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MR LoVULLO Let's get started, please.
Good norni ng, everyone. Thanks for comng. M nane
is T. J. Lovwllo and I'mw th FERC, Federal Energy
Regul at ory Comm ssion, in Washington, D.C. And
before | get started, 1'd like to thank the M ssouri
Departnment of Natural Resources for providing the
venue. It's a very nice facility for us here.

And 1'd Iike to introduce the people with
me today from FERC as well as -- well, Amreren is
al so here and they're going to give a short
presentation. |'ll go into agenda. | don't knowif
you picked it up. There is extra copies over at the
front there. Just briefly I'Il go over this, what's
kind of in store for us today.

To ny far right is Mke Menne, who is with
Aneren. He's the Vice President of Environnenta
Health Safety. Peggy Hardi ng, who's out of our
Chi cago regional office -- the Comm ssion has five
regional offices and one's in Chicago and Peggy is
the director of that office. Pete Yarrington is
Seni or Fisheries Biologist fromWshington, D.C
Frank Cal cagno is a Senior Engineer in our D vision
of Dam Safety and | nspections, and Paul Ri zzo, who
is a consultant for Ameren.

Before | go into the agenda, we've gotten
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a nunber of calls concerning Part 12 versus
relicensing and why this process is going under Part
12. And so I'd like Peggy just to address that very
briefly, then I'll talk a little bit about scoping
and then the remai nder of the agenda.

M5. HARDING First of all, I'd like to
thank you all for comng today. W appreciate the
time you' ve taken fromyour busy schedules to cone
and talk wwth us and we'd |i ke to encourage you to
share any concerns or questions that you have with
t he proposed rebuil ding of the upper reservoir.

As T. J. nentioned, ny nane is Peggy
Harding. |'mthe Regional Engineer for Dam Safety.
|"'min the Mdwest region out of Chicago and we wil |
be part of the process as we go forward with the
proposed rebui |l di ng.

One of the things that we've seen so far
we' ve had a nunber of letters of correspondence from
i ndi vi dual s concerned about why this is -- the
rebuil ding is being done under Part 12 versus as a
relicense initiative. Qur attorneys in our D.C
of fice have studied this at length and the short
answer is that the dam breached and because it
breached, we're going into a rebuilding and this

falls under Part 12 or the dam safety portion of the
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regulations. So this in a nutshell is why it is
bei ng done under Part 12 of the regul ations.

Wat I'd like to do is rather than take a
ot of time and bel abor the point, I'd like to
assure every one of you that have sent letters in
that you will get an individual response fromthe
Comm ssi on addressing the individual concerns that
you had on this matter. And with this I'd like to
| eave the topic and return it to T. J. and we can
begin the neeting. Thank you.

MR. LoVULLO | notice Andrea Shriver
sitting and she's also -- | forgot to nention her
earlier. She's with the Federal Energy Regul atory
Conmi ssion in Washi ngton and Andrea i s an ecol ogi st
and she'll be working on the environnmental docunent.
And that's what brings us here today, the
envi ronnment al docunent, the scoping process.

We're here to hear fromthe agencies, the
resource agencies, and tine permtting after that,
some comments fromthe general public or from NGOs.
Al so, tonight there is a neeting in Lesterville,
which is principally for the general public. And
that's at seven 0'clock this evening.

As you noticed, we have a court reporter

and all comments will be recorded. The comments
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will be provided to the Comm ssion and then we wl|
put themonline and they' Il be avail able through the
Conm ssion's website. And at the end of today, I'l
put up the address for sending in comments as wel |l
as for reading other cooments that have been sent to
t he Commi ssi on.

As you cane in, there was a sign-up sheet.
And for the agencies, the first part of the neeting
is going to be with the agencies, hearing their
comments on a proposed rebuild, and then foll ow ng
that, if there's additional tinme, we will hear from
t he NGOs, nongover nnental organizations, and the
general public and | wll take themin order as
they -- as you signed in. And then I'IIl divide up
that tinme. |If there's half hour left and there's 10
peopl e, three mnutes or sonething along that |ine.

So to begin, any general questions on the
process? | realize I"'msetting nyself up here and
opening it up, but any general questions on the
process for what's going to happen this norning?
Geat. Al right. Fromthe list, | can see --
let's see, there's a nunber of -- of course, the DNR
is here and MDC

And the licensee has been in consultation

with all of the state agencies during the
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devel opnment of their proposal and so there's been a
| ot of correspondence back and forth and perhaps
you' ve seen that if you' ve gone into the

Conm ssion's website. You can read those comments
t hat have gone back and forth and Aneren's response
to some of the concerns expressed by the resource
agenci es.

So I'mseeing here a lot of -- when you're
requesting to nake a conmment, that the agencies
aren't -- is there an agency -- okay. Thank you.

DRU BUNTIN:. Well, | think -- and | know
we don't want to belabor this point, but | think
it's kind of critical as to how the agencies are
going to pursue this and that is we had al ready
provi ded scopi ng coments on the relicensure
process, so I'mtrying to understand how -- what
i ssues you're |ooking to be addressed in this NEPA
proceedi ng versus what we have al ready submtted on
relicensure. 1'mDru Buntin with the Departnent of
Nat ural Resources.

MR. LoVULLO Wen you give a conment or
you speak, if you can give your nane and your
affiliation and if it's just general public, you can
just say representing self. So the question was the

difference in this NEPA process fromthe relicensing
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which is currently underway.

And in this NEPA process, the docunent
that we're putting together is |ooking solely at the
rebuil d proposal and the environnmental effects
associated with that, environnental being both
bi ol ogi cal as well as human, the socioecononmic, air
pol lution, land use, those types of issues. So the
NEPA docunent we're |ooking at is very focused on
the sole issue of the rebuild.

And the comments today, too, that we
receive, our request is to hear and to focus us in a
direction and to help us | ook at how to best analyze
t hose environnental concerns comng to the agencies
and to the public so that we can hear what you have
to say and direct us towards are you |looking at this
or are you |looking at that, and again, in regard to
the rebuild of the upper reservoir.

Yes. | was rem ss. Thanks, Pete. Before
we get to the coments, if there are any, M ke
Areren (sic) is going to talk for a brief nonent and
then introduce Paul Rizzo with a slide presentation
about the rebuild. Then, following that, we'll get
into the conmments. Excuse ne, M ke Menne.

MR. MENNE: Thank you, M. LoWwllo. Good

nmorning. M nane is Mke Menne. |'mVice President
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of Environnental Safety and Health for Aneren and on
behal f of Aneren, | would like to thank the Federa
Energy Regul atory Comm ssion for holding this
important neeting this norning with the agenci es and
st akehol ders invol ved in the Taum Sauk rebuild

proj ect .

