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Honorable rAonard Parbatein 
House of Representatives 

Dear ,, Parbstein: 

You were informed an NWeh 20, 1967, by Mr. Richard L. Callagan, 
Assistant Adinistrator for Legislative Affairs, National Aero
nautics and Space Pddnistration, that your inquiry of March 13, 
made on behalf of Miss Eliabeth Rl. Hogan, New York City, had 
been transferred to this awncy. Te following information and 
comments are supplied in response.  

We have no coment on Miss Hogan's atteapt to draw parallels 
between "the recent NASA accident" and the Comnission's program 
ftr licensing and regulating nuclear power plants, but will deal 
with her conclusions which imply that the AEC may give inadequate 
consideration to the safety of nuclear reactors.  

MDst of Miss Hogan's questions contain references to the Cmnoli
dated EdLson Company's Indian Point Station Undt 2, for which the 
Comaission issued a construction permit on October 14, 1966. For 
your Infozation, Miss Hogan appeared at the public hearing con
ducted by an atomic safety and licensing board in that case at 
Buchanan, New York, September 14-15, 1966, and expressed her views 
concerning the possibility of nuclear accidents at the proposed 
plant. After consideration of all the evidence and the record In 
the proceeding, including the safety reviews conducted by the AEC 
regulatory staff and the Commission's statutory Advisory Committee 
on Reactor Safeguards, the board issued a favorable decision and 
ordered the issuance of the construction permit.  

Miss Hogan sgsts, by references to parts of the AEC regulatory 
staff's safety evaluation of the Indian Point Unit 2 construction 
permit application, that danpr lies in the fact that some safety
related matters renein to be resolved while the facility is being 
constructed. Construction perrmits are not issued unless there is 
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Mr. Leonard Farbstein

assurance, on the basis of specific plans or research and develop
ment programs of the applicant, that such matters can be resolved 
during the construction stae. Further, the appliEant mnst submit 
another application for the operating license on completion of 
caistrwtion, which again is reviewed separately by the AEC regpla
tory staff and the Advisory Conettee on Feactor Safeguards to 
assue that all safety-related matters have been resolved. Even 
then, the Initial operating license is Issued on a provisional 
basis until It has been demomtrated that the facility will be 
operated safely; and thereafter, the reactor is kept under continu
Ing AEC suwvillace throu& periodic inspections and safety 
reviews. A copy of the booklet "Licensing of Power Reactors" is 
enclosed, which you may wish to forward to Miss Hogan.  

Miss Hogan states that the possibility of a major nuclear plant 
acoident "is dismissed as 'highly Inprobable. '" Whle the 
probability of such an accident is remote, the Commission's require
mants of extensive systems of engineered safety features, designed 
both to prevent accidents and to limit the consequences if any 
should occur despite all precautions, show that this concern has not 
been "dismissed." Such safety features are amply illustrated in the 
AEC regulatory staff's safety evaluation of the Indian Point Unit 2 
project, from which Miss Hogan has quoted. I am also enclosing a 
copy of the booklet "Atomic Power Safety," which discusses these 
matters in general.  

Miss Hogan sugests that the gxd safety record of nuclear power 
plants now operating might Induce complacency and carelessness; 
and that the desire of utilities to met schedules, together with 
miscalculations and technological overconfidence, may cause a 
disaster through a major nuclear plant. accident. The Commission's 
concern fbr public health and safety has always been prefdainant 
in the licensing nd regulation of nuclear power reactors, and 
every effort will be made to maintain the safety record that has 
been achieved to date& 

Miss Hogan, both In her letter and in the attachnent to her letter, 
refers to an operating incident last fall which disabled the Enrico 
Fet1 reactor. This operating difficulty did not pose any threat 
to public safety.  

Concerning Miss Hogan's desire to "Increase the Interest of Congress," 
the matter of nuclear reactor safety has, of course, been of paramount 
interest to CAnress and its Joint Comittee on Ato Energy.
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Mr. reonrd Parbstein-3

I am enclosing a copy of a press release dated March 13, 1967, uhich 
mumnc~ied publi hmrnp on the lienming an regulation of nulear 
reamta.s. These hearims are still in progres.  

