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

 1:33 P.M. 2 

  MS. LOPAS:  Hi, everybody.  This is Sarah 3 

Lopas.  So good afternoon and welcome to the Waste 4 

Confidence Directorate’s fifth monthly status 5 

teleconference for the month of May.  My name is Sarah 6 

Lopas and I am the NEPA Communications Project Manager 7 

for this Directorate.  I am going to be facilitating 8 

today's teleconference. 9 

  You might want to have a pen and paper handy 10 

because we'll be providing some information that you 11 

might want to write down. 12 

  In the room with me here at the NRC are Keith 13 

McConnell who is the Director of the Waste Confidence 14 

Directorate; Carrie Safford, our Deputy Director; Andy 15 

Imboden, Branch Chief of the Communications Branch; Paul 16 

Michalak, Branch Chief of the Environmental Impact 17 

Statement Branch; and Tyson Campbell, from our Office of 18 

General Counsel. 19 

  Our operator today is Josh.  And when we get 20 

to the question and answer period Josh will be helping 21 

us out by unmuting individual call lines so folks can ask 22 

questions.  Note that unless you're asking a question, 23 

all of our call lines are muted. 24 

  I'm going to start off by going over the 25 
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format of today's call and some ground rules.  There 1 

aren't any slides or any other materials associated with 2 

today's call.  However, we will adhere to the following 3 

agenda.  We'll begin with an introduction by Carrie 4 

Safford.  Then Andy Imboden will discuss the 5 

availability of upcoming Waste Confidence documents.  6 

After Andy finishes up, we'll open the phone lines for 7 

questions.  When we get to the question and answer period 8 

you'll just press *1 on your phone and that will indicate 9 

to Josh that you'll need your line unmuted.  10 

  Let's quickly go over the ground rules for 11 

today's call.  First, the call is scheduled to end at 12 

2:30 Eastern Time and we're obligated to keep that 13 

schedule.  Please try to limit yourself initially to one 14 

question and then if there's time and we've heard from 15 

everybody once, we'll go back for additional questions 16 

as needed.  If we run out of time and don't get to your 17 

questions, please feel free to give me a call directly.  18 

My office phone number, and it is a new phone number, is 19 

301-287-0875. 20 

  Second, this teleconference is being 21 

transcribed by a court reporter.  And this is so that 22 

folks who weren't on the call can review the transcript 23 

and see what we've discussed.  When your line is open to 24 

ask a question, please start by introducing yourself and 25 
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stating your affiliation, if applicable.  And please 1 

speak clearly so the court reporter can get an accurate 2 

and clean transcript of what was said today. 3 

  Although this call is being transcribed, 4 

any comments or statements made today will not be 5 

considered as formal comments on the Waste Confidence 6 

Environmental Review.  The transcript of this 7 

teleconference will be publicly available on ADAMS and 8 

a link will be available on our Waste Confidence website 9 

within three weeks of today's call.  We will also be 10 

publishing a meeting summary within 30 days of today's 11 

call. 12 

  On May 8th, we sent an email from 13 

WCOutreach@nrc.gov that provided ADAMS extension 14 

numbers and link to the April 17th teleconference meeting 15 

summary and transcript.  In case you missed that email, 16 

I'll give you the ADAMS numbers for those documents right 17 

now, so grab your pen and paper.  The meeting summary for 18 

the April 17th call can be found under ML, that's M as 19 

in Mary, L as in Lynn, 13122A as in apple, 097.  And the 20 

meeting transcript can be found under ML13109A079.  21 

Links to these documents are also on our Public 22 

Involvement page of our Waste Confidence website. 23 

  If you want to be on our WC Outreach email 24 

list, please send an email with that request to 25 
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WCOutreach@nrc.gov.  That's WCOutreach@nrc.gov. 1 

  And again, if you have any other questions 2 

about access to information or about the Waste Confidence 3 

Environmental Review or rulemaking in general, please 4 

call me, Sarah Lopas.  Again, my direct number is 5 

301-287-0675.  And with that, we're going to go Carrie 6 

Safford, the Deputy Director of the Waste Confidence 7 

Directorate. 8 

  MS. SAFFORD:  Thanks, Sarah.  Good 9 

afternoon, everyone.  As Sarah mentioned my name is 10 

Carrie Safford and I'm the Deputy Director of the Waste 11 

Confidence Directorate.  Before I get started I want to 12 

thank you all for participating today and for showing an 13 

interest in the Agency's activities regarding Waste 14 

Confidence.  We appreciate your participation and 15 

input. 16 

  The purpose of today's call is to maintain 17 

an open line of communication with the public by 18 

providing you with a status update on staff's progress 19 

developing the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 20 

proposed rule.  The undertaking before us will benefit 21 

from and depends on public involvement and we strive to 22 

provide an open and transparent process throughout this 23 

effort. 24 

  The Directorate's mission is to develop a 25 



 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 

 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 

(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 6

Generic Environmental Impact Statement and proposed 1 

rule.  In the April call, we discussed the status of the 2 

development of the document and also announced the 3 

proposed locations of public meetings that will be held 4 

this fall.  I also mentioned that the Regulatory 5 

Information Conference, or RIC, website had been updated 6 

to include the presenters' slides from the Waste 7 

Confidence Panel discussion entitled "Key Insights to 8 

the Future of High-Level Waste Management." 9 

  Since our last teleconference, our session 10 

on the RIC website had been updated with links to the 11 

transcript, audio recording, and photos of the session.  12 

To find these links, please go to the Waste Confidence 13 

website and in the related information box on the right 14 

click on the RIC session TH30.  This will take you to the 15 

full RIC agenda.  If you scroll down the session TH30, 16 

you will see the link to the transcript, audio recording, 17 

and photos. 18 

  The next opportunity for public comments 19 

will be when the Draft Generic Environmental Impact 20 

Statement and proposed rule are issued in September.  21 

I'll now turn it over to Andy Imboden, our Communications 22 

Branch Chief. 23 

  MR. IMBODEN:  Thank you.  My name is Andy 24 

Imboden.  I'm the Chief of the Communications, Planning 25 
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and Rulemaking Branch and I want to talk a bit about when 1 

