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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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................... ¥
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(Seabrook Station, Units 1 & 2) 3

___________________ x

Strafford County Justice and
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Dover, New Hampshire
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The Licensee Application Proceeding in the
above-entitled matter reconvened, pursuant to recess, at
2:30 p.m.
BEFORE:

HELEN F. HOYT, ESQ., Chairman

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555

DR. JERRY HARBOUR, Member

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
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PROCEEDINGS
(2:40 p.m.)

JUDGE HOYT: The hearing will come to order.

Let the record reflect that the hearing was cailed
to order at 2:40 on this date of August 26, 1983.

This is a continuation of a series of limited ap-
pearances in the case of Public Service Company of New Hamp-
shire, Seabrook Stations Unit 1 and 2, documented in Nuclear
Regulatory Commission Docket Numbers 50-443 and 50-444.

At this hearing today, we will continue taking ths
limited appearances. There will be no evidence taken at this
time.

On August 31, 1983, the Buvard will make one addi-
tional change in its schedule. The morning hearings between
9:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. here in this courtroom in Dover have
bzzn cancelled, howesver, because of matters which need to be
discussed by the Board with all parties presznt on August 31,
1983. The Board will meet here in this courthouse, Dover,
Naw Hampshire at 3:00 p.m. on August 31 until 5:30 p.m. , Dover
time. We will not take limited appesarances at that time.

The purposz of this modification in our hearing
schedule for August 31, 1983, is to hold a conference with
all parties and particularly the dirsctor of the Massachusetts
Civil Defenss Agzsncy, who will be present hzre at that time.

We will continue on August 31 with the schedule as
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published and take limited appearances from the public at
7:00 to 9:30 p.m. in the Seabrook Fire Station, Seabrook,
New Hampshire.

Modification in the schedule: if members of the
press need to know that, at the first break we will be glad to
repsat it for you.

At this time, we understand we have several indi-
viduals who have indicated a desire to take advantage of the
Board's offer to make limited appearances.

We understand that there has been one individual or
perhaps two whose name had been submitted to the Board's law
clerk, Mr. Lewis. Is there any individual who had previously
written into ths Board in the hearing room? We want to take
that individual first.

Sir, would you take your place at the witness table
here? Are you Mr. Doherty?

MR. DOHERTY: Yes, that's right.

JUDGE HOYT: Very well. What we mesant was persons
who had previously written in to the Board in Washington, to
our law clzrk, Mr. Lewis. If you have, rh-!'s fine. You ara
also first on this list, and if you will please, sir, give us
your statement.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
JOHN F. DOHEPRTY, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS

I am John F. Doherty, of 312 Summit Avenue, Boston,

i
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Massachusetts, where I have resided for three months. I lived
in Boston from 1960 to 1977 and in Houston, Texas from 1977 to
May of 1983.

I hold a Doctor of Jurisprudence degreee from the
University of Houston, gained in 1980, and was an intervenor
in the construction permit proceedings for the now-cancelled
Allens Craesk Nuclear Gensrating Station. I commented on the
DEIS forthe Seabrook Stations also.

In 1977, I was the support person for an affinity
group of 18 persons from Boston'’s Fenway district at the occu-
pation of the Seabrook site that April. Those persons were
detained one week in the armory in this community.

The group included artists, religious workers,
teachers, social workers, computer programmer and students.

Today, more than six years from that Spring, when
the ayes of the nation focused on Sszabrook, Dover, Somersworth,
and Portsmith, thsre is no doubt in my mind without the use
of military forcs, the Sesabrook nuclzar plant would not have
b2en. For thousands of New Englanders, Seabrook stands for
the use of force by the statz and monopoly enterprise in an
entirely unda2mocratic manner.

The 2nvironmental, health and safsty effects of the
operation of the plants, this Atomic Safzty & Licensing Board
authorizes in these hszarings were never agreed to by those so

affescted.
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For those same thousands, the granting of an opera-
ting license to the Seabrook station will represent one more
example of how this nation is really run, by force, propaganda
in the guise of public relations, both backed by military power

But today is 1983 and the Board, other than by
personal abandonment by individual members, which I urge,
cannot avoid its licensing responsibilities. Seabrook 1 is
largely completed, perhaps ona-billion dollars has besn spent
on it.

If you have decided you want to be a part of fur-
thering the eventual reality of this plant, you owe it to us
to provide as safe a situation as possible for our New England|

We of the anti-nuclear movement warned the nation
accidents could happen. Less than two years from the 1977
Seabrook occupation, the Thrze Miles Island accident occurred.
There must be no Three Mile Island-like accidents at Seabrook.

Unfortunately, there are visible accident precursors
here at Seabrook her already. I strongly urge this Board to
act in these proceedings to stop these precursors now while
it has the power over the Applicant it retains. Once the
Board grants an operating licsnse, it is like the parent
finally giving the keys to the family car to their teenage son

I urge this Board to be a wise parent by placing
conditions to the licsnse it grants to remedy what I consider

defacts in Public Service Company of New Hampshire's applica-
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tion as presented ir the Final Environmental Impact Statement,
FSAR and other documents.

I urge the Board require an exceptionally large
reserve fund for repair, retrofit and modifation of these
plants. This requirement is due to the fact Public Service haﬂ
found extreme difficulty in obtaining funds in the bond market
and other debt financing t» the extent that its ratings have
dropped seariously.

There is every indication that Seabrook once in the
various rate sstting agencies will cause strong public resist-
ence because of its large costs. Fifteen utilities in five
states have equity in Seabrook. Low stock and bond ratings,
plus low rate relief in State Utility Commissions will mean
less money- available for Seabrook unplanned expenses.

Three Mile Island brought extensive costly changes
to almost every plant in the nation Even less complicated
problsms, such as the uss of fraudulently graded piping as
discoverad in 1982 or replacement of control rod guide tube
supports, which failad in Westinghouse plants in 1979 to 1982,
require largs sums of money. The Federal Register is full of
raquaests for delays from utilities on implementing modifica-
tions ordsrzd by the Commission. In many cases, this is due
to lack of funding.

I urge the Board to require the Applicant to place

the Seabrook rzactors in hot standby condition at any time
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the bridge joining Seabrook Reach and Hampton Beach is inoper-
able in an open position, during the period of mid-June to
mid-September. This ies not a true solution to the serious
evacuation problem presented by the fact that thousands of
bathers may be present at Hampton Beach and be unable to leave
in three hours in the event of radiocactivity rlease. This I
leave to the Intervenors. Rather, it is an additional public
safety conservatism, in keeping with "defense in depth" philo-
sophy frequently encouraged in safaty systems by the NRC.

I urge the Board, as soon as it may confer, to ordeT
the various parties to brief the Board on the question, why, i¢
light of 10 CFR 50.56 and 10 CFR 50.57, in particular sub-
section (a) (1), the Board should not suspend the hearing on
Docet 50-444, Seabrook Station, Unit 2, until such time as
that unit is substantially completed in conformity with the
construction permit and the application as amended.

If this is not done, public participation in
Szabrook 2 will be foreclosed to the a2xtent Seabrook 2 is
modified either by Applicant choice or Commission regulation.
By foreclosed, I mean there will be piecerzal intervention
rights offered now and again, with no formal final scrutiny of
the finished product as is desirable under 10 CFR 50.57 (a) (1)
particularly desirable in view of the uniques siting proklem
at Seabrook.

I mantionsd a moment ago that I was a commentor on
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the DEIS for the DEIS for Seabrook. The specific topic was
health effects of uranium fuel cycle, particularly cancer and
genetic defects from radon gas emanating from tailing piles.
the DEIS and the FEIS fail to show that 36 to 54 genetic
disorders will result from licensing the Seabrook reactors and
that, according to Dr. Reginald Gotchy, then of the NRC Staff
in the Allens Creek proce2ding, one-half of these will be
fatal.

The Staff has not made this environmental impact
fact clear despite its statament in the FES on page 9-66, it
has done so. It is not comforting to me, nor I urge should it
be to you, that these disorders are spread over 1,000 years.

Indeed, the most significant impact of Sszabrook
may be that on the future. While not a historian, I believe
that anyone who looks at history closely sees that actions of
the presant often terminate the rights of those of the future.

