UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

March 11, 2013

Mr. Michael P. Gallagher

Vice President License Renewal Projects
Exelon Generation Company, LLC

200 Exelon Way

Kennett Square, PA 19348

SUBJECT:  ISSUANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT
ASSOCIATED WITH THE STAFF’'S REVIEW OF THE APPLICATION BY
EXELON GENERATION COMPANY, LLC FOR RENEWAL OF THE
OPERATING LICENSE FOR LIMERICK GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1
AND 2

Dear Mr. Gallagher:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC or the staff) conducted an environmental
scoping process and solicited public comments from August 26 to October 28, 2011. This
process determined the scope of the staff's environmental review of the application for renewal
of the operating license for Limerick Generating Station, Units 1 and 2 (LGS). The scoping
process is the first step in the development of a plant-specific supplement to

NUREG-1437, “Generic Environmental lmpact Statement for License Renewal of Nuclear
Plants” (GEIS), for LGS. :

As part of the scoping process, the staff held two public meetings in Pottstown, PA on
September 22, 2011, to solicit public input regarding the scope of the review: The staff also
received written comments by letter, e-mail, and through www.Reqgulations.gov. At the
conclusion of the scoping process, the staff prepared the enclosed environmental scoping
summary report identifying comments received during the scoping period. In accordance with
Section 51.29(b) of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) the staff will send a
copy of the scoping summary report to all participants in the scoping process.

The transcripts of the public scoping meetings are available for public inspection in the NRC
Public Document Room (PDR), located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland 20852, or from the NRC's Agencywide Documents Access and
Management System (ADAMS). The ADAMS Public Electronic Reading Room is accessible at
http:/iwww.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html. The transcripts for the afternoon and evening
meetings are listed under ADAMS accession numbers ML11287A207 and ML11287A211,
respectively. Persons who encounter problems in accessing documents in ADAMS should
contact the NRC's PDR reference staff by telephone at 1-800-397-4209 or 301-415-4737 or by
e-mail at pdr.resource@nrc.gov.
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The draft supplement to the GEIS is scheduled to be issued in March 2013. A notice of the
availability of the draft document and the procedures for providing comments will be published
in the Federal Register. If you have any questions concerning the staff's environmental review
of this license renewal application, please contact the Project Manager, Ms. Leslie Perkins, at
301-415-2375 or by e-mail at Leslie.Perkins@nrc.gov.

Sincerely,

Ot G v

David J. Wrona, Chief

Projects Branch 2

Division of License Renewal

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket No. 50-352 and 50-353

Enclosure:
As stated

cc wiencl: Listserv
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Introduction

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) received an application from Exelon
Generation Company, LLC {Exelon), dated June 22, 2011, for renewal of the operating license
for Limerick Generating Station, Units 1 and 2 (LGS). LGS is located in Pottstown, PA, about
35 miles from Philadelphia, PA. The purpose of this report is to provide a concise summary of
the determinations and conclusions reached, including the significant issues identified, as a
result of the scoping process in the NRC staff's environmental review of this license renewal
application.

As part of the application, Exelon submitted an environmental report (ER) (Exelon 2011)
prepared in accordance with Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) Part 51,
which contains the NRC requirements for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (NEPA). The requirements for preparation and submittal of ERs to the NRC are
outlined in 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3).

The requirements in Section 51.53(c)(3) were based upon the findings documented in
NUREG-1437, “Generic Environmental Impact Statement for License Renewal of Nuclear
Plants” (GEIS) (NRC 1996;'NRC 1999). In the GEIS, the staff identified and evaluated the
environmental impacts associated with license renewal. After issuing a draft version of the
"GEIS, the NRC staff received and considered input from Federal and State agencies, public
organizations, and private citizens before developing the final document. As a result of the
assessments in the GEIS, a number of impacts were determined to be generic to all nuclear
power plants (or, in some cases, to plants having specific characteristics such as a particular
type of cooling system). These generic issues were designated as “Category 1" impacts. An
applicant for license renewal may adopt the conclusions contained in the GEIS for Category 1
impacts unless there is new and significant information that may cause the conclusions to differ
from those of the GEIS. Other impacts that require a site-specific review were designated as
“Category 2" impacts and are required to be evaluated in the applicant’s ER. The Commission
determined that the NRC does not have a role in energy-planning decision making for existing
power plants. Therefore, an applicant for license renewal need not provide an analysis of the
need for power or the economic costs and benefits of the proposed action. On August 26,
2011, the NRC initiated the scoping process by issuing a Federal Register Notice (76 FR
53498). This notified the public of the staff's intent to prepare a plant-specific supplement to the
GEIS regarding the application for renewal of the LGS operating licenses. The plant-specific
supplement to the GEIS is also referred to as the Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement or SEIS. The SEIS will be prepared in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51.

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

. Define the proposed action

. Determine the scope of the SEIS and identify significant issues to be analyzed in depth

. Identify and eliminate peripheral issues
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. Identify any environmental assessments (EAs) and other environmental impact
statements being prepared that are related to the SEIS

. Identify other environmental review and consultation requirements
. Indicate the schedule for preparation of the SEIS
. ldentify any cooperating agencies

. Describe how the SEIS will be prepared

The NRC'’s proposed action is whether to renew the LGS operating licenses for an additional
20 years.

The scope of the SEIS includes an evaluation of the environmental impacts of license renewal
and reasonable alternatives to license renewal. The “Scoping Comments and Responses”
section of this report includes specific issues identified by the comments. The subsequent NRC
responses explain if the issues will be addressed in the SEIS and, if so, where they will likely be
addressed.

Throughout the scoping process, the NRC staff identified and eliminated peripheral issues. This
report provides responses to comments that were determined to be out of the scope of this
review. Those that were considered to be in scope will be evaluated in detail and documented
in the appropriate sections of the SEIS for LGS, Units 1 and 2, license renewal.

The NRC staff is required to consuit with the National Marine Fisheries Service and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service under the Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries Conservation and Management Act
and Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act in order to evaluate the potential impacts of
continued operation on the affected endangered species. In order to fulfill its obligations under
the National Historic Preservation Act, the NRC initiated consultation with the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation, and the Pennsylvania State Historic Preservation Office.
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The SEIS will be prepared by NRC staff with contract support from Pacific Northwest National
Laboratory.

The NRC invited the applicant; Federai, State and local government agencies; Indian tribal
governments; local organizations; and individuals to participate in the scoping process by
providing oral comments at the scheduled public meetings or by submitting written comments
before the end of the scoping comment period on October 28, 2011. The scoping process
included two public meetings which were held on September 22, 2011, at the Sunnybrook
Ballroom, 50 North Sunnybrook Road, Pottstown, PA 19464-2946. The NRC issued press
releases, purchased newspaper advertisements, emailed information to State and local
government agencies and delegates, and distributed flyers locally to advertise these meetings.
Approximately 100 people attended the meetings. Each session began with NRC staff
members providing a brief overview of the license renewal process and the NEPA
environmental review process. Following the NRC’s prepared statements, the floor was opened
for public comments. Twenty-four attendees provided oral comments that were recorded and
transcribed by a certified court reporter. Transcripts of the entire meeting are available using
the NRC’s Agencywide Document Access and Management System (ADAMS). ADAMS Public
Electronic Reading Room is accessible at http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html.
Transcripts for the afternoon and evening meetings are available in ADAMS under Accession
Nos. ML11287A207 and ML11287A211, respectively (NRC 2011a, NRC 2011b) The NRC
issued a summary of the scoping meetings on September 22, 2011 (NRC 2011c).

All documents associated with this scoping process are available for public inspection in the
NRC Public Document Room (PDR), located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland 20852, or in ADAMS. Persons who encounter problems in accessing
documents in ADAMS should contact the NRC’s PDR Reference staff by telephone at
1-800-397-4209 or 301-415- 4737 or by e-mail at pdr.resource@nrc.gov. The ADAMS
accession number for each document is listed below in Table 1.

in addition to the comments received at the meetings, the NRC also received 20 letters and 21
e-mails with comments about the review. At the conclusion of the scoping period, the NRC staff
reviewed the transcripts, meeting notes, and all written material received in order to identify
individual comments. Figure 1 explains how the comments are labeled.

Figure 1. Key to Identifiers

“My name is John Doe® and this comment relates

to aiternative energy sources. } 10_1 _AL

| would also like to discuss my comments that

relate to Aquatic Resources ...” } 1 -20.AQ
“My name is Jane Doe and my comment relates to

Aquatic Resources .. * } 2 1 -AQY

(a) commenter name identified in Table 1.

(b) commenter ID specified in Table 1.

(c) sequential comment number

(d) technical category, presented in Table 2 and Table 3.

Table 1 identifies the individuals providing comments and the assigned Commenter ID. For oral
comments, the individuals are listed in the order in which they spoke at the public meeting.
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Table 1 also includes the accession numbers of each ysource of comments in order to locate the
original reference in the NRC’s ADAMS.

Comments were consolidated and categorized according to the topic within the proposed SEIS
or according to the general topic if outside the scope of the GEIS. Comments were placed into
1 of 17 technical issue categories, which are based on the topics that will be contained within
the staff's SEIS for LGS, as outlined by the GEIS. These technical issue categories and their
abbreviation codes are presented in Table 2.

Once comments were grouped according to subject area, the NRC staff determined the
appropriate action for the comment. The action or resolution for each comment is described in
the NRC staff’s responses in this report. Table 3 represents the location where the response to
each technical category begins. In those cases where no new environmental information was
provided by the commenter, a brief response has been provided to the comment and no further
evaluation will be performed.

Table 1. Individuals Providing Comments During The Scoping Comment Period
Each commenter is identified along with their affiliation and how their comment was submitted.

Comment source .Accession

Afternoon

' scoping meeting
Dr. Lewis Cuthbert Alliance for a Clean 1

Environment Evening scoping
meeting

ML11287A207

ML11287A211

ML11354A392
Letters ML11036A244
ML11036A245

Afternoon

. . ML11287A207
scoping meeting

Limerick Site Vice
Bill Maguire President, Exelon 2

Evening scoping |+ 412874211
meeting

Representative Tom  State Representative 3 Afternoon

' . . ML11287A207
Quigley scoping meeting .

Afternoon

. . ML11287A207
scoping meeting

Lorraine Ruppe Resident 4 Evening scoping ML11287A211
meeting

Letter ML11308B354




Vice President for

Afternoon

ML11287A207

Mike Gallagher License Renewal, Exelon 5 scoping meeting
Evening scoping y 11274211
meeting
) . Afternoon
Dr. Fred Winter Resident 6 scoping meeting ML11287A207
Evening scoping y 412674211
meeting
Letter ML11305A016
. Afternoon
Thomas Neafcy Resident 7 scoping meeting ML11287A207
. . Afternoon
Dr. Anita Baly Resident 8 scoping meeting ML11287A207
Letter ML11035A010
. Schuylkill River Heritage Afternoon
Tim Fenchel Area 9 scoping meeting ML11287A207
. . Afterncon
Bill Vogel Resident 10 scoping meeting ML11287A207
. . Tri-County Area Chamber Afternoon
Eileen Dautrich of Commerce 11 scoping meeting ML11287A207
Billy Albany Resident 12 Afternoon ) 11287207
scoping meeting
Jaeco/Gas Afternoon
John McGowen Breaker/lUMAC, Inc. 13 scoping meeting ML11267A207
. . Afternoon
Ted Del Gaizo Resident 14 scoping meeting ML11287A207
. . Afternoon
Tim Phelps | Resident 15 scoping meeting ML11287A207
. , . Evening scoping
Thomas Saporito Saporito-Associates 16 meeting ML11287A207
Jeff Chomnuk Resident 17~ Bvening scoping 414587207

meeting
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[ . =

Evening scoping

Daniel Ludwig Resident 18 meeting ML11287A207
. . Evening scoping
Catherine Allison 19 meeting ML11287A207
Pennsylvania Energy Evening scoping
Jeffrey Norton Alliance 20 meeting ML11287A207
Dan Ely Resident 21  Evening scoping wy 145874207
meeting
Jay Beckermen Resident 9p  Evening scoping \y 14o67a207
meeting
. Pottstown Energy Evening scoping
Jim Der Advisory Committee 23 meeting ML11287A207 _
Traci Confer Energy Justice Network 24 Evening SCOPING  mL11287A207
meeting
Camilla Lange 25 Email ML11279A107
Eric Hamell 26 Email ML11279A108
Steven Furber 27 Email ML11279A109
Charlene Padworny 28 Letter ML11279A110
Sylvia Polluck 29 Letter ML11279A111
Email ML11290A106
Joe Roberto 30
Email ML11279A112
. Delaware Tribe Historic
Brice Obermeyer Preservation Office 31 Letter ML11279A113
Stockbridge-Munsee
Sherry White Tribal Historic 32 Letter ML11279A114
Preservation Office
Unknown 33 Letter ML11286A298
Richard Kolsch Resident 34 Email ML11286A299
Charles and .
Elizabeth Shank Resident 35 Letter ML11286A300
Nancy Leaming Resident 36 Email ML11290A102




Affiliation’ (if state

Cynthla Gal.e

Resident

3’7\

Email‘

WML1 1290A103

Jude Schwegel 38 Email ML11290A104
Michael Gale Resident 39 Email ML11290A105
Melissa Antrim Resident 40 Email ML11291A155
Michael Antrim Resident 41 Email ML11291A156
Joan McGone 42 Email ML11292A011
vary Los and Resident 43 Letter ML11294A208
Lisa Smoyer 44 Email ML11300A011
Unknown 45 Letter ML11300A012
Lori Molinari Resident 46 Letter ML11305A072
Doris Meyers Resident 47 Email ML1 1305A.O14
Ken Sekellick Resident 48 Email ML11305A015
Anthony Gonyea Onondaga Nation 49 Letter ML11305A006
Debby Penrod Resident 50 Email ML11305A007
Charlie Koeing Resident 51 Email ML11305A008
Joyce Webber Resident 52 Email ML11305A009
Charlotte Derr Resident 53 Letter ML11307A388
Michael Stokes P“I"a°n”r:?n‘;m§(;¥n?n‘i’gs”igyn 54 Letter ML11307A387
Montgomery County
Thomas Sullivan Department of Public 55 Letter ML11307A386
Safety
Natural Resources 56 Letter ML11307A456
Sharon Yohn 57 Email ML11307A455
Michael Smokowicz 58 Email ML11307A454
Barbara Miller Resident 59 Letter ML11311A063
Debra Schneider Resident 60 Letter ML11313A013




Table 2. Technical Issue Categories. Comments were divided into one of the 16 categories
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below, each of which has a unique abbreviation code.

AL
AM Air & Meteorology

DC Decommissioning

GE Geology

GW  Groundwater
HA Historic & Archaeological

HH Human Heaith

LU Land Use

License Renewal and its
LR

Process

0S  Outside of Scope®

(SAMA)
RW " \vaste

SE Socioeconomics

SW  Surface Water

SR Support of License Renewal

OR  Oppositionto License Renewal

Postulated Accidents & Severe
PA  Accident Mitigation Analyses

Radioactive & Non-Radioactive

® Outside of Scope are those comments that pertain to issues that are not evaluated
during the environmental review of license renewal and include, but are not limited to,

issues such as need for power, emergency preparedness, safety, security, and

terrorism.

Table 3. Comment Response Location in Order of Resource Area

tm..r % AT e YY

Alternative Energy Sources

Air & Meteorology
Decommissioning
Geology

Groundwater

Historic and Archaeological
 Human Health

Land Use

License Renewal and its
Process

11

11
12

12

12
12
13
13
13

Opposition to License Renewal
Outside of Scope
Postulated Accidents & SAMA

Radioactive & Non-Radioactive
Waste

Socioeconomics

Support of License Renewal
Surface Water

14

14
31
31

3N

32
32
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The comments and suggestions received as part of the scoping process are documented in this
section, and the disposition of each comment is discussed. The meeting transcripts and written
comments are included in their original form at the end of this report. In those cases where no
new environmental information was provided by the commenter, a brief response has been
provided to the comment, and no further evaluation will be performed.

The preparation of the SEIS will take into account all the relevant issues raised during the
scoping process. The SEIS will address both Category 1 and 2 issues, along with any new
information identified as a result of the scoping process. The SEIS will rely on conclusions
supported by information in the GEIS for Category 1 issues and will include analysis of
Category 2 issues and any new and significant information. The NRC will issue a draft SEIS for
public comment. The comment period will offer the next opportunity for the applicant, interested
Federal, State, and local government agencies, Indian tribal governments, local organizations,
and other members of the public to provide input to the NRC’s environmental review process.
The comments received on the draft SEIS will be considered in the preparation of the final
SEIS. The final SEIS, along with the staff's safety evaluation report (SER), will provide much of
the basis for the NRC's decision on the Exelon application to renew or not renew the licenses
for LGS.
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Limerick Generating Station
Scoping Comments and Responses

1. Alternative Energy Sources (AL)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of
Alternative Energy Sources. The comments express opposition to nuclear power, cite
renewable energy solutions such as wind, solar, geothermal, and/or the alternative of not
renewing the operating license, also known as the “no-action” alternative.

Identifiers: 1-44-AL, 4-8-AL, 5-3-AL, 16-7-AL, 25-5-AL, 27-1-AL, 28-2-AL, 29-1-AL, 35-6-AL,
37-15-AL, 39-16-AL, 44-5-AL, 44-10-AL, 44-12-AL, 53-2-AL, 60-3-AL, 60-19-AL

Response: The staff will evaluate all reasonable alternatives, including the no-action alternative
in Chapter 8 of the SEIS. In this chapter, the NRC staff examines the potential environmental
impacts of alternatives to license renewal for LGS, as well as alternatives that may reduce or
avoid adverse environmental impacts from license renewal, when and where these alternatives
are applicable.

In evaluating alternatives to license renewal, the NRC staff first selects energy technologies or
options currently in commercial operation, as well as some technologies not currently in
commercial operation but likely to be commercially available by the time the current

LGS'’s operating licenses expire in 2024 and 2029.

Second, the NRC staff screens the alternatives to remove those that cannot meet future system
needs. Then, the remaining options are screened to remove those whose costs or benefits do
not justify inclusion in the range of reasonable alternatives. Any alternatives remaining, then,
constitute alternatives to the proposed action that the NRC staff evaluates in-depth throughout
Chapter 8. These comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in
Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

2. Air & Meteorology (AM)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of Air and
Meteorology. These comments express opposition to LGS on the basis of increased air
pollution and severe weather.

Identifiers: 1-16-AM, 1-22-AM, 1-32-AM, 35-3-AM, 37-2-AM, 39-3-AM, 60-8-AM

Response: The staff will address air quality and cumulative impacts associated with
greenhouse gases and other emissions in Chapters 2 and 4 of the draft SEIS. Greenhouse gas
emissions of the nuclear fuel cycle will be discussed in Chapter 6. Finally, the environmental
impacts of the alternatives evaluated in depth will be discussed in Chapter 8, including air
emissions. These comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in
Appendix A of the draft SEIS.
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3. Decommissioning (DC)

Comment: The following comment has been categorized under the area decommissioning.
The comment addresses a concern regarding approving a closure plan for LGS prior to granting
an extended license for LGS.

ldentifiers: 34-2-DC

Response: The staff will address the impacts of decommissioning LGS in Chapter 7 of the
SEIS. Additionally, the environmental impacts of the no-action alternative will be discussed in
Chapter 8 of the draft SEIS. This comment is in scope and will be represented and responded
to in Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

4. Geology (GE)

Comment: The followihg comments have been categorized under the resource area of
geology. These comments address concerns regarding LGS being located near a fault line.

ldentifiers: 1-12-GE, 4-2-GE, 4-14-GE, 30-2-GE, 51-4-GE, 52-5-GE, 60-2-GE

'Response: The staff will address the current geologic environment for LGS in Chapter 2 of the
draft SEIS. These comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in
Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

5. Groundwater (GW)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of
groundwater. The comments express concern over groundwater contamination.

Identifiers: 1-34-GW, 37-4-GW, 37-5-GW, 39-5-GW, 39-6-GW, 45-10-GW

Response: The staff will address the groundwater impacts of renewing the LGS’s operating
licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the draft SEIS. In addition, the groundwater impacts of not
renewing the operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8 of the draft SEIS. These
comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft
SEIS.

6. Historical and Archaeological (HA)

Comment: These comments have been categorized under the resource area of historical and
archaeological. These comments identify whether or not historical and archeological sites are
located near LGS.

identifiers: 31-1-HA, 49-1-HA

Response: The staff will address the historical and archaeological impacts of renewing the
LGS’s operating licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the draft SEIS. Finally, the environmental
impacts of alternatives evaluated in depth will be discussed in Chapter 8 of the SEIS. These
comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft
SEIS.
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7. Human Health (HH)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of Human
Health. The comments describe health risks, such as cancer or mortality rates, related to
operations at nuclear plants and/or LGS.

Identifiers: 1-15-HH, 1-18-HH, 1-25-HH, 1-26-HH, 1-36-HH, 4-6-HH, 4-7-HH, 6-1-HH, 6-2-HH,
6-6-HH, 6-8-HH, 19-6-HH, 21-1-HH, 25-2-HH, 36-1-HH, 36-3-HH, 37-1-HH, 37-7-HH, 37-14-HH,
39-2-HH, 39-15-HH, 40-4-HH, 40-5-HH, 41-3-HH, 42-2-HH, 43-6-HH, 44-8-HH, 44-9-HH, 45-6-
HH, 45-8-HH, 45-7-HH, 45-8-HH, 47-2-HH, 48-2-HH, 51-3-HH, 52-6HH, 57-3-HH, 58-1-HH, 60-
10-HH, 60-14-HH ,

Response: The staff will address the human health impacts of renewing the LGS operating
licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the dgéft SEIS. In addition, the environmental impacts of
alternatives evaluated in depth will be discussed in Chapter 8 of the SEIS, including human
health impacts. These comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in
Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

8. Land Use (LU)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of land
use.

ldentifiers: 54-5-LU

Response: The staff will address the land use impacts of renewing the LGS'’s operating
licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the draft SEIS. In addition, the land use impacts of not renewing
the operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8. These comments are in scope and will be
represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

9. License Renewal and its Process (LR)

Cbomment: The following comments have been categorized under License Renewal and its
Process. The comments express opposition to the process. These comments also refer to the
advertisement, quantity, and location of the public meetings.

Identifiers: 1-4-LR, 1-19-LR, 4-9-LR, 3-1-LR, 4-13-LR, 8-1-LR, 8-5-LR, 16-2-LR, 16-3-LR, 16-
4-LR, 19-4-LR22-1-LR, 22-3-LR, 25-1-LR, 30-1-LR, 30-13-LR, 34-1-LR, 41-1-LR, 48-3-LR, 54-
7-LR, 56-2-LR60-5-LR, 60-13-LR, 60-20-LR

Response: These cbmments refer to the license renewal process. A summary of the license
renewal process is provided in Chapter 1 of the draft SEIS. These comments are in scope and
will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft SEIS.
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10. Opposition to License Renewal (OR)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the area of Opposition to
License Renewal. The following comments are general in nature and express opposition to
nuclear power and/or the license renewal of LGS.

Identifiers: 1-5-OR, 1-20-OR, 1-21-OR, 1-29-30, 6-5-OR, 6-9-OR, 6-11-OR, 10-1-OR, 19-3-
OR, 25-4-OR, 26-1-OR, 27-2-OR, 28-1-OR, 29-2-OR, 30-10-OR, 35-1-OR, 35-7-OR, 38-1-OR,
40-1-OR, 40-6-OR, 41-4-OR, 42-3-OR, 43-1-OR, 44-1-OR, 44-4-OR, 44-11-OR, 45-1-OR, 45-
11-OR, 46-1-OR, 48-1-OR, 52-1-OR, 52-1-OR, 53-1-OR, 57-1-OR

Response: These comments are in scope and will be represented and responded fo in
Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

11. Outside of Scope (0S)

The following comments were determined to be outside of scope of the environmental review.
Except where noted, comments are represented below as direct quotes; however, original
formatting from source documents may not be completely met, as comments have been
received in several different media. ‘

Comment: 1-2-0S; There is no way for either NRC or Exelon to ensure the safety of the
environment or the residents impacted by this plant. It cannot be made fail safe.

Comment: 1-7-08; After only 26 of 40 years, numerous signs of aging and risk have been
identified. Corrosion, deterioration, fatigue, cracking, thinning with loss of material, loss of
fracture toughness are all documented in Exelon's own renewal application in the aging
management section. Instances of equipment fatigue and cracking of vital equipment include
the reactor vessel and coolant system.

Comment: 1-8-08; Aging equipment, after only 26 years suggests that NRC should not just
close the plant by 2029, but also ramp up their oversight vigilance during the remaining 18 years
of the current license.

Comment: 1-9-08; In the past few years, Limerick has had numerous unplanned shutdowns
suggesting there are already significant problems. Three occurred in one week in June 2011.
Loss of coolant leaks and accidents at Limerick have already been documented. Serious
radioactive contamination could go undetected and unreported for years from the corroding
infrastructure, much of it underground.

Comment: 1-39-08; ...accidents and leaks from corroding, deteriorating equipment plus miles
of buried pipes and cables. Many problems and shutdowns have already occurred at this facility
in its first 26 years of operation. They are a matter of record.

Comment: 4-11-0S; And the one thing that's really important is that NRC and the nuclear
industry are claiming that age is no issue while at the same time they admit that some parts are
too big and too expensive to replace.
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Comment: 5-2-08; There are two different parts of our application, the safety review and the
environmenta! review. For the safety review, we took an in-depth look at the history and the
condition of the safety equipment in the plant. We did that to determine whether the necessary
maintenance was being performed on that equipment and to make sure that the equipment will
be able to operate when it's needed, not only for today, but also for an additional 20 years of
operation. When you look back at Limerick, when it was built, all the equipment was new. It was
thoroughly tested to make sure it would perform properly, but like anything else equipment does
age. That doesn't mean it won't work, but it does age and certain activities need to be done to
the equipment. So we perform preventive maintenance. Sometimes we refurbish the
equipment. Some equipment is replaced. There may be modifications done to upgrade the
equipment in the plant and in fact, as Bill Maguire has stated, Limerick had spent over $200
million in the last couple years alone to improve and modernize the equipment and enhance
plant operations and safety. We also then reviewed calculations that were performed as part of
the original design of the plant that were done to ensure that the plant could operate safely for
40 years. We analyzed those calculations and were able to confirm that the plant would be able
to operate safely for 60 years. Overall, our conclusion from our engineering review was that
Limerick could operate safely for up to 60 years.

Comment: 16-5-08; And with respect to the NRC's environmental review, the NRC in my view
failed to properly consider the embrittlement of this nuclear reactor vessel. When these nuclear
reactors are operating the neutrons cause the metal in the reactor vessel to become brittle over
time. And after numerous years of operation these reactor vessels could crack because they're
so brittle. But the NRC doesn't properly evaluate that and the NRC doesn't require the licensee
to do destructive testing and analysis of the reactor's metal vessel prior to rubber-stamping a
20-year extension to these licenses. Twenty years from now, oh actually 20 years from 2024
which will be 2044 this reactor is going to be even more critically brittle and the NRC's not going
to understand the dynamics of that and the reactor could crack and it's going to melt down
because you can't recover from a loss of coolant accident of that magnitude.

Comment: 21-1-08; My concern is that this hastened license renewal process is inappropriate
for engineering reasons. | worked in a variety of different areas in the construction of that power
plant and there were continual deviations that were provided, whether it was in-storage
maintenance monitoring of the condition of the components that were used to the actual
construction of that plant. | could cite you several examples. What | would like to ask of the
public is that the people that had worked at that nuclear power plant take a look at this licensing
renewal and understand that they need to review those failures and those deviations that were
provided to go ahead with the construction of that plant with non-conformances that were
reviewed, but not reviewed in light of what we understand and know today about earthquakes or
other anomalies. We need to have enough time to make the evaluation on those deviations.
The cooling pools. The fuel pool girders that are placed there. There are rebar concrete
reinforced supports where a quality engineer, he was supposed to be accepting the very highest
grade of concrete to be placed in a 36-8 hour pour there and he didn't pay attention. And the
coffer dam was being built down in the river and up comes this sand mix with a very low
strength and gets pumped up into those fuel pool girders in a layer and the engineer said well,
boy, that was a terrible mistake, but it'll be okay. We need to go back and take a look at all of
those mistakes and make sure that they're not written off because a layer in a structure under
load caused by an earthquake, that's an issue. It might not be an issue for the strength of the
fuel pool girders to support those fuel pools that when we see them in Japan and they catch fire
because they're extremely hot and you need to address that. | was on that pour but | wasn't the
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engineer that made that error, but there’s a number of errors that were made. And | don't see or
understand that the NRC or the review or the licensing application taking a look at those failures
and those errors and addressing them in light of the knowledge that we have today.

Comment: 22-7-0S; And | would like to finally address an issue that the speaker on the cell
phone brought up. He talked about embrittlement of concrete over the lifetime so far of the
nuclear reactor containment vessel. That's an internal environmental matter. | don't know if it's
quite in the scope of what the NRC plans to talk about or plans to look at, but something that |
have not read about at all is an NRC requirement for destructive testing.

Comment: 22-8-0S; What | haven't heard anything about except generalizations is has
anybody done any destructive even borehole testing of these containment vessels and their
support pourings to find out has there been in fact any deterioration of the concrete, the rebar
and anything else that went in there. The stuff that's buried in the concrete, the wire, all of those
things that are buried in the concrete. If you haven't bothered to open that stuff up since the
plant was built how on earth do you know what condition it's in? Shouldn't that be a requirement
to do some destructive, open the bottom testing, go all the way through and make sure what
you think is there is what's there and in the condition that it should be in to last for another 20 or
40 years? :

Comment: 25-3-08S; ...it seems to me that the situation of unprotected above ground cask
holding radioactive waste, as well as past safety failures and deviations in operations must be
reviewed and addressed.

Comment: 30-6-0S; There are many other environmental friendly sources of energy and
Limerick is anything but that. As a matter of fact, Limerick is a TIME BOMB, placed at the wrong
location, on the wrong land, too close to major populations, run by a for profit company who
cannot even handle the basic maintenance issues of power lines, in an aged building without
the newest technology nor able to stand a real earthquake, and on and on.

Comment: 30-9-0S; Lastly, some who have a vested interest in working at the plant, etc. are
quick to state that it is safe, etc. — not now, nor has it ever been fool proof against disasters,
technical glitches, etc.

Comment: 30-12-0S; Why was Limerick taken “offline” three times in as many months? |Is NRC
checking?

Comment: 37-10-0S, 39-11-08; Accidents and leaks from corroding, deteriorating equipment
plus miles of buried pipes and cables.

Comment: 38-2-0S; I'm worried about Exelon Generation Co., LLC's safety record and | hope
you will consider my opinion on this matter.

Comment: 40-2-0S; Limerick was built to last 40 years. The older any facility gets, the more
likely breakdowns and equipment failure will occur. When it's a nuclear power plant, meltdown
could result from corroding, deteriorating, and aging pipes, cables, and equipment — honestly, a
number of things. Miles of deteriorating underground buried pipes and cables are a major
concern — [and how] often are these inspected? Signs of mechanical damage and breakdown
already exist — three unplanned shutdowns June 2011, preceded by many others since 2007,
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one with loss of cooling water. While some parts can be replaced, by the nuclear industry's own
admission, some equipment is too big and expensive to replace. Limerick is showing signs of
stress and no one knows just how bad this will be by the time the current license is up. To add
20 more years to that, without having a clue as to what the condition will be, would be beyond
careless.

Comment: 42-1-0S; Statistics regarding nuclear accidents at similar aging structures are well
documented. Those two towers are ticking time bombs and the NRC knows this and needs to
shut them down. Following the Japanese nuclear disaster our Limerick nuclear plant hit the
statistical at risk list again.

Comment: 44-2-0S; There is no "independent” testing being done at Limerick. The results of
testing are provided by their own company, who has a vested interest in the outcome of those
results, so how could you ever believe that they would be honest about the results? Seriously??

Comment: 44-7-0S; There should also be a concern for accidents and leaks from corroding
and deteriorating equipment at the site from over the years which could cause parts of it to be
shut down for periods of time, as well as the miles of buried pipes and cables. There are many
concerns that should be fully looked at and considered, and just with minimal thought to them, it
shouldn't take a "rocket scientists" so to speak to figure out that it is not in the best interest of
the public or environment to allow them to re-license.

Comment: 45-3-08; Everything has a life expectancy. Limerick's was 40 years. The older any
facility gets,the more likely mechanical-breakdowns and equipment failure will occur. When it's a
nuclear plant, meltdown could result from corroding, deteriorating, and aging pipes, cables, and
equipment. Miles of difficult to inspect corroding, deteriorating underground buried pipes and
cables are a major concern. Signs of mechanical damage and breakdown already exist — three
unplanned shutdowns June 2011, preceded by many others since 2007, one with loss of cooling
water. While some parts can be replaced, by the nuclear industry's own admission, some
equipment is too big and expensive to replace.

Comment: 46-2-08; If this license renewal is granted, this plant will continue operating until
2049, at which time it will be over 60 years old. Cracks in concrete and corrosion in piping will
inevitably develop as this facility ages. While some of this "wear and tear" may be evident to
visual inspection, some of it will also occur in less accessible places, such as in underground
piping systems. The Associated Press has shown that tritium leaks in underground piping
systems frequently go undetected-sometimes for years-in aging nuclear power plants. While no
leaks of this kind have so far been documented at Limerick, the odds of these sorts of problems
developing will only increase with every successive decade of the plant's working life.

Comment: 51-2-0S; Relicense should not be permitted because all kinds of deterioration has
occurred and is occurring and the present licenses do not run out until 2024 and 2029. They are
doing this now because they know it would not pass if they waited for 2024 and 2029. This is an
old plant and there is much corrosion and concrete deterioration that is going on. There are
many miles of buried pipes that cannot [be] checked reliably.

Comment: 52-2-0S; The Limerick plant was built to be used for 25 years. It has now gone far
beyond its limitations.
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Comment: 55-1-0S; The NRC should provide a full review of environmental and public safety
issues pertaining to the plant. It is understood that emergency responders providing services to
the power plant understand the hazards associated with daily operations of the plant. However,
in light of events in Japan and recent seismic activity in this area, the NRC shoulid clarify the
risks associated with plant operations in times of unusual activity, outage operations, and during
times of natural/man-made events that may pose a risk to the plant in terms that the public will
understand in an attempt to quell public concern.