Sincerely yours, 

'(sgneod ) ariod L Prle 

Harold L Price 
Direotor of Jegilation 

1. Leter from mu Hon 
with attuant 

2' Booklet, "ic smon of Power Jewtors" 
3" Booklets "Atoido Power Safety" 
4. Prss flease - Hearinp on AEC 

ftpUatory Progrm
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Congressional Liaison Office 
National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration 
400 Maryland Avenues S.W.  
Washington, D. C.  

attached communication is sub
8d for your consideration, and 
ik that the request made therein 
mplied with, if possible.  

you will advise me of your 
on in this matter and have the 
)r returned to me with your.  
F, I will appreciate it.  

Re: Miss Elizabeth R. Hogan 
.222 West 77th Street 
New York City 

May I please haveycur advice 
and comment.  

truly yours, 

LEONARD FARBSTEIN_

19th,

1.c.  

New'-York• :

Dist"cE

.72/L'-112o

HOUSF OF REPRESENTATIVES, O.S.  
WASHINGTON, D.C.

I12G - -

1,1:

/ .
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Benjamin Frankli.n Hotol 
222 West 771h. Ste t J 
New York, Now York 10024 :T 

.4 Marh 7,.967 
Rep" Leonard 'arbstein 

I R~ayburn B~ldg.-, Sui~ 4 
Washington, D.O's 

Dear Congressman .Farbstein: 
In view of hco er ouhae'epesdaot-clr 

Pl ntazards, I tough Ymght~ beitrse n h nls quesionsabout nuclear plant safety, -raised by. the.'recent-% NALSA accident.  

•gain, would be interested in o ur reao-ion to a proposal .  
that in t nue tioris .be. PU01 , ~he d on wi~at the public should do,: in' the event of a major atqmic plant accide~t or other serious [Accident involving radiation. I have not been able to find any suca instructions, (even elerrentary ones, such as staying indoors, 

*closing all windows, etc.) but they could be important in two ways.  First, the instrUltiqns themselves 'could save. ilves in the ovent of a miajor aaoldont,, (and.aftor th N116A disasterp the Poril .uolp. plut ao,,de.. .o ot. ,, 196, Bentd other "highly improbable' OVents of the past, year, this seems essertiml.) 'Again, the distribution-of-booklets on this would serve to make more ~ eople aware thsit there are hazards related to nuclear plantW afact that in~ not ve.-Ay 'well known, at prese3nt, (at least among many of the people I have spoken to on the. subject).NI 
-msending copies of theenclosed masterial 'to a f ew ..,othe r C samong them Hep. John • .aylqr*d, 4 wbo' has spoken on seversl occasions on the issue of) a .". . . ; ty. A,. yA;&ing'.7you can do, +to £ incraie the interest of Congress in this Vit'al" issue .would be Svappreciated id coul be of gret 'importanco.  

'+' i p Witt thanks for your p a'stb iiterest andeffo rts on 6e enloof .'ester IpUbio safetynu In te:nuol -ra ed 

Sincerely, 

"%cd n.• d6 h 'C 094n 

" " " " , ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~" :, . . " . .. : ." .. .
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r uestions the NASA accident of 1-27-b7 raises with regard to 

possible accidents at nuclear power plants 

(1) On January 27, 19b7, three iumerican astronauts 16st their lives 
because of a flash fire in their spacecraft.  

The ItEC's Safety Evaluation of Indian Point Nuclear Plant 0 2 
states; (Pages 37-38) . " .."-'
Also 01 concern are the potential. adverse effects of fires origlnating in tne control and sa!ety system wiring and/or 

within the control room itself, in our opinion, a direct, 
analytical safety analysis re ating to the possibility of 
reactivity excursions resulting from such fires is, in practice, 
impossible due .to the rbndom nature of fire damage and the nearly 
infinite variety of possible circuit faults (some 'unsafe', some 
'safe') which could resul-. However, we believe that the. natural
complexity of reactor control and safety systems coupled with a

r d n a t i l e 'd,- G 0 12 V ILA A- - V, , A.-L CL accepted codes, etc., constitutes the best defense against, 
serious fire-induced accidents.  
"In this connection, a'literature search was conducted with the 
assistance of the computer facilities at the Nuclear Safety 
Information Center (NSIC) at..Oak hidge National Laboratory, to 
study the historical record of'such excursions. NSIC has informed.  
us that they were unable to find any records of incidents involving.  
reactor damage as 'a result of fire-induced excursions.  
"Based on the foregoing considerations, we believe that Criterion' 
lb is satisfied." 