The aspirations of the currant generation ars more
and more for a safe 2nfivonment and an end to national war.
The Seabrook plant, on beginning operation, takes us away from
these golas by creating deadly materials which will have to
be safzguarded for almost a quarter million y=ars. These
matarials with proper tresatment may be rzfashioned into
nuclsar we2apons which threaten our survival. They may prove
too elusiva for containmesnt and destroy our limited environmen

Those of us who look on opesration for Seabrook as
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tyranny will someday return and close it up for the good of
all.

Thank you for the opportunity to address you all.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you, sir, for your participation
in these proceedings.

Mr. Dignan?

MR. DIGNAN: Madam Chairman, my apologies for late-
ness. All I can tell you, there is solid line of traffic
betwesen Portsmith Circle and the bridge there. They closed it
down to one lane and I just got caught in that traffic jam.

I apologise.

JUDGE HOYT: Mr. Bisbee, I'm sure will be coming
that route. I don't f2el that -- prior to taking Mr. Doherty's|
testimony, we did indicate to this record that the counsel
| prasent in the hsaring room representing the Nuclear Regulatory]
Commission, Mr. Roy Lessy.

Mr. Lessy, did you indicate vour p essnce to the

] persons hare?

Thank you.

‘ Raprzsenting now the Public Servics Company of
hﬂew Hampshire, the Applicant in this cass, Mr. Dignan, who has
ljust joined us and Mr. Robert Gad.
Thank you.

Repra2senting the town of Rye, Mr. Chichestar. How

close am I, sir?
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MR. CHICHESTER: Not close. 1It's Chichester.

JUDGE HOYT: Chichester. My apologies, sir.

Mr. Cuanichester is present and has been in the
hearing room.

Very well, we'll call the next individual who has
indicated he wishes to make a statement and this is George

A. Saufley.
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JUDGE HOYT: Let me spell that name, or if the
witness will do so for the reporter.
MR. SAUFLEY: S-a-u-f-l-e-y. My name is George A.
Saufley. I reside at 48 Prospect St., Rochester, New Hampshirl.
LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF

GEORGE A. SAUFLEY, ROCHESTER, N. H.

MR. SAUFLEY: I would like to represent a group
of people who are in favor of Seabrook. I would like to see
reactors 1 and 2 completed. I realize that progress carries
with it always some risk and, while I am in favor of completion
of ths two reactors, I am also in favor of more stringent
nuclzar safety rules.

I hate to see our society or civilization turn its
back on the clock of progress. I believe there is a lot of
sensationalism in the newspapers, in the press about the
harmful =2ffects of nuclear power plants. I would rather the
nuclear fuel that the universe has so, shall I say, generously
bzstowed upon us used for nuclear fuel in power plants rather
than missiles to make war with.

That's all I have to say. Thank you.

MR. CHICHESTER: Madam Chairman?

JUDGE HOYT: Sir?

MR.CHICHESTER: May I ask a question of the witness?

JUDGE HOYT: We arz2 not asking questions of the

witness.
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MR. SAUFLEY: He may ask a question if he so desire*.

JUDGE HOYT: If the witness wishes to respond. But
we don't want to get into a dialogue.

MR. CHICHESTER: I'm just curious as to where Mr.
Saufley works. Where is your job, Mr. Saufley?

MR. SAUFLEY: I work the Department of Agriculture.

JUDGE HOYT: Is that for the State of New Hampshire,
sir?

MR. SAUFLEY: That is the U. S. government.

I would like to respond to his question. I see a
lot of damage done to the environment caused by acid rain.
Acid rain is produced in part by coal fire generating plants.

I belisve while Seabrook is not the total answer to acid rain,
it would probably help to alleviate some of the acid rain prob-
lem.

Thank you.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank, you, sir.

MR. CHICHESTER: Thank you.

JUDGE HOYT: Very well. Let's have the next person
who has indicated he wished to speak.

Mary K. Matcalf. I think I got that name right.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
MARY K. METCALF, DURHAM, N. H.
MS. METCALF: My name is Mary K. Metcalf. I live

at 1 Glassford Lane, Durham, New Hampshire.
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I have lived here for a gquarter of a century. I am
a homeowner, a taxpayer, a voter.
I should like to address two points in these pro-

ceedings.

The first point is the timeliness of these hearings,

As the construction completion dates for both Seabrook 1 and

Seabrook 2 are pushed further and further into the future, all

predictions and assumptions may be either confirmed or rendered

moot by intervening circumstances. I take no issue with this
set of hearings par se but I would objsct emphatically to a
recommendation allowing operation of the Seabrook plant made
on the basis of this investigation so far ahead of the con-
struction completion date, especially in regard to Unit 2.

These hearings can serve as a valuable interim
evaluation of the project. If at this point, in your best
judgment, this is a project about which you any reservations
with which you can identify specific proglems or in which you
can define certain weaknesses, it would be helpful to all
parties involved. Any such reservations, problems or weak-
nesses should, in my opinion, by given a more mature assessment
at a time closar to the construction completion.

My sscond point has to do with the role of host
communitiss. Physical evacuation is only the initial step
in what could becomz an sxtremely complex dislocation. I live

in a host community, Durham. I am concerned that it is assumed

-
-
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that we will finance support services, but we do not have a
role in the participation in the planning process.

As a taxpayer in a host community, it is my opinioi
that it is unjust to expect us to maintain extraordinary
emergency personnel and facilities for the benefit of a pri-
vate enterprise from which we receive no extraordinary tax
revenues.

Please give these concerns your thoughtful atten-
tion.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you very much for your statement,
Ms. Mstcalf. -

I would like the record to reflect that Mr. Bisbee
representing the Attorney-General, State of New Hampshire,
has joined the hearing.

Mr. Bisbee, will you please make your pressnce
known to the public members who have come to participate in
thess procesedings?

MR. BISBEE: My apologies for arriving late.

JUDGE HOYT: We understand.

Representativs Elizabeth M. Popov, pl=ase go ahead
with your statement.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
ELIZABETH M. POPOV, NEW MARKET, N.H.
MS. POPOV: I am Representative Elizabeth M. Popov,

District 12, Nezw Market member of the Agriculture and
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Environment Commnittee in the legislature, a comuittee which
hears legislation concerns of the siting of nuclear plants
and the safe disposal of nuclear waste.

JUDGE HOYT: Would you please, ma‘am, tall me what
jurisdictional boundaries you have your representation?

MS. POPOV: District 12 is New Market. New Market
is a district unto itself. We are not a host community nor
are we --

JUDGE HOYT: Is that just the town of New Market?

MS. POPOV: Just the town.

JUDGE HOYT: I have to confess ignorance as to your
political subdivisions. I just wanit to be sure I understood
where you are from.

MS. POPOV: That's it, New Market, New Hampshire
is a district unto itself.

I share the concerns of other speakers about the
possibility of evacuation should it be necessary. Parhaps it
never will be, but there will always be spant fuel rods and
other sorts of high lsvel and low level waste. It is their
disposal that has concerned me since the inception of nuclear
powsr and it still doss.

It sezms to me this is a problem that should have
been solvec before any nuclsar plants were built. I will not
be much affectzd by any hazards that these wastes contain, but

certainly my children and grandchildren will be. The health
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' today to express a few of my concerns regarding the Seabrook
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hazards are incalculable. The cost will be tremendous even
if safe disposal methods are developed. Therefore, I am
against the licensing of any nuclear plant until solutions
are found for this problem,

Finallv, I believe that we are first citizens,

selectmen, members of the NRC Board, State Representatives and
so forth. All of our views should be listened to with aqual
attention and courtesy.

Thank y»u.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.

Mrs. David Strauss, Portsmouth, New Hampshire?

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
MRS. DAVID STRAUSS, PORTSMOUTH, N.H.
MS. STRAUS: YOur Honor, my name is Mrs. David

Strauss. I live in Portsmouth, New Hampshire. I come here

nuclear power plant.

