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P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S1

7:00 p.m.2

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  My name is Chip3

Cameron and I would like to welcome you, to the public4

meeting, tonight.5

And it is a pleasure to serve as your6

facilitator for the meeting tonight and also I will7

try to help all of you to have a productive meeting8

tonight.9

The topic, of tonight's meeting, is the10

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission's Draft11

Environmental Impact Statement on an Early Site Permit12

application that they received from PSEG to decide if13

a potential new reactor at a site adjacent to the Hope14

Creek and Salem Nuclear Generating Stations.15

And the EIS that the NRC has prepared is16

just one part, an important part, of the NRC's17

decisionmaking and review process, on whether to grant18

the Early Site Permit. 19

At this point I would like to talk, a few20

minutes, on the meeting process so that you will know21

what to expect tonight.  22

And I would like to talk about the23

objectives of the meeting, the format of the meeting,24

some simple ground rules to allow us to have a25
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productive meeting tonight, and to introduce the1

speakers to you.2

And I should mention, when I'm talking3

about the speakers, is that the United States Army4

Corps of Engineers also plays an important part in5

this Early Site Permit review process.6

The Corps is a cooperating agency on the7

preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement. 8

And we will have a speaker from the Corps, to talk to9

you, in a few minutes.10

In terms of the objectives, the first one11

is to make sure that the NRC clearly explains what the12

Environmental Impact Statement process is, and gives13

you a good summary of some of the conclusions in the14

Draft Impact Statement.15

And I would really emphasize the word16

draft.  This Environmental Impact Statement will not17

be finalized until the NRC looks at all the public18

comments that come in, either tonight in this meeting,19

or written comments.20

And you can speak tonight, you can submit21

written comments also, and anything that you say22

tonight is going to carry the same weight as a written23

comment.24

And that is the second objective of the25
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meeting, it is for the NRC and the Corps of Engineers1

to listen to your comments, or any concerns that you2

might have, about the Draft Environmental Impact3

Statement. 4

In terms of format we are going to have5

three short presentations, by the NRC, and the Army6

Corps of Engineers. 7

And after that we will have a few minutes,8

at least, to take any clarifying questions that you9

might have about the process, or whatever. 10

So we will see if there are any questions11

on that.  And then we are going to move into the focus12

of tonight's meeting, which are the comments, and if13

you want to talk, many people have already done this,14

filled out a yellow card, or they pre-registered.15

And I will call your name and I will ask16

you to come up to the podium, and talk to us tonight.17

Now, during that comment period the NRC18

and the Corps of Engineers are going to be listening19

carefully to what you are saying.  But they are not20

going to be responding to anything that you say.21

Or sometimes people will get up and ask a22

bunch of questions, rather than giving an opinion.  We23

won't be answering those questions during the meeting.24

The staff may come up to you, after the25
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meeting, the NRC or the Corps of Engineers, and ask to1

talk to you more about concerns that you have. 2

But all of those comments, and all of3

those questions, will be carefully evaluated, as the4

staff prepares the Final Environmental Impact5

Statement. 6

In terms of ground rules I would, just,7

ask you to hold on to the questions that you have,8

until after all the presentations are finished, so you9

can get a complete picture.10

And, secondly, I would ask that only one11

person, at a time speak.  Sometimes we have meetings12

that are not, like a typical meeting here, where13

people are shouting things out, or whatever. 14

But one person at a time allows us to give15

our complete attention to whomever is talking.  And16

also allows us to get what I call a clean transcript.17

We are taking a transcript.  Our18

stenographer, tonight, is Ed Johns right here.  And19

that transcript will be publicly available. 20

And it is your record of the meeting, and21

it is the NRC's record of the meeting.  And I would22

ask you to be brief in your comments.23

I don't think we are going to be pressed24

for time, at all, tonight.  But if you could keep it25
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in the five minute range, that would be helpful.1

And, finally, let's all extend the2

courtesy to everybody in the room.  You may hear3

opinions that are different from yours.  And let's4

just respect the person who is giving that particular5

opinion. 6

And our speakers, first of all, we are7

going to hear from Jennifer Dixon-Herrity, who is8

right here.  And Jennifer is the chief of the9

environmental projects branch in the NRC's office of10

new reactors.  And she will start us off. 11

And then we are going to go to Ed Bonner,12

who is right here. And Ed is a senior biologist in the13

regulatory section of the Corps of Engineers14

Philadelphia District Office.15

And then, finally, we are going to go to16

Allen Fetter.  And Allen Fetter is the environmental17

project manager on this specific Early Site Permit. 18

And he will fill you in on the details of what the19

results of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement20

have been so far.21

We also have a number of NRC staff from22

the Office of General Counsel Public Affairs.  We have23

our expert consultants in various scientific24

disciplines, here, tonight.25
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And, hopefully, you have had a chance to1

meet some of them.  And they will be here, at the2

meeting. 3

In terms of the operating reactor, I want4

to introduce you to the resident inspector.  This is5

Shelyn Ibarrola. And she is the resident inspector at6

the Hope Creek Plant. 7

And the NRC's resident inspectors are8

there to make sure that all the NRC regulations will9

be complied with, right at the site.10

And, with that, I would just thank all of11

you for being here.  And let's turn it over to12

Jennifer.13

MS. DIXON-HERRITY:  I, also, want to thank14

you for coming this evening.  The whole team welcomes15

your comments.16

We are looking at improving our17

Environmental Impact Statement.  I'm going to repeat18

some of what Chip has already said.  19

Going through the agenda for the meeting,20

we are going to start off with some descriptions of21

how the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission review22

process, leading up to today, worked.23

We are going to provide a schedule from24

today forward.  We are going to share the NRC's25
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preliminary recommendations with you.  We are going to1

describe how you can provide comments, both today and2

going forward, until our comment period ends.3

And, most important, we are going to4

listen to and gather your comments.5

Going back over what our role is, the6

Nuclear Regulatory Commission is the lead agency in7

the preparation of this Environmental Impact8

Statement, under the National Environmental Policy9

Act.10

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is a11

cooperating agency in the preparation of the same12

Environmental Impact Statement. 13

The Corps of Engineers's evaluation and14

decision whether to issue the Department of the Army15

permit, will be documented in a separate Record of16

Decision, from the one that the Nuclear Regulatory17

Commission issues, no earlier than 30 days after18

issuance of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 19

And the ROD will reference information, in20

the Final Environmental Impact Statement, and present21

any additional information that they need to share in22

support of their permit decision.23

And, with that, Ed Bonner is going to24

talk.25
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MR. BONNER:  My presentation will be very1

short, I hope.2

As mentioned, we are a cooperating agency. 3

There are two federal actions involved with this4

project.  One, obviously, the ESP application for NRC5

approval.6

But there is, also, a Department of the7

Army permit application pending, relative to all the8

dredge and fill activities that would be required for9

this project, in waters of the U.S. 10

When, as both federal agencies, we are11

both required to follow NEPA, the National12

Environmental Policy Act.  And basically it is a13

process issue, to make sure we identify what resources14

are there, what the effects on those resources are.15

And the value of being cooperating16

agencies, we jointly can share our resources, to make17

sure that we have done a thorough job, of what those18

resources are.19

And this public meeting is a part of that,20

because we have developed a Draft EIS.  There is a21

public opportunity to comment on that.  22

If there is something wrong, we want to23

know what you think. And this is very important to our24

process.25
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But our laws are different.  The first1