How can the AhOC, or. the public, be satisfied when potential adverse 
effects of fires are admitted to be "of concern, wheon a safety 
analys.s of them is "impossible", and when there are no records 

* of incidents involving reactor damage as a result of fire-induced excursions, on which to base proper safeguards ..  

This is especially questionable in view of the NASA epcident of 
January 27, 1967. As the N.Y. Times of Jan. 29, 1967 reported.  
"They all believed that thty had a good spaceship, one that could.,..,,,..  
take them on a complete 11, day flight. Commander Chaffee slxmied 

. up their feelings: "'1 think we've got an excellent spacecraft...: 
We're confident it's a darned good spacecraft. v" 

(2) In a discussion at a news symposium here last Dec. 15, Dr. Joseph..  
Shea, the Apollo program manager, said that the oxygen systems on.  
the Apollo spacecraft had been plagued by difficulties. .  
"Dr. Shea said that NASA had decided against trying to overcome 
every problem arising in connection with space flights. ' 

: 'Te have been trying to take an approach in the progfram that in 
oeff.'ect rhe Pro, am in a "cilanced way, don!t try. to maice 
everything-too perfect, don't try to make everything too comoax 
or Zou'll never et thejob cone in the first lace,' Dr. Shea said.  
"This decision has kept the American spAce program moving along, 
even when spacecraft have not functioned acCording to s ecCAo 

(N. X Time s jri 9
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the Nxsth accident of Jan. 271~7 raises (Page 2) 

ThIm ralses trie question of whether the di, which Appat'ently 
|h' u, Ln t,,, Lh,, s ivi . p,)rut ch L, o uI' t iio., powbGe t 1 h a L 1 A rCe y, (as 

ci be :O, g in tLhe quobetlun 'om its 6.afeLy 6valustion of 

* indian Point #' 2), might not be' inviting an even greater disaster 
involvIn, thousands of lives? . I 

It is intere;tingj tv note, thnt in an article "How Haste In bpace K 
'Mlkes Waste" (Hender'.s d)igest, July, 196 4 ), -J0 Alex koris.  
ointed out: 
"Some or.NASA's major probl(ins hev arisen front the, fact, that 
researcb and develooment have been conducted concurrently instead 

of ;'ii ~king sure, 'as one Gongreasmsnn put it,* that. 'the scientific 
homewoi-K is completed before tr-,,ing to build somehin. I".  

There is much evidence to suggest that the iXC is macing the same 
- mis take .  

"The Arriercan Standards issociation and the institute of 
6lectr-nic and zlectrical bngincers are activ.ly enp.ed in 
the development of standards governing tne design, testLng, 
and installation of reactor protection systems. ... E Ivaluation 
of the Indian Point Unit " o. 2 reactor protection system wil1 
be besed on such standards, Ias they are Proposed or adopted." .  

(Page 15, Safety rivaluation 
indian Point Unit 2 

."Further experimental informition should be available from the 
"San Onofre and Oonnecticut Yankee facilities by e time the 

Indian Point"l f£acility is to operate..  
,." ". . . (age 22, Safety Evaluation) 

Indian Point.Unit 2 
14th.regard to 'other safety factors: 

* "We beliirve that these matters can be resolved during the.  
. construction of the facility. : 

(Page 30, 'afety 1".valuation) 
(Indian Point Unit 2) 

In view of the.NA.A disaster, and the AEC's own estimates of the 
damage' v major nuclear plant accident could cause, (in 1957, the':, 
."," es tim.ted that a single accident could cost 3,400 lives,.  

. injure 43,000, and cause property damage of 47 billion), the .  

wisdom of keeping the nucltiar power industry "moving along"--at :.  

an .ver-increasing pace--when standerds.governing the design, 
testln6 and instellation of reactor protection systems have not . 0 
yet been fully developed--is highly. questionablet,.  

(3) ... spaceofficials have: warned repeatedly that. the 45-billion-a-.  
y.ar they. were receiving was just a .litle less than they needed I.  
to be certain of meeting. the 1970 deadline. It forced them, they . :J 
; kA 1 d, Into P ucce-"nohodl'--one th', (,llowed for no contlngendies.  
i : .uch ,, krP d y -u catastrophe.  

