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2TAPE 1 CHAIRMAN LEMENY: Will the meeting please come to

3 order? Before we start on our regular agenda, I want to make

4 a very brief remark en the record.
I

5 Something happened last night which I consider

6 totally outrageous, and I would like to co= ment on this

7 record, since I could not comment yesterday. Harry, yesterday
i

8 expressed his outrage at whoever is leaking detailed informa-

9 tion to the press, and I would like to join that. I was

10 called by Diane Sawyer at 10:30 last night. I was told she

'
11

,
had in detail what had happened in the last two days, and I

12 said'I could not comment on it under any circumstances. I

O
13 asked her if she would mind celling me what she had heard,

14 and she did, and she had accurate information, and she

15 particularly said there was one thing she wanted me to comment

16 on, that she had been told that there was a vote on the

17 moratorium which attracted six votes and was blocked by the

18 fact that three people abstained, and she named by name

19 Cora Marrett, Anne Trunk and me, and she said before running

20 the story she wanted to know why I had blocked the moratorium

| 21 as somebody had put to her by abstaining, and I said, "No

>
22 comment. I will make one comment. We are writing a terrific

23 report, and I will coment on nothing else whatsoever." Shey

24 'said, "Thank you vt:ry much," and I hung up,.

a

3 25 I would like to'say that whoever is doing it, it is

- ~

- _.- . - _ , . .._ . . . . _ . . . _ .
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I a cowardly, totally unfair and destructive act because if7/(
2'-

this story comes out in this form, and it is on the record *

3 as to what my views were on moratorium, a have that appear,

4 I can just see it coming out, and out comes the story, and. it
5 says, and the Chairman was asked about why he abstained and

6 therefore did not create the majority, and he said, "No
7 ce= ment," and I just think it is extremely unfair.

8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: John, is she from CBS?

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, CBS.

10 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: She called me and got me about

11 3:30, right after I got home last night, and said she wanted
12 to ask me about some background things, and I said, "I want

() 13 to tell you, I am not gring to make any comment of any kind."
14 She then said, as her background question, "I understand

15 that there has been a vote on the moratorium,"and I forget
16 which version of it, and I said, "No comment, no comment."

17 I gave her no information whatever. I did tell her we were

18 having a meeting today. I did not say anything about what
,

19 we were going to do. |
|

120 CHAIRMAN KEENY: The fact that we have a mcating !

21 today is public information.
3

1

k22 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: 'That was public. -

| $
U

23p CHAIRMAN KDENY: So, she already knew.p)\._ } 24& COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: She was pressing for
E

I 25 confarmation about 8:30 last night which was when I got home.
1

l

- - , - -- .- - -_ - - -____ - _ - ____
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I CHAIRMAN KEMENY: We left here after 7 o' clock.

2'

Somebody talked probably within an hour.

- 3 COMMISSIONER MC PEERSON: If I were you, I would

4 correct it, if she got you down wrong or whatever. I think

5 the no comment rule does not mean that you have got to permit
,

6 violence tc be done on your person without response.

7 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: She called me about 10:30

8 trying to find the same thing, and I simply s aid, "No comment.

9 Call the Chairman."

10 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: She did not call me for

11 some reason.

12 COMMISSIONER MARKS: She did not call me either.

() 13 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: She went to the trouble of

14 calling Dallas to find out what hotel I was in.

15 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: I would have probably

16 leaked like a sieve if she had.

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: My wife called me from

18 Berkeley and said that there had been on the news there

19 a fairly detailed statement of what happened, and as she read

20 it, it seems to have been a detailed account of what happened
,

21 on Saturday, and that was after our first discussion of the

f22 leak. So, it seems that our deep throat was i= mediately in
a

$ 23 operation that day.s

-

g 24 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: This is very interesting to me,
e
t

i 25 I mean, as a former member of the press, watching this whole
1

.

|

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ - _ _ . -
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1 parformanco. Nobody got excited when Tom O'Toole had a story
\

N2 2 in yesterday, and it was all wrong. Somebody was calculatedly
3 leaking there. It is only when, you know, somebody seems to
4 get, I mean I am very interested as a student of how people
5 react to press reports that --

6 COMMISSIONER * TAYLOR: I object to saying not one

7 was excited.
.

I was furious when I saw the thing or Tom
8 O'Toole's because --

9 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: It was all wrong. So, somebody

10 has been leaking to him, too.

11 CO!tiISSIONER TAYLOR: No, it was not all wrong.
12 Some of it was right.

O is co>s4 ss onza tzwzs= " i=2

14 Did you see it, it was in yesterday's Times.
15 CO!O1ISSIONER HAGGERTY:

.

No, it is the leaking.

i
16 You are wrong if you say that -- some of them, some of the '

i

17 stories could have been written without any leaks. Those,

don't excite me, and maybe there were seme, and maybe thereJ

l

19 were not, but some of them were obviously written on the

20 basis of leaks, and almost within hours of the time we |
t

21 finished.

[ 22 CO.91ISSIONER MC PEERSON: When are these transcriptse
5
"

/~'T f '3 roing to be in the Archives?o
1 '

~

24 MS. JORGENSON: They are not going to be in the
( 5

3 25 Archives. We plant to deliver them to the Public Reading
i

!

- -

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _
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5

I |
g-] Room the 30th, and when we deliver the report they are going '

V
2 in the Public Reading Room.

3
COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Everything is going to

4 be on the record shortly.
5 CHAIR M KEMENY: Barbara just told me Diane Sawyer
6 informed her she will use the story tonight, and that means |

7 that it is nine days before the record gets straightened
8 out, and nobody remembers things nine days later.
9 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: I would urge you to go

10 straighten it out, John, if you are being misquoted or --
11 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: It is not misquoted. There is

12 no way of straightening that out without giving her more
13 detail what we did do.

|

14 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That is the real problem. i
,

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I mean what should I do? I should

16 go in detail that there were several versions cf the
17 moratorium, and I was able to favor some of them and not

18 others. I just think to do that before we report to the
19 President would be unconscionable, I thought.

20 Bruce?

21 COMMISSIONER BABBITT: I think that is a decision

f22 for you to make. My strong feeling is that you are entitled
a

{ 23 to do th-.t, if you so choose. I think that~ence a story
<= g

g 24 is out, in impartial, inaccurate er incomplete forn that it is
i

3 25 enormously misleading and damaging not to set the record

-

--
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6

straight once the cat it two-thirds of_the way out of the

bag. I would advise you to yank the cat out, explain and

3
~

set it straight. What appears after October 30, on this

4
issue will be on the obitua..y page. It will no longer be of

3 any significant interest, and you must strike at this time.

6 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Could I suggest a way to

7 do it without preempting the President, since we want him to

8 be the recipient of our first word, just to say that there

9 were several versions of what could loosely be called a

10 moratorium. Some of them were specifically that. Others

II had to do with issues which would probably slow down the

12 process. In any event, it is entirely misleading to point
m

13 to any one. vote as being the critical vote on the moratorium,

Id and I say this as someone who voted twice against a

15 moratorium, but in any event, I think you can very often

16 with these reporters, if they are good reporters, and I find

17 this to be true, if they are responsible people, you don't

18 need to be specific. You can say, "Look, the President

19 is supposed to get this before you all get it. So, I am

20 not going to tell you specifically what the various votes

21 were, but it would be quite misleading of you to report to

f22 the people that there was a vote on the moratorium which
5
v

23 was six to three to three. In fact, there were several(~] y
V j

| ! 24 votes on several different things, and it will be clear later
(
'

.E 25 what was done. I think I would recommend that you go ahead
;

!
. . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . - _ _ _ - _ _
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I 1

}(, ~,\ and do that.
Is

wt.

2
COMMISSIONER MARKS: I have been sitting here

3 trying to think of something like Harry has just suggested
4 because I think that the Commission's work as a whole is at
5 stake here, and I think that it is important to place the

6 thing in proper perspective.

7 I just wonder whether someone could just write some
8 kind of -- I mean is it appropriate to write some kind of

9 release?
.

10 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: T1. problem is you do't.'t

11 know what she is going to say.

I2
_ COMMISSIONER MARKS: I mean it does not matter what

13 she is going to say. I think something along the lines that

Id Harry has just indicated --

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I am going to recognize Barbara

16 in a moment. I am sorry, I was being selfish because I had

17 a sleepless night after that, but I am not the only one

18 exposed here; so is Anne. I should have thought of that

19 right away, and I apologize for not thinking of it. She

20 was identified, and you know Anne actually wanted to vote for

21 a stronger moratorium. If the story comes out, all it would

f22 say is that Anne was one of the people who abstained, and
|
' B

( ~) ug therefore the moratorium did not carry, and that is even23
(
| g

' " ' :

5 24 more unfair. I
,

1'

g

$ 25 Barbara? |

|

|
- .. - -
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8

1 MS..JORGENSON: I was just going to say that I)

2 talked to Diane Sawyer this morning. She read me the story

3 that she plans to use tonight and included in that story is
4 the fact that there were several different kinds of
5 moratorium-like recommendations discussed yesterday, and she

|

|
6 does have the votes, and she does plan to use the votes, and

7 she does plan to simply mention that on the one involving

3 a moratorium on construction permits the Chairman abstained.

9 That is what she plans to say.

10 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: What is your advice,
,

11 Barbara? How should we deal with this?

} 12 MS. JORGENSON: I think, Harry, that you have

13 already stated the most logical way to deal with it, and in

14 fact, those~are the kind of things that I often say to people

15 when they call and ask me to confirm or deny something, and

16 I am obviously not going to do that, and I try to give them

j7 an idea of what the proper perspective is.
,

18 So, I don't think that we should issue a public

19 statement at this time. I think we should wait. I think that

20 Diane told me that she woul'd call me back tonight at 5 o' clock
.

21 to let me know if she had revised her story, and she would

22 read again to me what she was going to do, and she is a very
B

(~N 23 conscientious person, and she does not want to do what is
\_) -

f24 wrong, and she is reasonable, andIwill,ifIamsoinstructed,j
e .

-j he glad to repeat Harry's remarks to her.25

,
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9

1 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Is she planning to quote -the,,
! \
\ /

''
2 abstentions just on yesterday's vote?

3 MS. JORGENSON: According to what she told me this

4 morning, yes. ~

5 CEAIRMAN KEMENY: May I ask the Commission whether

.
.

6 you would give Barbara permission under those circumstances

7 to point out that two of the people who abstained on that

8 vote did vote in favor of a moratorium on construction permits

9 which was differently worded?
.

10 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That is a problem because

11 then you are pulling the thing -- I think Harry's comment

12 about there being a lot of votes on subjects related to this,

fhs_) 13 and it is misleading to pick any one of them as presenting --

14 . COMMISSIONER MARKS: I think that is the key word.

15 I mean she has got to call it the way she wants to call it.

16 But I think we have to tell her that the way she is calling

17 it may be interpreted as misleading, and then she has to do it

18 the way she wants. I don't think I would go much further than

19 that because then it requires a long discussion and you have

20 got to sit her down with everything.

21 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay, I am just saying if the

22 story goes out on CSS national news that said that I, by

5

'] ", 2 3 abstaining blocked the moratorium en construction permits

(G '

f24 which -- )
E 1

$ 25 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: You did, John. Why don't we
i

|
,

_
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I,- y lay it on the table? You did. That was the crucial votei
Q)s

2 yesterday. I don't know. I don't believe this.

3 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Why was any one of the votes

4 core crucial than the others?

5 Why hang it on him?

0 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I am not hanging it on John.

7 That was the crucial vote on the moratorium, and the

8 Chairman --

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Why was that the crucial vote

10 and not the one on the original version?

11 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Why wasn ' t you r vote crucial

12 on the same thing?
3(O 13 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: Maybe I am too political.

14 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I mean I was part of the si.x

15 people who voted, and I pushed us, and the only thing I

16 argued for as hard a= I did was the original vote on the

17 moratorium on construction permits.

18 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: What is done is done. My
1

1

| 19 view is we argued that all out. We have ended up with

20 something. I think the general tone that Harry suggested

21 in having Barbara do that -- I don' t know what else you can
+
# 22 do. This is the typical kind of thing you run into in one

.

>
8u

("N g of these fields, and about all you can do is live with it.23
\_) {

a 24 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: What I am worried about now
::
2 25 is an impression which I think most people will get. I mean

.. _
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1

I() Carolyn has expressed this impression, and that is that there

2 is a special power in the Chairman in voting on these issues,

3 and I don't understand any such special power, one fact only,

#
and that is that he does not have to sit and wait to have

5 other people's hands gt up before he decides to vote, but any

6 one of us has that option, and I have observed a number of

7 tiscs that_ hands have not gone up until other people's hands

8 have gone up, and then somebody either keeps it down or puts

9 it up, and we have all -- well, I don't believe I have done

10 that, but it does not mhke .any difference.

II COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: I can say for the record

12
g3 that I wish you had announced your position on the motion in
V

13 which you abstained beforehand so I could have talked you out

14 of it, and you said you were shocked by my position on the

15 moratorium. I was astounded by your position on that, but

16 nevertheless I will chew on that cud in my private quarters,

. 17 and I am not going to take it to the papers.

18 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, Tom?

19 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I have been greatly concerned

20 about all of this, too, and one of tne concerns I have all the

21 way from the first news items on this moratorium issie us

I 22 that it would appear to me to make it difficult for some
r
5N u 1'{~j 23g people to react objectively within this Co= mission, and maybex

1 |
3 24 change their votes, and I am certainly glad that my
5

3 25 observationisthatIthinktheCc=missionstillboreuppretty|;

|
|
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l '_/)
well and acted pretty objectively, in spite of what I thoughtf7%

x
2 was an unfair pressure from the outside.

'

3 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: There is a certain pressure

4 to make the reports wrong. If you are teetering, and you

5 have the capacity to make some reporter look foolish for

6 having published something in advance --

7 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: That would be unworthy of us.

8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Unworthy for all people. I

9 am just talking about tensions that this Commission should

10 not --

11 COMMISSIONZR RAGGERTY: You say that it is unworthy,
1

| 12 what about all' the leaks?
| rn

J 13 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I am sorry. I think in a
'

14 democratic society a leak is often a good thing.
15 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Even when you agreed not

16 to?

17 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I agreed nor to, and I know

18 everybody looks at me, but I am not the source of the leak.

19 I have been careful about that.

20 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: I did not say you we're,

21 Carol. ,

: -

k22 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: But I just think I have seen
r
5
v

("] y this cuestion of leaks in the press become a red herring.23
U g

a 24 The fact is we ought to be talking about the issues of what
E

$ 25 we have done here and what we failed to do as a Commission and



_ - _

~

13

I
r'S to discuras that the press has done its job in a damn fine way
: ;

\._/ '

2 to me just seems to be unworthy. I just find this irrelevant

3 to what was done yesterday.

4 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: It seems to me that the

5 important thing is the report.

6 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: Exactly.

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: After all, what appears

8 in the papers, it is true, may pull some teeth or push in

9 other ways or what have you, but the facts are it is what

10 the President and the Congress decide to do that counts. We

11 will have discharged our responsibility, and I think it has

12 been done conscientiously and certainly labori^usly, when the
O
kJ 13 report is turned in on the 30th, and I think whatever

14 unpleasant interludes of this kind exist we have to live with

15 them, and that is all there is to it.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Shall we turn to our agenda of

17 today?

18 This morning we have the overview, the findings

19 and the narrative chapter. Shall we start with the overview?

20 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: I thought Haggerry might
,

21 call for t'' cuestion.

k22 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I have on the overview a nunber
iu

(~'s 23 of suggested revisions. How do you want to handle them?p

s_) *
~ ,

! 24 CHAIRMAN KEIENY: Could we divide them into two
i

$ 25 parts? If they are editorial improvements, then just hand

_ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _
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Igm them to me. If they are substantive matters, then let us
( /
''

2 discuss them.

3
.

COMMISSIONER MARKS: Okay, what I would say in the
4 substantive area, under severity of accident, the first
5 paragraph --

6 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: What page?

7 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Page 18.

8 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: The one handed out yesterday.
9 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Are we all together?

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes.

I1 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I would suggest that the last

12 sentence there, and the actual release will have negligible
O
\> 13 effect on the physical health of inlividuals; the major

14 health effect of the accident was found to be psychological
15 stress. In other words, biological includes -- even physical

is not such a really precise word because some people will16

17 argue that mental health really has a physical basis, but
18 I could not late in the morning come up with a better word,
19 but certainly biological is not, I think --

20 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Is physiological better?

21 COMMISIONER MARKS: It is a very tough thing. I

22 don't want to be --

'] 23 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Fishing for a word.
x_/ }

| a 24 COMMISSIONER MARKS: The issue is that on the
! 3

| 3 25 physical you could say somatic, but nobody will understand that.
!

_ _ -
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I(~3 So, I would go with physical as a compromise, recognizing
'wi

2 that purists will say, "But mental health has a physical
3 basis." But if you say in the next sentence the major health
# effect of the accident was found to be psychological stress,
5

you are laying it on the table, I think, and nobody is

6 going to misunderstand.

7 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: You mean if you add that

8 sentence?

9 CO!CiISSIONER MARKS: Sentence right up front. I

10 mean John goes on and discusses it later. I am just saying

Il summarize it all here and then we will pick it up in d etail

12 later.

'- 13 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: I would have thought

I4 biological was a better word for the purpose than physical.
IS COMMISSIONER MARES: There is no question that --

I6 WR,$ABRIGNT: You would talk about physical health.

17 You do a physical examination looking for organic disease.
18 COICiISSIONER MARKS: And you do a mental examination,

19 and it is jargon, not precision there.

20 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Physical?

21 CHAIRMAN RE?ENY: Yes, incidentally I am glad

f22 particulcrly for your addition of the sentence. Let me tell
eu

(~/ p you what happened in the original version; the very next ;

^ 23
)

\_ j

i 24 sentence was, however, psychological stress, but now it
c

$ 25 would be --

, _ .
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I

[') COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: What is your sentence,V
2 Paul?

3
COBS!!SSIONER MARKS: The last sentence then on the

4 first paragraph under severity of accident would just be,
5 "The I:tajor health effect of the accident was found to be
6 psychological stress."

7
COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: May I suggest if you want

8 to contrast the physical mental, was mental?
9 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Mental stress instead of

10 psychological?

II
COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Yes.

12 COMMISSIONER MARKS: That is okay with me.p
O 13 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Then you have contrasted the

14 jargon.

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Very good.

16 C01EiISSIONER TAYLOR: Was what?

17 COMMISIONER HAGGERTY: Mental stress instead of

18 psychologica' -

.

| 19 COICIISSIONER MARKS : Now,.in the last sentence
,

.

20 beginning, well, not the last, beginnine fortunatelv --

21 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes.

f22 cob 2iISSIONER MARKS: In this case the radiation
5'
v

(,m)
-

I would add the word " radiation" were so low, and23 doses,y
_,

24 then I would just say that it is most likely that the overall
!
w

i 25 health effects, rather than we cannet be certain that.

1



)
17

I
"'} COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: We can be certain.

v
2 COMMISSIONER MARKS: We can be certain. I think

3 certain means 100 percent, and I just think that --
|

4 "

CO!O1ISSIONER MC PHERSON: What about we can conclude?

5 COMMISSIONER MARKS: That is good, too. We can

0 conclude.

7 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: The other one sounded too weak

8 compared to --

9 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Right. Again, it was very

10 late, 'and I was tired.

II COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Ne conclude.

I2 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: That is fine, we conclude,

13 yes.

14 COMMISSIONER MARKS: But then you have got the we

15 have concluded in the next sentence.

16 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: We have, also, concluded.

17 COMMISSIONER MARKS: We have,also,concludcd, okay.

18 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay, look, let me just figure out

19 how to fix the wording of that? That is a wording issue.
1

20 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Then the last line there, the

21 same conclusion applies to, and I think you ought to spelli

f22 out genetic and developmental.
a

" 23 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I do have that earlier in thefsQ3
24 paragraph. That is why it is in this. I just spelled out-

i

3 25 how even low levels of radiation may result in later

.

a
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1
deve.lopment of cancer, genetic defects or birth defects

2 -'

among children who are exposed in the womb.
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31 1 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Well, I just think that here
II

)-22-79 2 precision is really a virtue because the other possible health'

spe 2
3 effects --

4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Mentioned above.

5 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Mentioned above or some,ching

6 like that.

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: The last sentence, you could

8 just eliminate.before these conclusions, the reasons are as

9 follows. That at least eliminat?s one of the conclusions.
-

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: The reasons are as follows, yes.

11 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Yeah, that is what I had too.

12 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: How does that read?

O 13 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Just eliminate the reasons

14 are as follows, instead of, again, saying for these conclusions <

15 That is just getting redundant. The top of page 19, eliminate

16 the reasons are as follows. That is all.

17 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Okay.

IB COMMISSIONER MARKS: On page 20, I think the however

19 is --

20 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Where?

2I COMMISSIONER MARKS: The first word of the second

f22 paragraph.
0 *

fm1 ? CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yeah, I am afraid that is a left-23
O i

f2d over from when the other stuff wasn't in there.
c

$ 25 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Take out "however".

. . - . . . .



_

20
02 1 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Excuse me, Jack. Did you want to

2 say something?

'

3 MR. FABRIKANT: Can I go back to the top of page 19?

4 The 0.7 is probably derived frem the old Easter Sunday report.

5 In our staff report we don't use that number at all. And I

6 suggest rather than saying, a typical projection would be an

7 example would be rather than a typical.

8 CHAIRMAN KEMEFl: Okay. Fine. Actually, in an ear-

9 lier version that number did appear, so it is no longer in

10 there. Okay. So, an example would be -- I tell you O.7 hap-

11 pens to be one where the probabilities come out very nice, so

12 I use it.

13 Okay. So, an examr.le --
,

i

14 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Instead of what?

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Instead of a typical projection.

16- COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: An example.

17 MR. FABRIKANT: And hcw would you want to run into

I8 this? An examole --

19 COMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Of an early projection. Thae

20 is really what it was..

2I MR. FABRIKANT: Of a value.