law, that we are responsible for implementing, is2

Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbor Act, dating back3

to 1899.4

That law regulates activities in, or5

affecting, navigable waters.  Whether it would be6

something under, in, or over.7

The other law, that we implement, is8

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, where we regulate9

the discharges of dredged, or fill material, into10

waters of the U.S. which includes wetlands.11

And the documentation will show there is12

a sizable amount of wetland impact.13

But in this process we jointly work14

through the EIS development.  Once we conclude the15

EIS, and it is finalized, the agencies will work,16

independently, on our independent permit decisions.17

The Corps will then apply what are known18

as the 404(b)(1) guidelines.  These are guidelines19

developed by the EPA for the Corps to utilize when20

evaluating permit applications. 21

The other factors, we have to consider,22

what is known as the public interest factors, which is23

a broad range of public issues, navigation, cultural24

issues, environmental issues. 25
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It is an almost endless issue, anything1

affecting the public.   In order for us to issue a2

permit it must pass the test of the guidelines, and3

the public interest review process.4

And that will follow through, when we make5

our final decision, following the development of the6

Final EIS.7

What else?  Public participation.  During8

this entire process we have been coordinating with9

other federal and state agencies. 10

So in most respects we know what their11

comments are, or we will continue that process.  Your12

job, as the public, is to participate in that process.13

We solicit, we welcome your comments, to14

assure that we have done an adequate job of15

identifying what those issues are.16

It then becomes our job, in the end, to17

render a decision on that. 18

There is a permit follow-up there.  Our19

action CENAP-OP-R-2009-0157, that is the actual file20

number in our office.21

When you offer comments, on both the EIS22

and our permit application, when you offer comments to23

us, make sure you reference that number.  24

It makes it a whole lot easier to track25
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the correspondence because, I can assure you, there is1

a large volume of mail coming to our organization. 2

So that makes it easier for us to track3

it.4

Brian Bellacima, who is also here, is the5

primary project manager for this.  His phone number is6

up there and, I believe, it is also in your handouts.7

If you have a question for me feel free to8

call Bryan.  His email is up there.  But we welcome9

your comments.10

We ask that, when you have a comment, or11

question, that you be as specific as possible.  In12

order for us to evaluate the comments the more13

specific you can be, the more likely you are, to get14

an adequate response from us.15

Our public notice has a deadline of16

comments on October 4th, slightly different comment17

period than the EIS.18

Noting that October 4th is only a few days19

from now I would say, to you, that if you give us a20

comment October 5th, we are not going to close the21

doors.22

But the issue being is we have to make23

sure that we put the packages together, review the24

comments, and the sooner your comments are offered,25
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the more likely you are to have those comments1

addressed, and included in the file record.2

Other than that I am done.  And after the3

meeting I will be available for general questions.  4

Thank you. 5

MR. FETTER:  Good evening, thank you all6

for coming.7

This slide shows that the Nuclear8

Regulatory Commission, we are an independent federal9

agency.  We protect the public health and safety,10

promote common defense and security, and protect the11

environment. 12

We are an independent federal agency and13

we have, over -- not over, yet, but almost 40 years of14

experience, regulating operating reactors, and other15

civilian uses of nuclear materials.16

Now, an Early Site Permit is Commission17

approval of a site for one or more nuclear power18

facilities.  And before an Early Site Permit is19

issued, a Commission mandatory hearing occurs.20

The issuance, I want to emphasize, that21

the issuance of an Early Site Permit does not22

authorize the building of a new nuclear plant. 23

Before any plant is built, and are24

operated, an ESP holder must submit a combined license25
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or construction permit application, and get that1

reviewed as well. 2

There are two reviews I want to -- an3

environmental and safety review.  The safety project4

manager, Presenta Chally is here, in the audience, as5

well.  If you have any questions about the safety6

review, he will available, after the meeting, to talk7

to as well. 8

For the site evaluation we used a set of9

bounding reactor designed parameters, because the10

applicant hasn't chosen a reactor technology.11

But we have incorporated different aspects12

of that to evaluate the environmental impacts of such13

a surrogate reactor on the site.14

This slide is an overview of the NRC's15

Environmental Review Process.  This step-wise approach16

is how we meet our responsibilities under the National17

Environmental Policy Act. 18

We are, currently, in the comment period19

stage for the DEIS.  And previously, the NRC and the20

Corps, were seeking your input on the Draft EIS during21

the scoping period.22

The results of which are summarized in23

appendix D of the Draft EIS.24

To assist in our review, the NRC and the25
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Corps are currently seeking comments on the Draft1

Environmental Impact Statement, which we will address,2

and will be incorporated in an appendix, in the Final3

Impact Statement.4

The 75 day comment period began on the5

22nd of August and will remain open until November6

6th.  As Ed said, you know, we will make7

accommodations for things that come in late. 8

We won't close the door, but in order to9

be considered, it is better to get it in by the 6th.10

Based on the comments, we will receive, we11

will adjust our analysis, as needed, and finalize the12

Environmental Impact Statement. 13

We expect to issue the Final in September14

of 2015.15

To prepare the EIS we assembled a team16

with backgrounds in the necessary scientific and17

technical disciplines.18

The NRC has contracted with Oakridge19

National Laboratory to assist us preparing the EIS. 20

The NRC, which includes Oakridge, and the other DOE21

contractors, is comprised of a wide range of experts,22

knowledgeable with environmental issues and nuclear23

power plants.24

As mentioned, before, the Corps also25

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS

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



18

provided technical expertise in developing the EIS. 1

This slide shows many of the resource2

areas that were considered in the development of the3

EIS.  The NRC would like to provide you with the time4

to present comments this afternoon, specifically about5

any resource areas here.6

Therefore I will be, and this shows only7

some of the resource areas.  And if you have read the8

EIS, and have specific comments, we welcome them. 9

So this slide depicts how the10

environmental impacts are categorized.  The NRC has11

established three impact categories, small, moderate12

and large, to help explain the impacts on the project13

consistent with the terms in each resource area.14

As the team was developing the analysis,15

the team members would ask if the effect was minor,16

which would have a small effect.17

Does the effect have a noticeable, can it18

noticeably alter the impacts, attributes of a19

resource?  Then it would be moderate.20

Or if it was destabilizing to certain21

attributes of the resource, it would be considered22

large.23

So through the EIS we use these categories24

to define the level of impact.25
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So we are going to go into a little detail1

about some of the resources in the technical areas. 2

Here is the water resources.  3

Our evaluation considered both groundwater4

and surface water, both use and quality.  Groundwater5

will be used during the building of a new nuclear6

plant.  The fresh water would be used for mixing7

concrete, soil compaction, and other construction8

uses.9

Later operation of the plant, groundwater10

would be used for drinking, sanitation, fire11

protection, and cooling of smaller plant components.12

The primary source of water, for13

operations, is surface water, which would be used to14

cool the nuclear plant.  The source of the surface15

water is the Delaware River.16

PSEG will be required to comply with all17

stated and federal permits for groundwater18

withdrawals, and discharges, into the Delaware river.19

The review team determined that the20

impacts, for the use, and quality of groundwater and21

surface water, from building and operation of the new22

nuclear plant, at the site, would be small.23

Now, regarding other potential impacts to24

waters of the U.S., there will be a dredging and fill25
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operations, that would occur at PSEG site.  1

