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Summary Notes - July 15, 2013 
SRS Citizens Advisory Board 

Waste Management Committee Meeting 

The Savannah River Site (SRS) Citizens Advisory Board (CAB) Waste Management (WM) Committee held a 
meeting on Monday, July 15, 2013, from 6:00-7:50 p.m., at the DOE Meeting Center in Aiken, SC. It was also 
streamed online via Google Hangouts. 
 
The purpose of this meeting was to receive an update was to determine the CAB’s opinion on two versions of a 
Position Statement. There was also time set aside for committee discussion and public comments. 
 
Attendees: 
 
CAB Members:    Stakeholders: 
Ed Burke- WM Chair   Frances Close  Gerald Rudolph  John Michael 
Earl Sheppard- WM Vice Chair  Tom Cements  Ann Timberlake Bernice Howard 
Dr. Donald Bridges- CAB Chair  Susan Corbett  Jos Podesta  Carter Thomas 
Harold Simon- CAB Vice Chair  Stan Howard  Monika Podesta  Dawn Gillas 
Dr. Rose Hayes    Tedda Howard    Bill Collins  Betsy Rivard 
Louie Chavis- Online   Chris Cherry  Beverly Collins  Peggy Gasnor 
Kathe Golden- Online   Pamela Greenlaw Ben Wislinski  Susan Wood 
Marolyn Parson- Online   Chris Hall  Suzanne Rhodes Bill Bobo 
Artisha Bolding- Online   Louisa Davidson Mike Simmons  Mary Lyons 
     Elaine Cooper  JoAnn Glass  Laura Witham 
DOE/Contractors/ Others:  Charles Munns  Tom Coleman  Ron Schroder 
Terry Spears, DOE-SR   Ernest Chaput  Marilyn Blanchard Michael Gilles 
Bill Taylor, DOE-SR   Brenda Conway  Joanne Hagler  Wilkins Byrd 
Gerri Flemming, DOE-SR  Jim Tisaranni  Brittany Williamson Ron Feller 
Tony Polk, DOE-SR   Steve Geddes  CeeCee Anderson  
Larry Ling, SRR   Joanne Williams Tom Howell   
Josh Seigler, SRR   Cassandra Fralix Courtney Hanson  
Ashley Whitaker, NOVA  Marie Craig  Suzanne Ruplin     
James Tanner, NOVA   Michael Aiken  Yiven Bibler 
Jesslyn Anderson, NOVA  Ned Bibler  Jan Feller 
    
Welcome and Introduction: 

CAB member Ed Burke opened the meeting by welcoming everyone. He said the purpose of holding the “special 
meeting” was to determine the CAB’s opinion on two versions of a Position Statements he and CAB Chair Don 
Bridges wrote on the possible interim storage of commercial nuclear waste at SRS. He explained that the meeting 
also enabled other CAB members, not only the WM Committee, to provide input on each Position Statement.  
 
CAB member Burke explained that he would discuss “Version A” of the Position Statement, while CAB Chair 
Bridges would discuss “Version B.” He stated after everyone had an opportunity to discuss the different Position 
Statements, there would be a poll of the CAB members to determine which Position Statement would be taken to 
the July Full Board meeting. CAB member Burke allowed CAB Chair Bridges to provide an overview of his 
version of the Position Paper. 
 
Discussion of Position Statement “Version B” by CAB Chair Don Bridges: 
 
CAB Chair Bridges stated he supported “Version B” of the Position Statement, and explained it “did not propose 
bringing Spent Nuclear Fuel (SNF) to SRS;” however, this version acknowledged that in the future, the CAB might 
object to such a proposal. He said the CAB should not act prematurely towards current or future nuclear materials 
coming to SRS and said DOE had not developed a proposal for interim storage at SRS. He explained that SRS had 
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a reputation of being supportive of nuclear program within the DOE complex and continued to be a key economic 
factor in the growth of the surrounding community. He listed various community organizations he felt would not 
support the proposal since the organizations greatly supported local employment. He said the CAB should not 
support a Position Statement that ruled out possible interim storage because the decision could create a negative 
impression of SRS, discard the CAB’s role in the process before all potential incentives were assessed, and would 
be out of step with other organizations. CAB Chair Bridges encouraged the CAB not to act prematurely by closing 
the door on any future opportunities before all information about the program was offered. He also briefly 
discussed the concerns DOE should address if SRS was chosen as a future location for interim storage; he said the 
CAB desired to be a part of the consent-based process and asked DOE to address each concern in a manner that 
would convince the public that interim storage was worthy of further consideration at SRS. He introduced CAB 
member Burke and CAB member Hayes to begin the discussion of “Version A.” 
 