Comment; 60-7-08; Deterioration of cement and rebar-crumbles over time.
Comment: 60-12-0S; Go back and look at structural errors when plant was being built.

Comment: 60-16-0OS; Accidents and leaks-many shut downs and risk of meltdown,
earthquakes, hurricane, aging equipment.

Response: These comments discuss issues related to NRC’s safety review of the license
renewal application as well as issues related to other safety concerns and past safety
performance at LGS.

The NRC'’s environmental review is confined to environmental matters relevant to the extended
period of operation requested by the applicant. The regulations governing the environmental
review are contained in Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulation (10 CFR) Part 51, and the

" regulations for the safety review are contained in 10 CFR Part 54. Because the two reviews are
Separate, operational safety issues and safety issues related to aging are outside the scope for
the environmental review. '

The principal safety concerns associated with license renewal are related to the aging of
structures, systems, and components important to the continued safe operation of the facility.
When the plants were designed, certain assumptions were made about the length of time each
plant would be operated. During the safety review for license renewal, the NRC must determine
whether aging effects will be adequately managed so the original design assumptions will
continue to be valid throughout the period of extended operation, or verify that any aging effects
will be adequately managed. For all aspects of operation, there are existing regulatory
requirements governing a plant that offer reasonable assurance of adequate protection if its
license were renewed.

The NRC assesses plant performance continuously and communicates its assessment of plant
performance in letters to the licensees. These assessment letters are available on a plant
performance page for each plant, and are posted on the web site as they become available.
The NRC assessment reports for LGS can be access at
http:/ivww.nre.qov/NRR/OVERSIGHT/ASSESS/LIM1/im1_chart.html and
http://www.nrc.qov/NRR/OVERSIGHT/ASSESS/LIM2/im2 chart. html.

Therefore, these comments are not within the scope of the environmental review and will not be
evaluated further in the development of the SEIS. '

Comment: 1-42-0S; ..one that | think probably should jump to the head of the list for the NRC
based on a lot of comments from a lot of other analysts and elected officials, the need for an
updated evacuation plan and increased emergency planning zone (EPZ), a 10-mile radius. This
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plan is seriously outdated. It is by many expert's observations fatally flawed. There will be no
evacuation in the event of a worst case scenario. Several people spoke to that this evening. The
population in this area has increased more than 180 percent since 1980 to 2010, U.S. Census
data. Updates are obviously needed and they should be reasonable, comprehensive, detailed
and accommaodate all of the demographics from 1985 to today and from today until as far out as
the NRC is willing to license this facility.

Comment: 8-2-OS; As we look around, we see that the population in this area is getting denser
all the time. The roads are not being improved. And that leaves me with concerns about how we
would effect an evacuation were one needed. | suspect strongly that we couldn't perform a good
evacuation today. And | also suspect that the population will be increasing and the roads
deteriorating. In fact, just this morning in the Pottstown Mercury, they were reporting on the
hearing that was held on Route 422 which is our main road around here. And Barry Seymour is
quoted, he's the Executive Director of the Delaware River Valley Regional Planning
Commission, and he told last week's forum audience that population projections anticipate a

50 percent increase in the region and if we don't increase capacity on 422, we will have virtual
gridlock all the way to the Berks County line.

Comment: 16-6-0S; The other point is the NRC's Commission over there in Rockville, in the
White Flint Building, they recently adopted a new policy with respect to evacuations. They want
these licensees to update their evacuation plans. Now, | would hope that the NRC staff has
made that requirement to the Limerick licensee so that the people near and around within

15 miles of the nuclear plant can properly and timely evacuate the area. Again, the Associated
Press's investigation, year-long investigation shows that the populations around these nuclear
plants increased tenfold over the years and that the roads and the congestion, you can't timely
evacuate these areas. And the NRC keeps pushing these evacuation plans onto the licensee
but the NRC doesn't enforce its regulation or properly review if these plans are even effective.

Comment: 19-2-08; Talk about evacuation when these natural disasters and realities hit us.
One accident, two hour backup, almost no exaggeration, one thousand cars. There will be no
evacuation. | don't want to be like scare tactics here but like | said, the weather and so forth,
natural disasters has really been hitting the whole United States and the world lately so it's a
reality.

There was flooding after the hurricane that we just had. Five days later there was roads closed
in Pottstown, in North Coventry, East Coventry. There were, when | tried to get home from work
right on Route 724, no exaggeration again from all the back roads about 500 cars. There will be
no evacuation and | certainly hope that people understand I'm not trying to be scare tactics. |
see this. I'm sure a lot of you have seen this and been in these situations. All with a little bit of
flooding. What this does to the roads. Again, there will be no evacuation.

Comment: 22-5-08; The environment in which this plant operates has changed because of
in-migration, population increase for all sorts of reasons. Part of that's been discussed tonight in
terms of evacuation routes, would you be able to get people out were there an accident. The
roads haven't changed very much, the population has. That | think is a valid environmental
concern that surely ought to be addressed.

Comment: 23-2-0S; The emergency planning is an area which needs to be seriously looked at.
Hard and soft infrastructure on that. Hopefully that's something which is part of the ongoing
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operational requirements for periodic review and update since obviously this is not a static
environment we live in. That has to be changed on an ongoing basis.

Comment: 30-3-0S; The NRC had NO business allowing this plant to ever be built a) so close
to such populated areas like Philadelphia (now, what the 3 largest city in the country?) within
less than an hour, and exactly due SE from the site.

Comment: 30-4-0OS; When Limerick was built, there was no idea that the area would grow in
population like it has. For safety reasons, just look on any given day the traffic on Route 422 - .
stacked and stuck for miles on end. Route 422 is the #1 route for evacuations and does not
handle regular commuter traffic let alone entire communities.

Comment: 34-5-08; Developers are required to fund traffic improvements to an area to allow
an area to be developed, this should apply to Limerick. The evacuation plan now will not work.
When the plant was started there was no traffic out here, now it is grid lock. Limerick should
fund new roads and bridge[s] to alleviate traffic jams in order to have an orderly evacuation.

Comment: 37-13-03, 39-14-0S; Need for updated evacuation planv and increased EPZ.

Comment: 40-3-08; Over eight million people live within 50 miles of Limerick Nuclear Plant.
Safe evacuation is not possible, even within the seriously flawed and inadequate current 10-mile
evacuation plan. Until Limerick closes, NRC should expand the evacuation plan (to 50 miles)
and be sure there are enough shelters and supplies available to accommodate the over 8
million people within that radius. Exelon should pay for the supplies.

Comment: 41-2-08; Earthquakes and other natural disasters are more frequent and stronger
than ever before. Limerick is 3rd on the earthquake risk list. Underground pipes and cables can
shake and break, which would lead to loss of power, loss of cooling water, and meltdown.
Limerick's substandard containment flaw means more radiation would be released. It is simply
too dangerous to keep Limerick operating. Would you want to live within miles of this potential
catastrophic disaster? Add the enormous population growth that this area has seen over the
past 10 years - with little to no road improvements - and attempting to evacuate the area during
a disaster would be futile. It would be virtually impossible to get out of harms way.

The older any facility gets, the more likely breakdowns and equipment failure will occur.
Limerick was built to last 40 years. Limerick is showing signs of stress and no one knows just
how bad this will be by the time the current license is up. To add 20 more years to that, without
possibly knowing what the condition will be, would be careless. No one can predict what the
condition of Limerick will be in 2024 or 2029. Over eight million people live within 50 miles of
Limerick Nuclear Plant. Safe evacuation is not an option. Plain and simple. That's a scary
thought for those of us who live here!!

Comment: 45-5-06; No NRC policy, review, or report can make Limerick failsafe from a
catastrophic meltdown. Over eight million people live within 50 miles of Limerick Nuclear Plant.
Safe evacuation is merely an illusion, even within the seriously flawed and fundamentally
inadequate current 10-mile evacuation plan. Until Limerick closes, NRC should expand the
evacuation plan (minimally to 50 miles) and be sure there are enough shelters and supplies
available to accommodate the over 8 million people within the 50 miles. Exelon should pay for
the supplies.



-21-

Comment: 46-5-08S; Questions about the Limerick reactors’ ability to withstand accidents and
natural disasters are all the more pressing because so many people could potentially be
affected if something catastrophic were to occur. Since 1990, the population within a [10]-mile
radius of the plant has increased by 45%, from 178,047 to 257,625. In addition, Philadelphia,
with a population of 1,526,008, is only about 28 miles away. How much more might these
populations increase by 20497 Bearing in mind that the NRC advised Americans within a

50 mile radius of Fukushima to evacuate last spring, one can only imagine how difficult it would
be to carry out such evacuations if the unthinkable were ever to occur at Limerick.

Comment: 51-1-0S; They are only doing it because the plant has issues that they are trying to
hide. The evacuation plan is a joke because we would not get out of our driveways. It would not
have worked 10 years ago and certainly with the population growth it would be much worse.

Comment: 52-4-OS; The roads to any safe place are overwhelmed with congestion with normal
traffic.

Comment: 54-2-08; Since the original plant was constructed, the population in the surrounding
communities has grown dramatically. Limerick Township and nearby Upper Providence
Township have been two of the most rapidly growing communities in the county. This growth
largely fueled by access to US Route 422 Expressway and available land with suitable
infrastructure, has dramatically changed the character of the area surrounding the Limerick
Power Station. In the past few years, the Philadelphia Premium Outlet Mall, a 600,000 square
foot retail facility, and the adjoining Costco shopping center opened along US Route 422 about
one mile north of the Limerick Power Station property. The land adjoining those facilities is
being, considered for various types of retail and residential uses. At one time, a large gambling
casino had been, proposed in this location as well. Other lands in Lower Pottsgrove Township
near the Limerick Power Station have also been proposed for similar types of uses.

While the county planning commission has tried to promote lower densities of growth in
proximity to the Limerick Plant, the local communities and the marketplace favor this location for
significant development due to its proximity to the US Route 422 interchange at Township Line/
Evergreen Road. The growth that has taken place in the area around the power plant, and in
particular the growth taking place in the area immediately adjoining the plant and the primary
access to it, as well as the projected growth in the future, could complicate evacuation plans
and the movement of appropriate emergency-response personnel to the plant in the event of a
disaster. Certainly this access could be even more critical in the event of a natural disaster
when other roads to the plant may be impassable. The environmental assessment review needs
to analyze this growth in the vicinity of the power plant to evaluate what impact it would have on
plant operations and whether or not safe evacuation can take place from the newly developed
areas.

Comment: 54-3-08; The growth in the whole US Route 422 Corridor has raised numerous
proposals for expanding the vehicle capacity of the 422 expressway. Current peak commuting
traffic tie ups on portions of the expressway serve as evidence that it may have inadequate
capacity to continue to serve as a safe evacuation corridor for the region. The county
transportation plan recognizes the need for various road improvements along the US 422
Corridor to address current and future traffic demands. The first priority projects in the plan
include interchange improvements at the Township Line Road/ Evergreen Road intersection
which is also the primary access route to the plant; needed widening and reconstruction of the
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highway east of the power station between Route 29 and US Route 202 in King of Prussia,
reconstruction, of US Route 422 in the vicinity of Pottstown, and the reconstruction and
widening of the Route 422 Bridge across the Schuylkill River at Betzwood. A passenger train
line is also proposed as a first priority in the transportation plan to provide service through the
western portion of the county into Norristown. The proposed route for this train line is the
existing Norfolk Southern rail line that goes through the Limerick Power Station Property. Other
improvements including the widening and expansion of US Route 422 from Pottstown to Route
29 and additional interchange improvements at Township Line/ Evergreen Road are proposed
as secondary priorities in the county plan. In addition to these improvements, several other
localized improvements that may impact evacuation feasibility are proposed in the county plan.

Due to funding limitations in Pennsylvania, these projects are not likely to move forward at this
time. The environmental impact review should consider the capacity of the roadway facilities to
service the Limerick Plant, as well as provide sufficient evacuation of the area in the event of a
disaster. Possible mitigation strategies to be considered in the environmental assessment
review could include the role of Exelon in funding the important road improvements needed in
this area to ensure safe evacuation and access to the plant in any type of disaster.

Comment: 54-6-0S; The Montgomery County Open Space Plan proposes a trail along the river
through the power plant property. This trail is proposed as the Schuylkill East Trail, which would
be developed as unpaved trail between Mont Clare and Pottstown. Essentially the proposed
route would follow an old road way between the river and Norfolk Southern rail line through the
Limerick Power Station site. Though such a trail route would appear to raise significant safety
concerns due its proposed proximity to the power station, appropriate elements could be
designed into any trail system to limit its threat to plant's security. We have found that trails can
enhance the overall security of an area since they concentrate users along a defined corridor.
Furthermore, trails can provide emergency access routes that could be used during different
disaster events to evacuate people and provide access for emergency response.

Comment: 55-3-08; It is important to note that the 10-mile Emergency Planning Zone (EPZ) is
the second largest in population in the nation. As a result of recent development and type of
development in the area of LGS, it is important to review the Evacuation Time Estimate Study
(ETE) on a more timely basis and account for the transient population present in the hotels that
have accompanied this development. Additionally, funding should be supplied for either Exelon
staff or County staff to act as a transient planning and outreach specialist to assist these
transient population locations with emergency planning.

Comment: 55-4-08; It should be noted that the Evacuation Time Estimate is currently being
updated. Required highway and roadway infrastructure upgrades should be included as a part
of and also as a result of any changes noted in the updated ETE. Special attention for
improvement should be given to the local, county and state roads used for evacuation that feed
the larger highways, as many of these roadways are no longer suitable for the amount of traffic
that an EPZ evacuation could produce.

Comment: 55-5-0S; The NRC should consider requiring Exelon to enhance planning for day to
day emergency situations that require a response from local emergency services. Often times,
Fire and EMS access is delayed due to screening of vehicles and personnel. This can cause
delay in patient care to potentially life threatening illnesses.
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Comment: 57-2-08; It’s in an area with high population — we could never all evacuate if
necessary.

Comment: 53-1-08; In Pottstown about 2 mile from Limerick Power Plant we have four
bridges. One they are not going to fix, one just was fixed, one has been in progress of being
fixed for months now, last one is a [third] of the way of being fixed. To get out of town the only
other way is toward Allentown. If anything should happen, not many people could get on the one
road. Please don’t extend the license for Limerick.

‘ Comment: 60-1-0S; No way to evacuate area.

Response: These comments discuss issues related to emergency planning. The emergency
plans for nuclear power plants cover preparations for evacuation, sheltering, and other actions
to protect residents near plants in the event of a serious incident. Nuclear power plant owners,
government agencies, and State and local officials work together to create a system for
emergency preparedness and response that will serve the public in the unlikely event of an
emergency. Federal oversight of emergency preparedness for licensed nuclear power piants is
shared by the NRC and Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).

FEMA takes the lead in initially reviewing and assessing the offsite planning and response and
in assisting State and local governments, while the NRC reviews and assesses the onsite
planning and response. FEMA findings and determinations as to the adequacy and capability
of implementing offsite plans are communicated to the NRC. The NRC reviews the FEMA
findings and determinations, as well as the onsite findings. The NRC then makes a
determination on the overall state of emergency preparedness. These overall findings and
determinations are used by the NRC to make radiological health and safety in the continuing
oversight of operating reactors. The NRC has the authority to take action, including shutting
down any reactor deemed not to provide reasonable assurance of the protection of public health
and safety.

The Commission considered the need for a review of emergency planning issues in the context
of license renewal during its rulemaking proceedings on 10 CFR Part 54, which included public
notice and comment. As discussed in the statement of consideration for the rulemaking

(56 FR 64966), the programs for emergency preparedness at nuclear power facilities apply to all
nuclear power facility’s licensees and require the specified levels of protection from each
licensee regardless of plant design, construction, or license date. Requirements related to
emergency planning are in the regulations at 10 CFR 50.47 and Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50.
These requirements apply to all operating licenses and will continue to apply to facilities with
renewed licenses. Through its standards and required exercises, the Commission reviews
existing emergency preparedness plans throughout the life of any facility. Therefore, the
Commission has determined that there is no need for a special review of emergency planning
issues in the context of an environmental review for license renewal.

The “FEMA After Action Reports and Communication Related to Specific Emergency Exercises”
document the Radiological Emergency Preparedness (REP) Partial Participation Plume
Exposure Pathway Exercise for nuclear power plants. The most recent exercise for Limerick
plant was conducted on November 15, 2011. The results of the Limerick and other nuclear
power plant exercises are publicly viewable at hitp.//www.nrc.gov/about-nrc/emerg-
preparedness/related-information/fema-after-action-reports. htmi
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Therefore, the comments are outside the scope of the license renewal review and will not be
evaluated further in the development of the SEIS.

Comment: 16-1-0S; .... I'm very upset at the NRC's refusal to honor my enforcement petition
filed 10 CFR 2.206 with respect to the Limerick nuclear plant. The NRC denied that petition on
the basis that | would have an opportunity to intervene on this proceeding through the NRC's
judicial process. However, that's not available to me. | made that quite clear in the 2.206
petition. Now, | don't have standing as a United States citizen because of my physical location
in Jupiter to intervene in a proceeding in Pennsylvania where this plant is located. The NRC
staff is incorrect in their opinion and they have a legal obligation to honor that enforcement
petition and to provide an opportunity for me to address the Petition Review Board. So | want to
put that on the record and I'm asking the NRC to look into that issue.

Reponses: This comment discusses concerns regarding the 2.206 petition process. Section
2.206 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR 2.206) describes the petition
process—the primary mechanism for the public to request enforcement action by the NRC in a
public process. This process permits anyone to petition NRC to take enforcement action related
to NRC licensees or licensed activities. Depending on the results of its evaluation, NRC could
modify, suspend, or revoke an NRC-issued license or take any other appropriate enforcement
action to resolve a problem. Requests that raise health and safety issues without requesting
enforcement action are reviewed by means other than the 2.206 process.

The NRC staff reviews request in accordance with NRC Management Directive (MD) 8.11,
"Review Process for 10 CFR 2.206 Petitions” (ADAMS Accession No. ML041770328). MD 8.11
specifies the criteria that are used to determine whether to accept or reject petitions for review.

By letter dated, August 1, 2011 (ADAMS Accession No. ML11214A228), it was requested that
under 10 CFR, Section 2.206 that the NRC deny the licensee’s application for renewal of
operating licenses. The following was the basis for the request:

Petitioner contends here that the LGS Units 1 and 2 employ nuclear reactor vessels
which have been in operation for a period of years sufficient to cause the metal in the
nuclear reactor vessels to become dangerously brittle and subject to cracking or
shattering from continued operations and stresses during an extended 20-year period
beyond the original safety design basis for which the NRC granted the primary operating
licenses identified above. Petitioner contends here that the licensee has not and cannot
provide the NRC with sufficient and reliable test data to show that the material condition
of the nuclear reactor vessels in question has not degraded and become dangerously
brittle; or that continued operations of the nuclear reactors for 20-years beyond the initial
40-year license period will not cause the reactor vessels to crack or shatter and result in
a Loss-of-Coolant Accident (LOCA) and cause harm to the health and safety of the
public and to the environment at large.

By letter dated August 17, 2011 (ADAMS Accession No. ML112231397), the NRC staff
indicated that it reviewed the request and in accordance with MD 8.11, the staff concluded that
the request did not meet the criteria for review under 10 CFR 2.206. Per MD 8.11, the NRC will
not review a request where there is a proceeding through which a petitioner is, or could be, a
party, and through which the petitioner's concerns could be addressed.
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The concerns identified in the 2.2086 petition request fall within the scope of the safety review of
the license renewal application. The principal safety concerns associated with license renewal
are related to the aging of structures, systems, and components important to the continued safe
operation of the facility. When the plants were designed, certain assumptions were made about
the length of time each plant would be operated. During the safety review for license renewal,
the NRC must determine whether aging effects will be adequately managed throughout the
period of extended operation. For all aspects of operation, there are existing regulatory
requirements governing a plant that offer reasonable assurance of adequate protection if its

" license were renewed.

Therefore, this comment is not within the scope of the environmental review and will not be
evaluated further in the development of the SEIS.

Comment: 4-12-08; | frankly am really concerned about NRC accommodating the nuclear
industry with weakened regulations, lax enforcement, negligence and unsubstantiated denials.
It's happened right here even with their fire safety regulations that are -- we're on weakened fire
safety regulations even though we know that that can eventually lead to a meltdown. | know my
time's up. Thank you. ~

Comment: 1-38-08, 37-9-08, 39-10-08; Lax fire safety regulations

Response: These comments discuss concerns regarding NRC'’s fire protection regulations.
The NRC's fire protection regulations, inspections, and research focus on continuing nuclear
power plant safety. To accomplish this, the NRC requires a robust fire protection program at
every commercial nuclear power plant in the United States.

Nuclear power plants today use multiple layers of fire protection features to keep fires from
damaging plant safety systems. Some of these features include fire barriers such as insulation,
fire detection systems, and fire suppression systems (such as sprinklers). If a required element
of fire protfection is not available, the licensee must compensate for it, often by placing dedicated
personnel on a continuous fire watch. The NRC regularly inspects licensees’ means of
achieving and maintaining the reactor’s safe shutdown capability in the event of a fire.

The National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Standards Council approved NFPA Standard
805, "Performance-Based Standard for Fire Protection for Light-Water Reactor Electric
Generating Plants, 2001 Edition" (NFPA 805), on January 13, 2001, as a risk-informed,
performance-based standard for existing light-water nuclear power plants. The NRC staff
cooperatively participated in the development of NFPA 805. Published in February 2001, NFPA
805 describes a methodology for existing light-water nuclear power plants to apply
risk-informed, performance-based requirements and fundamental fire protection design
elements to establish fire protection systems and features required for all modes of reactor
operation. In addition, it presents a methodology for establishing fire protection procedures,
systems, and features for nuclear power plants that are decommissioning and permanently shut
down.

The NRC has modified its fire protection regulations to allow licensees to adopt, on a voluntary
basis, NFPA 805, in lieu of their existing fire protection licensing basis. This initiative is part of
an NRC effort to incorporate risk information into the agency's regulations and enhance safety.
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The NRC continues to oversee fire protection at nuclear power plants through inspection and
oversight through its ongoing reactor oversight process. The comments are outside the scope of
the license renewal review and will not be evaluated further in the development of the SEIS.

Comment: 1-3-0S; No other facility has the potential to render the entire region uninhabitable,
possibly for centuries as the result of an accident or terrorist attack. This is the highest-risk
facility that could exist in any community in this country.

Comment: 1-41-0S; [T]hreats from unguarded terrorist attacks with planes and missiles and a
new threat, cyber attacks. Fuel pool[s] are vulnerable to attack.

Comment: 4-3-0S; Indian Point nuke plant was sketched as a possible terrorist target in
reference to 9/11 attacks. A suspected terrorist worked at Limerick for 24 years without the
industry knowing it. How scary is that?

Comment: 34-6-OS; The plant is vulnerable to terrorist attacks. An airport is located next to the
facility. A plane could be flown into the reactor or the emergency power supply for the water
circulation system at the same time terrorist could cut all outside power to the plant this would
cause a meltdown and render entire area and downwind of the area uninhabitable for hundreds
of years.

Comment; 24-2-0S; | also think that it would be very prudent to put a lot of attention on terrorist
attacks on the fuel pools.

Comment: 30-7-0S; The cooling towers are within basic walking distance from shopping malls
and all right aside of it - please explain that - with minimal security from what many of us can
see.

Comment: 36-4-O8; | also am concerned about terrorist attacks, natural [disasters] and the
more common "human error." | plead with you to not renew this license.

Comment: 37-12-08, 39-13-08; Threats From Unguarded Terrorist Attacks With Planes and
Missiles, Cyber Attacks].]

Comment: 44-6-0S; Haven't we already seen some of the damage that a terrorist attack can
cause for our country an for others? Do you really need to risk more possible attacks on a
power plant that is not fully equipped for that kind of attack or for some natural disasters that
can occur. This plant is not prepared from attacks with planes, missiles, and other threats such
as cyber attack. :

Comment: 45-4-0S; Terrorists have made it clear they intend to attack nuclear plants. Exelon
has refused to pay to guard Limerick against a 9/11 type terrorist attack with plane or missile,
even though the most deadly targets (Limerick’s fuel pools) are vulnerable to such attacks.
Limerick is a similar design to nuclear plants in Japan that are melting down and exploding.
NRC's own report from 2000 shows people 500 miles away could be impacted by an accident or
attack on such fuel pools. Deadly radioactive spent fuel rods are jam packed into Limerick
vulnerable fuel pools five stories high. Cyber attacks, now declared an act of war, could wipe
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out systems that could lead to meltdown. Hackers have penetrated the Pentagon and other well
guarded systems. Exelon’s new plan for cyber attacks give us little comfort.

Comment: 55-7-0OS; While recreation utilization is of importance and a major mission within this
country, homeland security must be of a concern with any open access within vicinity of LGS.
However, we concur that with support of local law enforcement and a commitment from LGS to
control and monitor access, trail though may be accomplished

Response: These comments discuss issues related to security and terrorism. Security issues
are periodically reviewed and updated at every operating plant. These reviews continue
throughout the period of an operating license, whether original or renewed. If issues related to
security are discovered at a nuclear plant, they are addressed immediately, and any necessary
changes are reviewed and incorporated under the operating license. In addition, since 9/11, the
NRC and other Federal agencies have heightened vigilance and implemented initiatives to
evaluate and respond to possible threats posed by aircraft against commercial nuclear power
facilities and independent spent fuel storage installations.

While security issues are legitimate matters of concern, they will continue to be addressed
through the ongoing regulatory process as a current and generic regulatory issue that affects all
nuclear facilities and many of the activities conducted at nuclear facilities. The issue of security
and risk from malevolent acts at nuclear power facilities is not unique to facilities that have
requested a renewal of their licenses.

The comments are outside the scope of the license renewal review and will not be evaluated
further in the development of the SEIS.

Comment: 4-4-0S; The Pacific Ocean is now severely irradiated by Fukushima. Radiation
impacts of Fukushima equalled over 20 Hiroshima bombs when | last researched.

Comment: 6-22-0S; After Fukushima, Limerick listed as one of the top 10 to have very serious
problem when we have an earthquake.

Comment: 37-6-08S, 39-7-0S; Radiation reporting levels increased dramatically after Japan
disaster. -

Comment: 46-3-0S; While the problems associated with age will develop in any nuclear power
plant over time, there are additional problems with the reactors at Limerick. Limerick's reactors
are boiling water reactors similar to those that catastrophically melted down last spring in Japan.
Although these reactors have a later containment design, they have the same fundamentally
flawed reactor pressure vessel design as those that failed at Fukushima. Inthe BWR design,
the control rods come up through the bottom of the pressure vessel, instead of dropping down
from above as in other reactor designs. While the reactor pressure vessel itself is made of very
thick steel, the bottom of the BWR pressure vessel contains 60 holes through which the rods
enter the vessel. In the event of a meltdown, however, these same holes can provide a "path of
least resistance" through which the hot molten fuel can escape with relative ease; it then only
has to melt through connecting pipes that are much thinner and weaker than the metal of the
pressure vessel itself. This apparently occurred at Fukushima, where authorities now admit that
reactor fuel underwent not merely a "melt-down," but a "melt-through,” breaching the inner
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pressure vessel and in the process releasing considerable amounts of radioactive material into
the environment.

Comment: 46-4-0OS; One might be tempted to dismiss the comparison Fukushima on the
grounds Limerick in Pennsylvania is unlikely to experience a similar combination tsunami and
earthquake. While the tsunami is not an issue, however, recent analysis by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission suggest that earthquakes pose more significant threat to the Limerick
reactors than was recognized at the time of their construction and initial licensure. ( Incidentally,
it now appears that at least one of Fukushima’s reactors was significantly damaged by the
earthquake even before tsunami struck.) According to the NRC’s own data, Limerick’s two
reactors are the third and fourth most likely in the country to sustain core damage in the event of
an earthquake. There is a fault line called Ramapo fault line that runs slightly north of Limerick,
and two small earthquakes associated with this fault line occurred as recently as February 2009.
The unexpected quake shook Virginia’s North Anna nuclear plant with over two times the
amount of force that was designed to withstand should make use take very seriously the NRC’s
data regarding Limerick’s greater than previously recognized vulnerability to earthquake
damage. These concerns are compounded by the fact that the manufacturer of Limerick’s
controls rods, GE Hitachi, recently acknowledge concerns that the control rods in its BWR might
not function properly in the event of an earthquake.

Comment: 56-3-08; ...We further note, given the extended timeframes for expiration of the
existing LGS operating licenses, that they easily encompass the five year timeframe that the
Commission has set out for formulation and implementation of NRC staff safety
recommendations to be undertaken “without unnecessary delay” in the wake of the Fukushima
accident. In light of these important nuclear safety developments, we seek no reason why this
proposed NEPA analysis, and hence the entire licensing proceeding that it is required to
support, could not be deferred for at least five years, until the Commission has completed its
decision-making and schedule for implementation of post-Fukushima safety upgrades. As noted
above, to ensure the timeliness and accuracy of the NEPA analysis, the deferral could be even
longer (on the order of 7 years for Unit 1), to allow for the inclusion of the results of the extended
rulemakings contemplated under the Commission’s regulatory response to the Fukushima
accident.

Response: As explained above, the NRC’s ongoing safety review of operating reactors is
outside the scope of this environmental review for license renewal. The NRC will continue to
take necessary actions to ensure that all plants including LGS operate safely under their current
and extended operating periods. The NRC continues to evaluate and act on the lessons
learned from the March 2011 nuclear accident in Japan to ensure that appropriate safety
enhancements are implemented at nuclear power plants here in the U.S. In accordance with
Commission direction, the NRC's activities are being led by a steering committee comprised of
senior NRC management. Additionally, the NRC established the Japan Lessons Learned
Project Directorate, a division of skilled employees focused exclusively on implementing the
lessons learned.

On March 12, 2012, the NRC issued the first regulatory requirements for the nation’s reactors
based on the lessons learned at Fukushima Daiichi. The NRC issued three orders requiring
safety enhancements to operating reactors, construction permit holders, and combined license
holders. These orders require nuclear power plants to implement safety enhancements related
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to (1) mitigation strategies to respond to extreme natural events resulting in the extended loss of
power at plants, (2) ensuring reliable hardened containment vents at Mark | boiling water
reactors, and (3) enhancing spent fuel pool instrumentation. The plants are required to promptly
begin implementation of the safety enhancements and complete implementation within two
refueling outages or by December 31, 2016, whichever comes first. In addition, the NRC issued
a request for information, requesting each licensee to reevaluate the seismic and flooding
hazards at the site using present-day methods and information, conduct walkdowns of its
facilities to ensure protection against the hazards in its current design basis, and reevaluate
emergency communications systems and staffing levels.

The public can access additional information regarding the NRC response to the Japan nuclear
accident on the NRC’s public website..

The comments are outside the scope of the license renewal review and will not be evaluated
further in the development of the draft SEIS.

Comment: 55-8-0S; In an attempt to promote and increase community outreach, the NRC
should consider requiring Exelon to reopen the LGS Information Visitor Center. As a result of
the incident in Fukushima, Japan, the Montgomery County Department of Public Safety has a
received a higher than normal volume of inquiries concerning nuclear power generation from the
public. The LGS Information Center, although dated, could be upgraded to provide this service
to the community to raise awareness and promote education of the nuclear power industry. This
center could also be incorporated as an educational stop on the County Trail system.

Response: The NRC'’s Office of Public Affairs (OPA) is available to address the public
concerns and questions regarding nuclear safety. The office follows news coverage of the
agency and responds to media and public inquiries. If members of the public have questions or
comments about the NRC, nuclear safety, or related topics, they can contact OPA at

OPA . Resource@nrc.gov. For specific questions and concerns regarding Limerick, the public
can contact the Region | OPA-at OPA1.Resource.@nrc.gov. Additional contact information for
OPA can be accessed at http.//www.nrc.gov/about-nrc/organization/opafuncdesc. htmi.

The comments are outside the scope of the license renewal review and will not be evaluated
further in the development of the draft SEIS. ‘

Comment: 1-28-0S; How about the customers that paid -- | hear them talk about how great the
costs are for Limerick. We paid for Limerick from 1985 to 2010 in our electric bills. And in fact
the electriclity] that was supposed to be too cheap to meter turned out to be 55 percent above
the national average by 1997. So that's how cheap Limerick electric is.

Comment: 1-43-0S; Increased cost to the public. We've heard a little bit about this this
evening, more cancers, more illnesses, more emergency room visits, more hospitalization from
increased PM-10. Massive research on what particulate matter in terms of PM-10 does to
human beings. And there are a few other things that contribute to those visits. The costs are
astronomical. One case that Donna mentioned, $2.2 million for a childhood cancer case. You
do the math.
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Comment: 18-2-08; If we don't get the license which | doubt but what would -- how would we
get electric if the license were canceled?

Comment: 19-5-0S; What's more important, not all this electricity that we need for all our cell
phones and everything. In a way we are responsible for the fact that PECO and all these other
Exelon companies are building power plants. | myself you know am guilty of a lot of this but let's
just maybe for a solution besides the wind and solar power and everything stop using all this
new technology. Yes, you need it for some jobs and businesses, it's good for certain things, but
let's not overindulge where we need so much electricity that we are willing to risk our lives.
Cancer, polluted water. There's no drinking water anymore. People have to pay to buy water
that comes from natural springs. But you're using plastic bottles, you can't even trust that.

But this whole world has kind of just changed from you know nature. Let's get back to nature, let
the -- instead of having all the young teenagers on their cell phones texting, using more
electricity, that again it's going to cause cancer for them. Everybody has to stop and think why
do we need the power plants? We really don't and again, Thomas, our wonderful caller
mentioned some alternatives like the solar power, wind, but I'm just saying we are using so
much electricity and stupid little video games on the computers. People get on the computers
for hours at a time doing nonsense. That's taking up electricity where again why do you need all
this electricity?

Comment: 48-4-0S; Prior to the construction of the Limerick power plant, everyone in our
surrounding area was told that our electricity would be one of the lowest in the U.S. This was a
bold face lie!!!! It is one of the highest in the U.S.!!f [Exelon] lied to us then and they will distort
the facts now.

