amOl.lS 001 only 10 Qur cuhund heritage. 
bul to all die people orSooth Texas. 

It 1$ our intCfltiOO ttl continue re:searehing how our Nation's firmilies and culture will be 
impacted by the rctlewal of the license. In conjunction with upcoming plIblie meclin~ ami 
publication, v.'e illtend to continue providing inpctand commen1!i. 

http:dl5amOl.lS
mailto:VENADOS@ooI.e<:>m
mailto:fIlIhwal1@lsan.rr.com


OftOll again we IU gr21efil1 for ,.out tbouibtfulness of \NI' cuI~UI'III rOOlS aCId Cia to Ibe land. 
incilldini tile llbomaenrioncd COOImCAt5, before~. a Ii~ m1C1il'ItJ to thl! STP 
UDil$ Iand 2. 

R.r$pectfulty submittal. 
b)'mcmJ tkmIIndc:it 
Cllltuni ~1l1iOft Ofl'1(ft 
Tap Pihun-CoabuitblQa NIlUoo 
AmenclUl ~s in Texas 
JJ U Guadalupe SIraet. Suite 104 
San Antonio, Texas 1&201 
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"~l =-..lSoM.Pham 	 ..' ."Branch Chief "-J 

Projects Bmnch 1 :== . 
n-l 

.¢i:""",-Divmca ofLiceue Ruiewt.l 
US NIIClear Rqulatory COCWllissiOD '. 
W~ D.C. 2OSSS-0001 0 

V1 

RE: 	 Proposed lkensc nmnr.aI of the Saudi Texas Project UI1iIs I &. 2, Muagorda 
County, Texas. 

Tbe Texas Parks and WBdlik Departmeot (TPWD) bas received your le:quat for 
iat'omration rtglldifta pocmtial impadS to dmtaleud aDd Oft~ IpecieI and for 
~ on odIer issues of ~ RbIinB to the project rdefeoced above. Uader 
IeIClioD 12.0011 of'the Ta.u Patb _ Wildlife Code. TPWD is dW'pd with "prrovkting 
recommendatioas dill wiD prol1\lCt tisb mel wildlito mourcos to toeal. state, and fcdrnl 
~ies lbal apprtWe. pcnait, Sic:ense. or COllltrud developmenbd projects" aDd 
"providina iaformatioll on fisb and wildlife mou.n::ca CO any toeal, state. and lcdenl 
asencies or priYllfe orp1Iiz.alioas that make decisions ~ those motIJ'CeS... 

The u.s. Noele:ar ~ CcmmissiOll (NRC) .. n:viewiDs an application submdtcd 
by the South Texas Project Nuclear Opendiftg Company (STPNOC) tor Ibc 1Ulcwai orebe 
operating liaIn:se for dlo South Tau Project (STP). Units 1 IlQd 2, STP is locatc4 in 
Matagorda County, approximately 70 mUes ~thwesl oIHauston.. 

For the p~ of I.V;ensc ~1. STPNOC lUlled that STP, UailS I and 2, operating 
UDder rmcwod titeoses. would use nistifts plant faci.litlc:s aDd ~n tina md tbat 
DO llClIIf C(lO$lruc6on or chanps ist operation arc pwposed. In additioa. the l.kease 
I'CfICWlI.I application prvparatioa did 1\01 identify the need to Wldettab :my ~,. 
refurbishment or ~ ICtioaI 10 maimain dlo fimctiomtlity of lb. STP systems. 
structures, ad tompouents during the period ofexlfttded opention. 

Based upon the projed dr:sctiptioD, TPWD does nol anticipate sipiticmt advImie impacls 
10 ~. Ihteatened or ~ speeies. or otber filb Ibd vriJclJife fCIlOUrCies. ROWC'\"Cr. it 
the prqit.<:1 scope ehUl,ges and DeW ~ becomes propclMCIu pu1 of the li~ 
renewal process. TPWD requests !be op~ to provide additioDal eornmeolS. 

TPWD CIMUlty USQ 

To aid in the pmparatioo of the Supplemeocal Enriroor.netlul Impacc StalUnClIt rOl tbe 
proposed rdic.eming project, TPWD ~ the * of rile eoumy list (ot l2te 
spociCII in MM.", County. The TPWD county Jilts for rare species may be Obfaiccd 
from the fQlIowiD& liDl.: 
hltp;{lm,tpwd.ltllc.!x utlU»:Endancmc&~DcfaulLtIP..l, These litIS 
provide information ~ ran: spec.lG Ihatbaw potcatial to occur within each couoty. 



- '3b -

Mr. Do M. Pham 
ApriUO.20ll 
Pap20fl 

TPWD ~ die ~ (0 work with the Nucfa.r ~ Commls.siol:110 
easme tbtsc projeus 8ft! developed :in the mO$l enviroamcntaUy sauitive marmeraa is 
poWb1e. 1f' you bave my qucJStiODS ~ ow CommcrRS, ,lease ~ Alny TUl'Dtf 
at (361) S76..fJOll. 

SlDce:tely. 

Q~f~W 
Wildlife Habiat J\s$C$sment Program 
WildJ:ife DivUioD 

lajt:U906 
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The draft supplement to the GElS is scheduled to be issued in November 2012. A notice of the 
availability of the draft document and the procedures for providing comments will be published 
in the Federal Register. If you have any questions concerning the staffs environmental review 
of this license renewal application, please contact Mr. Tam Tran, Project Manager, at 
301-415-3617 or bye-mail at Tam.Tran@nrc.gov. 

Sincerely, 

IRA! 

David J. Wrona, Chief 
Projects Branch 2 
Division of License Renewal 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Docket Nos. 50-498 and 50-499 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

cc w/encl: Listserv 

DISTRIBUTION: 
See next page 

ADAMS Accession No.: ML 12086A085 (PKG) ML 11153A082 (L TR) 

ML12086A081(Scopmg Summary R)eport *concurrence via emai 


OFFICE LADLR PM:DLR/RPB1 (A)BC:DLRlRERB OGC (NLO) 

I NAME IKing TTran JSusco LSubin 

DATE 03/26/2012 03/26/2012 04/10/2012 04/312012 

~ OFFICE BC:DLR/RPB2 (A)D:DLR BC:DLR/RPB2 

NAME DWrona MGalloway DWrona 

i DATE 10/24/2012 11/14/2012 11/14/2012 

OFFICIAL RECORD COpy 

mailto:Tam.Tran@nrc.gov




Letter to D. W. Rencurrel from D. Wrona dated November 14,2012 

SUBJECT: 	 ISSUANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE STAFFS REVIEW OF THE APPLICATION BY STP 
NUCLEAR OPERATING COMPANY FOR RENEWAL OF THE OPERATING 
LICENSE FOR SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS 1 AND 2 (TAC NO. ME4938) 
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