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HOUSE BILL 496-FN
AN ACT relative to radiological monitering in nuclear emergency planning zones.

SPONSORS: Rep. Sheffert, Rock 156

COMMITTEE:  Science, Technology and Energy

ANALYSIS

This bill requires radiological monitering in nuclear emergency planning zones.

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold italics.

Matter removed from current law appears [in-brackote-and-struelcthrough:|
Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.
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STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Eleven
AN ACT relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones.

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

1 New Section; Nuclear Response Program; Radiological Monitoring. Amend RSA 107-B by
inserting after section 6 the following new section:

107-B:7 Radiological Monitoring. The director of fire safety and emergency management shall
Iimplement' a continuous real-time environmental radiological monitoring program. The program
shall include installation of radiation monitors in each municipality located in an emergency
planning zone, as that term is used in 10 C.F.R. part 50.

2 Effective Date. This act shall take effect 60 days after its passage.
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HB 496-FN - FISCAL NOTE
AN ACT relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Office of Legislative Budget Assistant is unable to complete a fiscal note for this bill as it is

awaiting information from the Department of Health and Human Services. When completed,

the fiscal note will be forwarded to the House Clerk's Office.




HB 496-FN - AS INTRODUCED
- Page 2 -

LBAO
11-0731
Revised 01/31/11

HB 496 FISCAL NOTE

AN ACT relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Department of Safety and the Department of Health and Human Services state this bill
will increase state restricted expenditures and revenues by an indeterminable amount in FY
2012 and each year thereafter. There will be no fiscal impact on county and local revenues or

expenditures.

METHODOLOGY:
This bill requires radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones. The
Department of Health and Human Services and the Department of Safety note although the
proposed legislation requires the director of Fire Safety and Emergency Management to
establish and implement radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones, 1t is
assumed that the responsibility for carrying out this program would fall under the Department
of Health and Human Services' Radiological Health Section within the Division of Public
Health Services. This Division is currently responsible for the environmental surveillance
program that assesses the radiological impact of activities associated with the nuclear power
plants. The Departments state in accordance with RSA 107-B:1, 1, all costs associated with the
implementation of the proposed legislation would be borne by the nuclear power plants through
fees assessed by the Director of Fire Safety and Emergency Management and recorded as

restricted state revenue,

The Department of Health and Human Services states the proposed legislation will increase
state restricted expenditures and restricted revenues by the costs associated with an initial
design study followed by the purchase, set up, and calibration of the necessary equipment,
system monitoring costs, and maintenance and upkeep costs. The Department of Health and
Human Services states the costs related to planning and development are indeterminable but
believes they are likely to be material. In addition, the Department estimates a cost of between
$20,000 and $25,000 per radiation monitor with a minimum of one monitor required for each
municipality within the emergency planning zones (EPZ) surrounding the power plants. The
Department states there are 17 municipalities in the Seabrook EPZ and 5 municipaliti-es within
the Vermont Yankee EPZ. This equates to a cost estimate of $440,000 ((17+5) x $20,000) to
$550,000 ((17+5) x $25,000) for radiation monitors. The Department estimates ongoing
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maintenance and calibration costs to be between $4,000 and $5,000 per year resulting in an

annual increase in state restricted expenditures of between $88,000 (22 units x $4,000) and
$110,000 (22 units x $5,000),

Although this bill does not establish positions, based on information obtained from the
Masgsachusetts Radiation Control Program, the Department estimates it will require one
radiation health physicist II (labor grade 23, beginning at step 1) to provide radiation
monitoring readings, analyses and interpretation, troubleshoot operational issues, investigate
unusual readings, coordinate servicing and maintenance needs, and provide periodic and
annual reports. The Department estimates the total cost of employment of the radiation health
physicist, including salary, benefits, and associated expenses such as rent, equipment, and
travel costs to be $86,560 in FY 2012, $86,875 in FY 2013, $91,106 in FY 2014 and $95,601 in
FY 2015.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

PUBLIC HEARING ON HB 496-FN

BILL TITLE: relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning
ZONES.
DATE: 2-22-11
LOB ROOM: 304 Time Public Hearing Called to Order: 1040

Time Adjourned: 1149

(please circle if present)

w'@

L.

Bill Sponsors: Rep. Sheffert

TESTIMONY
*  Use asterigk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted.
Rep. Ken Sheffert, sponsor — Introduced HB 496 as more of a scientific learning for school
children in the area and communication with the scheol district and the nuclear plants. Also include
amendment as noted.
Q: Rep. William Remick — How many schools have monitora?
A: None.
Q: Rep. Laurence Rappaport — What schools will be involved?
A: Seabroék Elementary, Hampton High School and South Hampton.
Q: Chairman Jim Garrity — When will we see?
Q: Rep. Jacqueline Cali-Pitts — Are you interested in total air quality?
A: Yes, and we want schools to be involved in field trips to school.

Q: There is a monitor in Portsmouth to set up a field trip with already existing programs.