It's gratifying to see you all here today
to offer your comments and thoughts on the potenti al
environnmental inpact of the rebuild of the upper
reservoir. The information that FERC gathers here
today will be critical for how the agency decides
what further analysis and study to nove forward with
to conplete an environnental docunent on the
rebui | d.

Having said that, I'd like to introduce
M. Paul C R zzo. Paul R zzo is a three-degree
graduate from Carnegie Mellon University, including
his Doctorate in Gvil Engineering. He's a
Regi st ered Professional Engineer in about 40 states
including the state of Mssouri. He's a specialist
in large dans, especially danms in high seismc areas
and constructed with roller conpacted concrete or
RCC dans. He founded Paul C. R zzo Associates in
1984, a firmthat is internationally recognized for

dam construction and dam safety experti se.

10
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M. R zzo's firmis the engineer of record
and construction manager for the Sal uda Dam
remedi ation project in South Carolina. This project
won the Qutstanding Project and Leadership Award for
2005, which is kind of the profession's equival ent
of the Gscar for a civil engineering project. H's
firmis currently working on dam projects in
Ceorgia, Texas, Peru, lIragq, Madagascar and Kenya and
has recently conpleted dam projects in Chile,
Macedoni a, Romani a and Venezuel a.

Ri zzo & Associ ates have been working with
Areren for nore than a year. Their task has been
not only to evaluate our rebuild options, but to
hel p us understand what happened early on the
nor ni ng of Decenber 14, 2005. Their guidance and
counsel has been invaluable to us over the past 18
nonths and we really | ook forward to working with
themin the future. | know you'll all be interested
in hearing M. Paul Rizzo's explanation of our
rebuild plans, so w thout any further introduction,
| turn it over to Paul Rizzo.

PAUL R ZZzGQ  Thank you, Mke. |'m going
to speak a little bit about the conditions of the
damm as it existed prior to Decenber 14, just a few

slides on that, and then |I'mgoing to discuss the

11
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rebuild concept. 1'mgoing to focus on a nunber of
details that are different fromthe two dans and
some of the design criteria, such as earthquake
criteria, that have been brought up in sone of the
correspondence with Aneren for the past coupl e of
nont hs.

There will be a lot of pictures, sone work
slides and for those who are famliar with a little
bit about dam construction, | think you'll find it
quite interesting and it is a fascinating process.
It's a world class project in our profession because
of its size and the type of damthat it is.

(Presentation by M. R zzo held off the

record.)

PAUL RIZZO That is the last of ny
slides, | believe. Yes. GCkay. Thank you for your
time. We have lots of exhibits in the back that

will amplify many of the things | said here today

and |'Il be back there to answer any questi ons.
Thank you.

MR MENNE: | guess as we get the lights
back on, I just wanted to nention that in

association with the rebuild, Aneren did prepare an
environnmental report. The report was sent to 18

state and federal resource and regul atory agencies

12
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and Indian tribes and over a hundred citizens, park
interests, environnmental groups fromfederal, state,
| ocal political |eaders who represent the Taum Sauk
ar ea.

We did receive sonme conments on the early
drafts of this report by Departnent of Natura
Resources and Departnent of Conservation. The
comments that we received fromthemas well as the
report and our responses to those conmments was
submtted to FERC on February 2 and all of that
i nformation has been avail able and is avail able on
their electronic website.

Subsequent to the tine that we submtted
that report, we have received and continue to
recei ve sone comments fromother interested parties
that the report was sent to and, in addition, we
di scussed the report wth representatives fromthe
U S. Arny Corps of Engineers and the U S. Fish and
Wldlife Service.

It should be noted that -- | want to
reenphasi ze what M. LoVullo said earlier, that the
environnmental report that we put together strictly
covered the environnental inpact of the rebuild of
t he upper reservoir. W did receive sone coments

that were outside that scope, however, Aneren

13
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intends to respond to all -- all questions and
comments that we had in witing and prepare a
summary of -- we will do that for -- to each of the
i ndi vidual s or organi zations that sent us comments.
W are then preparing a summary of all coments and
our responses to themand that will be submtted to
FERC in the near future. And with that, I'll turn
it back over to M. LoWullo.

MR. LoVULLO Thanks, Paul. That was very
informative. Gkay. Now | think I'm back on track
in ternms of the cooments. W have a coupl e of
qguestion marks for people who -- with the DNR who
had i ndicated that they may want to give conments.
And I'll go to M. Childers. Do you want to present
a comment? You had a question mark next to your
nane.

DOYLE CH LDERS: At this tine | don't
believe so. | think probably the coments that we
made earlier through ny staff woul d be appropriate.

MR. LoVULLO Ckay. Anyone else with the
DNR? Al right. Let ne see.

MR CALCAGNO | didn't see any comments.
Go ahead, but | didn't see any.

MR. LoVULLO Al right. | just want to

make sure | get all the agencies first. That's EDU

14
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kay. We'll go to the NGOs and the general public.
First up is Dave Ml an.

DAVE MALAN: Onh, | didn't expect to be
called on this early.

MR. LoVULLO Likew se.

DAVE MALAN: | thought nmaybe |1'd get five
mnutes at five mnutes till 11.

MR LoVULLO W do have sone tinme. And
we have -- one nonent, please.

DAVE MALAN.  Sure.

MR. LoVULLO -- three comenters.

DAVE MALAN: ['msorry.

MR. LoVULLO Three comenters. And if
sonmebody would |like to comment who didn't initially
sign, you're certainly welcone to it. However --

DAVE MALAN: You nean three other
nonagency commenters? Ckay. But there are no
agenci es anynore.

MR, LoVULLO  Correct.

DAVE MALAN:.  No.

MR. LoVULLO Ckay. So given that --

DAVE MALAN: |I'mglad | came to this
nmeeting and didn't put all nmy marbles in the
Lestervill e basket. Ckay.

MR. LoVULLO I'mnot going to -- no, no.

15
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Stay. But |I'mnot going to divide up the remaining
time. But feel free. Go ahead.

