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MR. BROWN: It"s now time to receilve your comments
for inclusion in the formal record. This session will
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be transcribed by our court reporter, Andrea Gregory.
We will first hear from state and national elected
officials, who are representatives. After that 1 will
call on speakers in the order in which they signed up.
And I will compliment--some got here 2 hours early.
They"re near the top of the list. Please come to that
podium over there and introduce yourself, providing an
organizational affiliation where appropriate. |If you
haven®t signed up and wish to speak please sign up at
the desk right at the--behind the columns there. Also
if you have a written version of your statement after
you“re done if you can provide me with a copy 1°1l hand
that on to the court reporter to double-check your
remarks. And if you have attachments that you®re not
reading but would like to submit for the record you can
also give those to me and 1711 mark them appropriately
and have those submitted for the record. To ensure
that everyone has an opportunity to make comments on
the proposed draft EIS 1711 ask that you limit your
comments for this session to 4 minutes. We have a
certain amount of allotted time; we have about forty
speakers signed up. So if you can confine remarks to 4
minutes that"1l allow everyone an opportunity. I will
notify you when you have a moment--or a minute
remaining, and at that point you can summarize your
remaining comments and submit your complete statement.
I will also call two names at a time, the person that
is scheduled to speak currently and then the next
person in line so that you can be ready. Ted Wyka will
be serving as the hearing officer for the Department of
Energy during this formal comment period. So with that
by way of introduction, we will begin. 1 would like to
call Rene Ann Tewkesbury, representing U.S. Senator
Lindsey Graham. Welcome.

MS. TEWKESBURY: Well, thank you. It"s good to be
home. Ted, thank you for coming down and joining us.

I can"t think of a better place for you to start this
process than the Central Savannah River Area.

My name is Rene Ann Tewkesbury. | work for
Senator Lindsey Graham. And I"m proud to say that I
was born and raised in Aiken County. |1 still consider
myself an Aiken and home resident. Senator Graham is
obviously very supportive of the Consolidated Plutonium
Center being located at Savannah River Site. And he
has written to Secretary Bodman stating such, and 1
have a copy of that letter that we*d like to have
issued, please.

The Department of Energy"s plan to embark on the
Complex 2030 program is to be commended. This program
will enhance the United States”™ ability to maintain its
nuclear deterrence capabilities into the future in a
cost-effective and secure manner. 1 also applaud your
decision to consider the Savannah River Site for the
location of the Consolidated Plutonium Center. |
believe the characteristics of the Site make it the
natural choice for the CPC.

As you evaluate SRS for this mission | encourage
you to keep in the unique capabilities of SRS in mind.
For over 50 years SRS has played a vital role in
developing our nation"s nuclear capabilities. The
safety record at SRS is unsurpassed, its infrastructure
is modern and especially suited for plutonium
operations, the workers are skilled and productive, and
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the Savannah River National Laboratory has core
competency in plutonium science and operations.
Further, nearly 90 percent of the land at SRS is open
and free of the encroachment issues common with other
DOE sites.

Equally important is the broad and enthusiastic
level of community support for DOE activities at
Savannah River Site. The community is unwavering in
its support for the work at SRS not only in South
Carolina but also in Georgia. The communities
surrounding the Site are some of the most knowledgeable
and understanding of nuclear technology in the country.
They are a resource to DOE that should be considered in
the location of the CPC.

The combination of technical expertise, safety,
open land, and community support simply cannot be
matched by the other sites under consideration. SRS
provides DOE with the best opportunity for the
cost-effective and timely operation of the Consolidated
Plutonium Center. 1 look forward to working with you
to advance your Complex 2030 plan. Sincerely, Lindsey
0. Graham, United States Senator. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Our next speaker is Jim
Hussey, representing U.S. Senator Saxby Chambliss. He
will be followed by State Senator Ed Tarver.

MR. HUSSEY: Good afternoon. 1°m representing
United States Senator Saxby Chambliss of Georgia who is
on the Armed Forces and the Intelligence Committee in
the Senate.

I would like to take this opportunity to thank
everyone for recognizing the important role of the
Savannah River Site in America®s future. 1 am
extremely pleased that this public hearing on selecting
the site of a major new Department of Energy mission 1is
being held today.

The Department of Energy is streamlining its
research and development and production facilities and
plans to build a new Consolidated Plutonium Center to
perform plutonium research and development and

production. 1 know many of you here are working hard
to see that this new mission can come to the Savannah
River Site. 1 want to thank you for your efforts and

echo my strong support of selecting the Savannah River
Site as the location of the Consolidated Plutonium
Center.

The Center will be a multi-billion dollar
facility, employing over 2500 people. | know the
Savannah River Site and the fine folks who work there
have the capability and the capacity for this mission.
As you all know, the Savannah River Site and this area
of the country are crucial to the--to the outlook and
security of the United States. | am confident the
Department of Energy will find that the community
support for Savannah River Site and this new DOE
mission are unparalleled here in the Central Savannah
River Area. Your presence here today shows how much
you appreciate the importance of what the mission [sic]
is trying to accomplish with this new mission. With
its current infrastructure, expertise and support,
selecting it as the location for this new mission is
unarguably logical.

Thank you for your increased support and attention
to the fundamental energy and military needs of our
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country. 1 look forward to staying in touch with all
of you as we continue to work to bring this critical
mission here to the Savannah River Site. Sincerely,
Saxby Chambliss, United States Senator. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Senator Ed Tarver, to be
followed by Representative Barry Fleming.