documents will be publicly available and the upcoming 2 

public meetings we will be having around the country.  I 3 

will then conclude with an announcement about our next 4 

teleconference in June. 5 

  We're on track to have some documents 6 

publicly available soon.  I'd like to discuss this 7 

process so that everyone is clear on when the various 8 

documents will be publicly available, how interested 9 

people and organizations can access the information and 10 

why we're doing it. 11 

  The first document that's available to the 12 

public will be what we're calling the Commission Review 13 

Draft which will be available some time near the end of 14 

June.  The Commission Review Draft documents will 15 

consist of three main documents.  The first one is an 16 

Issues Statement written by the NRC staff, the Waste 17 

Confidence Directorate, which informs the Commission and 18 

presents a recommendation on the rulemaking.  The second 19 

major document in the package is the preliminary Federal 20 

Register notice containing what we'll call the 21 

Statements of Consideration which describe what's in the 22 

rule as well as the Waste Confidence proposed rule 23 

itself,  the proposed regulation to revise the Code of 24 

Federal Regulations Title 10 Part 51. 25 
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  The third major piece of the documents in 1 

the Commission Review Draft is the preliminary Draft 2 

Generic Environmental Impact Statement.  It is 3 

important to note that these documents are not for public 4 

comment yet, but they are for the NRC Commissioners to 5 

review.  They will be available to the public shortly 6 

after the NRC Commissioners get them, most likely, by the 7 

end of June. 8 

  We plan on making the documents available 9 

to the public because we believe in having transparency 10 

in our process and we believe in openness and sharing our 11 

documents publicly as soon as they are available.  This 12 

provides an opportunity for you to look at what is being 13 

provided to the Commissioners and so you can get familiar 14 

with the documents prior to the official public comment 15 

period. 16 

  Besides the important Commission Review 17 

Draft documents, we have heard that people and 18 

organizations are interested in what technical reference 19 

documents we will be using to support the inclusions in 20 

the proposed rule and Draft Generic Environmental Impact 21 

Statement.  All are publicly available.  Of course, the 22 

majority of the documents will be available through the 23 

Agency-wide Documents Access and Management System, also 24 

known as ADAMS, which is the Agency's official record 25 
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keeping system. 1 

  In addition to the documents being 2 

available through ADAMS, we will be establishing a 3 

website dedicated to providing organized and easy 4 

electronic access to our records. 5 

  Again, we're doing this because of our 6 

commitment to making the Waste Confidence activities as 7 

open and accessible as possible.  The references website 8 

will be available to the public about the same time the 9 

Commission Review Draft documents are available. 10 

  Naturally, the Commission Review Draft 11 

Documents and the references are not final.  They're not 12 

for public comment and the documents and the references 13 

may change as a result of the Commission's direction.  14 

But we are providing this opportunity so you can get 15 

familiar with the documents to get a jump start prior to 16 

the official comment period. 17 

  You will know when the Commission Review 18 

Draft documents and the references are available to the 19 

public by monitoring our website and by signing up for 20 

WCOutreach@nrc.gov. 21 

  So on to the public meetings. 22 

  I mentioned this before but I felt there 23 

were some points that are worth emphasizing.  The 24 

upcoming 75-day comment period offers an opportunity for 25 
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interested people and organizations to comment on what 1 

the Waste Confidence Directorate has done and to tell us 2 

what you think about the Draft Generic Environmental 3 

Impact Statement and proposed rule.   4 

  All comments we receive will be considered 5 

in the preparation of the final Generic Environmental 6 

Impact Statement and final rule.  One component of the 7 

comment period is the public meetings.  These meetings 8 

will be held so that the NRC can hear what you have to 9 

say about the matter.  While there will be ample 10 

opportunity and various methods to submit comments in 11 

writing, many people prefer speaking at an open meeting 12 

on the record.  Every one of these meetings we hold will 13 

be transcribed.  Regardless of how comments are 14 

submitted, such as on www.regulations.gov, the NRC will 15 

consider them all equally in the preparation of the final 16 

Generic Environmental Impact Statement and rule. 17 

  Back in the scoping period, the NRC asked 18 

for comments on where the public meetings might be held.  19 

In return, we received many responses about the number 20 

of meetings and their locations.  What we heard during 21 

the scoping process that was made clear was that Waste 22 

Confidence is an issue with high interest and nationwide 23 

applicability and the public's interest was not limited 24 

to any specific geographic area. 25 
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  Unlike for a licensing action, which is for 1 