"or this reason, if no other, critics in GUongre:." mAY question 
,.:. whet>- nal', as wellv s tte-tdables, were advtrselv affected 
by~tn bu~L~i. inifrg..(Ne, T I m r report,1 l-9bD L ':',,'~~~~~~.. . .. . ... . .. .... .. .. .. ....... , " , - .- 

= - ... .. -- . . ...-- '.". ' ,~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.,... y..b. .. J..._....r..,... ..... e, rpr).l - ) .... .:



%.uesttons the NASA accident of Jan. 2"1,_ 1 7 raines 

A' Similar question has ;been raised with regard to utilities 
' end reactor manufacturers.  

As Dr. Theos J. Thompson, (Chairman of th1e Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards during 1961), stated, in April, 1962"i om, the sam siz reactor 

*:, "Increasing the power capability from the same size reactor is the 
bost way to improve the economics in many reactors. Here safety and economics tend' to clash heed on. -he economic ressures, ar.  
verY grent, as You, know. We need better undersiandig of the 
.fundamentnls of burnout-before we. know how close we-can aporoach-.'.  
the condition safely,.  
'Since the problem is not well resolved, it is difficult t.o.hnve 

a cle-ar conscience about loctting a large reactor now, with high 
pressure, flattened flux distributions, end running near the burn-,.  
out conditions--as they must to be economic--in the center of a 
city.  
.' very reactor that has been operated to date, unless it has had 
at least one almost exact prototype as is the case with submarine .I 
reactors, has demonstrated some snmall differences from expected 
behavior. Almost always these havie not been important, but they 
:o- m to indicate that one should be very careful in locatinr a first 
of it kind (or size .,reactor in a place where enkineered safety 
is used exclusively, krage 66,b(, "Indamnity and heactor 6afety") ..  

.: 2estimony of Dr. Th~mpson, Hearings before the )ubcommittee on 
Jadiation, hesearch and Development of the Joint Committee, April,19b2' 

These remarks are especially pertinent with regard to Indian Point 
Nuclear Plant # 2, whichis the largest reactpr to be considered 
for licensing to date, and -is located 24 miles from the nation's' 
largest city. An initial construction permit has already been issued" 

.(4) "As the world grieves the deaths of pioneers Virgil. 1. Grissom, 
. Edward H. White 2d and Roger b. Chaffee, several haunting questions .  

j are insistently raised: Did the record of more thuan a half-decade 
of manned space fl.ht without a casualty induce cerelessness.  
Wre their lives sacrifiqed because of the stringent though entirel 
arbitra, timetable. for the Apollo Project and the short outs 
introduced to try to meet that sahedule'i Were any precatutions 
neglected out of zeal to beat the fluss ians to the moon?" 
Ii.1. h'lmes .ditorial, Jan. 29,. 1967) 

Similar questions oanbe asked of our rapidly expanding nuclear 
power industry:.  

(a) Will the safety record of nuclear power pIants now operatin "": 
.-Pintedto with .pride so often by the hJl! and reaotor 
. .nnufnoturors--at least until Lho recent . eelous'aOcident 
a L' the Fermi. nuclear plant. in .ctober,. 1966) 
induce complacency or.carelessness?

Congressmana Leonard. Frbstoin raised" thi 'ques tion, "In-".: ' 
July: 1965



Q~uestIors W10 14~ASA RcLqto jn 710 raises

I,

In introducing a bill that would ieieke uilities and reactor monufacturers responsible for 4100 million in addition to -the provisionc of the krice-Ander,.on hct, in the event of a nuclearl p1h-it accident, Congressman Farbstein retirked: 
"if atomic power grows as rapidly as now forecast by the Atomic Lnergy Commisston, we will have more than 100 large *.pliants in oorntiori within thcE next 1, years.- _notnae 
the old sa w st ill holds, true-, familiarity breads conempt'.  1.1. iS tiu en with respect to extremoly dangcrous instrumentalities. This bill is desip.ncd to keep them careful'; 

" Do or tbs.cre i_, inohaent a dhs rre to*.  
save coss placing atomic .owe' plants near the center of power consumption vnd b--reducing the cost of safely devices.  • feel certain no utility would bow to such econozic-pe ar at this staefe of the development of atomic power i do fear, .. however,' thpt. there may be n tndency to b,-come Complacent as the yetis 1o . and I think 1the publc' is entil].ed to the protection which is inhereIt in some degree of financial responsibility for n'.e i ence .  

No"ngressional tecord, July 12, 1965) 
The bill was not passed, but -the question remains.  