The nuclear plant barge slip, and2

associated infrastructure would involve, potentially,3

108 acres of fill impact to wetlands, 32 of them,4

temporary, as well as dredging.5

The causeway, 23 acres permanent, 236

temporary.  And the adjacent offsite area would be7

zero permanent and 30 temporary.8

And other structures, in navigable waters,9

would include the cooling water intake structure, and10

associated dredging, and the discharge structure as11

well. 12

Next is ecological resources.  Our team13

evaluated the terrestrial impacts, on local wildlife14

that either lived on the PSEG site, in the surrounding15

area, or in nearby water bodies.16

The evaluation covered many species. 17

Examples shown here are the shortnose sturgeon, and18

the black-crowned night heron.19

The staff, along with the Corps, is20

consulting with other agencies, such as the New Jersey21

Department of Environmental Protection, U.S. Fish and22

Wildlife Service, and National Marine Fisheries, on23

the impacts on the ecological resources.24

As part of the NRC staff's analysis, we25
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evaluated potential doses to workers, during1

construction.  Doses to members of the public, and2

plant workers, during operation, and doses received by3

wildlife.4

The impacts, on all three groups, doses to5

members of the public, plant workers, and wildlife,6

would be small, since PSEG must continue to comply7

with stringent NRC and EPA regulatory limits.8

Socioeconomics and environmental justice9

is another resource area that we look at.  The10

socioeconomic review encompasses many different11

things, such as local economy, taxes, housing,12

education, traffic, transportation, populations,13

infrastructure, and community services.14

Adverse impacts would be small to moderate15

for building and operation.  And for environmental16

justice the NRC staff found no evidence that minority,17

or low income, populations would be disproportionately18

affected during building and operation of a nuclear19

plant. 20

An important part of the Environmental21

Review, under the National Environmental Policy Act,22

is evaluation of cumulative impacts.  In Chapter Seven23

the team evaluated cumulative impacts.24

Overall the cumulative adverse impacts25
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range from small to moderate, with the exception of1

generally beneficial impacts from taxes, which range2

from small, to adverse, to large beneficial.3

There are three examples of other4

projects, in the vicinity, that would be considered5

under cumulative impacts, the current operating6

stations, Camp Pedricktown, and the Delaware River7

Main channel deepening project.8

As part of our review our team needs to9

make a determination of whether or not there is an10

additional need for power, from the licensee. 11

For the PSEG site the area evaluated was12

PSEG's market area.  The review team's need for power13

analysis is in Chapter Eight of the EIS. 14

Alternatives is a very important part of15

the NEPA process.  In Chapter Nine the staff evaluated16

alternative energy sources, alternative sites, and17

alternative system designs, as well as the no-action18

alternative.19

In our energy analysis the review team20

evaluated generation of baseload power, which is21

continuously produced, 24-7.22

For baseload we examined sources such as23

coal, or natural gas, and combinations of sources of24

natural gas, solar, wind, biomass, and additional25
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conservation, and demand side management programs. 1

The review team determined that none of2

the feasible baseload energies would be3

environmentally preferable.4

Conservation and the design side5

management were also considered but not determined to6

be an alternative to baseload.7

The review team compared the proposed PSEG8

site to four other alternative sites in New Jersey. 9

The NRC staff determined that none of the alternative10

sites would be environmentally preferable to the PSEG11

site.12

And, lastly, the review team determined13

that no alternative cooling system designs would be14

environmentally preferable to the proposed designs. 15

In Chapter 10 of the EIS the NRC staff16

makes a preliminary recommendation to the Commission. 17

This recommendation is based on, mostly, small18

impacts, mitigation measures, and the NRC staff's19

conclusion that no alternative site, or alternative20

baseload energy would be environmentally preferable.21

Based on the results of our Environmental22

Review, the preliminary recommendation, to the NRC23

Commission, is the Early Site Permit for the PSEG site24

be issued. 25
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The recommendation is considered1

preliminary until we evaluate your comments in the2

DEIS.3

This recommendation is for the4

Environmental Review.  As I mentioned, previously, the5

safety also has a concurrent review.  The safety6

review is ongoing, and will be completed with the7

issuance of the Final Safety Evaluation Report, which8

will present the results of the staff's Final Review.9

For access to the Draft EIS, we have10

copies out in the front, of the Reader's Guide, which11

contains a CD of all three volumes.12

There are, also, -- it is available on-13

line, at the web address shown in this slide.  And14

this slide will stay up, during the comment period,15

for those who want to write it down.16

It is, also, in the information packet17

passed out.  And there is a hard copy at the Salem18

Free Public Library.19

And if anyone specifically wants a hard20

copy, you can contact me, and I will make a copy and21

send it to you. 22

So as Chip and Jennifer mentioned, and Ed23

as well, submitting your comments on the Draft EIS24

include public, verbal comments at the public meeting25
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tonight.  If you are a little bit shy, and don't want1

to speak in public, you can provide written comments2

directly, electronically, using the web address at the3

top, psegsite.espeis@nrc.gov, or through4

regulations.gov.  Use the docket number that is up5

there. 6

Or you can send them, by regular mail, to7

Ms. Cindy Bladey, at the Office of Administration, at8

NRC.9

And, once again, comments are due by10

November 6th, 2014.  And if you have any questions,11

about submitting comments, you can call me, anytime,12

during work hours.13

And, with that, I hand it back over to14

Chip, and people will start to give comments.15

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Okay, thank you for16

your presentations.  And before we go on to people for17

comment, is there any clarifying questions, that18

anybody has, that we can answer for you? 19

Yes?  If you would just please introduce20

yourself? 21

MR. BROOK:  You probably don't need that,22

I speak loud enough --23

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Well, we need it for24

the transcript.  And since we are taking a transcript,25
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we need to have it on the transcript.  That is why you1

need to use the microphone.2

MR. BROOK:  My name is David Brook,3

Delaware River Keeper member.  My question is to the4

Corps.  Is there any chance, on part of the Corps, to5

extend the comment period longer than it currently is?6

And I guess the second part of the7

question is, why is it ending so early?  Because8

presumably you cannot make a decision until we are9

further along in the process, and we would like to10

provide comments, and get some extra time on it.11

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, David. 12

Let's head down to Ed and let me hand you the13

microphone, and then you can respond to David.  Here14

you go.15

MR. BONNER:  With regard to the comment16

period, that comment period is dictated by my17

regulation.  Each team has implemented regulations18

that they are required to follow.19

So that is what dictates the varying20

comment periods.21

Secondly, with regard to your request for22

an extension, I can't grant you that.  If you want to23

request you have the ability to request an extension.24

But if you request an extension you need25
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to offer a substantial reason for the extension.1