a very specific location, Waste Confidence in the generic 2 

approach has nationwide applicability. 3 

  I'd like to say thank you to everyone who 4 

gave us their suggestions and perspectives of the meeting 5 

locations.  I appreciate your input and while I wish we 6 

could accommodate all the requests we simply cannot be 7 

everywhere.  This was a difficult decision.  We 8 

considered several factors in developing this list.  9 

During the scoping period, NRC staff solicited and 10 

received public input on the meeting locations.  We 11 

received suggestions for hundreds of locations and when 12 

we put together the final list we considered what we 13 

heard.  Also, we considered where interested people and 14 

organizations were located which was also very broad.  15 

For example, during the scoping period, we had 16 

participants from 37 states and the District of Columbia.  17 

We considered the past experience we've had with other 18 

generic environmental activities and the public meetings 19 

associated with those. 20 

  We also considered other practical and 21 

logical issues, driving times, airport hub locations, 22 

and the number of meetings that could reasonably be held 23 

within the public comment period. 24 

  Earlier in the project, we were saying there 25 
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would be a total of 16 [note: he actually said 6-8 but 1 

over the phone line it sounded like 16] regional 2 

meetings.  Our plan is to hold a total of ten.  The first 3 

and last meetings will be held in the Washington, D.C. 4 

Metro Area at NRC headquarters.  These meetings will be 5 

nationally webcast.  These two NRC headquarters 6 

meetings will also be accessible by a moderated 7 

teleconference line for members of the public who may not 8 

be able to attend one of the eight regional meetings.  9 

For the other meetings, the specific locations have not 10 

been chosen yet, but we are looking at venues in the 11 

following states:  Massachusetts, New York, Colorado, 12 

Minnesota, Central California, Southern California, 13 

Ohio, and North Carolina.  14 

  Let me just clarify about the comment period 15 

for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 16 

proposed rule.  The documents will be open for public 17 

comment for 75 days and the comment period will begin once 18 

they are published in the fall through the 19 

teleconferences, our website, and WCOutreach@nrc.gov.  20 

We will work very hard to make sure everyone is ready when 21 

the public comment period begins.  As we get closer to 22 

the comment period, we will also tell you the specific 23 

days and locations for these meetings. 24 

  As we move forward through the two-year 25 
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overall schedule, I encourage you to get information on 1 

this project, track our progress, and stay in touch with 2 

our activities by signing up for WCOutreach@nrc.gov., by 3 

checking out our website for updates and by participating 4 

in future status teleconferences. 5 

  Finally, I will make an announcement about 6 

our next meeting in June.  The next meeting will be on 7 

June 19th.  In June, we will discuss the status of Waste 8 

Confidence activities and we will provide some details 9 

on the structure of the proposed rule and the format of 10 

the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement.   11 

  Thank you for your understanding and your 12 

attention.   13 

  Sarah? 14 

  MS. LOPAS:  All right, great.  Thank you, 15 

Andy, and thank you, Carrie. 16 

  We are now going to move on to the question 17 

and answer period.  So to ask a question, just press *1 18 

on your phone.  And a reminder to try to ask your question 19 

earlier to make sure that we receive it.  Sometimes they 20 

tend to pop off during the last minute of the call when 21 

we're signing off. 22 

  Okay, looks like we have Dean Baker.  Josh, 23 

can we open up Dean Baker's line? 24 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Baker, your line is open. 25 



 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 

 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 

(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 14

  MR. BAKER:  Yes, my name is Dean Baker with 1 

the Tennessee Valley Authority.  My question is - are 2 

there any issues that have arisen that may impact the 3 

staff's ability to meet the published schedule for the 4 

rulemaking and Generic Environmental Impact Statement? 5 

  MS. LOPAS:  So you're asking has there been 6 

any issues coming up that -- we're still going to meet 7 

our scheduled milestones? 8 

  MR. BAKER:  That is correct. 9 

  MS. SAFFORD:  This is Carrie Safford.  10 

Thanks for the question.  We are on track to meet the 11 

24-month schedule that the Commission set out for us.  So 12 

we do expect to issue the final document in August or 13 

September of 2014. 14 

  MR. BAKER:  Thank you. 15 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Carrie.  Okay, 16 

Josh, can we give you Kevin Kamps, please. 17 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Kamps, your line is open. 18 

  MR. KAMPS:  Okay, thank you.  Yeah, my 19 

question is why the decision to decrease the number of 20 

public meetings from 16 to 10?  I mean just one area of 21 

the country that's conspicuous by its absence is Michigan 22 

and Wisconsin where concerns about on-site storage of 23 

high level waste have gone back decades at this point. 24 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thanks, Kevin.   25 
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  MR. IMBODEN:  Kevin, I must have misspoke 1 

before.  Earlier in the project, the NRC staff was saying 2 

that there would be six to eight public meetings.  So I'm 3 

very happy to be able to have ten this fall.  And as far 4 

as the meeting locations, hopefully the folks in Michigan 5 

will be able to travel to the one in Ohio.  We're looking 6 

at the Toledo area.  It's in northwest Ohio.  And then 7 

Wisconsin, we're hoping that they can travel to the 8 

Minnesota meeting, but for anyone who can't physically 9 

make it to a meeting, either because of distance or the 10 

time it is, I encourage you to participate in the meetings 11 

held at NRC headquarters.  Those will be transcribed 12 

meetings just like the regional ones.  We'll have a 13 

moderated telephone line, so your comments can go on the 14 

record. 15 

  MR. KAMPS:  The other states that really 16 

come to mind immediately would be Illinois, 17 

Pennsylvania, and South Carolina, simply because they 18 

have the most commercial waste in the country.  So I 19 

guess the choice is for one thing to raise questions and 20 

the limited number of meetings is a big concern. 21 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, thank you, Kevin.  Thank 22 

you for your questions and that comment. 23 

  Just a reminder for folks to introduce 24 

themselves, NRC staff, too.  Can we go to -- Josh, can 25 
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we go to Ruth Thomas, please? 1 

