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

 1:35 p.m. 2 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Hi everybody.  3 

Welcome to the first of the Waste Confidence 4 

Directorate's Monthly Status Teleconferences. 5 

  My name is Sarah Lopas and I'm the NEPA 6 

Communication Project Manager for the Directorate.  7 

And I'm going to be facilitating this call. 8 

  In the room with me here at the NRC we 9 

have Keith McConnell, who is the Director of the 10 

Waste Confidence Directorate; Carrie Safford, who is 11 

our Deputy Director; Andy Imboden, who is the Branch 12 

Chief of the Communications Branch; Paul Michalak, 13 

Branch Chief of the Environmental Impact Statement 14 

Branch; and Tison Campbell from the Office of General 15 

Counsel. 16 

  There are a few more NRC staff members 17 

in the room and they will introduce themselves if 18 

they need to jump in to answer a question. 19 

  And finally, I believe you have been 20 

listening to our operator, whose name is also Sarah.  21 

She will be helping us out by muting and unmuting the 22 

individual call lines to ask questions. 23 

  Note that unless you are asking a 24 

question, all your call lines will be muted. 25 
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  So I'm going to start off today by going 1 

over the format of the call.  There are no slides and 2 

there are no other meeting materials associated with 3 

this call.  However, we will be roughly adhering to 4 

the following agenda: 5 

  We will begin with a brief welcome by 6 

Carrie Safford, followed by Andy Imboden, who will 7 

give an overview of the recently concluded Waste 8 

Confidence Public Scoping Period and what we are 9 

doing with all the scoping comments that we received 10 

during that time. 11 

  After Andy, Paul Michalak will give a 12 

brief update on the development of the Draft 13 

Environmental Impact Statement.  We will then go back 14 

to Andy for a summary of Future Opportunities for 15 

Public Participation. 16 

  We expect the NRC discussion to last 17 

about 10 minutes and then we will open the phone 18 

lines for any clarifying questions you might have on 19 

the information that we just presented. 20 

  As I mentioned before, right now, 21 

everybody's lines are muted, so after the NRC staff 22 

concludes their discussion, if you would like to ask 23 

a clarifying question, please, press Star 1 and that 24 

will put you in the queue to have your line unmuted. 25 
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  There are a few important notes and 1 

ground rules for this call.  First, this call is 2 

scheduled to end at 2:30 p.m., Eastern time, and we 3 

are obligated to keep that schedule.  We want to hear 4 

from as many people as possible, so, please, try to 5 

limit yourself to your one best question and, please, 6 

try to keep that question concise. 7 

  If there is time and we have heard from 8 

everybody once, we will go back to folks for a second 9 

round of questions. 10 

  Secondly, this teleconference is being 11 

transcribed by a court reporter, this is so we will 12 

have an accurate record of the call and of what 13 

everybody said.  So, please, when your line is open 14 

to ask a question, start by introducing yourself and 15 

stating your affiliation.  Please speak clearly so 16 

that the court reporter can get an accurate and clean 17 

transcript. 18 

  Third, please note that although the 19 

transcript of the call will become part of the Waste 20 

Confidence Docket, any comments or statements you 21 

make today will not be considered as formal comments 22 

on the environmental record or on the environmental 23 

review, excuse me. 24 

  And finally, the transcript of these 25 
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teleconferences will be publicly available in ADAMS 1 

and will be linked to on our Waste Confidence Website 2 

within about three weeks from the date of the call. 3 

  We will also be publishing a meeting 4 

summary within 30 days of the call. 5 

  As the Waste Confidence Directorate has 6 

been doing with other information, we will be sending 7 

out an email from WCOutreach@nrc.gov with links to 8 

the meeting transcript and the meeting summary.  If 9 

you haven't received any emails from WCOutreach yet, 10 

it means you aren't on our email list. 11 

  If you would like to be on that list, 12 

please send an email with that request to 13 

WCOutreach@nrc.gov, that's W-C-O-U-T-R-E-A-C-H 14 

@nrc.gov.  And if you have any other questions about 15 

access to information or about the Waste Confidence 16 

Review, in general, you can call me, Sarah Lopas.  My 17 

direct number here is (301) 492-3425. 18 

  And so with that, let's get started.  19 

I'm going to start with Carrie Safford.  She is the 20 

Deputy Director of the Waste Confidence Directorate. 21 

  DEPUTY DIRECTOR SAFFORD:  Thank you, 22 

Sarah.  Good afternoon, everyone, and thanks for 23 

joining us this afternoon. 24 

  Again as Sarah mentioned, my name is 25 
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Carrie Safford and I'm the Deputy Director of the 1 

Waste Confidence Directorate. 2 

  I just wanted to lay out briefly that 3 

the purpose of the meeting today is for interested 4 

people to stay in touch with the Waste Confidence 5 

Directorate's activity. 6 

  And as Sarah mentioned, there are many 7 

ways to do this, such as by subscribing to the email 8 

distribution list.  You can also monitor or subscribe 9 

to notifications when the NRC updates the website.  10 

You can monitor the docket folder at 11 

www.regulations.gov and there will also be updates 12 

posted on the NRC Blog. 13 

  For those folks that don't prefer 14 

keeping in touch through the computer, we thought we 15 

would also include these monthly conference calls 16 

where we talk about the status of the Waste 17 

Confidence decision and rule and the Environmental 18 

Impact Statement. 19 

  And next, we are going to turn it over 20 

to Andy Imboden and he is going to talk about the 21 

overview of the Waste Confidence Scoping Period. 22 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Thank you, 23 