DAVE MALAN: Thank you. Well, first,
want to say that | appreciate the -- M. R zzo gave
me a few mnutes before the neeting to di scuss sone
very mnor details and sone of what | had submtted
about 4:30 this norning when I left O Fallon
M ssouri, | sent an e-mail to a bunch of people. If
anyone would |ike a copy of that, why see ne and
give nme your e-mail address, I'll send it to you

|'ma retired Mssouri architect. |'ve --
ny nanme is David Malan, if anybody didn't hear that.
|'ve al so done a ot of -- |I'man outdoor
ent husiast, primarily hiking and photography. Years
ago | fell in love wth the Taum Sauk Johnson's
Shut-Ins area. Two and a half weeks before the
breach, | was hi king down the ravine that becane the
so-cal l ed Scour Canyon where the water flooded into
the state park. | told a friend that this was a
great creek to hike along in hot, dry weather
because the creek flowed all year round because it
was fed by the I eaks fromthe reservoir. That kind
of becones the basis of sone of nmy concerns now.

Tal king also to Pete Yarrington before the

nmeeti ng, sonme of ny comments were kind of sonething

16
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1 newto him so | guess I'll start with that. For

2 about 40 years, everybody that went swinmmng in

3 Johnson's Shut-Ins was profiting fromthe fact that
4 every ni ght water was being punped to the uphill

5 reservoir, sone of it was |leaking fromthe

6 reservoir, as | say, even as late as two and a half
7 weeks before the breach when | was in that area.

8 That water entered the Black R ver above the

9 Shut-1ns and thus raise the water level in the

10 Shut - I ns.

11 So one of ny concerns, it nmay be very

12 renote, is that by the tine the Shut-Ins gets all
13 cl eaned up and swmmng is resuned and buil dings are
14 rebuilt and all that kind of stuff, that at sone

15 poi nt sonebody may say, "Ch, this isn't as nuch fun
16 to swmhere anynore. The rocks are bigger than

17 t hey were before."

18 Wll, that will nean -- what that wll

19 really nmean is that the water level is lower and it
20 will be Iower -- now, of course, during heavy rains
21 there will be plenty of water going through there,
22 but in between those rains, the water |level is going
23 to be | ower because it will not have the | eakage
24 that came fromthe old reservoir.
25 So at sone point sonmeone may think that,

N
»
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wel |, maybe we need to talk to Aneren to see if we
can get sone water released fromthe reservoir so
that we can at |east on sumer weekends raise the
water level in the Shut-lIns and thus bring the
peopl e back to the Shut-1ns who got used to sw nmm ng
there for years and years.

So at that point Areren would say, "Onh,
wel |, gee, that's going to cost a | ot of noney.
We've got to chop a hole through this newroller
conpacted concrete dam we' ve erected. You know,
that's going to cost a |lot of noney. W're going to
have to shut the plant down for weeks or nonths and
it's going to cost a lot of noney."

Sol'm-- | don't know whether I'murging
this to Aneren, to FERC, to both, to the genera
public, whoever, to see if alittle tinme can't be
devoted to seeing what woul d you do if sonebody
wants sonme water |later released fromthe reservoir
soit wll flow down through this canyon and into
the Black River and nake swmm ng as attractive as
it was before. If that could be studied a little
bit now, perhaps a -- sonme kind of a stub pipe could
be placed through the wall at an appropriate point
with all the appropriate shut-off valves and so on

so that if the water later is desired to be

18
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released, it won't cost so much noney and take so
much tinme to make that happen.

The needs of the swmers in the Shut-1ns
m ght dovetail very closely with another group. A
letter was posted on the FERC electronic library
last April froma group of kayakers. | amnot a
kayaker, so | have no vested interest in this, just
as an architect | try to | ook at the overall needs
of everybody that's involved in a project.

Both the people who want to swmin the
Shut-1ns and the kayakers, | think, would both be
satisfied as a -- you know, if at |east sone water
could be released for a couple of hours on Saturdays
and Sundays of summrer weekends. The kayakers are
primarily younger people who are working or who are
in school, so they're not your retired people, like
me, who can go down there in the mddle of the week.

Swi mers, of course, nost of the swi nmers
are there on the weekend or at |least there's so nany
you have to wait in line to get in sonetines, to get
into the state park. So water could be rel eased at
noon on Saturdays and Sundays of sumer weekends,
could serve the needs of both the kayakers and the
SW mer s.

Now, the kayakers, though, however, who do

19
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pay fees to have water rel eased from ot her
hydroel ectric plants in the country, none of which
however seemto be punp storage plants, but from
regul ar dans, they pay fees for using, you know, for
being -- for having that water released. So they
will not be surprised if they are asked to pay a fee
for this, but that fee m ght not be enough to pay
for the cost of constructing a course down through
this canyon

At that point, although this is sonething
they may not be too enthused about, but it may help
share -- just like they could share the cost of
rel easing the water with the state park, the
swi nmers, the cost of building their course could be
shared wi th anot her group, perhaps people who go
skat eboar di ng.

As nost of you know, every parking lot in
Anerica has a sign that says no skateboardi ng, so
there are probably a lot of frustrated skateboarders
who woul d be just thrilled that during the week when
there's no water flow ng down this canyon for the
kayakers, if that course could be designed, that
t hey coul d skate down that course. Usually they
skate -- by the way, skateboarding started as an

activity in enpty swmmng pools, | found out. The

20
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curvature of a swi mm ng pool, skateboarders started
coasting down one side and up the other side, and as
you' ve seen Tony Hawk do these triple sonersaults
and | and on his skateboard again, you know, j ust
amazi ng. So perhaps the kayakers and the

skat eboarders coul d share the sane course.

So -- and a few other things. So there
may be a whol e bunch of groups, a whole bunch of
needs that could converge and eventually this could
becone a very attractive recreation area. Perhaps
the area could even be used for skiing in the wnter
per haps.

And at sone point, if enough activity, a
private entrepreneur nmay say, "Ww' -- and there's
enough spectators who want to see these
activities -- "I'"'mgoing to talk to the state parks
about putting a ski lift nmaybe up one side of the
canyon and down the other side.”" So there could be
all kinds of -- this could becone an attraction that
m ght rival some of the other primary attractions in
the state of Mssouri. Those are all dreans, but |
wanted to nmention those.

In addition to releasing water -- and |
think fromwhat M. Ri zzo explained to nme, he's

al ready got sone things in the plans that would

21
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do -- which we could collect whatever |eakage water
does occur fromor under or whatever, the new dam
coul d be channeled to such a place and coul d be
rel eased down the canyon, even if it's only once a
nmont h, that could provide an additional scenic and
recreational feature and could also flush out the
pool s that maybe get a little stagnant in between
rains.

Ckay. Is it appropriate to ask for
guestions or not?

MR LoVULLG  No.

DAVE MALAN. Ckay. Thank you very much.

MR LoVULLO You're welcone. Thank you,
sir. Susan Fl ader.