  OPERATOR:  Ms. Thomas, your line is open. 2 

  MS. THOMAS:  Oh, thank you.  As I 3 

understand it, the 2010 rule, the Commission made a 4 

generic determination that if necessary spent fuel 5 

generated in any reactor can be stored safely and without 6 

significant environmental impact for at least 60 years 7 

beyond the licensed life and at either site, onsite or 8 

offsite independent spent nuclear fuel installation 9 

would be available.  And further, I'm not quoting it 10 

exactly, but further, the Commission believes there is 11 

reasonable assurance that sufficient mined geological 12 

repository capacity will be available to dispose of 13 

commercial high-level radioactive waste and spent 14 

nuclear fuel in any reactor, when necessary. 15 

  Now this decision, the Court decision, 16 

remanded this rule and then the Nuclear Regulatory 17 

Commission created a Waste Confidence Directorate, which 18 

you people are, to oversee the drafting of a new Waste 19 

Confidence Environmental Impact Statement and rule.  20 

And the Commission has instructed this group to issue the 21 

final Final Environmental Impact Statement and rule no 22 

later than September 14th.   23 

  What's unclear to me, how can the 24 

Environmental Impact Statement and rule revision be 25 
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carried out at the same time? 1 

  MS. LOPAS:  Ms. Thomas, thank you for that 2 

summary.  That was a good summary on the Waste Confidence 3 

Directorate and why we're here.  So you're wondering how 4 

can we be doing a rulemaking while we're developing the 5 

Environmental Impact Statement? 6 

  MS. THOMAS:  What I am not clear about, it 7 

would seem like the process would involve a draft rule 8 

and then followed a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 9 

on the draft rule and then changes based on the findings 10 

of the Environmental Impact Statement. 11 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, I'm going to let Paul 12 

Michalak, the Branch Chief of the Environmental Impact 13 

Statement Branch, talk a little bit about what you're 14 

asking. 15 

  MR. MICHALAK:  Hi, Ruth.  The Generic 16 

Environmental Impact Statement that we're developing is 17 

going to be the regulatory basis for the rule so in a 18 

sense, they're connected at the hip.  You have to one to 19 

have the other.  So you wouldn't develop that 20 

separately.  You would have to develop it -- first you 21 

would develop the Generic Environmental Impact Statement 22 

and then coming out of that you would develop the rule.  23 

But they come out together because the GEIS, the Generic 24 

Environmental Impact Statement, is (the proposed rule -- 25 
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thank you --) is the regulatory basis for the rule. 1 

  MS. THOMAS:  So you do both at the same 2 

time.  It seems like what's happening is the Directorate 3 

is overseeing both the rule revision and the 4 

Environmental Impact Statement and how can it be 5 

objective when the same people are doing both? 6 

  MS. LOPAS:  So, I don't know, Ruth, is that 7 

a comment or a question?  It sounded a little bit like 8 

a comment. 9 

  MS. THOMAS:  Well, if it can be answered, 10 

but I think it seems like the answer is they can't be 11 

objective. 12 

  MS. LOPAS:  So I'm going to have Keith 13 

McConnell who is the Director of the Directorate. 14 

  DR. McCONNELL:  Hi, Ruth.  It's not 15 

uncommon in NRC's process to develop the Generic 16 

Environmental Impact Statement or Environmental Impact 17 

Statement and rule in parallel because as Paul mentioned 18 

each supports the other.  The EIS, in essence, forms the 19 

technical basis for the rule, the proposed rule.  So both 20 

of those, the Draft Generic Environmental Impact 21 

Statement and the proposed Waste Confidence rule we're 22 

developing in parallel and it will go out for public 23 

comment in parallel so that the public has an opportunity 24 

to comment on the entire package being developed in 25 
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response to the Court's remand. 1 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, thank you, Keith.  I 2 

appreciate that.  Thank you, Ruth. 3 

  So a reminder for folks to press *1 if you 4 

have a question for us. 5 

  Josh, can we go to Lou Zeller, please? 6 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Zeller, your line is open. 7 

  MR. ZELLER:  Hi, thank you.  This is Lou 8 

Zeller with Blue Ridge Environment Defense League.  I 9 

think that Ms. Thomas' point was well taken and I'm not 10 

sure if the answer was satisfactory.  Of course, I'm not 11 

going to tell you how to do your business, but 12 

Environmental Impact Statements have to do with one 13 

section of the law which would be the National 14 

Environmental Policy Act.  But a rule must take into 15 

account not only NEPA, but the Atomic Energy Act, and also 16 

the other rules and regulations in 10 CFR and also any 17 

jurisprudence which would inform the rule, for example.  18 

I mean we have a Court case which sent this whole process 19 

in motion and before that the rulings within the various 20 

circuit courts stretch back decades actually.  So I mean 21 

I think her point is well taken.  I'm not sure it was 22 

answered satisfactorily.  Could you elucidate.  Thank 23 

you. 24 

  DR. McCONNELL:  Hi, this is Keith again, 25 
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Keith McConnell.  The way we approach it is we have the 1 