Comment: 60-6-08; ... To expensive
Comment: 60-18-08; Increase costs-medical problems

Comment: 60-22-0S; Nuclear energy is dirty and expensive. Since Limerick was built we have
had some of the most expensive energy — higher rates

Response: These comments address concerns regarding the cost of energy and the need for
nuclear power. The regulatory authority over licensee economics (including the need for power)
falls within the jurisdiction of the States and to some extent within the jurisdiction of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission. The proposed rule for license renewal had included a cost-
benefit analysis and consideration of licensee economics as part of the NEPA review. However,
during the comment period, State, Federal, and licensee representatives expressed concern
about the use of economic costs and cost-benefit balancing in the proposed rule and the GEIS.
They noted that the President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations interpret
NEPA to require only an assessment of the cumulative effects of a proposed Federal action on
the natural and man-made environment and that the determination of the need for generating
capacity has always been the States’ responsibility. For this reason, the purpose and need for
the proposed action (i.e., license renewal) is defined in the GEIS as follows:

The purpose and need for the proposed action (renewal of an operating license) is to
provide an option that allows for power generation capability beyond the term of a
current nuclear power plant operating license to meet future system generating needs,
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as such needs may be determined by State, licensee, and, where authorized, Federal
(other than NRC) decision-makers.

Section 51.95(c)(2) of 10 CFR states that:

The supplemental environmental impact statement for license renewal is not required to
include discussion of need for power or the economic costs and economic benefits of the

. proposed action except insofar as such benefits and costs are either essential for a
determination regarding the inclusion of an alternative in the range of alternatives
considered or relevant to mitigation.

The comments are outside the scope of the license renewal review and will not be evaluated
further in the development of the draft SEIS.

Comment: 22-4-0S; | wonder how many people here are aware of something called the Price
Anderson Nuclear Industries Indemnity Act. Who knows about that? The title alone should give
you some pause. Why do we need a nuclear industries indemnity act? What does it do? What it
does is it puts a ceiling of a few hundred million dollars on the liability that nuclear power plant
owners have for the damage their plants would cause. It's basically a scheme, they pay into a
pool. The problem is that ceiling was set a very long time ago. It's totally unrealistic in terms of
the risk in just the value of houses in areas that are covered by a plant like this. When this plant
was planned the population in the area that its plume would cover probably wasn't

20 percent of what the population is now. That is | think a valid environmental concern.

Comment: 22-6-OS; The question | ask about the money liability is -- let's just go back to the
Price Anderson Act. The fact is that the nuclear industry does not pay market rates for
insurance to cover it for the liabilities. This congressional act from way back in the 1960s
eliminates that need. Back then the insurance industry didn't have the research to put a price on
what should the Limericks of the world have to pay for a liability policy. | think there's plenty of
insurance industry experience now. So my question would be if nuclear plants are so safe why
do we need the Price Anderson Act?

Response: The Price-Anderson Act Nuclear Industries Indemnity Act (Price-Anderson Act;

42 U.S.C. 2210) is a federal law that governs liability-related issues for all non-military nuclear
facilities constructed in the United States. The main purpose of the Act is to partially indemnify
the nuclear industry against liability claims arising from nuclear incidents while still ensuring
compensation coverage for the general public. The Act establishes a no fault insurance-type
system in which the first $10 billion is industry-funded and any claims above the $10 billion
would be potentially covered by the Federal government.

Licensees are required by the Act to obtain the maximum amount of insurance against nuclear
related incidents that is available in the insurance market. Currently, this insurance amount is
approximately $375 million per plant. Monetary claims that fall within this insurance coverage
are paid by the insurer. The Price-Anderson fund would then be used to make up the difference.
Each reactor company is obliged to contribute up to $111.9 million in the event of an accident,
amounting to approximately $11 billion (as of 2011) if all of the reactor companies were required
to pay their full obligation into the fund. However, this fund is not paid into unless an accident
occurs. If a coverable incident occurs, the NRC is required to submit a report on the cost of the
incident.
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If claims are likely to exceed the maximum Price-Anderson fund value, the President must
submit a proposal to Congress that details the costs of the accident, recommends how funds
would be raised, and includes plans for compensation to those affected.

The comments ére outside the scope of the license renewal review and will not be evaluated
further in the development of the draft SEIS.

12. Postulated Accidents & SAMA (PA)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the area of Postulated
Accidents and SAMA. The following comments express concern over the impacts to the
environment as a result of a postulated accident, such as earthquakes and terrorist attacks.
Additionally, the comments raised concerns regarding the potential of new and significant
information related to SAMA.

Identifiers: 1-1-PA, 1-13-PA, 1-24-PA, 4-1-PA, 4-15-PA, 6-7-PA, 8-6-PA, 19-1-PA, 30-10-PA,
37-11-PA, 39-12-PA, 45-2-PA, 47-1-PA, 56-1-PA,

Response: The staff will address postulated accidents and the potential of new and significant
information related to SAMA in Chapter 5 of the draft SEIS. These comments are in scope and
will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

13. Radioative and Non-Radioactive Waste (RW)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of
Radioactive and Non-Radioactive Waste. The comments express concern over the generation
and storage of radioactive waste and the impact to the environment.

Identifiers: 1-10-RW; 1-11-RW, 1-14-RW, 1-30-RW, 1-36-RW, 1-37-RW, 6-4-RW, 18-1-RW,
23-3-RW; 30-7-RW, 34-3-RW, 35-5-RW, 37-8-RW, , 39-9-RW, 52-5-RW, 60-4-RW, 60-11-RW,
60-14-RW

Response: The staff will address radioactive and non-radioactive waste management in
Chapter 2 of the draft SEIS. The impacts of the waste management will be addressed in
Chapters 4 and 6 of the draft SEIS. Finally, the environmental impacts of alternatives evaluated
in depth will be discussed in Chapter 8 of the draft SEIS, including waste management. These
comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft
SEIS.

14. Socioeconomics (SE)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of
Socioeconomics. The comments express support for LGS based on tax benefit, employment,
and monetary contribution to organizations within the community. The comments express
concerns related to the increase of homes and businesses in the area.

ldentifiers: ,1-29-SE, 52-3-SE
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Response: The staff will address the socioeconomic impacts of renewing the LGS operating
licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the SEIS. In addition, the socioeconomic impacts of not
renewing the operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8. These comments are in scope
and will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft SEIS.

15. Support for License Renewal (SR)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the area of Support for
License Renewal. The following comments are general in nature and express support for
nuclear power and/or the license renewal of LGS.

Identifiers: 2-1-SR, 3-1-SR, 5-1-SR, 5-4-SR, 7-1-SR, 11-1-SR, 12-1-SR, 13-1-SR, 14-1-SR,
14-2-SRT, 17-1-SR, 20-1-SR, 50-1-SR '

Response: The comments provide no new and significant information and will not be evaluated
further in the development of the draft SEIS.

16. Surface Water (SW)

Comment: The following comments have been categorized under the resource area of surface
water. The comments express concern over the environmental impacts on the surrounding
water supply such as Schuylkill River.

Identifiers: 1-17-SW, 1-23-SW, 1-32-SW, 4-5-SW, 4-10-SW, 23-1-SW, 24-1-SW, 5-4-SW, 35-
4-SW, 36-2-SW, 45-9-SW, 54-4-SW, 55-6-SW, 60-9-SW, 60-21-SW

Response: The staff will address the surface water impacts of renewing the LGS operating
licenses in Chapters 2 and 4 of the draft SEIS. In addition, the surface water impacts of not
renewing the operating licenses will be discussed in Chapter 8 of the draft SEIS. These
comments are in scope and will be represented and responded to in Appendix A of the draft
SEIS.
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Comment Letters and Meeting Transcripts

The following pages contain the comments, identified by commenter designation and comment
number, from letters, emails, and public scoping meeting transcripts.
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the lives of mote than eight millichy peoplée. NRC must

clese Limerick Nuclear Plant by 2029,

There is no way for either NRC. of Exglon

1-2-0% l

to ensure +he safety of the environment or the
residents impacted by this plant. It cannot be madé

fail safe No..obher facility has the gotential fo

'r'ender the entire regidn uninhabitible, po'sS'ib»l’y for

centuries as the result of an accident or terrorist
attack. Thiig is the highdst-risk facility that &ould

exist in any commurity in this country.

Current 40-year operating licenses explre

n 2024 and 2029, Why the rush to renew these 1%4-,LR|

| icenses now?

Wwe urge the NRW to say ho to mxelon's
1-5-0R [

reguested license Trenewals. ‘The public wids led ©

believe that Limerick's generators, fuel wpools, and
16LR
miles of undergrolnd pipes and cablés could operats

safely for 40 -years and -then the facility would close.

Is Exelon féarfill that the longer they wait theé more

serious problems may arise?

After only 26 of 40 yedrs, numerous signs

1-7-08

of .aging and risk have been identified. ‘Corrosion,

NEAL R: GROSS
COURT REPORTERSAND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE:, NW.
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cetericration, ZIfatigue, cracking, thinning with loss
of materidl, loss of fracture ‘toughhéss 4&re all
documented in Exelon's own renewal application in the
aging managemeht séction. Instances of ‘equipment

fatigue and cracking of wvital eguipment ¥nclude the

1-7-0S8
Cont'd

reactor Vessél and coclant system.

Aging equipment, after only 26 vyears
suggests that NRC should not just close the plant by
2028, but also ramp up their woversight vigilance

during. the remaining 18 years of the current licensg.

|1 -8-0S |

1

in the past few vyears, Limerick has had numerous

bignificant problems. Three occurred in one week in
farie 2011, Léss of coddlant leaks and accidents at
limerick have already been documented. Serious

Fadidactive contamination could go uhdetected and

hinreported for years from the corroding

nfiastructure, much of it underground.

tnplannéd shutdowns suggesting ‘thére are dlready

1-9-08 |

There have already been two mnear misses at

Limerick from 1996 to 2001.

This aging plant is an accident waiting to

‘Rappen.. Large volumés, more than 6,000 assemblies

weighing more- ‘than a thousand tons of highly
tedidactiVe waste in 'the form of spent fuel rodg are

stored in densely-packed pools, elevated five stories

]1-1V0-RW
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above  and -outside  the reinforced containmentjfﬂ}ﬁyy
Cont'd
Etructure.  This plant will produce gabout fwo more
Lons of dangerous spent fuel rods every year that it |1-1J‘RW

POETares,  Limeriak; In addition, 18 now Third of ThHe

earthguake risk list for nuclear plants in the United

States.,

1-12-08 "~
IRLLN

With loss of cooling water, Limerick's
fugl ¥roéds could he€at up, self ignité, and burn in an
unstoppdable fire with catastrophic results. Exelon
has not been reguired to spend the money to guard

Limerick against terrorists, missiles, or air strikes

cdespite repeated requests to do so.

TS

-13-PA.

Dry vcask storage and transport are -als _
11-14-RW

yery danderous alternatives. It's time to cloese
limerick and stop producing such deadly waste £for
Fhich there is no safe solution. As long as Limerick

perates harms to wus and our environment will

Increasge.

Their harnful environmental impacts are
unpfecedented. At the donclusion of our 1ll-year
investigation ©of routine radiation releases and review
of permits for major air pollution and a variety of
dangerous water contamination issues, it's clear that
this energy is hot Jjust dirty, it is in fact filthy.
Evidence that we've compiled has addressed a wide

NEAL R. GROSS
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range of tepics: routine radiation releases into the

air, radicactive Wastewater dischdrges into the

:

Schuylkill River, radiocactive groundwater

tontanination, radidactive mnuclides dssociated with
the plant detected in wour soil, our sediment, our

vedetation, oUr fish, our wateér, and milk.

Research has confirmed radiation in ou<.r|1-1

Hildren's. baby téeth in this ecomfunity. Majaor aig

ollution issues -under health-based standards of the[

tlean Alr Act, 32 individual sources listed. Drastic,
harmful dincreases permitted 4in particulate matter

#nown also as PM~16¢ from the coolind tewers, other air

pollution increases also permitfted.

Dangerols depletion of the Schuylkill

River, .in and by itself, a singular reason to deny

|1-17-‘sw

this permit. The S&huylkill is a vital drinking wateér
source for mearly two million people from Pottstown to
Philadelphia. It i& being depleted and contaminated

every day that this plant. operates.

Alarming carncer incredses that haVe been

well documented in this community wepeatedly far |1

BEGEN

. higher than national and state averagés after Lifmérick

started operating until the late 1990s. The

findings of Sur irnvestigation lead us to conclude that
this plant. is in common language a recipe for
NEAL R: GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
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disaster.

While NRC 1s Trequired to prepare a
supplement. to the Limerick Environmental ZImpact
Statenient for  license renéwal! we have little
confidence in the process based on NRC's regulatory
his”t"o'ry_. It would be difficult to €numerdté a short

list, so I'm going to rely on written documents.

1-19-LR

ThHere are critics of thé NRC.out thereée Wwho hdvé doné a
much better- job than we have of .generating such a
list, fost notably -a scathing indictment by the
Assoelated Press. I'"m not going to re-enumerate that

information.

It's long past time for the NRE to summon
thé cduragé te do the right thing in our judgment and
actually protect the environment and the public,

rather than thé‘industry,

Today, I am going to be submitting on the
record summary packets of our' research. on Limerick’'s
major air pollution, harms to ‘the Schuylkill River,.
radidacti¥e groundwater cOntamihatioh? 1inks between
Limerick's radiation and our elevated cancers in this
community -and how Limetrick®s huclear powetr can, in

faét, be replaced with safer 'sources today.

Baséd on the compellihg body of évidence

of environmental harms to date and the enormous

1-21-OR
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increased population in proximity to this facility,
Limeric¢k Nuclear Plant mist be closed By 2029.

There is ne amount of energy production that is

- worth Trisking tHe, lives of so many people. Thank you

1-21-0OR
Cont'd

very much.

tApplausé. )

FACTLITATOR BARKLEY: Thank you, sir.

MR, MAGUIRE: Good afterndon. My name is
Bill Maguire sand I am ‘the site vice president at
Limerick Generatinhg Station. And I have Overall
responsibility for the safe and reliable. operation of
the facility.

I have been working in the nuclear power
industry for 25 ‘years and my career began at the
Limerick Generating Statieon as an engineer. 1
continued with a license to Bé€ a licensed sSenior
reactor operaton supervisor  in the operations
organization and was thé o&n-shift sénior mahager of
that facility for many years.

T have also worked at a few othér nuclear
stations across the country and before rejoining
Limerick as the site vice president in May of 2010, I
was the site vice president. at the Peach Bottom Atomic
Power Station 1in soUtheéastern Pennsylvania in York
County.
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Operating Limerick Generating  Statdion
safely and reliably is a résponsibility that evéryone
at the power station takes wvery seriously. We
understand our obligation to the d&ommunity, Lo the
environment, and to each other to operate the plant

safely.

A key component of a thriving community’

like ours I8 the availability oI safe; cléan, and
reliable electrieity. And as we look inte the future
fér the power needs of Pennsylvania and the United
States as @ whole, we can see the increasing demand
for this very important resource.

At +the same time, there's a growing
concern about greenhouse gases and climate change that
is a result of burning fossil fuels. To help meet
that growing power demand and to help keep our
envirenment -«<lean, Exelon 'has ‘applied to the U.S8.
Nuclear Regulatéry Commisdion for a 20-year extension
to the plant's operating license. ‘Limerick's current
license for Unitul will expire in 2024 and Unit 2 in
2029, With license renewal, Limerick can provide our
region with cléan power through 2049.

We understand our special obligation to
operate the plant sdfely and reliably and té maintain

a close relationship with our neighbors. °‘We pledge to

2-1-SR
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fontinue that special trust as we operate fﬁe plant

2-1-SR
Cont'd

bell intc the future.
The 104 nuclear reactors in +the 7United
States. provide roughly 20 petcent of our matidn's

electricity. More than 70 reactors nationwide have

already teceived approval from the Nuclear Regulatory

Commission for a .20-year license extension including
the Peach Bottom Atomic Power Statiof in York County.

Limerick Generating Station operates in a
mannér that preservés the gnvironment. The. plant
produces &lmost no greenhouse gases. The plant
coriducts dpproximately 1700 tests annually on air,
water, fish, soil, cow's milk, and other food products
td meéasure for environmental impact. We also maintdin
a chain of radiation monitors surrounding the plant.

In 2005, the environmental mahagement
systems at Limerick Generating Station achieved
certification under thé strict c¢riterion of the
International Organization for- Standardization, ISO.
This certification 1is known as IS0 14001, a commoh
industry reference for the environmenta@
certification. THe IS0 14001 certification reguires a
commitment to excellerce to prevent pollution and to
éhsure: continudus improvefient in énvirommental areas.

In 2010, the Wildlife Habitat Council
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recognized Limerick Generating Station's commitment to
environmental steéwardship by awarding us the ‘Wildlife
at Work Certification. This distinction was awarded
to Limérick Geénerdting Statiodn for our conmitment
towards  establisshing long-term wildlife habitat
énhancements that prbvided undisturbed habitats with
food, water, cover, and space for animal specites
Ii¥ing, on ‘thé plant staticn's landscape.

To ensure Limerick continues +to operate
sdfely for years to come, Exélon 1is investing in
upgrades to plant equipment. Sinee 2010, Exelon has
invested more than 5200 millioh into the plant
inceluding installation of new safety equipment, new
eléctrical. cables, new vdlves, and refurbishihg the
cooling towers. Im addition, Limerick has made more
than $40 millionh in physical security upgrades; since
2001.

Our investment in the future does not sStop
with equipment. We have. hired and trained over 100
riew employeeés over the last three: years, mostly coéming
from wour native region here. We maintain a steady
workforce Qf=appr0ximately 850‘pedple and during our
annual maintenance and refueling outages, we bring in
betiween 1500 and 2000 tempdrary workers thdt provide &
boost to our local economy. Hiring and
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retaitning top talent is a key priority for’Limerick
Generating.station.

Over the past 25 years, Limerick has been
orie of the best pérforming and: most relfable
generating stations in the nuclear -power industry.
During that time, the plant has set several récords
for continuous days of ‘operation -and ‘has: ‘been
recdghized by the,iﬁdUStny for our réliable operation.

‘In March 2010, Limerick completed a successful run of
727 continuous days for our Unit 1 plant.  ‘This
represented the second Jlongest continuous run for a
boiling water reactor in the United States. .

While we do not. set out to break records,
continuous. operétiohs are on indicatelr of the
excellent human performance and equipment reliakbility
that Limerick strikes for évery day.

We also take pride .in our investments in
the comminity. In 2010, Limerick -dohated more than
$600,000 to the comnmnity in eceontributions to the
United Way, fire and ambulance conpaniés, educational
health and youth organizations. And many of our
employees servé as volunteers in the local communities
around the plant.

In céhclﬁsibhf Limerick Generating Station
locks forward to working with the Nuclear Requlatory

NEAL R: GROSS
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Commission as you review our Iicense renewal. I
apprédiate, the oppgrtunity to speak with yoa this
afrernoon. Thank you.

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: [Tharks, Bill.

{Applause.)

FACILITATOR BARKLEY® Representative
Quigley.

REP. QUIGLEY: Good afternopn, my name is
State Representative Tom Quigley. ‘T represent the

146th District heré of which lower Pottsville is a
party of that district, so I want to welcome the NRC
here ‘téday to thé BPeadtiful Sunnybrdok Ballioom for
this meeting and thank them for coming out to listen

to the public and take compentary.

I'm here today to volee my strong support
fér the felicensing of the Limerick Generating
Statien. I wanted to touch :on a couple points of why
I feel it is important for this ~facility to be
relicensed.

First is the amount of electricity that is
preduced by this facility. One -ofr the things that
myself and ny colleagues in Harrisburg hear
consistently from businesses and the Commonwealth and
ouf <itizéns 1is. the demdnd for energy ahd electricity

now and more importantly what that demand is going to

3

1-SR. |

NEAL R: GROSS
COURT REPORTERSAND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE:, N.W,
(202)234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C: 20005-3701 ‘Wi niealrgross.comi



http:Limeri.ck

3

n

10

11

12

13

14:

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

23
24

25

- 47 -

42

be in tle future.

Right now this facility generates eéncugh
electricity: for +two millions homes and without
prqducing some of the greehhouseé gasés thHat weé héar so
much about that‘ could be produced by coal, natural
gas, or oil. And I'm going to put A caveat in there
for my good friends out: in the westernm part of the
state wherg coal is a big part of the Péhfisylvania
gconomy and I'm sugqestin§ that this be done to the
exclusion ©f codl and nevertheless, somé of the
technologies that they're developing out ‘there are

also impgrtant for that ihdustry and important for the

Commoriwealth of Pennsylvania.

Agdin, one of.  the «<codncerns 'we hear
consistently from businesses is how can we come here
into Pennsylvania with thHe infrastructure Being what
it is which needs to be improved for the transmission

of the electricityy but  more importantly  the

Jgeneration of that electricity?

Number two, I ‘thirk 1s important 15 the
jobs and overall economy. Again, 4n these tough
gconomic  times that we're facing here in the
Commonwealth of Penmsylvania and also in this nation,
onhe of the top issues that we hear coOhsistently about

is jobs.

3-1-SR.
Contd
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And as was mentioned by the site wvice
president, over 860 pedople are employed here With an
tnnual payrell of $75 million. The direct impact that
s to the Commonwealth of Penhs¥ylvaria, of cOUfsé, is
fealized through the state income tax and also all of
Fhese local municipalitiés most of them enact an
rarned income tax which ragain sustains their townships
ES well as thelr respective schopl districts. To have
Fhat taken away I think would have an even more
framatic impact on our local gconomy.

As was mentioned the impact for the loccal
brea here, the: téMpora:y workers who show up here
Huring the outages and the refueling, there's already
béen  two hotéels that have sprung Up along the 422
borridor with another one plahned right up here at the
Eanatoga ‘area. Again, mére Jjobs and more economic
Frowth here for our communities.

Thirdly, I ‘want t& talk abdut the
ommunication that I've experienced in the seven vears
that I've been in office with Exelon and with their
tovernment Affairs people as well as with their site
people. I'vé beeh on the site three times, twice for
k. tour and one to make a presentatdion during an

enniversary of the facility. Anrd I have to say that

t is a very secure area. 1 knew a lot of people are

3-1-SR
Cont'd
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concerned about terrorism attacks or people being on
the preperty. But unless you'vé actually gone owver
there and gone through a tour, seeing how things are
set up, Beeing the armed guaids there; seeing the
security measures that. are in place, I think you come
away much more rélieved with that. Ernd I'm. aBle to

speak to my constituents more zifirmatively about the

safety and sécurity of the facility. c

13-1-8RK
sont'd’

Any time that there's been the slightest
oteurfence there, whether it will be a couple times a
hunter has wandered onto the property where the
authorities were called, the Government Affairs people
at Exelon are on the phone to me or with an email
right dway o let me Kiiow whdt's happening before the
word gets out to the media or te the press. So
they're always very well prepared in their
explanations, not only of things that happen at the
plant itself, but also incidents ahd'issués'that.éééur’
around the country and around the world.

Oobviously, what took place in Jdpan with
the dncident over there, they were on the phone with
me and et with me a few times to explain what took

place over there and how the safeguards are being put

in.placé‘hébe so that doesn't hqppen at this facility.

It was mentioned earlier the dry <cask
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storage where the spent fuel rods are: now stored
outside in -a dry c¢ask storage fdcility. When that was
proposed back in 2005-2006, the Generating Statien
held twoc open houses that were Véry»wéll atténded. I
went to beth of them where tﬁey had people on there fo

explain "to the péople what exactly wWas taking place

with this dry cask storage, why it was necessary. A

lot of guestions and ‘answers back and forth and I
think a lot of the peoplle came away better informed
about that process.

Just recently at an open house, the ‘site
VP who, just spoke, Bill Miguire, cawe out to giveé some
initial comments and wound up spending the full hour
ih an improniptu questicon and answer séssion and not
again just planted questions, a lot of tough
quéstions. And I think again the peoplé cdme aay
feeling confident in the openness and the transparency
that was displayed in that guestion a&nd answér
session.

%n@ther'poinf ¢f thdat is for ‘relicensing
for the overall environment here is the good corporate
citizenship that the Generating Station has exhibited.
As was mentioned by Bill, some of the charitabile
contributidns that hawve gofie om, not &nly for the host
community of Limerick, but also for the surrounding
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areas. I attended a fiew dedication services where
they provided Money td the Upper Providéfice Elemgntary
Sehool and the Limerick Elementary School for an
outside enVirenmental ¢&lassrodm.

One .©f the things we talk about .as

political leadérs, and I'm on the Heuse Education

Committee, is the need for our children to be educated
particularly im ‘the s¢iences and givén these Dudget
constraints that we're operating under, both the
school districts and. the Commonwealth, it's good to
see a corporate citizen stepping up to the plate and
pﬁbvidin@ that finan¢ial support, partiCularly ih the
area of science. They've also partnered with the
Méntgomery  County Community Collége to provide
assistance in 4sup§ort for an associate degree 4n
Auclear engineering technhology.

Again, we- hear -so much -about our students
here not being well vetsed 1In technolaogy and
engineering and things of that nature. So again,.
stepping up to the plate to provide that assistance
when, in fact, perhaps in these tough budget times
wheré rhe government might not be able to do that.

Last, I want to talk about overall public
opiniion and safety issues. ©One of the things that I
looked at. when I talk about safety and the feeling of
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comfort that people have here is how many of the
pedple who Wdrk at that plant live within the ten-mile
radius of the facility? And I asked that .guestion
When I first was electéed in 2004 and I just asked, it
again in preparation for this hearing and 563
employeés live within the ten-mile radius.

The population ‘growth inm my District .in
the past ten vyedfs, wé'reé getting feady té rédraw our
lines based on the 2010 Census,. so I broke it dowm by
township as to how .much. the population has Intteaséd
in those areas: Limerick Township, increasing by -33.5
percent; Uppgr Pottsgrove by 239.5; Royersford Borough,
where I live, 11.9%; Lower Pottsgrove, 7; Potistown, Z;
now this i& a little bit skewed, but I have a shidll
piece of New Hanover Township which actually increased
by 54 percent.

Whep you look at the public opinionr and
again, we get calls on a lot of different issues ahd
as I mentioned that dry cask storage issue. Back
then; at the same timé that that Issue was being
relled cut to the public, Boyd Gaming had purchased a
property nmext to our plant was getting ready to apply
-~ had applied for a license, casino license. At that
time, my office had reéceived 2 calls in regarc t¢ the
dry cask storage project, over 200 calls regarding the
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casino application. Se at the time, it appeared
people were more concerned about the prospect of 4
casino being in their neighborhood than fthey were a
dry cask storage facility.

And lastly, as some of you heard, there is
é,Pﬁonsal right now té put & hHold on Rolte 422. And
again, in the past six months with the incidents in
Japan, with thé :Curreérit earthguake we had here, WwWith
the AP story telling you 'how these plants are all
falling apart, I received two calls regarding that oOne
where they could get the KI pills, one where they
could -~ what was thé evacuation plan for that, and
more calls and emails regarding the proposed 422. So
again, it appears that the <¢onstituents and thé 146th;
they're more concerned abiout the prospect of paying a
toll to ride of 422 than they are dbout the nhuclear
power plant issues.

So again;, T strohgly suppokt the
relicensing of <this for the reasons I mentioned.
Thank. you.

(Applause. )}

FRACILITATOR BARKLEY'~ Thank youy
Representative Quigley.

The next three¢ people I'c like to call,
first is Lorraine Ruppe, -private citizen; and the
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next, ‘Michael Gallagher of Exelon; and finally, I'd
like to call Dr. fred Winter after that.
M3. RUPPE: Hi, my name is Lerraine Ruppe.
T am speaki‘n‘“g hére today to f‘éprfeséﬁt the children
and future generations, especially in our community.
Residents are fearful ‘about the possibility of
disasters here in light of Fukushima -in March 2011 and
since the earthduake and Hufricane ‘Iréné in ABugust
2811 affecting our area. €limate changes, etcetera,
are causing disasters everiiwhere and céntintding to get

worse.

Intreasing floods, droughts, edrthguakes,
tornados have made us all feel insecure, making
uclear power increasingly risky, especially with the
Limerick plant basically in our backyards. Any
ea:’:thc}'pak?e- ‘that comes tThroudgh -this afea cduld be &

possible Fukushima, Chernobyl or Three Mile Island

4-1-PA

which reéeminds me, four mMonths have passed sincdeé thellﬁ aE

NRC failed to get back to me when I asked how dlose
the Remapo fault line is to 'the Limerick nuclear

reactors? Maybe I can get -an answer today.

Indian Point nuke plant was sketched as &
possible terrorist target in reference to 9/11
attacks. A suspected tCerrorist worked at Limerick for

years without the industry knowing it: How scary is

4-3-08
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Jirradiated by Fukushima. Radiation impacts of

Fukushima eQualled over 20 Hirdshima bombs wheérn I last

Being continueusly polluted by Limerick every day,
¥4/7 for vyears with radiation and unfiltered toxic
f#ontaminated mine water, thanks t4 the NRC dhd Exelofi.
This is disgusting.

Most of u$ havée to depend on thé water,
g¢specially for bathing. Some of us pay extra for
drer filtratidn or drink bottled water because Wwe are
fraid to drink from the Schuylkill and because it
tastes really bad how. .Imagine now toxid it would be

18 plus years from now if there was even any water

lert.

fesearched.. Gur drinking and bathing water here is

The Pacific Ocean 18 now severely |44-0S

4-5-SW

There has been dincreased particulate
matter in the air and other toxics froﬁ Limerick
causing increased. asthma, heart: attacks, and strokes.
And tc add insult to injury, Limérick was granted a
permit. to allow an eight-fold increase 1n air
nollution since 2009, Cancer rates in our drea have

skyrocketed since Limerick has been up and running 4in

the '"B0s and rates have steadily incdreased.

The Toothfairy Project showed high levels

Gan
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of strontium 90, a radlonuclide 1In baby teeth of
children hnearest to riuké plants. Baby te€th mear
Limerick plant had the highest lewvels in the whole
United States. This 3tuff and Gdd knows what else is
in our bodies now thanks te a Nuclear Regulaﬁory
Commission that to put. it nicely 15 less thin

enthusiastic about protecting us.

bnergy conservatlon and efificiency are now cheaper
LHan nucléar power, along with being truly dlesn and
bafe. The Department of Energy 2006 report stated
bGlar alon€ could provide 55 times cur entire ndtion's
knergy needs which leads me teo a point, there have
beeri numérois studies ptovihg the many dangérous and

Headly consequences of nucdlear power. There's no

Solar Wihd, gebthermal, océan ‘thérmal,

47
Contd

4-

8-AL

déenying the massive devastation it has already caused
and. will continue to -<cause indefinitely, but the
industry still goes on in theif¥ trance-like,
indifferent fashion as 1f everything is safe and
wonderful and will continue to be 18 plug years from
now or until 2049 for our community. This is what
really scarés us the most.

The NRC has turned into a culture of
seécrécy, hiding the dangers .and swegping the problems
under the rug. The industry's addiction to money and
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pewer has blinded them te moral life and death issues

and facts set right 1in froht of their faces. But, my

4-9-LR

L-ig' question of the day is why 1s Exelon applying for

an extension 18 years. ahléad of fimeé? Thank vou.

{{Applause. )

FACTLITATOR BARKLEY: Thénk>yOg! Lorraine.,
Mike?

MR. GALLAGHER: Good. afternoon. My name
is Mike @Gallagher and I'm the Vice President of
Licende Rehewal for Exelon. I have overall
responsibility for the Limerick Generating Station
license renewal application.

Exelon has a great deal of experience with
license renewal, as we have alréady -obtained the
renewed licenses for our Peach Bottom and our TMI
plants in Pennsylvania, our Oyster Creek plant irn Néw
Jersey, and our Dresden .and Quad Cities plants in
Illinois.

Just ‘bgiefly about myself. I've been
working in fhe nuclear power industry for 30 yeéars. I
was a licensed senior operator and plant manager at
Limerick and I worked at two othefr nucledr plants and
our corporate offices.

Mr. Maguiré, the site vice president for
Limerick spoke about reasons fer renewing the license
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for Limerick. I'd 1like to speak briefly about the
Process for prepdring this license renewal application
and. the amount of work and engineering analysis that

was put into prépa‘rir_xg ‘the ‘application.

Because the license Generating Station can
e operated safely and reliably, Exelon decided to
bursue ‘license. renewal for Limerick. Limerick is a
very cdlean energy. source Which. produtes no greenbouse
Has emissions. Limerick is alse good for the economy
in that it lowers markét priceés on électribity’for the

hitizens of Pennsylvania to the tune of $880 million

et year.

5

H

1-SR

So in 2009, we -announced our <dntention to
seek license renewal for Limerick. Ldter that vyear,
we started the work necdessary to prepare the
application. After over twWwé years of work, ;ri'é
submitted the application to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission on June 22, 2011. The application, as Lis‘é
had. mentioned, when you print it out it's about 2100
pages. And when you put it in the binders it's three
large binders. It's a huge amount of information.
But that ofily represents a small part of the work that
was done for the engineering analysis to prepare this
application.

The total amount ef engineering analysis,
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if we printed it all out would be about 290 binders of
information. We invested over 60,000 manhours of

engineering work. Once we ‘completed .our engineering

work to prepare thé,appliCatiOn, We Droughit 1h exXperts

from outside Exelon to review' the application to
ensure that it was comnpléte, theérough and accurate.
Our total cosi. to prepare the application and get this
application Teviewed by the NRC will, Pe. about $30

millioen.

There are two different parts of our
spplication, the safety review and the environmental

review. For the safety réview, we took an in-depth

equipmeht in the plant. ‘We. did that to détermine
vhether the necessary maintenance was beling performed
bh that eduipment. and to mdke slre that the eguiphent
7111 be able to operate when it's needed, not only for
today, Dbut also for an additional 20 vyeats of
bperation.

When you look back at Limerick, when it
lras  buidt, all the eguipment was new. It was
thoroughly tested +to mMmake sureé It wounld perform
sroperly, but like anything else equipment does age.

That doesn't méan it wonh't work, but it does age and

rertain activities need to be done to the eqguipment.

look at the history and the condition of the safety

5-2-08
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So we perform preventive maintenance. Sometimes we
refurbish the équipment. Some equipment is Eeplaced.

There may be modifications done to upgrade the
equipment in the plant and in fact, &s Bill Maguire
has stated, Limerick had spent over %200 million in

the last couple years adloné to ifMprdve and modé&rnize

the equipment and -enhance plant .operations and safety.

We also thén reviewed ¢Calculatidns that
were performed as part of the original design of the

plant that were doné Lo ensure that the plant ould

operate safely ‘for 40 years. We analyzed those

cdlculations and were able to confirfm that the plant
would be able to operate safely for 60 ‘years.
Overall, ouf conclision from bub engineéerinyg reviéw
was that Limerick could operate safely for up te &0

years.

