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00-H32/00-H32.11

New Brunswick Power Corporation:  Point Lepreau2

Solid Radioactive Waste Management Facility3

Operating Licence4

THE CHAIRPERSON:  We will then5

move on to item No. 3.6

This is Hearing Day Two for the7

New Brunswick Power Corporation:  Point Lepreau8

Solid Radioactive Waste Management Facility9

Operating Licence.  Day one was held on November10

9th, 2000.  These are outlined in CMD 00-H32 and11

00-H32.1.12

As of the date of December 19th,13

which was the deadline for filing for intervenors,14

there have been no submissions received by the15

Commission for that.16

We expect both New Brunswick Power17

and the Commission staff to be present for this.18

Therefore, we have had the19

presentations on Day One for this hearing, so20

therefore I would like to move directly to the21

questions.  So on the topic of New Brunswick Power22

Corporation:  Point Lepreau Solid Radioactive23

Waste Management Facility Operating Licence, the24

floor is now open for questions from the25
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Commissioners.1

Monsieur Giroux.2

MEMBER GIROUX:  A question of3

clarification.4

In CMD 00-H32, on page 4, in5

article 7.7, at the bottom of the page, it is a6

minor point but I could not make out the last7

sentence.  You are discussing the variation of the8

gamma dose rate, starting at the perimeter and9

along a straight line, and you say that the10

variation varies from background to twice11

background.  I couldn't make out what the total12

rate is as you move out from the perimeter.  Could13

you clarify that.14

MR. PEREIRA:  I will ask François15

Leduc, a Project Officer responsible for the16

facility, to respond to the question.17

MR. LEDUC:  There was a18

requirement identified in the security report to19

implement a number of TLDs to measure the drop off20

in the dose rate from the waste facilities.  The21

measurements on those are part of the quarterly22

reports, so those are the values that were23

recorded during the production of the different24

quarterly reports.  They do vary from background25
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to twice the background values, which I don't have1

with me right now.  But those are the results that2

were obtained during the different sampling3

events.4

MEMBER GIROUX:  My point is that5

you mentioned that the variation varied from6

background to twice the background.  Do I7

understand that the total rate varies from8

background to twice background.9

MR. LEDUC:  Yes.10

MEMBER GIROUX:  That is the intent11

of what you are saying.12

MR. LEDUC:  Exactly, yes.13

MEMBER GIROUX:  And is it twice14

background at the perimeter and going down after15

that or is it --16

MR. LEDUC:  Exactly.  Correct.17

MEMBER GIROUX:  Okay.  Thank you. 18

That is clear.19

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Other questions?20

Dr. Barnes.21

MEMBER BARNES:  Just a question to22

N.B. Power.23

In 12.2, this is regarding the24

three reportable events, there is a sentence that25
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N.B. Power is presently assessing corrective1

actions relating to these events.  Is there any2

update on that, please?3

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Would N.B. Power4

like to take the floor?5

Would you please introduce6

yourself for the record.7

MR. McCARTHY:  Good morning, Madam8

Chair and other Members of the Commission.  My9

name is Joe McCarthy.  I am the acting Station10

Manager at Point Lepreau.  With me today is Mike11

Mersereau, the System Engineer responsible for the12

facility at Lepreau.13

MEMBER BARNES:  This is related to14

12.2., dealing with the three reportable events. 15

N.B. Power is presently assessing corrective16

actions relating to these events.  I wondered if17

you had any update on that.18

MR. McCARTHY:  CNSC staff has19

completed in December.  We expect to get that20

shortly.  We intend to look at that plus all of21

the other issues that were identified by CNSC22

staff and we hope to, over the next two to three23

months, be able to come to a clearer understanding24

of what is expected of us, what is the reliability25
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requirements that is expected of this particular1

aspect.2

At that point in time, then, we3

will try and establish what are our options with4

respect to trying to come to a reasonable solution5

to both parties.6

That is where we are at this time.7

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Other questions?8

Mr. Graham.9

MEMBER GRAHAM:  Thank you.10

Two questions I have regarding11

just process.12

First, in your presentations to13

N.B. Power you say that the vault storage is14

75 per cent and the canisters are at 86 per cent15

capacity.  We are today talking about the16

construction canisters.17

My question I guess is regarding18

the vault storage.  How long before that would19

have to be expanded?20

MR. McCARTHY:  Mr. Graham, at this21

point in time, we have about one-and-a-half to two22

years of space available for low-level and23

medium-level waste at the current production24

rates.  In addition to that, we have space that25



6

���������

was there for spent resins which was not used, and1

we could use this for medium- and low-level waste2

which would give us an additional three years.3

In addition to that, we are taking4

actions to try and reduce the amount of waste that5

is generated in the station and hopefully we6

can -- there is another phase as well.  We are7

going to try and look at possible recovery of8

space by going back into the vaults and retrieve9

some of the waste that has been put in over the10

years.11

I can't give you a direct answer12

of when we will need space, but it will certainly13

be beyond the three-year time frame.14

MEMBER GRAHAM:  I guess that was15

my question, if it was going to be within a year,16

year and a half, why were we not doing them both17

now.18

The other question, then, with19

regard to that, in that same line, is with regard20

to the -- you are saying after the summer of 200121

N.B. Power might give consideration to a design22

change from concrete silo-type storage facilities23

to canister-type storage facilities.24

This requires a different type of25
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approval or a different process, and you would1