SENATOR TARVER: Good afternoon. 1"m Senator Ed
Tarver. |1"m a member of the Georgia State General
Assembly and I represent the 22nd District in Georgia.
I have prepared a brief letter to Mr. Ted Wyka in
support. 1711 read it as follows: with the reality of
global terrorism I would like to comment the National
Nuclear Safety Agency and the Department of Energy for
beginning the steps to consolidate weapons plutonium
research and development and pit production into one,
super secure location to be called the Consolidated
Plutonium Center. This approach has to be in the best
interest of the taxpayers and our national security.

The CSRA community has emphatically supported the
Savannah River Site since its inception and for over 50
years. We have fully supported its mission and
programs through our confidence which is based on the
safe and secure performance of its employees which they
have demonstrated from day to day. The safety,
security and environmental stewardship records of SRS
are second to none in DOE complexes. Likewise, the
strength of community support cannot be found at any
other DOE site.

As you go through the decision-making process for
locating the CPC, I ask that you fully recognize and
weigh the performance of the current and past employees
of SRS and the level of community support SRS has

always received. |If you do, I believe that the CPC
will be at SRS. SRS and this community deserve that
decision.

Thank you for this opportunity to input my support
for the program and mission at SRS. | hope that you
will call upon me if 1 can be of any help to you in the
future.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Representative Fleming
will be followed by Ronnie Young.

REPRESENTATIVE FLEMING: My name is Barry Fleming
and 1 am the Majority Whip in the Georgia House of
Representatives and 1 represent District 117, which
includes three counties iIn the CSRA on the Georgia
side, Columbia County, Lincoln County and Wilkes
County. And on behalf of the entire delegation from
Columbia County, Senator Jim Whitehead and
Representative Ben Harbin, we want to say that we are
fully iIn support of the project, the plutonium
consolidation project at SRS. And to show bipartisan
effort, Senator--my Democratic friend, Senator Tarver
that just left, | doubt that anywhere in the nation
you"ll find a community, elected officials and
citizens, more supportive of the benefits that SRS has
brought to our community and would continue to do
whatever we could on a governmental level, whether it
be local government or state government, to assist in
bringing this project here. In summary, rather than
going through my prepared remarks, 1711 simply hand
those to you and tell you that we"re 100-percent in
support of the new project and ask you to let us help
you in any way we can.
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MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Ronnie Young is
next. Let me make one comment before our next speaker.
This portion of the meeting is being videotaped, and
that"s certainly the right of the public. But if
anyone who is making a statement has any objection to
being videotaped the person doing so has kindly
indicated they would be happy to turn their camera off
during that time. So that®s just an announcement. So
if you are speaking as--and have any objection just let
us know. So--okay. I*"m sorry. We have another
person, Kathryn Wade. 1Is Kathryn Wade here? Good.

All right. We"ll call you next then and then Ronnie
Young will follow you. That podium there. Thank you.

MS. WADE: Good afternoon. My name is Kathryn
Wade and 1 represent Congressman Gresham Barrett from
the Third Congressional District in South Carolina.

And he is--Aiken/SRS is part of our district. And he
is addressing Secretary Bodman about the Consolidated
Plutonium Center. And 1 just want to say before | read
the letter that the congressman is very--finds SRS
extremely important to our nation and to our district
and 1s very supportive of the missions and bringing new
missions and opportunities to SRS.

Dear Secretary Bodman: 1 appreciate the
opportunity to comment on the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement for the Complex 2030
initiative. This visionary plan to consolidate the
Nuclear Weapons Complex into a smaller, more efficient,
and fully effective nuclear infrastructure will
undoubtedly help our country meet its long-term,
national security needs.

The Consolidated Plutonium Center is a key
component of the Complex 2030 plan, and 1 believe the
Savannah River Site is the best choice for both the DOE
and the nation. The Savannah River Site has
contributed greatly to our nation®s defense and energy
programs for over 50 years and has an impressive record
of safety, excellence, expertise and service, all of
which are necessary to successfully accomplish this
important DOE mission. Among the many desirable
qualities that SRS can offer to the CPC mission are:

a modern and flexible infrastructure which is uniquely
suited to support plutonium operations. By utilizing
existing services currently available at SRS, such as
on-site engineering and construction support, emergency
response services, and environmental protection and
monitoring services, the costs of establishing the CPC
would decrease without affecting the reliability of
operations. An impeccable safety record and a history
of responsible environmental protection. SRS has an
open and professional relationship with its regulators,
which is Important for assuring public confidence. A
well-trained security force which is capable of
protecting operating facilities and the substantial
quantities of nuclear materials that would be produced.
This force, together with SRS"s physical size, provide
an excellent environment for protecting the vital CPC
mission. And a large workforce of men and women with
the necessary skills an expertise who have dedicated
their lives to ensuring our nation is secure in
uncertain times.

In addition to the most important--excuse me, the
most complete array of physical and intellectual
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assets, SRS has a broad base of regional support for
conducting DOE national missions. The surrounding
community, including elected officials and civil--civic
leaders, has strongly supported DOE missions at SRS in
the past and will help our nation achieve its Complex
2030 objectives for the future.

I have no doubt that the combination of technical
expertise, safety, open land, and community support
cannot be matched by the other sites under
consideration. SRS provides DOE with the best
opportunity for a cost-effective and timely operation
of the Consolidated Plutonium Center. 1 look forward
to working with you in the future to further the
Complex 2030 initiative. Sincerely, J. Gresham
Barrett, Member of Congress.

MR. BROWN: Thank you.