General Counsel's Office working with us in both 2 

developing the rule, the proposed rule, and the Draft 3 

Environmental Impact Statement.  So they address the 4 

matters that you raise in terms of the legal requirements 5 

that we're obligated to meet in developing these 6 

documents.  So it's not that we're doing it separately.  7 

We're doing it as one group composed of several offices 8 

within the NRC that address the matters that you're 9 

talking about. 10 

  MR. ZELLER:  So is that process open to the 11 

public? 12 

  MR. McCONNELL:  The process is not open to 13 

the public.  What is open to the public are these calls, 14 

where we describe what we're going to do, and the output 15 

both in terms of what Andy mentioned as to what will go 16 

to the Commission for their decision-making process and 17 

then what goes out for public comment.  But it's a 18 

product of both the General Counsel's Office and the 19 

technical staff within the Directorate. 20 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Keith.  Thank you, 21 

Lou. 22 

  Josh, can we go to Tony Roisman, please. 23 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Roisman, your line is open. 24 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Thank you.  Thank you, 25 
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Sarah,  I had a question about the schedule that's coming 1 

up, if I understood it, by the end of June the staff will 2 

be sending to the Commission its preliminary draft of the 3 

GEIS and its preliminary Statement of Considerations for 4 

the proposed rule and its preliminary proposed rule.  5 

What I'm not clear about is, and I have two questions.  6 

One, why the staff won't be willing to receive comments 7 

from the public on that prior to its publication of the 8 

DFEIS?  I don't see what they have to lose if they have 9 

the input from the public before then.   10 

  And secondly, if they've already reached a 11 

preliminary conclusion as to what the rules should look 12 

like, and what the GEIS should look like, and assuming 13 

the Commission accepts what they've done and they stay 14 

on their schedule, why is there such a long period of time 15 

from when the DFEIS is published until the FSEIS is 16 

published?  And my concern is that the staff is going to 17 

hold most of its comments regarding concerns about the 18 

proposed rule to publish in the FSEIS where there will 19 

be no further opportunity for comment and the only 20 

alternative at that point will be to go to Court, rather 21 

than to try to work this out in front of the Agency. 22 

  So I'd like to understand the thinking 23 

process that's gone into the decision to sort of 24 

frontload all of the decisions and backload all of the 25 
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dealing with the public's concerns after the public has 1 

no more chance to comment. 2 

  MR. IMBODEN:  Thank you.  My name is Andy 3 

Imboden.  Let me emphasize the fact that the 4 

Commission's review draft, you call it preliminary, 5 

proposed rule and other documents, that's another way to 6 

call that.  They'll be available at the end of June 7 

shortly after the Commission receives them themselves.  8 

Those documents are not for public comment, but we are 9 

making them available to the public so that way you can 10 

get familiar with the documents, their structure, their 11 

format, some of the issues that have been raised and after 12 

the Commission goes through their decision making 13 

process, then there will be a 75-day public comment 14 

period where anyone can comment on the proposed rule and 15 

the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement.   16 

  So you also brought up the amount of time 17 

in between the draft and the final document and that's 18 

time that has been added to the whole location process.   19 

It's also the 75-day public comment period and then after 20 

that the NRC considers the public comments we receive, 21 

much like we did in scoping and it takes some time to 22 

collect all those thoughts and put them together and take 23 

them into consideration and we'll develop the final rule 24 

and final Generic Environmental Impact Statement. 25 
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  MR. ROISMAN:  Just one follow-up question 1 

and I appreciate that.  What I don't understand is given 2 

that it's going to take you a lot of time to incorporate 3 

or think about and decide how to respond to whether to 4 

accept or reject public comment, why you keep saying you 5 

will not accept comments if they're submitted to on what 6 

you submit to the Commission at the end of June and you 7 

get them before the Draft FEIS comes out.  In fact, I 8 

don't even understand what's the mechanism if somebody 9 

sends something in, will you throw it out and make them 10 

send it in again after the 75 days starts?  That's what 11 

I'm not clear about. 12 

  DR. McCONNELL:  Hi, this is Keith 13 

McConnell.  The reason that the public comment period 14 

starts after the Commission makes its decision is that 15 

they have ultimate decision and policymaking authority 16 

at the Agency.  And so what we provide to the Commission 17 

could change based on their review and comment and their 18 

perspective on what the path forward should be.  So it 19 

would be inefficient for us to first ask you all to 20 

comment on a document that's not final.  And second, take 21 

those comments when they might be not applicable 22 

depending on the outcome of the Commission's 23 

deliberations.  So it's just a measure that we take to 24 

alert you that once the Commission gets these documents, 25 
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that they would be available to start becoming familiar 1 

with them, rather than taking the time at this point and 2 

they could be changed substantially to comment on. 3 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Keith.  Thank you, 4 

Tony.  Those were good questions. 5 

  Josh, could we go to Kyle Landis-Marinello, 6 

please? 7 

  OPERATOR:  Sir, your line is open. 8 

  MR. LANDIS-MARINELLO:  Hi, this is Kyle 9 

Landis-Marinello from the Vermont Attorney General's 10 

Office.  I apologize.  I have more of a comment than a 11 

question, but I just wanted to make sure that the 12 

interested parties know in the interest of public 13 

participation that our website, the Vermont Attorney 14 

General's website, has a link to a petition that four 15 

states filed a week ago asking the Commission to overrule 16 

certain aspects of the scoping decision. 17 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, great.  Thank you, Kyle. 18 