I used to go to the hearings held by the State
many years ago and tried to follow ths issue at that time.
Since than, of course, many things have happened. and I don't
feel qualified to speak about most of the issues. But my
cencerns here remain.,

First of all, as a privats citizen living on the

Seacoast and as a botanist, I am guite concerned with the

’
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destruction of a priceless piece of the seacoas. 2nvironment.
I rfeel that the marsh peninsulas are a very unique feature,
whicih we have within our very short coast. It's a very
genuine loss to the environment to see flora removed and the
effects that will come from the plant on the ecology of the
estuary, as well as the effects that will come to fish and
shellfish at the points of discharge of hot water.

I am very concerned about all of these issues. I
feel that the Public Service Company took quite a gamble when
it started building, tearing up the ground, without all the
necessary permits. They followed a course that was best for
them. Particularly now, I am very concerned about the evacu-
ation plan.

I realize that the officials in charge of evacua-
tion have dene a plan which is to the best of their abilities
at this point, but ['m guite concerned that this plan has not
rzally besen e#plained to the public and is not being made
available to the »ublic at this point. And evan though we
are in thes pre .r_ ary phases, danger of some accident is not
upon us im i iz ,» I think it now that we should see if
w2 can rzally cope with a possible accident.

I just took a little test of my own this morning,
decided to find out where the svarnation plan is kept in thes
City of Portsmouth. I went to City Hall and I found out that

the plan is not on view, is that in the City Clerk's office.




2rg8

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

24

1797

So, upon my suggestion, the City Clerk telephoned
the public library, because I thought maybe there was a copy
in the public library.

Indeed there is a copy in the public library. It
is on the shelf. It is obvious to me that people have not
really been made aware of this and they have not r=ad that
one copy that exists there for the population of 28,000 people
as stated in the documant. We have 28,000 pesople in Portsmouth
and practically nobody has come to avail themselves of this
document.

I looked through the document very quickly and I
intend to raturn and read it when I have time but I notice
that already in this document, which may be just preliminary
but it really issues a number of orders to the population.
The population would be expected to do a number of things.

Now, how would the population know that if they
don't even know where the copy is kspt? Shouldn't the copy
be in every household? Should pesople be =xpected to be able
to read this very big document and keep it all in their mind
at all times?

Most everything that is written -- a lot of things

ar

w

referred to by initials. You have to constantly go back
and forth to the first page to know what the abbreviations

are.

I notice that there is no rzal map of whars everybod

l

Y
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Now, the thing that worries me the most is that
have a hearing problem. When
we had a certain signal
neighborhood in Portsmouth.
We should be able to hear the
But when the fire si ylew for a bl

hear that

officials have a

would be an improvg-

that everybody




in the car. I 5 . ly an official

population not tc emaji in parked « luri
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L practical purpose, when you can

thousands « p pl on the road being evacuated towards




[ have another statement to make.

ortsmouth Conservation Commission.

lssion has

mendation




had anybody explain to me. During some special hearings that
were held, I believe it was in 1975, on the placement of the
transmission lines, Mr. Nichols stated that they would use
H frames, they were 26 feet width and that only a cut of 35
feet in the forest would be necessary.

Now, as I said, we never have had any mors communi-
cation from anyone on this. Suddanly wheh it was -- certainly

when it was a fait accompli and the swath was cut through the

woods, it turned out to be 170 feet. That's a major disturb-

ance to the Packer Bog and the portion of the Great Bog.

Now, last but not least, is a problem of the servicT

road. W= have also been assured that after the transmissicn
lin= is built, the road would bz rezmovad and the vagatation
restored.

I have a letter to that effect from Mr. Lundholm
ir 1972: no permanent access road would bz necessary. Tempo-
rary access during construction will bz carefully controllad.
Ther2 will bz minimal znvolvzment of the bog in this regard.

Well, the road has remainad and has becoms a point
of access into the Great Bog. This is very unfortunates becausg
this arca is a wstland and a very well known wildlifs area.
Now becausz of the road, which is a back trava2l road, there is

a lot of traffic there, which brings dumping of garbage in

thes wetlands and that sort of thing.

I have rzvizwed this ar2a with a mzmber of th:




Office of State Planning twice this year and we wer: assured
by the Public Service Company that they would try to find a
corrective measurs to this. They were going to put an inde-
structabls fence across the road because they said thzy cannot
now rzmovs the road.

The road should have bean removad immediatzly as

soon as thz lins was built, but now they find it vary difficult

to removz the road. The road is there. So this is a departursg

from what had bzz2n promised.

They did not put the fance -- they triad to dig a
dictch, a very dzep ditch and I found my last examination of
this this Spring, that the ussrs of the aresa haves dumpad a
very large amount of assorted waste, refuse, garbage, whatevzr
in that ditch and that this is sources of pollution to the
adjacznt wztlands.

So, you know as Chairman of the Consarvation Com-
mission, I just want to tell you that I am disappointad at the
way things worz done through the Bogs and zven though I r=zaliz3g
you cannot turn the clock and put back the things that are
lost, I think thesz are points that the bodies will have ths
ultimatz authority and should look into.

Thank you very much.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you for your participation in
thesz proczodings, ma'am. And if I did not thank th2 pravious

witness, I do so now =-- thank you, ma'am.
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no new business or industry would be foolhardy enough to set
up operation in the seacoast after licensing.

Many of those now in place will leavs. Plans for
lzaving the ar<a are now being made by businesses and residentf
alika.

Licensing of Ssabrook will b2 the most dastructive
blow dzalth to New Hampshire seacoast in its history and it
would be all downhill from thers. The lives and hopes of
thousands of pzople will be shatterad frem a health, safety
and financial point of visw. TIhs usual millions of dollars
spent-anﬁﬁa]ly by tourists coming to the seacoast arc¢a will
simply and cuickly dwindle to bankruptcy proportions. Since
nuclzar powzr gensrating plants arz openly still sxperimantal
from a health - safety standpoint, we recommend thatthe Public
Servic:= Company of New Hampshire, that they stop construction
at oncz, take their losses and dedicatz future expenditures
to alternative ens2rgy plans which ars known to be healthy,
safe and financially cost-effectivzs for all concernad.

I trust thz planners, the owners and regulators
of Sz2abrook Station ares wsll-educat2d individuals who do not
live on our szacoast and who arz affectzd by the ostrich h=ad-
in-thg-sand syndrome which I myself and my family ars now
curad of. The curs is known as fzar.

Thank you very much.

JUDGE HOYT: What is thez nature of your busincss?
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MR. MONTVILLE: Executive rascruitment, professional
placement, temporary help services.

JUDGE HOYT: Are you located in Seabrook?

MR. MONTVILLE: Hamptom.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.

MR. CHICHESTER: Well said, Mr. Montville.

JUDGE HOYT: The resportzr is instructed to disrsgard
those comments.

Mr. Roy Morrison, Durham, New Hampshire?

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
ROY MORRISON, DURHAM, N.H.

MR. MORRISON: Thank you for the opportunity to

testify today.

D

Ths S.abrook question has bean going on for a long
time. Somz of the pszople h:zre have bzen involvad sinca 1972.
Perhaps they will retirc before it is over and I think, first,
I would like to rais=z a gzneric objzction to the whols conceapt

of evacuation planning and the siting of nuclzar powsr plants.

|
i

I think in retrospect, in 1972 a young tachnotwit,
to uss thsz tzrm of Lovens, was pro-nuclear, had confidence that
risks such as thosz assum-d by nuclzar plans were reasonable, |
could be controllzd by thz sciznces. I think it is intersstin@

to jump ahszad tzn yzars and look back.

In 1972, when the second plant for Szabrook was

announced, wsz weres talking about, I think it was 973 million l
|
|
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dollars in the annual report. Today thas company says five
and a half billion. New Hampshire PUC says eight billion and
most people think that is conservative.

At that time, 1979, the company justified the
building of the nuke saying in '72 and said by '79 if we didn'@
have it, the lights would go out. In '76, there were a lot
of lights in New Hampshire. What do you want, New Hampshirszs
hot bath? Cold bath? Lights or no lights?

Here we sit in 1983, looking at zight, nine, ten,
eleven million dollar nuclear plant. A thousand p2r cent mors
than it was originally budgeted for. And we are looking at,
instzad of what is widely assumed and accepted as a safa,
rzasonable neighbor, to b2 somzthing in which the p=zople of
the szacoast are askad to put thamselves in a situation where
we arz supposzd to bz 24 hours a day, 365 days a year for the
projected lifz of that plant, the naxt 30 years, ready to
flez for our lives at the drop of a hat at the sound of a
sircn aftsr a short or a relay after a valv> that was supposed
to bz opszned was closed?