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Okay, thank you.  As2

far as the extension is being requested, I should ask3

you, how should that extension be requested, be4

submitted to the website, or --5

MR. BONNER:  You are with the Riverkeeper,6

you have our address.  You would submit that to the7

district engineer, in writing.  So prior to the8

expiration of the comment period.9

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Okay, thank you very10

much.  Anybody else?11

(No response.)12

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Okay, let's go to13

the comments.  Well, first of all we will hear from14

Mayor Timothy Bradway, and then we will go to David15

Brook, from Riverkeeper, and then to Jean Baillie.16

And this is Mayor Bradway.17

MAYOR BRADWAY:  Good evening, my name is18

Timothy Bradway. I'm, currently, the Mayor of the19

Lower Alloway's Creek Township, also known as LAC.20

I have been a resident of LAC for my21

entire life, as well as at least three other22

generations before me.23

So keeping LAC, the way that we know it,24

and love it, is our goal for generations to come.25
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Lower Alloway's Creek also happens to be1

the home of the PSEG Nuclear Power Plant.  You cannot2

explain where LAC is located, without mentioning the3

PSEG power plant. 4

I find it funny, when I'm trying to tell5

people where I live, and all I have to tell them is6

PSEG, and they know right away where I live at.  And,7

in fact, most of them have worked there. 8

My days, growing up, and now days knowing9

all that I know, about PSEG, I have never felt unsafe,10

or uncertain, about any actions going on at PSEG.11

I think it helps having so many family,12

friends and neighbors, working at PSEG.  It is easy to13

put your confidence in someone you know. 14

PSEG and the Lower Alloway's Creek15

Township, have a great relationship, and we strive to16

keep it this way.17

We are always kept, well-informed, by PSEG18

employees, at our monthly township meetings, in the19

emergency management room, and numerous phone calls,20

in between times.21

During these meetings, and phone calls,22

there was at no time that I have ever felt that PSEG23

was not being transparent, with me, or the township.24

PSEG does a very good job explaining25
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everything, to the committee members, and myself and1

in a respectful way.2

In my opinion PSEG has done so much for3

our town.  Just to name a few things, the countless4

number of residents that are currently, and past,5

employees of PSEG. 6

The community outreach, training, and7

awareness, is above and beyond all the rest.  Not only8

the jobs at PSEG, but the jobs our township currently9

has, we can thank PSEG for playing a part in creating.10

For example, our police department, our11

municipal fire department, and several other small12

businesses, as well.  I definitely feel PSEG has made13

a positive impact on our town.14

On the matter of expanding I'm definitely15

in favor.  It would be great for our town, and it16

would be great for our town, from the pizza guy on the17

corner, to the service station down the road, even to18

the resident who has a spare room to rent, to19

supplement some income, during these times.20

So the way I see things, it is pretty21

clear, everyone will benefit from more jobs, from my22

township, to our county, and to our state.  Thank you.23

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Mayor. 24

And David, could you come down here and use this25

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS

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



30

microphone?  Thank you, David.  David has decided to1

defer, for a moment, so that we can go to Joan2

Baillie.3

MS. BAILLIE:  Good evening, and welcome4

everyone, to Salem Community College.5

My name is Joan Baillie, I'm the President6

of the college.  I have been the president, here, for7

the last three years.  But I have been associating,8

with a college, for over 20.9

Since 2008 the college has partnered with10

PSEG Nuclear to create the Nuclear Energy Technology11

Program, which helps to prepare the next generation of12

nuclear technicians.13

PSEG has been a great active, and engaged,14

partner.  They provide classroom space, they provide15

equipment, instructors, and scholarships for the16

students in the nuclear energy technology associates17

degree program. 18

More than 90 students have graduated, from19

our program, and 73 percent of those students were20

able to achieve a certificate, from the Institute of21

Nuclear Power Operations, which allows students to22

seek employment in any nuclear facility in the United23

States. 24

The NET program's success is a prime25
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example of a business-education partnership at its1

best.  Nationally, and locally, the role of community2

colleges, in workforce development, is critical to the3

economic development of those areas.4

In addition to specific program5

sponsorship, PSEG also provides general scholarship6

money, by contributing to all of our fundraising7

activities. So we really appreciate that. 8

But speaking personally it has been my9

experience, working with PSEG, but also as a private10

citizen, I have lived in Pennsville Township for 3011

years.12

My husband was born and raised there, so13

he has lived there 60 years.  We live ten miles,14

within 10 miles of the plant, and we have never had a15

concern about safety. 16

Probably that is because, like the person17

who spoke before me, we know many people. Many of them18

are my neighbors, that work, continue to work at PSEG.19

These people are involved in our20

community.  I serve on many communities with21

representatives of this company, as well as some of22

their high level executives.23

I visited the plant, I have no concerns. 24

And I look forward to the opportunity of expansion,25
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and the jobs that it will provide this community. 1

PSEG, as a company, and its employees are2

community assets.  And they are vital to the economic3

development of this county.  Thank you. 4

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, very5

much.  Now we will go to Mr. Brook, David Brook.6

MR. BROOK:  My name is David Brook, I'm7

the senior attorney at the Delaware Riverkeeper8

Network. You will probably recognize that we are an9

environmental advocacy group.10

Maya Van Rossum, the executive director,11

spoke earlier this afternoon.  And I have a few12

additional comments that I'm going to make.13

The proposal, this proposal is complex. 14

And, unfortunately, so complex that it is often left15

to the experts, like yourselves, and consultants, to16

tell us what we should do.17

To build, or not to build?  That is the18

question.  We suggest that leaving this question to19

the experts, and their high-priced paid consultants,20

is the biggest mistake we could all make.21

Here is why.  In the end, if I asked 10 of22

you, what is the most important thing in your lives,23

if I asked you, what is the most important thing in24

your lives?  Nine out of 10, or probably 10 out of 1025
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of you, are going to say one thing, my children, or1

maybe my grandchildren.2

So, if each of us leaves behind the3

company, PSEG, and its biased one-sided analysis, and4

all of you at the NRC, with your seemingly potentially5

mono-minded approach of I never saw a nuclear power6

plant that I didn't like, we are left with one7

conclusion.8

One conclusion.  In this day and age,9

building another nuclear power plant is the stupidest10

decision anyone could ever make, since all we are11

doing is hurting the chance that our children, and our12

grandchildren, will ever have the opportunity for a13

sustainable and livable future, on this planet.14

And I will explain.  Why do I say this? 15

The light in here is terrible. Why do I say this? All16

of us are destroying this planet by our fixation with17

consuming non-renewable resources, and nuclear energy18

is also a non-renewable resource.19

In fact, nuclear energy is a carbon20

intensive technology.  And only when it is operating,21

is it less so.  Only when it is operating, and22

generating the electricity, that is.23

The consumption of all these non-24

renewables has set this planet on a course of global25
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warming, and climate change.  And the EIS, by the NRC,1

fails to acknowledge, let alone mention, its2

importance.3

So we must start making different energy4

decisions, and not maintain the status quo. Nuclear5

energy is not a solution, it is actually part of the6

problem.7

Scientists, in my understanding, of8

nuclear energy, nuclear electrical energy, is that it9

is a net energy loss.  Net energy loss.  10

What do I mean by that?  Simply that it11

takes more energy, in the form of diesel, concrete,12

all the other forms of energy, to mine uranium, refine13

it, transport it, construct the plants, safely operate14

them and, finally, decommission a nuclear power plant,15

than all of the energy it will ever produce.16

And where does all the uranium come from,17

by the way?  Last time I checked none of it comes from18

the United States, or very little.19

So anybody ever live through the Arab20

embargo with oil?  Have we given that consideration,21

and the reliability of the uranium? 22

The EIS fails to intelligently discuss, to23

discuss these aspects, nor the incredible costs that24

all of the PSEG customers, like myself, will pay for25
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this plant, and its decommissioning over time.1