Carrie.  My name is Andy Imboden.  I'm the Branch 24 

Chief of the Communications Planning and Rulemaking 25 
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Branch in the Waste Confidence Directorate.  And I'm 1 

going to give a brief overview of the recently 2 

completed scoping period and talk about our current 3 

activities. 4 

  The scoping period began on October 25, 5 

2012 and on January 2nd the scoping period closed. 6 

  During the 70-day comment period, we 7 

received written comments.  And in addition, we held 8 

four public meetings where there was an opportunity 9 

to present spoken comments. 10 

  Just to talk a bit about the public 11 

meetings first, approximately, 500 members of the 12 

public expressed an interest in the Waste Confidence 13 

Scoping Process through all of these public meetings 14 

and of these, all four meetings in total, 64 people 15 

presented comments. 16 

  On November 14th, we had an afternoon 17 

meeting in Rockville, Maryland where 45 members of 18 

the public attended in person and 30 participated by 19 

phone.  Later that day, we had an evening meeting 20 

where 22 people participated by phone.  Those 21 

meetings were webstreamed and the webstream was 22 

viewed by an additional 125 people. 23 

  On December 5th and 6th, the Waste 24 

Confidence Directorate held webinars and we had a 25 
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total of 73 people attending those webinars.  Some 1 

materials for these meetings, including the 2 

transcripts and the NRC's presentations, they have 3 

all been uploaded and prepared so you can view those 4 

on our website in the public involvement section. 5 

  Now, that scoping is over, we can also 6 

say that in total, the NRC received about 700 pieces 7 

of comment correspondence.  531 documents were 8 

submitted directly to www.regulations.gov.  The rest 9 

include commenters at our public meetings and 10 

webinars and comments that were submitted by mail or 11 

fax. 12 

  These comments range from brief one page 13 

submittals to lengthy letters of more than 100 pages. 14 

  So what is happening now?  The NRC staff 15 

and our contractors are going through the comments 16 

making sure all comments are officially captured and 17 

put on the docket and made part of the permanent 18 

administrative record. 19 

  Over the next few weeks, all of those 20 

will become available for viewing on 21 

www.regulations.gov.  22 

  Internally, the NRC staff and our 23 

contractors will make sure each comment gets a unique 24 

identifier number, so that we can track it and make 25 
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sure the staff responds to each one. 1 

  We have been working very hard these 2 

past two weeks and are not done yet, but all told, 3 

there will be over 1,600 individual comments. 4 

  The next step is that comments 5 

addressing similar areas will be grouped together and 6 

passed along to the NRC staff and contractors writing 7 

those various sections of the Environmental Impact 8 

Statement, so that they consider the commenters’ 9 

issues in each section as researched and written. 10 

  The NRC is simultaneously developing a 11 

Scoping Summary Report where we summarize what we 12 

heard in scoping and the important issues that were 13 

raised.  We are planning on issuing the Scoping 14 

Summary Report in early March of this year. 15 

  If all this sounds like a lot, it is.  16 

But it's really important to me, because the 17 

Commission things public engagement is a critical 18 

piece of this project. 19 

  The Chairman has said that this ensures 20 

that the NRC has the information it needs to make the 21 

best decision.  And because the Commission is 22 

applying a great deal of resources to carry out this 23 

project, this allows many of these activities to 24 

happen at the same time. 25 
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  So that's a summary of the scoping 1 

period.  Thank you for your attention.  Sarah or 2 

Paul? 3 

  BRANCH CHIEF MICHALAK:  This is a status 4 

update of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 5 

  As Andy indicated, we are still 6 

compiling the public comments we received during the 7 

scoping period.  We are also near completion with our 8 

internal scoping. 9 

  The current plan is to evaluate how the 10 

results of the scoping will inform the Environmental 11 

Impact Statement and Rule. 12 

  With respect to time table for 13 

completion of the Environmental Impact Statement and 14 

Rule, we are still on schedule to complete the entire 15 

effort by September of 2014.  Andy? 16 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Yes, thanks.  And 17 

just to briefly discuss the future public 18 

participation opportunities that will occur, those 19 

will be associated with the publication of the Draft 20 

Environmental Impact Statement and the Proposed Rule 21 

in late summer or early fall of this year. 22 

  During that time frame, we will hold 23 

public meetings here at NRC Headquarters and around 24 

the country.  We are still in the planning stages for 25 
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those meetings and as soon as our plans firm up, we 1 

will definitely let you know about them on our 2 

website, through the emails sent out from WCOutreach 3 

and in monthly calls like this. 4 

  So stay tuned for details.  Thanks. 5 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right.  I think 6 

we are good to go.  Do any of the other NRC staff 7 

have anything else to add?  I'm seeing some head 8 

nodding here.  Okay.  So I think now we are going to 9 

move on to the question and answer period. 10 

  I just want to remind everybody the way 11 

to ask a question is to press Star 1 and you will get 12 

in line to be unmuted.  So far I'm only seeing a 13 

couple people in line.  Before we open up the lines, 14 

and we are going to start it looks like with Ruth 15 

Thomas, but let me just remind everybody that to try 16 

to keep it concise, try to limit yourself just to one 17 

nice question to start and then if we have time, we 18 

will go back and get a second round. 19 

  So Sarah, if we could unmute Ruth Thomas 20 

and we will start with Ruth.  Ruth, go ahead. 21 

  MS. THOMAS:  Thank you.  It would be a 22 

help to know about Ms. London's statements on page 15 23 

of the December 6th transcript, that was the evening 24 

one.  She explained that the Waste Confidence was 25 
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originally adopted by the Commission in 1984 in 1 