Discussion of Position Statement “Version A” by CAB member Ed Burke: 
 
CAB member Burke stated he was pleased with the amount of input the CAB had received from the community 
before allowing CAB member Hayes to provide input on “Version A” of the Position Statement. She discussed 
various economic issues that could occur if SRS was selected as an interim storage facility. CAB member Burke 
reviewed “Version A” of the Position Statement, which opposed the use of SRS as an interim storage site for spent 
nuclear fuel. He said there was not a geologic site better than Yucca Mountain and the reopening of the repository 
selection process would be very expensive. He also mentioned the future completion of a new repository was 
generations away, which left no reason for the CAB to believe that the 2048 availability date would be adhered to. 
His last reason for being opposed was that future generations would not benefit from not knowing how long SRS 
planned to serve as an interim storage facility for commercial nuclear waste. CAB member Burke explained that 
“Version A” was not opposed to “commercial nuclear power generation.” He said he was not concerned that DOE 
would initiate a program that anticipated the unsafe storage of nuclear waste at SRS.” CAB member Burke allowed 
CAB members to provide input on both versions, A and B of the Position Statement.   
 
Committee Discussion: 
 
CAB member Earl Sheppard stated he read both versions of the Position Statement and he supported Version A. 
CAB member James Streeter said he supported the community involvement, which helped him make his final 
decision about which position he wanted to support. CAB member Marolyn Parson stated she was opposed to 
commercial spent nuclear fuel coming to SRS; however, she felt her position on commercial nuclear power was 
irrelevant as a CAB member, which she thought, was not an appropriate statement to have in the Position 
Statement. CAB member Kathe Golden said she supported the Position Statement that opposed SNF coming to 
SRS. CAB member Artisha Bolding stated she opposed the use of SRS as an interim repository since it would 
become a lengthy program, which would use more of the United States dollars. CAB member Louie Chavis 
thanked everyone for the input; however, at that time, he was unable to decide which version of the Position 
Statement he wanted to support. CAB member Burke then allowed members of the public to provide input on the 
two Position Statements. 
 
Public Comment 

Mr. Stan Howard, public, listed several reasons why he felt SRS was capable of being an interim storage facility for 
the nation’s nuclear waste. He encouraged the CAB to look at the possibilities before making a decision.  A copy of 
his comment has been attached to this document.  

Mr. Ernie Chaput, public, recommended that the CAB defer any action regarding acceptance or rejection of a “back 
end of the fuel cycle” program until a specific proposal was brought forward and analyzed. He also stated that if 
deferral was not acceptable then the CAB should support a program only if the state and local benefits exceed state 
and local risks. A copy of his comment has been attached to this document.  
 
Ms. Elaine Cooper, public, stated the future federal budget would no longer support SRS, and encouraged the CAB 
to vote against SNF coming to SRS.   
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Mr. Chris Hall, Sierra Club, stated he did not consent to SNF coming to Aiken, South Carolina. He stated that at the 
May Full Board meeting, CAB Chair Bridges removed the recommendation from being voted on. CAB member 
Burke explained that he was not present at the May Full Board Meeting and said the recommendation was never 
intended to be voted on at the May Full Board meeting. 
 
Ms. Frances Close, Friends of the Earth, stated back in the 1980’s, a proposal entitled “Away From Reactor 
Storage” (AFR) was developed in regards to nuclear waste. She explained that the old proposal dealt with the same 
waste the CAB was discussing. She stated that she could not imagine anything that would make it acceptable for 
the SNF to come to SRS. 
 
Mr. Tom Clements, Friends of the Earth, stated that a proposal was on the table to bring SNF to SRS made by SRS 
Community Reuse Organization (CRO), which presented a document in April to bring SNF to SRS and begin 
reprocessing. He also explained legislators recently released legislation that called for establishing one or more 
interim storage facilities. He encouraged the CAB to continue making progress on opposing interim storage at SRS. 
 
Ms. Susan Corbett, Sierra Club, she stated she supported the CAB for being ahead of the legislators on the consent-
based process by opposing interim storage. She stated transporting 70,000 tons of SNF through various 
communities was a “bad idea.” 
 
Ms. Ann Timberlake, Conservation Voters of South Carolina, thanked the CAB for backing the issue. She said that 
the issue was not about being “pro or anti-nuclear” because the local community had a record to be proud of. She 
said this was not about negotiating or leveraging terms, it was about being realistic and having the courage to say 
there is no deal “sweet enough” to let the community become Yucca Mountain. She stated that the rule with nuclear 
waste is that it should stay where it is put and the CAB had a right to say, we don’t want it to stay in South 
Carolina.   
 