A: Yes, and with time and age, and the Middle East problems one may have a class room that is
within % hour drive to Seabrook.

Q: Rep. Robin Read — The fiscal note explain?



A: Cost of 4K dollars to show radiation detector; i.e. and a lot of other monitors. I'd like to see more
hands on projects in schools. Will be awaiting amendment to this bill,

Honorable Richard Morris - Supports the bill. Have air quality monitored like Massachusetts.
Attached monitors in polls at present and adjacent and have no access to emergency plans. Resident
of Seabrook and have no air monitoring? Consider all data from 5-7 towns and test sites. Cost
$3500-$4500.

Q: Can vou supply this committee the data i.e. the nuclear facilities that say it is available.

A: Yes, we can supply to the subcommittee.

Rep. Cali-Pitts ~ Cost us calibration - can you explain?

A: Only eye balling — the numbers and will supply data as requested to Rep. Cataldo. 3-7 substations

and no monitors for air quality. Not consistent that the air they are breathing is safe.

Q: Chairman Garrity ~ Would you be wiling to gather information to subcommittee. And Rep.
Cataldo will chair that subcommittee.

Doug Bogen, Director, Seacoast Anti-Pollution League — Supports the bill. Looking for a more
comprehensive program with the state. All plants release radiation every day; it's a fact that all

radiation levels cause cancer. Public has a right to know. Evidence is available and evidence of
childhood concerns and around nuclear plants using C & D records and a study done at Seabrook
and found cases of cancer. It's not policy and would like to see a baseline of data and we are
concerned that re-licensing is coming for the next 40 years. Supports as written. State has dollars
and RTW of gur environmental risks.

Q: Rep. Read - Allocation of fees how are they all activated?

A: Other speakers can assist in that data.

Q: Rep. James Parison — Funds established should be used as desecribed in the bill; would the
dollars be included?

" A: 1 don’t believe that the dollars are only 5 to 10%.
Q: Rep. William O’Connor — Volunteers taking data?
A: The 6-10 groups can better answer.
Q: Rep. Cali-Pitts — Do you have concerns about Portsmouth nuke bans?
A: Believe Navy does a better job and so does the government.
Q: Any information on other countries?
A: Don't know much about other countries.

Sandra Gavatis and Debbie Crinnell, C-10 Foundation — Support the bill. C-10 Foundation
been monitoring for over 20 years; 15 sites were founded and now under contract. Three monitoring



sites. Exeter-Brentwood feels strongly the people need to know. We are the only ones that have real
time data. Any studies we collect will be viewing the data (i.e. Doctor from BU and one from the
University of Lowell) will be viewing the data and where the radiation is going. Can supply
information in alpha and beta and all computerized and we have data for 24 hours a day and levels
of radiation.

Q: Rep. Cali-Pitts - Over 20 years has data shown any dangerous levels?

A:Tn 1996 there was an incident 17 times background levels. The radiation did not come from
Seabrook. We know radiation is set by standards and we do not know the results and it's a real
problem for schools First responders and the cases about 3 mile Island and its problems.

Q: Rep. Rappaport - Do you publish air data?
A: Will supply to committee.
@: Rep. Remick — And data?

A: Because Seabrook is reapplying and no place for the waste to go. Environmental monitoring is
essential. Good data of beta Oct. 2009 we picked up 2 times greater than background data. We
notified FEMA at the time and Seabrook. They were refueling and probably a burst i.e. cloud burst
this is a for profit business and the levels will only be areas within the plant that can escape. The
air samples were taken after not during. We do not have feelings that they are doing their job and
the public needs to know.

Q: Is trend going up or down?
A: See variations and we do not know long term effects at low levels and cancer incidents.

Bob Bactus of Manchester representing self - Was involved with the work at Seabrock. Plant
operations will give you-locations in the concerns —evacuation and Seabrook offers no substantial
and prompt early warnings. If we have the monitoring gives us the time we need to evacuate.

Q: Rep. Parison - Do you believe the plant?
A: 1 believe we should get that assistance.

Dick Winn, Seabrook Station — Will come to subcommittee with data and points to make. School
situation — we have Science & Information Center with an educational director that applies this data
to the students, NRC has reviewed and we don’t agree to the complaints. 1~ We have extensive
radiation monitoring.

2- Can't reduce monitoring in our site, over 100 locations and is checked by the NRC/Mass and
nuclear staff at the station. We do not believe that the cost I applicable our staff would not
jeopardize their families within 20 miles. Issue of monitoring and no real time monitoring has been
presented. And over monetary system could not be applicable. We believe bill is redundant full time
system.

Rep. Beatriz Pastor — Impressed that 20 years of these expressed? Couldn’t Seabrook foot the bill
of measuring — would they be open to this?

A: General terms over 20 years the participation and schools that may want to work with the
schools. And we do publish the resuits and not prepared at this time.



Q: Rep. Read — Do you know what will be the dollar amount?
A: No, we look at fiscal note. A monitoring system is already being processed

Q: Chairman Garrity - In your years of experience do you believe there are groups that do not like
nuclear power?