MS. WADE: Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Ronnie Young, who will be followed by
Ted Brodek.

MR. YOUNG: Good afternoon. |1 am Ronnie Young. |1
am chairman of the Aiken County Council. 1"d like to
take this opportunity to welcome Mr. Wyka here to Aiken
County and the CSRA.

Aiken County, home to 40 percent of the Savannah
River Site and over one half of its employees, is
pleased to support the Department of Energy"s plans to
consolidate and modernize its nuclear weapons complex.
We believe your plans for a smaller, more responsive
Complex 2030 will help the United States assure our
long-term national security in a cost-effective manner.

We are especially pleased that the Department is
considering location of the Consolidated Plutonium
Center at the Savannah River Site and Aiken County
Council endorses selection of SRS for this important
mission. There are many factors which favor SRS
including: a long and unparalleled history of
experience and technical expertise in handling nuclear
material. A skilled workforce and modern
infrastructure with more large-scale plutonium
expertise and experience than any other DOE location.
These advantages will save DOE both time and money. A
history of reliable production operation. SRS has
never missed a production commitment to the DOE weapons
production complex. A large land mass and exceptional
security systems to effectively protect activities
important to national security. A national laboratory
with core competency in plutonium research and
development, engineering development and production
support. A knowledgeable, engaged and supportive local
community with long-term track record of supporting DOE
national security missions.

We believe that the Savannah River Site has all
the right characteristics for DOE to be successful as
it transitions to Complex 2030.

We note with interest that one of Complex 2030"s
objectives is to increase security and save costs by
consolidating weapons-related special nuclear materials
at fewer DOE sites. We support this objective and will
work with the Department of Energy to assure that
transfer of additional plutonium assets to SRS is made
on a schedule consistent with establishment of new
Complex 2030 facilities and capabilities. Similarly,
expectation is that our current disagreement concerning
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plutonium shipments and the Mixed Oxide Fuel
Fabrication Facility will be satisfactorily resolved
prior to plutonium shipments to SRS associated with the
CPC program.

Aiken County is proud of our 50 years plus
mutually beneficial relationship with the Department®s
national security programs. Our vision for the future
includes a continued vibrant and capable SRS
contributing to meeting DOE national security missions.
We believe that SRS has significant and unique
advantages as the location of the Consolidated
Plutonium Complex and we recommend that the Savannah
River Site be chosen as the preferred alternative in
your draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
to be issued next year. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Ted Brodek is next, to be
followed by Bill Bassham.

MR. BRODEK: Thank you for holding these hearings.
My name is Ted Brodek. 1 live in Atlanta, Georgia. |1
never write my comments because 1 can"t read my
handwriting. So let me just speak generally about what
to me is a fundamental question here, and that is:
what is the definition of a deterrence and how does
this program fit within that? That"s maybe not the
responsibility of NNSA, but it is the responsibility of
us as citizens to consider. In my view, in fact, we
are not talking here about deterrence. We are talking
here about the development of new weapons of
aggression. And I mean this specifically in
relationship to President Bush®s recent declaration
approximately two months ago that the United States
intends to make the entire space as our backyard for
weapons control. We want to be the only armed power in
outer space. That"s what he has stated. This follows
up previous declarations of his overall aggressive view
of the world, namely, the idea of preemptive war, the
war in Iraq, all the other policies that we"re pursuing
which do not make us safer. They have just imbalanced
the world and created a greater stress for everyone to
survive. The development of newer, better weapons 1is
part of that program. This concept that we are facing
here today on the level of environmental impact really
has a much, much broader environmental impact than the
one just around this base or in this area. It has an
impact upon the survival of the human species on this
planet. And this administration, this government, its
thrust, its concept of deterrence is the surest path to
its ultimate destruction.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Bill Bassham. He will be
followed by Joe Whetstone.

MR. BASSHAM: Mr. Wyka, thank you for being here.

I*m Bill Bassham. |I1°m president of the North Augusta
Chamber of Commerce and I"m here representing the
business community of the North Augusta area. It"s a

pleasure for the Greater North Augusta Chamber of
Commerce to offer our support for locating the
Consolidated Plutonium Center at the Savannah River
Site. We believe that it"s the most logical choice for
a number of reasons. SRS is the superior choice when
one uses infrastructure as the criteria. It offers
adequate power, water and steam for the process.
Little infrastructure change will need be made, which
will be a cost savings for the American taxpayers.
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Personnel at SRS has been working with plutonium for
over a half century. They can provide the needed labor
force with the highly developed skills, high-end
training facilities and a proven management team. They
already have emergency response systems in place,
security services, on-site engineering and support,
laboratory services, research and development, medical
and industrial hygiene services, and full-scale
environmental protection and monitoring services
supporting SRS"s already ongoing functions. None of
these would need to be started anew nor significantly
increased. This will lead to less environmental
impact. The SRS history of safety, excellence,
expertise and service is second to none iIn the
industry. Finally, as SRS is prepared to accept new
missions, we in North Augusta and the Central Savannah
River Area are also prepared for these new missions.
We have adequate housing and infrastructure to handle
an increased number of workers to the Site. The
community in this area have long been supporters of the
Site. The workers are our friends and our neighbors
and we have confidence iIn their ability to do the job
with quality and safety. For these reasons we feel
that the best choice for the CPC is the Savannah River
Site. Its selection is a win-win for DOE, the American
taxpayer and our local area. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Joe Whetstone. And Sam
Booker will be next.