22 COMMISSIONER MARKS: No. It was a projection.
5
v

!23
[ ]h 2 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay. Look, the wording -- it has.
\~ }

g 24 the ide a . An example, rather than typical and then I will put. |
c
$ 25 the appropriate words after it.

___ _ _ _______ . _ . . -. . . ..
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33 1 COMMISSIONER MARKS: This may sound like a word, but

it really -- we didn't examine many factors --2

3 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Twenty?

( 4 COMMISSIONER MARKS: This is 20, the third line, therc

5 are many factors. W'e , that is the task forces, only actually
6 examined four factors. It sounds like we examined many more.
7 So, I would just say that there were several factors, rather
8 than many.

9 Now, I think there is one substantive sentence that
-

10 is missing in this juncture of the narrative.
I1 CHAIRMAN KEME.TI: Okay.

12 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Something to this effect --

13
on Friday, Governor Thornburgh advised pregnant women and pre-

14 school-aged children to leave the area within five-mile radius
15 of Three Mile Island until further notice. And I will tell you
16 why I think that has to be in.

17
COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Where would you put that?

18
COMMISSIONER MARKS: I would put it -- you see the

19 sentence that begins, on Saturday and Sunday --
20

COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Then you would say also on
21 Friday --

k 22
i

COMMISSIONER MARKS: Also on Friday, Goverucr -- right
U

23
after the "on Friday" sentence and before the -- also on Friday,g

i'
1

| {24 Governor Thornburgh advised pregnant women and pre-school agedi a -

l 25
children to leave the area within five miles.

i

-

< - - - - __ - ~
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04 1 MR. FABRIKANT: Living within tho area, Paul.

Dj 2 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Living within the area.

3 MR. EABRIKANT: Living within the area is the lead. <

4 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Okay. Then I would strike the

5 sentence which begins, during this period and go on to the

6 top of the next page which should read, in my opinion, some-

7 thing as follows: We found that the major health effect of

1
8 the accident was severe mental stress, to be consistent, which

9 was short-lived. Now, that is the finding -- that mental

10 stress was short-lived. It disappeared within a month. The

11 highest levels of distress were found among those living with-

12 in five miles of Three Mile Island and in families with pre-

O. 13 school children. It appeared that the stress was related to

14 the reality of the situation as perceived by the authorities.

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Paul, would you be willing to give
16 me your copy when you are done, because I just want a general

17 idea.

18 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I just want to read it. That

19 is what we found and the last sentence is the interpretation
20 of the findings, which I think are appropriate in the narrative

|21 That is my suggestion.

(22 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: It really says that they
5
v

23? really weren't all that unsensible.
}'

{ 24 UOMMISSIONER MARKS: That is right. In other words,

.! 25 the people were fine. I mean, this is a fact. They acted

_ . _. . _ . . -

__ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . - .
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35 1 wall. Thay respondsd wall. Thay responded the way wa would

2 hope they would have if ,we co uld have --

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Paul, could I just ask you a cuest -

4 ion. I have no strong feelings about this, but just tell me

5 why you are striking the sentence starting with during. You

6 probably had a good reason --

7 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Well, because they were given

8 -- if you want to leave the sentence in, you are going to have

9 to work it over and, I guess, again, I will tell you, frankly,

10 I was too tired to work it over. Because the one clear thing

11 they were given was the Thornburgh advisory. And that sentence

12
| leaves the impression that they were given no definite or con-

() 13 sistent and understandable sense of its gravity. They were,

14 in fact.

15 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Whether it was right or

16 wrong is something else.

17 COMMISSIONER MARKS: That is right. I mean, Thorn- '

18 burgh's statement on the best available data we have was inter-

19 preted by the people as it should have been as a definite and

20 understandable statement. It meant there was trouble and you

| 21 had better get out of here.

22 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Jack.
5

| u
23'

s y MR. FABRIKANT: There was one other -- to add to that
i,x-

,',
sentence, there was Governor Thornburgh's insert, previous to"

i

5 2 *4"
that. There was one other definite thing that Governor

-
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Thornburgh did say prior to his advisory about)s 1

O pregnant women

2 and pre-school aged children and that is people living within

10 miles of the area and working within 10 miles of the area3
,

4 remain indoors. That was another indication of information
5 being provided to the people.

6 COMMISSIONER MARKS: But that was a lesser thing --

7 you know, that is subtle. I just thought that that might be
,

8 too much.

9 MS. JORGENSON: He also withdraws that statement.
10 COMMISSIONER MARKS: In other words -- okay. This

11 is a -- this, I think, summarires our major finding and our
12 major interpretation of our finding. I think there is an in-

13 teresting message there, frankly.
14' CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes. Paul, could I have your copy
15 of those changes?

I6 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Sure.

17 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I have made markings en what we
18 have to change, but it would help if -- I liked your wording
19 and it would help me.

20
COMMISSIONER MARKS: I have no other comments on

21 those pages.
i

f72 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I have one on page 23 that
~5o

23p is clarification -- the middle paragraph.
i

{24 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Okay.
!
i 25

COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Instead of saying, these !

:-,
_ _ _ _ _ .
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37 1 matters were really not considered completely, it doesn't fit.1

2 I have changed it to among the limitations to our results col-

3 on. But you can say a number of things --

'4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: It should at least have said the

-5 following matters were not considered completely or among the
6 limitations of.

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: You see, the reason for that

8 is the analysis specific to TMI-2 design. That doesn't fit

9 that lead-in sentence, where you say among the limitations to
10 our results.

II CHAIRMAN KEENY: Quite right, yes.

12 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That is all I am getting at.

'b 13 CHAIRMAN '2.MENY: Tom.r

14 COMMISSIONFR PIGFORD: Mr. Chairman, on the new

15 pages, page 21, I have a proposed change.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay.

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Counting up from the bottcm,

18 the seventh line from the bottom, there is a sentence that

I9 reads, this might have occurred if a chemical, e.g. , hydrogen,

20 or steam explosion had ruptured the reactor vessel and con--
.

21 tainment building or the extremely hot molten metal had caused
22 severe damage to the containment. I think that this kind of

6 i

| 23 speculation is unwarranted. It certainly is not in any of the
,

1
g 24 what if statements, scenarios that have been considered in our
a

3 25 inve stigat ion . And I think the sentence should be deleted. I
'I

-- ,
__ -
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38 1 . don't think it is necessary. I think you can come frem the

~

2 fir st sentence, which tells it was important to determine how

3 close we came and then go to the last line -- the last sentence

4 in that paragraph, point out the danger was not that of a nu-

5 clear explosion and then go into what we did. The second sen-

6 tence, I think, is unfortunate and should be deleted.

7 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Tom, could I just make one remark,

8 since I was so nervous about this session. You should know

9 that this language is Bill Stratton's. Would that influence

10 you?

11 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Is Bill here.

12 SPEAKER: He is epstairs.

13 CCMMISSIONER PIGFORD: The second sentence is his?
'

14 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: He went over every word in it.

15 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: First of all, isn't the sen-

16 tence correct?

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: No.

18 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: This might have occurred if

19 chemical -- if explosiens had ruptured containment. It might

20 .have occurred if -- isn't that true?
,

|21 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Well, it implies that chemical

f22 -- steam -- hydrogen explosion might have ruptured the centain-
3

(' 23? ment v e ssel . Frankly, we looked into that and found it wouldn't
i

f2# have.
F

3 25 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: But that is not what is says.

| _ _ _ _
. _ _ _--_ - - _ _ .
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39 1 It says --
|

% 2 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I realire that you read it
'

3 literally, it says might have if those other things might have
4 also. That is what you mean --

5 COMMISSIONF.R TAYLOR: But we go on to say --

6 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD:. But it is not what I mean.

7 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: We go on to say -- no, this
-

8 is what it says here. We go on to say that having examined,

1

!9 this we found that the explosions or core melting in the scen- '

10 arios we examined did not produce that result. I think we wan .

I1 to make clear what it was --

12 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: We have not looked at hot
13 molten metal causing damage to the containment --

14 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Excuse me, Tom. We most certainly

15 look at it and the result is that in the best analysis they

16 have it probably would have been contained.
.

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Well, perhaps, later, someone
.

IB can show me where we ever considered hot molten metal. That

19 is news to me. Nor --

20
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: The whole section on the pene-

21
tration of the concrete in the base mat -- in the base mat and

22 then the sandstone.
01

23'

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Thi s is the molten UO-2.
L .l

2#i COMMISSIONER PIGFCRD: That is not molten metal. Isa

3 25 f_ hat what you mean?

- - _ - . - . . _. ., _ _ _ _ _ .

_ _ _ _ _



___ - - _ _ --_

28

010- 1 COMMISSIONER TAYLCRs I am corry --

' 2 COMMISSIONER MC PEERSCN: The hot molten uranium {
i

'

3 oxide --

4 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Not molten fuel. That is

S well taken.

6 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I think still there is a

7 problem here. It says this might have occurred if t'h'ese

8 things had happen-d; if you had had a steam explosion and so

9 forth. That is not what it says to you. To me, that is what '

10 it does say. And then I think it is wrong.

Il CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Please read the sentence very

12 carefully. Incidently, let me say, literally what happened en
() 13 this section, just so you know it. Bill Stratton took my

14 original version, which you all have, and rewrote it, keeping-
15 portions and changing things. In this particular sentence the

16 only change I made was, he had e.g., H2 and I changed that to

17 hydr ogen. I even showed Bill every change I made to be sure

18 I don't make a technical mistake. '

:

l9 Let me now read the sentence. I think the question '

20 is what is it you are worried about? If you ,are worried about
21 this might have occurred if a chemical or steam explosion had
22

ruptured the reactor vessel or if extremely hot molten fuel
U

23
? had caused severe damage to the containment. I think it is7 ,
X

{24 important to point out that the danger was not that of a nu-
s

$ 25 clear explosion because the popular press keeps referring to !

.

- r ,--m-. . - _ . _ . . _ _ _ . . _ . - _ , .- - , , , - . __w. -- . . - . - -
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311 1 this as if it were a nuclear explosion -- como of it doas.

2 Let me go on to say that the analysis shows that in

3 this case apparen'tly this did not happen.

4 COMMISSIONER FIGFORD: All right. Then let me sug-

5 gest how I think it should read if you want to keep it here.

6 This might have occurred if the containment had been ruptured.

7 I think that is what you are getting at. The suggestion which

8 is clearly there that if we had had a chemical explosion or

9 steam explosion that would have ruptured the containment is

10 simply wrong.

11 CL%IRMAN KEMENY: I don't think it says that.

12 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: It says that to me and it

() 13 says that to a lot of people.

14 COMMISSIONER PETERSOT - Under the assumptiens we

15 made, we didn't find an example, is what you are saying, isn't
16 it? This says might have occurred if.

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I have objected to this state-

18 ment many times, which appears here and also appears in the

19 narrative --
t

20 MS. JORGENSON: It does not appear in the narrative .
|

21 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I see. Then it has been taken
'

.I

>
[ 22 out of the narrative, has it?

b
23

O _l

g MS. JORGENSON: It does not appear in the narrative

a 24 in its current form.
5

$ 25 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I am delighted.
|

|
- |

- _ - _ _ - . _ . - - - , - - - - ' ''
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012 1 Tha point here ic -- ~

l! 2 CHAIRMN KEMENY: Would you feel more comfortable '

3 if it said something like, which woul'd say the same thing to
4 me, issues to be examined were whether chemical, e.g., hydro-

5 gen, or steam explosion --

6 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: That is fine.

7 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could have ruptured the reactor

8 vessel in containment building?

9 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: All right. We did not exa-

10 mine whether steam explosion could have ruptured the reactor

11 vessel, to my knowledge. !
!

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Yes, we did.

13 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That was in there, Tom.
I

14 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: All right. If you promise

15 that is in there, I will -- what you have suggested so far

16 sounds okay. You are saying what we did examine -- you are

17 not suggesting that these things would rupture the containment.

18 That is good.

I9 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: What was the wording you used?

20 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Issues that have to be examined.
,

21 -- I will fix it up later -- issues that have to be examined

22 include the --
O

23
? COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Whether or not or something

5 24 like that.
I

20 COMMISSICNER PIGFORD: Whether or not -- that is the

, ' I |
| |
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213 1 right approach.

hd 2 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: That was the intent of the sen-

3 tence, I would be happy to change it that way.
r-

4 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Please, would you read it

5 back to me.
!

6 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I will try to complete the exact i

7 sentence which was something like, issues that have to be

8 examined included whether a chemical, e .g. , hydrogen or steam

9 explosion could have ruptured the reactor vessel in the con-

10 tainment building and whether extremely hot molten fuel could

1I have caused severe damage to the containment.

12 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I would prefer whether or not ,

13 but I will go along. That is okay with me.

_ 14 MS JORGENSON: Whether or not means the same thing.
15 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I know.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Is that approach all right, Tom? '

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Yes, sir.

I8 COMMISSIONER PETERSON: Since we don't knew -- at
l9 least I don't know of any chemical explosion, why don't we
20 just say " hydrogen" without the chemical?

2I COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Right. It is the only one

> 22$ we examined.
5
u

23
-? CHAIRMAN KEMENY: So, just toss the e.g. out?
i

$ 2# COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I agree with Russ because

25
that is what it was all about.

-
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014 1 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Well, there are some otherO
.

2 conceivable potential chemical explosions we didn't look at
3 and I am not concerned --

4 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: But it was hydrogen --
5 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: My own understanding is that

we did not examine that a hydrogen explosion could rupture the6

7 reactor vessel. And so, the statement, in my opinion, is still
8 incorrect. But if Vince says it is there, I am not going to
9 argue.

10 MR. JOHNSON: Steam explosion.

11 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I am talking about now the

12
' hydrogen explosion because the words say -- I think we ought

O- I13 to take out rea: tor vessel. I think it is not the main issue. {
14 - We- did not~. really examine that on hydrogen.,

15 MR. JOHNSON: The only real reason for examining
16 rupture of the reactor vessel was to determine whether that in
17 turn could have ruptured containment.
18

COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: It would have been a reason |

l9 if we had done it, but we didn't do it.
20

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR- The real question is whether

21 containment is ruptured.

f22 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: We did on steam. I remember
3

23
} it in there on steam. You betcha, Tom. C an ' t say on hydrogen

24; but we did on steam,
i
1 25

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Yeah, but so far as the final
c

e
.~e. m msno N --

U
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315 1 conclusion is concerned, what is wrong with saying, whethcr a
' m

. 2 hydrogen or steam explosion might rupture the containment

3 building?

4 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I have no quarrel with that

5 . at all.

6 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could have ruptured the containment-

7 building?

8 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Yes.

9 CHAIRMAN KEMETI: Could I go back to one thing we

10 passed over too quickly. I would favor leaving in the word

II " chemical parentheses hydrogen". Let me tell you why. A hy-

12 drogen explosion -- I don't know if most people would knew
13 that most people would know that a hydrogen explosion, we are
I# talking about a chemical explosion.

15 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Like a hydrogen bomb.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: You see, that is what I am worried,

I7 about.

I8
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: How about hydrogen parentheses

I9 chemical.

20
CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes. I was going to say chemical

'*l parentheses hydregen, but I am willing to do it either way.
>
b 22 COMMISSICNER PETERSCN: Call it a hydrogen oxygen
8
''

J ^3 explosion. That would take care of it.
m

f
./ : 9* *

CHAIRMAN KEMENY: We would just like to e:nphasize
t

3 2 ~<"
that it is a chemical explosion, not a nuclear explosion.

-- . . . - - - - . . ... .

_ _ _ _ _ _ _. _ _
_ ._; ___ _ _ _ _ _ __

_
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*!-79 I CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I think, Frank, we have to remen-if^0\,
.

2 ber the popular mind. -

3 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Okay. You're right.

4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay. Hydrogen, I'll put paren-

5 thesis chemical.,

6 ' COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: All right. Can we go to anothed

7 point on this same page?
~

8 CHAIR'4AN KEMENY: Yes, please.

9 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: In the first full paragraph

10 that begins, "There was very extensive damage to the plant. " !

11 The next to the last sentence is dealing with our estimate of

12 the cost. Now, indeed the staff report shows that it is in

[)ws 13 the range of 1 to 2 billion dollars. I want to be sure that

14 people understand this because this cost can be a lot more. And

15 I will tell you what I'm getting at.

16 Out of the 1 billion dollars about 700,000 of it is

17 the cost of replacement power and that is calculated, I think ,
18 arbitrarily up to a period of about 1983 or '84. You know, why

19 not take ten years, then the cost is greater. And the save is
120 true of the 2: billion dollars. The number to me, once I know

21 how dependent it is upon really an arbitrary assumption sugges s

I22 that instead we'might either put in another sentence statingi
U

23 how much of it is replacement power or, if you want to keep itp
'N a

'.) E
a 24 brief, state instead a cost without replacenent power, either
E

3 25 uay. It's just~that the number is --

t .
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I CHAIRI1AN RE!!ENY: Well, how about putting after it

G
2 that the major portion of this is the cost o# replacement.

3 COICIISSIO:ER HAGGERTY: Why not just say that?

4 COICIISSIONER TAYLOR: For a few years.

5 COf@iISSIONER PIGFORD: That's right, because that

6 assumption is arbitrary. If you take ten years it's a lot nor a.

7 CO:CIISSIONER HAGGERTY: For whatever it was.

8 CHAIR!IAN KE'1DIY: The problem is that as Tom was

9 showing that we'll have a problem in the findings. They used,

10 in the low, medium and high estimate they used different numbe rs

11 of years.

12 COI1'!ISSIONER PIGFORD: Well, I think Ted's statement

13 of a few years is, you know, that suggestion, better look it

14 up. That's okay with me.

15 CO:OIISSIONER TAYLOR: Yeah, we can't get too carried

16 away with suggesting much more than 2 billion dollars because

17 at some point you really have paid for the wLole plant. I mea a,

18 the main cost is the write-of f on the capital costs. The capi-

19 tal costs we know are about a billion dollars, but that doesn' t

20 include interest.
.

21 CO:CIISSICIER HAGGERTY: Replacement power is the prihe

x
5 22 cost.
5
v

23 COIGIISSIOIER TAYLOR: !Tell, I mean, if the replacement

(") ?
s I
'd i 24 power costs more than, I mean, dramatically more than the reac-

E

$ 25 tor itself cost when you put in interest charges, there's same-

_ _ _ _ _ . . _ __ ,
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I() thing . wrong, because it is roughly competitive with replacement.

2 CO!CIISSIONER HAGGERTY: Well, that's correct, except

3 that you own that plant. What this does, if you don't replace

4 it you don't get what's there. I mean, the trouble is that's3

5 why it gets so complicated. The 1 to 2 billion is not a bad

4 statement with a major portion of it being replacement' power

7 over a few years.-
,

8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Well, there is a substantive
I

9 point and that is, one thing one could do is to say, that plan:

10 is permanently out of commission and you take the loss that is

11 associated with that. Now, I think it's not fair to then add

12 the cost of replacement power once you've taken the loss for

13 that whole plant. I mean, after all --

14 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Well, we're not going to
|

15 say that, so --

16 CO!O!ISSIONER TAYLOR: Pardon me?

17 COMMISSIONER FIGFORD: We're not going to say it's

18 permanently out of commission.

19 COMMISSIONER ,yAYLOR: No, but that's a quite reason -

20 able possibility, yeah.
,

21 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Are you proposing we say

>
Q 22 that here, or what?
E-
U

23 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: No, I'm just pointing out thaty
l_

a 24 I think we don't want to let the reader take something like
i

3 25 30 years and multiply it by replacement costs and wind up with

_

i - - w-_* - -v <= - -- , - --



.

37
VG4

I
~ (~}

something that's going to run into something like 10 billion
C

2 dollars, because that's nonsense.

3 CO!CIISSIONER HAGGERTY: Well, actually, it's not

4 nonsense, Ted. If you own a factory -- forget this one -- and

5 you have a fire that burns it to the ground and as a consequenc@

6 you have to replace with something that costs three times as

7 much as that factory, its cost is related to the new cost,

8 not what it cost you in the first place.

9 COIGIISSIONER TAYLOR: No, but it's not three times,

10 that's my point.

1I CO?e1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Well, I'm not arguing that.

12 CO:GIISSIONER TAYLOR: Okay.
O
V 13 CHAIPJ1AN KEIENY: Other points, Tom?

14 COIO1ISSIONER PIGFORD: I would first like to know

15 how this top of page 18 ties into the original text because --

16 CHAIRMAN EDIENY: No, I mean, the original text was

17 not changed in any substantive --
|

I

18 CO0!ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Page 11.

!

19 COMIIISSIONER PIGFORD: Page ll?

20 COOIISSIONER HAGGERTY: Yes.

21 COICIISSIONER FIGFORD: All right.

22 CHAIRMAN KDIENY: The same problem. Ilecause, the
.

U
23 problen was --

24 CO:GIISSIONER FIGFORD: Pages 11 through 15 in your
s
$ 25 version.

. . _ _ __ _ _ . . _ _ __ ,. _ __ , _ _
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1 CHAIR!!A'I KE'1EITY: Let me tell you what happened to
v

2 page numbering, of course, when it goes out on mag cards. Tao
.

3 things happened. You will remerber you voted -- we had two

4 versions of the accident in the preface and on the one hand we

5 took out the longer version. And secondly, when they retyped

6 it, instead of nurbering the preface and the overview separate L2

7 they numbered it in consecutive numbers and that shifted all

8 the page numbers.

9 CO:GIISSIONER PIGFORD: So, when we voted on the pre-

10 face I believe I indicated that there was a problem on the

jj last sentence. The last two sentences. Iiow , this gets at a

12 problem which I think is none trivial. It's not editorial.