response to a 1979 Court decision. 2 

  So we are interested in knowing more 3 

about that and who the plaintiffs were.  And why [I 4 

was there] five years got between the following -- 5 

the filing in the Court and the Commission's 6 

response. 7 

  We will be sending other questions in 8 

writing and repeat this one in writing, because I 9 

don't know if there will be time to answer. 10 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Ruth, so you 11 

are wanting to know a little bit more about that 12 

original 1979 Court case, from what I understand. 13 

  MS. THOMAS:  Yes. 14 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  I'm looking here on 15 

the table and it looks like we can -- I can work with 16 

you, because this is Sarah, and we talk often.  I can 17 

work with you to get you a summary of that and that 18 

information for other folks that are on the line, 19 

because I know Ruth doesn't have Internet access 20 

right now, but for other folks on the line, that's 21 

the kind of stuff that is on our Waste Confidence 22 

public website.  It's the NRC document portion, I 23 

believe. 24 

  And so, Ruth, I will give you a call, 25 
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how about a little bit later this afternoon, and I 1 

can figure out how to get you a summary.  Does that 2 

sound good? 3 

  MS. THOMAS:  Yes, that sounds fine.  4 

Thank you. 5 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right.  Okay.  6 

Thank you, Ruth.  All right.  Next, Sarah, if we 7 

could go to Daniel Cronin? 8 

  MR. CRONIN:  Hello, can you hear me? 9 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Yes, we can. 10 

  MR. CRONIN:  Okay.  Hi. 11 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Go ahead. 12 

  MR. CRONIN:  This is Dan Cronin from the 13 

University of Florida Training Reactor.  I'm the 14 

licensing engineer for the training reactor facility 15 

here. 16 

  In September of last year, Mr. Eric 17 

Leeds spoke to the Test and Research Reactor Group 18 

and on the Waste Confidence Ruling he mentioned that 19 

non-power license renewals were on hold.  And that 20 

the question or decision had been requested from the 21 

OGC to determine whether non-power license renewals 22 

were outside of the scope of the Waste Confidence 23 

Rule and could, therefore, continue without delay. 24 

  And so my question is -- has that OGC 25 
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decision on non-power reactor license renewals and 1 

their applicability within the Waste Confidence Rule 2 

been determined yet? 3 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Okay.  This is 4 

Keith McConnell.  You know, we had that particular 5 

issue under discussion here at the NRC.  I think we 6 

will resolve it and provide clarity on that probably 7 

in the next couple of weeks.  And we will do that 8 

probably on our website. 9 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.   10 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Does that answer 11 

your question or at least address your question?  It 12 

doesn't answer it. 13 

  MR. CRONIN:  Yes.  So you think there 14 

will be a decision in the next couple of weeks and it 15 

will be on the website? 16 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Correct. 17 

  MR. CRONIN:  All right.  Thank you. 18 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Yes. 19 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right.  Thank 20 

you, Dan.  Okay.  Sarah, next if we could go to Tony 21 

Roisman. 22 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Hi, this is Tony Roisman.  23 

I represent the State of Vermont.  And I gather that 24 

the decision on the scope of the DEIS will be made at 25 
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some time well before the draft of the DEIS is 1 

published.  I'm wondering whether you plan to 2 

announce your decision on what the scope will be at 3 

some time prior to the DEIS and if so, will you 4 

explain the basis for that decision? 5 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Hi, yes, this is 6 

Andy Imboden.  The scope of the DEIS, the first 7 

announcement of that will be in the Scoping Summary 8 

Report, which we are on track to publish in early 9 

March.  And in that will be a basis for that. 10 

  MR. ROISMAN:  All right.  Thank you. 11 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Sarah, if we 12 

can go to Diane Curran, please? 13 

  MS. CURRAN:  Hello? 14 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Hi. 15 

  MS. CURRAN:  This is Diane Curran.  I 16 

looked on the website for comments that have been 17 

filed so far on the scoping and all this.  And I 18 

didn't see a whole lot.  And I wonder do you have an 19 

estimate of when you are going to be able to get them 20 

all up on the website? 21 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Hi, Diane.  This 22 

is Andy Imboden again.  There is, yes, a bit of a lag 23 

between when comments are initially submitted to the 24 

regulations.gov and then when they are viewable by 25 
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all.  That is going to be completed by the end of the 1 

month, they tell us.  And you could see maybe like 18 2 

or 20 of them pop up each day.  So as a lot of the 3 

comments were submitted on the deadline of January 2nd 4 

and so, you know, as they work through that backlog, 5 

you know, by the end of the month they have to make 6 

that -- that will be complete. 7 

  MS. CURRAN:  Okay.  Thanks. 8 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  If we could 9 

go to Tom Clements, next? 10 

  MR. CLEMENTS:  Hi, this is Tom Clements 11 

with the Alliance for Nuclear Accountability in 12 

Columbia, South Carolina.  And I'm curious to know 13 

the NRC's opinion about the relationship between the 14 

Waste Confidence process and consideration of 15 

consolidated interim storage of spent fuel as was 16 

addressed by the Blue Ribbon Commission report of 17 

January of last year and the strategy document 18 

released by the Department of Energy last week on 19 

January 11th, which was the “Strategy for the 20 

Management and Disposal of Used Nuclear Fuel and 21 

High-Level Radioactive Waste.” 22 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Yes, this is Keith 23 

McConnell.  All of those documents and statements 24 

will be part, I think, of the scoping summary 25 
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consideration.  We will look at those and in terms of 1 

when we define the ultimate scope of the 2 

Environmental Impact Statement, we will define what -3 

- the role of centralized interim storage and also 4 

potentially how the recently released strategy that 5 

the Department of Energy put out, I think on Friday, 6 

will play into our development efforts. 7 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Is that good, Tom? 8 