5-2-0S
Contd_

We also took a look at the environmental
impdcts of c¢ontinuirng to operate Limeérick. We looked
at all the impacts of continued impact of the plant on
the environnment. Qur conclusidn is that impacts on
the environment are small and I use the term small in
the sense that is in the Tegulation. The regulation
defines small as environmental effects are not

cdetectable or are minor.

We also reviewed - the alternatives IiT

|B3AL ]
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Limerick would not have its license renewed‘ and
another source of €lectfic¢ generatiocn. Would need to be
installed eitfher here on site or someplace else to
generateé the replatement electricity. We conclided
that any other means .0f generating the replacement
electricity’ would have more of an irpact. on the
environment than continued operation of Limerick. For
instance, if Limerfick could be replaced by a wind
generation facility, the wind form would have to
occupy between 10 and 40 percent of all the land in
the state of Delaware and that would have a huge
impact on the land. 'If a solar facility could replace
Limerick, it would need to cover 32 to 50 percent of

the entire land ar€a of Montgomery County.

[

rS’-A‘L
Cont'd’

In conclusion, wé operate Limerick safely

and we can &éntinte to opératée it safely for af
additional 20 -years. Limerick will provide
appioximately 2340 megawatts of base-load generdtion
that's not only safe, but it's clean, reliable and
economical.

Continued operation -of Limerick will
benefit this community, ‘the Commoriwealth. of
Pennsylvania and our nation. Thanks for giving me the

time for this. Thank vyoeu.

5-4-SR -

{Applause.)
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FACILITATOR BERKLEY: Thank you, Mike.
Dr. Winter?

DR. WINTER: Good afternoon. ' Thanks for
letting me speak. We have heard a lot of pros and
cons, haven't we? And it's hard to make a decisien

thatss for sure. But lét me get: going here.

AE a physicial. practicing radiology Lor
over 50 ‘years, T .8till have stkonhg <oncerh about
cancer sensitlvities from harmful radiatien exposures,
naturally. ‘My médical colleagues share the same
concerns because we have seen our cancer rates
increase sinte the Limerick power plant startedy
especially thyroid cancer. It Jjumped to 78 percent
higher. here than the natiocnal average. And some oOf
the people I talked to, this is because people are
aging more now, getting older, so thére are Mmore
cancers. But that's not true because in other areas
similar to our area in Pottstown, theéy're ndt nearly
getting the thyroid cancers that we .are. This has

been well established by the statée.

“1-HH

You wonder why some of our medical and
cancer. fundrdisers haven'™t reacted with more
responsibility 4in order to stop this. They're making
a lot of money, but riot taking wuch effort to prevent
environmental damage.
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Yes, we are creating our own form :of

terkrorism. NOw that sounds kind :6f fuhny, doesn’'t it?
But allowing any harmful .environmental events to
octur, wWe 4dre dllowihg olUr own fotrm of tertdrism, just

like foreign people would come in here.

Haﬁing‘ atterided .4 Hireshima, Japan -atom
Womb clinic. right after World War II, naturally I had]
chahce 'to see the Wworst résults of harmful
yadiation. All those little kids I saw who only lived
for a few days, it left me with, a veéry sad mémory. -Off
ourse, what 1is happening here will be taking much)
Jjonger, but it sure is not good.

I don't know whether you've heard that]
géme scientists are alfeady ‘phedicting that -- I'm
gorry to tell you this, but nuclear energy has the
~apacity of destrqying'mahkihdw It may také abcut 100
tYears, but our whole world is exposed to the harmful

#ffects, maybe noét so mich here in the United States,

but the whole world can be affected.

Of course, what is ‘happening herée will be

taking much longer, but it 1s sure not good news.

'Besides harmful power plant eXposures, we-  have

environmental disasters and a concern about our nearby
earthquake: fault ahd others in the eastern U.S.,

especially one near New York City. And then there are

3-PA
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the radioactive: spent fuel deadly waste material

sitting  arbdund, sSupposedly protected. We, can't

[¢)

-4-08

control the use: of nuclear power in the rest of the

world; bPut can keep Arerica safer and <¢ledner heére.

So please, ask your politicians, reliable

boliticians to ¢losé the Limerick power plant. Let's

save'ﬁmerica'for our kids and descendants. I hope you
will take my «<orcerns seériously. And ‘thHank ¥you for
listening.

(Applause.)

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Okay, thank vou, Dr.
Wintér. [The néxt three pé&dple I'd like to call is Tom
Neafey of Limerick Township, followed by Dr. Anita
Baly; and thén Tim Fénchel of the Schuylkill Riveér
Heritage Foundation.

MR. NEAFCY; Good ‘afternoon, thank you.
My name is Tom Neafcy. 'I'm the Chairmam of Limerick
Township Bodrd of Superviscrs and I want to thank you

for this opportunity to speak at this forum today.

As the largest private employer in the
region, the Board 4is thankful for the 860 jobs that

Exelon  provides, the positive impact of theig

6-5-OR

operation, the vitality of our leocal community. The
community and 1éc3l ecdnomy are ernhanced by the needed

services provided by the township, which includes the
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reoadway network maintained by our Limerick Township
Public Works, public safeéety provided by the .Limerick

and Linfield Fire Companies, and our local emergency

- medical response, our public parks, o©Uf recréation

facilities. and also the police protection that's

prdVidedAby*Limerick‘s,2l sworn officers.
Because of Limerick Generating Station's
location ‘'within -our borders,the ILimerick Township

Police. Department 1s the oenly municipalr police

department in Pennsylvahia with the primary

jurisdiction over Tier 1 «critieal infrastructure.

7-1-5R
Cont'sd

. This Board prides 1itself on thé services provided

directly both to the residents and the. businesses of
this c¢ofmmunity and the township's ability to maintain
those current levels of service during these difficult
ecoriomic¢ downtufns. We are thankful fof the
generesity of the Limerick generating plant and Exelon

for being good corporate heifhbors and the assistance

- they provide teo the community. Without their

financial assistance that ‘ifpact to provide those

services to the community would fall sguarely on the

backs ©of the taxpayers. They assist. in our fire
companies. They have peen corporate sponsors of our
Limerick Community Days. And Wwg are confident that

Limerick generating facility and Exelon will continue
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‘that support in the future and be our good corporate

neighboer..
We also are in support of the: relicensing

of the Limerick nuclear plant. Thank you.

7-1-SR
Contd

{(Applause.)
FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Dr. Baly?

DR. BALY: Good afternoon. I'm Anita

Baly. T'm & retired Lutheran pastor and'my COREérn
today is with the speed at which this applicatien
pifdcess 1is going. I mean it seems to me that to
predict what. environmental factors will be 4in place 13
Vears Hence and. 18 years henceg posits a kind of
lomniscience and prescience that we should attribute to
Almiighty God, kbut <certainly not to anhy of us humén

beings.

T would favor a slowér process. As we

BTIR ]

look around, we see :‘that the population in this -area
1§ getting denser all the time. The roads are hoét

being improved. And that leaves me with concerns

about how we ‘would effect an -evacuation were one

needed. I suspect. strongly that we couldn't perform a

good evacuation. today. And I also suspect that the

population will be increasing and the roads

detericrating.’ In fact, just this. mOrning\ in the

Pottstown Mercury, they were reporting on the hearing

8-2-08
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that was held eon Route 422 which #4s our maim road
Eround here. AhdeéEEY‘Seymour i8 Guoted;, he's the
Fxecutive Director of the Delaware River Valley

Régional Planning Commissiony, and he told last week's

. 50 percent incdrease in ‘the region and 1'f 'we don't

lincrease capacity on 422, we will have virtual

ridlock all thé way to the Berks County lihe.

|[8Z-05
HContd

forum audience that populat¥on projections anticipate

Maybe we'll improve that. situation, but
it's way too early to know 1if that will happén. And
so my plea and my concern 4s can we slow this down se
that w& know; in facdt, what the -envirdnmehtal impacts
are goilng to be <loser to a time that the decision is
made. Thank you.

{Applause. )}

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Thank you. Tim?

‘MR. FENCHEL: Good afternoon. My name is
Tim Fenchel and I'm on the staff of the Schuylkill
River National and State Heritage Area. We are one of
49 congressionally-deésignated Hsritage Areas 1In the
country and our mission 1s to use recreation,
conservatidn, education, cultural and historic
preservation and tourism as tools for community
revitalization &ahd économic developient with the
Schuylkill River Valley.
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The Heritage Area has had the opportunity
for .almost seVen yeafs now to partner wWith EBkelon
Nuclear and the Limerick Generating Station on several
local and rfedional projects and prodrams. Thése
programg have proven to have a positive impact on our
local communities, residents, and ndtlral résoufcés.
And I would like to take ‘a few moments to highlight
those nhow.
In 2005, Exelon HNuclear approached wus
about the possibility of partnering togeths¥ on a
grant program that would work to restore our area's
ctfiticdl. hatural resource, the Scbuylkill River. The
river has been detrimentally impacted 5y hundreds of
years of abUSétahd neglect, primarily as a result of
our mation's history related to the Industrial
Revolutidn. But evéh more recéntly, due td
deforestation, farming practices, and continued open
space development.
Beginning in 2006, after the wcreavion of
grant program guidélinés, an advisory cofmittes .and a
necessary accounting and reporting structures, Exelon
began. making annual conttibutions té ‘the Schuylkill
River Restoration Fund. The Schuylkill River Heritage
Atea acts as the administrater and the mandger ©f this
grant program, redistributing Exelon’s contributions
NEAL R: GROSS
COURT REPORTERS/AND TRANSCRIBERS
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to local: and regional watershed groups, conservation
organizations, ahd lodal Jgoverriment agencied for
projects addressing the quality and quantity of
Schuylkill River water. Bréjects focusing on
agricultural remediation, abandoned mine drainage, and
stormwater LUNOEL are supported thfeugh this pragraf.

To ‘date, Exelon has contributed over $1.2
rMillion to thé réstofdtion fund for wateérshed-wide
projects. Twenty-two grants have been awarded and 11
piojects have. Peen Jompléted. ‘These projects have
made an dmpact on the water quality and quantity of
the Schu¥ylkill River which 1s a source of drinking
water for over 1.75 million people 4in southeastern
Pennsylvania.

Exedon's estaplishment and contribution to
the restoration fund has been a meodel program and is
now a uniquely valued public/private partnership as
several new partheéfs. have joined efforts ana ‘nédde
their own contributions to the fund. Both the
Philadelphia Water Department ard ‘the Partnership for
the Delaware Estuary have brought funding to the
program and sUpported reglonal watershed projects.
The contributions made by Exelon ‘have been the
catalyst to leverage¢ additional funds well -oVer
$600,000 for area restoration.
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The goal of the Restoration Fund Advisory

Committee is to be able to sdpport & sustiinable. lével

of half a million dollars annually for the fund and in

turn; conservation projects that will cdontinue to
ensure the future health of the Schuylkill River.

In additicn to gur Q0fk10n the résteration

fund, we have assisted Exelon Nuclear, FEast Coventry

.Toewnship, and Chester County 1id & pldnning effert to

begin the process of restoration and preservation of
thé histori¢ Fricks Locks Village. Earlier this véar,
Exelon Nuclear, the current owners of the village,
signed an agreefment with East Coventry Township to
stabilize, rehabilitate, and protect several of
Chéster County's oldest buildiﬁgs. Exelon has agneéd
to spend $2.5 million to restore the exterior of
séveral Puildings as stab;lizéd fliins. A féncde will
be built around the grounds and the corpeoration is
dénating four houses to the township Wworth &an
estimated 31 million.

In addition, the corporation hzs agreed to
continue to do routine maintenance on the wvillage and
work with the local historical Sbéiety to host guided,
historic énd educational tours for the public.

From our peérspective, much of the success
of this partnership can be assigned to the hard work,
NEAL R: GROSS
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dedication and personal cemmitment of Exelon staff and

management. Based onh the very po$itive community

programs and involvement we have experienced and
Wwitnessed first hand as a reégional orgahization, we
would like ‘to communicéte our suppert for the
relicensing and d&ontinueéd operation of [Limerick

Generating Station. Thank vou.

9-1-9R

(Applause.)

EACILITATOR BARKLEY: Okay, thank vyou.
The 'mext three peoplé I would like to cally Bill
Vogel, followed by Eileen Dautrich, is that how you
say that?

M8. DAUTRICH: Dautrich.

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Dautrich. Okay.
And then Bill Albany.

MR. VOGEL: Hi, 1y hame is Bill Vogel. T

live in Phoenixville. Units 1 and 2 had an initial

life expectancy of 40 years. They are now asking to

lincrease that 20 vyears, a full one third increase.

Bverything has a life expectdncy, machinery, as well

as people. Demographically, my life expectancy is 74.

10-1-LR

If T was to get a one third extension, 1like the
Limerick plant wants, that would take me to 111. What
do you thihk is ¢oing to happen to me betwWeen age 74,

my life span, my nameplate capacity, and the year when

3 . ML
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I reach 1117 Tt's going to go down hill. That's
lifecycle. Machinery Hhas them. You don't need an
engineer to tell you that. Just. like human beings

have them. We become less effeéctive, less efficient,
less ‘competent.

The significdnt diffefence is my fallure
will be containable. Limerick’'s most likely will not.
‘If I drive over you with my Car because T no longer
see as well or have the reflexes I once had, that's a

tragedy for you, your family, for me and my family;

10-1-LR
Contd

The sphere of the tragedy i1s containmable. If Limerick

Unit 1 or 2 fails, all hell bBreaks loose, no
disrespect. That's what a nuclear failure 1is, hell.
It affects éverybody in this rodm, everybody 1ih the
community, everybody in the tri-state area, not for a

weeék, but for decades. It's veéry, Very last thing we

- want to happen.

And ‘I thinX #We're putting ourselves in

harm's way by taking something that had a lifespan of

. 40 years and adding another 20 to it. It doesn't mike

sense. The only way to rationalize it is through our

petsonal fear of being inconvenienced Pbecause we lose

a very, very good .source of power. It's done a great

job for us. But like me, you get to 4 pdint where

yeur ability to provide a great job is at arn end and

10-2-
OR
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things start deteriorating. Let's not put ourselves
in thdt position. Let's mdke dn intelligent decision

now and allow these two units to expire at their

nameéplate time., Thank you.

10:2-OR
Contd

{Applause.)

FACILITATCR BRRKLEY Y Thank you, Bill.
Eileen.

MS. DAUTRICH: Good afternoon. My name is

Bileen Dautrich. I'm president of the Tri-County Area

Chamber of Commerce. I'm happy to be here. today to
provide examples of how Limerick Generating Statien is
a valued cemmunity and business partrer and echo the
statements already shared by several others.

They're oneé of the *tri-county ared’s
largest employer, providing professional employment
oppotrtunities for local résidents. . Those local
residents emploved by lLimerick Generating Station are

supporting the entiré tri-county bufiness community.

local small busiriesses. The annual outage: is a
+ remendous benefit to the local economy and our local
[businesses. Limerick encourages their .outage
employees to visit and purchase from tri-county area,

local businésses, and small businésses.

They're purchasing personal goods and services from

In addition to the jobs they previde local
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residents, they're making a significant investment. in
our local communities. Municipalities and ‘ftesidénts

benefit from assistance received from Limerick fo

start, mMaifntain, expand parks; recreation, and guality

of life ‘opportunities.

Their corporate culture of giving back to
the community 4is practiced by their hundreds of
employees. Nenprofit. dJrgariizations are supperted by
Limerick Generating Station and the efforts of their
employees. Financial donations, as well as volunteeéer
hours and time are donated, enabling our local
nonprofits toc provide 'the much needed Services ‘that
impact those in need ‘throughout the tri-county area.

The Limerick Geherating Station is
confident in the <clean and safe environment they
maintain in oSur community. The community has been
invited to experience the generating station
firsthand. The chamber hosted a ménbership bfeakfast
and the site vice president, Bill Maguire provided the
keynote presentation. He summarized saféty measures
and advancements at Limerick and answered. questions
pertaining to thé Limerick plant and its saféty .in. the

wake of the tsunami in Japan.

1-1-SR
ont'd

In addition! after our breakfast, Chamber
members were encouraged to attend the informational
NEAL R: GROSS
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see policies and procedures that people talk about and
they'fe put up oh 4 sh&lf and they'rée followed dt best
haphazardly with a wink and a nod and deviation from
the policy i5 rot ;addressed.

Cne of the things that I'™m continuously
imprgsséd at LGS wheh I vigit is their sound adhérfernce
to policy and procedure. They don't deviate from it.
I%ve Déen to numerous drills at thé 'plant, 'numerous
exercises at the plant, some of which were run by the
NRC and I've never s¢en them fail. They always come
out on top. In fact, in 2009, Limerick was selected
as a site for thé first comprehensiveé pilot éxercise
invelving federal, state, and loecal law -enforcement
SWAT teams to actually go into the power block and
conduct tactical operations in there, anq that drill
was used as @ boiler plate to develop policies and
procedures for implementation. “in power plants

throughout theé edbuntry.

One of the -- I'm sorry, I don't believe
that continued operdtions of the power 'plant Wolld
have any detrimental effect on public safety in the

southeast redion. Thank you.

{Applause.)
FACILITATOR BARKLEY:«: Ckay, thank vyou.
I'd like to call the final three speakers who have
NEAL R GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
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signed up, John McGowan, Ted Del Gaizeo, and Timothy

Prillips. John?

MR. McGOWAN: Thank you very much. My
name is John McGowan and I am a life-long resident of
the Delaware Valley. I have lived half of my -— or I
should say the Limgrick Nuclear Power Station hHas beéen
operating for half of my life. I own ‘three
manufactiring companies: in the Malvern areé and énmploy
a number of people in those facilities who rely
tréméndously on the ‘Limerick Power Geherating Station
to supply safe, reliiable electrical power to keep us

opérating.

Today, I would like to say that in all of
thé years that 1've lived in this area, I've never
worried at all about the safety of the nuclear power
plant. I see it évery day. And it bothers me not 'in
the least. I have never seen any credible evidence to
suggest that there afe gafety probleéms with this
plant. In terms of reliability, it is the same. It
is running 24/7, 365 days a year and it Has Deen doing
so for a quarter of a century and I hope it continues
to do so 'f6r many more years to come-

As far as its environmental impact, I
think it's pretty widely known that nuclear power is

one of the cleanest environmental energies that we

liSﬁ-SRj

NEAL R GROSS
COURT REPORTERSAND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 © WASHINGTON; D.C: .20005-3701 W nealrgioss,com




1o

5]

12

13

14:

1g

e

17

o]
&5

-77-

73.

possess today throughout. the world and to dismiss it
ig I think a foolish notion.

The impact of fthe Limerick plant in our
regicfr has been extraordinarily ;positiye. Tt
provides, as we all know and have heard today, lots of
jobs, lots of. good jobs, tax révenues for, schools,
local governments and for those who live in the area
to érjoy the fruits of publiec sefviges and it "alsy
prevides a lot of <charitable deonations to the
comiunity which 'is very important.

I think that. to not keep this plant
running and. ndt .consider a renewal of its license for
an extended period would be a tragic mistake for all
of us and I would like to end this by saying that the
only meltdown that would concern me is the economic
ohe that certainly would happeri to thig area should

this plant not continue to operate.

13-1-SE
Contid

(Applause. )

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Ted, go ahead.

MR. DEL GAIZO: Hi, 'my'>name is Ted Del
Gaizo. I'm a registered. professional engineer im the
Cémmonwealth of Pehnsylvania. I'm also présiderit and
CEO of a small business engineering firm in nearby
Exton, Pennsylvania.

My experience in nuclear power goes back
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o the 1960s where I spent 14 years in Navy submarines
and I pérsonally operated, maintained; and refueled

nuclear power plants during that period.

But I''m hére tdéday as a private citizen,
as a resident of the area and as a member of the
Peénnsylvania Ernergy Alliancé€ to go on. record and say I
strongly favor license —renewal for the Limerick
Generating Station. I Ssay that because 1n my Petsondl
experience: I know in spite of some of the things
you've probably heard here today, nuclear power is
safe, reliable, secure and clean. But in addition te
that, I would like to go on record, T would like my
neighbors te know we are. lucky to have the Limerick
Generating Station 'in this area. In the industry, it
has a top reputation. It is one of the finest nuclear
power plants In America. And Exelon, if not the best,
is certainly one of the finest nuclear oper@tons in
the warld.

i have nothing but confidence that Exelon
will work together with the NRC, will fun through the
process and we will come up with the right conclusion
here which is liceénse renhewdl should be granted to the
Limerick Generating Statieon. I think we need to keep

Limerick operating as long -as we can.

In addition, in spite of some other things
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openness in the thinking process that goes into place

for renéwal of any nuclear powelr plant.

And so. frem my perspective as a eitizen,
as a business person who has worked in this community,
I understand the wvalue this is to the region. And for
me,, I applaud thHe NRC for -what they're dding herfé. 1
applaud Exelon for the great work that they're doing

there and 1 encourage thé renewal prodess to take

place. Thank you.

(Applause. )

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Thank vou. With
that; I have all 15 pedple who Rad signhed up fof this
meeting, have been called. Is there anyone else who
would like to make a short follow-Up Femark ob would
like to still speak at this point?

Ckay, if nbtr 1'd 1liké to make two pdints
before we wrap up. Cne, the NRC does have public
meeting Tféedback fokms which give us feedback on how
you think this meeting was conducted, so I would
greatly appreciate you filling dut one of those forms
for us so that we <can learn how fo dimprove. There is
anotheér séssion of thi¥ meeting at 7 o'clock tonight.

You're welcome to speak again tomight.

And sécondly, what I'd like to say is I

facilitate a lot of meetings th?oughout the Northeast
V NEAL R: GROSS
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meeting via conference bridge. And due to the
arrangements o©&f the audi¢ 1in this poom it Wwasn't
possible to do it any other way than a cell phone. So
we're going to go to him and ask him 10 méke a
statement for the period and move from there. So our
first speaker will be Mr. Thomas Saporitc whe is a
senior consulting associate and he actually lives in
Florida. S6 as sooh as we £an woérk having hini on the
microphone we will have him make his statement. Are
we free to give it a Lry?

M5. REGNER: Go ahead. Yes. Ge ahead,
Mr. Saporitoe.

MR. SAPORITO: Is it my turn to speak?

MS. REGNER: Yes.

MR. SAPORITO: Okay- Can you hear me

okay?
FACILITATOR BARKIEY: As best we can, yes.
MS. REGNER: Yes; gc ahead.
MR. SAPORITO:  All right. My mname is
Thomas Saporito. I'Mm the senior cohsultant with

Saprodani Associates and I'm .located in Jupiter,

Florids. I would like fo Ccomment .on the NRC's
environmental review but before I do that I want to
state that, you knew, I'm very upset at the NRC's

refusal to honor my enforcement petition filed wunder

—

6-1-05
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10 CFR 2.206 -with respect to the Limerick nuclear
plant. The NRC denieéd that petitien on thé basis that
I would have an opportunity to Intervene on this
proceeding A through the NRE's Judicial process.
However, ‘thatfs not available to me. I made that

guite clear in the 2206 petition. Now, I don't ‘have

standing as a United States citizen because of my

physical location i Jupiter to intervene in. a
proceeding in Pennsylvania where this plant. is
lodcatéd. The NRC stdff is incorréct in their opinion
and they have a legal obligation to honor that
enfortfemgnt petition and to provide an opporturity for
me to address the Petition Review Board. So I want to
put that on the fécord and I'm asking the NRE td look

into that issue.

16-1-08
Contd

With respect, to this envirefimental
petition the felloew who gpoke earlier from the NRC, I
don't recall his hnane. It was very hard for me to

hear through this communication his name. But anyway,

one of his comments Wwas exceptionally incorrect and he
misinformed the public. And I'd like to correct. that
statement. He .stated that the NRC iIs exténding the
original operating license which was granted by the
NRC for a 40-year period of time that that initial 40-

year license was not based on safety considerations or

16-2-LR
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:echnical .considerations. But that's absolutely not
rue and there was Fécently a year-long investigative
report. done by the Associated Press whe interviewed
e’xp,é‘rt nucléar perSohrﬁe‘l, engiriegrs, safeéty &ngineers
v the nuclear industry who told them that the 40=-year
L ic¢enses issued gy the NRC for 104 nuclear plants 'in
Fhe United States was based on safety and technical --
safety techhlcdl analysis. So these p::dceﬁedi“ngs,,
Fhese license extension proceedings like: the one: we're

currently at are a rubber-stamping of. these 20-year

16-2-LR
Cont'd

.icense -extensions. This is in fact a foot race

betweéen the 'Nuclear Regulatory Commission. and the
United States Congress where Congress wants to stop
this proces$s; put a moratorium on the re~licensing
until the Fukushima disasters can be fully understood

and thé enHRahcément énacted in August fof oUr powei

blants here. This particular nuelear plant, these

ey

[8-3- =

blants, you know, their liténse is already good. till
D 024.. Why are we here now 12 vyears szhead of time
Frying to extend this license? And the only réason is
because it's a foot race the NRC's +in with Congress
End  nothing mote. This: has nothing to do with
brotecting public health and safety, it's the NRC's

beal  td <continue  to  rubber-stamp these license

L3xtensiw:ms» without allowing citizens due process like

16’-4—LR|
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I already talked .about and without doing a cost-

inténsg and thorough enyironmental review.

16-4-L R
Cont'd

And- with respeck to the NRC's
environmental Féview the NRC in my wview failed to
properly .«consider the embrittlement of this nuclear
lreactor wvessel. When theé,e nucleatr reactors are
bperating the neutrons cause the metal in the reactor
vessel to becdéme Brittle over tine. And after
humerous years of operation these —reactor vessels
could crack becausé they're so brittle. But the NRC
foesn't properly evaluate that and’ the NRC doesn't
require ‘the licénsee to do destricdtive testing and
Enalvsis of the reactor's metal vessel prior te
rubber-stamping a Z0-year exténsion to these licenses.
Twenty years from now, oh actually 20 years from 2024
jvhich will bA'e‘ 2044 this reactor 1s golhg to be even
ore critically brittle and the MNRC's not going to
inderstand the dyndmics of that and the reactor ceould
crack and it's going to melt down because you can't
recover from a loss ©®f coolant accident of that

agnitude. So that's one point.

16-5-08

The ofhér point 1§ the NRC's Commission
bver there in Rockville, 4in the White Flint Building,

they recently adopted a new policy with respect to

evacuations. They want these licensees to update

16-6-09
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their evacuation plans. Now, I would hope that the
NRC. staff has made that requiremént to the Limerick
licensee so that the people near and around within 15
miles of the nucléaft p‘la_n?t can pr’c’)p‘e‘r;ly .and timel'y
evacuate the area. BAgain, the _A‘ssoci-ated Press's
irvestigdtion, veéar-long investigation shows that thg
populations around these nuclear plants Iincreased
tenfold oOVer theé Yyedrs iand that the roads and thg
congestion, you can't timely evacuate these areas.

And. thie: NRC keeps pushing these eévacuation plans onto

the licensee ©but. the NRC doesn't enforce its

regulation or. properly réview if these plans are even

effective.

16-6-08]
ontd.

o)

The NRC is required under. the law in this
review, the environmental review to ceonsider renewable
energy so”Ur.c‘es‘_, altérnatives. And that méans need.
Is there really a need for these two nuclear plants to
operate and ‘the anhsWwer' is no. Simply stated if all
the customers who geceive power from these nuclear
plants were to ‘simp'ly rermove their hot watér heaters
and replace them with on-demand electric water heaters
you would reduce the electric baseé load demand by 50
to 70 percent. You wouldn't need either one of those
rutlear poweér plants téa cperate. If you take that

further and introduce other energy conservation you

16-7-AL
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would actually have the licensee shut down more of

their other poWel plants because of you would néed &,

demand. If you take wind energy which is plentiful up
there in Pennsylvania and evén the new s¢0lar panel
which can operate when the sun isn“t shining on a
cloudy day you could replace even more operdting pdwer
plants. So these remewable energy sources even with
bespect to wifid enerdy since 'you have a <fommon grid
throughout: the United States you can have wind farms
generate power to A commeh grid peint and supplying
the power that these nuclear plants are now providing.
The NRC's required uhder the law t9 considér these
alternatives to extending this license. And I would
hépe that thé NRC's fiwal evaluation and review shows
a complete and thorough analysis of all these
renewable energy solrces including installing on-
demand hot: water  electric heater and doing an analysis
of how many mégawatts you're doing to take off the
grid and based on those evaluations make a licensing
determination whether or rnot this license should be
extended. Because 20 vyears from now all these
renewable rescurées afé going to Be all that much heore
advanced and capable of supplying all that much more
power than they're Currently supplying. 88 those aré

my comments and I would hope that the NRC takes them

16-7-AL
Cont'd
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seriously and applies them to this license renewal.
And T hoge. everybody heard me.

{Applause)

MS. REGNER: Cai you hedf ‘that? They'fg
clapping.

FACILTTATOR BARKLEY: Okay, &t this podint
I°'11 call ‘pack Mr. Saporito later and thank him for
his remsrks &hd for Deind succinct in his remafks.
It's awfully awkward to provide comments wvia this
avenue..

The first three people I would like to
cdll are .actually individuals who did not speak this
afternoon so I'd like teo start with them. Firstly,
Jeff Chumnuk, then Daniel Ludewig, and then fimally
Catherine Allison. 8o Jeff, if you could lead off.

MR. CHUMNUK: Hi, my name is Jeff Chumnuk
and. I'm a member of Beorough Council with Pottstown
Boroligh. And my comnefits tonight are more I guess

from my perspective as a newly elected official with

the genefating station. About a year ago I had the
opportunity te go down to the generating station and
megt with Joe Saffron and the first part of my feeting
had to do with looking .for -some support for the

Pottstown Soapbox Derby. Through some conVérsation

while we were standing outside you know Joe

17-1-8R
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enlightened me a little bit on what Exelon and the
genepating station do for the surrounding communities,
whether it's supporting our firefighters, police
departments and othér civic organizatidns. ‘You know,.
from a Pottstown perspective they help us with our
yearry b@rough cleanup; our Salvation Ariy and now the
Soapbox Derby. Thank you.

And We Were standing cutside thdt day, it
was pretty nice out, and our conversation led to the
power plant itself. We were standing there looking
around, it's a pretty impressive sight. 5o I  asked
him a&bout, you know, possibly having a tour for
municipal officials. He said he would look inte it
and see what hé cduld do. A couple of menths later he
got a group of about 20 of us and gave us a tour of
thé plant oneé évening. And I hévé.ta say that from
the time we walked through the front gates and past
the secufity as our tour progréssed, you know,
throughout the plant safety was paramount. Whether
you were having explained what the different Cblgrs
are on the different panels and what they mean to
different failsafes; why you walk <ertain areas
certain ways and what lines you had to stand behind,
you know, éaféty Wwas paramount with them. You know,

frem the environment, I'm looking around and this

17-1-SR
[Conit'd
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place 1s spotless. And I asked why and it's because

they can' afford to have dirt or lint or fuzZ balls
around because of static electricity because it could

Create issUes. .So from that dspecdt I thought it was &

goad tour and it made me feel good about the safety

aspects there.

To finish our tour we ended up in the
¢ontrol room upstairs. And I'd say maykie a dézen or
sc individuals up there monitoring you knew everything

going on within the plant and around the plant. And

again, explaining the failsafes and why they're

double~, triple-checkéd to elimihateé human errof. It
was just very impressive and as an elected official to
go down .and take & tour of the plant and understand
how it operates. I know when I left I personally know
how to issue a coénceérfn wWith the generating station. T
know I felt a lot better and .a leot safer going home
that .night. Ahd it Wwas also good vté« realizé, you

know, as one of our region's largest employers now

that they dre willing to give back tdé the Sommunity

and. keep safety first. So thank you, I just wanted to

make those comments.

17-1-SR

Contd

(Applause)
FACILITATOR 'BARKLEY: Thank you, Jeff.
Daniel?
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MR. LUDEWIG: I'm Damn Ludewig. Just two

fuestions. Ohe would beée what dre we going to do with

the 20 yea»rs‘ of spent rods and how are you goling to

18-1-RW

Toke care of those. And secordly, 1f we don't get the

license which I doubt but what would --.how would we

get electric if the license were canceled? I don't

18-2-09]

know who answers this.

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: I'll ask Lisa to
speak.

MS. REGNER: Ye's, the spent fuel rods.
Limerick is licemsed for am individual spent. fuel pool
facility. They offlbad the spent fuel. Once they've
cooled to a certain level they will put those into dry
cask storage and &tofe those onsite. In. the
envirenmental review that's looked at generically.
Limetick doés have storage fot the spent fuel rods.
That's an ongoing, it's onsite. and part of their
reactor oSversight process as well. So the residents
that werk at the plant moenitor the safe operation of
those facilities.

The second question, where would the power

come from 1f Limerick were shut down? ‘There are

alternate power facilities in the area. Dave, you

want to give that a try?
MR. ‘WRCNA: I'm David Wrona, a Jbranch
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Can everyone hear me in the back row? I am Catherine
Allison and I was born ahd raised in thig area so as
far as the NRC wanting to know how this impacts the
Area I know it very well. Tvwe dlso traveled the
world so, Europe, et cetera. So did anyone rot be
able to hear me, just raise your hand. You'ré good?
Okavy.

One thing I wantéd to say is the HNRC
tonight is doing a sceping basically for environmental
purposes for the re-licensing. What I wanted to say
is for years everyene, I'm being general here, but
most pecple have been talking about the effects of
like, vyou know, cancer, you know, the impact on the
cléan air, cleanl water which things wé& are 4ll
concerned about and a lot of wus Jjust didn't do

ahything about it even though we were very concerned.

Now lately wikth the -- runfortunately 'it's
a reality ndow that We hdveé hurricanés, more toffiadoes,
tsunamis throughout the world. #And I hate to say it
but it is a reality now that we have terrorist attacks
and. Limerick is definitely .one. 1 don't want to be
blowing this ot of proportion but it's just something
that I know that we've all beem concerned about, not
wanting to say’ ves, Limerick, and &dl1 the people that

built the power plant and the company say oh, there's

19

PA |
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he impact to the air and the water pollution and so
itorth. So we've kind of just blinded our; you know,
selves to that and let's believe then, okay, let's
take a minute. Let's really believe that thetée is ho
impact. in our clean air, clean water and those type of
things and cancer, et cetéra. Let's just go idnto the
ew reality which 1is ‘terrorist attacks which would
Fappen. Let's just say for example 'thére was. Humidn
reor there with the spent fuel rods and something

happéned, or a radiation léak. T just dreve tonight

19-1-PA
Cont'd

from King of Prussia. Talk about evacuation when

thése natural disasters and re€alities hit ds. Ong
bccident, two hour backup, almost. ne -exaggeration, one
thousand cars. There will be no €vacuatién. T don't
ant to be like scare tactics here but like I said,
the weather and so forth, natiral disasters has really
been hitting the whole United States and the world
lately so it's a reality.