13 But, we very carefully, I guess, at our last meeting, cualifie d

ja out overall conclusion stating that it applied to all the nucl a

15 industry only to the extent -- namely our conclusion concernin g

16 fundamental changes in organization and so forth, only to the

j7 extent that there were elements in the industry like those

18 that we have investigated. 1;ow , changing that conclusion is

not the only place that needs to be dealt with. Take, forj9

example, the next to last sentence of the short preface. That '
20

21 on preface, page '_;. It says, "Therefore the necessary in-

22 provecent," I'm sorry, "Therefore, the improvement of the

safety of existing and planned nuclear plants is a crucial is-uo 23() ?

f24
'

sue. It is this issue that our report addresses."
e

CO 01ISSIO::ER :GRKS: I'm sorry, where are you reading,25

_
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1

CHAIR'IAN KEICY: At the end of the preface.
2

COM:IISSIONER PIGFORD: Am I reading from the nreface
3 '

we adopted, is that right?
,

"It is this issue that our report addresses, namely,

improvements of safety of existing and planned nuclear plants. ''

Add sure, it says, "f rom the point of view of lessons that can

and must be learned from the accidents at Three : tile Island. "
.

8

Frankly, I think it's going much further. It says our quote

report addresses the issues of those existing and planned plants

out there. Now, frankly, even frca the standpoint of Three

Mile Island, we didn' t really address those issues. We didn't

look to determine to what extent they have similarities of the

same kind of equipment at Three Mile Island. We did not addre38

it. I've already given you a couple of cases where some tech-
,

nical statements were made in the staff reports that tended to

cause us to extrapolate and they're wrong. I recomnend, inste ad
17

that the next to the last sentence and the last sentence be
18

coalesced with this statement which is going to change it.

However, necessary improvements. comma i.f ' any in the safety

of existing and planned nuclear plants is an issue addressed
21

to only a very limited extent in this report,x

g22
3 CHAIP21AU KE'IEID*: Paul,

23p
i COIGIISSIOUER MARKS: I think that's too restrictive. -

\ 2 24 |

| 25
The "if any" to me suggests that you really believe that there

.

1

I

_ _ _ _ . _ . _ . . . _ _ - ___ __
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l('Nj may bd no need for any changes.
'u/

2 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: No, it doesn't.
.

3 COMMISSIONER MARRS: Well, I'm saying that's the

4 way it comes across.

5 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Take the "if any" out, take

6 it off. Does it really change your sentence?

7 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Okay. I'll tell you why I

8 put it in, because when you start the investigation you don't

9 start with a presumption of one or the other and this is statingi

10 how we started. Necessary improvement says we started with

11 a presumption of necessary improvements. That's why I put in

12 "if any.'" I don't care if it goes out.

CN) 13 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: It's sort of like the whether

14 or whether or not.
~

15 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: But the fact is, necessary

|
16 improvements in the safety of existing and planned plants is |

|

17 an issue addressed to only a very limited extent on this re-

18 port which happens to be the statement of f act and what it is

19 correcting here is a statement which I think is not correct.

20 COMMISSIONER TAYLORt I disagree completely on the

21 grounds that the safety of existing and new plants is to some

t9 22 extent, a considerable extent, the function of the nature of
I
U
, 23 the regulatory process about which we have a great deal to say.[ \, *
g,

'~'
a 24 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Chen let's say, is addressed
e

25 to the extent that we have, that what we have learned from the
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I
| regulatory process is applicable to those plants. -

2 CO!GIISSIOliER PETERSOII: Tom, isn't this the same

3 argument we've had now about 25 tines?

# COIGIISSIO;iER PIGFORD: Yes, and we haven' t resolved

5 it. Ue have resolved it in only one place.

0 col'IISSIONER PETERSON: We've always resolved it,

7 but you haven't accepted the resolution.

8 CO:41ISSIONER PIGFORD: I accept what we -- the speci -

9 fics that we changed our main conclusion, but throughout this

10 text --

II CO:ILIISSIOUER PETERSON: I think it's about tine

12 that the Chairman rule you out of order when you bring them

13 up again, because you bring then up all the time. And we

14 come out the same place every time.

15 CO:CIISSIONER PIGFORD: Well Russ, look, I was very

16 impressed with the argument yesterday if there is an important

17 and substantive point to be considered you don't use parlia-

18 nentary tactics to avoid considering it.

l9 CO CIISSIONER PETERSON: I just think you're wasting

20 a lot of time by going back to that.

21 CHAIR'1AU KE:1EMY: The Chair would like to put this

>
g 22 to a vote. I've been proceeding and so far all the suggestions

b
g that I have made I have accepted and I heard no objections to23

Es.-
& 24 them. I think this is a 'fundanental issue here. Harry, that
i

$ 25 is the issue of 1the last two sentences in the preface.

_ _ _ _ __ - _.
_ _ .-
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I COIriISSIO1;ER MCPHERSON: Page what?

2 CHAIPJ17Ci KDIENY: Tom, can you give the page number?

3 COICiISSIO!!ER PIGFOR: Yes, preface page 10..

4 CHAIR'4Ali KEME TI: Page 10, the 2ast two sentences.

5 It says, "Therefore, the improvement of the safety of existing

6 and planned nuclear plants is a crucial issue. It is this

7 issue that our report addresses from the point of view of les-

8 sons that can and must be learned from the accident at Three

9 Mile Island."

10 Tom, would you read your proposed alternate suggestior.

II COIGIISSIONER FIGFORD: Then I would say, However,"

12 the improvements of safety of existing and planned nuclear

13 plants is an issue addressed to only a very limited extent in-

14 this report."

15 CO:GiISSIO:iER MARKS: Could you read that slowly

16 again? However the improvements --

17 COIGIISSIOliER PIGFORD: The improvements of the

18 safety of existing and planned nuclear plants is an issue

19 addressed to only a very limited extent in this report. I'll

20 be happy to add another sentence incorporating Ted's certainly

21 valid point that, to the effect that it is -- we have some
x

22 basis for such extrapolation through our i'nvestigation of the

0
23g y Huclear Regulato:j Ccenission.

O la 24 C H A I P3'J u i K E IE:TI : Could I ask how many coc.issioners
E

$ 25 favor making the change Tom Pigford suggests?

.

,-,y _ , - , - n- _ -_ , 7 -,_ -.
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/m l
Q)\ (Show of hands)

2 Those opposed.

3 (Show of hands)
#

The notion is lost.

5 CO!GIISSIONER PIGFORD: Okay. I'm afraid that this

6 same thing appears so frequently in the overview and we have

7 'really not corrected it. We have only corrected our conclusion.,

8- So, proceeding to the overview, page 1 and I want to remind

9 ny colleagues that when I first connented on this in our dis-

10 cussion I said that I would have to withhold judgment until I

II read the staff reports that are supposed to provide the basis

I2 for these statements. Well, I have now read some and I see

' I3 what needs to be done. I understand that the conclusion which
~^

is indenteck on page 1 has been nodified, showing that we extra-14

15 polate this to the nuclear industry to the entent that there

16 are elements of the industry similar to those we've investi-

17 gated.

18 CHAIPJGli KE:ETY: Yes, and ny retyped is there and

19 if you change the wording again it will obviously be the exact
20 wording that this Connission agrees with at the end.

21 CO CIISSIONER PIGFORD: Yes.

>

[22 CO:GIISSIONER TAYLOR: I' confused, what is that word-
O

23g ing now?

v' [ 24 CHAIPJiAN KE:1ENY: let's see, the last wording we had=

25 was, there's new, improved wording proposed in the findings

,
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I MR. GORINSt *: Shall I read it?

2 CO:CIISSIO!iER MARKS: Yeah, can you?
.

3 MR. GORINSON: To prevent nuclear accidents as serious

4 as Three Mile Island fundamental changes will be necessary in
5 the organi :ation, . procedures and practices -- and above all --
6 in the attitudes of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and to
7 the extent that the institutions we investigated are typical,
8 of the industry.

9 CHAIKIAN KEMENY: It's at the beginning of your

10 findings. It's what we voted last time, except I think they
II improved sentence structure in this since last time.
I2 CO:CIISSIONER PIGFORD: Then, if I may turn to the

13 last full sentence on this page it now says, "The Commission's
14 findings with respect to the nuclear industry and its regula-
15 tion, particularly the current and potential state of public
16 safety," and so forth. Okay. It says our findings are on the

17 nuclear industry. I don' t thin': we have much finding on the
18 nuclear industry. I would recommend the last sentence be .
19 changed to say, "The Commissions findings with respect to the
20 accident and to the regulation of the nuclear industry." That '@

21 what we have findings on.

.f22 CO:C:ISSIONER 3A33ITT: Question.
5
U

23(p p CHAIEIAN KE:-:INY: Cuestion on that proposal?
) Ra 24 CO:E!ISSIONE2 3A33ITT: Yes.

E

$ 25 CHAIR *IAN KE'iENY: Let's put it to a vote. Would

_ _
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f')T
those i. favor of making that change please raise your hand.

%.
2 (Show of hands)

3 Those opposed.

4 (Show of hands)

S COMMISSIONER MCPHERSON: Could you read it once again

6 I may vote for it.
|

7 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD; The Commission's findings --

8 lCOMMISSIO1;ER MCPHERSON: Read what presently it says .)
9 COMMISSIONER FIGFORD: Presently it says, "The Con- |

10 mission's findings with respect to the nuclear industry and
Il its regulation - "

12 COMMISSIONER MARRS: Where is this? !

T
|mj 13 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Ecttom of the overview, |

1

114 overall conclusion. i

!

15 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: And let me, all right. So far
1

16 I've only talked about that first phrase. The Comnission's !
-

17 finding with respect to the nuclear industry and its regula-
18 tion. I am proposing that we say the Commission's finding

.

19 with respect to the accident and to the regulation of the nuclee
20 industry.

.

.

21 COMLIISSIONER MCPHERSON: You're only correcting that

h22 part for the moment.
I
U
, 23 COMBIISSIONER FIGFORD: That's right. You see somes

i e

-'') l
a 24 other corrections that are coming.
I

$ 25 CHAIR ** Ci KE*IENY: Should we hear the full sentence if 'J

. . _ _ . . . _ . . _ _ - _

v P
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( j you're going to change the rest of that sentence?

2 COI24ISSIONER PIGFORD: All right. Certainly.

3 The rest of the sentence, again reading how it stands, findings

4 with respect to the nuclear industry and its regulation in par-

5 ticular the current and potential state of public safety and

6 the presence of nuclear power. That refers to the nuclear

7 industry. We've found something on the public safety of that

8 nuclear industry. And, I therefore reconnend that that paren-

p thetical phrase in the dash lines be deleted and we say instead,

10 the Commission's findings with respect to the accident and

11 to the regulation of the nuclear industry have, we believe,

12 implications that bear on that question.

13 COI-ITISSIO1;ER :4CPHERSOII: Well, this is getting serious,

ja Iir. Chairman since this is the two paragraphs that I wrote.

15 CHAIR'IAN KEITE:!Y: yes.

16 COI:I4ISSIONER I:CPHERSOU: Let me -- These I wrote in

17 response, I should say, to The New York Times editorial saying

18 what ue ought to do on the Commission, we ought to deal with

39 the whole range. And the peint of these tro paragraphs, I.

20 think, is obvious, that we didn't undertake to do what T.le

21 IIew York Times urged us to do to weigh nuclear against other

[ 22 forms of energy. I would, personally I would agree with the
>
8

$23 first suggestion that Tom nahes, to say that with respect to

O) f 24 the accident, to this accident and to the regulation of the(-
.
s

$ 25 nuclear industry, and I agree with that. I would not agree uith I

!
_. _ _. _. _ _ _

__ _ - - - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - . .
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N 1 !

m) takinc. out the n. arenthetical, the dash-line c. hrase,

2 '

CHAIR;IAI; ICCPl: Ted.
3

CO:GIISSIO!IER TAYLOR: I nust agree with Tc= that we
4

have not analyzed the current or potential state of public sa-
5

fety in the presence of nuclear power in general.
6

COM:1ISSIOliER HAGGERTY: Does it really hurt anything
7

to take it out?
'

8
CO!GIISSIONER TAYLOR: I nean, I think that we're in

> 9
danger of saying, yes we did, no we didn't, yes we did, no we <

10;

didn 't all through the report. And I think we'd better be
11,

consistent.

12
CO CIISSIOrER LETIS: Did we or didn't we?-

COICIISSIOITER MCPHERSO!i: Let ne nahe an argument for
14

it. Let ne make an argument for it. If you take your main
15

finding, if you take your main finding that parenthetical phras@
16

is absolutely I would submit tied to the finding. It has to
17

do -- The question of whether nuclear power ought to be advanced

18
or stopped depends on whether it's safe enough and we nade a

19
finding that as it is presently operated, as it is presently

20
regulated, accidents as serious or worse than Three Mile Island

21
nay happen. That's the importance, that's'the signficance of

$ 22
{ our finding. And therefore, the public safety question that
U
, 23

energes fron that ' regulation or that form of regulation, inade-e;
h24'

g quate regulation, is a clear question.

$ 25
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1 COM:1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: It doesn't bother ne to have-

2 it in there because what really counts is the f.pecifics cf
3 the finding, and it only says implications that bear on the
4 question, and it is difficult to say that that finding does
5 not, and the other findings don't have implications that bear

;

a 6 on the question. I don't care. Tom's is more precisely.

7 I don't hcnestly think it makes much difference, and if it

a avoids spending a lot of time arguing on it, I would just as

9 soon take it out. It does not bother ne to have it in.
10 COMMISSIONER ?!C PHERSON: I would like to divide

<

111 the question.and take the first one for the first correction

12 that says the accident and the regulation of the nuclear i
*

13 industry. I will vote for that.

1.t ~ CHAIR $!AN KEliEITY: All right. How about the proposed .

15 change in the first part of the sentence which would say !
!

16 the accident and the regulation of the nuclear industry?
1

17 Those in favor?
.

18 (There uas a show of hands.)
i

19 CHAIPlG.N KEMENY: Those opposed? '

20 (There was one opposed.)
,

. i

21 CHAIF2G:' KEMENY: That does carry. How about the

[ 22 second half taking out the parenthetical clause? |r
5

", 23 Those in favor of taking that out, please raise
a

g~3
^% .

~ heir hands?ty
e
.

$ - 25 (There was a show of hands.)

!
,

i

..

,% _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - -
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~A
9 Those o.ccosed?.

: 3 (There was a show of hands.)

Th't notion is lost.4 CHAIRMA:I F.EMENY: a

: 5 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Mr. Chairman, are you recording

6 these votes? Do you think it is necessary?
,

I
7 CHAIP21AN KEME::Y: I should not think on word:.ng '

8 changes in the overview we need a roll call vote. I hope not
.

9 or it will take all day.

10 COMMISSIO:ER PETE2 SON: In that connection, uculdn't,

jj it be helpful if Tom had his suggestions to the Chairman and
i

let them worry about these words instead of our going through12

this?13

)g COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Do you think this is just

15 w rd changes?

16 This is a crucial isst- 4.
1

17 CO!'MISSIO::ER MC PHERSO !: I agree with Tcm. I think

18 this is what is going to get erinted in the nacer.
- - -

|

)9 CO:"!!SSIO:!ER TAYLOR: I would like to get scme I

4

isense ef, I think, I believe that Tc= is goinc to have core20 '
I

-

!
-

'cctments on the overview, -

21

tb COMMISSIOiER PIGFORD: Yes, ! an.Q 22 >

r !
'

i.
=
O COMMISSIO:!ER TAYLOR: And I would like to cet sc=e Ig 23
a

~

!

sensc Cf hCw lcng it, scOG naasure of whGcher we are goinC to7

; he speneino che rest of the ecy on the overview. 20 ycu have,,
i

t
i

._,
-

_ ., - - " - " ' ~ *
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Ig ^x any way of giving us some feeling for how much?
\ ,)

.

2 CHAIR:!A'i KEMEUY: How many are there, Ton?

3 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: This kind of thing appears

4 in many, many places. In short, the tent itself, cbviousiy

5 has adopted the sense of the conclusion before we changed

6 it. You know, we changed it to say and to the e:: tent that

7 other industries are like that. That was our change in our

8 conclusion. The text has not been changed in that regard,
9 and there are many places where it has the same thing, where

10 it says we have investigated the industry.
11

'

CHAIPJ1AN KEME:IY: Let me suggest we could speed that

12 up when uc cene to those if you identify one that clearly
's 13 suffers from that problem, we will agree to make theu)

14 appropriate change. So, that would speed it.up.

15 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: That is great.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: How many others are there that

17 are not of that type?

IS COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: All right. I will give you

19 another type because I want to keep this as brief as possible
20 and I think frem av view there are a lot of substantive~

l
I21 problems. Here is one that is of another type. Look at the

.

'

> 1
'

22 second full .na:ac.ranh that says --, .

,

0 i
.

, 23 CC:CIISSIONER H.TGGERTY: Mhere?
2
x

I A 24 CO"::ISSIONER PIGFORD: Page 1. The conclusion :
. e

. 25 speaks of necessary fundamental changes. We de not claim tha I,
.I >

l |,
..

_c - .- . .. - -- - -- - - - . - - .
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/''i I our proposed recon =endations are sufficient to assure the I
tU)

2 safety. In fact, we don't claim they are net sufficient-

3 either.

4 CHAIR".AI KE"I"Y: That was specifically voted by

5 the Commission. I was instructed that I had te add that
.

I
_. 6 after the conclusion. |

|7. COMMISSIOMER PIGFORD: I am suggesting that whenever

8 there is something like this, it appears to ne that one.has

9 simply adopted the phrasing that raises the question on one
10 side. I suggest it say are or arc not sufficient because

11 that has an enormous effect upon the implications and tone
,

4

12 of this throughout. j
!

) 13 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Can I make a statement on this

14 one, because there is a core general there which I thinh

15 Harry in his paragraph tries to deal with, and I think he

16 does it well, but it seems to me that maybe one sentence

17 focusing on this may handle it and naybe you won't agree
P

18 because the sentance I was going to suggest that we open
,

19 the paragraph which begins given the nature of its,

20 Presidential mandate, is this Conmissien has net attempted >

I
21 to answer the question of, quote, how safe is efe enough,

[22 close quote, period, and then go on with Harry's statement, fa
0

23 because I think that is the conte::t in which nany of your !p
a

h I

J ! 24 reservations cc=e across.s e
t

i 25 COMMISSlO::ER PIGFORD: Could you put that cnce
,

t

.
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1 Core? :
;

. ,

2 CO!!!!!SSIONER I'.AR:'S : It would just go before given
||i

i

-

;

3 the nature of its Presidential mandate. I

4 CO!Ei!SSIO!!IR PIGFORD: And what would go there?

3 CO2U1ISSIONER !!ARNS: This Co c.ission has not
s

!6 attempted to answer the question of quote, how safe is safe
i
I

7 enough, close cuote.
|

8 CO D1ISSIONER PIGPORD: I have no objection to it.

9 I am not sure it solves a lot of problems, but --

10 COM1ISSIONER MC PHERSO::: It is fine with ne.

11 CO!SIISSIO::ER 21 ARKS: I mean in other words nobody i
,

!

12 should have the impression that we think ue are telline then !

,

p. I
'

13 that it is safe enough or it is not safe enough, and Harry
ja e:cplains, I think, in that paragraph many of the reasons why.

.

15 CHAIRMAN NE!ENY: Harry's paragraph actually

16 deals --

j7 COM21ISSIONER HAGGERTY: !!ay I suggest it would fit

jg better down in the third line, has not undertaken to e::anine

79 the question of how safe is safe enough or that of nuclear
,

t

20 versus other forms of enerev? |--

:

21 CO 21ISSIONER I'C PHERSON: Or the broader cuestion- .

* o*' --

t 22+
s

.

0 CO20!ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Stick it in there because --E, 23t

| h
I w) 5 CC:C:ISSIO::IR :!C PHERSCN: It is related t the --s g 24

:' ,

: ?
c o.nn. ~c .e. c . _.,. .. , g e _w .i . . _2 s __ g _, e. . ,;~.

i 3 , .- n . a a ... . .--...,
4
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!
^
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2 (There was a show of hands.)
'

3 CIIAIR::A'I I*,E:1ENY: Okay.

4 CO!!!!ISSIONER ".C PHERSON: I!ay I make a general

5 observation, Tc=? Rather than fussing ever every case where

6 you think we have overstated the matter, it seems to ne

7 appropriate in your supplemental views that you address it

8 there, and say that you thi.-k the Cc=.ission in its everview

9 has gone beyond the limits of its investigation and nade some

10 statements that are --

11 CHAIR:IAN KE!EMY: 3.d you may feel that way about j
.

!

:

12 the findings, tco.

'

13 CO!EtISSIONER !!C PHERSOM: -- too broad.

la COI1MISSIONER PIGFORD: I would be very happy to do

15 that, if the Conmission decides that is the best approach. -

16 What I an trying to do is participate in getting

17 a report that is not going to be so vulnerable to what I

18 think are the terrible vulnerabilities. I think credibility

19 is going to be damaged id you leave these sweeping statenents :

90 in which cannot be sue. :crted, statements that inply wo did. . ,

I
g i.

21 sonething that we did not do. If you don't tant to de that,

1

I *2 then I will handle it the way ycu like. That is a decision
'

> z
r
=
0

o3 I will certainly abide by. jy .

. .

i (
-

) j 2.: | C O.N' IISSIO"ER HAGGERTY: Eet te say the Chairman
J e

.
' i
a 2.4 has to decide how much time we have get en this. Having read

,

i

- -
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(~} l last night, reread last night the everview i' the fern we have
v

2 it, plus the changes, the sun =ary and that in detail and
.