MR. WHETSTONE: Good afternoon. My name is Joe
Whetstone. Janet Wedlock and I live in Bluffton, South
Carolina, which is in Beaufort County. We are here
representing ourselves and the South Carolina Chapter
of the Sierra Club.

The water supply for those of us who depend on the
lower Savannah is already contaminated with nuclear
waste. Many children and adults living in Beaufort
County and Jasper County are consuming tritium daily as
a result of previous Savannah River Site nuclear
weapons programs. Resurrecting the nuclear arms race
and adding new weapons facilities at SRS will further
endanger the Savannah River and the citizens depending
upon it. Salt water intrusion of the Floridan Aquifer
is forcing more citizens of the lower Savannah area to
turn to the river as their primary source of drinking
water as our population continues to grow.

The levels of tritium being consumed by area
citizens may already be too high. Currently the
EPA--US EPA maximum contamination level for tritium in
drinking water is 20,000 picocuries per liter, but in
March of 2006 the California Office of Environmental
Health Hazard Assessment established a public health
goal of 400 picocuries per liter in drinking water.
This goal was set using the EPA document "Cancer Risk
Coefficients for Environmental Exposure to
Radionuclides: Federal Guidance Report 13." And
that*s available on the California health website.

In 2005 the Beaufort Jasper Water and Sewer
Authority reported the average level of tritium was 547
picocuries per liter. The level of tritium being
consumed by those of us drinking water from the lower
Savannah is already higher than the California Public
Health Goal of 400 picocuries per liter. Adding new
weapons programs at SRS will further endanger the
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health and citizens of--health and safety of citizens
in our area. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Sam Booker. And
Scott MacGregor will be next.

MR. BOOHER: My name is Sam Booher. 1 live in
Augusta, Georgia. Thank you all for coming here today
and giving us this opportunity to share our thoughts.

Having the current buffer zone in functional
national environmental research park here around SRS
makes the public feel a lot safer about our existing
cleanup and any future actions you"re going to be
taking at SRS. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you. Louis Zeller will follow
Scott MacGregor.

MR. MACGREGOR: Good afternoon. 1"m Scott
MacGregor with the Augusta Metro Chamber of Commerce.
We"re here to deliver a statement on behalf of the
Augusta Metro Chamber of Commerce.

The Augusta Metro Chamber of Commerce is glad to
be able to take part in the process of planning the
Department of Energy"s future complex and how Savannah
River Site fits into that future. The Chamber believes
the development of a Consolidated Plutonium Center and
its location at Savannah River Site is in the best
interest of our nation. The proposal will create
enhanced efficiency and security for the Unites States”
nuclear arsenal. Locating the facility at SRS, given
the existing capabilities of the site, makes sense.

The Savannah River Site is a unique combination of
physical infrastructure and human talent. SRS has the
land mass and security infrastructure to provide the
level of protection that the Consolidated Plutonium
Center will require. The area also provides a unique
pool of employees to build and operate such a facility.
In addition, infrastructure for handling waste and
associated weapons facilities are already on site.

The Savannah River Site has enjoyed over 50 years
of community support. This sense of pride in doing our
part for our nation continues today. That is why the
Augusta Metro Chamber of Commerce is pleased to express
its position in favor of locating a Consolidated
Plutonium Center at the Savannah River Site. Thank
you.

MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Louis Zeller. And
he will be followed by Glenn Carroll.

MR. ZELLER: Thank you. My name is Lou Zeller and
I1"m here today representing the Blue Ridge
Environmental Defense League, a organization which has
been in existence for 22 years and now has offices as
far south as Augusta, Georgia, and through the
Carolinas.

I rise today to speak in opposition to Complex
2030. The proposal, which 1 have read about, fails on
every level: as economic development, as scientific
advancement, as community development, and as
justifiable policy for the United States of America in
the twenty-first century. Simply stated, construction
of new atomic weapons manufacturing facilities
contravenes federal law and international law. We see
a petty dictator being brought before the docket for
crimes committed. It is crime to move forward with the
construction of new nuclear weapons facility in the
United States. The United States in the Nixon
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administration signed and ratified a non-proliferation
treaty, which calls for an end, in no uncertain terms,
of not only nuclear weapons but all weapons of mass
destruction.

With regards to the immediate proposal which is
the notice of intent to prepare a Supplement to the
Stockpile Stewardship and Management Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement, Complex 2030, I would
submit into the record this document which was
published by the Blue Ridge Environmental Defense
League in 2002. It is entitled "Does America Need a
New Atomic Bomb Plant?" The answer is no. Let me read
just one paragraph. As nuclear weapons advocates
Justify new pit production--plutonium pit
production--on urgent national security needs, it is
important to remember that the very concept of national
security is not scientifically derived. The concept is
burdened with moral judgments and is not limited to
national borders. U.S. national security policy
extends well beyond homeland defense and involves
projections of military power and what is referred to
as full spectrum dominance. Simply stated, the United
States--it is incumbent upon the United States to move
forward with the abolition of these weapons. That is
the alternative which 1 would propose today and which
our organization advocates, that by 2030 there be no
nuclear weapons usable within the United States of
America, no new manufacturing plants, no upgrades, no
modifications, no reliably replaceable warheads and all
such jargon which is designed to cover up and put a fig
leaf over the desire to spend vast new amounts of money
on weapons which should not be built in the
twenty-first century and which we should lead the world
in eliminating. And we cannot do that from the moral
high ground while we are producing those weapons.

Thank you. This is the document. 1 appreciate the
opportunity to come.

MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Glenn Carroll, to
be followed by Susan Winsor.