  Josh, can we go to Susan Shapiro, please? 19 

  OPERATOR:  Ma'am, your line is open. 20 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  Hello, hi.  I'm with the 21 

Indian Point Safe Energy Coalition.  And thank you for 22 

that comment from Vermont because that's my concern about 23 

the scoping.  I can see that there are issues that you've 24 

placed out of scope which I think needs to be put back 25 
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into scope and I'm very concerned that you've taken out 1 

monitoring and just actually even the regulations 2 

regarding spent fuel storage.  Isn't that what this is 3 

all about, regulations regarding spent fuel storage and 4 

reactor safety?  How can that be out of scope?  Isn't 5 

that what the entire process is for? 6 

  MR. IMBODEN:  Hi, this is Andy Imboden.  7 

Let me answer your question.  The Scoping Summary Report 8 

that we issued in March is the final report.  The 9 

Commission will be reviewing the entire Draft  10 

Environmental Impact Statement and the proposed rule and 11 

the Commission will consider the scoping input as far as 12 

that review.  Furthermore, you will have an opportunity 13 

to comment on those issues, if we got it wrong in 14 

development you could comment on those issues during the 15 

comment period for the proposed rule and Draft Generic 16 

Environmental Impact Statement later this year.  Those 17 

comments that we receive will be considered and responded 18 

to by the staff in our final notices. 19 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  What we've experienced with 20 

relicensing when you call something out of the scope with 21 

the NRC means that you'll just say it's out of scope, 22 

we're not going to deal with it.  You actually put the 23 

entire concept of what this is about out of scope.  So 24 

I don't understand how this process is even moving 25 
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forward at this point.  It doesn't even make sense.  I 1 

understand what you're saying that you're going to look 2 

at it, but you're going to say -- what's going to come 3 

back is out of scope, we're not going to deal with it.  4 

So I think we all think that that should be dealt with 5 

up front and not later on.  It just doesn't make logical 6 

sense. 7 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thanks, Susan, and we do 8 

appreciate your comment. 9 

  Would anyone else like to ask a question or 10 

make a comment?  Go ahead and press *1. 11 

  (Pause.) 12 

  Josh, can we go to Tom Kauffman, please. 13 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Kauffman, your line is open? 14 

  MR. KAUFFMAN:  Thanks.  Yes, this is Tom 15 

Kauffman with NEI.  I missed the initial part of the 16 

call.  I just want to know basically the upcoming events 17 

or schedule, if you would, of the next part of the 18 

process.  So just a quick review of what was said 19 

upfront.  Thank you. 20 

  MS. LOPAS:  Sure, just to recap, Andy, if 21 

you could just recap quickly the documents that will be 22 

available later. 23 

  MR. IMBODEN:  Yes, this is Andy Imboden.  24 

And what I said in my presentation earlier was that the 25 
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next kind of major milestone will be that the Commission 1 

will receive a preliminary document from the staff in 2 

June.  Shortly thereafter, we will be making the 3 

Commission Review Draft document, the same documents 4 

that are before the Commission, we'll be making that 5 

public in late June.  We'll be making the references that 6 

we're using in support of those documents available in 7 

ADAMS and on our website if possible, later in June.  And 8 

in -- also in June, there is a status teleconference on 9 

June 19th during which we'll discuss the formats of the 10 

Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement and the 11 

proposed rule so people will get familiar with the 12 

document prior to the comment period.  I guess the next 13 

major milestone after that is the Commission's voting and 14 

direction to staff, some time after that, several weeks 15 

for that. 16 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Andy.   17 

  Josh, can we go to Chris Clements, please. 18 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Clements, your line is open. 19 

  MS. LOPAS:  Hi, Chris, are you there? 20 

  OPERATOR:  It looks like he disconnected. 21 

  MS. LOPAS:  Can we go to Lou Zeller then 22 

again, please? 23 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Zeller, your line is open. 24 

  MR. ZELLER:  All right.  Thank you.  This 25 
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is Lou Zeller.  Earlier, one of the earlier 1 

teleconferences we had scheduling and the two-year time 2 

line was discussed and I think there were questions at 3 

that time about how could the NRC meet those deadlines 4 

with so much work to be done.  I believe I heard that the 5 

response was that the staff for the Waste Confidence 6 

Directorate was drawn from other areas within the Nuclear 7 

Regulatory Commission's staff. 8 

  The question is where -- can you tell me, 9 

where will the staff for the Waste Confidence Directorate 10 

come from?  For example, there are various points of the 11 

Commission, licensing or enforcement or monitoring?  12 

Where is the Waste Confidence Directorate staff drawn 13 

from? 14 

  DR. McCONNELL:  This is Keith McConnell.  15 

It's drawn from all the major program offices that have 16 

licensing responsibility within the Agency.  So we've 17 

got staff from Nuclear Materials Safety and Safeguards; 18 

staff from Office of New Reactors; staff from Nuclear 19 

Reactor Regulation.  Some of our communications staff 20 

have come from program offices and Commission offices 21 

actually.  So it's a broad spectrum of staff from across 22 

the Agency. 23 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, thanks. 24 

  MR. ZELLER:  Thank you. 25 
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  MS. LOPAS:  Thanks, Lou.   1 