SUSAN FLADER: M nane is Susan Fl ader.
"' ma past president and executive conmttee nenber
of the M ssouri Parks Association, which is a
citizen organization concerned with protection
enhancenent and interpretation of Mssouri state
parks and historic sites. W have about 2400
menbers st atew de.

And | suppose nost of ny comments have to
do with things that will be deened outside the
footprint of the current structure. |'malso a

historian in ny other life. | teach history at the
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Uni versity of Mssouri and have done sone work on
the history of this area and of the initial Taum
Sauk power plant.

And our major concern is that by
forecl osi ng di scussi on now of a broader array of
i ssues, we are foreclosing discussion -- we are
literally precluding a consideration of other
alternatives. And we think that this is
particularly unfortunate in view of the history of
this project, which never had the kind of public
hearings and oversight at the begi nning back in the
1960s that it shoul d have had.

This project was built, it was conpl eted
and it was put into operation in 1963 w thout a
federal |icense. There was a suit brought by the
Federal Power Conm ssion to challenge that and to
argue that this project needed a federal I|icense.
It went to the U S. Suprene Court and the U. S
Suprene Court agreed with the Federal Power
Conmi ssion in 1965. Then the |icense was gi ven and
it was nmade retroactive to 1960.

Now we're in a situation where that
license is about to expire on June 30, 2010 and if
this reservoir is allowed to be rebuilt w thout

considering the broader issues that are at stake in
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this area, especially with the extraordi nary
resources that are nmuch nore recogni zed today than
they were back in the 1960s, the extraordi nary
resources of biodiversity and sheer wildness. This
area has becone an -- iconic for the best scenery,
the best place to go in the Ozarks to appreciate
wild Mssouri. And we think that issues |ike that
need to be considered and should legitinmately be
considered as part of the review process.

In addition, this project had a
catastrophic failure in 2005. It also, by the way,
had been an award-wi nning damand it failed
catastrophically. W knowthat it will not be
constructed in the way that it was constructed back
in the 1960s, but then we didn't know until recently
the way that it was constructed back in the 1960s.
Wien | did the research on this, | said -- because |
found sonmewhere in the record that it was built of
quarried rock, not rubble.

And we think that there needs to be
consideration of the circunstances of this failure
whi ch could have resulted in the | oss of hundreds of
lives at alnost any other time of the year. [If it
had happened on the weekend instead of on a Monday

norni ng, on a very, very cold Monday norning in
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Decenber, there would have been nore | oss of life.
Anybody who was in that canpground probably woul d
not have gotten out alive.

And we think that that constitutes -- the
approval by FERC of the rebuilding of the upper
reservoir constitutes a major federal action that
calls forth the need for a full, fornal
environnmental inpact statenent with adequate review
and adequate coment by the public, not just down in
Lesterville, but in nmgjor cities and around
M ssouri. W think that nust be done. This is a
maj or action and it requires that kind of a process
with full public input and discussion.

| think it's particularly sad that we have
not heard fromany of the state agencies at this
nmeeting today. | don't -- | asked whether DNR had
subm tted comments or whether they were going to
submt comments and | was told they were not
subm tting comments. Now | learn this norning that
t hey have submtted comments, which | haven't seen

But we have submtted comments as a part
of this process. They were not posted on the FERC
website as of Friday when | checked. | don't know
how long it takes for things like that to get up.

It's been alnost a nonth. And I could go through
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sone of those -- sone of those comments, sone of our
concerns, even within the rebuild, the footprint of
t he rebuild.

But our major concern is for the need for
a full discussion of issues that go beyond the
i redi ate rebuild of the upper reservoir and
consider the larger array of issues that are at
stake here. The environnental report did not even
mention the St. Francois Muntains natural area or
if it did, there mght have been one fleeting
mention, no discussion of the inpact. That is the
| argest natural area in the state, nore than 7, 000
acr es.

And there is additional land that is owned
by Anmeren on Church Muntain that ought to be a part
of that natural area that has been requested to be a
part of that natural area. And the inpact of
construction alone will have an inpact in that area.
It may have an inpact on the species of conservation
concern, it wll certainly have an inpact on visitor
use, unless visitor use continues to be barred from
that area, as | understand it still is along the two
trails, the Boy Scout Trail and the Taum Sauk Trail
that traversed that area

| don't believe those trails are open yet
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beyond Devil's Tollgate. And | don't know whet her
they will be open during the course of construction.
If they are, there will certainly be a major inpact.
If they aren't, it will be even nore of a mgjor

i npact because public access will be barred fromthe
ar ea.

We are particularly concerned about the
overflow rel ease structure releasing to Taum Sauk
Creek. Taum Sauk Creek is a state outstanding
resource water. It is not in the particular point
on the creek that the rel ease structure would
rel ease overflow to, but that is only because that
is on Anreren's land and the state outstandi ng
resource water designation was largely limted to
publicly owned | and.

But the quality of that stream and the
i nportance of that riparian -- natural
riparian streamside, which is very unique in the
Qzarks -- nost streans have been nuch nore inpacted
by sedi nent over the centuries than that stream has
been. The inportance of that streamis such that it
shoul d not be put at jeopardy by this overfl ow
rel ease structure.

W believe that there needs to be study of

an alternative to release the water so that it goes
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directly into the East Fork Black R ver armof the
reservoir rather than the Taum Sauk Creek arm of the
reservoir. And that mght help also with the

engi neering for the water going into Johnson's
Shut -1 ns that was brought up by the previous
speaker. So that doesn't nean that we want it to go
down the original scour channel into Johnson's
Shut-1ns State Park either, but it could -- there
could certainly be consideration of releasing from
sonmewhere on the sout hwest side of the reservoir.

W are very nmuch concerned about water
quality aspects of the construction process. Wen
Ameren drained the reservoir sone years ago to put
inthe lining in order to stop the leaks, this is in
the early -- early in this current century, we
under stand that people who were nonitoring al ong
Taum Sauk Creek in East Fork Bl ack River found
continual and additional siltation that was
resulting fromjust the relining of the reservoir.

So we think there needs to be particul ar
attention to the problens of water quality and
turbidity. Turbidity is very devastating to the
sorts of creeks that these are and there needs to be
particular attention to that problem and not just

witten off as, oh, well, that's the inevitable
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consequence of doing this kind of a construction
proj ect .

W' re al so concerned about water flow in
the Black River, not only in the |ower reservoir,

but al so below the | ower reservoir and we share the

concern about water in the Shut-Ins. |If the dam
weren't there at all, the upper reservoir weren't
there at all, which of course would be far

preferable, we would get along w thout the
additional water in the Shut-Ins, but it mght be a
good idea to arrange sone kind of a way to provide
water in |low flow peri ods.