I think that is an esszntially unaccaptable burden
to put on any community and it is a burden that in ratrospect,
in New Hampshire, looking from 1972 to 1982, would never, not
in a million yzars, have wanted to lay that burden upon anyone,
in particular tho citizens of the seacoast.

And furthzarmore, I would argue that it is a burden
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that Public Service Company of New Hampshire would not have
wanted to lay on the psople of the scacoast. And yet through
this whole ten-year tragedy, a lot of things haves happ2ned,
incredible amounts of human effort have been squandered in the
licensing or plananing the construction of Seabrook, guanderad
in opposition to it, bescause that was the only thing that
pzople could do to protect their homes.

And y=t it continuss. And now we are looking at,
if we belisve the NRC (which I don't), 198 -- latz 1986
operetion for Unit 1, we arz talking about 15 to 20 years of
waste and utility in order to construct a plant which will do
nothing but bankrupt the businesses and the citizens of New
Hampshir : and poison the pzople on tha szacoast.

And perhaps if a mistakz or a failure happens to
caus. a catastrophic accident, that will contaminate ths2 place
whzrz w2z livz for genzrations to com=s.

And for what? The only rezason this continues now
is on the basis of a megalomania that has overtaken the
build:zrs of that nuclear plant, and in particular, Public
Service Company of Nzw Hampshire.

Thz partnzrs on:s by ons say they want to sell; in
fact, Public S=zrvic. Company wants to ssll part of its intarest
and there ars no buysrs.

The regulators in New Hampshire, in Maine, in

Connecticut onz by on2 are saying, wait, this is unwisz. This

.
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is uneconomic, this is crazy -- yes, it is crazy and yet we
continue and they continue. There is a meeting today down
at Sesabrook wherz tha boys are sitting around tha table and
some of them ars saying, guys, we can't do this. And they
are saying, vy2s, we can, we've got the contract. And the
question is, how long will this continue?

Will the tragedy be played out to its ultimate,
until people bzgin to dis on the sszacoast, until the bankrupt-
ciss start, until w2 bsgin to havz 25 ca2nt an hour powar?

We szntence our sznior citizens and our low income p=opls to
¢ither moving, shutting off thzir lights, freezing or =zating
catfood?

That is the kind of legacy that we'ra looking at
from S_.abrook and I say =-- and you psople are the p=ople who
ar: suppossd to certify the operation of this plant and say,
yes, it's finc. It mezts all the r:eqgulations.

To do so, I would argue, is a moral crime of enor-
mous magnitude that justifiss all thsz wastz, all the lies, all
the denial of process that has gon: on for a decadz and I
app2al to you as a ressident of this arza and as someone who
has lookzd at this and besn part of this whole tragedy since
1976, that you as individuals and as intelligent people vizwing

this incradibls record that has accumulated for this plant,

J

|
§

havz the opportunity and the duty to say at this point, No --

let's stop now. Lezt's cut our losses, let's move forward

l
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to a safe, sane and hecalthy futurs for ourselves, for the
people on the sesacoast.

And I appeal to you as pesople, although on the
payroll, in my opiaion, who have never said no to the licensing
of a nuclear plant whose attitude as I sit here is as pro-
Seabrook as that of Mr. Dignan, I app=al to you in the name
of the childrzn of this arsza, in th2 name of th: homeownars
and businzss owners and everyon2 who comes hara for vacation
to stop this crime before pzople die.

All that has be2n lost so far is money. If wa
continue, morsz money will bs lost, morzs lives will bz ruinsd
and the deaths will come.

Thank you.

(Applause by Mr. Chichaster.)

MR. CHICHESTER: Well said, Mr. Morrison.

JUDGE HOYT: Th=2 repressntative of the town of Rye
will remove himself from this hearing room. We havs put up
with 2snough disruptive bshavior from you, sir.

MR. CHICHESTER: That's not disruptive. Thare's
nothinc disruptivs about that .

JUDGE HOYT: The n2xt person who has indicated a ’
dzsirz to sp=zak is Elizabzth B-a-n-u-s, Newburyport, Massachu-
getts.

MR. CHICHESTER: Mr. Chairman, I would lik2 to

address this panzl.
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Miss, please, will you take your seat
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MR. CHICHESTER: I have a motion here I would liks
to makz to this panel for a recuss and rehearing.

JUDGE HOYT: Ma'am, are you ready to procesd?

MS. BANUS: When that's appropriate.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
ELIZABETH DENISON BANUS, NEWBURY, MASSACHUSETTS

MS. BANUS: My name is Elizabeth Denison Banus.
I am a rzsident of Newbury, Massachusatts, yhich is about
«ight milss as the crow fliss from thsz proposed S<abrook plant

Speaking here is not an zasy place to gzt to. I
am spegaking for other pzople in our commur -ty who didn't have
the opportunity to lzave their rzsponsibilities of work or
family to be here. I am also spzaking for a group of citizens|
who are not physically or financially able to make this
distancz to this hesaring and I am rzally speaking for many,
many more people who have besn speaking and questioning the
I validity of thz: Seabrook projsct for ycars now with no visible
impact and are frankly too disillusionsd to say anything again/

There are many unknowns relatsd to public hzalth

| and safzsty of opsrating a nuclsar-powsrad electrical plant and
” they haven't bzen answersd. Thoss quzstions have baen hzre
since the beginning of the industry and it has bezn nzarly
30 years now and th.y arz still now answarad.

For ths sak: of the public record, I balizve it is

important once again to raise * same basic quasstions and
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concerns. If a nuclear-powered el:<ctrical plant cannot pro-
duce electricity in a way that offers absolutely no threat
to our health and safety, then I don't f22l1 it is acceptable
at any price. And for those pzopls who are concerned with
the zconomics of nuclear-powerasd electricity, I think it's
important to undasrstand that recent studies indicate that
Szabrook will not even produce cheap electricity.

The ratss can be expected to soar and that alona,
I fcel, should be good rzason not to thrown good mon2y after
bad.

And for those people who, liks myself, valuz their
hzalth and valuz the hsalth of their children and mors childrer
to com2 over th:zir pocketbooks, the most compelling reason to
przvent the licznsing of the Sszabrook plant is that tharz are
still no answezrs about tha extznt of the damage to expect from
¢xposure to radiation.

Whzther we'r2 talking about low-lzva2l radiation
from a normally operating nuclear pow=r plant or whaother we
arz talking about a massive dos. of radiation in th2 c¢vent of
an accident, I would like to quotz herz Dr. Helen Calcott,
who says thers's no safe amount of radioactive material or
dos . of radiation. Why? Becausz by virtue of the nature of
th: biological damage dons by radiation, it takes only one
radioactive atom, onsz czll and onz g2ne to initiate thz cancer

or mutation cyclsz.
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1 Any exposure at all therefore constitutes a serious
‘ 2 gamble witi the mechanisms of life. That's the end of the
3 gquota. After that, the damage to the human body can take
4 a variety of debilitating and lsthal forms over tims.
5 As has been acknowledged by the Nuclear industry,
6 periodic and oftzn daily relsases of low-level radiation are
7 routine from operating nuclear plants and once they are relzasgd
8 into the atmospherz, this radiation will remain active for
9 thousands of yszars in our air, our water and our land and
10 in our food chain.
11 So, it is no coincidence that thsy have found higher
12 rat:cs of cancers, particularly thyroid and leukemia and birth
‘ 13 dzfects around th:z presently-operating New England nuclear
14 powz2r plants.
15 | Some pezopl:z will argue that w2 already have radia-
16 tion in our anvironmsnt, some naturally occurring forms and I
17 i think it is imperative to understand that radiation has a
18 i cumulative affsct in the humén body. Any more radiation is
19 f too much mors, whether it comes from a --
20 JUDGE HOYT: May I ask you that you kez2p the indi-
21 vidual quict until this lady has an opportunity to finish her

22 statemznt?
23 MS. BANUS: Shall I continuz now?
24 JUDGE HOYT: Madam, I rsgrat, please pick it up

25 wheraver you arz most comfortable. '
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MS. BANUS: I am just saying, any radiation is
too much more. It doen't matter whether it comes from a
smoothly-op=rating plant or whether it comes from an accident.
And what if we have an accident at Seabrook?