  MR. CLEMENTS:  I just wonder if the 9 

timeline on any legislation or the DOE “Strategy” 10 

documents are going to fit with any timeline of the 11 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission?  I assume that will be 12 

addressed? 13 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Yes, that is yet to 14 

be determined, so we will just have to see as the 15 

development efforts goes forward how they play into 16 

that. 17 

  MR. CLEMENTS:  Okay.  Thank you. 18 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  If we can go 19 

to Marvin Lewis, please? 20 

  MR. LEWIS:  Hi. 21 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Hi, Marvin. 22 

  MR. LEWIS:  My question concerns 23 

collateral estoppel and I apologize as a non-lawyer 24 

using legal terms but the Devil quotes scripture, so 25 
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I guess I can do that, too. 1 

  Anyway, here is my problem.  There is 2 

all sorts of appellate decisions coming down 3 

concerning NRC's in-camera secretive stuff, decisions 4 

made, and there is all sorts of stuff coming down 5 

about the dangers we face, like solar flares and what 6 

have you that may turn HOSS, hardened on-site 7 

storage, into a fantasy. 8 

  There is a series of actions by waste 9 

compacts breaking into their funds after NRC in-10 

camera secretively gives them an okay.  And these 11 

compacts are not supposed to be broken into, because 12 

you really ruin the credit rating of a trust fund 13 

when you do that. 14 

  And what I can't see is so many actions 15 

are happening at the same time, how can we go and 16 

proceed with anything until we can get some kind of 17 

an estoppel allowing certain things to stop until we 18 

take care of other things?  Am I making myself 19 

completely muddified?  Thank you.  Over. 20 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Yes, this is Keith 21 

McConnell.  I think we understand your concern.  22 

Certainly, we are monitoring all of those activities 23 

to the extent that they apply to what we are doing, 24 

but, you know, our task is to move forward and to 25 
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take a look at what exists right now and then to 1 

interact with the public and other stakeholders on 2 

this particular aspect of it. 3 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right, Marv? 4 

  MR. LEWIS:  Not really, but I guess it 5 

will have to do.  And thank you very much for the 6 

answer.  Bye. 7 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Sure.  Good bye, 8 

Marvin.  Okay.  The only other person I see in queue 9 

left is Tony again.  Tony from Vermont.  Tony? 10 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Yes, thank you.  I'm 11 

wondering at what stage in the process the 12 

Commissioners will be asked to approve what the staff 13 

is doing with the Impact Statement.  Will it be on an 14 

iterative basis that is when the decision is made on 15 

scope, will that be given to the Commissioners for 16 

their blessing or will the Commission not be involved 17 

in deciding whether everything is okay until after 18 

you finish the entire Impact Statement process? 19 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Yes, thanks for 20 

the question.  The Commission is interested in Waste 21 

Confidence and they are definitely monitoring what we 22 

are doing.  When the Commission will make a decision 23 

is when they get the -- the staff will prepare a 24 

paper, we call it a SECY Paper and in it will be the 25 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement and a Proposed 1 

Rule and then the Commission will tell us what they 2 

think about that. 3 

  So we are thinking, you know, that's 4 

definitely later in the year.  That's definitely 5 

after March. 6 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Okay.  Great.  Thank you 7 

very much. 8 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Okay.  Just a 9 

reminder for folks that want to jump in and ask 10 

questions, you press Star 1.  So right now, we have 11 

Lou Zeller on the line.  Can we open up Lou's line, 12 

please?  Hi, Lou. 13 

  MR. ZELLER:  Hi.  Can you hear me? 14 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Yes.  Go ahead. 15 

  MR. ZELLER:  Okay.  My question is on 16 

the -- there will be hearings, of course, on -- after 17 

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement is issued.  18 

The question is how many is the Directorate prepared 19 

to hold and at what locations around the country? 20 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.   21 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Yeah, just a point 22 

of clarification.  Hearing has a very specific 23 

meaning here at NRC.  And what we would be intending 24 

to do would be to have public meetings as opposed to 25 
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hearings. 1 

  Right now, based on the comments we 2 

received in the scoping period, I think we are 3 

planning somewhere on the order of between six and 4 

eight public meetings that would be distributed 5 

across the country.  One of the suggestions from the 6 

scoping comments was to have them in the four NRC 7 

regions, which would be Philadelphia, Atlanta, 8 

Chicago and Dallas.  And then have one out in the 9 

west -- at least one on the west coast, one in the 10 

northeast and one here in D.C. 11 

  And so we might add one or two to that, 12 

particularly on the west coast, you know, where the 13 

geography is so extended, you know.  So right now, we 14 

are kind of in the early planning stages, but that's 15 

what our thinking is. 16 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.   17 

  MR. ZELLER:  Is there any opportunity 18 

for the public to request more hearings, more public 19 

meetings as you start them, for example, since there 20 

are so many different license renewal sides, combined 21 

operating license sides around the nation? 22 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 23 

McConnell again.  We got a number of comments in that 24 

particular area during scoping and in the public 25 
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meetings.  Given that we are working on a generic 1 

Environmental Impact Statement as opposed to a site-2 

specific effort, we are not going to, you know, try 3 

to outreach to every particular community. 4 

  What we are trying to do is kind of have 5 

the geocentric areas where people can come in and 6 

speak to us.  The issues on the site-specific basis 7 

would be addressed in public meetings related to that 8 

site-specific licensing action. 9 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right.  And, 10 