MS. CARROLL: My name is Glenn Carroll. 1
represent Nuclear Watch South. We were founded almost
30 years ago as Georgians Against Nuclear Energy.

We"ve been working on the Savannah River Site since our
inception. 1 was a new member following Chernobyl when
we shut down all the factories to make the bombs. And
so | came in on an environmental impulse and we were
beginning to face in this nation the extremely
difficult challenge that still lies ahead of us to
develop the technology and the will to deal with our
nuclear waste legacy. This is where our national and
global security lies.

We"ve been here--1 have been here--this is my
third time I1"ve come out to face the bomb. In 1991 we
conducted an Environmental Impact Statement on Complex
21. In 2003 we talked about the Modern Pit Facility.
And now we"re here again. It"s time to think beyond
the bomb. 1"ve been thinking so hard what to say. And
I come in here and I feel this gap, you know, this just
disconnect between the people who have stated
clearly--and we"re here for the third time to state
clearly again we aren"t into the bomb. We don"t feel
protected by the bomb. We feel threatened by the bomb.
I didn"t want to consider the bomb. 1 have faith in
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human beings. 1 knew we were bristling with bombs. So
far so good. 1 thought we"re not stupid enough to use
them. But now 1"m a leader of an environmental group
that has 200 members. And they want me to come in here
and they want me to say something that hooks up to the
process. And they want us to be able to somehow or
another shape this situation. And 1 personally don"t
have faith in this process. I1"m afraid the conclusion
is foregone. And 1 think about the people, the people
that come in here and spend their time and contemplate
the bomb and how lovely each individual 1"ve met here
has been. 1 came in and 1 thought there was an enemy.
When 1 was a new activist | thought there was an enemy,
and 1t was a man from Westinghouse who was friendly to
me and 1 was all--1 was a jerk. And I had to, you
know, think about that later. |1 was a jerk. You know,
the guy | thought was the enemy was the one who was
nice to me. And I realized he loved his children and
his wife. And 1 think that"s where my thoughts kept
going, to all the individuals in this room and what can
I say. Lord help me, what can | say that we can start
to bridge this gap and not think about this in ways
that just don"t connect but to connect. And 1 thought
of singing "What a Wonderful World.” | see trees of
green and red roses, too. And my peeps talked me out
of it because they wanted me to be professional and
they wanted me to express the collective knowledge in
our group, that we do know a lot about the
Environmental Impact Statement and we know a lot about
the environmental concerns that need to be addressed
and we know a lot about the bomb. We know how many
there are and it"s ridiculous.

And so now I will say some things that I think fit
the Environmental Impact Statement.

MR. BROWN: I"m sorry. You"re getting close to 4
minutes, so--

MS. CARROLL: Thank you. Nuclear bombs destroy
everything. That needs to be in the Environmental
Impact Statement, that the product that we"re
discussing today destroys the environment. The
argument that we need nuclear weapons is specious.
Kings Bay, Georgia, which is one of two bases in the
United States that has the Trident submarine, is the
third largest superpower on earth, this one base. This
weapons system is new. Its shelf life has not expired.
We do not need bombs. And 1 submit our informational
pamphlet into the brochure.

The alternative--what do you call this,
alternative--the alternative. Zero nuclear weapons by
2030. We are genius. We invented the bomb and nuclear
power. And now we just need to put our minds to
nuclear waste. And we all need to work together to
make sure the resources are here, to have the jobs and
the technology and the safety culture to do this here.
There"s a article back on the paper that was in the
Washington Post last week about Hanford®"s economic--

MR. BROWN: Can you just wrap things up now?

MS. CARROLL: Uh-huh.

MR. BROWN: I"m sorry. But we"ve got thirty
speakers left.

MS. CARROLL: That"s right. And so I will speak
more again tonight and I would like to submit our
simple fact sheet which does attempt to hook up with
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this system. And thank you all for being here and for
your good will in seeking the middle ground and how to
proceed from here.

MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Susan Winsor and
Leslie Minerd is to follow.

MS. WINSOR: Good afternoon. 1I"m Dr. Susan
Winsor, president of Aiken Technical College. And I
appreciate the opportunity to comment today on the
scope of the proposed Environmental Impact Statement
related to Complex 2030. A smaller, more responsive
nuclear deterrent is critical to our nation and this
community is ready to do our part to meet that
objective.

The Savannah River Site has performed admirably
over the last 50-plus years and continues that
tradition today. The communities surrounding SRS are
highly supportive and trusting of the work that occurs
there because of the outstanding safety record. We
know that SRS will compete favorably in regard to
infrastructure and technology, but we want to emphasize
the importance of a safe mission performance and that
this is the reason why we are comfortable with this
site being the best choice.

Effective nuclear facility operation is rooted in
the technical ability of workers to understand the
process that they are controlling. Aiken Technical
College has a long history of assuring that citizens in
our region are trained and qualified to perform
critical tasks in a demanding work environment. We are
fully prepared to continue that tradition and emphasize
that we are a willing partner with the Department of
Energy in providing the skilled workforce needed to
staff the Consolidated Plutonium Center. We have the
training capacity necessary to meet SRS needs and have
a good performance record in meeting both targeted and
general training requirements of site employees.

Aiken Technical College and the educational
systems throughout this region are up to the task of
staffing these important nuclear security facilities.
We fully support the goals of Complex 2030 and strongly
urge you to site the CPC at the Savannah River Site.
Thank you. And 1711 submit this for the record.

MR. BROWN: Leslie Minerd and Melanie Knight will
be next.