This is no longer a far-fetchad idea, as evidenced
by the near-disaster at Three Mils Island and the repeatedly
publicizzsd problems with safety systems of plants all over the
country. Alrzady at Seabrook 1last Juns it came to light that
an inspsctor r2sponsible for inspa2cting 2400 piping and
structural stsz2l welds at the plant failsd to do his job.

How many more crrors in the construction that may affect its
safety have happened that have not e2ven bezsn detected?

Communities including Newbury within a 10-mile
radius of the plant ars being asksd to rsview and approve
emzrgzncy plans intended to provide adsquate smzrgency msasure#
in ths zvent of an accid:nt.

As bizarre and as impossible as it may seem, thesy
ars zxpzcted to develop plans to protzsct thsz public safety
without svsn being providad information about what to zxpect
in the worst case accidant.

Some of tne qusstions that ar2 still unanswerad,
which must bz answersd in order to bz able to judge ths
adequacy of a plan, are how quickly can an accidant or con-
ditions l=zading to an accident at thz plant bge detected?

How much radiation will bz relesassd? How quickly will it
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r2ach the population surrounding tha plant? How will each
person in the affectad area be guarantesd no sxposure? If

no exposure can't be guarantead, who is expendible? What
health sffects can be expacted in the long and short term for
exposed peopl2 and who is going to pay for the hesalth care

or =2ven attempt to compsnsate psoplsz for thzir loss of h=zalth?

How quickly can peopls zvacuate in order to avoid
exposurz? And in thoss circumstances that hava alrzady baen
acknowlsdged whszre evacuation is not possible, what constitute*
a safs sheltzr? Does any such thing rezally exist?

How long will the radiation remain? Will theares
bz a safs tim:z zvsr to return home?

Even if these questions avre answsred and the vary
best possible smzrgency plans that could be developed arsz
devzlopad and accepted, how can w2 ensure that cach vary
falliblz human besing at thz plant, on thz local 2mergancy
teams and in the community could kzep a cool head and follow
that plan?

Obviously without this knowlsdge, no onz can
develop an ad2quatz zmsrgency plan.

Finally, I would like to ask, why are w2 even
considering opsrating a nuclezar-powsrzd electrical plant

wha2n such szrious thrzats to our wsll-being 2xist? I resally

just don't understand and I can't accept it. !

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you for your statemznt and for |



4rg6

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

5 ¥ 8 B

1817

your input to this proceeding.

We will recess for ten minutes.

(Recess.)

JUDGE HOYT: The hearing will come to order. Let
the record reflsct that the following counsel are now present
in the hearing room: counsel for th: State of New Hampshire,
Mr. Bisbse; reprssenting the Nuclaur Ragulatory Commission,
Mr. Roy Lzssy; representing the Applicant, counsels Mr. Dignai
and Gad.

The next witnsss who has indicatasd that he wished
to make a limited appearance stat:sment on this record is
Cary Stratton Boyd.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
CARY STRATTON BOYD

MS. BOYD: I want to say at the b=ginning that I
want to beli2va in the dream of using nuclear powzr to solv2
our ensrgy problems.

I grew up on the campus of M.I.T., whers my father
was a physicist. He spent much of his carssr trying to unlock
the szcreots of thz atom to harness th» atomic power for the
good of mankind.

Unfortunatsly, I have comz to belizve that at this
point in tims, at l:=ast, it is just a dr2am. The technology
of nuclear powar is simply not fully desvsloped. Thers arc

scrious problems with the functioning of nuclear plants. Ws




4rg7

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

24

1818
hava the example of Vermont Yankee and Plymouth Yankee, the
constant brzakdowns and shutdowns in those plants whare thers
have bz2zn cracked pipes, faulty valves, month after month
problems occur.

Nor have we solved the problem of the horribly
toxic nuclsar wastz that is produced by these plants. But
even if ths technology ware perfacted, thare is the issue of
human error.

As we saw at Thrsze Mile Island so clsarly, whzther
the errors occur in thez design construction of Seabrook statio:
or whethar it occurs during the crisis atmosphers of an acci-
dznt dozsn't mattzr. People ara not robots and they make
mistakes and it's the human factor that worriss me most about
evacuation planning. A plan that looks good on paper could

fall apart complztzly when put to tha2 r:zal tast of a nuclear

tn

mergzncy.

My threz-yzar-old daughtzr goss to school in
Nzwburyport, but I work in Newbury. If thzre was an accident,
nothing in the world including a civil defense marshall or
a police offic:r with a bullhorn would keep me from trying to
get to h2r evzn if that rcspons  is irrational.

And if you multiply that rzaction by all the parasntd
within tzn miles of S=zabrook, you haves a situation that can't
bz organiz-d or controllsd by carzfully mapped=-out evacuation

routss,

-

}
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As a resident of Newbury, I am particularly
conscious of what Plum Island is like in the summer and how
difficult it would bs to get thousands of confused and frigh-
tenad people off the Island in the esvent of an accident in any
kind of an orderly manner.

In order to get off Plum Island, you across a two-
lane causzway Two wesks ago my family was trying to get hom:
from the beach but we couldn't move becausz tha drawbridga
across thes causaway was stuck open.

To me, as appealing as the idea of homegrown =nergy
is, the dangers of Szabrook far outwsight the potantial
b:nzfits and thz projzctad increase in 2lzctric rates of up
to 140 pzr cznt should the plant go on line eliminata any
argumznts about cheap powsr.

I fz2z1 strongly that thz time2 to pull the plug on

Szabrook (s now, beforz any more monsy is wastad in building

i a plant from which we havz to_prot=ect ourselvas so elaborat=ly.
; Thank you.
| JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.
Reprcsentativa Besverly Hollinsworth.
LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
t REP. BEVERLY HOLLINSWORTH
JUDGE HOYT: Representativz Hollingsworth, good
aftzrnoon.

I belisvz you are the same rz2presentative Beverly |
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Hollingsworth who has previously been in this case, I think
representing Coastal Chamber of Commercs of New Hampshire?

MS. HOLLINGSWORTH: Correct.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.

MS. HOLLINGSWORTH: I apologise for not having a
written statement but unfortunatsly this is our very busy tima
of thz szason and unfortunately that's one of the r:asons why
you do not sesz most of the community hers=.

It has bean quite a chorz to be hzre at the faw
times I have beszn ablz to be herz and the Chamber will try
to files its contentions timely for its smergency avacuation.
W= ars working on that now so we hops to appesar before you
again in that phase in December.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank vyou.

MS. HOLLINGSWORTH: I would 1lik=s to talk brisfly
today, if I can, about how ths business community in the ssa-
coast ar=2a has be2n faced with thz Szabrook Power Plant.

W=z in the business world rzalize thzs na2zd for
powzr, pzrhaps morz than anyone 2lsz. We realize we need to
run our air condition:rs and our TVs and our businssszs, others-
wisz we cannot attract tourism, which is the backbonz of the
Statz of New Hampshir2's =conomy. Th2 Statzs has no broadbaszd
tax. It survivss on tourism, liquor sales, cigarsttz sales
and gambling.

And ther=zfore, 75 per csnt of that tourist dollar

|

!




drglo

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

24

1821

comes from the ssacoast ar=a, within the 50 mile radius of
Ssabrook Station.

So, in the very beginning when Public Service
Company of New Hampshire appearesd before the Hampton Beach
Chamber of Commerce in the fire station in the very early
days, it was with some femar that we looked on the possibility
of a nuclzar power plant in our midst and we addrz2ssed them
at that time about th2 concarns that ws had and they assured
us that there was a dufinite need, that thes cost was going to
be so chzap ws could throw it away and that it was totally
safe.

I sat there wanting to belisve becausz in the
industry we nezd that power and we wars told that we'd suffer
blackouts, w2 would not be abla to turn on any of our 2quip-
mznt.