Lou, that's one thing we are still going through all 11 

the comments.  People did give us good comments on 12 

where they think we should have meetings so we are 13 

really taking that into account, and also where 14 

commenters are from, where we are getting a lot of 15 

interest, you know, a lot of comments from a 16 

particular region of the country, we are paying 17 

attention to that, so we want to try to be as fair as 18 

possible. 19 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Okay.  And just one 20 

more thought, this is Keith McConnell again, is that 21 

the meeting, the public meetings will be webcast, so, 22 

you know, anyone who wants to call in from that area 23 

or anywhere will -- some of them, I mean.  I'm told 24 

some of them will be webcast.  And we will let you 25 
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know which ones. 1 

  You can tell we're in the early planning 2 

stages, but so there will be opportunities for people 3 

who can't make it to that specific location to call 4 

in and to see what is going on. 5 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Right.  Okay.  Let's 6 

see, once again to ask questions, you just press Star 7 

1.  And it looks like the only person we have in the 8 

queue right now is Tony again.  Tony from Vermont 9 

again.  So we can open up Tony's line. 10 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Thank you.  I don't want 11 

you to lose all this time, so I'll just keep asking 12 

questions. 13 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Oh, well, thank you.  14 

That's very kind of you. 15 

  MR. ROISMAN:  But you can push me to the 16 

back at any time you would like. 17 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.   18 

  MR. ROISMAN:  I know that we, that is 19 

the State of Vermont, proposed some hearing 20 

procedures for these subsequent hearings that you 21 

have just been talking about.  And I'm wondering 22 

whether or not you have any plans, at this point, as 23 

to when you will make a decision on what the format 24 

will be for hearings on the DEIS once it is 25 
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published? 1 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Hi, this is Keith 2 

McConnell again.  As I indicated, you know, hearing 3 

has a very specific definition here at the NRC.  And 4 

right now, we are not planning formal hearings like 5 

those that occurred back in, I think, the preparation 6 

for the first Waste Confidence decision. 7 

  As we I think work through the thought 8 

process of how we want to approach the public 9 

meetings, we will in the future monthly calls talk 10 

about that and you all can weigh in on that 11 

particular aspect when we, I think, have completed 12 

that thought process. 13 

  MR. ROISMAN:  All right.  So just so I 14 

understand, so you haven't made a final decision, 15 

although your preliminary decision is to use the more 16 

informal process, such as what we are doing here or 17 

you did in the webinars as opposed to something more 18 

formal, such as when you do use the phrase “hearing” 19 

at the NRC.  But that's not a -- you haven't made a 20 

final decision on that.  Am I correct in that regard? 21 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Yes, that's 22 

correct.  And but I think -- I will say up front, I 23 

don't think there will be hearings in the formal 24 

sense.  There will be public meetings much like what 25 
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we conducted back in November. 1 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Okay.  Thank you. 2 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  It looks like 3 

Kevin, Kevin Kamps has joined us.  Kevin, let's hear 4 

from you. 5 

  MR. KAMPS:  Hello? 6 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Hi. 7 

  MR. KAMPS:  Hello, thank you.  This is 8 

Kevin Kamps with Beyond Nuclear.  I just wanted to 9 

get back to what Lou Zeller asked about the public 10 

hearings on the DEIS around the country. 11 

  Back 10 years ago now, the Department of 12 

Energy held some two dozen hearings around the 13 

country regarding the Yucca Mountain proposal, so I'm 14 

curious as to why the NRC considers, you know, as few 15 

as I think seven were mentioned as adequate.  And I 16 

heard your answer, which was generic versus type-17 

specific, but it sure seems like there is a lot more 18 

diversity in the country than just seven different 19 

on-site storage scenarios going on. 20 

  And a related question is it seems like 21 

we are not just talking about on-site storage risk.  22 

We are also talking about centralized interim 23 

storage.  We are talking about futuristic 24 

repositories and transportation with all of that away 25 
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from the reactor talk would lead to. 1 

  So it seems to me like a lot more 2 

hearings are called for. 3 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 4 

McConnell again.  The Waste Confidence Decision and 5 

the Rule that embodies it is a very small part of a 6 

regulatory framework.  And licensing, the site-7 

specific licensing activities at centralized interim 8 

storage or at site-specific facilities that have 9 

Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installations 10 

addressed the issues on a site-specific basis. 11 

  So it's our view that this generic 12 

Environmental Impact Statement that we are developing 13 

does not need the level of public interaction that 14 

would occur at all these other activities that we 15 

undertake.  We do leverage that information that we 16 

get from those site-specific meetings and licensing 17 

actions and incorporate that into our thought process 18 

for the development of a generic Environmental Impact 19 

Statement. 20 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.   21 

  MR. KAMPS:  Can I follow-up with a quick 22 

follow-up? 23 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Sure.  One quick 24 

follow-up, because we've got someone in line behind 25 
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you. 1 

  MR. KAMPS:  Okay.  Just to emphasize the 2 

point, the -- you know, transportation alone, which 3 

was a big reason that the Department of Energy 4 

expanded from an original list of about a dozen 5 

hearings under popular demand to hold two dozen or 6 

more hearings on the Yucca Mountains list, the 7 

transportation list for their communities. 8 

  So if -- you know, I heard you say you 9 

were going to, in response to Tom Clements' question, 10 

I think, keep tabs on centralized interim storage as 11 

a policy matter, DOE policy, legislative proposals on 12 

Capitol Hill.  It just seems to me like big issues 13 

being very much neglected with the proposed hearing 14 

sites that you named. 15 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 16 