It would probably cost us less, and2

produce more electricity, more safely, if we simply3

took the billions of dollars that it is going to cost,4

to build this plant, and buy solar panels, and wind5

turbines, for everyone in New Jersey. 6

Because, ultimately, it would be safer. 7

Oh, and how about safety?  It can't happen here, you8

have heard this.  9

That is what the Japanese said, that is10

what other places have said, it can't happen here. 11

But think about it, four nuclear power plants sitting12

right next to each other is really not too smart.13

Considering that, right now, 52 percent or14

more of New Jersey's electricity is being relied upon,15

on them, one bad burp from one of those plants, and16

half of New Jersey could be plunged into darkness for17

a very long time.18

For those of us who have experienced Sandy19

it will make those weeks, without power, seem like a20

nanosecond in time, for the 52 percent of the state21

seeking to replace that power.22

And how about the impact to the23

environment?  The Delaware Riverkeeper Network works24

to protect and enhance the Delaware River, and the25
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lands that drain into it.1

We take that role very seriously.  You2

could say that we speak for the fish.  Well, if the3

fish could speak, right now, they would tell you that4

another nuclear power plant would not be good for5

their future.6

Already, already, millions of fish are7

being constantly killed, by PSEG, and its cooling8

water intakes used for the existing plants. 9

Some of those fish are endangered species. 10

And it will only get worse with one more nuclear plant11

sucking ever more water, and ever more fish.12

The alternative analysis.  The alternative13

analysis, which was discussed before, is terribly14

flawed, and totally skewed towards selling nuclear. 15

Here is a hint.  You can't compare one16

alternative, at one time, to the plant.  The plant is17

always going to have a higher baseload.18

But if you took a hybrid mix of19

alternatives you would begin to find that those would20

serve as a preferred and safer, and less costly21

alternative, possibly.22

But the current alternative analysis23

doesn't do justice to what really needs to be done.24

You are also committing the state, also25
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committing this state to failing to reach the 22.51

percent renewable energy goal.2

We have all set this goal, within the3

state, to try to begin to produce electricity more4

reliably using renewables, and building another5

nuclear power plant will not be helping get this state6

closer to that goal.7

In fact, we would really be going the8

other way.  So we are defeating our own goals by9

allowing this plant to be built.10

Too much to say, not enough time to say it11

in.  We will provide more detail in our written12

comments.13

Simply put, we need solutions.  This14

proposal, to build another nuclear plant, and the EIS,15

the Draft EIS,  are both, in our opinion, failures.16

Neither is solving the problem that we are17

burdening future generations with.  The people here,18

from the NRC, and the people here from PSEG, know that19

your job is nuclear. 20

But our future is not, and should not, be21

nuclear.  We need to look at renewables, we need to22

look at a mix of renewables.  23

It is doable if we commit to it.  And when24

I say we I mean our government leaders, and our25
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corporate leaders, and our educators.1

It is doable and, ultimately, I think will2

be more cost effective.  The other thing about3

renewables, yes, nuclear creates jobs.  But renewables4

probably create ten times more jobs across the entire5

spectrum.6

So we need to look at these issues more7

seriously.  And I think we can create a better future,8

for our children, again I think that is one of the9

most important factors lost in this EIS, and the10

livability of the planet.11

And the last time I checked, we are not12

going in the right direction there either.  So my13

advice, to the NRC, is an old slogan, and I say it14

simply this way, just say no.15

No to this nuclear power plant.  And16

watch, watch how PSEG will find other, less damaging17

ways, to produce our electricity in a way that will18

protect us all.19

And I say it this way.  Don't just think20

about it, do it.  Thank you for your time.21

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Dave. 22

Our next speakers are, we are going to get to Bob23

Braun, and Mike DeLuca, and Lee Widjeskog.  And this24

is Bob.25
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MR. BRAUN:  Good evening. My name is Bob1

Braun, I'm senior vice president, and chief operating2

officer for PSEG Nuclear, and I'm a member of the3

leadership team responsible for the operation of the4

Salem Hope Creek generating stations.5

On behalf of PSEG we look forward to this6

evening's public meeting and the opportunity to7

continue working with the Nuclear Regulatory8

Commission, and the public, on our application for an9

Early Site Permit, as we explore the possibility of10

building a new nuclear plant here in Salem County.11

At PSEG we understand our obligations to12

the local community, to the environment, and to our13

friends, family, and coworkers, to provide safe,14

reliable, economic, and green energy. 15

We operate our plants within a culture of16

safety and transparency.  We work hard to ensure that17

there are no surprises.  Not in our operations and,18

certainly, not with our stakeholders.19

We take great pride in being a good20

neighbor.  We are proactive to engage the community21

when a challenge arises, so that they understand the22

challenge, and get their questions answered.23

Again, there are no surprises, including24

our plans to explore the construction of a new nuclear25
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power plant. 1

We know that a new nuclear plant would2

have a significant impact on the local community. We3

have met with the County Freeholder Board, and the4

local municipalities.5

And we will continue to work with the6

communities throughout this process.  We recognize7

that this Early Site Permit, and a possible new plant,8

would not be possible without the community's9

continued support.10

Thank you. 11

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, thank you12

Bob.  Mike?13

MR. DeLUCA:  Good evening.  My name is14

Mike DeLuca. I'm with Rutgers University, and I work15

in their Marine and Coastal Science portfolio.16

I actually have a couple of titles.  And,17

typically, I don't mention these.  But I think it is18

important, tonight, to mention them, because it brings19

some context to my remarks.20

I actually manage the National Estuarine21

Research Reserve, which is a state-federal partnership22

program, that brings science to bear on coastal23

management and environmental decisions.24

I, also, direct an aquaculture center, the25
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Aquaculture Innovation Center, which is located in1