Today we arz faced with a totally different situa-
tion. W2 ars told by the Consortium just yestarday that there |
is going to bz so much power in the first years of Public
Service Company going on lins that they will be able to turn
back that powsr to Szabrook. W= arz told that that is perhaps
the only one oth:r than the Naw Hampshirsz coop that will b=
able to turn back ths powsr that they cannoy use.

the Exetor-Hampton Powzr Company doss not have that
choice and thzraforz w2 will be forc:d to purchass high-cost

powsr and take up the powar that those oth:r companizs are
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Therefore, we in the business world ar=z fearful
of that situation only on the cost basis, not dsaling with
the safety issue at this tima.

We are told by our Public Utilities Commission
that it is unwise to continue with Unit 2. We ars told also
that at 18 per csnt -- 18 cents par kilowatt, it is cheaner
for us to buy our own gsnsrators.

Facing that possibility, largs businesses may do
that and therzfore that power again will rise in cost because
those who cannot afford the yenerators will bz fcrecsd to pick
up that additional cost and it will b2 dividzd against the
homzownzr or thz small businessman. That is part of our
fears.

W2 also now know that bzcause the cost is there,

w2 have the other thing that we wers promised: that it was

going to bz n:zsded. Ws know now, as I stated, .t is not neaded.

And then it brings us to safsty. I will not get
into that issu2 becausz theraz are so many things that have
comz before this Board and you havz hzard it alrzady.

I can only tzll you that in that Hampton Bsach arcsa
there is absolutely, as a residant of my whole lifatime,
thers is no poussible way that peoplz can be rzmoved from that
bzach.

This summsr one Sunday there were 200,000 on that




10

11

12

13

14

i5

16

17

18

19

21

1823

beach. There is absolutely no way, and I am only just a

witness and a businessperson, but I cannot go from A Street

to M Strest on a Sunday. I have to take my bicycle and even

then it takes me times.

You heard the Governor wrotz to Lizinsky this year
ana said that the bzach has an evacuation every wa2zksnd. That
is totally, totally ridiculous. The besach does haves a turnovej
often but not zveryons leavas the beach community. Some l=ava
daily. Daytrippers who comz on the bus leavs. The busas go.
You have a constant turnovsr, but a good per cent of tha
population stays put.

This summsr -- this was one of our better yesars.

Wz had 96 per cznt occupancy and that people who would come
and those who would stay, those pzople would be thsre and
those pzoplze would have to lesave.

From the day that S=2abrook was sitad, thsy counted
the pzoplz in the original siting as 1/365 of a psrson, so that
1s how Szabrook was sitzd -- 1.9 miles from 200,000 p=opls,
bzcausz they counted them as day-trippers. We are not all
day-trippars hzrz. Some of us hava children, som2 of us spend
svery singls day *hers. I don't comz off of the b.ach most
of tha ¢time. This is onz of the fzw occasions, is to comsz
to Dovar to appcar beéfore this Board and I am her=.

It is bzyond belizf to m2, in fact bsyond belief of

zvaryon: therc that this is at this stags. If I werz to
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build a hotel, I could not get to the point of having every-
thing in place and be ready to open bafors I could svacuate
my residents from my hotal. It is one of the most unbelievablr
things that I have faced in my whole life. The on}ly word I
have for it is, what a stupid place to build a nuclear power
plant.

Miks Norway, who is Civil Defense Dir=zctor for the
State of New Hampshirs, for Lhe S2abrook area, whzn hs testi-
fizd beforz the Public Utilities Commission, he was asked a
question by Mike Loft, the Chairman at that time, and he said
Mr. Norway, whzn this plan is completed, will this bes a safs
plan? Now, I ask you to understand what I am saying to you,
Mr. Norway, will this bes a safa2 plan? 2And Mr. Norway jumped
out of his ssat and said, Mr. Chairman, I didn't say safe,
I said it would be a plan. This what we are putting our trust
in.

You heard our naw Director, Mr. Strong, at one
of the hzarings tell you that you could run in time to avoid
radiation. I ran last y=ar on a five-mile road race all by
mysz2lf without my children. I can guarantee you, I can't
run fast znough to avoid radiation if it's coming at me and
I don't think my mothsr, whe is 84, is about to do it eithar.

And T am certain that tharz are many others in that
scacoast arca that ar=s unable to do the sams thing.

W2 are askesd to put our faith in those pe=ople who




trgld

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

5 8 8B B

1825 -

are supposad to be in control of our destiny. We have seen
our Governor make a statement that it will go on lin2 no mattef
what. We have sazen a civil defensa leader say that you can
run from it. You have seen Mikes Norway say it's safe and you
heard Mr. Harrison last year at National Geographic say, this

is a three billion dollar plant. That's what it was then. It

is now a 5.8 billion dollar plant by som2 estimatz2s and nine
by others.

And Mr. Harrison said in tha National Geographic

Magazin® we ars not going to sit idly by and let this billion
dollar plant sit here while we worry about getting people off
th: bzachas.

And yet, wa ars faced with nutting our trust in
those people. I have always balizved in the system and I will
continuz to beliave in it and I will continue to put my faith
that vou will make the right dscision, sven though there has
not y2t becen a plant that has besaen ra2fused, but this should
naver havs happened. We should never hava been at this stage.

We hav: a hotel in Rye that has sat ther: for years
that the town refused to allow to open bacause thsy did not meeq
the cod2 and the rscommendations of th2 community. It is still
sitting idly by. In Portsmough a building was torn down be- |
causs it didn't mest the codes. It was brand nsw and thsy said,
take it down, it dossn't meet thes cods and you cannot use it.

We arz2 asking you people to do th2 same thing for
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us. Don't let something happen because it has happened.
The ne22d is no longer there. The demand is not there and
the proof of its safety is not there.

I put my faith in this Board.

JUDGE HOYT: Ms. Hollinsworth, what business are
you in in Hampton?

MS. HOLLINSWORTH: I am in a hotsl business.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.

Do w2z havz any other statzments? Anyone zlse wish
to make an app:arance on this racord, limited appearance
statement?

(No rzsponse.)

The Board will remain hers in Dover until 5:30 this
afternoon. Wz would be willing to take any statemants and
apprarances up untii 5:30 if therz is anyone who wishes to
come forward.

Wz will r2czss for about 15 minutes or so and than
if at the =nd of that time w2 don't have anyonz 21ls2, w2 will
rzmain herz on th: pramisss until 5:30 -- w2 will comsz back
at 4:30. That will bz about right.

Thz Board is in recess.

(Rzcsss.)
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JUDGE HOYT: The hearing will come to order.

Let the record reflect that counsels for the hearing
that w2re present at th: conclusion of the last ss2ssion are
again present in the hearing room,

The Board has been notified that we have thres
additional persons who wish to speak and give a limitad
appearance here on this record.

The first onz is Betty T-a-m-p-o-s-i, plesass, if
you will haves a s=2at over there, thank you.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
BETTY TAMPOSI, NASHUA, N. H.

JUDGE HOYT: I believe your home is Nashua?

MS. TAMPOSI: That is corract.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.

M.S TAMPOSI: For the rscord, my name is Betty
Tamposi. I am from Nashua, New Hampshire. I currantly serve
as ths Assistant Majority Leader of ths New Hampshirzs House.
[ am State Finance Chairman for the Republican State Committees.
I am finishing my master's degres at Harvard University and I
currzntly serv. as Vice Prssident for Sales and Marksting for
the Tamposi Company in Nashua, N2w Hampshire.

Today I would just liks to make a faw brizf remarks
about the Ssabrook station and my personal opinion as to the
complestion of ths project.

I would liks to focus on my rsmarks from a business
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standpoint as well as from a public inter=st standpoint.

As one of the principals of one of the largest real
estate, commercial and industrial devslopmert firms in this
state, I would like to statzs for the record that unequivocally
New Hampshire is witnessing one of the fasting growing trends
that we haves witnessa2d throughout the country. There is an
explosion of growth going on in New Hampshire. It has bazen
cited in many journals and from many credible sources, New

England Business Magazina, the Wall Street Journal among them

have cited New Hampshire as one of the six fastest growing
stat2s in the nation.

And being involved very closely with ths growth and

the devalopmont in ths state from a real .-state standpoint,
our firm has brought in most of the nationally recognizasd firm
into this statsz.

I would like to say because of this explosion in
the growth that ths state of New Hampshire is going to nesed
a cohesive, consistant energy policy embodied in Seabrook
station.