There was flooding after the hurricane
that we just had. Five days ldter theére was rpodds
i>losed in Pottstown, in North Coventry, East Coventry.
There. weré, when I tried to Jget homé from work right
b Route 724, no exaggeration again from all the back

roads about 500 cars. There will be no evacuation and

I certainly hope that people understand I'm not trving

19-2-08

NEAL R: GROSS '
COURT REPORTERSAND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE:, N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C: 20005-3701 - ‘ww nealrgioss.com



http:WwW:n~alrgfoss.com
http:disaste.ts

[61]

19
11
19
13
14

19

17
14
19
29
21
22
23
24

25

-92-

40

to be scare tactics. I see this. I'm sure a lot. of
yOU have seén this and. been in these situations. All .
19:2-05

with a little bit of flooding. What. this does to the

roads. Again, there will be ho eVacudtion.

Corntd

So from day one I think power plants never
should Have beéen built but now that they are here why

lvould we ever want to re-license. And as our

19&0R|

géntléman caller just said, I believe his name was

Thomas, he was very eloguent. He. was stating the fact
why aré we re-licensing théen, what, 12 years ahead of
time. To me that is absurd. Like maybe a year before
or ‘they have to do some studies, twd years before.
Why do they want us, énd I love Thomas's words,
rubber-stamp sOmethihq?’ Twelve years beforéhand to go
into what, 2024 ﬁor Unit 1 was it. and 2029 for Unit 22
Why do they’ need to-‘push this liééhSing renewal?
You've: got to stop énd think. ©People, go home, think
about that. I'm not &an expert 1liké eévidently our

caller Thomas was but again, I'm concerned about, human

life. This is what I hdve at the top here. We are

[19-4-LR |

talking about human life. What's more important, not
111 this electricity that we need for all our cell
bhones and everything. In a way we are responsibile
for the fact that PECO and all these. other Exelon

ompanies are building power plants. I myself you

19-5-08
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know am guilty o% a Lot ©OI this but [etTs just maybe
for a solution Wesides the ‘wind and solar pdéwer and
everything stop using all this new technology. Yes,
yoir heed it for some jobs and businesses, 1r's -gdod
for certain things, but let's neot overindulge where we

néed so much electricity that 'we are willing to risk

our lives. Cancer, polluted water. There's no
drinking watér anymore. VP'e",o'p‘le', have to pay to buy
water that comes from natural springs. But you're

using plastic Bottles, yodu can'’t eveh trust that.

But -this whole world 'has kind of Jjust
changed :from yéu kndw nature. Lett!'s get Back to
nature, let the =-- -instead of having all the young
teénagers on their cell phones texting; using more
electricity, that again it's going to cause cancer for
thém. Everybdody has to stop and think why do we need
the power plants? We really don't and again, Thomas,
our wonderfiul caller mehtioned some alternatives like
the solar power, wind, but I'm Jjust saying we are
using s6 much electricity and stuplid Iittle video
games on the computers. People get on the computers
for hours et a tife doing nonsense. That's taking up

electricity where again why do. you need all this

19-5-08

Contd

electricity? It could be causing cancer 1in your

children. I am not that old but I'm not that youngl{g:g:HH I
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but I hate to tell you I have so many friends and
coworkers and people that -are orly 35; 403 50 years

old, cancer. -And why? We have to sstop and think. Go

home;, don't just always, ydbu know, just go watch TV

and ‘get. on your computer. Stop and think what we're
doing td ourselves, our bodies; our <children, our
grandchildren.

This is agdain, this licénsing Trenewal is
coming down to human lives, the quality of our lives.
Adain, why all this <ander? Microwaves  and
electricity. Se I won't go on and on, but I Just
think us as a gr’oup can't just all be just ,Complainir’ag
about the power companies, we are‘ the. -ones using the

eléctricity. That's all I'm saying. ‘Maybe Wwe should

19-6:HH
Contd

cut back and we won't need power plants. Thank you.

{Applause) |

FAGILITATOR BARKLEY : Thank you,
Catherine. The next three peoplée I'd like to call
would be Jeffrey Norton of the P. Energy Alliance,
then Bill Maguire &nd then finally Lofraine Ruppe.
Mr. Norton?

MR. NORTON: Good -evéning. My name is
Jefirey Norton and I'm here to represent the
Pennsylvania Enerdy Alliance which is an i‘ndepénd‘ent
grassroots diverse organization made up of community
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leaders and organizations who promote nuclear power as

a cledan; safe, relizble and afforddble source of

power. I'm going to be making essentially five points
id suppcit of licermse renewal for Limérick Géneratihg
Stations .and they are that, nunber one, nuclear .energy
lowers eélectridity pricés, it proteCts‘our»éﬁVirohﬁént
against greenhouse gases, it strengthens our lIocal
éconofiies and it is safe.

With regard to my first poeint in lowering
eléctfiéity'pficés the Limerick Genérating Station has
reduced wholesale energy costs in Pennsylvania by S880
illion in. 2010 thusé lowering electricity prices for
all consumers. It operates around the. clock thereby
gtabiliZing the nation's elecdtricity -distribution
system and the electricity marketplace. The average
e}ectfiéity productién costs at nuclear plants have
actually declined more than 30 percent in the past 10
vears due to Various efficiencies. Nuclear power is
cheaper to produce than other forms of ‘electricity
generation. such as c¢obal and natural gas, and helps

moderate the. price of electricity for consumers.

Station and nuclear plants strengthen our local
econémies and it 14 :a Valudble economic driver for the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Limerick Generating

20-1-SR
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|Station contributes $143 millien annually im direct

Jécornomic c¢ontributions to ‘thé Pénnsylvania economy

threugh various employee wages .and salaries, purchase
of goods and sekvices from.  other P'enhs,ylv.a,nia'
businesses and in property tax payments to the local
governments. Limérfrick Geherating Station alsoe

contributes generously as we've also heard and in fact

in 2010 contribdted $600,000 to various community

organizations. Limerick has over 800 full-tine
employees -and employs more than 1,000 skilled
temporary contract employees during annual refueling
outages. A significant pergentage of thé current
nuclear plant workferce will reach retirement age in
the next 10 years creating a demand for high-paying
jobs in  the nuclear industry. “Yes, Limerick
Generating Station 1is ohe of Pénnsylvania's fost
valuable  econemic  and enerqgy assets and the
comimonwealth should embrace it.

My third point is that nuclear energy

protects our envirgnmeht from greenhiduse gases and

|reduces the need to generate electricity from fossil

fuels. If Limerick Gererating Station were retired
from service replacing the electricity would require
inckeased natiufal gas-fired or coal~fired genération.

Nuclear energy is the nation's largest source of

20-1-SR
Cont'd
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carbon-free electricity and is critical to our

natien®s environmental, security Aand energy goals.

My next point is that nuclear energy is
safe. It"s always on, iths sStabley, it's d reliable
source of electricity and the station here at Limerick
has been built with multiple redunddnt safety layérsﬂ

And the workforce is committed to: best practices and
continhudus, imprévement. It is glso important for our
nation“s quest- to be energy+-independent. According to
the Buréau'pf Labor Statistics it's safer to. work ‘at é
nuclear plant than in industries such as
manufacturing, real estdte and finance. And_aCCOEdihg
to the Department of Energy a person receives more
radiation eéxposure flying from Baltimore 'to Los
Angeles than by standing near a nuclear plant 24 hours
for a year.

On a personal note I've been inside
Limerick Generating Station seéeverdal times. I've also
lived within 30 miles with my four boys and wife next
to the Limerick Generating Statidn and also Thréee Mile
Island. I feel safe, secure and comfortable. That is
why I'm in support of the re-licensing of the Limerick

Generating Station. Thank you wvery much.

20-1-SR
Cont;'d

(Applause)
FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Thank you. Mr.

NEAL R: GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE:, N.W.
(202) 23474433 WASHINGTON; D:C: 20005-3701 Wi nealrgfoss.com




L4

(92

152

11
12
13
14
13
14
17
194
19
24
2

24

-08-

54
three people I'll call are Donna Cuthbert, followed by
Mikeé Gallagher and theh followed By Dr. Fied Winter.
Okay, Donna.

MS. CUTHBERT: You Know, after heéearinhg
some of these gentlemen speak ftonight- T feel like I'm
livinq in fantasy land. For somebody to det up here
and actually say that there%s no adverse impacts from
Limerick nuclear power plant 1s insanity. It is
unbelievablen I have -spent the last 11 vyears

reviewing permits from Limerick mnuclear power plant.

They are a mator air polluter under the Clean Alr -Act
and to say they’re not déing it anymore; they just
asked for the conditions that would allow an eightfold
increase iﬁ dandgerous aif pollutién that actually is
claimed te kill people, thousands of deaths per year.
And they asked for an eightfold increase.

As a matter of fact, these are all the air
pollution sourcdes and the pdllutants they list in

their own permit. if you .add that to all the

Py

-22-AM|

radiation ‘emissions theres 4 broad range  of
radionuclides. For somebody to just claim that it's
only tritium going into the water 1s insdnity. It's
unbelievable what they expect people to believe. I
encourage everybcdy té geo back to the table we have
and take a good look at that Schuylkill River board.
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fhey afe des\troy.ingv ti]e Schuylkill Ri’ver._‘vw "T'herve was
nevér éngdugh water in the Schuylkill River te sustain
this nuclear plant from the very beginning and now
wetre séeing the cofséguenges of that &and they put
more and more pollution in it. They want to pump mine
water in to supplement the flow for Limerick. It's
contaminated and they don't filter it. And they're
dctually asking for a hdge, four times Safé Drinking
Water standard increase in total dissolved solids
which cafry a lot of toxic pollutants. So they put
radiatiom 4intc the river 24 hours a day, 365 days a
ye'ar}v and now they're asking for these huge Increases
and people have the nerve to get up here and say tThat
théy have no environmental impacts. Frankly I've had

enough of this deception at the expense of public

ey

-23-SW
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The facts show, when we looked at Exelon's
thing for environmental haims they say they were Clean

energy. The facts show Limerick isn't: clean, it is

Filthy. TIt's not safe, it's a ticking tinme bomb. And
huclear power, they say .it's always on. That s not
true either ds evidenced by shutdowns, some for long
periods caused by earthguakes, tornadoes, hurricanes,

fires, heat and drought and more. It clearly isn't

1-24-PA

always on in Japan. So when you take all of this
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together and you look at all the ways that they
pollute our -environment with radiation and all the
other toxics, every day Limerick operates our children
face more risk. And that's what it's all about. ‘It's

about the health of our region.

The sdoner this place cloges the Detter

"off we'll all be. Even if vyow Tlock at infant

nortality rates we have higher infant mortality rates
and neonatal mortality rates far above state averages
and. even abkoveée Philadeéelphia and Reading, and we've had
these for quite awhile. The fact 4s when babies are
the most wvulnerable in thé womb whit else would we
expect? And by the way, for those of you whe have
been saying that ACE data is anhecdotal today I have
news for you. This infant mértality report for
example i$ state data reported by EPA in 2003, EBvery
cancer statistic that you see back there is based on
Pennsylvania Cancer  Registry statistics or CDC
statistics. So it 1is not anecdotal, those are the
cancer lindreases, ‘those are the cahcer aboVve the
national average that have happened here since

Limerick started operating. That is a fadt.

1

25-HH|

So dit's not anecdotal and the fact of the
matter is I Chought this was about the ehvirénment but
apparently it's about money. So 1 decided that
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between the sessions I was goeing toe change things
around. a little Dbit. I <conld talk .about the
environmental impacts of this place for a whole week
it"s so bad. And I've got a8ll the decuments in our
office to prove it. TLet's talk abou-t, let's take a
minute now though and we're going to talk about the

cost. What is this place actually costing us? Let's

just think about canhcer for exdmple. We have so many
cancers above the national average. Childhood cancer,
92.5 percent higher than the national dverage. Think
about that. We track the cost of one child with
cancer. diagnoseéd at six monthis to twd yeaks and up
until that time it was $2.2 million. How' many more
kids have that above the national average? Cost that
out and how many other cancers are above the national

average? You do the math. Figure that out.

1

§

-26-HH

How about- the customers that paid -- I
heaf them talk about how great the cdsts are for
Limerick. We paid for Limerick from 1985 to 2010 in
our electric bills. And in fact the élecdtric that was
supposed to be too cheap to meter turned out to be: 55
percent above the national dverage by 19%7. So that's

how cheap Limeriek electric is-

1

27-08

Then YyoU take 'the property taXes. They

tried to get zero for their property taxes by the end

oy
3
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of the '90s Vand didn't pay any property taxesr untid
the early 2000s at whith fime théy paid $3 million
instead of the $17 millien they were. suppesed to pay.
S ‘wheh ybu. think about that no wender Exelon's
willing to throw around a couple million in the
connubity. ThHey owe this community a lot more than

what thev're giving out.

1-28-SE |
Con'td

(Applause]

MS. RUPPEz.  So then there's the cost for
thé pollution they're putting in the river. They're
asking for increases in pollution. They want to put
more mine water in. They want to increase the rtotal
dissolved salts. That's geoing to ¢ost water treatment

gystems a lot of mémey to try to -~ £HF extra

treatment for that. It can even break down their

eduipment, some of the stuff that's coming out of the
mines. And when you think about it who actually
ultimately pays that cést? We do.  We pay for
increased costs for .our water- because they're having
to do that at the wdter treatment systems. And it
seems to me that if you really take a good loek at
things Limerick Has got to be the major cause for the

radiation in Philadelphia's water.

4-10-8W

)

So all in &1l taken as a whole this place

has unprecedented environmental harms. There is no
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question about that. Anyboedy that. doesn't believe it
come look dt the peérinits With ne wand I'll show you

exactly what's going on. I invite anybody to do that.

And the one thing that's redlly important
is that NRE€ and the nuclear industry are claiming that
age 1s no 1issue while at thé same time théy admit that

some parts are too big and too .expensive to replace.

|2-11-OS|

I frankly .@m really concerned abdut NRC accdmmodating
the nuclear industry with weakened regulations, lax
enforcement, ,negligéhce and unsubstantiated denials.
It's happened right here even with their fire safety
regulatiéons that are -- wé're on weakened fire safety

regulations even though we know that that can

4-12-0S

eﬁéntUally léead to a meltddwn. I know my time's up.
Thank you.

(Applause)

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: ‘Thank vyou, Donna.
Mike?

MR. GALLAGHER: Okay, good evening. My
name's Mike Gallagher and I'm vic¢e president of
license renewal for Exelon.. I have the overall
tesponsibility fof the Limerick 1liceénse renewal
application. Exelon has a great deal of experience in
licerise rénewal. We've obtainéd renewed licenses for
the Peach Bottom and TMI plants in Pennsylvania, also
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FACILITATOR  BARKLEY: We have an

inspection ondoing at 'that point right néw Fegarding
the North Anna facility. 8o vyes, it did experience an
earthquake. beyond its original design. So fab the
inspections have revealed no -- minimal damage. I've
orily heard of one plece of é&guipkent 'thdt €xperienhced
even visible: signs of problems. But the overall
aralysis, thig is &‘ohtinting and the licensee has to

have permission from us to restart after an extensive

Inspection.

MR. ELY: My congern is that this hastened
license renewal process, is inappropriate for
engineering reasons. I worked in a variesy of

different areas in the construction of that poweéer
plant and there were continual deviations that were
prévided, whether it was in-stdordge maihtenance
monitoring of the condition of the components that
were used té the adtual construction of thét pldnt. I
eould cite you several examples.

what T would like to ask of the public is
that the people that had worked at that nuclear power
plant take .@ look at this licensing renewal and
understand. that they need to review those failures and
those deviations that were provided to go ahead with

the construction ©f that plant with pon-confeormances

21-1-08
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that were reviewed, but not reviewed inm light of what
we uhderstand and know today -about earthquékes or
other anomalies. We need to have enough time to make
the evaluation on these deviations. The cooling
pools. The fuel pool girders that are placed there.
There are rebar concrete reinforced supports whefe a
guality engineer, he was supposed to be accepting the
very highest grade oOf concréte to bé 'placed in a 36-
hour pour there and he didn't pay attention. -End the
cofferdam. was being built down ih the river -and up
comes this sand mix with a very low strength and gets
pumped up intcd theése fuel pool girders in a layer and
the engineer said well, boy, that was a terribile
mistake, but it'll be okay. We need to go back and
take a look at all of those mistakes and make sure
that they're not written off because a layer ih a
structure under load caused by an earthquake, that's
an issue. It might :not be an issue for the stréngth
of the fuel pool girders to support those fuel pools
that when we see them in Japah and they catch fire
because they're extremely hot and you need to address
that. I was on that pour but ‘I wash't the eéngineer
that made that error, but there's a number of errors
that were made. And, I don*t see or understanhd that

the NRC or the review or the licensing application is

21:4:08 |
Contd
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taking a look at those failures and those errors and
addressing them in light of ‘the knowledge ‘that we have

woday.

21-1-0S
Cont'd

Sonme people doh 't understand. about

radiation and I read when the Japanese Thing occurred

and I heéard on the news a radiglogist talking about
ch, the radiatior is such a low amount. It really

isn't the low dmeunt of radiation exposilre that we gel

Jincidentally inm standing next to a nuclear power

plant. It's three teri-thousandths of a gram of
plutonium that is death for you if you breathe that
dust particle. It's almést certain death. And the
problem becomes you can't have -- and it's not going
to ke a nucleéar bomb. It's godhg to catch on fireé if
the fuel pool girders were to fail and you'll have a
cloud of a material that in and of itself you might
not have radiation exposure to it but that particle
whén 1t deposits itself cah be ah issue much the .same
as fluoride is what ‘causes thyroid cancer when it's a
radicactive flucdride. That's why we're very careful
in building a plant with no Teflon and no fluoride

components.

oL

12-AH|

So we need to pay attentiom to some of
that engingerinhg and I'm riot certain that that's being
done. I'd like to see an agency or for somebody to
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contact me if they know about @ variety of different

flaws that they saw during the construdtiorni. And my

email address Is asqgchalr@yahoo.com. Yes, I will be
the chair of the Philadelphid section of the American
Seciety for Guality coming up and I've been past chair
in the past s& yes; I'm véry quality-oriented and I'd
appreciate any feedback from people that have issues
Wwith that genstruction. Thank you.

{(Applause)

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Ckay. Thank you,

Dan. Jim Reckerman?

MR. BECKERMAN: Good evening. My name. is

Jay Beckerman. I'm a resident of Phoenixville. I
found out about this meeting bécause I scan a lot of
newspaper wsbsites. T found the notice of the meeting
on the West ‘Cheéster Dally local website. Didn't find
it in the Phoenixville paper, didn't see it din the
Philtagelphia newspaper, didn't héar about it on any of
the local radio stations, didn't hear about it on

caple, didn't hear abolut it on any of the television.

22'1‘LR

Once a month, what is it the first Tuesday
about 2:00 I he€ar the siren that we all hear. What
should happen in terms of people getting notice is
everybody who's within the plume aréa should something
happen at Limerick should find out about this meeting
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and I seriously doubt that that actually happened. I
thihk it was plre accident ‘that 1 found it. Semething
as serious as license renewal should get the same kind
of outreach that occurs when Limefick deoes what it
should which ig to mail out every year or two to all
of the possibly affectdd homes the maps and the
notifications of how do you evacuate. If you're going
to ﬁéxle’g a plant which happers once every 20 years I
don't understand why the NRC doesn't require the same
kind of outreadch publi¢ notification so people get &
chance to come to one-time meetings like this. 1
think that is a basic flaw in the NRC's licensing and
re-licensing procedure and I think it should address

that.

22-2-LR

The slide behind me documents exactly two
likraries that the documénts are going to go in. Why
net 4in my library in Phoenixville? Why not in
Montgoméfy County and Norristéwh and all of the othed
public libraries that are in areas that can be
.affected by the plume should sonmething happén here?

Why are the documents in such a restricted area?

22-3-LR

I'd 1like to. switch a little bit. Itve
been researching, I didn’'t even know about this ACE
organizatidon. Glad to find it. I've been ‘fesé‘arch’i"ng
on my own information about nuclear power plants and
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their risks for quite awhile. An organization I ran

across published this ©beook titled Insurmountable

Risks. The organizatdion is called the Institute for
Ehergy and Ebvironméntal Research. It's ah drazingly
well-researched book. I doubt very many people have

redad it but ¥ou should. This organization 15 at least
as dinterested Iin alternative energy sources as it is
in having put the effort in to décument what .dré thé
problems with nuclear power engineering-wise. The man

who's hé€ad of this ordanization. 1is & nuc¢lear

sclemtdst, a guy named Arjun Makhijani. He's a PhD

nucléar scientist. These are first-c¢ldss researchers,
this is  PhD-level stuff written for popular
consumption. So I'll be glad to make more detdil
about the book available to anybody who wants to know.

A few questions T have, one that I've beeén

thinking about for a leng time. I wonder how many
people hére are dware of something called the Price

Anderson Nuclear Industries Indemnity Act. Who knows

about that? The title alone should give you some

pausé. Why do- we need a nuclear industries indemnity
act? What does it do? What 1t does is 1t puts &
ceiling of a few hundred million dollars on the
liability that nuclear power plant owners have for the

damage their plants would <cause. It's basically a

22

708 |
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SCHEME, THEY Day Into & pooi. THie DIoblEm 15 that
ceéilihg was set & very long time dgo. It's tdtally

unrealistic in terms of the risk in just the value of
houses in dré&€as that are govered by a plant like this.
When this plant was planned the population in the
area that its plume wodld cover probably wasn't 20
percent of what the population is now. That is I

tHink a valid envirenmental concern. The environment

22-4-08
Contd

in which *his plant operates has changed. because of
in-migration, pépulation increase for all sorts of
reasons. Part of that's been discussed tonight in

terms of evacuation routes, would you be able to gét

people out were there an aceident. The roads haven't

changed very much, thé populatioh Has. That I think
is a wvalid environmental concern that surely ought to

be addressed.

22:5-08

The question T ask about the money

lLablllty is -- let’s just go back to the Price
Anderson Act. The £fact ds that the nuclear industrny

does not pdy market rates for inSurance To cover it

|for the liabilities. This congressional act from way

lbdck in the 19608 €liminates tHat need. Bidck then the
insurance industry didn't have the research to put a
pricdé on what should the Limericks of the world have

to pay for a liability policy. I think there's plenty

22:6-08 [
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of insurance industry experience now.: So my guestion
would be if nucléar glants dre so safe why do we neéd

the Price Anderson Bct?

22-6-08
Contd

{Applause)

MR. BECKERMAN: I listened, I'm going to
switch subjects again. I listehed to Mr. Gallagher
and I heard something I really didn't expect. té hear.

He said that their stiudies sdid that thisé plant is
now safe to run for 60 years. That sounds to me 1ike
adiianced notice to the public that ‘this isn’'t the
first renewal they're going to ask for on this plant.
Mr. Gallaghér, are you geing to ask for andthér one
20 years from now?

FACILITATOR BARKLEY!: We. Havern't' had any
licensee at this point in time ask for someth*ing
beyond that.

MR. BECKERMAN: You didn't make the
statemefit. Mr. Gallaghér did.

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: I know and I'm not
going to have him address this from the audiénce.
This is a meeting with us.

MR. BECKERMAN: And I would like to

finally address an issue that the speaker on the cell

lphoné brought wup. He talked about embrittlement of

conarete over the lifetime so far of the nuclear

22-7-08
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regctor containment vessel-. That's =an internad

environmental matter. I don't know if it's guite in

to 16ok at, but something that T h&ve not read about

at all is anr NRC reqguirement. for destructive testing.

the scope of what the NRC plans to talk about or plans

22-7-08
Con'td

For instance, If you Want to knew what a treé 100ks
like on the inside vyou put a borehole in it and you
pull a core sample out and you find out what that tree
looks 1like on the dinside. If an engineer wants to
know what 1is the guality of the contrete that was
poured for a road -- I used to work for Florida

Department of Transportation -- they bore out a sample

hnd then you take a look at it. What I haven't heard
enything about excépt generalizdtions is ‘has anybody
Hone any destructive even borehole testing of these
rontainment veéessels and theil suppOrt pourings to find
but has there been in fact any deterioration of the
soncrete, the Yeébar and anything else that went in
‘here. The stuff that's buried in the concrete, the
wvirte, all of those ‘things ‘that .are buried in the
roncrete,  If you haven't bothered to open that stuff
bp sincé the plant was built how or €arfth do you kndw
vhat conditien it's in? Shouldn't that: be a
Fequirement ‘to do sdéme destructive, opén the bottom

testing, go all the way through and make sure what you

22-8-08,
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think is there 4is what's there and in the condition
that it should be in 't ldst fer anothér 20 er 40

years? So these are questions that I'd like: the NRC

22-8-0S
Contd

to go into. I. thank you very much for listening.,
Overall it's been a very informative. presentation by
both the proponents and people who have duestions and
I thank you fer the opportunity. I would like to see
a meeting like this ogcur. at a biggér venue with morfe
notice. An example would be, as I've discussed with
Ms. Regnér is it?

FRCILITATOR BARKLEY: Regner, ves.

MR. BECKERMAN: I didn't have hé&ér mname
correct. The Philadelphia Expo Center would be more
céntral to wheré the plumé area for this plant is.
It's right off 422. This is not hard to get to,
that"s Aot hard to get td. It's much more in the
center of the population. Thank you very much.

(Applause)

FACILITATOR BRRKLEY: Okay, thamk vyou.
Mr. Cuthbert? Again; following Mr. Cuthbert's remarks
it'll be Jim Derr to wrap up the evening.

DR. CUTHBERT: Good evening. My name is
Dr. Lewis Cuthbert. I'm the president’ of ACE, the
Alliance f6r a (Clean Ehvironment. And my comments
this evening are going to differ from this afterncon
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because they're going to be focusing on as a generail
't-o'_pic dbcdumented evidence. We''ve, heard a 1lot of
assertdions, assumptions and claims throughout the day
many of. which Wwould be very difficult to subsStantiate
in our experience- Based on an 1l-year invest‘ig‘at-si'on
conducted by ‘the Alliance for a Clean Environment we

have formed a conclusien that we are presenting to the

Nuclear Regulatofy Comriission today and that 'is veéery
simply that Limerick nuclear power plant must be

closed by: the NRC, not re-licensed until 2049. And

1

29-OR

that"s based on a substantial body -0f evidence in
terms of documented environmental harms, threats and
risks that have in fact gotten into our air, our
wé.ter_; our soil, our food, our milk and our ¢hildren.
The evidence is not refutable.

S6 I'll be presenting as part of my
remarks tonight what I'm calling a short list of 14

réasons why the NRC may feel free to with more than

adequate Jjustification deny this permit. And I'm

going to categorize each of them very briefly without

any further description or analysis. The evidence

comes from a Vvariety of permits, official records and

reports, and Exelon's own renewal application which is
sizable by their own admission anhd in oul experience
in taking a look at it.
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The 14 items any of which in our judgment

vater from routine and. dccidental -émissiohs. Number

renewal  include, number 1, radiation inte .air and P_SO-RVVl

2, major air pollution under health-based standards of
thHe Cléan Air Ack. A Title 5 permit béing isstuied to
this facility means by definition that they are a

majdr alr pollutér undér the Tederdl Cleafi Aif Adt.

-31-AM |

=

Nunmber 3,

drinking water dontamination. Keép 1h mind this is a
vital drinking water source for nearly 2 wnillion

eople.  from here to Priladelphid. Number -4,

Schuylkill River depletion and major

1-32-8W

radiocactive

groundwater contamination. Number 5 [E?S-GVV

radlation reporting levels 1ncreased dramatlcally

after the

[34-RW

Fukushima Japamn disaster. Number 6,

documentéad alarming cancer increases especially in ouf

children since Limerick started operating. Number 7,

1-35~HH]

deadly high-leVel radisactiveé wistés that alre packed
in vulnerable fuel pools on this site and they are in

fact Unprotected. - They are above ground and

1-36-Rw|

unprotected.

and nultiple wviolations. Number ‘9, accidents. and

Number 8, .lax fire safety regulations Vﬂ‘37433

leaks from

miles of buried pipes and cablegs. Many problems and

shutdowns have already occurred. at this faciiity in

corroding, deteriorating equipment plus

(202)234-4433
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its first 26 wyears of operation. They are a matter of

1-38:08

Cont'd:

recorcd. Number 106; increased risk of meéltdowns from
more. freguent and strenger earthquakes and other
natural disasters sué¢h as tornadoés and floods, net to

mention mechanical failures. Number 11, threats from

1-39-08

unguardeéd terrdrist dttacks with plafies. and hiSsiles
and a new threat, cyber attacks. ‘Fuel pool are

vulnerable té attack.

m

40:08]

Number 12, one that I think probably
should jump to the heéad of the list Tor the NRC based
on a lot of comments from a lot of other analysts and

elected officidls, the need for an updated evacuation

plan and increased EPZ, a 10-mile radius. This plan
is seriously outdated. It is by many .expert's
observations fatally f£lawed. There: will be no

evac‘LiatiQ'n in. ‘the event of & worst <case scenario.
Several people spoke to that this evening. The
population in this &réa has increased more than 180
percent since 1980 to 2010, U.S. Census data.. Updates
are obviously reeded ahd they should be réasdnable,
comprehensive, 'deﬁai-led and accommodate all of the
demographics from 1985 to today and fron today until
as far out as the NRC is willing teo license this

facility.

1-41-0S.

Number 13, increased cost to the public. EZ42-OS l
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We've heard a little bit about this this evening, more
cdncers; more '1llngsses, more emergency room Visits,
more hospitalization from increased PM-10. Massive
resealbch on what particulate matter in. terms of PM-10
does to human beings. End ‘there are a few other
things that contripute to those vigits. ThHe costs are
astronomical. One case that Donna mentioned, $2.2

million for a childhodd cancer case. ‘You do tHe math.

1-42-08
Cont'd

And number 14, the last item on my list.

e have had 26 yéars of insults to our environment;

and I choose that word purposely, insults %o our1

envirornimént and cdstly nuclear power. We can replace

it with safe, clean, renewable energy before 2029.

That 1is a mattér of sciéentifié fact.

It is a scientific certainty that harms,
threats and risks o our environment and to our
community will increase -‘continuously daily until
Limerick's current operating licenses eXpire in 2029.

It would be both unethical and irresponsible for the
NRC. to cavalierly dpprove a license rehewal without
the most rigorous review and justification in the
History o©f this agency. NRC, Yyou hdve a rare
opportunity before you that most people and agencies
rever are afforded. It's ¢alled a do-over, & chance
to correct a litany of mistakes and errers associated
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with this facility and with yeur agency since 1985.
Twehtiéth cénfury technsldgy and infrastructure aré no
longer sufficiently reliable for any of 'you to assure
us ‘that there 1is nothing to fear 4dnd néthing about
which to be concerned. Denial of documented evidence
is no longer an option. / We'll bé submitting
additiornal ©packets of ‘research documentation and
évidence tonight along with myi comnients which will
compliment what T did earlier today. The major
categoriés that you?ll be getting fodr additional
reading and review, meltdown threats, evacuation
plans; Exelon's indccurate and nsurstantiated claims
and a criticism-of the NRC's oversight track record in
this commuhity. Thank you very much and please afcept
this for review.

{Applause)

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Gkay, thank you, T
will. Thardk you. Mr. Derr?

MR. DERR: Good evening. I thought I
would., add sone cdmments Jjust to .mdke sure my
understanding is that this is essentially the NRC's
opportunity of listening for thihgs specifically to be
included in the environmental site review of the re-
licensing. And just a feWw things 'which are guestion
marks that lots of folks in the'community I think will
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be interested in. Most of these have been touched on.

Mine water issue, better defihing that

quality and flew particuwlarly in light of the likely

pending changes in stofmwater concerns and regulations [23-1-SW

in the area. Adding ‘that flow to the Schuylkill is
going to affect all the municipdlities arocund Here whe

have to deal with stormwater.

The erergency planning 1is d&n area Wwhich

needs to be sericusly loocked at. Hard and soft

53205 |

infrastructure on that. Hopefully thdt's something
which is part of the ongoing operational reguirements

for periodic review and update since obvipusly thig is

not a static :environment. we live in. That has to be

changed on ah ¢ngoing basis. And then to -- I'm sure

that the generic plan includes a pretty good

23-3-08

liscussion of fuel storage lohg-term and short-term
bnsite but certainly the site-specific fuel storage

lonsiderations. And I weant to second the comments by

Mr. Ely of review of records of non-conformances and

ahything that was done is part of the ihitial

23-4-08

construction record. And basically that's ~-- those

are the things that we're gdoihg to be lc“)o‘,kihg‘ for a
better understanding -of. Thank you.
{Fpplause)
FACILITATOR BARKLEY: I did have one last
B l?E&LRLGROSS
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request for an 4individual to -speak.. She promises

she'll ohly be two minutes s8 we'll havé her up and
then we'll wrap up the meeting- Thank you.

MS. CONFER: Hi, my name is Trac¢i Confer.

I'm with Energy Justice Network. We support <lean

energy which we do not believe nuclear is. I wonld

like to put our name behind all of Buzz Cuthbert's

nto potential water depletion issues from shale gas

ffacking upriver in both rivérs. I also think that it

Comments and I want te add that I want the NRC to lOQkV

24-1-SW-

would be very prudent to put a lot of attentionm on

terrorist attacks on the fuel pdels. And those arée my

24-2-08 l

primary cemments. Thank you for your time.

{(Applausg)

FACILITATOR BARKLEY: Okay, thank vyou.
With that I'd like to havé Lisa Regner come up for a
minute and give closing remarks.

MS. REGNER: I just wahted to real quickly
thank our senior resident inspector who came out
tonight out of the goodhess of her heart. She does
noet get paid for this. Jo, would‘you.mind standing
up?

{(Applause}

MS. REGNER: Thank you. THis is ohe of
the NRC dinspectors who works at the plant day in and
_ NEALRGROSS
COURT REPORTERS'AND TRANSCRIBERS

1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE:, N.W.
(202) 2384433 WASHINGTON, D.C: 200053701 www riealrgross. corm
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Mendiola, Doris

From: Camilla Lange [camillange@verizon.net] . gég A
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 2:20 AM
To: Regner, Lisa

Subject: NRC Public Meeting Feedback %f&Jﬁ%ﬁ?