A: Yes.
Q: Rep. Cali-Pitts — Where is your air quality data?

A: Will bring information to the subcommittee.

Subcommittee chair Rep. Sam Cataldo with Reps. Cox, Pastor, Read, Rappaport and Cali-Pitts.

Respectfully Submitted:

Sam Cataldo, Clerk




HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY .

PUBLIC HEARING ON HB 496-FN

BILL TITLE: relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning
ZONes.
DATE: 2-22-11
LOB ROOM: 304 Time Public Hearing Called to Order: /0 LZ’&

Time Adjourned: /"4’@

(please circle if present)

Committee Members: Reps{Garniy)d? Fataldg! Devine M ick? RappaporgxCox,
MacMahon,@@ Panek)Parison s Y& Eal evasseur andpaston

Bill Sponsors: Rep. Sheffert

TESTIMONY

*  Use asterisk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted,
A /g,,, W

. _pp7 Grdm )"WM
C«gfc%/;{%/ M{z ‘,,,efﬁu-

/)W"/"W 0 pa—

gtoe bk > g
%;Zlé 7.




4,{%

.

Ly pot

s ade usth
ﬁ’)y“v*@ aehonl
”) %zz o
a/,//j%j% W/%

Lz prepne




| o 2N, B}
/Z! _,Zégéa_w{ﬁ oppt20e. — 7P ]
Uﬁ;ﬂdfﬁ“ 1= s @&LM? PRy ey
iz —’”’M‘—-«QZ
- ,.; _ L ) —~ et r‘%*?fd ol
! o - Apre 20 q,zof;-dg 7
{ . - %ﬂ— M’WA Ryl Huss 7o
— . o wyyy Wﬁz”} 7
_ W Q/Zé P %4». &2
. e B g DY 2Dl
_ e B 33592 ~Y35Bs 7
_ émf_ oy, L' Crnnille_Tho Mw_w
; i Jm%t;’*"ﬂﬁ #«*’IM %VM/ZM MALZ-
S =V %W_ﬂﬁﬂﬁgﬁﬁo

;“__‘M__,_,. {,aww rl‘i’s_ @,&A—ém ColobecZow Q&aﬁ‘a" %

T g ket

e il




. »L:ﬂ@.a_ﬁmf tl ‘ ‘ ekl i

| ,_hﬂ.“&mu%ihm&'?;iﬂfw' Yy~ %7%_&___
“.,mwd@&wfﬂlm»&g:h.zé?uw e ’éﬂﬁ-&é:-_/ . _fé,f M—’

e

R Y A ) M-Wwﬁazés%_

e T

;;ﬂﬁ.‘_dﬂ_,_,zeg@@-,’/fnw ‘ ’m 'ég;ké‘f v

o “,é_hmb?_?é/&c e _2edZ Yo fEs S

Y 7 7 4 hﬁém_m_&w

| e e e e o © e e . - —




| o ok G altiad
aAAte

@A 5.y Dol

. A aem e a—— o ———

S _ﬁ)___. o _Carg, W

M The T AT

s e —— — ——
e e g W.MT
b

B e e e e an Y vr-...‘-—-i-

e -_,.HL
fl

b e Sy e e it ot et

o/% »}«2.”. R I)_J/éézvz(‘ﬂ M{/@JJ«W_A&M‘

Ao w0l o Ao arshil-

- TP Bl - il TER B
I Ao anihided

by 3 = = = g oo e o p——

| _______4)_4% 't ododitsn L4 s

R~ A & 4
o o

_«:«Mffs

b - m e s —

S T i

e _/ ¥, 2 /,/M e 00 Laes

————— e e

— W

e _éj (fé"?‘f Amé b(‘l/@d‘%ﬂzfmm

- J‘Qt),-ﬂxrsﬁ_f Boriraee AXUt _gband” Wne




[
]
:

B

- 2/ )f’gﬂ ek A‘ﬁ@um &

: ”}éngw S
T

-

s _4&4__ A 2—04444 m

_— h}i

Mok e g, e ket m-—--r

.

_ N e nne A:/f/é > iy _
— R PJ/)(/ . W‘M/- Y <

—— - mﬁ‘f'&mﬁf&k o %MH — _

o __q_.{ _ L = 7~ /ﬁﬂi‘m«é <
e e e ? e e M W
SR & S e %/yf;’%% @’g!—
Fi
. 1 ,/Mméf%é HeZa — ﬁ e lideso

d-é)’% s a
el Mrr

B %:z

L _-“._d__%'gfi“_-,-, S @M&mﬂmx AaTow_ ot
.m.w_“-*.ﬂii& A:M MM Zor_ '
R Tt S W 270 ﬁ
R e ﬁ-—-’JﬂZﬁ_MZ; &/ﬁ&ﬂ’?«,@ﬁ
R | S e g MM@W
e _._"i,_.,‘, _. ,“*,.2—"" Aoa_ o cbreg o ptoocle
| A
NS | s W7 7 A S o B oy TP D6t il HiTm