McConnell again.  I don't know if this answers your 17 

concern or your comment, but we would also use what 18 

DOE has done in the past also to inform what we are 19 

doing in this particularly generic Environmental 20 

Impact Statement. 21 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Let's move on 22 

to Tom Clements again.  Tom? 23 

  MR. CLEMENTS:  Yes, thank you.  Once 24 

again, Tom Clements with the Alliance for Nuclear 25 
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Accountability in Columbia, South Carolina. 1 

  Just kind of a speculative question, I 2 

noticed that in tomorrow's Federal Register there is 3 

a notice entitled "Retrievability, Cladding Integrity 4 

and Safe Handling of Spent-Fuel at an Independent 5 

Spent-Fuel Storage Installation and During 6 

Transportation."  What is the relationship of that 7 

notice and the Waste Confidence Scoping process? 8 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 9 

McConnell.  That action is independent from what we 10 

are doing in terms of its generic Environmental 11 

Impact Statement.  But it is something that we are 12 

aware of and that we would consider in our work. 13 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Well, I don't 14 

see anybody else in the queue.  We will give folks, 15 

you know, a minute or so.  Press Star 1 if you need 16 

to ask a question, otherwise we are going to do one, 17 

two, three, last count down and oh, Kevin is on the 18 

line again.  Let's hear from Kevin.  Hi, Kevin, I 19 

think you are on.  Are you there? 20 

  MR. KAMPS:  Hi, sorry, I was muted. 21 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Oh, okay. 22 

  MR. KAMPS:  Yes.  My question is kind of 23 

a follow-on again.  It was mentioned at the end of 24 

the response to my previous question that the Yucca 25 
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Mountain EIS would be looked to by the NRC.  I just 1 

have to point out that these are such different 2 

proposals.  I mean, centralized interim storage to 3 

take place at any number of sites in the country, 4 

Savannah River Site, South Carolina is being 5 

targeted, Waste Isolation Pilot Plant in New Mexico 6 

is being targeted. This is -- these are very 7 

different proposals than the Yucca Mountain proposal.  8 

So I'm just confused by that statement, I guess.  Why 9 

wouldn't --  10 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  I mean -- 11 

  MR. KAMPS:  -- the Private Fuel Storage 12 

Limited Liability Corporation, which was targeted at 13 

Skull Valley Goshute Indian Reservation in Utah be a 14 

cautionary tale that NRC knew as well?  I mean, that 15 

certainly had relationships to the Yucca Mountain 16 

proposal, but it was its own stand-alone 17 

transportation proposal, which if carried through and 18 

the NRC did grant it a license in 2006 or 2005, that 19 

would have dramatically doubled transportation risks 20 

with, first, the cancellation of Yucca Mountain and 21 

then the cancellation of Private Fuel Storage itself. 22 

  There was a return to sender policy at 23 

Private Fuel Storage, so that's effectively doubling 24 

transportation risks. 25 
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  BRANCH CHIEF MICHALAK:  Kevin, this is 1 

Paul Michalak.  All of that information is - we 2 

compile it as part of our scoping process and 3 

consider it to inform the EIS, the Environmental 4 

Impact Statement, and the Rule. 5 

  So it wasn't just if you took it that we 6 

were just going to take Yucca Mountain whole cloth, 7 

we are not.  The parts that are relevant to our 8 

analysis we will use. 9 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Let's move 10 

on.  We have Marv again, Marv Lewis on the line 11 

again. 12 

  MR. LEWIS:  Yes. 13 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Hi, Marv. 14 

  MR. LEWIS:  I have a real simple one, I 15 

hope.   16 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  I hope so, too. 17 

  MR. LEWIS:  All right.  Look, I have 18 

looked at what you have been putting out.  I have 19 

looked at other things the NRC puts out.  And one 20 

thing really bothers me and it has been in the news 21 

recently, namely, money. 22 

  You know, we can have all the wonderful 23 

paperwork we want.  We can have all the wonderful 24 

laws we want.  If they aren't funded, nothing 25 
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happens.  And you don't look at that in your 1 

paperwork.  Is there some assumption or some blessing 2 

from God that will give us the money to do what 3 

supposedly the NRC or whomever has to do when?  Thank 4 

you. 5 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right.  Marvin, 6 

it sounds, you know, in going through some of your 7 

scoping comments, because you have spoke at some of 8 

our meetings, you, you know, discussed this in your 9 

comments.  So we are looking at this and, you know, 10 

we got it or we will get it.  So we appreciate that 11 

comment on call, which echoed some of your scoping 12 

comments.  So all right? 13 

  MR. LEWIS:  Thank you. 14 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Let's see, we have 15 

Lou Zeller on the line again.  Let's go to Lou. 16 

  MR. ZELLER:  Hi, this is Lou Zeller of 17 

Blue Ridge.  And just on the Draft EIS, would there 18 

also be outlined a "no action alternative?"  Is that 19 

what the Directorate is considering? 20 

  BRANCH CHIEF MICHALAK:  Yes.  We are 21 

considering a no action alternative. 22 

  MR. ZELLER:  Good. 23 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  All right.  Thank 24 

you, Lou.  Okay.  We have nobody in queue right now, 25 
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so press Star 1 if you would like to ask a question.  1 