Dear Ms. Regner:. @

1 attended the NRC Limerick Generating Station License Renewal public meeting at Sunnybrook Ballroom on

9/22111. |listened attentively to comments from all 15 speakers at the evening session and took into account
all the pro and con arguments presented. Despite all the reassurances from Exelon representatives about the
saféety and efficacy of the generating station's nuclear power, | have serious reservations and concerns about

these issues.

First of all, considering the impact of the outcome to the many area residents, this forum was not widely

publicized for local citizens to be aware of this important matter and offer feedback. Secondly, it does not SE1-
make sense that Exelon is pursuing renewal for a license that does not expire until 2024. This action seem LR

very premature.
25-3-

I will briefly summarize my chief concerns. The scientific statistics citing the dramatic increase in cancer ratejg
infant mortality, and Schuylkill River water poliution are disturbing. Also. it seems o me that the situation of 5
unprotected above ground casks holding radaoactsve waste, as wen as past salety failures and deviations in |25-2-

For A Clean Environment why Exelon should be demed the renewal license. in my opinion, the long-term
negative consequences caused by the Limerick Generating Station far outweigh any possible henefits it may 25-4-
contribute. [Other Torms of energy can and must be ulilized To meel energy consumption demands. D5.5. OR

Thank you for arranging the public meetings to discuss this serious matter. | trust you will take my ﬁ‘}mmc. ts
into consideration and urge Exelon to provide other such forums with widespread notification beforehand so
that more interested citizens can participate.

Sincerely,

Camilla Lange

616 W. Schuylkill Road Apt. 164
Pottstown, PA 19465

camillange@venzon.net
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Mendiola, Doris

From: Eric Hamell [stripey7 @yahoo.com)
Sent: Wednesday, Seplember 21, 2011 7:38 AM
To: Regner, Lisa
Subject: - Limerick
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Please do NOT extend the Limerick licenses!|26-1-OR
Eric Hamell , . .
Philadelphia, PA g/y{’é/;z@ 4 ;‘%{ - =
— e fd v
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Mendiola, Doris

. From: steve furber [ctevewrx@yahoo.com]

: Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2011 4:17 PM :

; To: Regner, Lisa g/c?é/é’z? 2/

’ Subject: Limerack Renewal g
Felliow Up Flag: Follow up 72"-"(;"{’ JZ?A ?Q
Flag Status: Flagged

©

am under the beliel thal the natural disaster in Japan 1S enough for Pennsylvama 1o make a move gward clean][57.1.
energy. 1t is a matter of thinking ahead to the future generations and protecting quality of life for those who AL

f'q] QM

: Renewmg Limerick’s hicense just as controversies are ansing with pushes 1o move from dependence on Nuclear|27-2-
i energy is a bold business strategy by them. I don't think this is'the nght move'to make. A Inng term contract  |OR

will limit any sort of wiggle room to address future issues that may arise. -

L.ask that you please consider the future of our great state, I don't think oil or nuclear energy is the way. I truly
believe in heart, that in order to protect the health of our population for the future, we must change our ways
today.

Sincerely,

Steven Furber
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Page 1 of |

As of: September 27, 2011
Received: September 22, 20]1

PUBLIC SUBMISSION: 727 i 647 [frins o sieee
Comments Due: October 28, 2011
Submission Type: Web

P T ““‘—“n e

Docket: NRC-2011-0166 =
Notice of Receipt and Avail ability of Application for Renewal of Limerick Generating Station, Units 1 and 2

Facility Operating License

Comment On: NRC-2011-0166-0003
Exelon Generation Company, LLC; Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and
Conduct'the Scoping Process for Limerick Generating Station, Units | and 2

Document: NRC-2011-0166-DRAFT-0002
Comment on FR Doc # 2011-21921

\ 28 7
Submitter Information TR G5B HETE
Name: Charlene Padworny
Address: ’(é
1117 Oakdale Dr

Potistown, pennsyvania, 19464-2782

General Comment

[ object to being continuously poisoned by the Limerick Nuclear Plant's radiation and other dangerous toxins. 'é?:'

Please do not allow for an extension of the Limerick Nuclear Plant's operating license. | support more healthy

and efficient sources Of energy such as Solar and wind Power. Please siop 1gnon@he detrnimental etrects that
this power plant is having on our environment, health and chxldren s health...it's time 10 move on to better thin
for all involved! . 28-2 ALl

Thanks so much,

Charlene Padworny
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https:/fdms.erulemaking.net/fdms-web-agency/component/contentstreamer?objectld=0900006480{27ee... 09/27/2011
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®USNRC

Unired Srates Nuclear Regulatary Commission

Protecting People and the Environment

LIMERICK GENERATING STATION
Environmental Scoping Comments
Division of License Renewal
NRC-2011-0166

Written Comment Form
Must be received on or before October 28, 2011. Please print c:‘earfy

Name:Q/U/A ?%//(C/‘l:-

my
Bl 2
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. o
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= —
—~ pood
i
J =

Title: /—?@,S/d?’/()\f 2§ AL <7 &Ur”i)\fﬂ 7

Organization:

Address: ‘ X3 EAIQL D/{) .

- Y - " A ; N .o
City: 12 1 6\'7/6) L) State: /) fid Zip Code: / 9‘/‘5- 5
Comment

/Jc?}"‘e: A xfs/ou /t;):”! g 0/&’%9 pot 6;;&?1‘
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[29-2-0R]

Use other side if more space is needed.

Comment Forms may be mailed to:

Chief, Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch
Mail Stop; TWB-05-BO1M

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20555-0001
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Gallagher, Carol -J - =
B i d I
From: Joe Roberto [joe@robertoandassociates.com) _’j \'j
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 7.20 PM oo
To: Regner, Lisa e
Ce: Joe Roberto ) Q’/O'Zé /02.2 vz ::.:1 =
Subject: LIMERICK i -
FerHEATC T L

Dear NRC: ‘

First of all, let me ask why the tack of public notice regarding the public hearing to be held for Limerick Licensing
Extension when in fact the current permit is through 2024 and Exelon is asking for another 20 year extension? Your first
priority is NOT for the publically traded, for profit company to rush to get this public notice “done” as a requirement to
extend the permit another 20 years out which is not due to expire for another 10+ years but to rather really solicit input
from the community and folks impacted. The NRC did not do so. There was one article in the local newspapers stating
that there would a public session and only saw the actua! notice, by virtue of an article in the North Penn Reporter
yesterday. This is not proper notice in general and not sure NRC did what is required. What is required and what have
you done? And if proper notice was not done, 1 want another one(s} scheduled please. |, respectfully, am very
interested in this answer.

FEEL FREE TO READ THE FOLLOWING AT THE PUBLIC HEARING:

Now, let’s get to the big issue-at hand. Limerick should NOT be approved for an extension with their permit for the
following reasons:

30-1-

*

1t is: NOT due to expire until 2024 - thus, Exelon has nothing to loss but get an extension sooner than latersol i g

*

L they ran sit hack and relax operating for the next 204 years

Limerick is designated as one of the TOP THREE nuclear plants in the country based on it’s construction {which is
similar to the ones in Japan — and we see how they failed) and the fact that it sits on an earthquake fault line.
The NRC JUST a few weeks ago stated that “more information needs to be done and studied” regarding further

fortifying nuclear ptants regarding earthquakes. Thus, until you folks know exactly what needs to be done, etc. [30-2-
THERE IS NOTHING TO APPROVE as long as Limerick sits in it's current position. GE

Do NOT think that earthguakes only happen on the West Coast — as we JUST had a 6+ earthquake less than a

month ago. BY ONLY luck was there no damage to the plant environment or commumt\,r

“l“L ST o Yotk BPL IS T U °0

site
o When Limerick was built, there was no idea that the area would grow in population like it has. For safety

Hhe-HRE-hed-NO-busine

Philadelphia {now, what the 3 largest c:ty in the country?) wuthm Iess than an hour and exactly due SE from the

reasons, just look on any given day the traffic on Route 422 - stacked and stuck for miles on end. Route 422 is [30-4-
the #1 route for evacuations and does not handle regular commuter traffic let alone entire communities. oS

The NRC and USA Government STILL have not decided on where to store spent nuclear rods and as we speak

each spent rod is sitting in'baths on the Limerick sit, stacking up —expanding even a greater hazard to the 30-5-
community, environment, etc. SO put simply, there is ABOSLUTELY NO REASON to approve this request for RW
YEARS until the US Government decides how they will handle such rods and such rods and properly stored.

There are many other environmental friendly sources of energy and Limerick as anything but that: As a matter o 30-6
fact, Limerick is a TIME BOMB, placed at the wrong location, on the wrong land, too close to major populations, |-O8
run by E for profit company who can not even handle the basic maintenance issues of power lines, in an aged

e The coolmg towers are within basic walkmg d|stance from shoppmg mails and akl r:ght aside of it — please explair 30'7
that ~ with minimal security from what many of us can see. o ] -0S
bt S =7") ;,‘/ Ay

%wf
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+ Let’s also mention a fact that Category t Hurricane Ilrene, which could have been a Category 3, just zipped less [30-8-
than 100 miles away from the site a few weeks ago and then Hurricane Lee which decided to travel further Eas| AM
came close to also causing chaos. Limerick is still TOO close to the disaster of Hurricanes as well.

« Lastly, some who have a vested interest in working at the plant, etc. are quick to state that it is safe, etc. - no} 30-0-
now, nor has it ever been fool proof against disasters, technical glitches, etc. 083

TRUS, TTEeI firmly and many In the community feel the exact same way, that there is NU REASUONTG approve NOW
{especially so far in advance, with no answer on usage rods nor what needs to be done to prevent a meltdown due to ar
earthquake, etc.) or EVER since the population will only increase and the facility age further. it is the wrong timing,

wrong plant, wrong place, etc. for Limerick. Maybe Exelon can put in as much effort and “energy” to develop solar‘ i
fields, wind, etc... They would rather beat the hell out of a high efficiency plant at any and all cost to the environment 30-10-
and community, This is where the NRC does the right thing and says NO until a year before it expires, NRC needs to OR

take a stand as you have the data and know what | have stated above is more than fair and true.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Regards,

Jor Rolerte
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Delaware Tribe Histoﬁc Preservation Office
1420 C of E Drive, Suite 190
/ Emporia, KS 66801
(620) 340-0111
bobermever@delawaretribe org

September 23, 2011
Chief, Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch
Division of Administration Services
Office of Administration
Mailstop TWB-05-BOIM
U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Re: Request for scoping comments conceming the Limerick Generating Station, Units 1
and 2, License Renewal Application Review

Dear Lisa Regner:

Thank you for informing the Delaware Tribe on the proposed construction associated
with the above referenced project. Our review indicates that there are no religious or
culturally significant sites in the project area. As such, we defer comment to your office.
as well as to the State Historic Preservation Office and/or the State Archaeologist.

We wish to continue as a consulting party on this project and look forward to receiving a
copy of the cultural resources survey report if one is performed. We also ask that if any
human remains are accidentally unearthed during the course of the survey and/or the
construction project that you cease development immediately and inform the Delaware
Tribe of Indians of the inadvertent discovery.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact this office by phone at (62) 340-
0111 or by e-mail at bobermever@delawaretribe org

Sincerely,

J =

Pl £ i &
Brice Obermeyer ) :

Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation Office T bt

1420 C of E Drive, Suite 190 : il =

Emporia, KS 66801 CT ~

U
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.Stocliﬁmfge-Mumee Tribal Historic Preservation Office

Sherry White - Tribal Historic Preservation

W13447 Camp 14 Road :
20. Box 70 g/o'zé/ w2/

Bowler, WI 54416 JerRTPHIE .@
Date ‘&Z/,Dl Q S" l

Project Numberf'i//n)w ) i ﬂ/; a ko af &W
TCNS Number )

Cornpany Neme [AALAZZ] m C LJA/L[/C(/) F),(,{C}L

We have received you letter for the above hsted pro;ect Before we can process the
request we need niore information. The add_l_tlona,l, items needed are checked below.

Additional Informatmn Required:

Site visit b.y Tnbal Historic. Ppeservauon Ofﬁcer
Archeologxcal surw:y, Phase 1 ’ n

Other comments:or information needed

After reviewmg your letter we find that:

X “No Pmpemes” the Tribe concurs with a Federal agency’s ﬁndngg that there are  [32-1-HA
no National R?ngICY eligible or listed properties within the F ederal undertakmg s area of
potential effeet or APE 36CFR-800.4 (d) (1) .

" . .

“No Adverse Effect” tefers.to-written crplmons prowded toa Federal agency as to
whether or notithe Tribe agrees with (or believes.that there should be) a Federal agency
finding that its:Federal undertaking would have *No Adverse Effect” 36 CFR 800.5(b)

Sowsr Heriar M&/gg’ F-RrDs= ﬁpuwcjuﬁl)
P g 7 = 3247213 et = 2 feg
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NRC FORM 659 P U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
2000 : PR L)
P | category l
. t
, _- 7> NRC PUBLIC MEETING FEEDBACK B l;
. NERER .‘ ~ Lt
Meeting Meettng Lumenck Gcnemtmg Station License Renewal Overview and Envtronmenml

Date: _ .. L 6&‘{223201] L Tﬁe Scopmg Comments Public Mceting

In order to betier serve the publxc we need to hear from the meenng participants. Please take a few minutes to fill out
this feedback form and retum it to NRC

1. How did you hear about this meeting? "ltbu)h
] NRCWebPage - - . [ ]'NRCMailing List l-tff/ewspaper ‘w\"f@{\'\
[} RadiorTv " [] Other B
No Scmewhat
Yes {Please explain below}
2, Were yoy able to find supporting |nformatlon prior ta [ M 1”‘1 c/:,;é A
the meeting? . i /‘%’i n
3. Did the meeling achieve its stated purpose’? 1o ] { i T
4. Has this meeting helped you with your understanding - . -
of tne topic? "~ - B/ l—l L}
5 Were the meeting starting time, duratlon and Iocatlon l ) Pl i n
reasonably, convement’) . I PO, . . L‘j L
6. Were you given sufficient opponumty to ask quesuons S Li‘]" Il ]
oF express your views - - -
7. Are you satisfied oyerall with the NRC staff who ] ’ @’ M i
parlicipated in the meeting? "L -7 ¢ L T -
COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS: Thank you for answering these quei:ons

Why ssFhe cequest % Loty ::thg, Nec. @m@ “"%‘0&‘3 s
ol sk G;togzr ST AT B
jﬁlﬂ% \y\gMNm CJUNLCEL T (Me@f \‘?) ] h!

Fia w_mz-hm Jete \n AT it 2013

Contlnue Comments on the reverse, =

OPTIONAL

W——————— ’ % - +/
Name Organization 255 1CTLQJM_\—*

. Check hers i you would fike &
Telephone No. . EBEMat _— I [ """ | member of NRC stefl lo contact you

OMB NG 33500187 Expires: 0BIW2012

Public Proloction Notification: Hammwnmwwwdmmwﬁcmmwd\tﬂzy.wrwwcusmnm mNﬁtmmma:wnm and 8 person s
ru:oqurecmewondlo anmmcaﬂamﬂ.

Please fold on the dotted lines with Business Reply side out, tape the bottom, and mail back to the NRC.
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Mendiola, Doris

Subject: FW: Response from "Comment on NRC Documents”

7 /
~---0riginal Message-—- / / 27/

From: Richard Kolsch [mailto;Rkisch@aol.com %1; s &’3617«
Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2011 5:44 PM ~ e

To: INFOCOLLECTS Resource _iJ 52 =
Subject: Response from "Comment on NRC Documents” / 0 i ) &

. ™ -~
Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by “‘JI ~
Richard Kolsch (Rkisch@aol.com) on Thursday, September 22, 2011 at 17:44:25 :% ==

i i - &
= B

Document_Title: License Renewal Limerick PA
Comments; Comments on Limerick Power Plant License Renewal Limerick, PA September 22, 2011
1. Why is there a rush to renew the license? It is not'due 34-1

until 2024, approval at the earliest should be 2018. This would allow 5 years for the business plan of PECO to}.| R
either continue or close the plant and make arrangements for additional power to replace the closed plant.

2. Afirm closure plan should be approved before license renewaJ
is accepted. This plan must include what is to be done with the
site, where the nuclear waste will be disposed of etc. The
OO SONTE hregrencal 34-3-
site like the now defunct Yucca site.  The public and our future RW
generation deserves to know what is expected to be done at the site. Radicactive material must not be
| allowed to remain on the site.

3. The government should conduct a survey of various illness in the vicinity of the nuclear plant prior to any
renewal of a

license. If this would indicate a danger living near the plant

then the license should not be renewed.

34-4-HH

4. Developers are required to fund traffic improvements to an area to allow an area to be developed, this
should apply to Limerick. The evacuation plan now will not work. When the plant

was started there was no traffic out here, now it is grid lock. @4'5‘03 ]
Limerick should fund new roads and bridge to alleviate traffic
jams in order to have an orderly evacuation.

5. The plant is vulnerable to terronist attacks. An airport is located next to the facility. A plane could be flown 347
into the reactor building or the emergency power supply for the water circulation system at the same time -PA
terrorist could cut all outside power to the plant this would cause a meltdown and render the entire area aroun

and downwind of the area uninhabitable for hundreds of years.

organization: None

address1: 1694 Kepler Rd. LARTDS = JODry =2

address2: 2 / L (otrel = % %W (v‘{'%éi>

W/m”/ﬁ/z
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f/a”é K£2//

September 24, 201 l'f
- 2461 E. High St unif F-18
7&/66 53 )7[ ?f Pottstown PA 19464
USNRC /)
Mailstop: TWB~05—B_01 M
Washington DC 205355
USNRC Lisa Regrer:

We wish to add our comments to the NRC record.

We antended one of the NRC hearings concerning Limerick’s Environmental Impact (9/22/11 at
2:00 p.m.) and were appalled that local business and community leaders avoided voicing concerns about
Limerick’s environmental impact, mentioning its economic influence, instead. That doesn’t mean that those
speakers had no concerns. The NRC would be remiss te consider a “thank you for money and jobs™ as part
of its evaluataon of commumty’wxde nuclear safery issues connected wzth Lumenck‘s rc-hcensmg request

,onsequenccs‘

Limerick Nuclear's influence is vast and horrific. This industry is a behemoth that has not been
tonest with the public about its true impact, forming its own “environmental” partnerships that are pure  |35-1 *OR]
bronuclear propaganda tools. It’s economic contributions are miniscule when compared to its enormous

brofits, while destroying our quality of life. The nuclear process’s devastating environmental effect on our

Fommunity cannot be understated. i ) ) ‘ 355708

2

fon i its hiorri jon of ¢ ill River, 35-3 AM |35-4-
and dangerous above-ground spent fuel rod storage. The fact that its request has been made in the wake ol SW

apan STecent Giple me owns, S Mg DIOWING! Representative 10m QUIIey s comments Were ot al @ 35 5-RW

The nuclear process is not an enhghtened way to generate electrical energy. This plant needs to
transition itself into a more intelligent way of generating energy by actually phasing out and safely shuttinj35 . A
down the nuclear plant. By retraining its workers and adopting the safer green technologies, it conld truly &

partner with the local commumty wuhout pumng its workers out of }obs '

be addressed. Re-hcensmg should not even be a consnderanon' The NRC must fully mvestigate the
environmental concerns presented Dr, Lewis and Donna Cuthbert (ACE), Dr. Winter, and each resident
who so civilly represented this community’s concemns at the September 22, 2011 hearings. The Limerick
Nuclear Power Plant should NOT be re-licensed and should, instead, begin to address the pollution issues it
has already created as it seriously and carefully shuts down its reactors.

Sincerely,

Chardew ard Eﬁzga@ec% Stanb
Charles and Elizabeth Shank
(610-323-6715) -,
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.
Mendiola, Doris A A o

- —_—
From: naturalcat@comcast.net il oo
Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2011 5:26 PM T Proe
To: Regner, Lisa =
Subject: NRC ID DOCKET 2011-0166 _ﬂ 9

| wn

U

Dear Ms Regner

As a business owner in Pottstown and a long time resident of the area [ am deeply concerne(36-1-AM
about the Limerick plant. I do not know if this plant is internally "safe” and it may very wel|36-2-SW
Il am more concerned about the effects of our surrounding air and water supply and the future of |
fny children and grandchildren, some of whom are already inflicted with cancef and other [36-3-HH]
[liseases. | also am concerned about terrorist attacks, natural diseasters and the more

"human error." I plead with you to not renew this license. | am very fearful. ]36’4'08
Respectfully,

Nancy Leaming

p.s. | did attend the meeting and listen with open mind and ears but my fears were not eased.

E//c»?«é /20 1]
e K 534 5¢
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: §h2 /2 7
7 FR T35 ¢
Mendiola, Doris T o
==
From: Cynthia Gale [cgale@barbergale.com) - -)' 4
Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2011 4:31 PM Z_ﬁ - —
To: Regner, Lisa ' 1 v
Cc: Michael Gale = -
Subject: DO NOT RELICENSE LIMERICK NUCLEAR PLANT, PERIOD‘..‘ﬁ ==
O v
W

Dear Ms. Regner,
On behalf of my family, friends, and neighbors, please do not relicense the Limerick Nuciear Power
Plant. We work in Pottstown, live in Elverson, and our young daughter goes to school in Kimberton, All
these locations are in harm’s way of Limerick. Every day when | drop our child off at school | have a
view of the Limerick towers when | travel on Route 724. | pray everyday that nothing happens when our
daughter is at school, We no longer feel safe or even drink our tap water, do you?

Limerick Nuclear Plant's License Expires In 2029 - Exelon Wants To Run It Until 2049
Threats and Harms, Already Unacceptable After 26 Years, Are Increasing!

Since 1985, Unprecedented Environmental Harms, Threats, and Risks From Limerick Include:
1. Radiation Into Air and Water From Routine and Accidental Emissions 37-1-RW

2. Major Air Pollution Under Health Based Standards of the Clean Air Act
3. Schuylkill River Depletion and Major Drinking Water Contamination  |37-3-5W,

4. Radioactive Groundwater Contamination 374GW

5. Radiation Reporting Levels Increased Dramatically After Japan Disaster
6.  Alarming Cancer Increases, Especially In Children, Since Limerick Started Operatin
7. Deadly High Level Radicactive Wastes Packed In Vulnerable Fuel Peols On Site

8.  Lax Fire Safety Regulations|37-9-08

9. Accidents and Leaks From Corroding, Deteriorating Equipment Pius Miles of Buried Pipes and Cable%?}};w‘

10. Increased Risk of Meitdown From More Frequent and Stronger Earthquakes and Other Natural Disaste|37-11

-PA
11, Threats From Unguarded Terrorist Attacks With Planes and Missiles, Cyber Attacks[37-12-0S

12.  Need for an Updated Evacuation Plan and Increased EPZ[37-13-05

13. Increased Costs to the Public - More Cancers and Other Costly mn'esses, More Emergency Room Visits
and Hospitalizations from Massive Increases in PM-10 and TDS, Treatment of Public Drinking Water, [37-14-HH
Environmental Clean-Up

14. Dangerous, Dirty, Harmful, and Costly Nuclear Power |s Not Needed. it Can And Should Be Replaced
With Safe, Clean, Renewable Energy. 37-15-AL

List Compiled By The Alliance For A Clean Environment - September 2011
 Sowsr Kerca @.,470&,43 ATREDS = /FDrr-0 3
1
Jferrp ol = 3D41-072 st = A f e (H40E2D


mailto:cgale@baroergale.com

-135-

W) s o s
, 72 71
Mendiola, Doris 7 /ﬁ’{ﬂ’%? ‘? ™ = <
meﬁ: Schweg [schweg@gmail.com] ) :‘] W
Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2011 10:21 AM S o :
To: Regner, Lisa T - s
Subject: Limerick License Renewal - NRC 1.D. Docket 2011-0166 J = =
: WS
i

Hello Ms. Regner,

I'm writi_ng 1o you to state my oppbsuit'ionlo the relicensing of the Limerick Generating Station in Limerick[38-1-0R

Township. Pennsylvania
I'm worried about Exelon Generation Co., LLC's safety record and 1 hope you will consider my opinion 3&é 55

matier

Respectfully,

Jude Schwegel

79 South White Horse'Road
Phoenixville, Pa 19460

If you want to be important—wonderful. If you want to be recognized—wonderful. If you want to be great—
wonderful. But recognize that he who is greatest among you shall be your servant. That's a new definition of
greatness.

Everybody can be great, because everybody can serve. You don't have to have a college degree to serve. You
don't have to make your subject and your verb agree 1o serve. You don't have to know about Plato and Aristotle
to serve. You don't have to know Einstein's theory of relativity to serve. You don't have to know the second
theory of thermodynamics in physics to serve. You only need a heart full of grace, a soul gencrated by love.
And you can be that servant.

Excerpted from The Drum Major Instinct sermon of the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.
Delivered at Ebenezer Baptist Church, Atlanta, Georgia, on 4 February 1968
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From: Michael Gale [mgale@barbergale.com} 2,
Sent: Thursday, October13, 2011 9:26 AM /{9
To: Regner, Lisa

Subject: DO NOT RELICENSE LIMERICK NUCLEAR PLANT. PERIOD.

And, get the US manufacturing again raking wind turbines, solar panels,
retrofiling older buildings 1o be energy efficient, not funding this an other budget-busting toxic time bombs)
Limerick Muclear Plant's License Expires In 2029 - Exelon Wants To Run It Until 2049
Threats and Harms, Already Unacceptable After 28 Years, Are Increasing!

—
=
ince 1985, Unprecedented Enviranmental Harms, Threats, and Risks From Limerick In 3 iTT
. - i
1. Radiation Into Air and Water From Routine and Accidental Emissions|39-2-RW U
Major Air Pofiution Under-Health Based Standards of the Clean Air Act 30-3-AM

~

w

Schuylkill River Depletion and Major Drinking Water Contamination {39*4-SW; 39-5-GW

4, Radioaclive Groundwater Contamination 39-6-GW
5, Radiation Reporting Levels Increased Dramatically After Japan Disaster 39-7-08

6. Alarming Cancer Increases, Especially In Children, Since Limerick Started Operating

7. Deadly High Level Radioactive Wastes Packed In Vuinerable Fuel Pools On Site|

8.  Lax Fire Safety Regulations

9. Acxidents and Leaks From Corroding, Deteriorating Equipment Plus Miles of Buried Pipes and Cables @S:

10. Increased Risk of Melidown Fram More Frequent and Stronger Earthquakes and Other Natural Disasters{39‘12' PA

11. Threats From Unguarded Terrorist Attacks With Planes and Missiles, Cyber Attacks |39-13-08

12.  Need for an Updated Evacuation Plan and Increased EPZ|39-14-085

13. Increased Costs to the Public - More Cancers and Other Costly linesses, More Emergency Room Visits and Hospitalizations from
Massive Increases in PM-10 and TDS, Treatment of Public Drinking Water, Environmental Clean-Up|39-15-HH

14. Dangerous, Dirty, Harmful, and Costly Nuclear Power is Not Needed. It Can And Should Be Replaced With Safe, Clean, |39-18-AL

Renewable Energy.

List Compiled By The Afliance For A Clean Environment - September 2011

We sincerely hope you will act with your fellow citizens' health, and indeed longevity in mind.

Sincerely,

Michae! Gale

172 north hanovar strest
poisiown, pa 19464
£10-705-2606 p

masl 3 ale.
hitp:/iwww. barberqale. ¢
dusigning sustainable brands
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Subject: FW: LIMERICK (/(p -~
o

From: Joe Roberto [mailto:ive@robertoandassociates.com] — T
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 2:46 PM {Tl
To: Regner, Lisa T:j

Subject: RE: LIMERICK

anks and again, SICe Lhis reactor has unt —~Why the rush, and only one public meetng. 1 you.have ot Reard i,
you will. There is a-major public outrage over this one meeting and not knowing about until too late. People want
bublic meetings so that people hear that many are against this plant rather than just submitting comments to the NRC
which appears to just rubber stamp license requests — which is not comforting to me and many. Butldo thank you very

much for the courtesy, response and review of points. 30-13-LR I

There is also something that | did not comment on before — why was Limerick taken “offline” three times in as man
30-14 OS!

months? Is NRC checking?

Thanks,

Joe Roberte

. -2 3
SOLSE 74 S @7&2/ .»,,/@,352 /9,%” R2)
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Mendiola, Doris

From: Melissa Antrim [mantrim@boscovs.com}
Sent: Friday, October 14, 2011 2:18 PM
To: Regner, Lisa
Cc: Antrim, Melissa home)
Subject: . Docket 2011-0166 - Limerick License Renewal : 3
BY) -
’ 3N 3
5@4 /07—9 A = _
Via email: Lisa.Regqner@NRC.gov 7 /&;{_d—%% a -
: . X Lt -~
U.S. NRC = =
Ms. Lisa Regner T )
Mailstop TWB-05-B01 M / / IS wi
Washington, D.C. 20555 7 ‘:_j o~

Reference:  Request for Denial of Limerick License Renewal - NRC 1.D. Docket 2011-0166

Dear Ms. Regner:

attended the recent meeting on the possible renewal of Limerick Nuclear Plant's Ticense for 20 years past its cufrent
P024 and 2029 expiration dates. | strongly believe, as do many of my local friends and family, that the Limerick Nuclear
Plant must be closed, not relicensed. Approving Limerick Nuclear Plant to be relicensed untit 2049 would be jeopardizing
he health of thousands and thousands of people in neighboring communities. There is substantial evidence readily
Bvailable which justifies closing Limerick. Renewing this license could lead to a catastrophic meltdown. 40-1-OR

Limerick was. built to last 40 years. The older any facility gets, the more likely breakdowns and equipment failure will
occur. When it's a nuclear power plant, meltdown could result from corroding, deteriorating, and aging pipes, cables, and
equipment - honestly, @ number of things. Miles of deteriorating underground buried pipes and cables are a major
concern - how and how often are these inspected? Signs of mechanical damage and breakdown already exist -
three unplanned shutdowns June 2011, preceded by many others since 2007, one with loss of cooling water. While
some parts can be replaced, by the nuclear industry's own admission, some equipment is too big and expensive to
replace. Limerick is showing signs of stress and no one knows just how bad this will be by the time the current license is

up. To add 20 more years to that, without having a clue as to what the condition will be, would be beyond careless. ITQ 08

Over eight million people live within 50 miles of Limerick Nuclear Plant. Safe evacuation is not possible, even within the
seriously flawed and inadequate current 10-mile evacuation plan. Until ‘Limerick closes, NRC should expand the
evacuation plan (to 50 miles) and be sure there are enough shelters and supplies available to accommodate the over 8

million people within that radius. Exelon should pay for the supplies. 40-3-0OS

It doesn't take an accident or disaster for Limerick to poison the region's residents with radiation. "Radiation from
Limerick's routine and accidental emissions alone for the past 26 years is reason enough to deny Exelon’s request. Jt's
not credible for NRC to claim continuous radiation levels are safe for me and my family when there is no safe
level of exposure according to the National Academy of Sciences and Physiclans for Social Responsibility.

NRC never did any radiation monitoring.or testing at Limerick. Evidence shows testing done by Exelon and DEP cannot
be trusted. Exposure to radiation is known to cause cancer. It should be obvious to NRC that Limerick played a
major role in our tragic, well documented cancer crisis after Limerick started operating in the mid 1980s to the late 1990s.
Four cancer studies based on PA Cancer Registry and CDC data showed skyrocketing rates for several cancers far
higher than' national and state averages, especially in children. Qur children had the highest levels of Strontium-90
radiation in their baby teeth of any group near any nuclear plant studied. Limerick Nuclear Plant released SR-90 into our

air and water that got into the milk, vegetation, and food since Limerick started operating. 40-4-HH

ST T a///w o /”’ /’”A = ,/;—7;5..— LI 23& \
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actors in my life, | was recently treated for thyroid cancer. Since my diagnosis, | have learned of many other locals like

Lhyroid cancer increased by 128% from 1985 to 1897 - was a side note, with no family history or other obvious risk
e. It's scary to think the choice. of where we live could kill us. 140-5-HH

It would be careless, unethical and immoral for NRC to approve Exelon’s requested license extensions for Limerick
Nuclear Power Plant. Limerick Nuclear Plant must be closed by 2029, 40-6-0R

Sincerely,

Melissa Antrim

1008 Reading Ave
Boyertown, PA 18512

The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity 16 which it is addressed and may contain
confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, ortaking of
any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is
prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
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From: Michael Antrim [antrim89@gmail.com] N —
Sent: Friday, October 14, 2011 2.35 PM .. — :
To: Regner, Lisa i1 = e
Subject: Limerick - NRC 1.D. Docket 2011-0166 = -5 TRE
T » =
Reference: Request for Denial of Limerick License Renewal - NRC I.D. Docket 2011—@6 = o

Dear Ms. Regner:

he possible renewal of Limerick Nuclear Plant's license for 20 years past its current 2024 and 2029 expiration dates
ore than 12 years ahead of time, worries me a great deal, It's hard to understand why something this major would be
one so far in advance. It's IMPOSSIBLE to know the condition of Limerick 12-19 years ahead of time. Why on earth
ould this be renewed so early? It's a lengthy process that could begin earlier, but in no way should something this
mportant be rushed through now. Why not wait until closer to the expiration dates, and then seek approval? |
nderstand this is how the original guidelines were set up - but those are long outdated. Approving Limerick Nuclear
lantto be relicensed untit 2049 would be jeopardizing the health of millions. Renewing this license could be catastrophic __]
[41 1-LR

o millions. Someone has to speak up; someone has to step up.

Earthquakes and other natural disasters are more frequent and stronger than ever before. Limerick is
3rd on the earthquake risk list. Underground pipes and cables can shake and break, which
would lead to loss of power, loss of cooling water, and meftdown. Limerick's substandard
containment flaw means more radiation would be released. It is simply too dangerous to keep
Limerick operating. Would you want to live within miles of this potential catastrophic disaster? Add
the enormous population.growth that this area has seen overthe past 10 years - with little to no road
{improvements - and attempting to evacuate the area during a disaster would be futile. 1t would be
virtually impossible to get out-of harms way, 41_2_05:—_]

The older any facility gets, the more likely breakdowns and equipment failure will occur.  Limerick was built to last
40 years. Limerick is showing signs of stress and no one knows just how bad this will be by the time
the current license is up. To add 20 more years to that, without possibly knowing what the condition
will be, would be careless. No one can predict what the condition of Limerick will be in 2024 or 2029.
Over eight million people live within 50 miles of Limerick Nuclear Plant. Safe evacuation is not an
option. Plain and simple. That's a scary thought for those of us who live here!!