S _i _______ : /}) 1996 sl 7 T

S - /WQFMA«/@ 7Aoo
— s e MMMM,Z _chet el Cotry fn
SO : — . A.MM:‘:_‘!”.’,:’M%V SR
IS || - — A ] el < M\Z_éd«-,_‘
e e e ATl o v A 20l
- U } S R - e e JM&M.JZ/MWM
IR | . ot AL JEr B o [Ahortn

s




_31.____. - - g —

i -

ﬁmw._.,ﬂ e e i s ——

2

L wg_fﬂlﬂrgf.-Mwﬁ*@_gﬁé_Ww :

| %)éf;%fp_gf %-Q:RQ fq%/wﬂ« con =

SRERN —
N RN

- Dieh. D Lol duo "

R SRSy s W & 7 Y9 Sabnsnt, o o=
e e appdpay, 20 gliec fog G
| ____iiz@ B Do Fseasn-Zol
: e pood _AeZe O/,@)oazaaof’
i . .~
? Y e ?-,j-{e%«e/u%’ 9‘7601%%
! . Ny IO e la
N ttiec e Tt FEAS - @
i N e @ Suterrt —,géyw
S |, =t el fursZ
SO | S R M_&W*M
— e _MMM%_
— _j U, _ﬁﬁ_nmmf/mm_%_.w
i ﬁ:m- _ _ M%_/Mﬂ_ﬂm 2te
1 S #meﬁéh—%f&_
SR | E U 7 2 3, - dmf-— _
| _— ,,H:__._f ‘ mg%l ,.dz:?.?: ffm_ﬁééti : aﬁj_ﬂ_ : oL s
_ { m%;e m,&&#&@mﬁ%
il L




1 N ¢ N
e P A~ /"%/M P =

et e f})_@@&w\é/z’m ~ e D
SRS | W ﬂﬁjﬁ'_-_/_ézc_aﬂ:_/gﬁ . Hepr 8 j@_-__

e e e e

o pte— Huola o Caprene

PPN IP VR A

————— o —— = bk

B & ____W:W/ M!J/ﬂ;ida—v Y

4;—--— e M@@M«M

B MJ_M_/M 72

'

?_Mfgdv%{ o

— — vt e e M

Pt et et i At L o e

A
LE
‘1

ﬁ
", /-2 il

e M /QM@ L %M@M

PR e A VU, i -

.”,__.___.____*____,j___..-ﬁ.__d___..____._ eﬁ} A Aol tr 0 St skl Z

e e el Z’Zt"‘f M&m

T —

B 4’)@& Ul sine = Do brseds LIty 0l o

L 7‘.10 .y f R appe . 72;—0 /Jgff-f

i

- |
;_”._--__._.____ — . e e e e e %.—_Mﬂ&&q

| i

e *W/MW_MM






e it (N {&4@4 ot Fo : ‘ ‘%g DO T o
H /ﬁ:tcwﬁ#f/mw/ ;&f% %/

A | d
ot e e e Y'— - e fc.‘ —v—m m-...._ =
: )
¢ - . ) "3-4’ ﬂﬁ‘%

"..\.‘,r_,_{q ———

lr
|

-

.

E‘f/
N
E
L\.“\
!:s
P\
L?’i\
\
F
%—

—5‘%—* ﬂ&?/’f{f @ 107 LYEE Z M w‘?f"’a,;@,_._@
4 S AU — y@égam/%ﬁw ."4/1,&1%{%

h

N OO S S z‘@) b e
l
3

— ——— - - —_—— —— e e — e —— e e
SR §
B, S o — - _— e e ——— ——— ——




Sub-Committee
Actions




HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

SUBCOMMITTEE WORK SESSION ON HB 496-FN

BILL TITLE: relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones.

DATE: 3-3-11

Subcommittee Members: Reps. Catlado, Holden Rappaport, Read, Panek, Cox, Cali-Pitts,
Devine, Introne, Garrity.

Comments and Recommendations:

Amendments:
Sponsor: Rep. QLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. | OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Motions: QTP, OTP/A, ITL, Retained (Please circle one.)
Moved by Rep.
Seconded by Rep.
Vote:

Motions: OTP, OTP/A, @Retained (Please circle one.)
Moved by Rep. Cali-Pitts
Seconded by Rep. Garrity

Vote: 8-2

- Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Sam Cataldo
Subcommittee Chairman/Clerk
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NextEra Energy Seabrook Station Testimony in Opposition to HB496
New Hampshire House Science, Technology and Energy Committee

Dick Winn — Senior Manager of Communications and Government Relations
February 22, 2011

= ety e =

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee.

I am Dick Winn, senior manager of Government Relations and Communications
for NextEra Energy Seabrook Station.

| appreciate the opportunity to present our testimony in opposition to HB496. By
way of brief background, NextEra Energy Resources is a subsidiary of NextEra
Energy which is the top-ranking electric and gas company in Fortune magazine's
annual list of America’s most-admired companies.