We'll give folks a little bit of time.  It looks like 2 

we have Ruth Thomas on the line.  Can we go to Ruth? 3 

  MS. THOMAS:  Yes, this is Ruth.  I had a 4 

question on what somebody said.  I'm trying to think 5 

who it was.  Something about grouping the scoping 6 

comments and I would like to know more about that.  7 

And I know the group that I'm working with, we are 8 

also going through the comments to see which 9 

questions and which concerns were raised the most 10 

often. 11 

  And also, dividing it up like the sets 12 

of comments that come from technical people in 13 

research groups are different than the ones that come 14 

from somebody that is speaking from the perspective 15 

of a family or that they live real near a nuclear 16 

plant or they have a concern because they are not 17 

getting information as to - like they don't have a 18 

computer and they don't know what is going on, so 19 

there are different categories of concern.  And then 20 

there are the more specific ones that are advising 21 

what needs to be done.  And I wondered if that was 22 

one of the types of groupings that the Directorate 23 

group is looking at. 24 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay, Ruth.  We are 25 
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going to have Andy talk to you about that. 1 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Hi, Ruth.  This 2 

is Andy Imboden.  What I meant when I said commenter 3 

groups is we group them based on what subject area 4 

the comment is about.  Some of the comments we 5 

received are, you know, more than 100 pages long that 6 

deal with many different subject areas and others are 7 

-- other comments we received are very focused on one 8 

or maybe two areas. 9 

  And so regardless of where anyone lives 10 

or, you know, what organization they represent or 11 

anything like that, comments in a specific area, we 12 

put those together by subject.  And then as the NRC 13 

staff and our contractors are researching and writing 14 

that relevant section of the Environmental Impact 15 

Statement, they have all that information in front of 16 

them. 17 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay? 18 

  MS. THOMAS:  When -- no, I'm still -- 19 

what about the perspective like somebody's 20 

perspective might be from a citizen's organization 21 

where they are not only concerned about individuals, 22 

but about groups or whole communities?  And then 23 

there are some that are from nuclear businesses where 24 

their perspective is, you know, keep the scope narrow 25 
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and get through it as quickly as possible.  And so 1 

basically two very different viewpoints.  And in -- 2 

what I'm looking for is how our organization and the 3 

people we are working with are really -- would it be 4 

helpful for us to more or less go ahead with our type 5 

of organization and how we would plan it and then 6 

this would mean that the Nuclear Regulatory 7 

Commission could look at that and see how it compares 8 

with the way and the process that they are using? 9 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Oh, no, Ruth, I 10 

understand what you are saying.  And I just want to 11 

assure you that everyone's comments are treated 12 

equally. 13 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Right.  Okay.  Let's 14 

go on to Tony Roisman.  Tony again. 15 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Hi, thank you.  You 16 

answered an earlier question of someone who wanted to 17 

know if the no action alternative was going to be 18 

included by saying yes.  There is some confusion.  I 19 

wondered if you could clarify what you consider the 20 

no action alternative to be? 21 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 22 

McConnell.  The proposed action is to do a revised 23 

Waste Confidence Decision and Rule.  In that 24 

circumstance, the no action alternative is not to do 25 
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a rulemaking, but to do site-specific considerations 1 

of the Waste Confidence part of the licensing action. 2 

  MR. ROISMAN:  Thank you for the 3 

clarification. 4 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  And we have 5 

Kevin Kamps again.  You can go, Kevin. 6 

  MR. KAMPS:  Yes.  Hello, thank you.  7 

Yes, this question just now -- Tony's question and 8 

something else said earlier by one of the NRC spokes-9 

people that the Yucca Mountain EIS at DOE would be 10 

incorporated. 11 

  I guess that one of our experts -- I 12 

mean, Beyond Nuclear is a part of the Environmental 13 

Coalition that submitted comments on January 2nd, and 14 

actually just submitted supplemental comments 15 

yesterday, I believe it was. One of our big concerns 16 

and our expert witness, Arjun Makhijani of Institute 17 

for Energy and Environmental Research really 18 

elaborated on this point, the Department of Energy's 19 

Environmental Impact Statement for Yucca Mountain in 20 

2002 was intentionally under-estimating the impacts 21 

of abandoned high-level radioactive waste at reactor 22 

sites. And DOE's language was odd.  It said that it 23 

did not want to go too far in the looking at those 24 

impacts, because what they were proposing was the 25 
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Yucca Mountain Repository and the impacts of the 1 

Yucca Repository, in their eyes, were much less than 2 

those on-site impacts of abandoned waste that would 3 

eventually just simply erode into the environment 4 

from, you know, dry cask scaling over time. 5 

  So I'm very concerned when I heard an 6 

NRC spokesman today say that they are just going to 7 

incorporate DOE's Yucca Mountain EIS, because from 8 

our perspective that EIS was woefully inadequate.  It 9 

simply gave very short shrift to what would be 10 

catastrophic environmental impacts of abandoning the 11 

waste at the reactor sites and -- over we are talking 12 

centuries or even millenniums. 13 

  BRANCH CHIEF IMBODEN:  Okay.  Kevin, 14 

this is Andy Imboden.  That's not what we said.  What 15 

we said earlier was that we are still in the process 16 

of reviewing all the documentation that is out there, 17 

including the Yucca Mountain EIS.  And to the extent 18 

that parts of it are relevant, we will use them. 19 

  But, you know, if it's -- the best way 20 

to see that is when we have the Environmental Impact 21 

Statement, the draft, later this year.  You will be 22 

able to see in the reference section exactly what we 23 

use and how we use it. 24 

  So, you know, we are -- you know, we 25 
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understand what you are saying. 1 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  Thanks for 2 

that correction, Andy.  Appreciate that. 3 

  Let's go to Jane Swanson, if we can.  4 

Jane? 5 

  MS. SWANSON:  Yes.  I'm from San Luis 6 

Obispo Mothers for Peace in California, and we are 7 

very involved in challenging the Waste Confidence 8 

processing. 9 

  Is there something in writing, at this 10 

time, from the NRC explaining the justification for 11 

rushing through scoping and the EIS in two years 12 

rather than the seven years as recommended by your 13 

staff?  I'm aware of the issues, but is there a 14 

written response to justify that decision? 15 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 16 