Exposure to radiation is known to cause cancer. NRC has not done any radiation monitoring or testing at
they could monitor themselves. it should be obvious to NRC that Limerick played a major role in our
cancer crisis after Limerick started operating in the mid 1980s to 2000. Four cancer studies based on
Pennsylvania Cancer Registry and the CDC showed skyrocketing rates for several cancers much
higher than national and state averages, especially in children - innocent children. Thyroid cancer
increased by 128% from 1985 to 1997. | have local friends and family with thyroid cancer and brain
cancer - not one, but several. Sadly, it's no longer uncommon in this area to have a personal link to
cancer. However, it IS uncommon in other areas of the country. It used to be uncommon here too -
prior to Limerick. Would YOU want to live here? Would YOU approve a license renewal so close to
home? Your job is to safely review the facts. Don't like the money of these corporations Tluuba_

facts. 41-3-HH |

Thank you for your time today. Just remember, it would be careless, unethical and immoral for NRC to approve
requested license extensions for Limerick Nuclear Power Plant. Limerick Nuclear Plant must be closed by 2029, |41 4~OH

Sincerely, / /é’-‘%_zlbs: SO s =2 22,

;f ver, ’f’%?f;,%;; O K ey (P22
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From: joanmeglone@comcast.net 74 /F% &3%? f)
Sent: Sunday, October 16, 2011 10:11 PM e

To: Regner, Lisa

Subject: . Limerick License Renewal

Dear Ms. Regner: re: Limerick License Renewal - NRC 1.D. Docket-2011-0166

I am opposed to the license renewal of the Limerick nuclear plant which was designed to safely - 42,1.
operate for 30 yrs. and should now be safely shut down. Statistics regarding nuclearaccidents at [hg

similar aging structures are well documented. Those two towers are ticking timebombs and the NRT
knows this and needs to shut them down. Following the Japanese nuclear disaster our Limerick
nuclear plant hit the statistical at risk list again. The increased risk of cancer is well-founded in the [42-2-
literature also. Why does the NRC think they can play God with people's lives? 1t is no longer Ll

debatable, shut it down before our very lives are jeopardized!l!

So-called quality of life issues addressed as part of public debate, e.g. "the power is always cm“]““?'3'0R I
seems irrelevant to us.when our families are required to evacuate during 'a disaster. Limerick must
be closed and NOT relicensed at any cost, specifically the cost of life itselfl

Sincerely,
Joan McGlone
Resident of Royersford borough

3
]

H =
X 2
f‘“z"i ~1
.h"‘s. Y
(Tl L=
{7 _—
W, =

60//522“%&//&/@4074,&?;) 57@:@5;199"(”03

(e ol — 0015 i 2 e GO

1


mailto:joanmcglone@comcast.nel

- 142 -

L MR SR LN Ll 1A

;&'Z%W &M,’
- 86177

i adlep T W B05

w&lbf“/de 20855

Lol bbb bt

USARRSPCLASS FOREVER

E TR T NIRRT

18

ij

/093 5 Ketrn AF.

Pettale- rrgyes

Ve TD APt 2011 - 0/ ¢ ¢

U.s. N RC

:L‘; ;f),‘,w /éLa”‘w’

Committed to Community Service




-143 -

Mendiola, Doris

Subject: FW: “Limerick License Renewal-NRC 1.D. Docket 2011-0166
Attachments: Limerick.odt

-—-Original Message—--

Fromi: Angelbosley <angelbosley@ao!.com>
To: Lisa.Regner <Lisd.Regner@NRC.gov>
Cc: AngelBosley <AngelBosley@aol.com>

Sent:.Sun, Oct 23,2011 12:48 pm _
Subject: *Limerick Licensé Renewal-NRC [.D. Docket 2011-0166
Lisa Regner:

Hello, | am attaching a letter-to you regarding Limerick Power Plant trying to Re-license until 2049. Please read it. Thank
you for your time and attention.

Sincerely, g/éa{ /M 4
%§;78Frg?r¥\?;gtoﬁ Ave. /é fK J&/% 7 ( ' :

Pottstown PA 19464
484-945-0246
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Sunday, October 23, 2011

Lisa Regner, License Renewal

Mailstop TWB-05-BOI M
Washington DC 20555

Lisa.Regner@NRC.gov

*Limerick License Renewal-NRC 1.D. Docket 2011-0166
Dear NRC/Lisa Regner:

I was unable 16 attend the public hearing at the time that is occurred. I would like to voice my concemn

to all of you through this letter. There are so many reasons why you as a group should already know
that it would be in the best interest of the men, women, children, babies, fetuses, animals, fish, wildlife
in general and the environment for you to refuse/oppose Limerick Power Plant from re-licensing. The
problem that always seems to come up at some of these public hearings and sessions where
businesses/corporations want to expand and become bigger and run their businesses long past the time
that they should truly be allowed in order to keep people safe, always comes back to the issue of
money, offerings, bribes, donations, etc. in the end. "When these things occur, people and businesses
turn a “blind eye” so to speak to the dangers of allowing a business Jike the Limerick Power Plant to

renew its license again. That is unacceptable! I expect and demand better service from you
44-1-OR ™|

protect myself and my family from harm!

There is no “independent” testing being done at Limerick.” The results of testing are provided by their
own company, who has a vested interest in the outcome of those results, so how could you ever believe

that they would be honest about the results? Seriously?? 44-2-08 I

There is concern that should be faced regarding the SchuylKill River and the affects it is going to have Jj44-3-
on the public if it becomes depleted, and/or toxic due to the contaminates going in it. It is disgusting JISW

and heart wrenching to know that officials and organizations are not paying attention to what can
happen to the public if Limerick Power Plant continues to operate longer then expected. Ignoring the
obvious problems our community is facing and hoping that after they serve their term, it will be
someone else s problem to deal with is unacceptable. Now is the time. Step up and do what is morally

We as a society need 1o wake up and start paying atiention to the massive harm power plants can cause
to the people, animals, water, air, etc. Why does everyone want to pay attention when it is way too
late?? There are safer alternative forms of energy available to our country/communities. We should be

right for humanity. [44-4-OR|

working on them and training employees, who currently work for the nuclear power plants, how to

work with safer forms of energy to help our country move forward in today's society. 44-5-Al [

aven't we already seen some of the damage that a terrorist attack can cause for our country and for L
others? Do you really need to risk more possible attacks on a power plant that is not fully equipped for
hat kind of attack or for some other natural disasters that can occur. This plant is not prepared for |

446

ttacks with planes, missiles, and other threats such as a cyber attack. There should also be a concern
or.accidents and leaks from corroding and deteriorating equipment at the site from over the years
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(Page 2 of 3)

which could cause parts of it to be shut down for periods of time, as well .as the miles of buried pipes

the best interest of the public or environment to allow them to re-license.

4477

and cables. There are many concerns that should be fully looked at and considered, and just with ing
minimal thought to them, it shouldn't take a “rocket scientists” so to speak to figure out that it is not in {Cani'd

The most alarming and. compelling thing to me as a taxpayer, homeowner, and mother is the
pverwhelming and alarming cancer increases to the public after Limerick had started operating. The
CDC website showed a 92.5% higher than the national average for childhood cancer in six
Pommunities close to the Limerick Nuclear Plant which included, Pottstown, West Pottsgrove, Lower
Pottsgrove, Upper Pottsgrove, North Coventry, and Douglass Berks Township from cancers diagnosed
from 1995-1999. The Pennsylvania State Cancer Registry For Montgomery County- from 1985-86 to
1996-97 also shows cancer rates skyrocketed in Montgomery County where the Limerick Nuclear Plant
s located during the Mid 80's to 90's after they opened. Prostate Cancer increased 132%, Thyroid
Cancer increased 128%, Kidney cancer increased 96%, Multiple Myeloma increased 91%, Hodgkin's
Disease increased 67%, Non-Hodgkin's Lymphoma increased 61%,Breast cancer increased 61%,

radiation levels, it only means that they are allowed.

Pancreas cancer increased 54%, and Leukemia increased 48%. ’ v |44-8-%ﬁ]

Radiation exposure can cause cancer and other serious disease and disability, at any level of exposure
Laccording to the National Academy of Sciences and Physicians for Social Responsibility. Permissible
radiation levels does not mean that they are safe levels for everyone in the community. Most
permissible levels are based on the average healthy adult. They are not levels that were based or
researched for fetuses, infants, toddlers and children or pets. Fetuses, infants, children, pets and the
blderly and immuned compromised individuals are at most risk of health problems. There is a broad
range of dangerous radionuclides routinely released into our air and water from the Limerick Nuclear
Plant as well as any accidental releases. Permissible radiation levels does not mean that they are safe

T have children as well as other loved ones that have or have had allergies, asthma, learning disabilitie

44-9-
H H

speech dxsab:hues behavnora dzsablhtles thyrozd conditions, cancers, skin dnsorders and irritation, etc.

used that are safer for the community.

dcserve to live in a community where our air and water isn't bemg contamlnated constantly with
hazardous chemicals, radiation, etc. when thefe are other energy alternatives out there that are bein
44-10-AL |

I expect you to do what is morally right now for me, my family, my neighbors, my community, and the [44-71-
pets, wildlife, air, water, and environment in whole by rejecting, refusing and opposing Limerick Power |OR
Plant from re-licensing to run their business longer then originally planned for 2029. Don't turn a

“blind eye” now. Do vour job knowing that vou are doing what is morally right and safe for humanity

and for my children and for the future of generations to come. Please help women have a chance to
carry a baby full term without complications due to any possible air and water pollution that may have
been caused by allowing more radiation into the environment when there are safer altemnatives for

energy. : 44-12- Aq
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One person/individual can make a huge difference in the life of others whether or not you realize it. It
can have a domino effect on others. Please step up and be that one person that we truly need right now
to do what is right. Why' does it have to take someone to be personally affectéd by a situdtion or to
have a loved one suffer or die to step forward and do something? Please don't wait. Now is the time.

Please be courageous enough to stand up and fight for what is right for thi§ community and. for
humanity in a whole, no matter how hard or long the task may seem, it will be worth itin the end!!!

1 appreciate your time and attention in this matter. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lisa Smoyer- Upper Pottsgrove Resident

1027 Farmington Ave.
Pottstown PA 19464

CC: Friends, Family and some community members
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US.NRC TGRS B44T ¢ S w
Ms. Lisa Regner %
Mailstop TWB-05-BO1M
Washington, D.C. 20555 0292 -
Lisa.Regner@NRC.gov

Subject: Deny Limerick License Renewal - NRC I.D. Docket 2011-0166

Dear Ms. Regner:

| urge NRC to deny Exelon's request to renew Limerick Nuclear Plant's license for 20
years past its current 2024 and 2029 expiration dates. Limerick Nuclear Plant. must be closed,
not relicensed, for many valid reasons. Approval for Limerick Nuclear Plant to be relicensed 45-1-OR
1 until 2048 would be reckless and would show blatant disregard for the health and safety of the
public. There is more than sufficient evidence of harms and threats to justify closing Limerick.
There are too many things beyond NRC's control that could lead to a catastrophic meltdown.

Limerick is 3rd on the earthquake risk list. It is too dangerous to keep Limerick
operating. Earthquakes and other natural disasters are more frequent and stronger.
Underground pipes and cables can shake and break, then lead to loss of power, loss of cooling
water, and meltdown. Limerick's substandard containment flaw means more radiation would
released. 45-2-PA |

Everything has a life expectancy. Limerick's was 40 years. The older any facility gets,
the more likely mechanical breakdowns and equipment failure will occur.  When it's a nuclear
plant, meltdown could result from corroding, deteriorating, and aging pipes, cables, and 35-3-05
equipment. Miles of difficult to inspect corroding, deteriorating underground buried pipes and
cables are a major concemn.  Signs of mechanical damage and breakdown already exist - three
unplanned shutdowns June 2011, preceded by many others since 2007, one with loss of cooling
water. While some parts can be replaced, by the nuclear industry’s own admission, some

equipment is too big and expensive to replace.

Térrorisis have made i clear they miend 10 aiack nuclear planis. Exelon has refused o |
pay to guard Limerick against a 8/11 type terrorist attack with a plane or missile, even though
the most deadly targets (Limerick's fuel pools) are vuinerable to such attacks. Limerick is a
similar design to nuclear plants in Japan that are meiting down and exploding. NRC's own
report from 2000 shows people 500 miles away could be impacted by an-accident or attack on
such fuel pools. Deadly radioactive spent fuel rods are jam packed into Limerick's vulnerable|45-4-O5
fuel pools five stories high. Cyber attacks, now declared an act of war, could wipe out systems
that could lead to meltdown. Hackers have penetrated the Pentagon and other well guarded
systems. Exelon's new plan for cyber attacks gives us little comfort.

No NRC policy, review, or report can make Limerick failsafe from a catastrophic 45-5-03!
meltdown. Qver eight million people five within 50 miles of Limerick Nuclear Plant. Safe

SoUSE e yzé&z}“@—wféy@ AE-REDS = FDrr=03
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evacuation is merely an illusion, even within the seriously flawed and fundamentally inadequate
current 10-mile evacuation plan.  Until Limerick closes, NRC should expand the evacuation
plan (minimally to 50 miles) and be sure there are enough shelters and supplies available to
accommodate the over 8 million people within the 50 miles. Exelon should pay for the supplies.

Unless this is done, Limerick should be closed as soon as possible.

45-5-08
Cont'd

But, it doesn't take an accident or disaster for Limerick to poison the region's residents
with radiation. Radiation from Limerick's routine and accidental emissions alone for the past 26
years is reason enough to deny Exelon's request. It's not credible for NRC to claim continuous
radiation levels are safe for me and my family when there is no safe level of exposure according
to the National Academy of Sciences and Physicians for Social Responsibility.

NRC is Tailing fo acknowledge obvious health harms from Limerick's continuous adamve, | -

cumulative, and synergistic radiation releases which get into our water, food, soil, vegetation,
milk, and our bodies. NRC has no idea what health harms some of the region's residents

experienced from Limerick Nuclear Plant. NRC never did any radiation monitoring or testing at | 45-7-HH

Limerick. Evidence shows testing done by Exelon and DEP cannot be trusted.

Exposure to radiation is known to cause cancer. It should be obvious to NRC that
Limerick played a major role in our tragic, well documented cancer crisis after Limerick started
operating in the mid 1980s to the late 1990s. Four cancer studies based on PA Cancer Registry
and CDC data showed skyrocketing rates for several cancers far higher than national and state
averages, especially in children. Our children had the highest levels of Strontium-90 radiation in
their baby teeth of any group near any nuclear plant studied. Limerick Nuclear Plant released
SR-90 into our air and water that got into the milk, vegetation, and food since Limerick started
operating. Thyroid cancer increased by 128% from 1985 to 1997. Other cancers rose
dramatically as well.

Limerick Nuclear Plant is slowly destroying the vital public drinking water source for
almost two million people from Pottstown to Philadelphia. Radioactive and heated wastewater
is discharged by Limerick Nuclear Plant into the ‘Schuylkill River 24/7. Limerick's cooling towers
are causing significant depletion. To supplement the flow to operate Limerick, Exelon wants to
pump more contaminated mine water into the river. No one can credibly assure us if drinking

water will remain safe even until 2029 when Limenick's original license expires.

Limerick contaminated groundwater. Radioactive leaks and spills over the years were
never cleaned up. More radioactive leaks can be expected in the future through earthquakes,
deterioration, and corrosion. Many residential wells are very close to Limerick.

45-1 O-GWl

eq
extensions for Limerick Nuclear Power Plant. All of the unprecedented harms, threats, and risks
from Limerick Nuclear Plant will increase if NRC approves an additional 20 year Limerick
license extension, until 2049. Limerick Nuclear Plant must be closed by 2029.

Sincerely,

Chodhs A
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1618 Benjamin Dr.
Ambler, PA 19002

Oct. 21, 2011
Ms. Lisa Regner
Project Manager

NRC Environmental Review Project

Dear Ms. Regner:

Which is located about 20 miles from my home. There are several reasons why this re-licensure is not in
he best interests of people living in the surrounding community.

i this license renewal is granted, this plant wiil continue operating untii ZUAY, at wiich time 1t will be
over sixty years old. Cracks in concrete and corrosion in piping will inevitably develop as this facility
ages. While some of this “wear and tear” may be evident to visual inspection, some of it will also occur
in less accessible places, such as in underground piping systems. The Associated Press has shown that
tritium leaks in-underground piping systems frequently go undetected—sometimes for years——in aging
nuclear power plants.' While no leaks of this kind have so far been documented at Limerick, the odds of
these sorts of problems developing will only increase with every successive decade of the plant’s working
life.

While the problems associated with age will develop in any nuclear power plant over time, there are
additional problems with the reactors at Limerick. Limerick’s reactors are boiling water reactors similar
to those that.catastrophically melted down last spring in Japan. Although these reactors have a later
containment design, they have the sanie fundamentally flawed reactor pressure vessel design as those that
failed at Fukushima In the BWR design, the control rods come up through the bottom of the pressure
vessel, instead of dropping down from above as in other reactor designs. While the reactor pressure
vessel itself is made of very thick steel, the bottom of the BWR pressure vessel contains 60 holes through
which the rods enter the vessel.® In the event of a meltdown, however, these same holes can provide 2

“path of least resistance” through which the hot molten fuel can escape with relative ease; it then only has
to melt through connecting pipes that are much thinner and weaker than the metal of the pressure vessel
itself™ This apparently occurred at Fukushima, where authorities now admit that reactor fuel underwent
not merely a “melt-down,” but a “melt-through,” breaching the inner pressure vessel and in the process
releasing considerable amounts of radioactive material into the environment.”

am writing to express my opposition to the re-licensure of Limerick nuclear power generating station, 46-1-OR

46-3-085

Une mlgj'l! be t@mpted TG disSHIsS the comparison with Fukushima on the grounds Limenick m

Pennsylvania is unlikely to experience a similar combination tsunami and earthquake. While the sunami
is not an issue, however, recent analysis by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission suggests that
earthquakes pose a more significant threat to the Limerick reactors than was recognized at the time of
their construction and initial licensure. (Incidentally, it now appears that at least one of Fukushima's
reactors was significantly damaged by the earthquake even before the tsunami struck.)” According to the
NRC's own data, Limerick's two reactors are the third and fourth most likely in the country to sustain core
damage in the event of an earthquake.™ There is a fault line called the Ramapo fault line that runs
stightly north of Limerick, and two small earthquakes associated with this fault line occurred as recently
as February 2009 The unexpected quake that shook Virginia's North Anna nuclear plant with over fwo
times the amount of force that it was designed to withstand should make us take very seriously the NRC’s
data regarding Limerick’s greater than previously recognized vulnerability to earthquake damage.™

These concerns are compounded by the fact that the manufacturer of Limerick’s control rods, GE Hitachi,

46-4-PA |
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event of an earthquake®

- 46-4- PA
recently acknowledged concerns that the control rods in its BWRs might not function properly in the Cont'd

Questions about the Limerick reactors’ ability to withstand accidents and natural disasters are all the more
pressing because so many people could potentially be affected if something catastrophic were to occur.
Since 1990, the population within a ten-mile radius of the plant has increased by 45%, from 178,047 to
257,625 In addition, Philadelphia, with a population of 1,526,006, is only about 28 miles away. How

much more might these populations increase by 20497 Bearing in mind that the NRC advised Americans |

within a 50 mile radius of Fukushima to evacuate last spring, one can only imagine how difficult it would
be to carry out such evacuations if the unthinkable were ever to occur at Limerick,

|46-5-08

Finally, my concerns regarding the impact of this nuclear power plant on my community are not limited
to catastrophic scenarios that might potentially occur. There have been some recent studies published in
health journais that show a higher incidence of certain illness—particularly among children—in
communities surrounding nuclear power plants. While these studies were conducted in a variety of
locations, they seem to be consistent with some of the data that Pottstown’s local Alliance for a Clean
Environment presents on its-website regarding increased cancer and leukemia rates—also especially
among children—in the greater Poftstown area,”™

46-6-HH |

For all of these reasons, T am asking the Nuclear Regulatory Association to deny Exelon’s request (o
extend Limerick’s operating license for an extra twenty years.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Lori Molinari
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Mendiola, Doris

From: Regner, Lisa
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2011 10117 AM
To: Gallagher, Carol S/‘y’}é /93& V4
Cc: Mendiola, Doris :
Subject: Limerick Comment dictated to PM (docket NRC-2011-0166) % /% jf) ’5/
! 7%

Environmental Scoping comment dictated to PM (L. Regner) on October 27, 2011:

I'm against it for two reasons:

imerick Generating Station is oid and [ don't think it is strong enough o withstand plane impacis, 147-1 PA ]
earthquakes, or tornadoes that occur here.

I'am fully aware of the amount of cancer that s prevalent in this area. l |47-2-HH

Doris Meyers

Read back to Ms. Meyers twice by PM to ensure accuracy of dictated statement,

Lisa M Regner, Senior Project Manager
Division of License Renewal

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Lisa.Regner@NRC.Go

Office: 0 11 H-23

Mail Stop: O 11F-1

(301) 415-1906 ‘ . b
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Mendiola, Doris

From: quteasz@comcast.net

Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2011 3:03 PM
To: Regner, Lisa

Subject: Limerick Nuclear Plant Relicensing

Hello Ms. Regner:
Just a quick note requesting the NRC to NOT allow the relicensing of the Limerick, Pa.,
nuclear plant at this time. 48-1-0R

I'moved 10 PotiStown, Pa., some time ago in perfect neaitn. ‘ ] Wi
prostate cancer. Although | cannot prove it was a direct cause ef the nuclear power plant,
| feel that much further, unbiased studies and tests need to be done prior to the
relicensing of the Limerick plant by reputable sources not by corporate interests groups
that can manipulate the statistics in Exelon's favor.

Wouldn't it be in the best interest of our community and surrounding communities if the
higher cancer rate was due to the Limerick power plant???? This questionis a "no

brainer”, 48-2-HH
There is plenty of time for testing to be done prior to the relicensing.

AISG, Why The Rurry 777 Common sense would mdicate that EXelon Knows something 1o
which we are not aware.

Why must the license be renewed at this time when they are licensed through 2024 and
20297777

Again, WHY THE HURRY??? B3R |
To relicense now is not in the best interest of everyone in our area.

Prior to the construction of the Limerick power plant, everyone in our surrounding area
was told that.our electricity would be one of the lowest in the U.S.

THIS WAS A BOLD FACE LIE!!! IT IS ONE OF THE HIGHEST IN THE U.S.!I
Excelon lied to us then and they will distort the facts now.

PLEASE DO NOT BE IN A HURRY TO RELICENSE LIMERICK WITHOUT COMPLETE
AND HONEST TESTING BY AN IMPARTIAL COMPANY. There is plenty of time after the
test results.

Thank you for readlng my e-mail. | hope God guides your agency into making the correct
decision.

Ken Sekellick
661 N. Price St.
Pottstown, PA. 19464

guteasz{@comcast.net
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936 Shenkel Road
g/"q’/ 22y ponsmim,emof%ss
T FRLIHTY

October 25, 2011
=T NED o2l

U.S8.NRC

C/0O Lisa Regner, License Renewal Re: Limerick License
Mailstop TWB-0505-B01 M Renewal

Washington, D. C. 20555 : NRC LD. Docket 2011-0166
Dear Lisa, NRC:

As a physician, | am wriling to help you understand that nuclear reactors are not safe.

1 attended the medical clinic in Hiroshima right after the bombing and saw the radiation
horrors caused by nuclear bombing. I have kept a close watch on similar problems by
nuclear energy in the medical field since then, not only worldwide, but because of our
nearby nuclear power plant. Here are some concerns.

According to the National Center for Disease Control, Peniisylvania ranks No. | for the
highest incidence of Thyroid cancer. This occurred after installation of nuclear power |9 -HH

plants in our area as well as in the rest of the State. Medical journals are reporting high
rates ol cancer near nuciear plan{s.” An earthquake n our area 1s nof {oo far feiched.
And, of course, the threat of terrorism with vulnerable spent Tuel are always a concern.|g-7-PA l

Incidentally, baby teeth studies have revealed Strontium 90 radioactive particles which
can affect the child’s immune system for more illness. 6-8-HH

We can’t control the use of nuclear in the rest of the world, but we can keep the U. §.
safer by eliminating nuclear energies, Fortunately, many of our European allies including 6-9-OR l
Australia have decided to phase out reactors. We should join them to reduce human
suffering. Also this can reduce our increasing costs of health care!

Please listen to this advice after years of doing my best for America. Rely on more and B-T0-AL
ruly safe and renewable sources like solar, wind and geothermal power. A patriotic dut

[0 protect our kids

[

[imerick Power Plant is ranked in the top 3 riskiest nuclear power plants in the U.S.A,
L . 6-11-OR
Limerick Power Plant must be closed not relicensed.

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Fred S, Winter
Fred S. Winter, M. D.

SOSTE 45//%@7%‘
Jong Ol = 150213 Gt = 7 fprtrr (412 %)
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Anthony Gonyea

Onondaga Nation

TefH 534 7Y Hemlock Rd. Box 3198

via Nedrow, NY 13120

oct. 15, 2011 o 2 =
A i LT
A ~3
David J Wrona 3 o
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission o =2
washington, DC 20555-0001. 3 - S
J o &

RE: Project ID: Limerick Generating Station
Limerick Township of Montgomery County, PA

Dear Mr. Wrona,

Thank you for providing the Onondaga Nation with information about this project. If
anything changes are made, I would like to be consuited. I realize that Unit 1 and Unit
2 have licenses that may be renewed in 2024 and 2029 respectively, therefore you may
send updates and information until then. l:
49-1-HE

In the event that during project construction, any archeological resources or remains,
including, without limitation, human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects
of cultural patrimony are uncovered, please immediately stop construction and contact
me at (315)952-3109, or the Onondaga Nation’s General Counsel Mr., Joseph Heath at
(315)475-2559.

If you have any comments or questions about this matter, please do not hesitate to let

me know. Thank you for your help.

Anthony Gonyea

A Faithkeeper for the Onondaga Nation
Onondaga Nation Historic Preservation Office
Section 106 Representative

50&5}5&//%%% AR EDS = SFDir—2 3
ey bole = Ppuy— 873 Gt = 8 flograr (£ 2)

Sincerely,
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Mendiola, Doris % A D 3’%7QJ s
. F

From: . Deb Penrod [deb24532@comcast.net] T
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2011 8:06 PM L
To: Regner, Lisa Lo
Subject: greetings from a SUPPORTER of Limerick nuclear plant : tj’l

Hi,

wanted to let you know that | am a complete and full supporter of the Limerick Nuclear plant. | am
Iso supportive of the scientific judgement and expertise of those such as yourself who have the job :
f making the decisions. ]50.—1

55

{1 saw your name in an article in the Mercury where the writer was requesting that objections be sent
to you. | thought | would take advantage of the contact information to state a contrary position.)

| grew up in coal-mining country, and never saw a stream or a creek with clear water uncontaminated
by acid mine runoff until | was in my late teens. Opponents to nuclear power have usually never lived
near coal truck entrances to mines and coal plants, and have probably never lost family members to
mine cave-ins or black lung. Risks should be minimized as much as possible, but the world will
always have something that someaone objects to. Unscientific or fear-based objections to nuclear
power are unproductive and do not advance safe or reasonably priced power.

I work in the phammaceutical industry (J was first educated as a pharmacist, and then as an atforney; |
now help to get new vaccines approved, and to help increase vaccination rates). The parallel | see’is
with the group of people who see disaster in every prescription drug product, and complain about
everything the FDA approves or does. Nothing is ever 'safe’ enough for them.

]Piease renew Limerick, using the best scientific information and risk/benfit analysis available to you, |
- 50-2-SR

Thank you.

Debby Penrod

215 Amanda Smith Drive
PO Box 516 ‘
Pottstown, PA 19464

' La LATDs = fIDI7-23
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Mendiola, Doris

From: ' bocKoenig@aoLcom

Sent; Thursday, October 27, 2011 8:49 PM g/

To: Regner, Lisa : & /4,9
Subject: Fwd: Nuclear Limerick 7

Je R EGHTE
G4

From: DocKoenig@aol.com

To: LisaRegner@nrc.gov

Sent: 10/27/2011 7:36:13 P.M. Eastem Daylight Time
Subj: Nuclear Limerick

Hello Lisa Limerick should not .be licensed. or relicensed at this time. They are only
doing it because the plant has issues that they are trying to hide. The evacuation plar
is a joke because we would not get out of our driveways. It would not have worked 10
years ago and certainly with the population growth it would be much
worse. Kelicense should not be permitted because all kinds of deterioration has eccurre:
‘and is occurring and the present licenses do not run out until 2024 and 2029, They are
doing this now because they know it would not pass if they waited for 2024 and 2029,
This is an old plant and there is much corrosion and concrete deterioration that is going
on. There are many miles of buried pipes that cannot checked reliably, Cancer rates
are higher than the national average and NRC is going with the status quo. Also 51-3-HH ‘

Limerickis built on a fault . Please protect our citizens from possible disaster and do |51-4-GE;
not relicense Limerick, Sincerely Charlie Koenig 51-5-OR
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Mendiola, Doris

From: - John & Joyce Webber [jbwebberpc@comceast.net}
Sent; Friday, October 28, 2011 2:41 PM

To: Regner, Lisa

Subject:

Exlon Limerick Relicensing

As a resident of New Hanover Twp., Montgomery County, PA (less than 5 miles from Exelon’s Limerick Nuclear
Power Plant}, | urge you to vote AGAINST the premature relicensing of that facility. 52-1-0OR

1) The Limerick plant was built to be used for 25 years. 5%9 ‘4/0""'3 e

JFR 534 TE

[{3} The area around the faciiity has exploded with homes and busanesse5152-3-SE|

2} It has now gone far beyond its limitations.

I/
(4} The roads to any safe place are overwhelmed with congestion with normal traffic. (5)The plantcann
longer store its used fuel rods and has asked permission to begin transporting them to another facility. [5574.58

l {5) It is one of the six most dangerous plants in the country because of its proximity to an earthquake faul

1.
- 152-5-0S
{6} The surrounding area has abnormally high cancer rates among-adults and children. [52-6-HH|

For all these reasons and many others too numerous to mention, it would be a truly disastrous mistake to
extend Exelon’s Limerick license for 20 years beyond the current licenses that do no expire until 2024 & 2029!

Please consider the thousands and thousands of people who would be lost to an accident that could be
prevented.

Sincerely,

loyce B. Webber
2338 Holly Drive

Gilbertsville, PA 19525
610-326-2584
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Mendiola, Doris // 3 /72 I 449?(? TQ -
From: Anita Baly [ajbaly@yahoo.com] - T :,
Sent: Friday, October 28, 2011 3:06 PM | <
To: Regner, Lisa e —t
Subject: Limerick Plant Relicensing Application is Too Early f;@:; =
St 4=
J v
Wi

Dear Lisa,

It was good to meet you at the September 22, 2011 hearing the NRC held at Sunnybrook.

As I stated then, 1 continue to be concerned and puzzled about the very early and pre-mature application of
Exelon to extend the licenses of the towers. One of those towers does not come up for renewal until 2024 and
the other 2029. 1 ask the NRC not to work on the relicensing question for this facility for at least ten years. The
wait could only ensure better information. The public cannot possibly benefit from a decision to renew the
licenses at this time. The best decision will be made based on the best possible information. The NRC does not
have that best information this early. Much will happen in the next ten years. Iurge the NRC to wait and see
how any of it affects the prospect of continuing these plants at that later date. @E

What can happen in the next ten years that we can all learn from relevantly could be anything. It may be better
information about how natural disasters are affecting nuclear facilities; we may know more about weather
patterns that could cause damage. We will certainly know more about the world situation in terms of advances
in terrorist technological capabilities and goals. We will know more about how well nuclear plants in general
and the Limerick facility are faring as they continue to age. If someone steps forward to fund studies, we will
know yét more about cancer rates in the nuclear zone. (We do know something about that now: Joseph
Mangano and others have done studies already that [ assume he has provided to you, and I urge you to consider
carefully.) '

One big concern--because of Japan's recent experience and the fact that we had an earthquake here in the
Limerick plant's territory--is refurbishing the plants so they can withstand earthquakes. It has been widely
reported--by MSNBC and the AP, using NRC data--that the Limerick plant has the nation's third highest risk of
being damaged by an earthquake. When the plant was built, no one thought this area would get earthquakes.
Now we do. I understand that Congress is now or soon will be considering increasing earthquake preparedness
capabilities at the plants, I fear that if you grant Exelon carte blanche now, the NRC would encourage them to
do less than they should to make the plants safer, [5-6-PA

There can be no good reasons for relicensing now. Please wait as long as possible to do that. Better
information helps everyone who wants an outcome that is right and socially beneficial--not just profitable. for
Exelon.

Thank you for your consideration.