  Josh, can we try Chris Clements again.  It 2 

looks like he might be back on. 3 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Clements, your line is open. 4 

  MR. CLEMENTS:  Yes, hello, thank you for 5 

the opportunity to speak.  I just wanted to ask again 6 

about the storage.  Earlier, we were speaking about 7 

things that are in scope and out of scope of consideration 8 

in these hearings.  And I think the earlier caller that 9 

was speaking to this point made -- I don't know that you 10 

answered her because I think that her point is true that 11 

if that's not going to be part of the largest, most 12 

volatile aspect of this reconsideration for licensing, 13 

relicensing, are we doing it universal?  Are we doing a 14 

full constellation appreciation of the checks and 15 

balances of relicensing this plant? 16 

  DR. McCONNELL:  Yes, this is Keith 17 

McConnell.  The nature of this call is we talk about the 18 

status and the process.  We don't talk about specific 19 

issues.  Those are matters that should be discussed and 20 

addressed in the public comment period both on scoping 21 

and when the documents go out after Commission review. 22 

  MR. CLEMENT:  Okay, so you feel that this 23 

process is sufficient to actually give a full 24 

constellation view and let the public actually comment 25 
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on all of the checks and balances all the way through 1 

measures in play? 2 

  DR. McCONNELL:  We take the public comment 3 

part of the process very seriously.  We're making great 4 

efforts to try to involve the public in all of our 5 

activities.  These calls are to make sure that the public 6 

is aware of we're doing and what to expect as we move 7 

forward with the process.  So I think the answer to your 8 

question is yes. 9 

  MR. CLEMENT:  Okay, thank you very much. 10 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Chris. 11 

  Josh, can we go to Ruth Thomas again? 12 

  OPERATOR:  Ms. Thomas, your line is open. 13 

  MS. THOMAS:  Thank you.  I want to know 14 

what consideration has been given and will be given to 15 

the recommendation we made that the process on making 16 

this decision about spent nuclear fuel and radioactive 17 

material be based on as close as possible to an 18 

adjudicatory hearing where there is testimony under oath 19 

and where there is cross examination to verify what the 20 

facts are and to make as best can be made an informed 21 

decision. 22 

  MS. LOPAS:  That's a good question about 23 

process.   24 

  Andy, can you? 25 
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  MR. IMBODEN:  This is Andy Imboden.  We did 1 

receive comments in the scoping period about petitions 2 

of rulemaking and other alternatives, those comments 3 

were addressed in the scoping summary report and public 4 

interactions to complete a Generic Environmental Impact 5 

Statement and rule within 24 months as directed by the 6 

Commission. 7 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Andy. 8 

  MS. THOMAS:  I didn't understand that, but 9 

I guess I'll read it.  Maybe I'll understand it.  Or did 10 

you finish?  Maybe -- did I interrupt you? 11 

  MR. IMBODEN:  No, you're coming in loud and 12 

clear, but I was done. 13 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thanks, Ruth.  Please press *1 14 

if folks have a question on the status or the process 15 

about the documents that are coming up that will be 16 

available later in June about the public comment period 17 

that will be coming out later when we publish those 18 

documents officially. 19 

  It's about 2:18 right now, so we'll do 20 

another last call for questions before we will close out. 21 

  All right, here we go.  Josh, can we hear 22 

from Kevin Kamps, please.  Hi, Josh, can we hear from 23 

Kevin Kamps. 24 

  OPERATOR:  Mr. Kamps, your line is open. 25 
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  MR. KAMPS:  Thank you.  Yes, I guess a 1 

question that occurs to me is a seeming contradiction 2 

between making documents available for the public to look 3 

at and familiarize themselves with and get comfortable 4 

with and not having the public comment period open.  So 5 

you're limiting public comment to 75 days on an issue that 6 

dates back half a century or longer if you include the 7 

military waste in the country.  I don't understand the 8 

reasoning behind that.  Why wouldn't the public comment 9 

be opened and extended for a very healthy amount of time 10 

to give as many people as possible a chance to weigh in 11 

and not have to, as the previous question was asked, have 12 

to repeat themselves, perhaps, in the process, because 13 

it's so nonsensical? 14 

  DR. McCONNELL:  Kevin, this is Keith 15 

McConnell.  Again, the reason we're not accepting public 16 

comment on the draft documents until the preliminary 17 

documents go to the Commission is because they are not 18 

final and the -- they're not final until the Commission 19 

says they're final, basically.  The 75-day public 20 

comment period we think is sufficient given the fact that 21 

the documents will be available at least to become 22 

familiar with earlier in the process to develop comments 23 

on what we're developing in terms of a Draft Generic 24 

Environmental Impact Statement and proposed rule. 25 
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  MR. KAMPS:  When you say a finalization, 1 

you mean a finalization of the draft? 2 

  DR. McCONNELL:  Correct.  Thank you for 3 

clarifying that. 4 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, Josh, can we go to Susan 5 