We think that the environnmental review
needs to have up to 2005 data on water flow that was
not present in the original environmental report.

It stopped as of Septenber 2002. | don't know why.
Did you have a question about that?

M5. HARDI NG  No.

SUSAN FLADER  And al t hough we heard what
seened |i ke genui ne assurances about the planning
for eventual possibility of earthquakes in this area
of the magnitude of the fanmed New Madrid
eart hquakes, we really think that there needs to be
an i ndependent panel, seismc panel, convened to

deal wth seismc safety standards.
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Qur overriding concern of the M ssouri
Parks Association in this matter really is that as a
condition of the rebuild, we think that Ameren ought
to be required to deed its property on Church
Mountain and in the Taum Sauk Creek valley to the
State for addition to state parks and the St.
Francois Mountains natural area in that vicinity.

We think that it is unthinkable for Aneren
to go ahead with a second unit on Church Mountain as
t hey had proposed in 2001 and as we understand was
included in their report to the Mssouri Public
Service Conm ssion in 2005 just before the breach of
t he upper reservoir. W don't know what the tine
table of that plan is, but in any case, we think
that we shoul d forecl ose now the possibility of a
second unit on Church Mouuntain and that that ought
to be required as a condition of the rebuild.

Your guidelines say that the past, present
and reasonably foreseeable future actions are topics
that may be di scussed and the opportunities for
mtigation -- protection mtigation and enhancenent
are legitimate concerns for this neeting and we
think that that Church Mountain reservoir that
Ameren has proposed is a reasonably foreseeabl e

future action and that it needs to be forecl osed at
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this tinme and that | and deeded to the State of
M ssouri for managenent as part of the state park
and natural area conplex in that area.

| thank you very much

MR LoVULLO Lastly, that has signed up,
is Dan, and | can't nmake out your |ast nane.

DAN SHERBURNE:  Sher bur ne.

MR. LoVULLO Thank you. Say it again for
the court reporter.

DAN SHERBURNE: Dan Sherburne. [|I'm
Research Director for the Mssouri Coalition for the
Environnent. It |ooks |like | have an hour and a
quarter; is that right? Perhaps not.

MR LoVULLO Fi fteen m nutes.

DAN SHERBURNE: | can probably do | ess
t han that.

MR LoVULLO And then if you need
additional tinme -- let's go for 15 mnutes --

BECKY DENNEY: Excuse ne, but | did sign a
list to speak, also. | don't know where your |ist
is, but --

MR LoVULLO Here. So, okay, you can go
next. So about 15 mnutes, please. And then if we
have additional tinme, we'll allow -- if people need

to -- if they wish to leave, we wll stay here for
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the whole allotted tine. |If people want to cone
back up and give additional coments, we wll
listen, the court reporter will take it, we'll get
the opportunity for folks that if they want to

| eave, they can | eave, but we'll start with 15

m nut es.

DAN SHERBURNE: Ckay. Well, on a flight
to New Orleans | took | ast week, which of course is
the site of another kind of disaster, | |ooked out
t he wi ndow and | o and behol d bel ow ne was Taum Sauk
inall its glory. It was a truly splendid view
You could see all the features of the area and al
the rel ationshi ps of those features.

UNKNOMWN SPEAKER:  Excuse ne, coul d you
pl ease speak a little louder? | can't quite nake
out what you're saying.

DAN SHERBURNE: Ckay. | was just talking
about a plane trip. But what you could see was the
dry bowl of the upper reservoir with a hole bl own
out inits side. There was a scour carved down the
hillside of Profitt Mountain, now a pernmanent scar
on the landscape. That enptied into Johnson's
Shut-1ns State Park where the deluge thrust a young
famly across the valley and nearly killed them If

at another tinme of year, as Professor Flader noted,
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peopl e coul d have been killed there.

As it was it was nostly denolished and
covered in sedinent, boulders and rebar. Downstream
fromthat is a lower reservoir which is stil
heavily |l oaded with sedinment. Below that is the
East Fork of the Black R ver where the water is a
nasty green in the words of a |local resident there.
It's well over a year past the event. Not far bel ow
that was the town of Lesterville. Had the |ower dam
failed, it wouldn't have taken long for the waters
to have fl ooded the town.

So in sort of zoom ng back fromthat view,
you see the facility inits full setting -- of the
park, of the town, the surroundi ng parkland and
natural areas of the St. Francois Muntains --
everything that it uses, depends on and affects in
one way or anot her.

This is the context that is addressed in
the licensing process. That process requires this
ki nd of holistic view, including the environnental
setting, economc and social inpacts, conpeting or
alternative uses and interests, the operationa
history of the facility and a projected need for and
use of the energy produced. That view cannot be

acqui red w thout conprehensive data collection on
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all relevant factors, rigorous review and anal ysi s
of the data and i nput and comments from agenci es and
public on the data and analysis, as well as
alternative uses of the resource. That's why it
takes five years.

The issuance of a license is also an
occasion for setting conditions on the facility in
order to mtigate inpacts and protect resources.
That cannot occur in any effective manner w thout
intimte know edge of the affected environnent and
how the facility's operation could interact with it.
This is why licensing involves a full-scale NEPA
process that addresses the entire footprint of the
operation, reviews the proposed project's potenti al
i npacts and exam nes alternatives to the proposed
operation. It is a process that nust not be
short-circuited.

The relicensing process for the Taum Sauk
plant started in early 2005 with public neetings to
identify issues and concerns. Comments were raised
on a nunber of issues concerning serious
environnmental and econom c effects of the operation
of the facility, principally on the East Fork of the
Bl ack R ver, on the aquatic and riparian habitat it

supports and on the businesses and recreational
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users who rely upon it.

Much of that had to do with Ameren's
practice of stopping flows fromthe | ower reservoir
into the East Fork, periodically drying it up, in
order to rebuild capacity lost to | eakage and
evaporation. The M ssouri Departnent of Natura
Resources and Conservation Departnment shortly
t hereafter began significant data collection efforts
in and around the East Fork to better understand the
environnental inpacts of that practice, which, by
the way, was in violation of Aneren's |icense.

At the sane tine, Areren was to produce a
series of major studies on the full spectrum of
issues relating to the current and proposed
operation of the facility. These studies, which are
an i nportant conponent of its application for a new
license, were going to be nade available to
st akehol ders for review and comment in 2006. These
studi es have not been seen and, as far as | can
tell, have not been done.