Our company has facilities in 26 states across the nation. We are North
America’s largest producer of wind-generated electricity, and lead the nation in
solar generation.

Here in New England, we have a strong presence in hydro-electric generation in
Maine, as well as fossil-fuel generation in Maine, Massachusetts and Rhode
Isiand. Our Seabrook Nuclear plant is part of an eight-unit nuclear Fleet, the
third largest in the U.S. Seabrook safely and reliably generates electricity for the
benefit of 1.3 million families and businesses. We employ about 1,100 highly
qualified professionals at Seabrook, and pay more than $20 million annually in
state and local property taxes. We have a long-standing commitment to
environmental excellence, and are very proud to be certified by the International
Standards Organization for the quality of our environmental programs.

NextEra Energy Seabrook opposes HB496 for the following 5 reasons:

1. Extensive radiological monitoring is already occurring in the emergency
planning zone around Seabrook — and has been occurring since 1982, eight
years before Seabrook began commercial operation.

2. More importantly, continuous radiation monitoring is also occurring at more
than 100 locations within the plant, and on our property.

3. Our monitoring is checked by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the
State of New Hampshire.

4. Seabrook has a professional staff of more than 30 highly trained radiological
professionals, with individuals on-duty 24-hours a day, 365 days a year.

5. Radiation protection has always been the top priority of Seabrook Station,
and there has never been a radiological incident associated with Seabrook
operations.




For these reasons, we firmly believe that the system proposed by the legislation
before you would not in any way increase the protection of the health and safety
of the public, and would create a costly and redundant addition to New
Hampshire state government.

Our onsite radiation monitoring program of more than 100 real-time, continuous
monitors provide independent radiation readings throughout our entire plant.
Even the slightest change in radiation would be identified and reported
immediately to our operators in the plant control room. So, in addition to our
Radiation Protection staff on-duty 24/7, plant monitors continually feed
information to our control room where the operating crew aiways consists of at
least 4 operators licensed by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. '

Our radiation monitors have exiremely low alarm thresholds, and if a radiation
monitor generates an alarm, our professional staff would know about it
immediately and would take immediate action in response to the signal. By the
way, one of the questions we get is “What happens if a monitor malfunctions?”
The answer is simple. The Control Room staff would know immediately if a
monitor is not working properly, and they would take the necessary actions to
compensate for that condition. And those actions could inciude sending a
radiation specialist to the monitor area to begin taking samples manually until the
monitor is returned to service.

One other question we get has to do with the suggestion that someone might
decide not to report an indication of increased radiation. With radiation protection
specialists always on duty, several control room operators continuously
monitoring instruments, extensive computer logs automatically generating and
saving information, and in-plant oversight by resident inspectors from the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission and our independent Quality Assurance Program, any
radiation anomaly would be identified and action would always be taken. And
there's another thing | remind people of when they ask this question. Our
operations staff members live with their families in the Seacoast area, it is
inconceivable that these highly trained professionals — many of whom are
veterans of the Navy nuclear submarine program — would jeopardize the safety
of their families and friends by not reporting any questions they may have about
radiation protection. We're proud to say that Seabrook Station is recognized by
our industry as one of the top plants in the world for our radiation protection
program and record.

Turning to off-site monitoring, | mentioned earlier that our program has been in
place since 1982 — 8 years before our plant began operating. We did that
deliberately to ensure that we had solid baseline data to compare each year's
readings against. In more than 20 vears of operation since 1990, we have not
detected any change in radiation conditions offsite.




QOur offsite monitoring system consists of more than 100 monitors at locations out
to a distance of 20 miles. Qur external monitoring program is more extensive
than required by federal regulations. In summary, it consists of:

Continuous Air Sampling

Direct Radiation Monitoring

Ground Water Sampling

Sea Water Sampling

Milk Sampling

Fish and Invertebrate Sampling
Aquatic Plant Monitoring

Food Crops and Vegetation Sampling
Broad-leaf vegetation Sampling

o & 9 @ @ @ © 0 ¢

As you can tell, Seabrook Station’s offsite monitoring program is extensive and
covers a wide range of sampling sources to ensure that we are able to verify that
Seabrook is not adversely affecting the environment. And | want to add that our
sampling is verified by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and we participate in
split-sampling programs with both New Hampshire and Massachusetts.

Another question we get is “You have an extensive offsite monitoring program,
but these monitors don’t seem to provide reai-time monitoring information, why
not?" Perhaps the best way to explain this is to put it in terms we all commonly
experience. When we take our cars in for emissions monitoring to make sure
we're not poliuting the atmosphere, where do the technicians monitor the
emissions? Right at the tail pipe where they place the probe to monitor
emissions at the source. That's where they can be certain that they are getting
the full picture of how our car is performing. They don’t measure emissions at
the end of the driveway, or across the street where the readings could be
affected by any number of other sources. It's the same thing with smoke
detectors. Folowing the fire code, you install them on each floor of your home
and in sleeping areas — they are not placed outside your home, or on your
neighbor's fence. You place them to ensure the earliest and most sensitive
detection will occur.