3 hurriedly the findings because by this tine it was 2 c' clock

4 and trying to renerber in ny own nind the recommendations

5 as we had prepared then, with the caveat that I thought scre

6 rearrangement vould help, particularly in the recon =endations

7 and findings, and we have already done scne of that, from

8 what you tell ne, I cane to.the folicwing conclusion, that

9 with a bow toward overstatement here and there, the sort of

10 thing that Oc= is saying, that I found words like inplicatiens

11 and so forth where all of this xisted, I thought the thing

12 was pretty good. I came to the conclusion that at some point
x

) 13 I was going to say that I hoped nobody, nobody can be denieds,

14 the right to insert a personal statement with respect to this,

15 but that I wculd hope anybody doing so would think very
:

16 carefully before he did for the following reason. This is a !.

i

17 o.retty s tronc. statement. Some will think it is too strong. l
-

i

ja Sene will think it is not strong enough. The fact is, scarting.
1

9 from the accident, with all the linitations of our su vey,
,

d' i s a - - - v da - s ' ~-- c. s a '- *-- e ' *- - ""e c-a-a"20 - -14--e"=- e''- "- - ~ - ~ -' -
,

21 stich in there either way, either narrowing it er broadening-

,

i
l it, it is goinc to weaken what is fundamentally a cretty strcnd, 22 -

r
- - - -

3 i
" i

23 statement, and so I would eniv succest to everrhodv that thova
ep - -- - - -

2

k
'

y 73 s..%. 4
1,. gn g o_11ur

*.m a _d e .w n. s.k. . a ,,7 ..., 4 s.n s. .' . n. g a g u n.., g.a. u. . "w,ba4".e -s.o . w ~-; - - .m.; - w . . . _ - -c
.

j nut. hhg g w4 *'# 7*- 0~e* "" "'' c "* * * a ' ' 'ba*e#c *^* ""A'" -^ -ba 25 -"e-~ --
- - -~ -"-- - - - ' ---- - --
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^ I

extent that either such cc==ents can be eliminated or at least !

2 made specific, taking sc=e time en Tc= or anybcdy else's
3 points of this kind is wcrth while, if the censequence cculd
4 be the elimination of the statement, and I gather that is
5 fundamentally what you are saying.

6 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Right. You can decide, and

7 I don' t want to take any time. I an very c=barrassed to be

8 taking the time.

9 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSOM: I did not mean to cut

10 you off. I y.eant if there are sc=e places where its tone
11 that we could be arguing about until 5 o' clock this afternoon,i

.
i

12 that maybe sc=e of those, the lessor points could be subsumed
s

T 13 through your argument.

14 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I am not going to make any

15 big issue on tono. I pointed it out, and I stated the things
16 that to me are the substantive issues.
17 CHAIR'!Ali KEMEMY: Why don't we try for another

18 10 minutes to give Tc= a chance to identify, at least the
19 substantive issues.

20 COMMISSIO:!ER HAGGERTY: Pick out those tone things

21 that .carticularl.y bother .vou, Tc= or accuracy statements, and,

;

* ,

-

c 22 if we can get enough of them out of there, I an all for it, +

i
V

23 and also, navbe this is a cced reint because one of the otheri9 i
= t

(~% t *
:

24 things I came to the conclusion is that in keeping with our-

\ =
'

e
:

L A 25 previous recen=endation er appretal fer the Chairman to nahe

i
,

,

.. . ,. . - - . , - _ _ - - - . --
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I~(~] with sete help in the case of the NRC recon =endations
\ >s_-
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3 what a:cunted to in one case a rewriting in accordance with
# agreement any other changes that were in format, typegraphical,
5 clarity, et cetera, I would like to reconnend that the

6 Commission e:: tend that same fiat to the Chairnan in the
7 overview, in the narrative, in fact, in all of the thines that

8 exist in this volume as it is going to be published.

9 There is, for example, in the first page of the

10 narrative which I know we are going to come to, but I think
,

11 it will make =.v case clear, some flowery language in that !

12 c.uotation and one other caragra.ch that has the same hind of
.

( w)
-

13 flavor that does not fit the report.

14 CO.'iMISSIONER TAYLOR: Is that --;

15 CHAIR *CO! KEMENY : Let us wait until we get to that. :

I
i16 Pat is only giving that as an exa ple.

17 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: What I would like to do,
.

18 since that really does not change the thrust, I an cerfectiv..

19 willing to delegate to the Chairman the right to elinincte

20 things like this, c h a n c. e .c h r a s e c l c e. .v , insert what cncunt :

.|

.
,

'

21 connecting phrases, an.ythinc. of that hind that will inc.reve
5

i> i
! 22 the ccherence of the whole volune 1, and I present that as jr
5 t

|v '2 2 ' i a e s o ' 'a'-' c.. a'.''.''.c 4 - 4 ..c.
i

'"a-. C".'i-.... - sc ocaad, '"e I ;
. . -- . -.

2 i
-

--- ...

i t

. (s) 24 reason being, Tcm, for enanple, it na' not curo it, and we|
.Is :

.

| .

.! 28
'

.c c . ' '- .t. .c "a " . ' - ' ' *.e seat

- -.t . a- .b. i .e.
I' 4- '"' ''.a -"-"e- c ' '- .'. ' . c; - 'i. . -. . - - - , --- - . - - . . - - - - - . .

;
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1 if ws cgrco, for examplo, that part of the problem with the
(/

.

(_, 2 overview is that it still reflects that fundamental finding '

:
i

3 to an extent that you think is exaggerated, with respect to the

|
4 one we finally did adept, then this ki.}d of change would allcw

5 the Chair =an to go through and look for that and in his view

6 correct where it appears. It might not satisfy you

7 completely, but clearly there are places where it is

8 cc=paratively easy to say does this fit that finding or

9 doesn't it?

10 CHAIRMIC4 KEMENY: Pat, did I understand ycu offered

11 that as a resolution?

12 COMMISFisNER HAGGERTY: I do.
,

|
13 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Is there a second to that notion? '

74 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Just one cuestion, and that-

is, is there time enough to do that, to get the changes?15

16 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: He can.

)7 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Uhat I am getting at is this,

18 that I would presume that Tom would like to see what that

j9 is before he decides whether or not to make the comment.

20 I an presuming that. Let us hear frca Ton.

CO!!'!ISSIONER PIGFORD: We have got to get the thing21 1

idone, and I think Pat's suggestion is encellent. In fact,>
c, 22
5
v I really thought it was going to be done after we modified2a, -y
a

( 2, that conclusion. Sure. New, Ted is saying but will I be-~ =

\/ I
2 25 satisfied without seeing it. Of course not. I am going to

t

, _ __ --

- - - - , . . .
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( } see the whole thing before I sign anything, and I expectI

2 other people might want to, also, but this is the only way
3 to proceed. I don't think it is useful for me to repeat
4 this --

5 COM:1ISSIOMER HAGGERTY: Mill you second it?

6 CO!1MISSIOMER PIGFORD: Yes, sir.

7 11S. JORGE: ISO:i: Could I understand the =ctien?
8 What parts of it --

9 CO01ISSIOMER HAGGERTY: The whole thing that appears

10 in Volume 1.

II CHAIRMAN KEME Y: With the exception of MRC where
12 we have a Conmittee of three that will look at MRC findings,

,

. 13 sorry, MRC reconmendations. '

14 COMMISSIOiER HAGGERTY: It is the narrative. It

15 includes the overview.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMEMY: I would have final authority to

17 make those wording changes in accordance with any instructions
18 I may from here on receive or I =ay in ny judgrent -- ,

19 COM:1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Mothing else makes any
r

20 sense.
.

21 COMMISSIOMER PIGFORD: You have final authority, ;

.

,I 22 and then we finally read it and see if ye agree. |

I

.

5
-

v
, 23 COM:!ISSIO:iER HAGGERTY: 1y cwn view is it is likelys 8
5 !

( I 24 to improve it. k

-e

I4 25 CHAIRMAM KEME::Y: Excuse ne. Tom just nade the i

'

!
;
,

_ _ _ _ _ . ____ _ _ _ _
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1 re= ark that Oc me confuses =e about the notion.

2 If I make those changes, I can certainly send you j!

I3 copies of it if you wish, but there is nc wish there is tine !

l
4 to send you copies and get feedbach before it goes into

5 Volume 1.
.

6

; 7

8
4

10.

11

12

13
'

14

15 .
'

16

17

18
I
i

19 B

i
1 ,
4

20 t

i
!

I

21 .

.
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'
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00 1 COM.MISSIONEA EGGERTY: I think we all realire that.
IM
10-22-79 2 My only point is that -- that is -- by semebcdy who has sat
rapa. 5

3 through all of this with this kind of discussion is bound to

4 improve it. It can't hurt 2.t . And that is why I present the

5 resolution and you seconded it.

6 COMMISSIONIR PIGFCRD: Yeah.

7 CHAIRMAN KZMENY: Would those in favor, please raise.

8 their hands?

9 (There was a show of hands.)

10 That is a unanimous vote with the Chairman abstaining.
11 COM.MISSIONZR PIGFORD: I hope, John, my remark didn't

i

l12 upset you. I am merely saying that -- I don't expect you to '

C'
i 13 have feedback --

14 CFAIRMAN KEMENY: No, no, no, Tem.
Nothing you said|

15 upset me. I just wanted to make clear that we have to get the
16 timetable for getting this to the printer to appear on October
17 30th is such that there would not be time for me to make the
18 changes. I mean, I will be working as soon as you leave for

i
19 the next 48 hours, day and night, to do this, which I am happy'
20 to do.

There isn't then time to send it all out and wait for |
21 copies to come back. I just didn't want you to misunderstand,

f22 Tom.
5
V

23
.?. CO.%D'.ISSION2R PIGFORD : Thank you. Then I proposem
E4

f 2# not to take up any more items that are of the same nature, but
.

' '

;

8 eg

I will identify them to you separately and where they are tene= '* i

t

- - . ,

I
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DO 1 itcma, I think, at least I will point them out to you where

,

2 I think a simple change can say, you know, is or is rather

3 than is, on things that we haven't reserved judgment on. '

4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay. Can you do that before you

5 Tom, because I have to work on this in the next 48 hours?

6 COMMISSIONER PIGFCRD: In fact, I can jus: Xerox all

7 of my pages.

8 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That would be perfect.

9 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: May I turn to what i's a more '

10 bothersome change then?

11 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes.
;

I12 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Or a problem. If we turn to j
!

() 13 page 25 --

14 CHAIRMAN ICEMENY: Can you tell ma what section it is

15 in, Tom?

16 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: The NRC -- is that appropriate

17 to talk about this now?

18 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Anything is appropriate, Tom. My

19 problem is my pages have different nu=hers on them.

20 !

COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: The one that is headed the
21 NRC. The old 25.

.

22
COMMISSICNER PIGFORD: Okay. Now, the secticn begin5

0
23 l

? very appropriately about the history of the split-off of NRC l

/~'s !
2#(_) to separate out the regulators frcm those prcmeting it. And

5**5 it says we have considerable evidence that scme of the old
:
;

I
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30T''T 1 promotional philosophy still permeates the NRC and while someO
2 compromises between the needs of safety and the needs of an

.

3 industry are inevitable, the evidence suggests that the NRC

4 has often erred en the side of industry's convenience rather

5 than carrying out its primary mission of assuring safety.
6 Now, I understand why this appears to arise. There

7 are, indeed, people frcm within the NRC who said, in general
8 terms, that this has happened. But I will tell you there is

9 nothing farther from, at least, the views of the nuclear in- ;

10 dustry and I can certainly substantiate this and I will -- is -

11 that there is nothing farther from the truth.

12 Now, I think this is an important thing. You might

13 say it is just an observation. Hell, I think the result of

14 this is going to be -- with all this kicking we are giving
15 NRC, they are going to try to build up more six-fcot high walls
16 of details and questions, which I.think if we had looked into
17 it and see n what they actually do, are not centributing to
18 reactor safety.

19 I want to give you some examples. In short, I am

20 saying that NRC has very seldom erred on the side of industry'ib
21 convenience. I won't say they never have -- very seldem. On '

>
g 22 the backfitting, I gave you sc=e examples. Indian Point 1 was5

,

V 1

23
? shut down because it cculdn't meet it . Now, maybe it should ! l() I

|g 24 be, but it was and that is an enormous financial loss. Dresden
v

:
i,

I 25 . .

1 will either have to be shut down er will have to have a majer
4

.6.

_ ___ _ _ _ - - - - - ~
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D P'') 1 modification. Sanonofre had to build a new containment aroundb
2 its old containment. Now, then rhere are a lot of examples

3 the industry has supplied which shows things that they have

4 been required to do, which I think in their view were not

5 based upon any clear demonstrated need.

6 I tried to read what is the evidence for this. The

7 evidence that I know of are some statements of scme people,

8 with NRC . If we are going to come to this conclusion, we

9 should have investigated this and asked also the industry that
10 is being effected and we didn't. And with your permission, I

11 would like to enter into the record seme information 'that I
12 was provided from General Electric and Westinghouse on this

() 13 subject. Since the time is short, I am not going to read it,
la but I just- want to give you one example.

15 And my view is what NRC has done since the early
16 seventies is that they have gotten more and more frightened
17 of outside criticisms and they have simply used the detailed
18 regulations and escalating numbers of questions on the same
I9 plant and not substantive questions to build up a six-foot
20 wall around themselves, isolating them also from the people

!
21 they are regulating.

>

$22 To give you an example, here is a reactor, same kind,
5
Y

23? got its construction permit in the late sixties, boiling water;fN i
i

-

[ 24 reactor -- 260 really good questions and I know those. They\- '
,

c
;

25 were important questions. Same reactor, 1976, 1,100 questions. I
!

|
|
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Dq ~ 1 * Now, you-might say that shows NRC is really getting sharp and

2 doing its job. Well, look at the questions. Isn 't there seme -

3 thing suspect that the same reactor comes up -- 1,100 questions.

4 One year later, 1,300 questions on that same one. Now, I know

5 of a very careful review in another country of that same re-
t

6 acter at the time of this most recent one of the 1,300 quest-,

7 ions. How many questions? Two hundred very gced questions. !'

8 Now, these questions are -- Of course, I haven't
|

9 showed you what the questions are. We should find out. We

10 should look at the industry that is being regulated to deter-
11 mine if this is the case.,

12 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Frankly, I am in agreement

\ 13 with the general tone. We can't get into all of that detail.

14 Take the third sentence. Unfortunately, we have seen consi-

15 derable evidence that some of the old promotional philosophy
16 still permeates. I don't think we have seen that at all.
17 We have had some statements. I think you just take the sen-

I8 tence out. And then it says, often -- the next line says
l9 that the NRC has often erred. Well, in order to say "often",

20 you have to have something to measure it against. The most

21 you can say is "sometimes erred".

22
; CEAIRMAN KEMENY: Ted.

!
O

'

23 i
? COMMISSIONIR TAYLCR: I have been looking throughs
5
e 2''

the findings on NRC to see to what extent there is a backing*
Ii ,< |=

"
up of this paragraph. There is only ene; it is the first

i

~~
i

. _ . . -. . . _ . - . . - _ _ . . .. . .
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DC'~s 1 finding. It says, the purpose of the Energy- Recrganization
'

U
2 Act was to diverce the newly craated NRC frcm prcmotional --

3 according to one of the NRC present ccmmissioners. I still '

think the NRC is fundamentally geared to define and nurture4

5 a growing industry. We find that NRC is so precccupied with

6 the licensing of plants that it has not given primary atten-
.

t

7 tion to overall safety issues. I can 't guarantee this, be-

8 cause I went through this quickly, but I think that is the

9 only statement that we have in the findings that could be
10 used to support what is in the overview. I find it pretty

,

11 weak.

12 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Kevin.

,) 13 MR. KANE: Ted, I think if you wanted to read it

14 that way, finding 8-H, talking about backfitting problem in
15 the absence of a systematic review on a plant by plant basis,
16 talks about Chairman Hendrie's position. They didn't want

-

17 them to upgrade their emergency plans, for example, because
18 that placed too much of a burden on the industry.
19

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Where are you?
20

COMMISSIONER Fr PHERSON: Page 46 of the findings.
,

t

2I
COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: G7

22
r MR. KANE: H. It also talks about the decision not
a

23p to backfit the
i SRP across the beard, without any censideration ;

(~')sg 24 of individual circumstances, without any consideration c'(_ ;
's

| 3 |
= ~ ~ < che

, '

state of actual construction of the power plant one way c
!

I

L-
_ . _ _ _ _
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D07_ 1 anoth r. Thoro are, of courco, como others mantioncd in our

)'' 2 staff r e port as well. -

3 MR. GORINSON: There is I&E.

4 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That is a basis for saying

5 "some". But this tone is way beyond our findings. I am in

6 complete agreement with this statement. This statement is

7 far beyond our findings.

8 MR. KANE: You know, it icoks like a duck; it walks

9 like a duck; usually, it is a duck.

10 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: Bunk, Kevin. Even in that

11 finding there is question as to how you want to interpret what
12 the statement was.

13 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Can I make a suggestion and
-

14 that is, .unfortunately, we have seen considerable evidence

15 that some of the old promotional philosophies still permeate
16 the NRC. I would like to suggest striking that.
17 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I agree. I have the same

18 suggestion.

I
19 COMMISSICNER TAYLOR: But only that. !

20 COMMISSIONER PETERSCN: The whole sentence or the
|21 word " considerable"?
I>
II 22 COMMISSICNER TAYLOR: No, the whole sentence,

iu
23-y COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: Just strike the sentence.

() COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Theoldpromotionalphilosophy|
24

3 25 is a snarl phrase. We do say that we have found evidence that
-,

-. ~

_ _ - _ _ ____ - - - - - - - - -
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DO"~T 1 suggests that --
U

2 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: I su,ggest "scmetimes" there

3 instead of "often" .

4 COMMISSIONIR TAYLCR: Well, that is a separate quest-

5 ion, but I think if we find a word that we can all agree to --
~~

~6 COMMISSIONIR HAGGERTY: That changes the tone.
.

1.. . _ . .

7 COMMISSICNER TAYLCR: Then if we strike that, it is '

8 like hitting them with a wet tcwel for purposes that I dcn't
9 think. I mean, if you read through the findings --

10 CHAIRMAN KEMINY: Are you suggesting striking the

11 sentence which has the old promotional philosophy in it?
.

i
12 COMMISSICNER TAYLOR: Yeah. That starts, unfortunatch

13 ly.

14 COMMISSICNER MC PHIRSON: I would like just to make

15 a comment that -- and as a lawyer, I recognize this is not on
16 the record -- but the conversations that I have had with
17 commissioners and with people who are in the NRC or AEC at one
18 time or another -- and I am not talking about the people who I'

i .

19 have left in a great heat to go work for the Union of ConcernedI

I
20 .

Scientists, only -- but I have heard considerable expressions
21 frcm them that the same ballgame is being played in the NRC,

!t22 that was played in the AIC in the late sixties and the early '

N

0 f

!? ,3 seventies, that there is still the reluctance to scck the in- i

1-
'

("~) i,

1' \/ f2# dustry when it needs to be sccked and that they are still
|,

5 1*g*c .

AEC-minded . And that is, again, I reccgni=s, not materia:
;

. . .

--

.- - -

. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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DON 1 that I have taken in a deposition er introduced on the reccrd,;

b
'

2 but that is certainly the impression I have had from those
.

3 cenversations.

s

5

6

7

8

9

10
,

11 !

!

12 i

i O '3

11

15'

16

17

18

|
19

20

214

!>
5 22
li
a

23p
2
E

'E 24
E
6 |

2 25 ,

;

k

i

3
_ __ ..
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3 right. The Union of Ccncerned Scientists does hold this. I

4 think they do have scee e:<anples and I do agree that scre

3 people in the MRC have said this. ::y only point is, you haven ' t

6 heard from the people who are being regulated =d frankly, I

7 think they know rora about this than the people we've heard.

8 Mr. Chairman, may I, on this point, distribute a

9 letter t*1at was offered to re on this subject? Is it possible

10 that this could be put into the reference?

II I'm not going to say anymore about it. There vere

12 tuo important issues that I have discussef with the co .-is-
.

13 sioners who were workine* on the !!RC because in reading that;

14 report I uas concerned that it has basis for the findings.
,

15 .bd this is one of then. And so, the only way -- it uas
:

j 16 suggested that I might then get some input fron the industry
;

17 on this subject.

18 CCII'.IISSIO!iER ".CPH:'RSOI;: ,'ir Chairnan, I have a sub--

19 stitute notion to the notion to strike that sentence, =for-
;

20 tunately. Here'c the way I would suggest it. Unfortunately
~

21 we have seen evidence, striking " considerable", that sc- e c f
n
5 22 the old promotional philosophy still influences the regulator r
-I |U

23
,

-y practices of the !!RC. Instead of "perneates" " influences."
1

(,- , ,, . . . . . - . . . -C,,t u.e: o w .c.. - , . c. - . n . y ,a e s ..; o ., .u. . u . :n
:

.. . . .t -

v ! >

2 25 CHA~P5d KI".E';'' : Okay. 5ince t'lis is a suh3tieuce,

,
t

- -.. ..
.

- e a- e, e e-w - m --
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1p) first the question is on substituting Harry 's version fcr
s
%s

- 7 fed's version. ~;ould those in favor of substituting Harry 's

3 version for Ted's varsion --

d (Show of hands),

5 That's six votes..

6 Those opposed.

7 (Show of hands)

8 One.

9 So, therefore, we have now substituted, tre now have

10 to vote on the substitute rotion. Those in favor of changing

II this to Harry's version, please raise your hand.

12 (Show of hands)
\ 13 CO!IIISSICI!ER HAGG2RTY: I don ' t know uhat we ' red

14 voting on.

15 CHAIPJir'T K2:ir:Y: te are voting for replacing thes

16 sentence here by Harri's sentence.
.

17 CO:G*ISSIO !ER HAGGERTT: :: ell, I'n in favor of that.

18 CHAIPJITsI! Krl:EiY: Okay, that's unanir.ous. Thank you..

19 CO:CIISSIO!!ER PIGFORD: Ecth here and in the next

20 sentence I think the probler in that nex sentence is there it

21 says, t'te evidence suggests that !2C has often erred. I don'.
|

>
c 22 believe our evidence says that. That says o''a- '" the cen- !*
% I

0
23 text of all of their decisions.y

a

p) .$ .,, , n g ,_ _ _, _ c .. a
i, . . . . _ - . . . . .

, .Am.. . . _ . - , _ . . C o.. , e. . _ .._ . .. e u o., .. . . -a. .. o _... ..iV e i.

$ 25 one? ::c.7 aScut just striking the Jord 'often'? i

I
.