McConnell.  We got a number of comments similar to 17 

that in the scoping period.  And that will be 18 

addressed -- I think we addressed it at the meeting 19 

that there is a difference between what we are doing 20 

in this particular effort and what was envisioned in 21 

a prior effort and that's in the transcripts, but we 22 

will address the comments that we got specifically in 23 

the scoping summary document that is due out the end 24 

of February, early March. 25 
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  MS. SWANSON:  Okay.  Thank you. 1 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Okay.  So if anybody 2 

else wants to ask a question, remember to press Star 3 

1.  I want to remind folks that the purpose of this 4 

call is to ask questions on our process and any kind 5 

of clarifying questions.  You know, we are not 6 

prepared, at this moment, to just discuss any 7 

technical aspects of the environmental review, 8 

because we are still sifting through the scoping 9 

comments that we received, the hundreds of scoping 10 

comments.  And, you know, we are still doing our 11 

internal scoping.   12 

  So it looks like we have Ruth Thomas on 13 

the line.  Can we go to Ruth again? 14 

  MS. THOMAS:  Yes.  On page 12 of the 15 

transcript, the December 6th comments, let's see, 16 

waste -- what was this?  Well, in talking about the 17 

scoping process, Mr. McConnell talked about the 18 

skilled staff at the NRC and having support from the 19 

Nuclear Regulatory Analysis Center in San Antonio, 20 

Texas. 21 

  And we wanted to know more about the 22 

Center and how their work relates to the generic 23 

Environmental Impact Statement and the scoping. 24 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Keith, do you want 25 
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to talk about the Center at all? 1 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  Okay.  The Center 2 

is a -- it's called the Center for Nuclear Waste 3 

Regulatory Analyses.  It is stationed or it is 4 

located in San Antonio, Texas, in association with 5 

the Southwest Research Institute that is housed in 6 

that same area. 7 

  It has been a contractor with the NRC 8 

for many years now, over 20 years.  And they 9 

supported us in a number of efforts, including the 10 

High Level Waste Program, the Uranium Recovery 11 

Program that we have here at the NRC and several 12 

other program areas. 13 

  So they are very experienced in terms of 14 

technical capability as well as the capability to 15 

help us outreach to members of the public and other 16 

interested parties in what we do. 17 

  So they provide us with kind of a 18 

support effort to aid us in completing the task.  19 

Does that -- 20 

  MS. THOMAS:  I have a follow-up question 21 

to that.  It has been our experience that when the 22 

contractors involved and they are working on an 23 

issue, such as this, that we don't have - the public 24 

and the concerned people and the concerned 25 
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organizations - don't have any worry of community 1 

with them.  And that's one thing that we felt like 2 

has been an improvement on this particular issue, 3 

that there has been more real contact between people, 4 

so that we know what the Commission's thinking is and 5 

we know what our thinking is and it's more of a 6 

dialogue. And once contractors become involved, at 7 

least from our experience, you know, you can't even 8 

contact them or they are not -- they can't be asked 9 

questions and you can't get an answer.  And that's 10 

very frustrating. 11 

  DIRECTOR McCONNELL:  This is Keith 12 

McConnell.  I can't speak to other situations, but in 13 

terms of what is going on in this particular Waste 14 

Confidence effort, one of the reasons we staffed the 15 

Directorate the way we did was because the principal 16 

work is going to be done by the NRC staff. 17 

  And, therefore, when you speak to the 18 

NRC staff in meetings like this and in the meetings 19 

we had in the fall of last year, you are speaking to 20 

the people who are doing the writing, who are doing 21 

the majority of the thinking.  Certainly the center 22 

is a key part of our effort, but they are in a 23 

support role. 24 

  So I think when you speak to the NRC 25 
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staff, you will have the impact that you want. 1 

  MS. THOMAS:  Yes, I'm very encouraged by 2 

that.  Thank you.  I'll be calling. 3 

  FACILITATOR LOPAS:  Sounds good.  I'll 4 

be at my desk after this meeting.  Okay.  Thank you, 5 

Ruth. 6 

  So I don't see anybody else in queue.  7 

It is 2:24.  We are scheduled to go to 2:30, but we 8 

will drop off early if I don't see anybody in line 9 

for questions, so we are going to kind of do a last 10 

call for questions for anybody.  Please, press Star 11 

1. 12 

  Okay.  It looks like we don't have any 13 

other questions.  So I'm going to go ahead and send 14 

it back to Carrie Safford to close our call. 15 

  I just want to remind folks that we will 16 

be putting -- publishing the transcript of this 17 

meeting and we will be publishing a meeting summary, 18 

so give us a few weeks and I will be sending those 19 

out via WCOutreach@nrc.gov.  So Carrie? 20 

  DEPUTY DIRECTOR SAFFORD:  Thanks, Sarah.  21 

I just wanted to say thank you to everyone who called 22 

in today, whether you were just listening or 23 

participating and asking questions, we do appreciate 24 

your participation and your input. 25 
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  And a brief reminder that we will be 1 

holding these calls on a monthly basis.  The next 2 

call is tentatively scheduled for February 20th, 3 

that's a Wednesday, at the same time.  And there 4 

should be a meeting notice that will be coming out 5 

with the details of that call.  And that would be on 6 

the NRC website. 7 

  So thank you very much, everyone.  Have 8 

a nice afternoon. 9 

  (Whereupon, the meeting was concluded at 10 

2:27 p.m.) 11 