Cape May.  And it is actually producing shellfish that2

are being released into Delaware Bay and Delaware3

River.  Oysters in particular, and some of you may4

have seen the press on horseshoe crabs from a few days5

ago.6

And then, lastly, I'm responsible for a7

coastal ecosystem study unit that works out of Sandy8

Hook, that works a lot on coastal processes and9

shoreline dynamics.10

And through these hats that I wear I have11

a lot of experience with impacts of development and12

activities on coastal resources, and coastal13

communities. 14

I spend a lot of my time doing that.  I15

grew up in New Jersey, spent a lot of time along the16

Jersey Shore, and I have been at Rutgers for about 2517

years now, working on coastal management and coastal18

resource issues. 19

And I have to say, in looking over the EIS20

statement prepared by NRC, and the Army Corps of21

Engineers, does a really nice job of identifying the22

environmental impacts, and potential environmental23

impacts, of the PSEG project. 24

Certainly there are going to be impacts. 25
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But I do know a lot about PSEG, I'm very familiar with1

their corporate environmental record. 2

And, in fact, as a member of a scientific3

organization I, typically, don't come out to public4

hearings and speak on behalf of a permit, or a permit5

applicant.6

I have only done it three times.  This is7

the third time.  And each one of those times it has8

been on behalf of PSEG. 9

And that is why I drove several hours to10

be here tonight to, again, speak on behalf of their11

track record with respect to the environment. 12

And I will mention one example, in13

particular.  And it has to do with the Estuary14

Enhancement program that was developed, perhaps, about15

15 years ago, now.16

And it is, perhaps, one of the largest17

estuarine restoration programs undertaken in our18

nation.  And it set out to restore 20,000 acres of19

wetlands, very important habitat, 20,000 acres of20

wetlands to natural tidal flow and function.21

And that led to an increase in production22

of fin fish and shellfish to the Delaware River and23

bay system. 24

That cost a lot of money.  They brought in25
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the experts to do that, from a variety of1

institutions, up and down the coast.2

And, by the way, I'm not a paid3

consultant, and I don't receive any grant funding from4

PSEG. 5

So I just wanted to mention that example. 6

There are other examples, as well.  They have a lot of7

expertise in mitigating impacts of their activities on8

the environment. 9

Some of the best practices for restoring10

wetlands came out of their Estuary Enhancement11

Program.  And it is, certainly, a model for a lot of12

the restoration that is under way now, in the13

aftermath of superstorm Sandy.14

So I'm very confident that PSEG is up to15

the task of addressing and mitigating the impacts of16

this particular project. 17

I wanted to make another point, too.  And18

that is with respect to renewable energy resources. 19

Obviously most of us are aware that there are a number20

of efforts, under way, to bring solar energy, wind21

energy, and tidal energy, on-line, particularly here22

in New Jersey. 23

These are nascent industries. And if you24

look at the demand that is projected for energy, for25
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the next 10 to 20 years, these alternative, or1

renewable energy sources, just aren't there yet, to2

deliver, to meet that demand, nowhere near that. 3

A lot more development needs to occur with4

respect to that.  And, finally, I will just close with5

a statement about PSEG in terms of their value as a6

community asset.7

I believe President Baillie mentioned this8

in her remarks.  I really think that they are an asset9

to the environment. 10

They really contribute a great deal to our11

state.  They continue to do that.  They have done12

things that they haven't had to do, they've gone above13

and beyond.14

And I just feel, very strongly, that they15

are capable and have the expertise, and can bring the16

expertise to bear, on mitigating the impacts of this17

proposed project. 18

Thank you very much.19

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Mike. 20

Lee, and I don't want to mangle your name.21

MR. WIDJESKOG:  You did pretty well the22

first time.23

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  I did?  Okay, thank24

you.  You provided for the audience, and the court25
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reporter.1

MR. WIDJESKOG:  My name is Lee Widjeskog. 2

I'm a retired wildlife biologist for the division of3

Fish, Game, and Wildlife here in the State of New4

Jersey. 5

I have spent a lot of my last 40-plus6

years, working on salt marshes, and tidal marshes here7

in New Jersey, in evaluating both management, as well8

as potential destruction of those marshes.9

One of the things about this project, that10

caught my attention, was the fact that they are going11

to plan to use an elevated roadway to access the12

nuclear plant. 13

In the past what people did was build up14

a roadway across the meadow.  And that would involve,15

literally, tons and tons of fill, and emplacement of16

culverts and bridges.17

The intent was to get the vehicles in and18

out, without being flooded out by high tide.  The19

problem with that is that, even though, you haven't20

technically altered the marsh, other than that which21

is underneath the footprint, in reality you have22

restricted the tidal flow.23

And once you restrict the tidal flow the24

area no longer functions as the same type of marsh25
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that it once was.1

This enables it to be more attractive to2

invasive plants, such as phragmites, also known as3

common reed in this area.4

And, at the same time, it reduces the5

amount of flow, and that means that there is less fish6

using the marsh.7

Today we have another alternative, and8

that is the elevated roadway.  The one that PSEG has9

proposed is going to be, at least, ten feet above the10

surface of the marsh.11

By doing this it is going to, one, not12

impact the marsh except where the piers come into the13

marsh itself.14

The fact that it is ten feet above will15

also reduce the amount of shading that comes on,16

underneath.  And thus not inhibit the growth of17

plants. 18

When you get big tides, or even just the19

tide that you get during the normal full moon, you are20

going to have water flowing all the way across that21

area.  But it will be underneath the roadway, and it22

will not be blocked by the roadway itself.23

With that you are going to have a much24

better situation, you will be able to get vehicles in25
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and out.  And, at the same time, you will not have a1

major impact on the meadow.2

Because there is going to be some impact,3

on the meadow, you are going to lose certain acreage. 4

And their plans are to enhance an area presently owned5

by the division, or I should say, managed by the New6

Jersey Division of Fish and Wildlife.7

And this area is over near Mason's Point,8

and Abbot's Farm road.  Their plan is to mitigate that9

area by enhancing the area, much as was talked about,10

by the last speaker, similar to what they did with11

their Estuary Enhancement Program. 12

We have been involved, the Division has13

been involved with that program, has been observing14

it, has made comment on it from the time that it was15

originally started.16

And the one thing we have seen, time and17

again, is that PSEG has done a very good job of doing18

what is right, for the environment, in those19

situations. 20

And they have brought in people who can do21

the job right.  I have witnessed, many cases, where22

there were arguments, with some of the people that23

PSEG had hired.24

And once that became, went out into the25
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public, they soon moved that person to another job, in1

order to make sure that things would move smoothly.2

They hired some of the best people they3

could get.  And those people have made sure that the4

project has gone along well. 5

I would expect that the enhancement6

program, that they are talking about, if it is done on7

state property, which would be a first, because right8

now that has not been done, it has always been done on9

private property. 10

If it is done it will be beneficial to11

both the wildlife, as well as the community. In fact,12

the Division of Fish and Wildlife, back around 2002,13

had a proposal to actually do some of this same work.14

They wanted to put an upland dike around15

that area to protect the roads within Ellsinboro16

Township.  The Division was unable to do that for lack17

of funding.18

PSEG has taken that basic plan and19

enhanced it. And if they are able to do this, it will20

be a benefit to the township, it will stop some of the21

flooding that goes on now, on Mason Point Road, and22

Abbot's Farm Road, and it will allow the township to23

maintain their infrastructure at a much lower cost.24

If I lived in the township, which I do25
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not, I live over in Cumberland County, I would be much1

more, I would be very much in favor of this project. 2

Overall what PSEG is planning to do is3

going to be beneficial to the environment, given the4

constraints that you have, if you are going to put in5

a roadway.6

Thank you. 7

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Lee.  Our8

next three speakers are Brian Duvau, Kathy Wiwel, and9

Alexander Barch.  And, Bryan?10

MR. DUVAU:  Good evening, it is a pleasure11

to be here with you this evening. My name is Bryan12

Duvau, and I'm the President and CEO of the Center for13

Aquatic Sciences at Adventure Aquarium.14

The Center is a not-for-profit15

environmental education youth development and research16

organization, which is the exclusive education17

provider for Adventure Aquarium.18

In addition to our work, at Adventure19

Aquarium, we engage in a wide array of programs,20

throughout the region, including an extensive outreach21

program, as well as youth and family development22

activities targeting under-served audiences in Camden23

and Philadelphia.24

We have worked with PSEG for many years25
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taking advantage of the huge marsh restoration program1