Anita Baly
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
box.311 ¢ norristown ¢ pennsylvania ¢+ 19404-0311 ¢+ 610-278-3722
office location: suite 201 * one.monigomery plaza ¢ swede & airy streets ¢ norristown pa
FAX 610-278-3941 + Website www.planiing.montcopa.org
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October 25, 2011 7 ]
0] N

Chief, Rules Announcements, and Directives Branch :j ) &

Mail Stop: TWB-05-BO1M
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 205550001

RE: Environmental Scoping Comments
‘Limerick Nuclear Generating ‘Station *
Division of License Rehewal
NRC-2011-0166

Dear NRC Staff:

We have exammed the proposed rchcensmg review mformatlon presented by NRC staff
at the'Public Heanng ‘held in Pottstown on September 22 and the informiation posted
on the web sm-: operated ‘by the NRC. We feel that.it is vital that any decision
regarding the rehcensmg of the Limerick Nuclear Power Station reflect careful
consideration of all relevant public health and safety, security, and environmental
issues that pertain to nuclear power generation in general and the unique conditions
at the nuclear power generating station situated in Limerick Township. Itis our
understanding that an Environmental Impact Statement will be developed which
addresses relevant environmental impacts pertaining to socioeconomics,
environmental justice, and noise; cultural resources, archeology, and geological
science; atmospheric science, air quality; hydrological sciences; transportation and
land use; radiation protection; nuclear safety, fuel cycle, waste, and accident analysis;
construction, operation, refurbishment, and decommissioning; regulatory compliance;
“aquatic ecology; and water quality. Further it is our understanding that a detailed
safety review will be conducted to review design assumptions; assess aging
management of safety systems; and determine if new momtormg and mspecnons are
needed during the expanded licensing period. :

While we 1mplore the NRC to do a full review of both environmental and public safety
issues peftaining to the plant- particularly addressing radioactivity exposures during
normal operation of the power station and during various types of unusual events and
disasters- we additionally feel that the impact review preceding any relicensing
decision should also address specific issues jpertaining to the plant based upon it’s
conformity to the Montgomery ‘County Comprehensxve Plan and overall county
developiment policies. Below we have itemnized issues with respect to land use change
and growth around the ‘power plant, transportation and evacuation capaczty,
Schuylkill River; and county trails that we feel warrant consideration in the

envirohmerital impact. stucly ] ’ ) -~
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NRC Staff 2- ' October 25, 2011

Land Use Change and Growth around the Power Plant:

Since the original plant was constructed, the population'in the surrounding-
communities has grown dramatically. Limerick Township and nearby Upper
Providence Township have been two of the most rapidly growing communities in the"
county. This growth largely fueled by access to US Route 422 Expressway and'
available land with suitable infrastructure, has dramatxcally changed the character of
the area surrounding the Limerick Power Station. In the past few years, the "
Philadelphia Premium Outlet Mall, a 600,000 square foot retail facility, and the
adjoining Costco shoppmg center opened along US Route 422 about one ‘mile north of
the Limerick Power Statxon property “The land adjomlng those facilities is being'
consxdered for vanous types of retail and résidential uses. * At one time, a large
gambling casino had’ been proposed in. this location as well. ‘Other lands in Lower
Pottsgrove Township near the Lzmenck Power Stauon have also been proposed for
similar types of uses, : I

While the county planning commissiori has tried to promote lower densities of growth
in proximity to the Limerick Plant, the local communities and the marketplace favor
this location for significant development due to its proximity to the US Route 422
interchange at Township Line/ Evergreen Road. The growth that has taken place in
the area around the power plant, and in pamcular the growth taking: place .in the area
immediately adjoining the plant and the primary access to if, as well as the projected
growth in the future, could comphcate evacuation plans and-the miovement of
appropriate emergency response personnelto the plant in the event of a disaster.
Certainly this access could be even more critical in the event of-a natural disaster
‘when other roads to thé plant may be- 1mpassable The environmental assessment’
review needs to analyze this ‘growth in the vicinity of the power plant to evaluate what
impact it would have on plant operauons and whether or not safe evacuatxon can take
place from the newly developed areas. . .

54-2-08

ransportation and Evacuation CaDacxtv ' v

he growth in the whole US Route 422 Corridor has raised numerous proposa]s for
xpanding the vehicle capacity of the 422 expressway. Current peak commuting

affic tie ups on portions of the expressway serve as evidence that it may have
inadequate capacity to continue to serve as a safe evacuation corridor for the region.
he county transportation plan recognizes the need for various road improvements

ong the US 422 Corridor to address current and future traffic demands. The first
priority projects in the plan include interchange improvements’ at the Township Line
Road/ Evergreen Road intersection which is alsc the primary access route to the
plant; needed widening and reconstruction of the highway east of thie power station
between Route 29 and US Route 202 in King of Prussia, reconstruction of US Route
422 in the vicinity of Pottstown, and the reconstruction and widening of the Route 422
Bridge across the Schuylkill River at Betzwood. A passenger train line is also -
proposed as a first priority in the transportation plan to provide service through the
western portion of the county into Norristown. The proposed route for this train line is
e existing Norfolk Southem rail line that goes through the Limerick Power Station
Property. Other unprovements including the widéning and expansion of US Route 422
from Pottstown to Route 29 and additional mterchange xmprovements at Township
Line/ Evergreen Road" are proposed as seconda.ty pnonues iri the county plan. In-
ddition to these unpro\fements several other localized 1mprovements that may 1mpact
Evacuauon feasxbllxty aré‘proposed iri‘the county plan.-" ~ ¢ ¢
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Due to funding hmitations in Pennsylvania, these projects are not likely to move
forward at this time. The environmental impact review should consider the capacity of
the roadway facxhtxes to service the Limerick Plant as well as provide sufficient
evacuation of the area in the event of a dlsaster Possible mitigation strategies to be
considered i in the environmental assessment review could include the role 6f Exelon in
funding 1 the nnportant road 1mprevements needed in thxs area to cnsure safe

54-3-08
Cont'd

evacuation and access 1o the plant in any typc of dlsaster

.Basin Commission {DRBC).in 2003 and: kept: active. through a series of docket

Schnglkdl River; B v T o '

Since the last unpact statement was prepA f d. ”1.973 the S, uy1k111 ‘River has been-
designated as a state scemc river and as a, hentage area for both the state and federal
government. Due to these’ des;gnanons and the efforts’ of non- proﬁt orgamzatxons
and local government, access to the river has been expanded so that the river has
become a recreation and heéritage tourism destination. Use of the river in the vicinity
of the plant will continue to grow. With the return of American Shad made.possible
through down stream fish ladders, interest m the nvcr could even grow further i in the
future. .

The .Limerick Plant withdraws sizeable portions of river water. During low flow
periods, additional quantities of water are.released into the river from the Wadesville
Mine and Still Creek Reservoir in Schuylkill County to compensate for the water
withdrawn at the plant. This process was initially approved by the, Delaware River

amendments. Future river water use is dependﬂnt upon the ability of this water make
up system to operate thhm various wate:: quality and flow, .parameters set by DRBC.
It is important to.evaluate the viability of the use of the river water and water make up
system to provide needed water through the expanded plant lifetime. Analysis of this
aspect of plant operation needs to account for the water quality impact from the total
dissolved solids in the Wadesville water among other parameters. If resumed use of
the Delaware water diversion is anticipated, an evaluation of that system is required td
ensure that the capacity is available in the conveyance system and that water quality
objectives can be met for discharge into the East Branch of the Perkiomen Creek.

The county has been working hard to develop an interconnected system of open space

County Trails and Open Space: -

and trails along the Schuylkill River and within other natural resource areas of the
county. In doing this, the county has provided funding to local municipalities and
non-profit conservation organizations to purchéase open space and park land; acquired
county land and agriculture eaSements; and developed trails. ‘The Limerick,

Generating Station site contain ificant land along the Schuylkill River that has
g a on 1 ¢ 351gn11 ong € OC uy v as [54‘5‘[_.“

been identified as part of the Schuylkill River Greenway i in the county plan. The use
and management of these lands relative to the county open space and natural areas
inventory plans should be evaluated in. the relicensing process.

The Montgomery County Open Space Plan proposes a trml along the river through the
power plant property. . This trail is proposed as the Schuylkxll East Trail, which would
be developed as unpaved trall between Mom Clare and Pottstown Essentlally the
proposed route. would follow an old road way betwcen the rivér and Norfolk Southern
rail line through the Lunenck Power Statmn ite.. Though such a 'trail route would

appear to.raise sxgmficant safety concems due 1ts proposed proxn:mty to the power 54*6~
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station, appropriate elements could be designed into any trail system to limit its threat
to plant’s security. We have found that trails can enhance the overall security 6f an
area since they concentrate users along a defined corridor. Furthermore, trails can
provide emergency access routes that could be used. during different disaster events to
evacuate people and provide access for emergency response. This trail and the
management of undeveloped portions of the Limerick Power Station site should be
consuiered in‘the envn'onmental assessment.

54-6-08
Cont'd

2

Community Outreach and Education:
As part of the environmental assessment process and the evaluation of the plant
safety and long term operational capacity, we think that it is important for the NRC to
maintain close communication with the community surrounding the plant. Overall
education about the plant and the associated risks presented by its operation should
be provided in a variety of ways so that the public is bettér informed about the plant
and the overall evaluation taking place as part of the relicensing.

7

54-7-LR |

If you have any questions, please contact me. Also, we offer our assistance in
providing local information that may be helpful to your review.

Sincerely,

Michael M. Stokes L .
Assistant Director =~ P S
mstokes @montcopa.org . ’ -
(610) 278-3729

c. Thomas Sullivan, Public Safety Department
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Chief, Rules Announcements, and Directives Branch '3/5"4/ 27y ¥J
Mail Stop: TWB-05-BOIM ] i
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission Y ¥ XYY g¢ ;
Washington, DC 205550001 2 -

- o)

Re: Environmental Scoping Comments (&F ﬁ -
Limerick Nuclear Generating Station : o
Division of Licénse Renewal J e

NRC2011-0166

Dear NRC Staff:

The Montgomery County Department of Public Safety would like to offer the following comments regarding
the NRC relicensing review information presented at ‘the Public Hearing held in Pottstown on September 22,

2011,

'The NRC should provide a full review of environmental and public safety issues pertaining to the plant.
It is understood that emergency responders providing services to the power plant understand the
hazards associated with daily operations of the plant. However, in light of events in Japan and recent
kelsmic activity in this area, the NRC should clanfy the risks associated with plant operations in times of
unusual activity outage operations, and during times of natural / man-made events that may pose a risk
to the plant in terms thar the public will understand in an attempt to quell public concem.

(610)631-6500 FAX {610)631-6536
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'We concur that the NRC require Exelon to confoim to the Montgomery Cotinty Comprehensive Plan
to not only ensure cooperation in the community, but also in the region. Additionally &t s also
suggested that Exelon be included in pending roadway infrastructure improvements projects as both a

5

stake holder and possible source of funding,

It is important to note that the 10 ~ mile Emergency Planning Zone (EPZ) is the second largest in
population in the nation. As a result of recent development and type of development in the area of
LGS, it is importan to review the Evacuation Time Estimate Study (ETE) on a more timely basis and

ey
N
O

accouat for the wansient population present in the hotels thar have accompanied this development.|[99-3-0OS

Additionally, funding should be supplied for either Exelon staff or County staff 1o act a5 a transient
planning and outreach specialist 1o assist these transient population locations with emergency planning,

Tt should be noted that the Evacuation Time Estimate is currently being updated. Required highway
and roadway infrastructure upgrades should be included as a part of and also as a result of any changes

noted in the updated ETE. Special amention for improvement should be given to the local, county and ||55-4-OS

state roads used for evacuation that feed the larger highways, as many of these roadways are no longer
suitable for the amount of traffic that an EPZ evacuanon could produce.
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o | The NRC should consider requiring Exelon. to enhance planning for day to day emergency situations
that require a response from local emergency services. Often times, Fire and EMS access is delayed due |[55-5-OS
to screening of vehicles and personnel. This can cause delay in patient care to potentially life

Perkiomen. Due to-the residential build-up along the Perkiomen Creek area, additional consideration
should be presented and discussed with the Army Corps.of Engineers and the National Weather Service
regarding potential flooding impact this may have on the area.

¢ [A note should be added regarding the diversion of Delaware River water to the East Bank of the
l55 6-0OL |

¢ | While recreation utilization is of importance and a major mission within this county, homeland security
must be of a concern with any open access within the vicinity of LGS. However, we concur that with [E5 77
support of local law enforcement and a commitment from LGS to control and monitor access, rall oS

throughput may be accomplished,

¢ |In an attempt to promote and increase community outreach, the NRC should consider requiring Exelon
to reopen the LGS Information Visitor Center.  As a result of the incident in Fulashima, Japan, the
Montgomery County Department of Public Safety has a received a higher than normal volume of 55808
inquiries concerning nuclear power generation from the public. The LGS Information Center, although |79 !
dated, could be upgraded to provide this service to the community to raise awareness and promote
education of the nuclear power industry. This center could also be incorporated as an educational stop
on the County Trail system.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

e
({homas M. Sullivan
Director of Public Safety

CC: R Graf, COO.
M Stokes, Assistant Director of Planning
S. Mickalonis, Deputy Director for Emergency Mgt
J Wilson, Radiological Planning Specialist
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QOctober 28, 2011
Via Electronic Mail

Ms. Cindy Bladey

Chief, Rules, Announcements, and Directives Branch
Office of Administration

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C.20555-0001

Electronic Mail: cindy.bladey{@nre.gov

- RE:  Natural Resources Defense Council Comments on Limerick EIS Scoping Process
NRC Docket [D: NRC-2011-0166

Dear Ms. Bladey:

The Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) comments today on the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission’s (NRC) Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmemal Impact Statement and
Conduct the Scoping Process for Limerick Generating Stavion, Units | and 2, (hereinafter
“Limerick EIS Scoping Process™). 76 Fed. Reg. 53498 (August 26, 2011).

Summary of Comments

Our comments specifically address the NRC’s National Environmental Policy Act ((NEPA) 42
U.S.C. §4321, e yeq.) obligations and the need for any environmental analysis the agency
conducts to include an up-to-date “Severe Accident Mitigation Altematives” (SAMA) analysis
that fully incorporates current insights into severe nuclear accident causation and mitigation.
While we recognize that, as a private entity, the relicensing applicant, Exelon Generation
Company, is not directly bound by NEPA, the same is not true for the NRC. Given that the
applicant’s ER generally serves as the basis for the Commission’s eventual Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (Draft EIS), and Exelon suggests it need not revise and update its SAMA
analysis, we are raising this NEPA concern at this early stage in hopes that this matter may be
addressed before the agency moves to relicense a facility based on a legally insufficient NEPA
review.


mailto:cindy.bladey@nrc.gov
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Specific Sconing C .

issued-as the result of a ruling bythe U.S..Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit," which
concluded thatthe NRC had failed'to consider a “reasonable set” of Severe Accident Mitigation
Des1gn Altérnatives (“SAMDAs™). In 1989, the NRC subsequently adopted this SAMDA
analysis and -agency staff conclided they had “discovered no substaritial changes in the proposed
action as previously evaluated in-the FES [Final Environmental Statement] that are relevant to
environmental concerns nor significant new circumstances or information relevantto
environmental concerns and bearingion the licensing of [LGS]”.

A the original LGS SAMDA effoit in 1989 was the first mandited éffort to focus on SAMAs,”
‘the niotion that an updated SAMA analysis need not be completedat the license renewal stage
{forthe exact-reactor site'that gave birth to the regulatory requirement) we find highly,
objectionable, particularly-in light-of the-catastrophic.nuclear accident that befell similar Boiling
Water Reactor (BWR) units, in Japan in March, 2011. It Has become cledr.in the 770 years of
combined U.S. BWR: operauenal experience since 1989 that:domestic and interniational events
provide numerous examples of “new information” and make a strong case for the:need fo
reconsider-all that has been leamed about newly discovered.risks and vulnerabilities of nuclear
power plarits.

It has been noted” that global core damage events happen ata rate that exceeds NRC’s
presumptions-of what should be considered.safe at plants within'the U.S., which implies that-
either'the NRC estimates for.domestic plants are wrong or that international nuclear plants have.
a core dariage frequency much higher than what the NRC deems safe. Either scenario is
troublmg and deserves the industiy’s: full attention and effort. Exelon’s 1989 effort in response
to the-Court was, respectfully; less than one would have hoped for in light of the seriousness of
-{ the issue. The LGS 1989 SAMDA ican itrno way claim necessary conservatism with regardto
public-safety over the total timeframe: of a possible sixty year reactor lifetime.

In contrast to'the 1989:SAMDA, relatively recént. SAMA analyses conducted in other license.
renewal applications, such as-those for sites at Nine Mile Point, Three Mile Island, and the
Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant, 1o name a few; were-considerably more thorough and addressed
arange ofidetailed alternatives. Pursuant to regulatory analysis-techniques supplied by NRC*
and aided by an industry-supplied:-guidance: docurmerit®, most modern-day, SAMA ana]yses afe
desi gned using a fairly prescriptive sét of initial assumptlons baseline calculations, anid cost-
benefit arithmetic. recipes that employ the use of sophisticated codes: in their evalnation of
potential risk and-the benefit of removing this risk..

The, ongmal 'SAMA arialysis for the Limerick; Generaimg Station (LGS) isa 1989 Teport that wag.

' Lzmencfs: Ecology Action v..NRC; 869.F.2d 719.(3" Cir. 1989)
: OrSAMPAsin thns case, and-we use the'terms'interchanigeably. for the purposes of these comments,
: Global Implications of 8 Hie F ukushzma Dzsaster “for Nuclear. Power T. Cochran, M. McKinzie (\IRDC) “Warld
Federanon of Sciéntists’ Intematxona] Seminars'on Planetary Emergenmes Erice, Sicily: Aug 2011
* NUREG/BR-01 84 Regulatory Andlysis Technical Evaluation Handbook, Jan 1997
YNEIL 05-01 [Rey A] Severe AcczdentMmgatzon :ﬁﬂematwes (SAMé} Amzfys;s Gmdance Dociment, Nov 2005
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| The most.commot code used is the MELCOR .acciderit consequence-codé system (MACCSZ) N
|which provides a: modelmg framework fot calculating the off-site consequeénces of asevere
accident. This code ,acg;eptgamadv_anc,ed set of input par,amete;s,mql(udlgg,po_pgl_ ation denisity
|distributions within 50 miles, defailed regional-economic data obtained from multiple:sources,
nuclide release scenarios accounting forreactor core inventory, emergency.response.and
|expostire Variables, and meteorological data for plume migratiofi- pathways. The cufrent state-of
kriowledge regardmg the-assumptions and undefstanding. 6f sévere accident events ‘has gxpanded
'|and improved in the: mtervemng twenty-two years since the initial SANMDA analysis for LGS.

While we acknowledge that-this analysis was limited. by the knowledge available at the time, the
|limitations arid shortcommgs ofa Previous era.in no way. dxsquahiy the clainrthat, in lightof
numerous advanéés in modelmg capabxlmes a llbrary of discovéred cost-benéficial SM\JAS and
‘|the saliency of severe accident risks following the disaster at Fukushima Daiichi; not-only is:
there:new and significant information, there are significant volumes:of this information acquired.
since 1989,

{Inthe licensee’s current environmiental report, the identification and treatient.of new-and
significant-information (four ifems in total) were developed only in the narrow contexi of how
they may affect the dated SAMDA: analysis. Tt should:go' without- saying that this approach does
ot comiprise-all of the applicable new and noteworthy.severe.accident mltlgatmn stratégies
beafifg 'on'the sité.in question, or serve:to rémedy gaps and onissions in thie ofiginal SAMDA.
analysis.

The entire set-of first-stage enyisioned alternatives in‘the initial SAMDA :analysis wasno more
thad fifieent options. The “analysis” in the-current erivironmental report consists of perfiinctory,
“back-of-the-envelope” ‘caleulations in'lieu of a proper ‘SAMA analysis: The currént operator

Exelotr referred to these considerations astepresenting an “abundarice of cautiori,™ We disagree.

One of'the.Jargest problems with the calculations offered, aside from only focusing on an ,
arbitrarily limited number of altématives, isthat licensée.evaluted each item of fiew irforfation
in isolation of the other. factors that would also, change: the, cost-beiefit coniclusion for'a particular
alternative: The effects of each changed parameter (e.g.; population, offsite economic risk, cost
per person-rem averted, and seismic hazards) should be-evaluated in a comprehensive model that
|shows the-aggregate benefit, as performed in all current-day SAMA analyses. Unfortunately;
|their anatysis barely straped.the. surface of how this new information should actually'bé-
considered in the context of environiiental’ impacts:

In comparison, a “reasonable set” of alternatives for another recem]y relicensed plant included an
initial consideration of 128 SAMA .candidates developed from prekus lists at other plants, NRC
docurnents, ahd documents related to advanced power reactor.desi ghs. 7 After screéning this,
initial set for non-applicable or previously implemented designs:as well as combmmg/droppmg
common-benefit options, the appllcant was still left with.a set of forty-unique SAMA candidates,
for which it-was required-to enter preliminary cost estimates in‘a'so-called’ “*Phase [ Analysis.” A

56:1-PA
Contd

s NUREG)‘CR 6613;.Vol. 1, Code Manual forMAlCCS2 User’s Guide, D. Chanin &ML Young, May 1998.
Joseph M Farlcy NucIeax Pla.nt Appixca:‘zon foercense Renewa£ Appendix D). Environmenta] Report;
Attachmenit E. Sévere: AcadentMmgaaon Alternatives, Sept 2003
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total of fifteen SAM A candidates:survived ‘this screening to enter-more detailéd cost.
consideration’in the Phase ' TI: analysis of which'noti&' were deemed cost-béneficial. Howeverz in]
another renewal, apphcatlon the SANMA arialysis-fourid cleveri potentlal]y cost-beneficial

options fiom ‘an initial set of thirty-three, ‘ TRE=TY

In:an NRC report discussing’ insights on S AMAs in.connection With. plant licenisé renewals,” th Contd

agency. authors {ist numerous potentially cost-beneficial SAMAS relating 16 station blackouts,
protection and support'systems, procedures and training, and external'events such as flood, fire,
and seismic hazards. The authors note that**averted onsite costs (AOSC) is a critical factor inr
cost-benefit analyses and tends to make preventative SAMAs more attractive.thanmitigative

SAMAS ” Tlns AOSC factor was not considered in either the original SAMDA 6r thié-recently

Finally; NRDC belicves that-in addition to a'comprehensively updated-SAMA .analysis, the
licensee or agency must conduct a study that,.as part:of the supplemental environmental:impact
statement, presents. postulazed accident scenarios-showingthe. full range and welght of
environmental, economic, and healthi risks*posed, by these accidents; This type of study should
modelisite-specific severe accidents and illusirate the full consequences-of a range of severe
accident scenarios so that:the:public and their policy makers can make informed decisions
whethef to, coritiritie plant operations after the éxisting licenses expite, thereby continiuing to-mu]
the fisk of a sévete-nuclear accident, invest in additional aécident miitigation capabilities, or
alternatively, avoid these risks- altogether by rélying on a'portfolio of low carbon. electricity
generation alternatives that could meet future.clectricity service needs:over the license extensiop
penod

The.SAMA, analyses afe ifiadequiate in this regard because they only. address.isolated issues.in 4
cost-benefit:analysis thatdiscounts the cumiulative impacts on displaced populations, regional

economic losses, and-environmental cleanup. These types of calculations do not present-a.clear
picture.of the potential hazards or costs-experienced.in the event of-a'severe accident. Instead.

they tend to miask the full range of accident consequenices that policy makers ifiay wish to avoid.
Recently, NRDC produced an analysis, of the type we believe:should be.included irt the
anemk NEPA analysis, to inform ongoing rellcensmg efforts at the Indian Point nuclear plant
sxte

In order to illustrate the full extent of 'a major accndent, thé NRDC study-used the US.
Depattment.of Defénse computer model HPAC (Hazard Prediction and Assessment Capability
to calculate site-specific release radiological source-terms, resulting fallout plumes, and data on
the effects on-nearby: populations. The results were compared to'similar modeling of'the
Fukushima-disaster to provide-a sense of scale, and to-estimate the rough magnitude of financia

o

§ Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 1 ~ License Renewal Application, Envitonmental Report. Appendic F.
SaM4 ANAL}’S}S

# Perspectwes on Severe f{cc:a’em M’mgatzan Alternatives for U. 5. Plant License-Renewal, T, Gosh, R: Palla, D.
Helton, U:SNRC, Sept 09 (Accession No.: MLO92750488)

105 NuclearAcczdenr atlndran FPoint: Consequences anid Costs, M Mcszle Oct 2011 -

(}mp //www nrdc org/nuclcar/mdmnpomt/ﬁles/NRDOl336 Indlan Po' r$medium.pdf)

" Hazard Prediction and Assessment Capability (HPAC), version 4.0:4. Wadhington; D:C.. Defénse Threat
Reduction Agerncy, Apr 2004
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and economic damages that wolild' be.inciirred if a seveére aécident Weré to occtrr at Indian Point.
This: 1s not a, hypothctxcal issue: Pohcy makers in:several‘countries,; mcludmg Germany and.
Switzerland, have made decisions'not o g,rant nuclear plarit license extenisions {o aveid havirig td
endure the continuing risk-of severe nuclear plant-accidents.

Regardless of Exelon’s own corporate understandmg of its’ legal obhgatmns NEPA s clear in itg
well-establishied mandates and what it | requires of the NRC. NEPA requirés that federal agencies
characterize environmental impacts broadiy1 1o tnclude:not onlyecological effects; such as
physmal chemical, radlologlcal and blologlcal effects, butralso aesthetic, historic, cultural;
economic, and social effects.’> NEPA requires. an-agency to-consider both the direct effects
cauised by an action dnd ary indirect effects that are feasonably’ foreseeable. Effects include
direct effects:caused by the action,and.occurring at the sanme tirie and place and indirect effects
caused by the action, but-later in time or farther removed in distance, but still reasonably

fereseeable J@
Most specifically, NEPA directs that NRC take a “hard 160k” at the ehvironmental ifmpacts of it

proposed action, in'this instance the relicensing of two BWR Mark'2 units for-an-additional 20
years, and compare them:to a full range of reasonable alternatives. *“What, constitutes a ‘hard
look” cannot be outlined with rule-like precision, but it:at-least encompasses a thorough
investigation-into the environmental impacts of an agency’s action and a candid
acknowledgemert of the Fisks that those: iHpacts. entail.” Nat’l Audibon Soe. v. Dept of the Navy
422 ¥.3d 174, 185 (4th Cir. 2005). (emphasis added), Asa sta]kmg horse for the NRC’s draft EIS,
the applicant’s ER does not meetthis standard. In taking the “hard look” required by law, the
NRC:must therefore. address the potential environmental impacts of a range of severe
accidents—and accidént. mitigation strategiés—especially in:light of the new information
prowded by the Fukushima nucledr disaster on thé performarice of BWR radiological
containment in a prolonged.loss-oficoolant, core- -damage scefario.

For the reasons stated above, NRDC urges that NRC direct that a thorough and.lawful SAMA
analysis be conduited.as part of (or supplement fo) the required supplemental environmerital
impact statement, the draft of which is currently sélieduled for August 2012 and the final SEIS.
currently scheduled for February. 2013, Additionally, the full cumulative effect-of severe
accidents:must be studied and presented as part of these documents. These analyses must make’
every effort to meet the current expectations of whatthese studies:should encompass and use the
necessary guldzmce and tools commonly-utilized by the industry and NRC. The NRC’s Iegal
obligition to considér'new information arid detérinine its nucléar saféty significance exists
independently-of whether a'SAMA has or has not 'been prepared previously: in the event a.
SAMA has not been prepared, then new.and potentially: significant.nuclear safety.information
must be included:in'the initial SAMA,; if a previous SAMA exists, then it must be updated to
refléct this néw:information, -and the- resultingcokts and beniefits of the full spectiom of
reasondble accident mitigation alternatives must be considered as part of the Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact:Statement, and issued for public comment..

Finally, we have grave misgivings regarding the future time-dependence, accuracy, and
relevance of the licensee’s current ER, ds presuinptively incorporited in the NRC’s planned |56-2-LR |

240 FR § 15088
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SEIS for LGS license éxtension, given thatsuch license extension will not become eéffective.imti
the current unit opérating licenses éxpire in 2024.(for Unit 1) and 2029 for Unit 2. We submit
that-any decision to rélicense these units must:be supported by the most timely NEPA and
SAMA analysis-obtainable within:a reasonable interval (e.g. five years) prior to.actual-expiration
of the.existing licenses.

56-2-L.R
hitervals of 12 and 17 yedrs:aré'not required. for- -corporate planning purposes and aré far too long Contd ny

to credibly sustainthe accuracy and relevance of NEPA analyses; or forthe NRC'to accurately
pro;ect both the future condition of the plant, the future state of nuclear safety knowledge, trends
in local resource use, population, and the affected environment, and the future range-of
reasotizble electncny supply alterriatives to LGS license exténsion. By comparison, major
g6vernment dwned nuclear installations, such @ nuclear latioratofies and weapon production
sites, are required to conduct site-wide NEPA reviews of their operations and facility plans.every
five-years, Using this féderal standard for timeliness, the NRC*s NEPA analysis for LGS
relicensing should.not commence before 2019, for Unit 1, :and before 2024 for Unit 2, or should
bé subjécted to mandatory, reassessifient and suppleriétitation afiér those dates.

We further note; given the extended timeframes for expiration.of the existing LGS operating
licenses, thatthey-easily encompass-the five year timeframe-that the Commissionhas set-out for
ormulation and-implementation of NRC staff safety-recommendations to he-undertaken
‘without.uinecessary delay” ini the wake of the Fukushima dccident. In light of these importarit 56-3-08 l
nuclear safety developments we seek no reason why this proposed’ NEPA analysis, and hénce
the entire licensing proceeding that it is required to support; could not be deferred for at least five
years, until the.Commissionhas completed its-decision- makmg and:schedule for implementation.
of post-Fiikushima safety upgrades. .A$ fioted above, 1o énsure the timeliness and 4 accuracy of the-
NEPA analysis, the deférral:could be even longer (on the order of 7 'years for Uit 1) to:allow
for the inclusion of the results of the extended rulemakings coniternplated under the
Commission’s regulatory response to the Fukushima acgident,

Preparation of the applicant’s ER,.and the NRC’s siibsequent SEIS;-could theri také account of
‘these fequired safety modifications and.enhanced severe accident coping strategies, and these
would be reflected in a significantly revised SAMA analysis. In these comments, we are not.
formally advocating such a deferred pathway for the'LGS relicensing proceeding; but merely
note its plausibility and inherent advantages for all parties.to the proceeding. Without.such a
deferral, the ohly sensible altermiative: course is 16 ensure.thé incorporation of the iriost up-to-date
nuclear safety knowledge — “newand: significant information” — regarding BWR Mark 2 reactors
and severe: accident mitigation into-the current licensing’ proceeding.


http:developments,weseek.no
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“Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please do nothesitate'to contact us at
(202):289-6868 if you have any quéstions.

Singerely,

bratty ff 7 (e 5 5
Geoffrey H. Fettus Christopher E. Paine
Seitior Project Attorney Director, Nuclear Program

C. Jordan Weaver, Ph.D).
‘Program Scientist
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Mendiola, Doris

From: lorraineruppe@aol.com
Sent: Friday, October 28, 2011 6:33 PM
To: Regner, Lisa ) B
Subject: ’ Fwd:Faultlines close to Limerick Nuclear Plant N P
L) 3
Ms.Regner, ! ;
= —_
Please include-this for the record concemning relicensing of Limerick Power Plant. = -3
T

1
1

Pa
w2

] | el
——Original Message—-- g/;é/ 2oy ) o
From: lorraineruppe <lorraineruppe{@aol.com> 7éﬁ{ \9—3# 7( o

To: letters <letters@pottsmerc.com>
Sent: Mon, Oct24, 2011 9:09 pm

Letter to Editor ' \37

Exelon is rushing the timeline to reissue a license(18 years ahead of time) to run Limerick Nuclear Plant into the unknown,
yet it took more than 5 months for the NRC to get back to me concemning an already known survey of fault lines. [4-13-L R

It took five months for the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to answer my question concerning how close the nearest fault
line is to Limerick Nuclear Plant. No wonder! Two faults are dangerously close. Chalfont Faultis only 8 miles East. 714-GE
Ramapo Fault is 17 miles Northwest. This is alarming! T

The 9-21-11 Mercury article said" whether or not earthquake risk is a factor in the current relicensing request for Limerick
remains to be seen”. It would be grossly unacceptable for the NRC to ignore Limerick’s extreme vulnerability to
earthquake damage.. i

Earthquake risk should be on the top of of NRC's relicensing concerns for Limerick. Earthquake risks are far greater for
Limerick than previously realized-increased by 141%. We now know Limerick is-3rd on nation's earthquake risk list
.Plus,evidence shows earthquakes in the East can be far stronger than Limerick’s " design basis” can withstand. (4-15-PA

There's a good chance that an earthquake can exceed Limerick's design basis, causing a severe nuclear accident,
jeopardizing the health, safety and financial-well being of our entire region.

The Virginia 8-24-11 earthquake caused shaking in PA at Limerick Nuclear Plant .Since January there have been 2 small
earthquakes in Philadeiphia, only 21 miles from Limerick:

Shaking and breaking in miles of Limerick's buried underground pipes and cables can lead to nuclear disaster. It's
disquieting that NRC uses a "visual inspection” to determine damage on buried pipes. Problems may not be identified unt
it's too late. ’

For years the NRC allowed Exelon to do its own studies, to stall and avoid responsible action on fires and earthquakes.
‘To save money, Exelon typically concludes Limerick is "safe enough”. This is unacceptable!

10-5-11, the Mercury reported a flaw was found in the mechanism to shut down the nuclear plant. The warning was tied tg
renewed focus on earthquake risk. It's difficult to see how Limerick's design flaws can be fixed, even if Exelon WOULD
spend the money: )

There is no proof whatsoever Limerick's design can withstand other threats ranging from hurricanes, tornadoes, floods, or}
terrorist attacks to an impact from a jet airliner.

We need precaution before there is a catastrophe. NRC should close Limerick as scon as possible.

Lorraine Ruppe /E‘%% = /9)#{"’ 232
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Mendiola, Doris
sunbeamsky [sunbeamsky@aol.com]

From;
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2011 2:28 PM
To: Regner, Lisa
Subject: power plant renewal
57-1-OR

Liust wanfed To voice my opinion for a no vote Yo renew the license for the Limerick power plant]
: eel it's
57-2-08

t's in an area with high population - we could never all evacuate if necessar
presence has led to and increase of cancer in our areaq, 57-3-HA 7

Sharon Yohn
gf2e/20
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iy = )
T = <
R
?f f L2

SoUSLT Xe//é%*’ Mﬁjz T

y&%&@ . L (Cetn e 42



-175-

Mendiola, Doris

From: Smokowicz; April {April. Smokowicz@graphicpkg.com)]
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 8:49 AM

To: Regner, Lisa

Ce: msworkdog@verizon.net

Subject: Pottstown Mercury article 10/27/11

Good Morning

I know this is late according to your article, but | wanted to still send you some information.

| feel that there is a lot of people that had not known to report anything because of not knowing who to go to.
| don’t understand why the hospitals don’t give statistical information based on areas? 58-1-HH]

Anyway my daughter Tracey had Leukemia at the age of 2 1/2. Was a patient at Children’s Hospital until she
was 5. With several years of chemotherapy she is now 18 and in remission. We had lived on Limerick Center
Road for most of our young lives and now with our kids. | don’t know what other information you would need

but t would be happy to get you whatever you might need.

Thank you,
Mithazl Swokowicz

Gl /20
676 King Road A
TN T BATE o=
Royjersford PA 19468 R to
610-F92-3270 :-:ﬁ z
- =
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Protecting People and the Environment

LIMERICK GENERATING STATION
Environmental Scoping Comments
Division of License Renewal
NRC-2011-0166
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