(b) Will lives be sacrificed because of time-tables_ and short--.  cut, introduced to meet these' 
Congressional investigat of th 1 0 of o u.' " "near. ... , , , , .. ., ..... g t i o ~n o f t ~ l , -L o s s o f ou r u ta " submarin Thresr tlet "To meet its. dadlino for " orr-al c t I o ( ..u of the .. .s hnoweve , the ortsmouth / 14_.lpya r permitted the submarine to go on a kdw cruise without insectin h kdow° - sntsk"d on -1 .5 

' '"vldenc~ of inadequate design, poor workmanship, and defective.  ..piping was. also uncovered ,and. a silver brazing method wa chosen to join pipes, instead of welding, because it "appeared,,, to. be, cheaper and ealer".  
:There is no doubt th ee i a social deadline " " ' 

n u c letrr r d - - -. p r o b l e m . . .. n 
Co n - si son ts publication, "Around the System, (November, l9 6)' stressed that delay in the construction of its Cornwall /project "has made it imertive for nison to hasten th e i n s 1;a0L.i t M , 1.. s hd a s t ni' 

." N*uclear P iLan ' _ 2 - uI m n _-n.t~ s n l n F i t ;.  

Con- sdi n i s not the orl~ uttjj fi h n de ,li on .. . . u c l e a o w e 'p l a n t -s . "-r-. -a l --'- - - o , n n..: ." .Owr erwO lts k . pokesramn for thoeJersey. Central Power arid ight Gompany Vteontly sait'd thit the fc tt its • ~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 t th. fa.:,veKncer)l~t ,, •.ct that its , 0 te Creek n~ l ti 1]1 
j dI 

. OI- Ji. . .. ..' ...... w1 ,e o (, ...  

:.. i furl 2 o l .oo r iin -- + "" - -o r u n i ts. are 
it o -n time w i l l cr eat a prblem." V.e a :)rob. d ' t e.  

:". ;' " " , ... ." ' " , :'...+ '- ? '"i+ . , : '. . ""...4 .... ". .. " .4 + "2;' 

, ,,,; ~~. .'... . .,. ,. ,,-+,,....+ . •. ... , .,,,,. ,.. , ... . .'.,
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., KQuestions the NASA accident of Jan. 27. 1967 rises ( 5 

(5) Certainly every precaution considered necessarV Wns taken to 

protect th- lives of our astronauts 6nd 
their spacecraft.  

Yet the accident occurred. .  

Obviously, there were miscalculations 
and technolopical over- .  

confidence, as to what was necessary to protect the astronauts 

and the two young, airmen who died in a similar 
accident a few 

days later, as the N.Y.- Times pointed out in an editorial, 
Feb. 3 

kgain as the Times' stated, there had been warnings, p~rior _to 

theso Accidionts.  

Isn't it possible tha.L similar miscalculations and technological'-:
.  

overconfidence may cause nationa disaster, throuh- major 

nuclear plant accident.  
* There have been warings in this area too. The serious accident., 

at the' bnrico _ermi atomic plant (30 miles from Detroit), on 

October 5, 1966 is only the latest in a series 
of accidents at 

nuclear power plants, The fact that the Feri accident 
involved' 

...... fuel melting, and that the till extentoftee is takinp! 
J:ks it ifieant warn..  

onths to deterne ak-s it an especially , ant 

In any case, an accident at some time I.n the fut u re. was, to some.  

degree, expected in our spaoe program. 
In a C.b.S. interview in 

'December, news correspondent Nelson 
Benton asked Colonel Grissom'.s 

if he was bothered )y the "law of averages , so f . the 

possibility of a cPatastrophic failure was concerned. 
.  

..,'"y contra. the "law of averages" question seems never 
to have.  

been asked wth regard to a major nuclear 
plant acoident. Instea, 

this ia dism.issed a. "highly.', improbable". . . , 

..But how "highlY~ imrobable" Is it-realll -in view of the 

.:-Quottions from-the fkCs 68 iety Evaluation of: Indian Point 2, 

and other points raised here• 

as Lo more -- or les's - probeble .  

than' the NASA accident? 
S..... 'than'our loss of the nuclear. submarine, Thresher.? 

than the blsckout of November 9, 195, 

.. (considered so improbable that not. 
even a nuclear 

attack would trigger it'?) 

than .the collision of two unmanned U.S. 
spacecraft In orbi 

disclosed in October, 1966 " 

(Accordingt. the N.Y. 'imes, Oct. ll," 19bb; "The odds 

against such an accident were, estimsted at better than 

a million to one.") .  