Shapiro again? 6 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  Yes, hi.  I'm looking over 7 

the documents that you have on the website and it says 8 

responses to scoping comments.  And I'm reading through 9 

this and I don't see where the responses are.  All I see 10 

is it states that you received comments on various issues 11 

and then it lists where those comments -- they're not 12 

necessarily responses.  Are there responses that aren't 13 

here?  I'm trying to understand how you would have 14 

included things in scoping.  What was the process in 15 

that? 16 

  MR. IMBODEN:  Hi, Susan.  This is Andy 17 

Imboden and the Scoping Summary Report that we issued in 18 

March, Appendix B, or Section B is interested in your 19 

comments and is where that’s resolved.   20 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  I know about the comments.  21 

I'm asking where your response is.  It says responses.  22 

Where are your responses? 23 

  MR. IMBODEN:  The responses are in Section 24 

B of the document, entitled Responses to Scoping 25 
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Comments.  It begins on about page 15 and it goes on from 1 

there, so about page 15. 2 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  Okay.  I just guess I 3 

misunderstood how this works.  All right.  I'm sorry. 4 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you, Susan.  I remind you 5 

to press *1 if you have any questions on the process or 6 

the upcoming draft, Commission version that will be 7 

available in ADAMS. 8 

  DR. McCONNELL:  While we are waiting, this 9 

is Keith McConnell, while we're waiting for others to ask 10 

questions, I did want to clarify that what goes to the 11 

Commission are preliminary drafts of the Generic 12 

Environmental Impact Statement and proposed rule.  The 13 

Commission will review, comment on those, and provide 14 

direction to the staff.  We'll take that direction and 15 

then correct or make changes to the drafts and then issue 16 

the drafts for public comment.  So they don't become 17 

final until after we go through the public comment 18 

period. 19 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thank you for that 20 

clarification, Keith, that's helpful. 21 

  I remind you to press *1 if you have any 22 

additional clarification questions on the process of the 23 

preliminary Commission review versions of the Draft 24 

Generic Environmental Impact Statement and proposed 25 
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rule. 1 

  (Pause.) 2 

  Josh, if we could go back to Susan Shapiro, 3 

please. 4 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  I'm sorry, I got cut off 5 

before I got to say that I would like to know how we can 6 

petition the NRC to give us more than 75 days.  Just based 7 

on the scoping it's going to be quite a large document.  8 

It's pretty clear.  And 75 days is a very limited time 9 

for such a large, important thing as dealing with the 10 

waste storage in this country.  So right up front I'd 11 

like to petition right now for additional time for no less 12 

than 120 days. 13 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, so you're wondering, 14 

Susan, how you could ask the Commission for additional 15 

time to comment on the Draft Generic Environmental Impact 16 

Statement and proposed rule? 17 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  Correct. 18 

  DR. McCONNELL:  This is Keith McConnell.  19 

You can either write me a letter or you can write the 20 

Chairman a letter, whichever you prefer in terms of 21 

stating what your views are in terms of public comments. 22 

  MS. SHAPIRO:  Thank you. 23 

  MS. LOPAS:  Thanks, Susan.  Josh, could we 24 

go back to Ruth Thomas again? 25 
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  MS. THOMAS:  In relation to that last 1 

suggestion, I'm interested in it and would like to know 2 

about other groups and individuals being able to join in 3 

on that. 4 

  MS. LOPAS:  You're wondering how other 5 

groups or individuals can join.   6 

  MS. THOMAS:  Yes. 7 

  MS. LOPAS:  I'm not sure.  You can probably 8 

google Susan Shapiro and find out her contact information 9 

and reach out to Susan.  That I cannot help you with 10 

because I'm not authorized to give private information 11 

over the phone. 12 

  MS. THOMAS:  Well, that's another question 13 

I had about reaching other people that are on the call 14 

because I see that a similarity to what public interest 15 

people are saying and asking for and yet I'm not sure how 16 

you get to reach the people.  I can understand you don't 17 

want to publish our -- anyway, I wonder if people have 18 

tried to get in touch with me because the Nuclear 19 

Regulatory Commission has the wrong address for me.   20 

  MS. LOPAS:  Okay, Ruth, well, you know what 21 

why don't either Susan or I follow up with you.  You can 22 

totally take a look at the meeting summaries that we 23 

publish every month of these teleconferences and it does 24 

provide a list of participants.  It doesn't provide any 25 
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other information besides their name and affiliation, 1 

but you can google and that should be enough to get you 2 

with who you want to be in touch with.  So thank you very 3 

much. 4 

  MS. THOMAS:  Thank you. 5 

  MS. LOPAS:  It's 2:26.  I'm going to do a 6 

last call for questions.  Please press *1 if you have 7 

additional questions on again the process of what's going 8 

to be publicly available at the end of June or the public 9 

comment period that will occur later on after we publish 10 

the official draft for public comment. 11 

  (Pause.) 12 

  Okay, I think we're going to end the call.  13 

I'm going to send it back to Carrie Safford, just a 14 

reminder that we do have our next call on June 19th, same 15 

time, 1:30 to 2:30 p.m. Eastern Time, same call-in 16 

information and password.   17 

  MS. SAFFORD:  I just want to thank everyone 18 

for participating today and just to conclude, as Sarah 19 

mentioned, our next call will be held on June 19th and 20 

we'll discuss the status of the Waste Confidence activity 21 

and provide some more detail on the structure of the draft 22 

document.  We hope you find these status updates useful 23 

and we look forward to your participation on the Waste 24 

Confidence proceedings.  Thank you all.  Have a nice 25 
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afternoon. 1 

  (Whereupon, at 2:28 p.m., the 2 

teleconference was concluded.) 3 
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