_ _.. . . - .

|

. . ._. -- - _ _ , ._
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I
can e.o out and duplicate all of the30 c.ualitv. assurance tests.,x

I 1

2 They have to rely and also audit the testing. '~.te evidence
3 for this -- They have to rely heavily. The thing they have to

d
do is do it properly, nahe the proper hind of auditing and

5 so forth. They have to rely heavily. Here it said, because

6 it relies heavily. If we lead the I:7C inco the foolish idea

7 that they have to have their independent testing laboratory I;

8 think you're going to have to cultiply their staff by a large,

9 large ntrter.

10 CO:0ISSIO::ER HAGGERTY: It's not what you do, this

II is the sa e argu .ent we 've had. The uay you control is to

; 12 set up proper procedures and then audit and insure that those

13 specs are being net. It isn't that you .yo do the sane thingw

J
I4 all over again.

15 Cr. .- reL., . .a..~ ;Y :sA .s: c. a nee .nelp rom t.ae Coma.ssion.
- a .

16 I know we have had this areunent before, but at least on nre-
, .

17 vious votes those findings stayed.

18 CO:CIISSIO!ER HAGGERTY: : ot really, 'ee changed sone

19 of them.

20 CO:IIISSIOliEE ?I"-FORD: I voted on sone of then, and :
i
1

21 Ithat was one, uithout knowing what the support for then was.

f22 And I have since read it and I nou understand 1 hat is neant '

i

. .

O
23-p and I don't agree with it.

f
3 ~. co ,aa.c.av,,,.

. .-- ..:) o''..- . .- . w' a -- . . a. . .5 ~c **- ~ 4- ' " ' '-- a'ye ---=e~''- u. . :. : "
- .

d I
3 25 since ::2C c'oes not have the "irsthand info =ation necessary ta

i
t

.- - 1.

_. - -

- _ - _ _ _ _ - -
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. .I. enforce its regulations it nust raly heavily on the industrr'sA
t -

-t
\

2 cun records. That puts the fact in there uithout getting inte

3 this debate about cause and effect.
# CO:r*ISSICI ET. PIGFCID: Chat happens to be correct,

3 yes.

6 CO:0!ISSIC iER :"A?l45: I nove to substitute the language
|

7 C**AI?lGli E~::EITI: Could you just s'ay that ' again? '
,

8 CO:E1ISSIO:*ER PETERSOi: Since 1*RC does not have the
9 firsthand information necessary to enforce its regulations it

10 cust rely heavily on the industry 's o'rn records for its inspec-

II tion and enforcenent activities.,

12 CIIAIF20.17 ICl:E:iY: Could you leave in, in nany cases?,

4

'

13 3ecause no.t I'n worrying about its going too far. So, since

Id in many cases, :iRC does not have the firstha.d infor ation
7

15 necessarf to enforce its regulations it nust rely, and t'len

16 o the r,.7133 --

I7 CO:OIISSIC'. ER ::CPHERSO!!: ITaat does the attitude in
.

I8 the ne::t sentence refer to?
-

,

.

19 C H A I Tl E ! K _".:E :TY : One second. Could tre ta'<e it one

20 at a ti: .e? Those in favor cf that change please raise your
|

|

21 hand.
|,

i .

>
g 22 (Show of hands)
sw
U
? 23 That's unaninous.s
9 '

\ r 94 . .
'

Cw.. .. _ C. 3y e. . . .. , . . : - con, ,cnow 5.= - um 2 3a c.e nex sen -i.:. c o . . _ . .. . . .

5

3 25 |
-

tenoa .eans,
i
i
.
e

,
,

e- - , - ,, w_, , - , , . --,,r,-,e--, -
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1 CO.'"!ISS_r."..?..'. ." ~ . .".... 0."..- _ '. .t . _4 . * . * ' . a. . . . ' . " ' . ". . o s =.n - i

"' ':. . ..

V 2 tences follou the paragraph .before.

3 CO . .12 S.: s9. . .R .: . . v _.,.i 2 ~ a. .,. 1.
- -u _ . .

# CF. AIR'tE! KIIICTI: *ies, something is out of place here.

5 COI'JIISSIO:~IR |1CPF.IRSCI : And t' tat the first sentence

6 nore a9eronriatelv cones at the beginning of the next nara-.. . . -

7 graph. iRC accunulates vast a-.ounts of infor: ation.
8 CF.AI?;;Mi KEIE'.TI: Yes, as a : atter c' fact I suspect

9 exactly that's uhat he.ppened; that that uas an insert that uas

10 put at the beginning of the urong paragraph. It's the only

II possi'sle explanation. I

12 CO.s~ t ~ x~ ~ _ O~., R .~~~ ~c.v~~r.c~ o . : ~..o u lc~. m.a m. 'o e r.t g.'1s. _oa s
.

,

13
] put it down before t'te next one,

v
14 CHAIR'iMi KI:"I:TI: 'les. I think that's uhere it was

15 sun. nosed to be..

16 CO:L*!ISSIOli:R PIGTORD: ;T. tere do ve stanc'.?

17 CO:"IISSIC iER |ICPKERSOIC: " ell, this attitude busi-

18 ness would follow the paragraph before and t'te next, and this
19 sentence, since in many cases --

20 C O.' ". t._' S .C _T "". ".'. .!".G G .'. .". ". .-
!

.# _8 ' o- ,~.a.''.,' "., c _' '_ A. ~~....v... _ . -. r

!

21 there.
.

> -

ie, 22 C "e' _". ".s'.t ."s".."..'. "eo, _= n c'. .T ' - au e '' .a '. ' s .7.4.a *. _d '.
r - .~

- '
, . . _ . ..

5 Iv
9 23 uas neant to be. Sonebod" stuc% a sentenca in tha urcng para-- -

tO & 24 cranh. i

nd ! I
- -

~

i 25 c o..~i =3 Ao..~ ~. .:.... c.. =...~ .
- .~ . . . . .o . .,. _t : s.,.,..,. u. .. a .,. ,. u o . ,,., -

.... .. . ..

.

I-
.

._ . _ . .
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1p ne:<t one.
i*

V 2 .

C h.- . ..... . -.. .:.: ,.es , a- ciave neve,.,. 4. . t _4 . _,:
- .a. a _. % .a . i 2.

3 uculd have caurht en the last reading.

d
. CO 1'i!SSIO::ER TA'.~_.OR: 7.te sente:,ce <re just voted on

5 stands alone, is that --?

'

6 coy m- -- O. - 4., t. nG. ,m .. t . .. o , a 4. 4...

.3 o g_4 . 4 ., g c ..
e2 .. . . w . . . . ..

!
l

7 ne:ct : arac.ranh.. .

S CO:"IISSIC;;ZR TA'l ,On: Okay._

9 CEAI2"A:i Er'IETl: It was supposed to be a starting

10 paragraph, sentence for the ne:ct paragraph. Okay, Ton, ne:ct.

11 CO "IISSIO::ER PIGTORD: T. ten that sentence s tarting,

!12 The attitude, ties to the previous paragraph. Then, I an I
t
.

: p 13 sorry wher it says, the attitude or this attitude is also I
i ,

14 evidenced da reluctance to apply neu safety standards to pra-
15 viously licensed plants. And it's obvious ue're talking about

16 the backfitting. : e should have interviewed these who are
17 being backfitted and you uculd sure find that they don't thinh
18 there's reluct.d.cc and the.r have su :.: lied an enor tous nu:-ber I, .

19 of e:camples that have cost then a lot of ncney and I unnt te f
I
:20 supply a letter fron ::estinghouse on that subject. I'm not i
|

21 going to quote it, but chere it is. I have given you sc!e

I,22 e::c ,les and I could c.o furt' er into then. And t:ese e:can.51es,
*

.

5 |
U i .

, 23 are not trivial.
2
I

g 94 Lm. . _ .-, _. . . . . . . _ - . . . . . .s.-..2
.. -

... e , 4 1 --. 74 - - . . . n . . r ~> c. =-. - _ . ..
--

. . . . . .; _ . _.-...;
i- J E

,

'
$

i a 25 new rearc.uine. thinc.s te arc.ued a: great lenc.th bacause t' tis eni
I

I i
I. ..

,- - - - - , w - - - - , , n- , - <- -, --
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! I cortainly has stayed in the findings? Lot ne put it to a vote.

\ 2 . I:oti many connissioners feel that those t.ro sentences shculd be l

. .

3 changed?

d CO CIISSIO;!ER IIAGGERC7: IThat is the finding?

; 3 CHAIR'iA I ICICTl: Tie've got finding on backfitting, .
.

6 We have finding on there not being a systenatic systen of con-
7 sidering --

,

8 CO0!ISSIO7ER MCPHERSO:: Page 4 G, II.

9 CO:CIISSIO;iER PIGFOP.D: !!ay I point out one otheri
.

10 problen, ohn just so that people --,

11 CHAITciA:: ICirri: Finding under standard revie.i plan .

12 CO:CIISSICI!ER PIGTORD: Ue have said there is no
13 systenatic evaluation progran. I've learned there is in fact

f 14 one, it ras initiated in 1978; a very formal one..

15 . LiR. IG'iE : Within liRC?

16 COI?HSSIOliER PIG' ORD: Yes.I

'

17 !a. KAttg: .7ho did you find that out fron? -

18 CO:@IISSIO iER FIGrORD: Saul Levine, a fo:ner stu-

19 dent of nine, head of the safety research. He 's retired, re-

20 cently he decided to retire.
.

21 IIR. GORI!; Soli: Ton, nobody in the agency kne:1about

I 22 it. In fact they announced, post-T:II, that they trere abcut to,

5
v

23 co nence one. ' hey had tried in 19 73, they had evaluated three. p
s

'

Q

a 24 different typec. It's in their annual report. It had not been
s

.
- s%

$ . 25 adoptad. It took the TTC-II accident for the.- to begin to do I

ka =% 6

- - - . - y- -_.m7., .,,.w,. ,, - 3- p - , - .
-
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Ip vhat they annot:nced all ever the place that they *.rere finally j

2 setting up an office to do it.

3 CCI"*ISSICITIR "ATI.CR: Richard Gillespie told :re tha-

#
specifically that he was very upset t'lat his original propcsal

5 in 1975 uas not adon.ted and he was han.o.v that finally it was
. .

6 beine. adooted. "".lat was about t to nonths ac,o..

7 ,._o, r u .n. t. < u. ,.c. ..s _ _,_. . . . .. _. - . a. . ce_.,an _ _ n ,. ., ~_ ,. e.a g.u.. _ s. . . . _ . _ . .- 2 _ .; ._ .

8 I have seen an announcecent that they're going to do precisely

9 this as one of the lessons lea ned from T"I.

10 co; ;73379;;gn e,ggg;371: I have nuch less objecticn

II to it, because I think there 's plenty of evidence that there

12 isn 't a syste.- atic review. I t' ink -- I do have obj ect to the

13 e,ene a,_ _ s '.a '. e... . .d. , o _- 'k.a c, e..e_ e'.l 'o e '.'.,.a'u _i .a. _1.t' en- . " . . = . ' . .i. '.. . .

-

Id isn't done at all. Because there are all kinds of cases of. ,

15 back fittinc. . That's the real --

16 CO'.''2Sa*TO'.'r_. P _T c. 'C .o.".s . * a*.'s "1=. ..c._# n ,o _4 ". .' .. _ . - . - ... . .

17 Cv"."_''u~.o~ S A v"i ..r..t .".C r"c._7-'.o' C". . - . . e v, c" ..=. 7 '. _i n.c.; _='a ot'.'. +.'.l a_
^ '

. . .
. . . .

18 a3,y,.rever" sentence?

19 CC. eu rS S zGae.n. a s e_r_-.r.v. . .. n _. . _4 s m1.,. a n.o. .._ v m_ _ "c_ --
_i_ . .- . . _ - . .

20 sc... ,..o_e.._.

21 c.~ ~. . v . . . =.=....?. o , . .. , ., c , . m_ s,. _- a_ _ a . c._. uu. u, u.u
. .._. . . .. . .. .s -,

>
e i

A yg A, r. .g _ _-.u , ,q q g_ g . -,. 4 ' '. .S a '. '" _# ". l' '' a_ _# .".vo _lVe d. _# .". haC.*._#_#'_'.#.*.~,.
*

. . ._
g . .

i-
, . .

_,- +. CO"_"t_?..o?.C"..r'. 0 - ".' 0 ".D - ? e.'.. ' .m. _i '.~ _4 .-. r.-~ 0 5_ ~. 1e-' #
. _. __. . . - ;

=

h 24 _e A..J. . , . / s. _45 a_.._: .:: m , C o _# ."1 _" .. _' " C P. ". * P. ' o P."s _1 *f . " . . " . . .S ".. .# a ' * t .- '. m' '1 c'. a _- F_. - '9 _ *
.

.
.. . - . . . .

*
IA 25 CC.~u. . u- c _. . . .. - . . . ,. e. . _=. .a- .. . . .-. u c ., o. . . , o , _1 , ., r .. . _ . m_ o,.u .. . s. c... . . .._

. . . _ - -
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i- 1 findinc of H on page 4 5 as stostantiating that?

d 2 rr. . . .. . .wve . ar .r . . . : .s
.- . ,

nc,. too., e.nere .,s ta..r s granc.ratherir., ._
.,

3 everybody fro.. the standards revie'; plan.
.

4

5
,

6

! 7 . .

.

8

9,

f

10

'
11

,

12

'

13

2
14

<

15

16
'

.
'

17

18

'
19

,

20

i

21 ;,

i !5
,N 22 '

'

r
!- 5

|v
.

23-
,

E
E

i 24
'

I- 3 25 ;

.

f

,' . . . , . I.

- k - , - - - ,-%r.- a .,. 4 , , , a , - , . + , - + , , - . , - q- p ,g., e. ,g, g.my p,--y -,,yw, .,y,,~p----,, rww,- r, .,yg-wy
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TAPE 7
1 CHAIP2 TAN KEMEN'l: Rentaber the collocuv we had in-

)
-- .

\/ 2 our public hearings on the grandfathering of the standard

3 review plan where somebody said, have you considered at least

whether th'e conteinment isolation should be done and said,4

5 well, if yc- had ever thought of doing that, they probably
6 would have applied it, and some time table, and I went on

7 and asked how long is it grandfathered under the present

8 system. I said, could it be for the whole life of the plant?

9 They said'as it stands, unless somebcdy brings it cut and
.

10 we do something about it, yes.

11 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I have no doubt that people ,

12 we have actually asked, some of them have c:: pressed this, but '

b we have asked some people within NRC, and we have asked13

a
14 Pollock. Have we asked people from the industry?

15 CHAIP24AN KEMENY: I have not talked to Pollack,

16 myself. I am talking only about evidence from the NRC

17 officials who are specifically in charge of this.

18 MR. GORIUSON: And may I point to another finding

19 which is Finding 11 on Page 8 which deals with the iodine

20 filters which points cut the fact that recuired testing of

21 filter effectiveness with fuel handling built in was waived
i 22 by the NRC. That was a situation which --
E
5

$ 23 COMMISSIONER :_auGERTY: That does not necessary
a
a

5 2a crove anythine.s
j. .

2 ,

a ~ i

.n 5 MR. GORINSON: In that situation, as I understand it~ -
r

1

i
- . .- -

w - - -
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|
,

SO

O 1 CO21MISSIO::ER HAGGERTY: I know. I understand.V
2 MR. GORIUSO!i: And it was pointed out in Eill Eland's

3 paper on the iodine filters. :Tew requirements cane in after

4 T-II-2 had purchased its charecal for those filters. They

5 were not required to confern to these new standards.

6 COMMISSIONER EAGGve"v- ""e real probia" i s surely
. . I

,

i
7 when a new safety standard is created, let us say we have

8 the safety standard on using computers in control rooms, sc=e

9 sense would have to be used in what you did with the old

10 control rooms. That is the real point. You cannot just --

it says the attitude is also evident in reluctance to apply11 '

I
i

12 new safety standards to previously licensed plants.

b- 13 CHAIR' TAN IG:ENY: Pat, read it together with the

ja next sentence. I said while we would accept the need for

15 reasonable time tables --

)j COM!!ISSIO:iER EAGGERTY: I am not quarreling with

37 the next sentence.

l o- CEAIP2!A'I KE iE:IY: I mean it does not sav that we-

39 are saying that they shculd just innediately backfit.
|

I

20 COMMISSIO:IER EAGGERTY: I understand. i !
-

1

1

21 CHAIPlG.21 KE E 1Y: Ted? I

{22 CO!-1MISSICI!ER TAYLOR: To scften that slightly, it
,

5
v

.3 does sound as though there is always reluctance to apply.,g
(% a

! g ) !
!

,j e 94 C v".' c'' I.T .e. .c . C '. .?r 2 .'3.n' r " r.e "_ v_ - "'a' _4s ._4g k.'. .m. . . . . .! = .

e

$ 25 CO: :tISSIO::ER TAYEOR: The attitude is, also, evidenti

:

.--

.

y w --= F , , _ ,-* -r----+ r un--"
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1 in specific instances of a reluctance to --

4'

i

\_/ |
'

2 COMMISSIONER !!AGGERTY: Or in some reluctance.

I
3 QMMISSIO::ER TAYLOR: That we do have findings.

~

# CHAIPliAN I"J.MENY: There are specific instances here.

5 Scme is such a vague tern. Would that be an acceptable chance
1

-

6 specific instances of reluctance?

7 COM!iISSIONER PIGFORD: If I vote for it it will be

8 because it is an inprovement.

9 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: In specific instances.

10 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Or instances.

I1 CO!O1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: In instances.
.

12 CHAIP31AN REllENY: Instances of reluctance.

13 Next, Tom?
(~)SN_

14 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I suggest that senebody

15 go through and get out these completely blanketing statements

16 of what is'not done. For e:: ample, Harry, I need your copy

17 because mine is not the same pagination. Page 3 3 --

18 MS. JORGENSON: Tom, most people have your copy.

19 COMMIS,SIONER PIGFORD: Oh, Page 26, then, the top

20 full sentence. Ecwever, crior to the accident there was nc
-

1
I

21 systenatic methed'of evaluating these experiences and no
'

k 22 attengt to -- I think you ought to say insufficient atte=pt.
.
5
"

23 It is just not right otherwise. I am not going to nahe any9
2

('~' f 24 '
core like that. I suggest sc=eone go all the way through

.s ; .

} 25 the report, and things that are se obvious, at least to me,

!

. . . -- ._ - - - - - . -
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1 that --
Y
)''

2 CO"MISSIONER HAGGERTY: You have to be very careful.

3 CHAIR''AN KEMENY: I see the problem with the seccnd

a part, should also have had systematic in it, but that there

5 was no systematic method for evaluating these experiences is
,

6 one of our findings which is well documented.

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: As long as you have systematic

g in the overall sense.

9 CHAIP2G.N KEMEMY: Yes.

10 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: You could argue, however,

11 again that when you say, no, that_the very business of

12 requiring LER's to be submitted is a system, you know, but --

13 CHAIP21AN KEMENY: Remember it comes, at least on

%/.

ja , my copy, it comes after a sentence that says, "NRC accumulates

15 vast amounts of information en the operating enperience of

16 plants." So, it does stipulate that. The point is, however,

j7 prior to the accident there was no systematic method of

18 evaluating these experiences, and I would be hanov to add
---

39 that no systematic attempt to look for patterns --

20 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I think that is an improvement.

I am not sure that I can agree that it is consistent with31

g 22 the facts, but that is certainly the kind of thing that would
.

5

23 protect the report.u
p
a

' S Shall I go to the next one?
a ,a

.

g .~

C"""' T o ""' " vr"r""- ves* !*

! 25 I
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ' '

i
i
' l

|
!

l .
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1 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Cn this generic, this is the/-s -\
\'-) 2 first full paragraph on 26.

~

3 MS. JORGENSON: Would you read the first line?

4 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: First line, we conclude that

5 the focus is on licensing and insufficient attention is paid-

6 to the ongoing process of assuring nuclear safety.

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Dcwn in the last line of

8 that paragraph.

9 CO"MISSIONER PIGFORD: It says, however, the

10 evidence indicates the labeling of a problem as quote, generic.

11 unquote, may be a convenient way of sweeping it under the

12 rug, unquote. Now, scmebody might be completely literal and

13 say it may be, but it may be a lot of other things, too, but

14 here I think it says in effect, this is senething that we have

15 found is what tends to happen in a number of the cases.

16 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: May I make a suggestion

17 there? I have a change that may satisfy. However, the

18 evidence indicates the label generic nay provide a convenient

19 way of postponing decision en a difficult problem.

20 CHAIR'IAN :GENY: I would be happy to accept that.
'

That is good wording. However, the evidence indicates that21

! 22 --

t
a { .

23 | COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: The label generic.

.D
.

7 c 94 CHAIR".A" I'EMINY : The label generic may -- |) =.
. ,

l5 .|
x/

i 2 25 COMMISSIOtiER HAGGERTY: "ay provide a convenient j
l '

:
,

|
<

l
, __ -- . . _ . . - - - - --
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V) way of postponing decision on a difficult problem er sometinesg- I

o. provides.
m

- 3 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I think that would be better.

4 COMMISSIO:ZR EAGGERTY: Scmetimes provides.

5 CFAIPlLM: KEIENY: It only says may so --

6 COMMISSIONER IIAGGERTY: May says the same thine.
|

~

-

7 Sonetites is better.

g COMMISSIOUER MC PEERSON: Read the end of the

9 sentence?

10 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: A convenient way of

11 postponing decision on a difficult problem. I

j

|12 CHAIPl4AN IC ENY: I will fi:: up the g: artnar.

33 COMMISSIONER IIAGGERTY: To is better, to postpone,
~

but that is the sort of thing you have all the way through.34

15 CHAIPlLET KE?E::Y: That is a very cocd sentence,-

16 because that is exactly what it is.

77 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I just want to say I don't

18 think our investigation has divulged the true facts on how

19 the generic issues actually hancen, but I don't think I vill
--

1
'O go further than that right now. i-
-

I.

21 The last paragranh savs the existence of a vast- -

|
* hodv of regulations bv :iRC tends to focus industry attentien t
,5 22 - -

I

23 en the neaning of regulations rather than en a syste=ntr_. i

a
, . !