Mr. Ron Schroder, public, stated he did not attend the meeting to discuss the pros and cons of bringing SNF to SRS 
because he felt “it was not the proper venue to have the conversation.” He stated he had a copy of the CAB charter 
and mission statement and since commercial used nuclear fuel was not a current DOE program, he questioned the 
motives of the CAB.  
 
Ms. Pamela Greenlaw, public, encouraged the CAB to choose “Version A” and thanked the CAB for being open 
with the public.  
 
Ms. Brittany Williamson, public, stated she researched the transportation processes of relocating any type of SNF. 
She said the casks had to undergo rigorous testing and meet several qualifications to transport the waste and stated 
that interim storage seemed to be safe. 
 
Ms. Marie Craig, public, stated she opposed SNF coming to SRS because the waste was a poison and SRS did not 
have the technology to clean it up.  
 
Ms. Suzanne Rhodes, League of Women Voters of South Carolina, stated if SRS accepted the “orphan waste” the 
Blue Ribbon Commission (BRC) said should be sent to interim storage first, the curie count at SRS would triple. A 
copy of her comment has been attached to this document. 
  
Ms. Cassandra Fralix, public, stated she agreed with the Position Statement and thanked the CAB for allowing the 
public to provide input on the topic. She said she hoped the CAB chose “Version A” as the best option. 
 
Mr. Bill Collins, public, stated he felt interim storage could be done safely at SRS; however, Yucca Mountain was 
the best place for the nuclear waste.  
 
Ms. Beverly Collins, public, stated she felt the CAB and public should try to get Yucca Mountain back on the table 
for being a possible interim storage location.  
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Mr. Charles Munns, public, suggested that the CAB should become part of the consent-based process by requesting 
DOE to define what the CAB should do to ensure the board was included within the consent-based approach. He 
said it was premature to draw a red line without fully grasping the risks and gains of government proposals. He 
asked the CAB to take a broader view about consolidated interim storage. A copy of his comment has been attached 
to this document. 
 
Mr. Clint Wolfe, Citizens Nuclear Technology Awareness (CNTA), commented on the variety of opinions shared 
at the meeting and encouraged CAB members not to make a final decision on interim storage at SRS this early in 
the process. 
 
Ms. Dawn Gillas, public, stated she supported “Version B.” She said since there was a diverse group of opinions, 
the CAB should not make any decision about interim storage of SNF.  
 
Ms. Susan Wood, public, stated it was too early to make a decision on the issue of interim storage; however, she 
supported “Version B” since several aspects of the local economy occurred due to the efforts at SRS. 
 
Mr. Bill Bobo, public, stated he supported “Version B,” and mentioned how he hoped government officials would 
begin locating another permanent repository. 
 
Ms. Clara Delbert, public, stated she was concerned that more Georgia residents did not attend the meeting.  
 
Mr. John Michael, GAWAND, stated he opposed of SNF and felt the nuclear waste would never leave SRS. 
 
Mr. Claude Howard, public, stated he was opposed to interim storage at SRS because it was unknown how long the 
SNF would remain.  
 
Mr. Tom Howell, public, stated it was difficult to predict natural occurrences such as earthquakes, which made it 
even more concerning to bring more nuclear waste to SRS. He said he opposed nuclear waste coming to SRS. 
 
Ms. Tedda Howard, public, said that SNF coming to SRS could provide more knowledge for the nuclear industry 
across the nation. She encouraged the CAB to make decisions based on technologies, not emotions. 
 
Ms. Courtney Hanson, GAWAND, thanked the WM Committee for proposing the recommendation and said the 
recommendation was not shortsighted, since there were dozens of people from Georgia and South Carolina who 
thought bringing the nuclear waste to SRS would not benefit the community.  
 
Mr. Carter Thomas, public, stated he supported “Version A.”  
 
Final Polling on Position Statements: 
 
Position Statement “Version A” received 12 votes and “Version B” received 10 votes. CAB member Burke’s 
Position Statement would go forward to be discussed by the Boars at the July Full Board Meeting. 
 
Both versions of the Position Statement are attached to this document. 
 
CAB member Burke adjourned the WM Committee meeting. 
 

The next WM Committee Meeting will be held on Tuesday, August 27, 2013, from 6:00-7:50 p.m., at the 
DOE Meeting Center in Aiken, SC. 

 
The online recording of this meeting can be located on the CAB’s website at: cab.srs.gov 

 


