MS. MINERD: Hi. My name is Leslie Minerd and 1
am a member of Environmentalist, Inc., founded in 1972
and located in Columbia, South Carolina. And thanks
for having us here today.

The DOE is, as usual, promoting this new plan as a
jobs program here in South Carolina. There are
DOG--DOE jobs--1"m nervous. There are DOE jobs to be
had other than producing weapons of mass destruction.
In the recent past up to 70 percent of DOE"s budget has
been earmarked for cleanup, and we applaud that. Now
it appears that the DOE wants to slash cleanup funding
and Instead focus its money on weapons of mass
destruction. This was made evident last night in Aiken
at the DHEC Saltstone Disposal Facility permit hearing.
The DOE wants to take shortcuts by mixing liquid
radioactive waste with grout and treating it as
landfill material. The only reason they can do this is
because, in an effort to cut cleanup costs, the federal
government, via Lindsey Graham, enacted legislation
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that allows DOE to reclassify high-level radioactive
waste as incidental waste at their discretion. If the
DOE really cares about the workers at SRS and the
people of South Carolina why would they burden us with
such unfair legislation, which, incidentally, applies
only to South Carolina and ldaho? What makes us so
expendable?

Oh, yes. While on the subject of jobs, how many
jobs nationwide would be lost when DOE consolidates?
Will 1t be similar to consolidations at Ford and at GM?
Complex 2030 is sounding like not only a cut in cleanup
but a cut in the number of DOE employees nationwide,
especially for sites not anointed as or termed
essential. It seems that what DOE really cares about
is the defense contractors who are the ones that will
really benefit from new weapons production. It"s time
for this nation to stop the corporate welfare program.
United States is going broke. It"s not too extreme to
suggest that we are going the way of Rome or the Soviet
Union, two empires that funneled so much of their own
people®s blood and money into their war machine that
they both eventually collapsed from the burden. Think
about that. We say yes to jobs that clean up the
50-plus years of accumulation of nuclear waste and no
to jobs that break the back of this nation and turn us
into the enemy of even more nations.

There®s another thing I want to say. DOE--we have
really good workers here at SRS, but unfortunately the
site is not suitable. We are on a fault line. There
are earthquakes in South Carolina. These fault lines
are not inaccurate. This is the fault line that was
responsible for the Charleston earthquake of 1868, the
highest reported earthquake east of the Mississippi
ever.

MR. BROWN: You®ve got 1 minute left.

MS. MINERD: Okay. Well, 1"m Ffinished.

MR. BROWN: Okay. Thank you.

MS. MINERD: Oh, yeah. And the drinking water.
We"re on top an aquifer right next to Savannah River.
It"s--you know, if we were in the desert it would be a
great place to doing a cleanup. But we definitely need
to be cleaning up here. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Melanie Knight and Ernie
Chaput is next. You"re up. |I°m sorry. He will follow
you. Melanie Knight.

MS. KNIGHT: 1 want my--now look at them bomb
boys. That"s the way you do it. You move the waste
around the DOE. That ain"t workin®. That"s the way
you do it. Money for nothin® and chicks for free.

Now, that ain®"t workin®. That"s the way you do it.
Let me tell you that idea is dumb. Maybe get a tumor
on your little brain. Maybe get a tumor on your
tongue. They wanna install atom bomb factories, toxic
waste dumps for you and me. They gotta move their
plutonium pits. They gotta pay for their plasma TVs.
See the giant contractor with his big mitt in the till.
Yeah, buddy, that"s corporate welfare. That little
liar got his own jet airplane. That little thief, he"s
a trillionaire. We have to live on the dregs they
leave us. They"ve got us down on our knees. We"ve
gotta feed and educate our kids. We gotta pay for
their plasma TVs. | shoulda learned to be oblivious.
I shoulda learned to not give a sheet. Look at that
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mama. Can®"t feed her baby. While you suck on taxpayer
teet. And you up there, what"s that? More atom bombs?
Stealin® all our money like a low-down thief. That
ain"t workin®. That"s the way you do it. Get your
money for nothin® and gettin® off scot-free. We gotta
give all our taxes for this crap. We ain®t gettin® our
human needs. We gotta eat their nuclear waste and pay
for their plasma TVs. That ain®t workin®, not the way
they do it. All they"re makin®" is enemies. That ain"t
workin®, not the way they do it. They"re gettin® their
money for nothing and gettin® off scot-free. What on
earth are they talkin® about? That shelf life ain™t
about to expire. 15 years and tanks leakin® faster.
Restartin® the arms race, in debt we"ll mire. You
gotta speak up for the economy and workers. But you
gotta care about safety and health. Give the next
generation an opportunity to live. You don"t need to
give CEOs more wealth.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. [1"m sure Dire Straits
woulld be flattered. Okay. Ernie. 1Is it Ernie Chaput?
I don*"t know if I pronounced that correctly. And
Bobbie Paul will follow.

MR. CHAPUT: Yes. My name is Ernie Chaput. |
have been asked to read two letters for you and I will
be brief and summarize them. First letter is from the
South Carolina Department of Commerce from Joe Taylor,
Secretary. It"s addressed to the Honorable Linton
Brooks.

The South Carolina Department of Commerce is
pleased to support the Savannah River Site as the best
location for the proposed Consolidated Plutonium
Center. SRS has the technical expertise and facilities
which make CPC a success and provide the National
Nuclear Safety Administration with the best opportunity
to support our nation®s nuclear weapons stockpile.