We know what's going on at our plant at all times, and radiation is being
monitored continuously by experienced professionals. And we also have an
extensive offsite monitoring program in place as required by federal law that is
designed to detect any radiation that could accumulate over a period of time.
This accumulation process allows for extremely sensitive environmental
monitoring so we can be absolutely certain that our operations are not having
any adverse affect on the environment surrounding Seabrook. These offsite
monitors are not designed to register a “spike” of radiation, because any such
spike would have already been immediately detected and addressed at the
source by our operators.



Seabrook is proud of its environmental record. We are certified by the
International Standards Organization as an ISO 14001 plant for the excellence of
our environmental system and programs. We have played an important role in
restoration of the marsh and estuary environment around Seabrook, working with
a number of environmental organizations. Our Science & Nature Center is a
major educational resource for schools throughout the region. In short, Seabrook
Station has always put safety and the environment first since the days of our
construction. That commitment continues today, and it especially applies to our
responsibilities associated with radiation monitoring.

In summary, radiation associated with Seabrook operations is already being
monitored continugusly at the source. Any questions about radiation levels
would be immediately addressed by trained operators and radiation protection
experts. The system in place at Seabrook right now exceeds the Federal
requirements for radiation monitoring, and our program is subject to both federal
and state govemment oversight. An offsite network of monitors such as
proposed would be susceptible to alarm from a variety of non-Seabrook-related
sources, including transportation of radioactive waste from a hospital, weather
anomalies, voltage spikes, a worker returning to work following a test that used a
radioactive isotope, and even the dumping of sand and gravel that might have
high levels of naturally occurring radiation. These non-Seabrook-related alarms
would have the potential to generate considerable additional work for state
departments as well as for officials in local jurisdictions.

Because the existing radiation monitoring system for Seabrook Station is
comprehensive, robust, and operated by highly trained professionals, we believe
that an additional offsite, continuous monitoring system such as proposed by this
leqgislation would not increase public health and safety for the residents of New
Hampshire. We urge you not to support this proposed legisiation.
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CHAPTER 107-B
NUCLEAR PLANNING AND RESPONSE PROGRAM

107-B:1 Nuclear Emergency Response Plan. —

L. The director of fire safety and emergency management shall, in cooperation with affected
local units of government, initiate and carry out a nuclear emergency response plan as specified
in the licensing regulations of each nuclear electrical generating plant. The commissioner of
safety shall assess a fee, as necessary, to pay for the cost of preparing, maintaining, and operating
each plan and providing equipment and materials to implement it.

II. The director of fire safety and emergency management shall conduct an annual review of
each nuclear emergency response plan for those municipalities located in an emergency planning
zone, as defined in Nuclear Regulatory Commission regulation Title 10, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 50.

Source. 1981, 549:2. 1987, 162:2, eff. July 11, 1987. 2003, 11:2, eff. June 21, 2003.

107-B:1-a Definition. — In this chapter, "assessed entity” means the entity or entities which
have applied to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for a license to operate or are licensed to
operate a nuclear electrical generating facility which affects municipalities under RSA 107-B:1,
IL

Source. 2003, 11:2, eff. June 21, 2003.

107-B:2 Annual Emergency Response Budget. — The municipalities in each emergency
planning zone shall submit annually their emergency response budget to the director of fire
safety and emergency management who shall provide a reasonable opportunity for public
comment and consideration. The director shall also receive and review the appropriateness of
any budget request from any other state agency necessary for radiological emergency
preparedness as outlined in the relevant plan. The director shall then submit an approved total
annual budget to the commissioner of safety for assessment under RSA 107-B:3 and RSA 107-
B:4. Prior to assessing the annual budget, the commissioner shall consult with the assessed entity
and obtain its input into the budget.

Source. 1981, 549,2. 1987, 162:2, eff. July 11, 1987. 2003, 11:2, eff. June 21, 2003.

107-B:3 Assessment and Reporting. —

I. The cost of preparing, maintaining, and operating a nuclear emergency response plan shall
be assessed against each assessed entity in such proportions as the commissioner of safety
determines to be fair and equitable.

I1. The commissioner of safety shall enter into a memorandum of understanding with each
assessed entity that contains mechanisms to address budget compliance and periodic reporting,
performance standards to ensure compliance with federal emergency preparedness requirements,
and other topics as the parties deem appropriate.

I11. Within 60 days after the close of the fiscal year, the commissioner of safety shall cause a
report to be prepared and provided to the assessed entity detailing the use of the fees assessed
during the prior fiscal year.

Source. 1981, 549:2, eff. June 30, 1981. 2003, 11:2, eif. June 21, 2003.
107-B:4 Collection of Assessment. — The department of safety shall bill each assessed entity

for the amount assessed against it. The bill shall be sent by registered mail, and shall constitute
notice of assessment and demand for payment. Payment shall be made to the department of
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safety within 30 days after the receipt of the bill. If any assessed entity shall fail or refuse to pay
the assessed fee within 30 days, the commissioner shall add to the fee a late penalty fee and
certify the amount of the delinquent fee and penalty to the attorney general for collection.