We view that there is no othsr way to adequately
supply the gnergy nesds that will be in dzmand in ths future
for our businsssas as well as for the consumzsrs of the statsz.

From a public inter st standroint, I would liks to
stats that bszing thes Assistant Majority Leader of the Naw

Hampshire Houss in this past session (I am currently serving
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1 my third term), in this past session the New Hampshire House
. 2 passed House Concurrent Resolution 6 and I will leave that
3 for the record. But it is the completion of the Seabrook
4 station has the full endorsement of the New Hampshire House

5 and I would like to say that ior the record.

. As far as the need for Seabrook station, I know tha#
7 there are a number of issuzs being addressed today but I would
8 just like to say that what the customz2r demand for electricity
9 in ths short term, as far as a levelling trend, I know many

10 here have testified today, have questioned whether the powsr

11 will be n2eded that is gen2rated by the Seabrook station.

12 I would like to state also if we are going to break
. 13 the oil ties with th2 0.P.E.C. nations, then the participants

14 in the project are convinced, and I give them my wholeh-arted

15 || support, that the powar generated by Seabrook station is neces+

16 sary if we are going to break our dszpendesnce on forzign oil.

17 We need energy flzxibility in the stat2 to support

18 the growth that is occurrinq; In the Soutzrn tier of the statq,

19 as I mentioned earliesr, the explosion is just unsurpassed.

20 There are problems with foreién sources of oil. I don't think

21 ; I nead to elaborate on them. I think we're all awara of the

22 | pricing problzms with the foreign oil. But from my resszarch

23 and understanding, when both units of thas Seabrook station ara2

24 on line in 1987, New Hampshire will derive approximatzly only

25 four per ca2nt of its =2snergy from that fora2ign oil. This gives!
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a great sense of relief for the state, for its consumers and
for its businesses, because it's only in the best interest
of the state that we break that dependence.

Furthermore, the Seabrook station will eliminate
the need for the state to rely on the sources of oil that will
be tied to the world price of 0il, such as Canadian Hydro. I
sat on the Commerce and Consumer Affairs Committe2 in the New
Hampshire House and we went through time after time what the
situation is going to be for this statsz when Canadian Hydro
is made availablea.

That, of course, will be tied into tha world price
of oil end ws beliecve, I believe personally, that completion
of the Seabrook project will have no bearing on the world
price of oil.

Furthermore, in regard to the 2nergy flexibility
issug, New England will bs short of the zconomical base load
zlectricity according to sources, wzll-known sources. The
nongeénzrating plants in New England, I understand, have bean
cancelled or delaysd in recent years and Public Service will
bz in a position to sell the excasss powzar from the Seabrook
station to thise compani2s that have been in the process of
becing delayed or havz bsen completely cancelled and that will
help our consumers as wall.

Nzw Hampshirz, even though New Hampshire has been

prztty much insulated from the severs 2ffects of the recession
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nationwide, we're going to still need the additional power to
genarate, to suppori our industries,
And the second unit in Seabrook, I know, is a sourc

of great contention. People are upset about it. I would say,

from my point of view, that it needs to be completed as quicklﬁ

as possible because it's an important part of the company's
whole situation in terms of their csconomy and scale. They need
Seabrook 2 because from my understanding it comprizes half the
output of the Seabrook station and it only represents 44

per cent of the total project cost. So just strictly from an
economic standpoint, it would s2em to me that it would ba

in the best intsrests of the state that Seabrook 2 is complsted
I am speaking from the best intersst from a consum2rs' stand-
point, from a business standpoint and also from a political
standpoint so that New Hampshire can have a consistant and
cohesive z2n2rgy policy that ws can all depend on.

My undsrstanding is that the company rztainad Temple,
Barka2r and Sloane to do an zconomic analysis on the a2conomics
of ths Seabrook station and it was thzir conclusion that
Seabrook 2 should be completad.

This is a nationally-rescognizad, independent source
that is come in and don2 an analysis on it, and I think ther:
is a lot of cra2dibility that should b2 given to the Temple,
Barker and Sloan2 Rzport. I believz from a political stand-

point that thz Statz of New Hampshirz has an obligation to

!
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have adequate supplies of power available when it's needed.

When you are projecting the future needs of this

State, we can't underestimate what that need is. The S:abroo
station is one of the answers to the continual, reliable sourc
of «2nergy generation for the consumption of energy in the state

I would also likes to state that Ssabrook station,
in my opinion, will continue to supply the sources of snergy
that this state is going to witness in terms of its growth,
the onslaught, I don't think in terms of growth has r2ached
its p2ak in New Hampshire. I'm speaking from a busin=ss stand-
point. Theare is still a tremendous amount of land yet to be
devaloped.

We in the State of Nazw Hampshire have an incradible
climatz for businessses to relocate here. Our workforce is
ample. Wz havz a strong work zthic in this state. W= have no
sales, no income tax, just gzmnerally the business climats and
quality of lifz in New Hampshires is such that companies nation+
wide are rzcognizing that this is a place to locate their
facilities.

I would like to state that it will cease to be --
the snvironment will c2ase to exist unlasss we can provide the
¢nargy for thesz companies moving into the state.

From a consumer standpoint it only stands to r=ason
that ths fastzst completion of this project will onsure the

lowast savings in our electricity bills.
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We all know that this state has not had a consistenq

snergy policy. In the legislature we have been through the
political machinations anc maneuvers . to try to come up with
an energy policy that included Seabrook that would ensurs a
fast compl:tion and a safe completion of thea project. This
has not occurred in our legislature. We have not in any way
~xcept for HCR 6, which is House Concurrent Resolution 6,
brought forth any legislation which would provide or assist in
any way the complation of the project.

I would just like to say that the S.abrook station
doezs have the full endorssment and the support of the New
Hampshire House.

I would like to leave it for the rscord and for
both of you to look over at your convenience, signed by the
Spzaker of th: House and the president of the Senate.

With thoss remarks, I would like to conclude. If
thers's any questions, I would be happy to answer tham.

JUDGE HOYT: T have no quastions. I thank you for
your statemznt and for your input here.

If you wish to l=zave that with the reportzr, you

| may do so.

MS. TAMPOSI: Thank you, okay.
JUDGE HOYT: Thank you.
Any qu2astions from the counszl?

MR. DIGNAN: No, Madam Chairman.
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JUDGE HOYT: Margot Clark of Somersworth, New
Hampshire?

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
MARGOT CLARK, SOMERSWORTH, N.H.

MS. CLARK: My name is Margot Clark. I am a
resident and property owner in Somersworth, New Hampshire.

I have, in terms of background, an underyraduate degrze in
mathematics from Washington University in St. Louis, Missouri,
and I have a graduatz degr2s in art history.

I am a profa2ssor of art history at thes University
of New Hampshire and I would likz to make the following
stateament.

I will bs speaking at both a property owner in
Somersworth and also as a humanist, that is, as one who is
trainzd in the examination of valus judgments, not howasver as
humanist who is opposed to tachnology (which is nsutral) .but
to what technology will do when technology is mishandlad.

Now one of th2 rsasons that I am herz today is that
I have been concerned that there has not been adagquate repre-
ssntation at theses hearings becauss thsy are being h:z1d at a
rather difficult time for many p2ople in this vicinity. Many
psople are out of town. Many othzr pszople are preparing
themselves and their children for the opening of school, so
as I say, I have made a spzcial =ffort to come here and to

make this statement.
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1 I ask that the Seabrook Nuclear Facility not receiv%
. 2 an operating license because it will then constitute a r=al
3 and present danger to the environment, the =conomy, hence to
4 the inhabitants of this region.
5 1 will address these points more or less as I have
6 listed theam.
7 With respsct to the snvironment, the increassd
8 water tzmperature can change th2 entire 2costructurzs of the
9 coastal arza in which Sezabrook is located. These changes
10 involve so many variabla2s that they are not predictable, but
11 the problem is that the changes are apt to be long-range and
12 irreversible.
. 13 As a human being, howavar, I am even more concern:zd
14 with manacad human life in the Seacoast area. For sxample,
‘
15 || thzre is no dirzct msans for monitoring the water lavel in
16 the reactor pressurc vessa2l at Sesabrook or if there is, PSNH
17 | is not tzlling th2 public. It was the lack of diract indica-
18 | tion of ths water lsvel in the resactor vessel at Thraz Mile
19 | Island that pzrmitted the operators to mak2 misjudgments with
2 || respect to what was going on in that reactor.
21 Do we want a Three Mile Island in the scacoast arsa?
22 Furthermors, th2 public has nsvar r=ally heard a
23 complete description of the consequences of a serious nuclezar
. 24 accidznt at S<abrook. I refar to a Class 9 accidznt.
|
25 Instead, the public has beezn lullasd by contzntions |
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that the evacuation plan was being prepared and that theras
was some magical way to make summertime beach population ns2ar
Seabrook simply vanish so that the year-around residents

of the area could head for places on the periphery like
somersworth, which incidentally has no facilities for accepting
them.