W :With Consolidated k dison alone planning to change its pattern of 

electric generation from'nuclear plants, 
from 4.i% In 1266 to 

'4.9 6 in 197." 
.P • ." 

, 

.with thousands oflves, and billions ofdollais- " 

:this q ueston d servo s an answer- .,. .. . . ' . , ,: . . • 
, . ., __ ' ,, . - , ' "' ,, , t ', , ,



REACTOR AND 
Chapter 2 OT7HER NUCLEAR 

FACILITY LICENSING 

The AEC's regulatory program for nuclear facilities is aimed 
toward assuring that the construction and operation of reactors and 
other nuclear facilities is conducted in a maimer consistent with public 
health and safety and the common defense and security. The pro

, gram encompasses both proposed new f!acilities and surveillance. of 
operations of existing facilities.  

THE REGULATORY PROCESS 

In addition to its licensing activities, the AEC's regulatory staff 
* has responsibility for the conduct of safety reviews of reactor facili

ties owned and operated by the AEC and by the Department of De
fense,. providing advice on siting, design and operation of reactors, 
and porting operations for nuclear vessels.  

The licensing of a power or test reactor involves a comprehensive 
safety analysis of the application for :t construction permit by the 
AEC regulatory staff and an independent review by the Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards as required by the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended. A mandatory public hearing is then con
ducted by an atomic safety and licensing board appointed by the Com
mission from the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel. After 
the hearing, the board renders an initial decision which is then sub

- ect to review by the Comission. Essentially the same type of review 
process occurs with respect to an application for an operating license, 
eicept that a public hearing is not mandatory.' .Licensed reactors con
tinue under AEC surveillance throughout their lifetimes.  

"' *The licensing process Is described In detail in the booklet, "Licensing of Power Reactors," 
which may be obtained, Without charge, by writin;, to the Division of Reactor Licensing, 
or the Division of Public Information, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Washington, D.C.  

43.  
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. Excerpt from Annual.Report to Congress of the 
.Atomic Energy Commissibn for 1966
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The Advisory Comimittee on Reactor Saiegnards (ACRS) is a 
statutory group established to advise the Commission with respect to 
the safety aspects of proposed and e-dstilg nuclear facilities. The 
committee (see Appendix 2 for listing of nembers) conducts an inde
pendent review of safety studies referred to it and presents its con
clusions and recommendations to the Commission in written reports 
which are made part of the public record, except for classified material.  
The ACRS not only evaluates the safety ispects of proposed new fa
cilities, but also reviews significant changes to existing facilities or 
their method of operation and participates in the prep)aration and re
view of proposed safety standards. The ACRS is composed of repre
sentatives of the nuclear and other phases of American industry and 
of several national laboratories and acacemic instil utions, who are 
experts in their fields with substantial experience in physics, engineer
ing, chemistry, metallurgy, and environmental science:i.  

*. During 1966, the full committee met on 14 occasions, and 69 meet
ings of ACRS subcommittees were held. The committee provided 
reports to the Commission on 13 privately or municipally owned facil
ities, 7 on Commission facilities, and 2 on facilities owned by other gov
ernment agencies. In addition, the ACRS submitted six reports 
on general subjects such as periodic, comprehensive (10 year) reviews 
of operating power reactors and reactor safeguard research, and par
ticipated in the development of nlc.ear facility safety criteria and 
guides.  

ASLB Hearings 

Statutory Atomic Safety and Licensing Boards (ASLB) were es
tablished in 1962 to permit greater flexibility and informality in the 
conduct of power reactor licensing proceedings. Prior to the estab
lishment of the boards, the public hearings were conducted by AEC 
hearing examiners. These boards are selected from a panel (see Ap
pendix 2 for list of members) made up of technically qualified persons 
from the academic community, private industry (including AEC con
t.ractor personnel) and the AEC's hearing examiners. A three-man 
board--composed of two technical experts and one member qualified 
in the conduct of administrative proceedings-is drawn from the panel 
for each licensing matter referred to the ASLB by the Commission.  
In addition, a technically-qualified alternate is appointed to each board.  

During 1966, six new boards were designated.  
On :November 30, the Commission established the positions of per

manent Chairman and Vice Chairman of the ASLB Panel to coordi
nate the activities of the boards and help expedite the conduct of 
licensing hearings.

W,.

* 44 REACTOR AND OTHER NUCLEAR FACILITY LICENSING 

Role of the ACRS