have to come back.  Why are you not doing that2

now?  Are you not far enough along to make this3

part of the application at this time?4

MR. McCARTHY:  Again, Mr. Graham,5

we are proposing to go with the existing design. 6

We are not going to go with the canister design at7

this point in time.  The only reason we would go8

there in the first place is, to our knowledge, the9

advantage of those is cheaper cost and less space10

within our facility, but we currently are licensed11

for the existing structures and the timing12

available, it would be more appropriate for us to13

go with the existing design, and that is our14

current plan.15

MR. GRAHAM:  This may not be16

appropriate, and if it isn't I look to the Chair,17

roughly, what is the cost estimate that you figure18

would be for the work that you are going to do19

now?20

I would ask that Mr. Mersereau21

maybe answer that question for me.22

MR. MERSEREAU:  Michael Mersereau,23

N.B. Power, Point Lepreau.24

The last time we built canisters25
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it cost us in the neighbourhood of $2.5 million1

for 40 canisters.  So probably in that range, but2

I expect the costs have gone up.  We may be more3

three to $4 million, probably more towards4

$4 million.5

MR. GRAHAM:  I just wondered about6

the magnitude of the operation.7

I have another question, or had a8

couple of questions which I had started to pursue,9

Madam Chairman, at the initial day one hearing,10

regarding security.  I am just looking for some11

direction as to how you want to handle that.12

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Mr. Graham, I13

think it is appropriate for you to ask any14

questions that were raised in the initial15

documents.16

To the degree that any of the17

questions or answers reflect security, we will be18

making an appropriate ruling in terms of the need19

for this -- with regards to Rule 12 of the Rules20

of Procedure, we do not discuss issues with regard21

to security with the public available, present and22

available, so we will be changing venues to have23

those discussions.  But it is totally appropriate24

for you to ask questions that were raised in the25
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discussions by either the staff or the company.1

Would you care to do that?2

MEMBER GRAHAM:  Sure.  Yes.  If it3

isn't inconvenient.4

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Yes.5

Since Mr. Graham has let us know6

that these questions refer to security, we have7

made a decision that in order to not inconvenience8

the members of the public unduly, because this9

deals with Rule 12 of the Rules of Procedure, the10

Commission will deal with this in camera in the11

anteroom adjacent and we will be coming back to12

this facility, to this place, afterwards.13

What we will ask is the licensee,14

the Members of the Commission, and only the15

appropriate staff necessary to deal with this16

matter, if we could convene in the anteroom.17

MEMBER CARTY:  Could we conclude18

other questions before we --19

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Yes.  Excuse me. 20

We will just have a question from Dr. Carty before21

we take Mr. Graham's question in the anteroom.22

MEMBER CARTY:  This concerns23

facility monitoring.  It is under section 7 of the24

CMD on page 3.25
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There was a moderate increase in1

tritium concentrations in the phase one area and a2

communication that N.B. Power was assessing the3

tritium monitoring results for that phase one4

area.  Is there any update on that since the5

initial meeting?6

MR. McCARTHY:  Other than to say7

that we have continued to monitor much more8

broadly over the last six months, and we have9

found that we are getting readings that we can't10

explain at various locations.  All of the readings11

we are getting are well within regulatory limits,12

but on occasion we do tend to get spikes in our13

collection sample which we can't explain.14

How we are trying to handle that15

is do more frequent sampling and try to understand16

the source of the contamination.  We are not quite17

sure if it is coming from the concrete storage18

bunker itself or maybe from airborne emissions19

from the station.20

So we are still doing monitoring21

and measuring trying to assess the situation, but22

we can't confirm the source of the tritium at this23

point in time.24

MEMBER CARTY:  Thank you.25
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THE CHAIRPERSON:  Any further1

questions from the Commissioners at this time?2

Therefore, I will ask the3

appropriate parties to convene in the anteroom. 4

And for the rest of the members of the public and5

licensees for further hearings to remain here in6

this facility.7

Thank you very much.8

--- Upon recessing at 8:45 a.m., to resume9

    in camera immediately10

--- Upon resuming in public at 9:02 a.m.11

THE CHAIRPERSON:  Ladies and12

gentlemen, if we could reconvene the hearing,13

please.  If you could take your seats.  If I could14

ask New Brunswick Power to resume seats.  Thanks.15

Therefore, I would ask the16

Commissioners if there are any further questions17

of New Brunswick Power with regards to this18

licence application.19

No further questions.  Thank you,20

Mr. McCarthy, thank you.21