.)
y

2~, i concern c:. sa ety.*~-)
-

"

. ,

g e f e 46 4 # #. f 44

m. |

. _ _ ___ _ ..
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''N

y,) is that as a result of this industry has not-focused on a1

2 systematic concern fer safety. Frankly, I think that is not '
-

3 the case, and we have no evidence to show that. The letter

4 from GE, I think, has'a lot en showing how much they have

initated at their own expense and cost on things not required5

k6 ~,v "so R"w ..

7 I think I would suggest this, the eniscence of a

8 vast body of regulations, and I will explain the reason'for

9 my change, suggests that NRC tends to specify design details

10 rather than regulating safety. That is, in fact, the main

11 problem. The.v are desic.ning the svstems and rather than
.

12 regulating them. That is what their hundreds of regulatory
p) 13 guic.es co.

.

ja CHAIRMAN KEIENY: That fundamentally changes the
f

i
15 neaning here. I wish scme Cc=missioners would speak up '

16 because I have a terrible feeling there are several very

37 legitimate points, but neu we are really changing, I think,

18 the thrust of this.

19 Let ce quote a witness who is certainly not anti-

20 industry. Remember the very first thing John Deutsche said
i

i

21 to us at our first cublic hearine. He said look particularly- -

t at the fact that this vast body of regulation tends to nahe I

22 '
x
,

s
0
, 23 industrv concentrate en meeting cf regulations rather than-

/~% j '

t 1 e 2. on safetv.v - -

=.
c
j 25 CC"MISSIONER 3.135ITT: I =cve that we accept the

.

.

.
---

.. - . . . - - -.
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1 language as written. 1

)%
1

2 (The motion was duly seccnded.)
'

3 CHAIRMAN KE EMY: Those in favor of that notion?
4 (There was a show of hands.)

5 CHAIPlG.N ICMEMY : Those opposed?~

6 It is carried.

7 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I suggest on the last

8 sentence where it says, furthermore the nature of sene of

9 the regulations in combination with the way the rate bases

10 are established for utilities seems to have served as a
11 deterrent for utilities or their vendors.to take the i

initiative in proposing measures for improved safety. We have,.12
i

13 to my knowledge, one instance on that, testified by a man;

la from ACRS, and I would say then may in some instances have

15 served. I don't think we have very much evidence as to what

16 e:< tent it has.

17 CHAIP2 FAN KE ENY: You mean instead of seens?

18 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Yes. I would say may in

19 some instances have served. I think that is about all one
20 can conclude.

4 '

1 COICIISSIOliER MC PIIERSON: I apprcve of that change.

I22 CHAIP292; KE:EMY: No problen with that.
r ,
5

!.U
2 a- COM"ISSIONER PIGFORD: Page 27, the second paragraph !p

=
iI

_

4

y_j ,E .o s a .v s , in the licensinc. .crocess ac.clicants are oniv recuired i

*
- - ;.

) 25 to analy e. single failure accidents. They are not requiredtoj
I

t

. .. _ - .. - . - -
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/~'N 1 analyze what ha cens when two s.ystems fail independently ofv.,G
.

2 each other, such as the event that took place at T:II. I an
.

3 sorry, I have now found, when I lcoked inte the basis for this
,

in the staff report a cisconception. Applicants, in fact,4

5 do analy:e what happens when two or more systens fail ,

6 independently.

7 CHAIP2'AN IC:ENY: Are they recuired to do so?

8 COM?IISSIONER PIGFORD: Yes, sir. In fact, we hav.e

9 evidence in this investigation that the analysis of the small

10 break accident with two failures, the loss of off site power

11 and the loss of the emergency diesel -- now, let me e:-: plain

12 what the problem is because I know . is easy to get

(v) 13 confused with these terns. What thev are not doing is the-

14 following. They are not analyzing what is called multiple

13 failure accidents, and what is meant by multiple failure is

16 when one failure can propagate and cause another failure.

37 Now, that is what they are not doing.

18 What they are doing is analyzing accidents when

19 several failures, each one occurring independently cccurs.

20 CHAIP21A:: IC:' : Y : Stan?

21 MR. GORINSOS: May I read to you a paragraph that-

} 22 comes out of an internal evaluation that B&W has done post
n
0
, 23 accident that appears in the Rockwell report. We just got it
s
I '

> e 9 from B&W last week. They let us look at it, and one of thex_j u ~ ,

-
c '

j 2.< thine. s the.r are suc_ c.estinc. for themselves is to develop a-
i
f

|

(
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, ,

1 improved safety analysis concept which will provide the(s,)

2 capability for a nochanistic and systamatic analysis of

3 sequences of events with multiple independent causes. The

4 analysis of this class of events is c::pected to result in

5 improved nuclear plant safety syscens and operator training

6 programs which vill improve the response to such events and

7 also reduce their probability of occurrence.

8 They 1re suggesting for themselves that they start

9 doing it.

10 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Is this saying the first
'

11 time they have done it? Is that right? !

!
12 MR. GORIUSON: What they are suggesting for

O' 13 themselves as a result of cheir analysis of the TMI-2

.

accident and their own internal procedures is that they14

15 begin to undertake this on a regularized, no use their own

16 words, mechanistic and systematic analysis of sequences of

17 events with multiple independent causes. That is Babecck and

18 Wilecx, one of the four venders in this country.

19 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Fine, but it does not say
,

1

20 they have nct been doing it before. In fact, we kncu they

21 ' it becau se.+ that is the source of the problen en the other.

>
C ... . ~. ,_... ..,,,,- m. . . e s. , ., .,..

p 22 e_ .am . ..
,

sw

" 23 MR. KANE: Ten, we have get lots of evidence on |rN ?

t''~') 1 -

.S 24 this. E'e have got Ascher Tidenny's depcsition no rec.uirement
e
c

3 25 in the FSAR for analysis cf loss of main feedwater to also
!

a

1

- + = . - - -

_. ._. , - - ,
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'x ) 1 include loss of auxillary feedwater because they are separate
i

2 events; the Safer deposition addressing the specific situation
3 of a small break LOCA caused by a failed FORV which occurred

4 one year before the accident and the assunptiot. of no

5 resulting core uncovery because no failure of ECCS was built

6 into that analysis. That is an entirely separate event.

7 COMMISSIONER IIAGGERTY: I thin 4 the real point is

8 there are instances where they are required. They are

frequently not required is what we are really saying.9

10 MR. GORINSOM: They are going back as part of their

11 lessons learned task force in the single failure analysis. i

i12 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Really I don't think we necd,
("TNl i

13 to argue that improvement needs to be -- the point is they. '

14 have sometites been required. We have some instances where

15 they were required to analyze accidents uith more than failure,I

16 that argunent about that procedure --

17 MR. KANE: Wait, we should distinguish between two

18 things. Yes,they have been required to analyze accidents
i

19 involving =cre than ene failure where those failures have been!
!

20 causally linked, concen mode failure,nct multiple failure,

21 not independent failures unrelated to each other.
II 22 COMMISSIONER FIGPORD: Exactly urong. That is whereE

i
i

$23 the issue is. The issue is have they been sufficiently !, "% 1,(
\- .E .o g rec.uired to anal.v:e then when tho_v.are linked, and that is

. e.

5 95 where the problem is..

<

'
l

)
- e .m _ . , , . - , . - - , , - - , _
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I think you are misinterpreting what the people are
n . _ an sorry.saying. 2
'

3 MR. KANE: It is really not a questic. of

# nisinterpreting it. We have regulatory guides. We have

5 got Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50. We have got the T:I lesscns
6 learned report itself which refers to conventi:nal single
7 _ea .4 _1.._ ._ c _:_ 4e__4_,- .

8 We have got deposition testinony that single
i

9 failure analysis is the law of the land, quote, unquete, for
10 desie.n safetv analysis within the NRC.

. .

II CHAI?liAN KEMEMY: And sinc.le failure anclvsis does b

i
. t

I12 recuire checking if A causes B. That is still considered a, -

Y

\-vf

13 single failure analysis not if it is multiple.
14

COISIISSIOUER FIGFORD: Sinc.le failure analv. sis
.

.

15 does not mean only one failure. The words, I an sorry, are
,
'

16 not very precise, but I can tell you what it means, and you
17 will find out, if you co in with somebcdv who has been in '

.
,

i

18 this and ask then.
.

'

I.

19 MR. GORI'.: SON : Tc=, you just turned your ar unent

20 on v.curself. Ycu ")ust said a feu =cnents ago that they don't :

. .

21 do corr.cn ecde failure. What you just said uns that in fact,
,
;

$ 22 s .4 . .c_ _' a_" ' ' ' - '_<'.__-.-a_ a.... ' : s _# - e.. . ..c_ _= s o e s ~- ~....c . ..,c d c- _ _ _4 _' _ _- a_ , _ = . . ' -. o . . i -r
ev .. .. .. .~ .4 noboc..v . s cis.cutine. tnat.

i
_g
=

s i

.c
~ s co.u. . c S ~ O". .~ .=. =. T '' =O .'O . .v._ s o . ~ ~ _ ;'" .~.s'..c '_.... A ' '. _ e.

e.
.

.e o.c CO."_"._ .c .e. ' 0 ". .~ 5 .".n' "u _.'.". ". - ..a** _? a o.'. V, c " . P. . ' . ". . ,_ ." ''.a.r ".
. . .

. ..

. I
,

|

- ,
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i'p' I i
t case in the fanous cne where the procedure then was screwed-\~

.

2 up? There.were scne nultiple power failure icsses involved

3 there. The.v. were not causal, were they? De ycu renenber the

d small break thing that wrote the screwed up precedure?
5 MR. GORINSON: Right. That was a postlicensing

6 analysis.

7 COZOIISSIONER PIGTORD: Pat asked if they are '

8 causal.

9 CO?"1ISSIONER HAGGERTY Loch, I an not really

10 quarreling. Again, it is they are not required. Mell, they

II sure are not required in enough instances to do it, but I |
t
i

12 think we have at least that enc, and I seen to renenber !^
i i

J 13 another one where thev were required to nahe analyses. I
:

14 MR. EYTCHISON: I get all ni:'ed up in the
i

15 terninoloc.v , and I don't know -- i

I'
.

f

16 COM!!ISSIONER HAGGERTY: I an sure there was nore

17 than one.

18 MR. EYTCHISON: In that .carticular analvsis 3abccck I'
.

I
19 and Milec:: verified that the~ times they calculated that ~

20 certain actions needed to be taken took into account several
.

21 failures, including a loss of off site power and a less of --
i

k 22
.

t .
Several kinds of ecwer, ICO:S1ISSIONER HAGGERTY:,

- .

0 .

23 as I renenber. |4, ,

/,- i
'

!( ! 24 iR . EYTCHISON: Or f ailure of high pressure inf ectic:-
e
$!

A 25 =unn. ..
.

9

I

- . . . _ , . __ _ _ _ _ _ , __
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A)i I COICIISSIO;'ER HAGGERTY: And I have read sone c hers .v
|

2 of the same kind. The point is it is a blanket stauerent. f
9

3 Again, we don't have to make the blanket statement. They ,I
,

4 are certainly not required to do it en an adequate basis.

'

5 I have no quarrel with that at all. '
!
:

I6 MR. CORIIISO:!: Could I peint out that there is a i
:

I
7 distinction to be made here? As I understand it, uhac i

I

8 = articular analvsis first of all arose out of an co. en itanr. .

.

s
9 that appeared. The plant was licensed and then BE3 on behalf '

i

|10 of Met Ed submitted a further analysis. That is where that j
i
i

11 came up. That, b.v verv definition, was not part cf the i
.

i
.

12 licensing review that led to the license because it was hiven !
t(
:( 13 a license and said, "Let us clear this up afterwards." |
T

h

14 The specific issue it uent to, I don't knew. ~0 !

15 you, Tom? Tc= or Ron?
i

16 CO!CIISSIO:iER FIGFORD: Yes.

17 Mr. Chairman, I don't have anything new to say en i

!

l
18 this. I made my point, and I think this will be substantuatec.

i19 if .vou interview someone who knows this sufficientiv and have i
. .

.

20 sotecne who can interpret these. I know they are very
. .

21 confusing words. Try Saul Levine, for enarple. He '.as been

! 22 in this business since 1962. He knous it in detail. !
r
5

;

u i

, o. G O .3.r. ,. . . . ~ . . . r , , , , c- _e s . . c .e, m_ ,. . . ,,s. i
. . , . . , , . - , .

. - - . . . . _ . _v.. . ~_ %. .. ..

2s

5
! 24 depose him tuice. Ycu did not ash us to raise this russtion-

-

W
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1 1 C O.v_"4- c S C." = .v. .n .r r. w 0 .n.D. . v. .u._, ~. :
-

: ': -

. - - c. . _T n . . s . s. i.n. c' _tc_ ._V . _ . , . -

2 I know what vou were c.ettine. at? I cannot tell you ahead cf.
r

t
.

3 _4 .m..e _4 _: y-m 3._ a qo - u. .~..4 s _4 _ o _. .m e .c n _,u. s C...e .%. m g o. o. i . e sy, o s . Im. --
. ..; w ..o

,
, . .. m

/. 9.R. . .t*p.u. .r. .T g ..o . s n e. .o .T .-o.a _l _' y 'f a .". ~ o = .". '. '.* .- '. .''. _# ,
w u, . . , . - a

5 b u '. t. .e e .'._4 _- =_ i..* _ o d"-c '. 4 c. * 'k.e k._4e _# _4 . . ~.
'" c.m. ,- h .
i . c >. s . . .= .:. = c - ,"

. .
-A's . . .

!
l

6 sincie failure analysis, the failure to analy e nulti.le-

1

7 _4 .. A = o e. .' e.. . .=a _4 _' " e s a s ~* e .' ..g a o _' g. . _; _= _4 a.. *. A =. ' _' c .*. e..~ ~. '.'.." .. - -
.

-

;
,

8 we had discovered in the URC desie.n review u. recess. t
.

.
E

9 i Now, I can state that there is no rec.ulatorv. -

|

10 requirenent that they look at anything other than single
.

11 failure analysis.

12 C O."' 1I .c.~c I O.'T_r * . .e 7. G s O.n.D .- _7 a.n. ' e .' .' _4 . . - ,v o u ...k.a . .e _' ..= _' e
.

. . . :
m

13 failure analysis neans is not what you think it means. I don':
.

I14 think I will say it anymore, It. Chairman, because I don't
!

i
15 want to engage in J'ust an argument. I just want to :ake .y

1

,

16 point and get it over with.

17 CO!'.'1ISSIONER MC PIIERSON: That is sc.ething that

18 .v.ou could address in .v. cur --

19 CO!!MISSIO:!ER FIG.roRD: Certainly. .'. let of ether i

'
20 .cecole will, too.

21 COMMISSIONER !!C PIIERSON: I neve we adep thc

! 22 language as is. !*
-n

%e &

v $

' C ^."". S .C IC". _r .o. T .?". . I .c. - S e c ...d . ,'
i

| ;, v. . . .

O b
'v ,c 24 Cv.iu. =. ."'s".

-

~ = . . " _ = " . " . . .- u. . , m e ' . . = a "~ _- = ..: . . . . - . _' . . ,.n. . . -- e .
. .

a

.! ,,5 (,.'a e o .ea e- a e '.c .s- =
.' . .e . . e .e . )-

. - . o. v. .
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A I CHAIR *G3 KE:ENY: Those opposed?.g i

G
2 (None opposed.)

3 COMMISSIONER FIGTORD: In the renainder of chat

4 sentence it talks about this problem of the sharp delineation
5 between components and systems that are safety related, and

6 it says, those that are not safecy related are enenpt frca
7 most requirements.

8 Look, here is the problen, and I can see how some ',
,

!9 people you have asked are confused about this with URC.
1

10 Safety related is supposed to be items which are concerned l

11 with the envelope of the primary coolant systen and also,

12 itens that are necessary to mitigate the consequences of t

'N 13 an accident.
<.s]

:
.

14 Now, that might seen to result in sharo definitions. !
~

i
\

15 The fact is there are some itens that are not in that which
16 might be thought to cause transients that don't cause

17 accidents,.but let us take for enanple, the failure of an

18 iten that is not part of this. It is an iten that is a pu=p

19 in a subsystem. There is still a concern that the pump failing,
20 the hcusing breaking, the rc'-- #'ying cut can then hit a

,
-

1
-

21 component which is in one of these systems. If it can damage
,

! 22 it with any appreciable probability then that pump that is in !r
5 i
"

I
E, 23 a separate systen should be called safety related and is. Well,

l

1, E
,

24 to make that deter =ination you have an encrnous number cf grey'
.

'

=
\./ e.

.

|. ,j 25 areas because these are hard. They require lots of cenplicated |
!

'

!
! \

_ .. -



_ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _

17
95.

('') 1 analysis, and the NRC ccnstantly keeps a long check on these.
v

2 They follow then up from one licensing to another, still
.

3 continually probing to see if these other systens should be
4 safety related or not.

5 You can look at the questions they ask and they

6 are probing. There is not as sharp a distinction as you

7 think. Secondly, it is wrong to infer that when sonething

8 is not officially safety related, no questions are as%ed. That

9 is incorrect. Further, the whole process I have been describing

10 to you does result in a designation of priorities. You are

11 looking at which are the itens that can affect the accident,

12 and that is the whole approach that leads to the final

() 13 designation.
s-

14 I.am afraid the whole paragraph down through the

15 sentence instead there should be a systen of priorities as to

16 how significant various components and systems are for the
:

17 overall safety of the plant, this whole paragraph is a result
i18 of an unfortunate, apparently misinterpretation of what scme
i

19 people at NRC and frankly I think there are a lot of people

20 at NRC who don't understand this, but there are a lot of people,
l

21 who do.
,

k 22
i
u

23 '9 I

4

\- $ 24
! |'

P i

} 25
'

I

|

|
'

t
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DO 1 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I will try a reading now of theTid
10-22-79 2 generic problem, since in the area of technical assessment
Tapa 8

3 we have an able and exceller.t staff who investigated all kinds
|

4 of things and we accepted their results. I accepted a great |

5 many that I do not have confidence, but I trust the technical , |
| ,

6 staff and we accepted it. We have a staff equally able and
i

7 competent who did this investigation and the Commission agreed

8 to a number of findings en that basis. And they are all being

9 requestioned frcm scratch and I am having difficulties.

10 Carolyn.

11 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I thcroughly agree with you. |
6

12 I think this is -- you knew, to reargue things that we have '

,

[ i
!(_/ 13 already agreed en after we have established our findings. I '.
I

14 think this is really a waste of time at this point. !

|15 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: As far as I knca, this para-

16 graph in the overview has existed for at least three weeks.

17, COMMISSIONER LEWIS: This is an attempt to gut our

18 report and I really want to express my outrage at this last
19 minute effort to do so, because it is wasting a heck of a

20 lot of time that would be mere constructive. !>

21 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Tom.

22 COMMISSIONER PIGFCRD: Mr . Chairman, I can appre- I
5

fU
23 ciate that reaction. I think there is some merit about the 'p

2

1 E
| a 24 time wasted and unconcern. Let me point out to vou that when| -

| t
' A 25 I went over these findings, I hadn't had a chance to read very
t
I -
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D( 1 many at all of the staff reports. I said that in talking

2 about them and in voting on them, it was the assumption that

3 they were justified. And it is only since then and, frankly,

only within the last two or three days that I have had an op-4

|
i

5 portunity in this area to look into the staff reports and I !

6 am sorry, I just don't find that it justifies it. That is thej
l

7 only reason I am bringing it up. Then this will be the end. |

8 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Stan.

9 MR. GCRINSON: Let me say two things. One, the first

10 draft of the staff reports were given to the Ccmmissioners

11 right after Labor Day on the NRC as well as the others, so at i
l,

12 least in substantial portion with the Ccmmissioners for two |
)

13 months.-'

14 Secondly, going back to safety-related items, this i

15 is a point we argued last time . Roger Mattson, the Lessons

16 Learned Task Force, makes the follcwing statement and there is

i7 a last sentence there and I will talk to the last sentence.
18 In the licensing process, the specification of design basis
19 events has resulted in a classification of systems in two types,

!
. !'O safety and non-safety. The reliability of quality and safety

,

21 systems are controlled through NRC requirements for the design!
b '

[22 construction and operations. The NRC requirements fcr non-
'

3
U

23y safety systems are generally limited to assuring they do nots ,

e

{24 adversely effect the operations of safety systems. Tcm, cne
'

a
b
5* 2 *c of the issues that has been hanging around NRC fcr a long time!

:

?

. - _ - - _ _ . . -
-
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Dq 1 has been the issue of turbine missiles, hasn't it? That has >

2 been a non-safety system where they have been trying to make

3 sure they do not adversely effect the operation of safety sys-
4 tems. Their interim fixes have been things like putting up a

.

S wall until they come up with some generic solution fer the

6 problem of the turbine missiles --

7 CHAIRMAN KEMIFf: I don't think we should get into

8 detailed examples. I think it is the fundamental issue that

9 we should address.
i10 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I think, you know, you can
|

,

|11 disagree. with the findings and you can disagree with Tom, but -
i12 it is difficult to say that this overview doesn't come fairly !

((~S) 13 close to reflecting 8-A, 3 and C on pages 43 and 44. My quar-
|
|

14 rel comes when' statements in here are not backed up in the find- 1
I |

15 ings.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes and in those case- "e have
17 agreed to change it.

I8
COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I think in this case the

19 findings do. We may have argued about the find ing s, but they
20 are here and that is a different matter.
2I

COMMISSIONER FIGFORD : The only remaining item I
s
5 t

) 2' have, Mr . Chairman, is -- because I have identified the others,I
5
U I

23 I

J which I understand are going to be handled by this generic -- f j
73

: ( ) f
i

, e e.
i ;" CHAIRMAN KEMErf: And I hope we will get a Xerox

,

.

! oc" ^ ~

copy of yours because I premised to look at every one of your !
,

a

F

i
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gg

DO 1 suggested changes, Tom. Could we --V
.

i

2 COMMISSICNER PIGFORD: But, Carolyn, honest, I am
.

!

3 not trying to gut the report. It may see= -- I a=, frankly, j

4 trying to fix it so it is less vulnerable to what I think our

5 vulnerability is.