Many technical factors recommend SRS for the CPC
mission, and | summarize: safety records, modern
facilities, security, highly trained dedicated
workforce, a national laboratory, and reliable
production.

In addition to technical excellence SRS has one
other iImportant and unique advantage, strong and active
regional support for DOE national security missions.
CPC i1s welcomed by elected officials, regional civic
and business leaders, and individual citizens. The
community®s vision for SRS includes continued and
long-term DOE activities as part of a diversified
socioeconomic base. The citizens of South Carolina
understand SRS"s unique characteristics and the site"s
ability to help DOE met important national missions.
Signed, Joe Taylor.

The second letter is from the Three Rivers Solid
Waste Authority. 1It"s signed by Colin Covington,
General Manager.

Dear Ambassador Brooks: Three Rivers Solid Waste
Authority is a political subdivision of the state of
South Carolina, established in 1992 to provide regional
management of non-hazardous solid waste for nine
counties and 5,000 square miles of south central South
Carolina. The purpose of this letter--and 1°11--1"m
going to just abbreviate the letter. The purpose of
this letter is to convey our unqualified support for
locating the Consolidated Plutonium Center on the
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Savannah River Site.

I will note that the Three Rivers location is on
Savannah River Site so they see CPC as a good neighbor
to theilr activity.

Savannah River Site conducts its activities with
high regard to public safety and environmental
protection. We know the extensive training, attention
to detail, and safety culture. Talks about the many
facilities designed to handle plutonium. It talks
about the skill and training of the workers. Equally
important, it notes the broad base of support in the
region.

All these reasons argue strongly for locating
Consolidated Plutonium Center at the Savannah River
Site. And we thank you for providing the opportunity
to comment on your important initiative. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Bobbie Paul, and
she will be followed by Richard Lindsay.

MS. PAUL: Don"t worry. 1"m not going to sing.
Hello everybody. Thank you for this opportunity very
much. My name is Bobbie Paul and 1"m the executive
director of WAND, Women®s Action for New Directions.

We were founded as Women®"s Action for Nuclear
Disarmament in 1980. And 1 represent the Georgia
chapter of WAND. We have twelve chapters in the
country. Our main office is in Boston, and we also
have a Washington, D.C. office. And we"re around the
country.

I"m here to speak out about Complex 2030. And as
the head of Women®s Action for New Directions 1°d like
to say that we think that this is going in the wrong
direction. We do believe that we should be cleaning
up, nhot building up. And we think that future
generations depend on us. Children do ask the world of
us and we must respond.

We"ve got to say no. We"ve got to stop making new
warheads, new bombs, no matter what the term is. How
can we tell the rest of the world not to do this and
here we are making more bombs?

What do we tell our children? What do we tell
them about supporting treaties, supporting the NPT, the
Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty that was are a
signatory to? How do we--do we have to disguise this?

The people have spoken before about this. This is
old wine in new bottles. As other people have
mentioned, there was the Complex whatever, and there
was the Modern Pit Facility that we were here.
That--the people spoke, said no, no, no, in 2003. Last
year or the year before--1 don"t know; the years are
running together so fast--it was the Reliable Nuclear
Earth Penetrator. And if you didn"t like that
psychosexual language then we could call it the Bunker
Buster. The people said no, and it was not funded in
Congress. The people have spoken. But do we stop?

No. Here we are again, as | said, old wine in new
bottles. We are back here looking at more weapons.
Reliable replacement warhead? Come on. There are new
bombs.

So what we would say is bombs away. Let"s clean
up and not build up. And in closing I just want to say
that a lot of people are asking what is our firepower.
How much tritium are in new warheads? What is it? And
so 1*d like to do a little demonstration if Diane would
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help us--help me here. And 1 would like to--if you"ll
just stand over there, Diane. 1 would like to
demonstrate--and this is a representation of how many
nuclear warheads the U.S. actually has. First of all,
Diane, would you just drop one BB into the bucket?
That BB represents 15 Hiroshima-size bombs. Okay.
Now, six BBs. That is enough nuclear weapons to blow
up all of Russia. And now, with Diane®s help, we="d
like to demonstrate the strength of the total U.S.
nuclear arsenal. That is the equivalent of 150,000
Hiroshima-size bombs. It costs our country about 17.6
billion dollars to maintain those weapons and their
delivery systems currently. And if you"d like some of
this information you can go to truemajority.org. Thank
you.

MR. BROWN: Thanks. Okay. Richard Lindsay and
Dianne Valentin will be next.

MR. LINDSAY: Hello. My name is Richard Lindsay.
I"m here representing--as the spokesperson for my
family and to honor the legacy and memory of my father.
My father was employed at the Savannah River Site in
Aiken from 1952 to 1964. He was diagnosed with
adenocarcinoma of the stomach with metastasis to the
liver, lung, and lymph nodes. He passed away in July
of 1964. He was 53 years of age. He began working
there at the age of 41. In the year 2000 Congress
signed into law legislation known as the EEOICPA or
Energy Employees Occupational lllness Compensation
Program Act. In 2002 my brother, Attorney Allen
Lindsay, filed a claim on behalf of my mother for a
federal payment of compensation for the death of my
father for developing an occupational illness as a
result of his employment and his exposure to radiation.
My father worked under the perceived acceptable
level--under a perceived acceptable level of radiation
exposure. He was a very well-respected member of the
community. At the time my father went to work at
Savannah River Site it was considered a real privilege
to work there. He went through background checks,
extensive background checks, and was chosen. There was
high level of secrecy at the time that my father worked
at the bomb plant. And that®"s what it was commonly
called at that time. He was a breadwinner and he was
willing to sacrifice his life. He knew he was--he knew
it was serious, the work that he was doing. However,
he knew that this was a high-paying occupation, and he
wanted to take care of his family. And that proved to
be his ultimate sacrifice. All of my father®s siblings
lived to be a ripe old age, some in their late 80s and
90s. He even had a sister who was 104 years of age.
My father died at an early age of 53. And just as he
had been the youngest of thirteen, I am the youngest of
ten. My father paid the ultimate sacrifice. And I™"m
going to try not to be emotional, but I want to implore
you to cherish the sanctity of life. | see people
here, and I"m listening to people say and talk about
the efficacy of resuming the operation of this plant.
And 1 think about your fathers, your brothers, your
nephews. You"re someone®s son. And | was robbed of
that opportunity. |1 was only 8 years old when my
father passed. Lives are going to be sacrificed if
this happens. There®"s no safe standard. You can use
lab rats; you can use guinea pigs. But that"s only in
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theory. When you think about it, I loved my father. 1
miss him terribly. 1 thank you for the opportunity.