Once the reservoir coll apsed, it appears
that all that work stopped if, in fact, it ever
started. While that's understandabl e given the
i medi ate needs for a nmassive cleanup effort, it

| eaves the relicensing process in question. Howis
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Ameren possibly going to neet the June 2008
application deadline for which those studies are
required? And how then wll the entire process,

whi ch involves a full-scale NEPA review, be done by
the time the current license expires in 20107

| nstead of addressing its |icensing
requi renents and getting that process back on track,
and instead of fulfilling its obligations to renove
sedinment fromthe | ower reservoir and the East Fork
and restore habitat in those areas, Ameren has
chosen to put its efforts towards pushing for
rebui l ding the upper reservoir. That will have two
maj or i npacts.

First, it will nmean that there will be two
processes, rebuilding and relicensing, that wll
require the time and resources of state and federal
agencies, as well as interested groups and citizens.
Both processes will need to conformto NEPA
requi renents for input fromand consultation with
agenci es over simlar, but not fully overl apping
issues. In other words, by working through
rebuil ding and relicensing separately, there will be
a lot of duplication of effort and consi derabl e
waste of governnment tinme and resources.

The second inpact is that the rebuil ding
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process, comng first, will effectively preenpt nuch
of the analysis and many of the decisions that
shoul d be nmade in the broader context of

relicensing. It would presune in advance what the
relicensing is to establish, nanely whether the

i cense should, in fact, be reissued and, if so,
what formthe reservoir and its operation should
take in context of the entire facility.

Arebuilt reservoir would create facts on
the ground that would be inpossible to ignore in
relicensing, restricting data collection and
anal ysis to the then existing options and precl udi ng
t he di scussion of alternatives beyond those options.
And those facts would be created after nuch | ess
vi gorous environnental review before relicensing
than they woul d receive during relicensing.

Mandat ory conditions on the construction
and operation of the reservoir that could have been
i nposed during relicensing would no | onger be
avail able to mtigate significant inpacts. Not only
woul d the rebuilding -- not only would rebuil di ng
t he upper reservoir further delay the relicensing
process, it would render nmuch of that process's
purpose and ability to protect resources noot.

The Rel i censing process should be brought
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back on track with Aneren's consi derabl e resources
focused on produci ng the needed and | ong-await ed
studies in support of its application. Rebuilding
t he upper reservoir should be addressed in the
relicensing so that the proposed plan and
alternatives to it may be fully and publicly
exam ned and the best option, in terns of the entire
operation, ultimtely chosen

There is too nuch at stake to put hasty
and possi bly poor decisions on the ground while
crippling the vital relicensing process. And we
shoul d not be subjecting state and federal agencies
to the demands of two separate NEPA processes given
the limted tinme and resources available to them

The FERC scopi ng docunent invites input
into the range of issues and scope of analysis to be
covered in its environnental docunent. Returning to
the view fromthe plane, we believe that any
nodi fication or repair of the facility that brings
the entire system back into operation has to be
addressed holistically.

Certainly once the upper reservoir is
rebuilt, the plant wll resume its consunption and
generation of electricity. |Its cunulative effects,

then, must include the entire suite of
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environnmental, econom c and social inpacts to which
t he people and resources of the area would once
agai n be subject.

In this case, given the remaining and
persi stent damage to the East Fork, the scope would
have to be expanded to include inpacts on the
restoration efforts thenselves. W believe that an
envi ronnment al inpact statenent would be necessary to
address the full range of issues inplicated in a
rebuild and thus restart of this facility. W'll
draw attention here to only a few of the issues we
feel should be included in this analysis.

During the initial phase of the
relicensing, there was testinony fromloca
residents and others that flows fromthe | oca
reservoir to the East Fork of the Black R ver were
intermttently reduced and even shut down, to be
resuned be in surges. Many of the consequences of
this interrupted fl ow regi ne are obvi ous, structural
damage to the stream alterations of aquatic
vegetation, loss of fish habitat and damage to | oca
canoe outfitter businesses.

Ameren acknow edges it cannot maintain a
continuous flow or run of river through the | ower

reservoir, but nust withhold sone of the water that
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enters the reservoir fromthe East Fork to maintain
water levels inits system And again, they wsh to
do so or have that option available to them during
the rebuilding process itself. This practice is in
violation of its Iicense, however, and has had
apparent effects on the river and its users. There
needs to be a full assessnent of these environnental
and econom c i npacts.

Much of the |ocal econony is based on
tourism including the thousands of visitors to
Johnson's Shut-Ins as well as recreational users of
the area's trails and rivers. Wth a shutdown of
the Shut-Ins, restrictions on trail use and
continuing danage to water quality in the East Fork,
| ocal resident -- |ocal restaurants, notels and
outfitters have suffered substantially fromthe | oss
of visitors. The long-terminpacts to the |ocal
econony, particularly given the uncertainty of
cl eanup efforts in the I ower reservoir in the East
Fork, need to be addressed.

This facility, according to Areren, uses
about 35 percent nore energy than it produces.

Wiile the price differential between energy used and
produced all ows Ameren to nmake a tidy profit on the

spot market, the environnental cost of this net |oss
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of energy, in terns of carbon em ssions fromthe
coal -fired power plants that feed Taum Sauk, needs
to be determ ned and taken into account in terns of
gauging the plant's real efficiency and inpact.

The current operational and environnenta
basel i ne for Taum Sauk is not the functioning
facility covered by its current license. Instead,
it is areservoir with a hole in it, another largely
filled wth sedi nent and no power generation. The
current no action alternative includes not
rebui |l ding and decomm ssioning the facility.

W believe that either the no action
alternative or a new alternative should be -- should
be pursued as well that will | ook at renoval of the
entire facility and restoration of the site. The
analysis of this alternative should address the full
range of its environnental and econom c benefits.

W were quite surprised to see that the
Scopi ng Docunent did not include public safety as
one of the areas of concern. Certainly inpacts to
public safety should be addressed for both the
rebui | di ng of the upper reservoir and the
relicensing of the facility, particularly given
Ameren's history at Taum Sauk.

The breach of the upper reservoir was not
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an act of God, but the outcone of multiple acts of
managenent negligence. The consent agreenent with
FERC signed by Aneren alleged four violations of
notification requirenents, seven violations of sound
and prudent operation requirenents and four
violations of its license. Al of these were
significant in thenselves and contributed to the
col | apse. Together they reveal a |ong-standing
pattern of putting corporate profits well above
public well-Dbeing.