6 COMMISSICNER LEWIS: Well, that is ycur interpreta-
|

7 tion of what you are trying to do, Ocm. I think you are try . I

8 ing to soften it and, you know, we have some pretty strong

9 stuff in here. And, you knew, at this point to start to

10 really hold it back, I just -- you knew, we have argued all
11 of these. We have accepted the findings. This overview ceme:

,

i12 out of the findings and then, to ncv just sort of raise these -

)s 13 basic issues. I think --
t

14 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: Carolyn, I think it depends

15 entirely on whether it is in the findings or not. Where, it

16 is, we have had an argument --

17 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: Pat, I don't disagree with you.

18 If we don't have support --

19 CCMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Some of the previous ones,

20 we sure didn't.
.t.

21 COMMISSIONER LIWIS: No, and I agree with you. I
'

>

) 22 voted for those changes, but I. think now we are getting into
au

? "3 substance which we have agreed en and I think it is a waste of'.
-

<

24 o"- -i-- to do so. If you disagree, you can have a dissenting!
, ,

5 opinion in the reper .
,

:
,

;

I
_._ ______
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A)D( 1 COMMISSICNER FIGFORD: I agree with that. I have .s_

|
2 made my point. I am not going to argue anymore.

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Tom, could I just ask. Could

you give your document to one of the secretaries to make a4

5 Xerox copy so I can go through your ccmments? -

)
i6 COMMISSICNER PIGFCRD: Yes.
.

!7 COMMISSICNER TAYLCR: I would just like to make the :
!
'

8 observation that what Tom is now doing is something that I I

:
|

9 earnestly wish we could have done several weeks ago. I think I
10 that what I sense he is trying to do is to lock for a clear
11 correspondence between what we say and what we can thoroughly ;

12 document and I am grateful for that. Hoaever, we are too late7s
t'> .

.

13 in this process, I think, to be going into this level of de-
,

14 tail and I am sorry about that, l
t
I

}

15 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: This is really what I was
|.

getting at when I said I read them last night and I read every-} .
'16
|

17 thing that is in Volume 1, except I didn't have the recod=en-
18 dations. There are some places that I feel did -- were not

!19 backed in the findings, some of those earlier ones, that is
i |
I,20 true -- this one,.I must say, is in the findings. I think i

21 you could argue abc.it the validity of the extremity of the
Ik 22 finding, but it is there. Page 29 --

E
a

23

{~')
J COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: If I could interrupt, I
g 24s_
; want to say that I don't want the record to indicate -- I
.

$ 25 don't think it should indicate fairly that a majority of the
,

- _ - . _ -

i

.
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Df''\ 1 Commission has suddenly at the last hour begun seriously toO
2 question these basic tenets that we have been debating and '

3 discussing for a long time. There may be exceptions. There

4 may be werd shadings that we could debate from now to dooms-

5 day in order to include everything. But I think this para-

6 graph is justified by the findings we have, as a generality. I

1

7 CHAIRMAN KI.v2NY: Lloyd.

8 COMMISSICNER MC BRIDE: Yes, I wculd like to indi-

9 cate what I have found. I have found in some instances we
10 have used phrases like never, no and have, I think, at times
11 perhaps put ourself in a vulnerable position where someone

.

12 ican say well, you said you never did it and we did it here or '
(~)A- I3 we did it there and it could be in some situations which did :

I4 not come to our attention. Now, I think the Co= mission has to.

.!15 he willing to accept that kind of vulnerability.
16 I am relying now on some of my own experiences where
17 as an adversary in matters of safety in which we as a union
18 was adversary to the employer and we would frequently fall
I9

into the trap of saying, you never did this. And each time
20 we found out never is forever and we were wrong. They had, oni
II

occasion, done one thing or another that we were of the opinicp
*

|[ 22 that they had never done. So, I think, we have to ur.dcrstand '

s
G

23
? that when we make these very stong, positive statements, we

[) 3 .
'

{24 =ay find that we were a little strong. I don't think that we
\'

'

s

i 25* can deal with it any other way, though. If we have reason to

- -. . _ _ - .
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3 1 believe it at the time we nake it, we ought to say it. I

f

2 know that we are going to be picked apart in some of this

3 where sc=ebcdy will say, hey, you came on awful strong.there

4 and the facts are and we new can show you that we did this

5 and the other thing at that time. Well, I think that is a

6 risk we have to take.
r
.

7 COMMISSICER HAGGER"Y: May I suggest that the in-

8 structions we have already given the Chairman will catch a

9 good many of those extreme statements.

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I have just written down the words

i
lI never and no and uncerlined them.

'

'
.

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: I have a point of substance :
I

(nm)' 13 here in the revised version of the overview. On page 22, this;
i

'

I

14 is the 24 pages -- on page 22, --

15 COMMISSIONER MC P.C RSON: Segins with the words, !

16 mistakenly believes --

17 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: This is the new handout, page --

18 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSCN: I have the newest handcut,.

I9 I think.

20 i

COMMISSICNER TAYLOR: There is a paragraph that i

^1" starts in the middle of the page, scme of the scenarios leave --

$ on I have a change to propose for the third sentence, which--
,

s
0

23
? starts, they lead to more severe damage to the core. It says(,\ 3
-

'v'i j 24
,

with some melting the fuel in the hottest region. In view cf
a
ba me

our findings with respect to -- what actually happened in the
* '"

i

___ - . _ _ - - _ - ._.. - - -
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Dw_/ 1 accident as given in our staff report on ccre damage, I would

2 like to suggest the following change. Instead of with some

3 melt'ing and so on, including an increased likeliheed of sub-

4 stantial melting of the core -- of substantial molting of the
5 fuel. Let me say why I am proposing this.

6 CLIRMAN KEMENY: Ted, may I tell you the hiscory

7 of that one. I had something like -- in the criginal version,

8 I believe, something like substantial melting of the ccre and
9 this was Bill Stratton's change.

10 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Let me say why I am disturbed

Il and that is that our finding with respect to the core damage i

12(rj is that there is at least a possibility of significant melting
sd

13 -- and we have s'ated between =ero and a few percent -- of thec

I4 core in the accident as it actually happened. This phrase, :

15 with some melting of the fuel in the hottest regions, suggests
16

'

that further delay, for example, in turning HPI on would have
17 led to a result less damaging than what we actually get in the ;

18 1

accident.
I

I9
CHAIRMAN KE.ENY: Yes, I know you made that point

1

i i
20 before. So, what is your proposed phrasing and then we will
91

test it.
*

3

;

> Ig no"
e COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Take some out and put in5
" |^ 23i ? addit ional .

~-) i
.

*2
0 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Fine.t
b
o" 25

COMMISSICNFR MC PHERSON: Take some cut and =cke it
- 1

___ .- -_
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*y 4.

DC 1 additional melting of fuel?

2 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: There certainly is the con-

3 notation in Ted's cc==ent that you do =cre and less happens.

4 CCMMISSIONER TAYLCR: Additional melting of the

5 fuel in the hottest regions suggests there is just one place '
-

,

6 where this might happen, wherever they may be.
i
'

7 CHAIRMAN KEXENY: Paul.

8 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I would like -- on page 3 -- +

9 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: Have we dealt with this? ;

10 CHAIRMAN KEMEliY: Yes. It was readily agreed by

11 everybody.
:
i

12 COMMISSIONER TA*P CR: Well, was it? |

b') '

U 13 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes. Additional and regions.

I
14 Yes. I

15 COMMISSIONER MARKS: On page 30 of the previous ,

16 draft --

' '

17 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Which section is that in, Paul?

|
18 COMMISSIONER MARKS: It is in a page that looks like!

I
1

19 this and it says for all these reasons. '

20 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: It is in the overview i==e-

21 diatelv ahead of the utility.
.
1

> |

[ 22 C*' AIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, for all these reasons.r
s
O

23 COMMISSICNER MARKS: Our recc==endations concerninc !P
/'.-s -

s a
\ ) 1
s -

!
''

- 9 4 the NRC are sweeping. I think we should strike our highest !
3
c
h

! 25 pricrity is the appointment of a chairman and substitute -- ;

i

_ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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DC 1 CHAIRMAN KIMITI: Excuse me, Paul. Could I -- I

just reali=ed that this was one paragraph that I changed sub ;
2

I

3 stantially and should have shown you, but that is what I have.I

4 I am glad you brought this up because remember that version

5 was written before our NRC vote. Let me tell you what I have.,
|

6 For all these reasons, we reccmmend a total reorganization of '

7 the NRC. We reccmmend that it be an independent agency within

8 the Executive Branch, headed by a single administrater who is

9 in every sense chief executive officer. He/she must be pro-

10 vided with the freeden. to reorganize and to bring new bloed -

i
.

11 into NRC staff. This new bloed could result in the change of
,

!12 attitude that is vital -- ;
f.si

s_J '

13 CCMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: You aren't going to say i
!
i

14 he/she, are you? !

115 CCMMISSICNER MC PHIRSCN: I said that. I recommended

16 that way back and I don't care.

17 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I am all for keeping it in.

18 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Attitude that is vital for the
i

19 solution of problems of nuclear industries. We have also re-
i

20 commended a number of other organizational and precedural
21 changes designed to make the new agency truly effective in

p .n2 assuring the safety of nuclear power plants.
|

=

3
U ,

-? ^3 | COMMISSICNER MARKS: Well, that would ccnform with
i

/~]i ,

ud 1
j 24 | any reading I have, with one other proviso.
.-
2' ',,

CHAIRMAN KIMENE: Very gced. !

l'

I !
1
1
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D( ,) 1 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I would like to -- in fact, it

2 would follow cn we have -- what was that last sentence?

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: We have also recommended a number

of other organizational and procedural changes designed to4

5 make the new agency truly effective and assuring the safety --

6 COM'i!SSICNER MARKS: Among them is that radiation

7 related health matters be mandated for review and comment with

8 respect to guidelines effecting worker and public health safe-

9 ty by HEW. I think that the -- I don't know whether you want
10 this wording or other wording --

11 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That is fine. I will cc=e up with

12 a sentence. I 'eill go through our recommendations on it and |.s

13 I will come up --

14 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Because the thing I am trying

15 to do there is strengthen the fact that we are brining sort of
16 new bloed into the process.

17 CHAIRMAN KF.MENY: I am sorry I forgot to give you

18 this paragraph. It was the only area we had agreement on re-

19 commendations and, therefore, I --

20 COMMISSIONER MC PEERSCN: Would you' read it again,
2I John?

22 CHAIRMAN KEMINY: Excuse me. Read it again?
5
v j

23 i COMMISSICNER MC 'HERSON: Read it again, yeah.] f
i I'

e e'4= CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Okay. Fcr all these reasons, we
i

| A 25 !

recommend a total reorgani=ation of the NRC. We reccmmend !
|

|
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D(,mV) 1 that it be an independent agency within the Executive Branch,

2 headed by a single administrator, who is in every sense chief

3 executive officer --

4 CCMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Excuse me. Total reorgan-

5 iration. As far as I know we don't recc==end that the Divi-

6 sion of Reactor Safety cr I&E and so on --

7 CHAIRMAN EME Tl: Actually, the phrase we have used

8 now is restructuring. We have' recc== ended a restructuring of I

9 the --
|
,

|10 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Restructuring is fine. The
|

11 werd " total" is what he is really quarreling with.
12 COMMISSICNER MC PHERSON: Yes. We are saying get

[~/'\ ;A- 13 rid of the five and go to one, but we are not saying get rid
)
.

14 of all the divisions. We haven't really icoked at that.

15 CHAIRMAN EM"NY: Okay. How about, for all these

16 reasons we recommend the restructuring of the NRC. Ted. {

17 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I may be wrong, but I don't

i18 believe we referred to the eversight ccmmittee in the preface.
!
1

19 CHAIRMAN EME!TI: No, because I didn't have it thera |

20 at that time.
}.

21 COMMISSIONZR TAYLCR: Well, I would suggest that im '
>
g 22 mediately folicwing this, say scmething to the effect that we
5
U

23y recogni=e that there have been certain advantages to the col
i) 5j n~. legiate -- let me express the thought. I can't find exactly

s.

.c
A 25 .

tha words. That scmething that expresses that in lieu of the |
;!

|

_.
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D 1 open dec policy and the existence of five cc missioners, i
_

we

f2 have further reco= mended that there be established an cversigh;
i
f

3 ccmmittee -- i
i
;
.

4 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: Include that in the summary.

5 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: I think that is the place to

6 put it and I would leave it to the Chair =an to find words to

!

7 connect because I for one --

8 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Brir ; in the oversight cc==ittee t

I
i

9 and point out in a way some of the role of the commissicner i

10 structure.
,

i11 COMMISSICER LEWIS: The input of other opinions. -

4

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: I would havo had sericus quest-
4

f\ |
V 13 ions about the whole single administrater situation, if we

|

;

14 didn't also propose the oversight cc= mission.

1S CHAIRMAN KF_MENY: I have the same gosition. I will

16 find it very easy to write the sentence.

17 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSCN: Move the adopticn of all

18 of this.
i

I9 COMMISSICER PIGFORD: What? i
i

20 i

COMMISSICER MC PHERSON: All of this meant Paul's --

21 read your thing again before I --
>

$ 22 CCMMISSICER HAGGERTY: Paragraphwiththetwoaddi-f
5

.t
U

23 tions.9

n i ,

V f24 COMMISSIGNER MC PHERSCN: Marks' addition and the
i

2 25 Taylor addition and this. But before we vote on it read .vcurs. ,,
,

i

1

. . . _
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',m
1

i

D(v)
:

1 again,

2 COMMISSICNZR HAGGERTY: Seccnd.

3 CHAIR. MAN KIMENY: For all these reasons, we recem=end

4 the restructuring of the NRC. We recommend that it be an in -

5 dependent agency within the Executive Branch, headed by a
,

,

6 single administrator who is in every sense chief executive
;

7 officer. He/she must be provided with the freedom to recrgan-
1

8 ire and to bring new blood into NRC staff. This new bleed '

t

9 could result in a change of attitudes that is vital fer the
i
'

10 solution of the problems of the nuclear industry.
!11 We have also recc== ended a nu=her of other crgani-
;

i12 rational and precedural changes designed to make the new agen-3
' ' ~ ' 13 cy truly effective in assuring the safety of nuclear power

Id plants. These include -- and I would list them. Then I .

i

15 should then add, strengthen ACRS also here.
l

16 Excuse me. Could I just get that ene question? If

17 I mention the oversight committee, should I also mention
18 strengthening the ACRS or is it --

,

9 t

COMMISSICNRR MARKS: My cwn view is I wouldn't dilute
i

90 I*

it with a long laundry list there. I think I would hit the

I oversight cc =ittee and the mandated review in that cc= ment
s

3 ^e9̂ because they representy --

5
* ne

?" CHAIRMAN KIMINY: Very g0cd. That is what I think; -
x ,

| % $ } '^ |I * '

I have done.
c
6

8" 95* '

CCMMISSICNER TRUNX: Did ycu mention that he should
i I

.
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DQ 1 he brought in from outside the N,.07

2 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I did not. That is a goed point.

3 COMMISSIONER TRUNK: I don ' t want anyhedy frem the

4 NRC. l
)
!

'S CHAIRMAN KEMENY: The mction before us is my para- |

1

,

6 graph and the one wording change and with three additions
~

one that the single administrator wculd be from outside the

8 current agency, that radiation related matters -- I will get

9 the right wording for the sign off -- for the mandatory review
10 process and that we don't have a ec=missioner anymore. We are '

11

advocating a new oversight committee to get appropriate input.i
f

12 All those in favor of the motion, please raise yours

+) 13 hands.

Id '(There was a show of hands.)
15 That is unanimous.

16 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Can I ask who --

17 MS. JORGENSCN: We will do that editing. We will

18 take care of that.

I9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could I ask are there any further ,
i

'O '
.

comments on the overview. Yes, Tom.-

*1'
COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Yes. I just have cne more -

22 brief thing to say. My fellow Ccmmissioners, I think, I guessed
u" i,23j -- and I don't blame them -- that I have ccme here te even '

2#"
question some findings. I think you must understand. I take

i
"

2 *** this very seriously and when I went over the findings, I said
t

i

I
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iD79 1 there are some of them I have not had an opportunity to reed '

l C/
2 the staff reports. And I will talk on the assumptien that

3 they are substantiated. Ifhy haven 't I had the opportunity? '

4 Because, frankly, there has been a hell of a lot to read. In

5 September, I and others had to review what was supposed to be

6 28 technical assessment reports and that itself hasn't been

7 completed. And that has taken an encr=cus amount of time. -

1

8 I have tried to respond very faithfully to the ;

9 Chairman's request for review of the material before us. I

10 did state two meetings ago I had reservations about what I

11 saw on the legal staff repcrt on NRC. I was told, don't worry

12 right now. A second draft is coming out. tihen I saw scme

13 problems, I immediately communicated with the Cc=missioners

14 who were in charge of reviewing that. I have done the best

15 I can, but I have not yet read all of the material.

16

17

18

19

20
.

21

k 22 l-,

5
v

23p
2s

E .

I
i 24 'm

$ 25
i
;

,

. - .- - -

r - - _ _ - - - - - - - - -_ -_ - --- _,,,
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VG1
7 9 I CHAIPl*.A!i KE* E:TI: Could I suggest --
1 _2-79

2 CO UIISSIONER : CPHERSO:i: I don't thin % ve could nahe

3 a finding that Co nissioner Pigford has been la:: on the job.
4 COIHiISSIOliER KE:1ETI: Ue'd be happi to make a findin7

5 in the opposite direction.

6 ;.7ouldn't you like to sign-off on the overview?

7 COIriISSIONER 71 ARKS: I have one small additional

8 connent on the overview. Page 31. The utility -- The para-

9 graph that begj.ns,.There is a divided systen of decision-making
10 toward the third sentence which begins, our report contains a
lI number of e:<anples -- the end of that sentence, ray have led
12

.
to less than optimal design and operating practices.

b> 13 CHAIR'IAIT KEMElri: That is, you wish to add, and ope-

14 rating practices. Is there any objection to that addition?

15 It certainly is consistent uith all our --

16 CO*t1ISSIONER TAYLOR: It's inportant:, I thih'c .

17 COIR.iISSIO;iER MARKS: Yeah, it is important. I

18 uas prepared to argueit, but in the spirit of --

I9 CHAIR *1A11 KE: CPI: I mean, that seens to re so obviousl

20 right, I thought I vould just ask, by unaninous consent.
21 ::ay I nou suggest that uith the anendrents we've nade and uith

>
g 22 the po.ier you delegated to ne to incorporate things a-.d go
5
V

23p p through it once more and clean it up, t'e Chair vould lihe to
V g 24

have t'e notion to have the nreface and overvieu ar.7. roved..
,,

, F.

25 CO:I'ISSIOMER IIAGGERTl: I'n in agreenent uith that I

.. - .. . . -
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Ip) provided uhat you vill do -- there are sone places in here --
\v

2 we'd made some changes. If you'll nake then coincide all the

3 uay t*1 rough, for exanple, you've got that sane statement about !

4 -- on page 29 in the old version -- Ue do see some evidence

5 of the old DEC pronotional philcsophy. That's in there in

6 another place. It's on page 29. It should agree with --

7 CHAIPlIAli KE:C"Y: I promise to do all such things.

8 CO:'0IISSIO:!ER HAGGERTl: ' lou've got, shift forenen

9 were overburdened with paperwork and could not fulfill their

10 supervisor 1 roles. He changed that finding a little bit to

1I say sonebody said so.

12 CHAIFJ AIT II:*.Elri: Yes, I believe I've already change l

{m) 13 the language in ny version on that particular one.
14 CO 01ISSIO;IER HAGGERTY: Okay, all right.

15 CO:I:1ISSIOliER ICPHERSO;i: John, I still have, in t'lis

16 new version that I've just received, the two versions of the

17 accilent. At the beginning. Are we taking the short one?

18 m IP;p;I KE:Elri: 7aat was voted last time. It is

19 the short version. Here is the present official copy. He

20 voted last time unanimously to take t'te short version.

21 CO 21ISSIOliER HAGGERTI: Cuestion.

f22 CHAIP Gli KE'iElri: Okay, the question is, with the
5o

23 proviso stated, to approve .the preface and overvieu. Uculdy
a

' .b 24 t' lose cornissioners in favor please raise their hand?
E

3 25 (Show of hands)

_ _ _
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. , ,

I l I That's a unanimous vote..V
2 COICIISSICII PIGFORD: No, sir. I'm sorrf.

3 CHAIR'!Ali KEIIENY: Ito, sorrf, I'm very sorry. I'm

4 very sorry.

5 CO:.IIIISSIO:iER PIGFORD: Please refer to me as being

6 against that. <

7 CHAIR *IAN KE'IEliY: Yes. Very well. Professor Pigfor:1

8 wishes to be recorded as voting against that and the other

9 comnissioners voted in favor of approving the pre _ ace and over -

10 vieu.

1I I think it's appropriate to have a ten ninute recess

12 after which ue'll turn to findings. I hereby declare a ten/Gb
13 minute recess.

14 (Brief recess) ;

15 C*iAIRTIAI! KE:iENY: will the meeting please come to

i16 order? !

17 Given that the lunch hour is approaching, I'm going
18 to suggest that we night turn next to the narrative chapter

!

! 19 and then tackle the findings right af ter lunch. Incidentally,
:

20 I hope to have available as requested for distribution to you
21 t'le recon =endations in their present forn so that you have a

>
g 22 chance of looking t'1 rough then during lunch, uhich nay help
5

- u
/"'N , 23 ~ ou also in the discussion of the findings.v

V $
! 24 Pat, you had sone cor .ents on the narrative chapter?
5

3 25 CO:I'iISSIO:iEn EAGGEnTY: Yeah, I have a previous

.
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s -j
d example. I have the following -- I uould suggest that the

2
narrative chapter -- ve simply extend to the Chairman the --

3
-again -- the same privilege of eliminating, rearranging, or

4
inserting changes that make it fit the findings and overview.