MR. BROWN: Thanks, Richard. Diane Valentin.

MS. VALENTIN: Well, that"s not good “cause I
guess I"m a crybaby anyway. But the point 1 wanted to
make--and I1"m not really sure if a lot of people
consider it--is that nuclear weapons are a dinosaur,
and we really need to start looking forward. And 1
respect the fact that you sit here and listen to
everything that we have to say because 1 noticed that a
lot of our representatives made their statements in
support of this effort and they left before a lot of
the public comment was being made. So they®"re not
hearing what a lot of the people are saying. They“re
gone. They"ve already left the room. |If any of you
are still out there 1 respect the fact that you stayed
and are listening.

But we need to inspire our young scientists and
engineers to look beyond instead of finding ways to Fix
what*s old. We have always tried to be on the leading
edge of technology and thoughts and processes. And we
really need to stop looking backwards on this nuclear
weapons issue. We"re too intelligent for that. We
have to stop. We have to go forward. The whole
process is dirty. It"s not safe. We don"t talk much
about the waste and the waste is what"s killing us.

And we really need to find a way to contain the waste,
deal with it, but we also need to be looking forward at
new technologies. We have the capacity; we have the
people. And when we inspire our young people to know
that we would support them in the Department of Energy
and NRC, anyplace to be looking beyond this dinosaur
that we"re dealing with, then 1 think it would spark a
movement forward. We have to stop looking back at this
old stuff. We"re kind of tired of it. It doesn"t make
any sense. So listen to what the people are saying.

We know that it"s dirty, and we know that you know that
it"s dirty. So we really need to stop wasting our time
and our energy on the same old stuff. Thank you.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Janet Wedlock is next. |
didn"t give you too much notice. Janet will be
followed by Natasha McFarley.

MS. WEDLOCK: My name is Janet Wedlock. I*m a
resident of Bluffton, South Carolina. 1°m a leader of
my local Sierra Club and therefore a member of the
National Sierra Club, which 1 would remind you is the
largest environmental organization in the country.

In brief, the Sierra Club opposes the DOE/NNSA
proposal to build new facilities to manufacture
plutonium warheads or to conduct nuclear weapons
research and development, period. For contact
information I have, for the record, the Conservation
Chair of our local group and also the Chair, Linda
Modica, for the Sierra Club National Radiation
Committee. Thank you for your consideration.

MR. BROWN: Thanks very much. Natasha McFarley,
and Anthony Grant will follow.

MS. MCFARLEY: Good afternoon. My name is Natasha
McFarley. 1 am the administrative assistant here
representing Mayor Deke Copenhaver, Mayor of
Augusta-Richmond County. He has a letter addressed to
Mr. Ted Wyka.

As Mayor of the City of Augusta, | am sending this
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letter in support of DOE"s streamlining its R&D
production facilities which will result in the building
of a new Consolidated Plutonium Center to perform
plutonium research, development and production
manufacturing activities.

As you know, the Augusta Commission demonstrated
its commitment to this product--project--1"m sorry--by
adopting a resolution in 2003 which supported locating
the Modern Pit Facility at the SRS and will no doubt
reaffirm that support for the Consolidated Plutonium
Center, a multi-billion dollar facility, stimulating
significant job growth In our community at our next
regularly scheduled Commission meeting Thursday,
November 9th, 2006, at two o“"clock p.m.

We realize that this is a much more attractive
mission for SRS with greater economic impact for the
surrounding communities as with its extensive
expertise, experience, and well-trained workforce.
Savannah River Site is well-suited for this mission and
should be a leading contender for this initiative.

The CPC fits well with Augusta®s community vision
for the future of Savannah River Site and, as Mayor of
the City of Augusta, | wholeheartedly support locating
this mission at the Savannah River Site. By copy of
this communication 1 am asking the Clerk of Commission
to forward you a copy of the resolution supporting this
mission once it is approved. Very truly yours, Deke
Copenhaver, Mayor.

MR. BROWN: Thank you. Anthony Grant, and Ann
Mauncy will follow.

MR. GRANT: My name is Anthony Grant and I™m
representing the Office of the President for South
Carolina State University. |1 have a letter here
addressed to Mr. Wyka. It reads: South Carolina State
University would like to go on record as supporting the
Savannah River Site as the site of choice for the
Consolidated Plutonium Center. A smaller, more
responsive, yet fully effective nuclear deterrent is
certainly in the best interests of the nation. There
should be no doubt that the Savannah River Site is an
ideal location for