they've put in place, along the shores of Delaware2

Bay.3

We used the restored marsh habitats as4

living classrooms for field programs we present to a5

wide array of audience.6

PSEG has supported our access, to these7

sites, and worked together with us to facilitate our8

ability to conveniently use these habitats for9

education purposes.10

We have programs, in place, that engage11

under-served teams in water quality monitoring12

activities, upstream, in the urbanized parts of the13

Delaware River watershed.14

And it is great to be able to compare15

these urban environments to productive salt marsh16

habitats further downstream.17

Without PSEG's work there would be much18

less productive marsh habitat providing nutrient19

cycling and aquatic animal nursery roles in this20

important system. 21

We have also worked, with PSEG, to help22

develop education and laboratory programs they present23

to school groups, at their energy and environmental24

resource center in Salem.25
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Our overall goal is to expose youth and1

families to the importance of marsh and estuarine2

habitats so they can become effective stewards of the3

local environment as a whole.4

PSEG has consistently demonstrated their5

commitment to environmental stewardship through6

programs like these.7

In addition PSEG plays an important8

leadership role in the Federal Coastal America9

Program, which is dedicated to improving coastal and10

estuarine habitats throughout the country.11

Adventure Aquarium in Camden, and the12

Center for Aquatic Sciences, are designated as a13

coastal ecosystem learning center, through the Coastal14

America Program. 15

Each state that hosts a coastal ecosystem16

learning center also has a corporate wetlands17

restoration partnership, which engages corporations in18

supporting wetland restoration projects throughout the19

state.20

In New Jersey PSEG plays a major21

leadership role in the corporate wetlands restoration22

partnership, and the New Jersey CWRP is consistently23

held up as a model of a successful application of this24

type of collaboration within coastal America.25
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There is no way this would be the case if1

not for PSEG's strong leadership of the effort.2

Many of our programs focus on, or3

incorporate, global climate change, and the ocean4

acidification into education efforts.5

We believe it is imperative that people6

understand the concepts associated with increasing7

carbon dioxide levels, associated with industrial8

activities, and the need to develop alternative means9

of producing electrical power.10

In addition to constantly searching for11

ways to conserve and reduce electrical usage. 12

Clearly, the use of nuclear power stands out as a13

viable alternative to burning fossil fuels to produce14

electricity. 15

And it may be the only alternative that16

produces 24 hour per day baseload power with no carbon17

emissions.18

Electricity generation represents the19

single largest category source of carbon emissions in20

this country.  Development of nuclear power resources21

has a strong environmental component, associated with22

it, compared to other traditional means of electrical23

generation.24

Locating a new nuclear power plant on25
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disturbed land, adjacent to an area that is already1

dedicated to nuclear power generation, makes the most2

sense.3

Much of the infrastructure inherent in a4

nuclear generation site can easily be applied to the5

development of a new facility, rather than locating6

that new facility on a previously undeveloped site.7

In addition the plan to include a cooling8

tower for the new facility, would dramatically reduce9

the amount of water required from the river for10

cooling and would, substantially, mitigate the thermal11

input from the new plant to Delaware Bay.12

PSEG has already demonstrated their13

ability, and willingness, to engage in environmental14

mitigation activities, as demonstrated by their marsh15

restoration program. 16

Every indication points to PSEG's17

commitment to mitigating any marsh disturbance18

associated with the construction of a new plant. 19

I believe that PSEG is a good steward of20

the environment, as well as the electric resource21

needs of the regions.22

They have demonstrated strong leadership,23

in support of restoration programs, throughout the24

state, and have collaborated with a large group of25
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environmental organizations to preserve and improve1

coastal resources.2

I look forward to continuing to work with3

them to create opportunities for impactful education4

programming for the benefit of the region as a whole. 5

Thank you. 6

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Brian. 7

Kathy?8

MS. WIWEL:  Good evening.  My name is9

Kathy Wiwel and I'm here to speak in support of PSEG10

and their efforts to license and, ultimately,11

construct a new nuclear power plant. 12

I am an educator and with a degree in13

wildlife science from Penn State, and I'm an active14

volunteer at Tristate Bird Rescue and Research, in15

Newark, Delaware, as well as a volunteer researcher16

with the Bat Spotters Program, of the Delaware17

Division of Fish and Wildlife.18

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on19

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement being20

discussed this evening.21

A substantial percentage, of the22

environmental community, are outspoken advocates for23

the use of renewables as a viable means of generating24

carbon-free energy to meet our nation's needs.25
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They believe that solar and wind energy1

alternatives are environmentally benign, compared to2

conventional means of energy generation.3

Unfortunately many of these proponents are4

misled, regarding the immense haul, large scale wind5

and solar installations pose to avian, bat, and6

terrestrial species, and their habitat.7

As described, in the Draft EIS, the size8

of a wind farm needed to equal the electrical output9

of the proposed nuclear plant, would have 3,300 large10

scale turbines, occupying a land mass of 386,00011

acres, or 620 square miles.12

Similarly a photovoltaic solar13

installation would need to occupy between 11,000 and14

22,000 acres, or over 30 square miles.15

This extensive land area would be16

necessary due to the low energy density, and17

intermittency, inherent in wind and solar generation.18

The impacts to the regional and migratory19

bird and bat populations, from this scale, of20

renewable development, would be significant. 21

There is a growing body of evidence, and22

peer reviewed research, that existing large scale wind23

farms are killing increasing numbers of raptors, and24

other bird species, due to collisions with turbine25
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tower and blade impacts.1

Wind turbines have also been shown to2

attract and kill regional bats thus impacting already3

declining bat populations. 4

Not only are bats physically impacted by5

the rotation of the massive spinning turbine blades,6

it has been shown that their lungs are violently7

ruptured when they fly through the large pressure drop8

produced by wind turbines.9

Large scale wind farms have also been10

shown to negatively affect migratory patterns of avian11

species, due to the extensive land masses required to12

generate meaningful amounts of electricity. 13

In comparison, the proposed nuclear plant,14

at the PSEG site, would generate large amounts of15

carbon free power, much more reliably than any16

renewable power facility. 17

18

This power generation can take place at a19

plant occupying a substantially smaller footprint,20

thus minimizing any adverse impact to avian and bat21

habitat.22

It is disturbing to note that, unlike the23

extensive Environmental Review required for PSEG's24

efforts, the cumulative environmental impacts from25
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renewable projects, like those I just described, are1

oftentimes never formally evaluated, or brought to the2

attention of the public. 3

In light of the ability for this project4

to replace a significant percentage of polluting5

fossil energy sources, in our region, with reliable,6

carbon-free, generation at minimal impact on the7

environment, I support the efforts of PSEG to expand8

nuclear generation in souther New Jersey. 9

Thank you, again, for your time and the10

opportunity to comment on this necessary project. 11

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Okay, thank you12

Kathy. Alexander?13

MR. BARCH:  Good evening.  My name is14

Alexander Barch, and I'm an electrical engineer for15

PSEG Nuclear at Salem.16

The role of a design engineer is to take17

stewardship of the configuration of the nuclear plant. 18

We make sure that the highest level of technical19

rigor, possible, is given to every piece of the plant20

design. 21

And any changes made to it are, also, done22

with that absolutely highest technical rigor.  My23

goal, my group focuses on power distribution24

equipment, and control systems. 25
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When I realized that the electric utility1