Until Aneren acknow edges this pattern of
di sregard for public safety, no one should accept on
its face its claimthat the reservoir wll have a
fail safe design. But nore inportant, no one, not
FERC, not the State, not the public, should accept
the claimthat Areren, in its operations and
managenent deci si on-maki ng, can be entrusted with
public safety.

Quite sinply, Aneren should not be all owed
to rebuild before establishing its commtnent to the
public interest in the relicensing process.

I nstead, the full analysis of the facility that can
only conme with relicensing should be pursued before
any additional construction takes place. Thank you.

MR. LoVULLO Thank you. And now Becky
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Denney.

BECKY DENNEY: Wen | signed in, | made it
hard to read, so it was ny fault that it couldn't be
read. Yes, |'m Becky Denny. | represent the
M ssouri Sierra Cub and we have commented in the
past and our |ast coments to Ameren on the report
that -- the environnental report that they sent out
were pretty nmuch what we -- you know, where we stil
stand on these things.

| did want to -- well, there are a couple
of things that have -- you know, |'ve heard today or
haven't heard, actually, because the big thing that
| want to nmention is that I'mreally disappointed
that we haven't heard or seen any comments by DNR
They -- | was quite inpressed when that relicensing
process started because there were sone very
interesting comments that they had sent out. That
was, what, a year and a half or two years ago.

And | was inpressed by those comments and
very interested, but at this point we -- | haven't
read anything or seen anything on the FERC site.

And there were comments by MDC, so, you know, at
| east we know what sone of the things that that
state agency has worked on, but | would appreciate

if those comments were nade public at sone point.
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And the other thing -- another thing, | do
want to thank, actually, the fact that in a |ot of
cases sone of these reports have been nade public.
The Ri zzo report was public and, in fact, |
appreciate the slides and the description of the
dam | can understand why, if | were an engi neer,
you know, | would be very interested in the project.

| did have a question there and it's
simply maybe | have heard and just don't renenber,
but the Saluda Dam | was -- | wll find this out
|ater, I'"'msure, | don't know what the shape is, if
that's the sane shape as the Taum Sauk reservoir, a
basi n-type shape or if that's a dam you know,
across a valley. But | will find that out. But I
can understand that it was a -- you know, an
i nportant project.

And another thing is that the reports that
you' ve heard today, the two environnentalist groups,
| agree essentially with, | think, everything that
they' ve said and even other -- the other coments
wer e tal king about recreation and outdoors types of
t hi ngs and how i nportant, you know -- and how nuch
we do value this area and use it. And that also
goes on with the fact that this is a conservation

opportunity area, this whole project area is in that
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area, and it's considered high quality for M ssouri
and for our animals and plants and geol ogy. Even

t hough we don't have endangered species, we have
things that we want to preserve and that have been
preserved over a long period of tinme and this whole
area can help with that.

The -- the other -- another thing is that
the -- we're -- we believe the process is backwards
because there should be relicensing, this should
take a while. The normal flow of the East Fork
should be -- should be studied, restored and
studied, and the lake -- the |ower reservoir needs
to be restored in sone way and we believe that that
shoul d, you know, take into consideration a great
deal of habitat restoration.

As far as -- we have commented on and do
believe that they are -- there should be the
overflow of release structure and this should -- you
know, this was -- has been a real -- this is where
the real problem-- the seriousness may be the
col | apse of the dam coul d have been prevented and so
t here nmust be one, but on the other hand, we don't
see a viable place for that because we don't think
it should be flowing into the East Fork and we don't

think it should be flowng into the Taum Sauk Creek.
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1 So that -- we think that is a really serious
2 pr obl em
3 And again, we think the process is
4 backwards and nore study needs to be taken of the
5 East Fork and nore study of sedinent problens. A
6 very high quality environnental report needs to be
7 done. W found that -- the ones that have been put
8 out to be very lacking in a nunber of areas.
9 And | guess the two things that are
10 critical results of this process, which is not
11 specifically the rebuild process, but the whole
12 process in |ooking at the value of this area and
13 t hi ngs that we have in the past commented in our
14 letters, one is that Church Muntain and Taum Sauk
15 Creek shoul d be deeded to the State of M ssouri, you
16 know, and owned by the State of M ssouri because
17 this is a high-quality -- part of a high-quality
18 land and this will protect for the future citizens
19 of M ssouri Taum Sauk Mountain State Park and
20 Johnson Shut-Ins State Park and that whol e area
21 whi ch should be -- you know, that whol e area shoul d
22 be -- has the status of a national park system and
23 we own that, though it's not, you know, sinply owned
24 by the nation, but it's -- we're responsible for
25 that as M ssouri ans.

N
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And so that is, you know, a very inportant
area to us and, in fact, | was standing and taking
pictures fromthe -- fromthe reservoir for ny
parents and taking pictures of the valley about a
mont h before that happened because they can't get
there anynore. But -- you know, to that area at
all.

But the -- and the last thing that | -- we
want to nmention, the Sierra Aub, Mssouri Sierra
A ub has stated that we believe that there should be
a permanent trust fund set up for the Reynol ds
County schools. There were sone funds from FERC
that went to the County and they -- this was a good
thing, but this was very inadequate for, you know,

t he ki nds of problens that happened because of the
col | apse.

And we would -- as | say, we woul d repeat
that we would |like a permanent trust fund set up for
the County schools. |[If they're -- you know, if this
is part of a settlenment from Areren, that would --
you know, we think that that woul d be appropriate.

If there is sonme other way of setting this up,
sinply Aneren pay reconpense in sone way, then we
think that is a very appropriate thing to support

the area in this way and we believe that this is
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sonet hing that we should all be thinking of and to
take care of our future citizens and to take care of
this area. So thank you very nuch.

MR LoVULLO |Is there anyone el se who --

DRU BUNTIN: Got a question. Dru Buntin
fromthe Departnent of Natural Resources. | think
to explain alittle bit of the reticence of the
state agencies to provide comments, there's an issue
that needs to be addressed by FERC and that is we
provi ded comments in March of 2005 prior to the
breach when the relicensure process had al ready
begun. Does FERC foresee the relicensure process
bei ng suspended curing this -- this NEPA process
that, as you've explained to us, is confined only to
the rebuild or are these going to proceed on
paral l el tracks?

And certainly we have -- we have copies of
the comments that we provided to FERC in March of
2005 and we al so can provide those that are
interested with the copies of the coments that we
provi ded on the environnmental report. Certainly
that was not intentional that those not be made
publi c.

MR. LoVULLO I'll address that commrent.