Source. 1981, 549:2. 1997, 208:12, eff. Aug. 17, 1997. 2003, 11:2, eff. June 21, 2003.

107-B:5 Fund Established. — All funds collected under this chapter shall be deposited in the
state treasury as "restricted revenues." The full amount shall be credited to the New Hampshire
nuclear planning and response fund and shall be used exclusively for the New Hampshire nuclear
planning and response program.

Source. 1981, 5492, eff. June 30, 1981.

107-B:6 Authority in Radiological Emergency. — In the event of a radiological emergency at
a nuclear electric generating facility where the operator is unable to control the situation as
necessary to protect public health and safety, the governor shall regulate the facility under RSA
4:45-4:47.

Source. 1981, 549:2, eff. June 30, 1981. 2003, 11:3, eff. June 21, 2003.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

EXECUTIVE SESSION on HB 496-FN

BILL TITLE: relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning
zones,
DATE: 3-10-11

LOB ROOM: 304

Amendments:
Sponsor: Rep. , OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. _ OLS Document #:

Motions: OTP, OTPIA, ITL, Interim Study (Please circle one.)
Moved by Rep.
Seconded by Rep.

Vote: {Please attach record of roll call vote.)

Motions: QOTP, OTP/A@nterim Study (Please circle one.)
Moved by Rep. Cataldo
Seconded by Rep. Cali-Pitts

Vote: 13-2 (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

CONSENT CALENDAR VOTE: Consent or Regular (circle one)
{(Vote to place on Consent Calendar must be unanimous.)

Statement of Intent: Refer to Committee Report

' Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Sam Cataldo, Clerk
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REGULAR CALENDAR

March 16, 2011

" HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPORT OF COMMITTEE

The Majority of the Committee on SCIENCE,

TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY_ to which was referred

HB496-FN,

AN ACT relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear
emergency planning zones. Having considered the
same, report the same with the following Resolution:

RESOLVED, That it is INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.

Rep. Sam A Cataldo

FOR THE MAJORITY OF THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
Cc: Committee Bill File




MAJORITY

COMMITTEE REPORT
Committee: SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY
Bill Number: HB496-FN |
Title: relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear
emergency planning zones.
Date: March 10, 2011
Consent Calendar: NO
Recommendation: INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE
STATEMENT OF INTENT

In its years of operation, the Seabrook Station has not had any problems in its real
time monitoring, on the property or in the surrounding communities. The Seabrook
Station’s monitoring systems are appropriate and in compliance with Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC) regulations. Many of the plant’s families live in the
surrounding area, and since no significant data was presented to warrant the State
Director of Fire Safety and Emergency Management to implement an expensive
continuious real-time environmental radiological monitoring program, the
committee feels that this bill is not needed. Similar bills have been introduced in
two past sessions and have been found inexpedient to legislate. In addition, the
committee expressed its desire to the owners of Seabrook that they voluntarily work
with an institution of higher learning to possibly install a single monitor as part of a
cooperative scientific research project.

Vote 13-2

Rep. Sam A Cataldo
FOR THE MAJORITY

Original: House Clerk
Ce: Committee Bill File




REGULAR GALENDAR

SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

HB496-FN, relative to radiclogical monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones.
INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.

Rep. Sam A Cataldo for the Majority of SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY. In its years of
operation, the Seabrook Station has not had any problems in its real time monitoring, on the
property or in the surrounding communities, The Seabrook Station’s monitoring systems are
appropriate and in compliance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) regulations. Many of the
plant’s families live in the surrounding area, and since no significant data was presented to warrant
the State Director of Fire Safety and Emergency Management to implement an expensive continuous
real-time environmental radiclogical monitoring program, the committee feels that this bill is not
needed. Similar bills have been introduced in two past sessions and have been found inexpedient to
lepislate. In addition, the committee expressed its desire to the owners of Seabrook that they
voluntarily work with an institution of higher learning to possibly install a single monitor as part of
a cooperative scientific research project.

Yote 13-2.

Original: House Clerk
Cc: Committee Bill File
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Stapler, Carol

From: Garrity, Jim

Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 12:16 PM
To: Stapler, Carol; Stapler, Carol

Subject: HB-486 Majority Blurb
Attachments: HB 496 Majority Blurb.doc
Majority Burb for HB-495

HB496 ~ ITL - Rep. Sam Cataldo, ST&E
Majority Blurb

In its years of operation, the Seabrook Station has not had any problems in its real time
monttoring, on the property or in the surrounding communities. The Seabrook Station’s
monitoring systems are appropriate and in compliance with Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) regulations. Many of the plant’s families live in the surrounding area, and since no
significant data was presented to warrant the State Director of Fire Safety and Emergency
Management to implement an expensive continuous real-time environmental radiological
monitoring program, the committee feels that this bill is not needed. Similar bills have been
introduced in two past sessions and have been found inexpedient to legislate. In addition, the
committee expressed its desire to the owners of Seabrook that they voluntarily work with an
institution of higher learning to possibly install a single monitor as part of a cooperative
scientific research project.