This contention has bezn made, z2ven though tha
major avacuation routes in the arza all go nzar ths Seabrook
Nuclzar Plant. Anybody whc has =ver bea2n caught in a two-hour
traffic jam be&cause on2 lanz of a bridge is closad in Nswingto$
knows that this is nonsense.

wh2n a plane crashed in Seacrest Villagz a few
yzars ago, people were urged over th2 radio to keep away from
the vicinity of Portsmouth because the =nsuing traffic jams
were so dsnse that it literally took hours to restore regqular
traffic flow.

What knowladge of this area's traffic pattarns and
problems makss PSNH think that 2vacuation is possible or
fzasibl2? Thes whols contantion that svacuation in the case of
accidasnt is possiblz is self-serving on th2 part of NSNH, which
is putting possibls profits ahesad of human lives.

And also, what about thz clean-up after an accident,
particularly a serious accidant? How many peoples will there

be whose property is so radioactive they are not able to rsturn

to it perhaps within their lifetimes?
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All of these problems have not been considersd .and
I feel they havs been swept under the rug and that, of course,
this h2aring is intendad to esnable me to express this point
of viaw.

With respect to the -conomy, the effect of Seabrook
1's going on line, I contend, will be an s2conomic disaster
for the ratz payers of this arza.

Onz of the original justifications of Ssabrook was
that the economic growth of the area would require mors 2lec-
trical powz2r and that in spite of the large number of unused
small local hydrogsznerators in New Hampshire, what we neadad
was a grzat big nuks,.

Trends in snergy conservation that are actually
country-wice have made the pradiction of a powe: shortage
false and furthermorz they have constituted a major threat
to the O.F.E.C. alliance.

We now unfortunately discovar that the enormous
incrzas2 in the zlectric rates that will be generated by
Szabrook going on line may very well drive out industry rather
than attract it, leaving a smaller number of ratz payers to
presumably foot the bill for PSNH's bad judgment in constructiq
Szabrook and in persisting in spite of a rzfzrendum in *hich

Szabrook citizens voted against the nukz and in spite of

of which warnings war2 years ago dismissed as warnings of

g
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kooks and crackpots.

The New Hampshire Times recently reported that the
probably rate incrzase when Seabrook went on line would be in
the neighborhood of 40 per cent but that PSNH would reluctantly
permit this increase to take place over a span of y=ars with
thaz real sconomic shock coming with Ssabrook 2.

I contend that very few of us can afford thase
increasss, even if thay are gradual and that the rate payer
should not be compelled to foot the bill for the dirsctors’
poor judgmznt and thzir rafusal to listan to r=ason or criti-
cism all along.

Thz impact on the inhabitants of this area , ths
sconomic impact will be extremely diffsrantial. I would lik=
to point out that this is a feminist issue and it is also
an old-ag: issuz bzcause a gigantic increassz in electric rates
will hurt ths poor most and women heads of ona-parsnt hous=z-
holds and old psoplz on social s-curity make up a large number
of thosz living bzlow the povaerty level,.

Seabrook on line will uive the women hsads of
households ths choicz of feeding th2ir children or paying the
2lectric bill. 0ld people in this ar2a arz already too often
forced to dscid: whsther to freeze to dzath or to starves to
death. De you want to lezt this kind of world be crezatad in our

arza for thc bzanzfit of PSNH stockholdezrs? 1 do not.

Finally, thers ars altsrnatives tc S abrook. Therse
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1 ars ways of using “he site for other things besidzs a nuke.
‘ 2 There are other sources of power in the area. In fact,

3 Seabrook is putting all of our eggs in one baskst. Hydro is

4 present. For example, the city of Somersworth had a perfectly

5 workable hydro-dam that is now going back into opsration.

6 Solar has ccme a long way.

7 Furthermorz, a safe nuclcar tzchnology is about

8 tzn years away according to enginesrs in charge of rasearch

9 and dzvelopment from McDonald-Douglas Corporation, St. Louis,

10 Missouri. This nucl2ar technology would not create radio-

1 active waste that we still do not k¥now how to dispose of

12 bacause the nsw nuclz=ar technology invclves containmasnt of a
. 13 fusion reaction within an electromagnetic field.

14 ; There are plenty of other options to Seabrook.

15 ﬁ Therz are sven ways of dealing with bankrupt electric com-
End 5. 16 r panics.
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We can deal with them by not contaminating the
sarth for centuries.

I therefore urge you to refuse Seabrook an Operatinb
licensz and I thank you for the opportunity to makes this
statement.

JUDGE HOYT: Thank you for your appezarance and your
input into this record.

The next speaker indicated on our list is Bill
Ingram, Rochester, New Hampshire.

LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENT OF
BILL INGRAM, ROCHESTER, N.H.

MR. INGRAM: My nam2 is Bill Ingram. I live in
Rochzster. I am married. I own prooerty there and I also
work for Public Service.

I work at Seabrook Station and now I am on vacation
I am not rzprzs:znting S2abrook Station in any way.

At Sczabrook Station, I am a health physics techni-
cian, sznior health physics tzchnician -- which is radiation
protsction. I havs been doing it for zleven years. For the
last two years, I havz bsen at Seabrook. I have a degrze in
radiological hcalth and I am certified by the National Registry
of Radiation Protection Technicians.

When I first came herz this afternoon, I just wanted
to sze what was going on. I heard some of the other statemantd

that were made and thsn I decidad I should give my view. '
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And the main gict of that is I cannot envision an
accident at Szabrook Station that would require an immsdiate
evacuation of the area. I havs been in many nuclear powsr
plants, rasearch reactors, submarines.

At Sesabrook Station we have thz most advanced
safsty systems that I have cver szen. We hava -- ths operators
have the bsst training that I have 2ver szen. A lot of peoplse
have said thz the Navy nuclsar powsr system trains thair
operators bsst. Our opesrators arc trainsd better than Navy
operators.

Other than that, I can speak for our department.

I have never -- again, w2 have more equipment. It seams

lik2 we have a higher levsl of

w

xparicnce, mors Knowlzdge than
any of a half a dozen other commesrcial nuclear power plants
that I can name and that's it. -

I just f=z2l that it you decide not to give Seabrook
an operating licensz, I don't see how it can be bscause of a
lack of adsquate zvacuation plan becaus2 I think right now
that an immediatc svacuation should not even be planned for
bescausz I honzstly don't fz22l that it is nsc:zssary.

Evacuation could take plac2 if necessary, all of
it could tak:z plac:z ovzr s2vsral days, be ordzsrly with prior |
planning «nd I think -- becauss of that I fez21 that ths plan
right now is ad-quatc.

Thank you.
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JUDGE HOYT: Thank you, Mr. Ingram, for your input
into this rescord.

Do we have any additional statements to be made?

(No response.)

(Discussion off th2 rzcord.)

JUDGE HOYT: If I could ask you pl-as2 to let ms
finish the hsarings here. Th2 time is now 5:30. The post-d
hours for these hearings now having besn complated, the
rzcord at the Ssabrook Stations 1 and 2, under the dockets
previously cited, have besn completad at this point.

The Board will recess to mezet on August 31 at
3:00 p.m. at thz Dover, Stafford County courthousa.

This record is closed at this point.

(Wheresupon, at 5:30 p.m. the hearing was

reczssed to resume at 3:00 p.m. on August 31st
at th= Dover, Stafford Country, courthouse,

Dover, New Hampshirs.)
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