First of all, we are nondecisional staff and when
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the application canme to rebuild the upper reservoir,
relicensing was al ready underway. It has not been
suspended. However, the purpose of this public
nmeeting and the scoping with the public neeting this
evening as well is to further gain insight and
comments on the rebuilding aspect of the upper
reservoir. So they are proceeding both parallel at
this tinme. Not being the decisional person, perhaps
that can change in the future, but right nowthey're
proceedi ng on parallel tracks.

DRU BUNTIN:  Because | m ght nention that
many of the issues that were raised by the
speaker -- speakers, such as recreational inpacts,
in-streamflow, you know, many of those issues were
covered in our relicensing conmments. So | think the
fact that you' re not hearing comments has a bit to
do with the confusion over how these two tracks are
going to proceed in conjunction with one anot her
What is the current status of the relicensure
process or who do we need to address that question
to, | guess?

MR LoVULLO Ckay. The Conm ssion is set
up in the Ofice of Energy Projects. There's three
di visions for hydro and then there's also the

certificates for pipelines, which is a separate
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division. But in hydro, there's three divisions and
we have |icensing, post |icensing and conpliance, as
wel |l as damsafety. And in the division of
licensing, that -- the relicensing of the Taum Sauk
project is in that division and that's with Ann
Mles. She's the director of that division.

Any ot her comments that someone would |ike
to make concerning the rebuil ding aspect?

KURT SCHAEFER  Kurt Schaefer with the
Department of Natural Resources and | just want to
maeke it clear, to follow up on what Dru was j ust
saying, do we need to reincorporate the coments
that we nade on the relicensure into this proceedi ng
in order to have those on the record?

MR LoVULLO If they're applicable, yes.
Yes, you do.

KURT SCHAEFER  Then on the record |I'm
going to go ahead and request that and if we need to
submt that in witing, we'll certainly do that as
well. But again, | think this stens fromthe issue
of a distinction that we're not quite sure of
between the rebuilding and the relicensure. Thanks.

MR LoVULLO  Whet her you provided public
comments or you have witten comments, you can --

and you wi sh to provide witten comments, you can

50



20070312- 4003 | ssued by FERC OSEC 03/ 12/ 2007 in Docket#: P-2277-000

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N N N N NN P P P R R R R R R
o o b~ W N P O © 00N OO 0o h~ N -, O

file those with the secretary of the comm ssion and
in the public notice as well as the scoping
docunent, the address is there, but -- do you have
that slide? 1In case you don't have it.

It's inmportant to put the project nunber
when you send in comments so that it is associated

with the Taum Sauk project. Al the public coments

wi |l be addressed in our environnmental docunent and
they will be -- the transcripts fromtoday' s neeting
wi |l be available online as soon as possi bl e.

And to address, soneone had nentioned that
they filed comments about a nonth ago. |'mnot sure
what happened with those. If you have themw th
you, | can accept themand get theminto the record
as well. | wll also look into it when |I get back
Any | ast-m nute coments?

DOYLE CH LDERS: | noted on your -- on the
instructions here, it gave the nunber for this, but
it gave it as a slightly different nunber. It was
just FERC nunber 2277 rather than this, so if anyone
give that, they mght be copying it off this and
it's not the sane nunber.

MR. LoVULLO Thank you. W are mgrating
to a new tracking systemand they're going to be

using five digits, so whether it's 02277 or 2277, it
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will still go in the sane place, but thank you for
poi nting that out.

M5. HARDING As far as getting data out
of the library, they can use the --

MR, LoVULLO ['mnot sure. You want to
say it?

M5. HARDING As far as | ooking up
comments on our e-library system the coding under
docket nunber, do not put the zero in there. It's
case sensitive, capital P dash 2277, no zero.

O herw se you won't get the project. It's our
e-library system so all the filings made, anything
that we've sent out, anything that Areren's filed
in, the comments, that will be how you do it. Now,
he's asking for your comments com ng in because of
the new system we'll get it correct, but anything
on your e-library does not carry that zero and
there's no space.

MR LoVULLO  Peggy rem nded ne, too, on
e-library, there was also a service fromthe
Comm ssion's web page which is FERC, F-E-R C, dot
GOV, pretty sinple, but there's an opportunity to
e-subscribe. And you may e-subscribe for any
hydroel ectric project that the Comm ssion regul ates,

as well as the Taum Sauk project. And if you
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e-subscribe, you will receive everything that cones
into the Commssion that is filed with the

Comm ssion and all of our correspondence back to the

i censee.

And it's different frombeing on the
mailing list. |If you're on the mailing list, you
wi |l receive orders and notices only fromthe

Conm ssion. You won't receive any letters, you
won't receive what is being filed with the
Conmi ssion fromthe |icensee.

But if you e-subscribe, every tine
sonmething is filed under P-2277, you'll get alittle
pop-up in your e-mail saying sonmething was filed or
aletter went out fromthe Conm ssion. So
e-subscribing is probably -- if you want to stay in
touch concerning this issue or the project, is a |ot
better than being on the mailing |ist.

DAVE MALAN. Does that nean that you then
still have to go to the e-library website -- you're
not e-mailing each of those people the docunents,
you're just telling themthose docunents have j ust
been filed on e-library?

MR, LoVULLO  Correct.

DAVE MALAN. They then have to go to

e-library to see them
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MR. LoVULLO Correct. And you can print
it off of there as well. GCkay. | want to thank
everybody. Anyone el se? Peggy.

M5. HARDING Before we close, 1'd like to
speak to the comment on public safety. [1'd like you
all to be aware that we are all very commtted to
the public safety of the project fromthe |icensee,
to the designers, to FERC. Everyone involved is
very aware of the need to consider this very
i nportant aspect of the project.

Al though it was not specifically included
in your list of topics, we encourage you, if you
have any comments, send themin, they will be
considered, but we all are very dedi cated and aware
of our responsibilities. Thank you.

WARREN WTT: You had a thing on the
agenda to tal k about tonight's neeting.

MR. LoVULLO Thank you. We wll be going
fromhere to Lesterville where there will be a
public neeting going on at the Lesterville Hi gh
School fromseven o' clock until 9 P.M and, again,
the same general forumin terns of a presentation by
M. R zzo and then accepting comments fromthe

public as well. Thank you very nuch for com ng.
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CERTI FI CATI ON

I, Julie K Kearns, Certified Shorthand
Reporter within and for the States of M ssouri and
II'linois, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that | was present at
t he proceedi ngs on the date and at the place
af orenenti oned and that the aforesaid proceedi ngs
were had as appears herein, and that this is a true
and accurate record of said proceedi ngs.

| N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto
subscribed ny nanme this the 16th day of March
2007.

Julie K Kearns, CCR CSR RPR
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