Approved by...

James M. Garrity

Chairman _

House Science, Tachnology and Energy Commitiee
State Representative (Rockingham District 6 - Atkinson)
Office: 603-362-9416

Home: 603-362-8250

Email: Jim.Garrity@L eq.state.nh.us

3/10/2011



REGULAR CALENDAR

March 16, 2011

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPORT OF COMMITTEE

The Minority of the Committee on SCIENCE,

TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY to which was referred

HB496-FN,

AN ACT relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear
emergency planning zones. Having considered the
same, and being unable to agree with the Majority,
report with the recommendation that the bill OUGHT

TO PASS.

Rep. Robin P Read

FOR THE MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
Cc: Committee Bill File




MINORITY

COMMITTEE REPORT
Committee: SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY
Bill Numbexr: HB496-FN
Title: relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear
emergency planning zones.
Date: March 10, 2011
Consent Calendar: NO
Recommendation: OUGHT TO PASS
STATEMENT OF INTENT

The minority believes the bill is worthy of further study and should be retained by
the committee. The committee heard testimony that placing radiation monitors in
only a few towns within the 10 mile evacuation zone around the Seabrook Nuclear
Plant would be an inexpensive and important complement to the current radiation
monitoring being done by the State of Massachusetts in the Massachusetts
communities within the Seabrook evacuation zone. If retained, the committee
would also consider whether radiation monitors should be installed in the New
Hampshire communities within the evacuation zone around the Vermont Yankee
Nuclear Plant in Vernon, Vermont. The committee could also study the possibility
of coordinating radiation monitoring programs with local educational institutions.

Rep. Robin P Read
FOR THE MINORITY

Original: House Clerk
Ce: Committee Bill File




REGULAR CALENDAR

SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

HB496-FN, relative to radiological monitoring in nuclear emergency planning zones. OUGHT TO
PASS,

Rep. Robin P Read for the Minority of SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY. The minority
believes the bill is worthy of further study and should be retained by the committee. The committee
heard testimony that placing radiation monitors in only a few towns within the 10 mile evacuation
zone around the Seabrook Nuclear Plant would be an inexpensive and important complement to the
current radiation monitoring being done by the State of Massachusetts in the Massachusetts
communities within the Seabrook evacuation zone. If retained, the committee would also consider
whether radiation monitors should be installed in the New Hampshire communities within the
evacuation zone arcund the Vermont Yankee Nuclear Plant in Vernon, Vermont. The committee
could also study the possibility of coordinating radiation monitoring programs with local educational
institutions.

Original: House Clerk
Ce: Committee Bill File
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HB 496 Minority Report

F ‘GLC' T3
The minority believes the bill is worthy of further study and shoul?e/
retained by the committee. The committee heard testimony that-fadiation

monitors in only a few towns within the 10 mile evacuation zone around the

Seabrook Nuclear Plant would be an inexpensive and important complement

to the current radiation monitoring being done by the State of Massachusetts

in the Massachusetts communities within the Seabrook evacuation zone. If

retained, the committee would also consider whether radiation monitors

should be installed in the New Hampshire communities within the

evacuation zone around the Vermont Yankee Nuclear Plant in Vernon,

Vermont. The committee could also study the possibility of coordinating

radiation monitoring programs with local educational institutions.

Rep. Robin Read




Emailing: HB 496 Minority Report.doc Page 1 of |

Stapler, Carol

From: Garrity, Jim

Sent:  Thursday, March 10, 2011 12:26 PM

To: Stapler, Carol

Subject: HB 496 minority blub approved with small correction
HB 496 Minority Report

The minority believes the bill is worthy of further study and should be retained by the
committee. The committee heard testimony that placing radiation monitors in only a few towns
within the 10 mile evacuation zone around the Seabrook Nuclear Plant would be an inexpensive
and important complement to the current radiation monitoring being done by the State of
Massachusetts in the Massachusetts communities within the Seabrook evacuation zone. If
retained, the committee would also consider whether radiation monitors should be installed in the
New Hampshire communities within the evacuation zone around the Vermont Yankee Nuclear
Plant in Vernon, Vermont. The committee could also study the possibility of coordinating
radiation monitoring programs with local educational institutions.

Rep. Robin Read
Approved with correction...

James M. Garrity

Chairman

House Science, Technology and Energy Committee
State Representative {(Rockingham District 6 - Atkinson)
Office: 603-362-9416

Home: 603-362-8250

Email: Jim.Garrity@Leg.state.nh.us

From: Stapler, Carol

Sent: Thu 3/10/2011 12:20 PM

To: Garrity, Jim

Subject: Emailing: HB 496 Minority Report.doc

<<HB 496 Minority Report.doc>>
The message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

HB 496 Minority Report.doc

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mai! programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your ¢-mail security settings to determine how atiachments are handled.

3/10/2011
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