industry would be a great place to work, I interviewed2

with several utilities in the region.3

As luck would have it PSEG Nuclear was4

looking for someone with my background.  I was5

interviewed, on-site, at Salem Generating Station, and6

was fascinated, not only by the scale of the plant,7

but also with the incredibly high level quality of all8

of the equipment there. 9

Now that I have worked, at Salem, for10

almost two years I have noticed some of the subtle11

changes my new job is having on me.12

We take safety to a level I wouldn't have13

thought existed before I started this job.  Even off14

the clock I find myself practicing the habits that we15

discuss, every morning, at work.16

I have recently taken on a new role as the17

NAYGN and Chapter Chair, for Salem and Hope Creek. 18

NAYGN stands for North American Young Generation of19

Nuclear. 20

Our group participates in several21

different types of events.  We hold networking events,22

on and off-site, to promote communication between our23

groups.24

We hold networking events --  I have said25
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that.  We do professional development events to help1

promote careers of our group members. 2

We also do outreach events to inform the3

public about nuclear, and to give back to our4

community.  I get a great deal of support, and5

encouragement, from PSEG Nuclear, and see a high level6

of involvement from upper management, in all NAYGN7

activities.8

We value the opportunities, not only to9

participate in these events, but also to interact with10

such great role models.11

I would recommend this industry to anyone12

and I do.  I feel like I'm getting valuable skills in13

an important industry, and look forward to coming to14

work, every day, because I know that I can take pride15

in my work, and that it is appreciated.16

We have a culture of respect, at PSEG17

Nuclear, that allows anyone to speak up if they have18

a concern, and that is more rare, than I would have19

thought, as a younger man.20

I'm proud of my role here, and I care21

deeply about our environment, and about nuclear22

safety.  Thank you for your time.23

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thanks, Alexander. 24

David Bailey?25
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MR. BAILEY:  Good evening, my name is Dave1

Bailey and I'm the chief executive officer of Ranch2

Hope and, also, I humbly serve as the current chair of3

the Salem County Chamber of Commerce.4

I'm here to give -- I have a different5

face to tonight's testimony.  It is also great, to be6

here, because another Penn stater was here this7

evening.  So it is good to hear from him, as well.  B8

Ranch Hope is a 501-C-3 non-profit9

corporation, headquartered here in Alloway Township,10

Salem Town, New Jersey. Almost in the shadow of PSEG11

Nuclear here in this region.12

Founded in 1964 Ranch Hope is celebrating13

its 50th anniversary of serving children, youth, and14

families, throughout New Jersey.  15

And for 50 years we have engaged children16

and families to our model communities where they get17

health care, education, life skills, such as18

employment training and placement, as well as19

unlocking and/or rekindling their faith in our loving20

Creator.21

Our community models provide treatment22

homes for children diagnosed with diabetes, victims of23

sexual and physical abuse, and other forms of trauma.24

Short term shelters for youth traumatized25
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by failed foster placements, or adoptions, domestic1

violence.  Now we are serving children who are the2

victims of both sexual and labor trafficking,3

supportive housing, special education classrooms, and4

so forth.5

Ranch Hope has a full-time staff of 2256

employees, which spans to nearly 300 in the summer7

season, when employees such as life counselors, and8

lifeguards, and so forth.9

I only mention that to show the economic10

impact that we, also, have in this area, and to share11

in how PSEG has impacted our lives at Ranch Hope.12

Ranch Hope's interaction with PSEG Nuclear13

first began through a relationship forged through the14

Salem County Chamber of Commerce.15

The non-profit community in Salem County16

relies upon these corporate partnerships, assisting17

with management and financial decisions, as18

professional coaches, counselors, and board members,19

providing employment and training opportunities for20

those we serve.21

Supporting our annual campaigns, and our22

projects, through corporate sponsorship and one time23

grants.24

As Ranch Hope looked upon its 50th25
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anniversary of serving children, youth, and families1

here in New Jersey, five years ago, we were faced with2

mandates requiring capital upgrades to our main3

campus.4

Moving from a rural septic system to a5

waste water treatment system, moving from treatment6

homes based on a model of congregate care to smaller7

homes with individual bedrooms.8

And, frankly, our future was in doubt.  It9

was a time for circling the wagons, and seeing who10

could get on our side, at a very desperate moment in11

our history.12

At that time it was through our13

relationships through the management at PSEG Nuclear,14

and throughout the state, and PSEG Cares, when we were15

circling our wagons, that they helped jump start our16

campaign and jump start the faith that others had, the17

trust of our stakeholders, the trust of various18

financial institutions.19

And, tonight, as I stand here today, we20

are months away from completing what is now going to21

be a state of the art campus for the children that we22

serve, and the homes that we provide, and the safety23

that we provide for the children that we have, from24

throughout the state of New Jersey. 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



63

And that would not be possible tonight,1

ladies and gentlemen, if it weren't for the support of2

PSEG, both financially and for their management team.3

And for that we are eternally thankful. 4

And we are in full support of their expansion, their5

application, and their remaining as a key stakeholder,6

and leader to not only this county, but this region. 7

Thank you. 8

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Dave.  Is9

there anybody else that wants to address us at this10

point?11

(No response.)12

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  Okay, I think maybe13

we should keep the record open, perhaps, for a while14

longer.  I doubt that anybody is going to come in. 15

But since the meeting was supposed to be until 10,16

let's keep the record open.17

And there might be an opportunity to have18

intermission, now, for the folks who want to talk to19

the NRC staff. 20

(Short break)21

FACILITATOR CAMERON:  We are going to have22

some closing comments from the senior NRC official,23

Jennifer Dixon-Herrity.24

We are going to keep the record open in25
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case anybody wants in.  And please take the1

opportunity to, if you want to talk to any of the NRC2

staff, take the opportunity out in the vestibule.  So3

we will close.4

MS. DIXON-HERRITY:  I want to thank you5

all for attending this evening and for your6

participation in our collection of comments addressing7

the Draft EIS for PSEG's ESP permit request.8

Our next steps, with addressing your9

comments, we recorded them, we will go back and10

analyze them. 11

And once we have looked at them, decide if12

there are any ways that we can improve, or augment,13

the Draft EIS as it is written.14

We will document all of those comments, in15

an appendix at the back of the -- in the Final EIS,16

with the responses.17

I also had some -- I wanted to thank Salem18

Community College for allowing us to use this19

wonderful venue.  We had local law enforcement20

assisting us this evening, providing support.  We21

would like to thank them. 22

We also would like to thank Chip for23

facilitation, and Ed for his transcription this24

evening.25
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And, with that, I would like to wish you1

all a nice evening, and thank you again for coming.2

(Whereupon, at 8:23 p.m., the above-3

entitled public meeting was concluded.)4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

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






























