5
I don't think this requires any great elaborate deal. I've go t:

6
a -- I think that t'1ere are a bunch of little things and none

7
of them are substantive. I'm perfectly willing to hand it in

8
with the little things and you do what you please uith it. I

9

think there are a couple of cornball kinds of bones left in itj
10

that I would hope you vould delete, but I'll even leave that

11
with you and they're marked.

12
p CHAIFT.AU KE:CTY: Yes, Pat mentioned to me during th a

V 13
break three of them and I agreed with two of them but I sort

14
of liked the third one, but if enough people object to the

15
same ones I'll change t'1e t'11rd one.

16
CO:IMISSIO;iER LE!7IS: Give us the cornball, we really

17
need some --

18
CO:CIIS SIOUER .HAGGERTY: I think the Gross statement,

19
Theodore Gross statement, uit'1 its vorch, womb, worb, doesn ' t

20
belong there.

,

21
CO:CIISSIO !ER MCPEERSOU: *:here is that?

i 22
COM:IISSIO:iER LE"IC : Clat's the first nace.

3 -

U
23

COICIISSIOliER "CPHERSOU: Uhere is " blood into theg
a 24

bottom of an empty beer glass?"e
,

b 25
CO:IIISSIO:IER HAGGERTY: That 's even better than ny

.
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1 statement. There 's another one that relates to -- I've got all
.. Q

2 t'te pages I've got any marks on -- but there's the one about

3 the control room and it's description and the intercom booming

4 out ant so on and lights flashing, etc., etc. ~

5 C:IAIR:IA'i KIIIE:iY: That's the one I rather liked.

6 CC:i'i!SSIOI;ER LE;7IS: It was bright.

7 CO;CIISSIGUER HAGGERTY: ~'hich doesn't -- which, the

8 impression can be given. but it no longer quite flows from

9 the paragraph before and after. There was a third one, I can' b

10 even -- .:Ost of the rest of this -- some of the things you've

11 already found, because I know from talking to Ron there was,

12 a double negative. There is such as thing as creating the

1
J 13 uhite vapor plumes that drift skivard, they only do it under

14 some circunstances, you know, it doesn't always happen..

15 CO:CIISSIO:?ER LE!!IS: You're ta'-ting all the poetry

16 out.

17 COIUiISSIONER HAGGERTY: Oh, you got rid of all of

18 the trashes but one, you've still got unc' Ting through that thin z.

19 God, I mean, you know, vater doesn't vash through there.

20 CO 0IISSICliER :ICPHE2 SCI!: I t' link it is a very good

21 ', o b . It's well vritten and clear and nou that a lot of the

{22 pur?le and lavendar stuff is out of there.
8
"

23 CO:"IISSIOI;ER :' ARCS : I've got one constructive cc- .e -t-O ?
G t

g 24 and one anaphylactic ccer.ent. You'll all have to icoh it up.'

E

3 25 Anaphylactic.

_ . ~ . . . - . . . . . . -- -

er +
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I) I COIIIISSIOrE2 :'COE DC: I *tish you had't done that.v
2 CC:I:'ISSIONZR 'iAGGERTY: Is that physical or is it

3 nenta1?

4 CO::'IISSIONER :IAFJ:S: This diagran, is t'11s going to

5 be keyed to the text?

0 CIIAIP'*Ei KE.!E:"l: Yes, I have the same cuestion here

7 because I was told it could be heyed, right?

8 CO:!IIISSIOliE2 :IAPJ{S: In other 'tords, the react 6r,

9 Uhether it's fuel rods and control rods, figure whatever A and
10 3 __

11 Cr.~, Au.~i! n ua : Yeaa,<.aut ~ hope ?u. ' t:.1 x- aave scne.-m~ r A
- -

'' " "" ' *^"**" " ''' "''* **'

C)' 13 :15. JORGEUSO'.i: It vill. A.d yesterday I didn't hav:2

14 a chance to tell you that that's exactly what will happen. It 'l

15 not only have -- everything on there will be labeled, but

16 there vill also be a very brief explanation that says start
17 here and go from here and follow the arrows.

18 cc:.I: IssIot7rn :.IARKS : Okay. The anaphylactic one is

19 on page 30. Is it 3C? Yeah. I think that we should eli-

20 mina e all pictures with the towers. Therefore --
.

21 CIIA I I 1.:l; K E 1 C i'I : I agree with you, t' Tat t'lere was
y

.

I
tg 22 an agreement, no towers.

5
v I

23p CO:r'.ISSICITEF. :*_2.E{S : And t'terefore --
L i

! 24 CIIAIZIAli KZ'IZ1!Y: And ue have other pictures, bot's ofe
.

$ 25 CO:: ISSIOUE2 :*AT.KS : Right, and since ue have several

_

k
- $
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1 pictures of Henry and Denton, I think we're all but killing
d

2 then anyway --
.

3 CO:EiISSIOUER MCPHERSOE: What's wrong uith the tc for s?.

4 CO:OIISSIO:iER MARKS: Becuase people think that, when

5 they see a tower, there's where the radioactivity's coming out.
6 I said it was anaphylactic.

7 MS. JORGEiSON: That picture can be . cropped. .

8 CHAIl m 1 EEMEMY: Okay, we'll eliminate towers, okay'
9 Yes.

10 CO:LIISSIOl'IR TAYLOR: I have just one substantive

11 connent and that is, on first page, the account of the acci-
12 dent -- I'm sorry --

13 COICIISSIO:!ER HAGGERTY: Uhile he's looking it up,

the illustration of simulated food pellets, I suppose that's14

because you want to show what they look like, a lot depends15

16 on how good the illustration is -- Do you want to describe it

a little more than just calling then s2.nulated fuel pellets17

18 t't e n , if you're going to do that?

19 MS. JORGCISON: Uell, are you objecting to the cap-
20 tion of t'le picture or are you --

21 COI-21ISSIO:IER HAGGERTY: Just the caption. If you're
'

I 22 doing t'lat to illustrate say these are nodels of what t' ley,

8
"

E 23 actuallv look like, or sone such thing.n ~

2.t CHAIR:I..:! K~~ :!'Z: I wasn' t sure what simulated : eant.Z
5

$ 25 CC:CIISSIO"ZE EAGGERTI: That's what I have, sinulated.

_ _ _ _ _ . . _ . _ _ _ _ . . . _ . ~ . . _
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} C Oc._._ ~ e O. ~...., ~ _~r. O _c.e . o .,ou _.1.tne.. _4 s e . . ~. _ t s. _, e.
iAeoA 4. c e. s. v ; . a vaa_.

2 us.ase a_e_ . e.a..' '..

3 . , r.

.u O 'w" *'..'.2" C'. . - '. '. o , '.. e *. a_ _- * 'w-.,_'c'''.''*'.a- . 7 a_ _ e. .c . . ._
.

4 a _4 .. , . e c .e. . . ._ _, e_1 l e _.s.
- a

---. - s

5 CO.I C'r ICIE: l: Okay. I ho e that dcasn't :.ecn

6 ' *1 a' '' . e s .4.~..." ' a '- * . .a o-'"a' ,. e' ' a +_s _4.. _4 '. . "_ed.- A -- . ---- A_

- 7 CO:r!ISSIO iER "A'I'OR: On .cac.e 2o we have that quote

8 fr0m "in Oak (?) which, it seems to te, is unnecessary and
9 e.". s ea" a w a- s' . .i ~.. ' _' a d c y.i .a. .i n. . '^ ' ' ''t a_.*. a. ' s .= c.- . e W.. .i .. c a.*'i c,a_ _- a u s - -

e *
_ . - . . - - - . -.

10 CO".". _-" c. c '.'0'.". ".'. ' ". !. . c . ~. ~.'. _i .%. 9= ,a_'.c. .. . . .
,

I1 CO.' ' .'' .c. o~ 7 0"u .~s' ".2."2 aC.''. - P. aca.
*

. ' . . .T. ' h. _i ."..? . 'e~.l a '. c. a.". a .~.c~'._l _' ".
)_A _ _. i . .

12 t*1e accident, the account of the accident is a relating of
t
'

13 facts. That e::7. : esses a thoucht.

1, CO ..c.5 v,..,, .._S: . ..
2.c.1 ene .,w.c A . . :. . . ar A ..a .

15 CD.I?'IE ICIE TY: Page 2, tid.d.le of the page.

16 COI-2IISSIO:;r2 TAYI.On: I'= serr_, the c.ucte. I

17 '.tould feel much better if we struck out the reference to the
ja ...o . .o _.a ,. dn.,-.. e.~.- 3e e;neue..

- u-
. .

'I 7
r%

(*'v . "_*A C ''.~.~f'/.1 _ 2 3.~~(1'"O W .
n * '- **

a econ.c' .- 1 C . .s - . .w . e
.

20 - e t o a A v . . - .o. .__- r --- m_ * . . _-- ,,,.._,a. u,c , %,. _- ( _4 ,, 3 4w. - _ e n -_ a t. . . _.
-

. .. . m ..

9_ l . . .s,.t . , . .. , i, C 4. a_ a_ , . . ,,e .J 4... c
. . ..

t, 22 C "s. "'._1' c " '.O?. ~._.". _' ' . , ~ - -c. '_'
~

' ._ n c'. o * .' _* .T . .e ' %. . a_ c t.'.n ' s. ,. -a. .- ~
.

-
AE

5
v

ga 4.%. 4. ,t. - _.4. , . . , + . _ _4 s _4 , , o_ ,. e , u,. _4 .p .
a

.a - ..- .
, ,

t

V -1 ,.i , . - . . _ _ ~ _ . . _
& %.v:_.A c c.:.v. r a ._ . . - : ... . e .,1,

.

.,,. ;..1 e e u=S ._.2.Cn 2.."I ' .'.'.' ' 2. s
. . . .. . ;. u m_

.

F.

,

,5 .'S _i '.. ' ~ 1 ^ .. e '. ~. ~~.'. s'. " ' s .' . .s . t s.. o o a,. , 7'.7...=.''u- ' 5. . a - es as-.u '.- eg- .-
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1v - Cu- - u.S S to..c c. ur .. . : ne nessage _ts
- -- -- - n.

u. a. u.1_s _<=-ua -

2 all very e::perimental still.

3
CC:.":ISSIC:iE2 T.'s?LCR: That's a vieu enprassed by one

d persen and I think it begins to suggest to the reader that
5 the.v 're coinc.- to get a lot of o.ninions enn.ressed here and ther?
6 as you go through.

7 :ts, conor,7so:i: '' ell, I think if ycu look at -- one

8 of the things ue did in this dccument was try to cross-re-
9 ference to the staff reports and I think if you look at the

10 reference for that you'll see that it's cross-referenced to
Il the staff report and that there is an extensive discussion
12

. of this issue in the IIRC staff report and that's uhy we felt
i

I3 it uas J'ustified in nutting it in.
14

~

Chr~.2.%<e~.4.. .~u u .u :
~ ~- - nc_<denmally, anc-u

t<at uas one --a uu

1 15 '

CC:D1ISSIOiER TAYLon: i*aat is the thought? ;~ hat are

16 ve trying to get across here?

17 CHAIDIAli EE:II!Y: I'll get back to' that. Could I

. 18 d
Just make one renark not relevant to .vours and I an.ologize for\

19 that. I think the staff did a superb job uith the footnoting.
20 I cpot checked then as I uas reading it vesterdav and it really

.

I21 gives an ence11ent lead-in, even to indicate uhere psople can
>
9 22 look for various kinds of raterials. Thev real19 cuc.ht to bee

.3
u
y 23 cornlinented on that./% 1 -

24 red, that does not ansuer your specific peint. Lech,p
.

.1 25 let's just --

.__. _.._. ._ _ _

,. -- - . ,,.
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1
C C."*?" S a" 2 C ".....'. ." i. P ".~ '. "_ *.- ..". *e a c ' d o.. ". a c _' _' .*. * "_ e'_ ' ~ .

~ *
_ ov _ .

2
"ith his feeling the same *:27 I an ahcut the scre reacticn, I

3 n o_a .e.z ,_c .tus-d_< ,.a. ,. c - ...J, < ,_ a ..o_a
u u n o a., .. ._, C. _a .,. a ,. _ e .u u-. . u.s o .. ..

d C".AIra*.A:: ~~ C.-*: Could *.re tast the sentirent on

5 g3ag7 o.: man". of vou f avo removine. that particular r.oint?.
.

6 (Shov of hands)
7 One, t.io, three, four, five, si::, seven.

8
Those c.o. nosed.

9 (Sho r of hands)

10
'

m. .,. e e .

II Che Chair will abstain. It's a seven to three vote

12 then '.te trill renova t'1at quote.
(s)~"

13 CO "IISSIO :T.R :'CPEZRSO!i: That c''anges all the footnoto:

14 a.:eng other things.

i <

15 C". -u. -*..v.. .
'- . c-2.:-: 1.o, no, no. _ ere's a very easr -n4 ic

|

16 t .'a.v . Isn 't there G-3?
'

I
,

17 r
I"- -u v, .=.G .a- c - . . : o-A, an c o a . I.w. z v

18 CO . .~ c - Oi._ , o e.- O e.D. . .- ,. e
- us e . _4c.,. u , o_ ' s _ _4 g.',. u ..2 _ oA . _ _ - . . . . -o a >

,

19 All you have to do is add one.

20 ".3. JOF.G 2:50" . " hat's a houscheeping problen.

21 c. .: = :c~_- . :.-.,. - 2._ - u o _a a_1 , u ,.a. e .t a n. ,.,. g - - ., e
-

, ,. .. . _ . . o- A y;.

f22 a G-A and G-3, so it might actually help, but if that .<ere
5
v

23 ,, ' '

s <,__, . . . s " .. =. ~ c = . _#.4 . . c'. . . . c_ c " '. a_ _- s . o *_ . f.m. _ .. =. " a. c _' . " ' "w.* v.
s . p

, _ . .

is

s 24 footnote, I see can, you end : c3 equally e::- erienced at
F

3 25 fco tno tine.- lone. .7a. ers . "cu inve.,t a necr footnots in a case

i |
r - -. . . . |

. , .
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\ ) 1 - .41. a * *. a w .1 uw/ .- w.p

2 C w .. , - r. - - , . .- .m
5. a-m-, . m . Ca. a 4 .. tan .

..
- ...a = - s . i . a o. . a- . -

_
.

3 e -
C* a~ ~e ~.~ - - . -.;: ec..s.:..-. ne

4 - e1_,, 5, u u a =a .~.- o _4 .,. ,v o. .. . .e .e -.C. .- ,. c . r .:.-
2 - .A _ . - . -- a s. a o . - . y

.

5 there are too ran'.t oictures of Earold Denten, I thinh.. .

6 CO. . .e S O. -_ . _, .. .- e . v_ ,, , cm.,. e +,- wa_4 .. . aa- cese-,in.s .s,
- u- -

_. - a . .. - .

7 t- y; d ~ ,.
-

.

8 CO 01ISSIotiIn HAGC.IETY: Especially since we're cri-

9 ticizing the hell otit of the ITEC.

10 Che~. ~~4v_- .. - - - .: .~ ~. : : ves, ron.,
.. a .c

II COIOIISSIO:Ca PIGFORD: :Ir. Chairran, there are a few

12 niaces uhere there are still sene just plain technical errorsm ~

) *.. g and I hope that there'll be a wav of cettinc those out. The. -

14 concrete sitield is still stated to be four feet t'iich. That's

15 really not right. Can somebody work with the technical staff

16 and get this corrected? I haven ' t read all through, but I' re

'17 seen a few examples.

1g . .

CHA ~ .. . . .. . ... : .ayce Vince - u.e re recogni:ea rmi nr u .: i -

19 Vince and then Barbara. Okay.

no . .S . v O . .-: . o v~.. .4. n. m. , .... , ; o t. , C.,, _.n._a ,,- .i v ..--..c. ..

.

2I C*-IAIE''.'.'i K2'III'* : :~o , have a reason for doing it
~

22 :
. ~1.a. o-A..e .

u
. -

5
v

-

f 9 43 ..e . nave .nac, peop.,e review tn..is, _ c- .
, , -

v 0.,, , ,.. .u.. so:. 4c. . ..

a(
.$v 24 I': not saying we have not tissed scrething, we ray have, but
p
.

2 25 c a -~ < .;.,.1.: 4 _- s c.~. ~.a '. a.=. s .e c n ;e .- ' -
. . . . .c ~- - s ". o .a , ...u..=. ' . a- < r ' ^ ..'.-z-- . .-

.

_

-_n - , - - nm,
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,/ I ve've missed sone technical reints, uo'll go bach and reco it.
2 C... IL.. .. r. _.~ .. u ., o , , n. . .. . _au. ,.7a o_

- ;_n o . . _ = .msA . . . . . mi . 2 . 2 ,
. .. . . . . . . . .

3 Vince te state that this 2.:. '-ad had heen subnitted to the
d technical staff and they read the entire thing trying to find
5 those errors.,

6 MS. JO?.G E 3C'.!: I would have li':ed to have heen given
7 the privilege.to ma':e that statement because I thin': t't a t
8 several cc:r.issioners have, and especially Cc==issioner ?ig-
9 ford, has centinually brought up the fact that this document

10 should be revieued by the technical staff when in fact five or
II si:: ns=bers of the technical staff have been over this docu..en t

-

12 en more than one occasion.
(d,\

,

13 CC' "_ *.~_ _c - AO". w~'. 2_ 7 "rO.".D 7 ' _1 _1 s 'w _' c',, _1 c o',. _4 _" '.'.'. a _ e ' ac . _e. a. - .

.

14 .e r. ..u, ,-a.3 l e_.~.o o .* %._ c%.n _i - a _7 e ee
- c . _1 e 6 ' s _4 .,.. u h.e_ .,. . e_ ' a'. ' a _7 _1
e. :.. a o. - .

15 I'n aching.

16 C.-'s 5."u'_". -'r.. * -- . v.. . e _' _' , '.#. a a' 2' ' . a _e t _in e; _4 , o _i .".c a.n.a .. -
o. ..

17- this has- been as I uiderstand it, the facts of it have been
18 thoroughly revieued by technical staff, and if you : otice so-.e-
19 thine that $rou t'11nk is not richt, could you call it to our- _

.

20 ..e_..._i.., ~ e_ - .. _ a ' _' ci' " i* s ,.,
' =''. ._ c a _ s '. - _- _ h - c *. '. ' ... . ". c 4 _ c.o' '' n- "^ ''

. i -o . .
l
.

21 i evidence. a

$, - 22 :.;3. Jor.GE so:i: ..nd t''.ose things the.t '.rcu have 're-.

5
. .

v
23s g viously ,- cinted out have been checheC.

) -

J 6 2s c . .. . .e. a- 0 . ,. , _ i . .~c - . > . c. a.: .a . . _ - _ . . . . . ...

c
.

h
3 ,,5 C v.. .. _ _ O..- - _ _-- ,. .. c. , .,, c.4__,,sa_,_._., _ . s ; t. _ . .: .:. ..._.w a ..-..m .o...... . -._o ._ w _ . . .o -

_. _
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7
(v) I a questien of heu thic': the 'ralls are?

2 COICIISSIO !E'. FIG 70RD: I don 't prerose to s, cnd r."

3 core ti..e on it.
.

4 CO .. ._ - , 0. . ,. . . .c: Cou.,:.d you te_, _3 us, ten.moo A . . :.. m.,

5 CC:~~ISSIC;!E2 PIGrORD: iell, usually these shields

6 if they're only four feet thick, they j ust don' t de anything.

7 The shield has to be in the neighborhcod of ten feet. That's

8 a big difference. Hell, this thing would be dangerous at

i 9 four feet.

10 CCIOIISSIO::IR TAYLOR: There nay be confusion bettoen

11 the containnent vall and the shield.

12 C o m. ~12 c - .0.._..=. <~.cm~_~.>. ~ '. r.- u. . e c ~.,. '. _: . ., , ' , , a _, _,-

. 4. o .. -o1 . . .. . . . _, ,D
\ 13 isn't it?

14 COu~.1Aco Aour . <AuoRD:~~~~ -r - - v. ea' , wel_, 'u' a sren s 3 '.a .en~u

15 separately, and that's right.

16 CO.~w~.2co~~-O.rt. .u? uRSw- : The tan *,. is surrouncea ny--
i . .

17 a concrete and steel shield four feet thick at the base. Is

18 ' hat not so?

19 CO:"*ISSIOliER HAGGERTY: I raised that question on

20 an earlier ene. This questien, hacause I thought it tas
-

.

21 someuhat thicker but I didn't '.ncu. *~aen it care Sach aga.in..

k22 I decided well, I guess I just don't know,
i
V

23
0 ?
V }24

.

6 2.m. i
h
t

..% . . . .
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>RE s OOD I
CO!C1ISSIO:ER MC PHERSON: Let us find out. I will -

APE 10 2 mark the others.

3 CHAIRMAN ICMENY: I just think it is very important

4 for you to understand that Barbara made every possible attempt
5 to have all of the facts here checked by the technical staff.>

6 I think it is important.
4

,

i 7 Any other con =ents?

8 If there are no other comments, could I suggest
9 that any of you, such as Pat who may have detailed things,

10 give them to me, and we will go over them, and --
11 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Gaestion. There are still,

12
_ I take it, some blanks to be filled in?

13 MS. JORGENSON: Yes, in the footnotes, when we went

14 through and did the footnotes we knew where we got the things,
15 but we had not intended to footnote the document originally.
16 So, we did not have the page numbers. All of the cites are

17 going to be doublecheched this week. There will be some

18 additional cross referencing done. Everything will be checked,

19 and all those blanks will be filled in, Harry.
20 CO!tIISSIONER MC PHERSON: Okay.

21 MS. JORGZUSON: And I think there is one blank in
J

$ 22 the text for number of hours that I did not have, and thatr
e
v

23 will be filled in.3 p

$
! 24 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Okay. i

'

:

.-* 12 25 CHAIP2!AN KE1ENY: With that, are you willing to vote
-
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(- !g 1 approve * with the necessary changes?.s

2 CO!Oi!SSIONER MC PHERSON: So cove. -4

3 COM21ISSIONER TAYLOR: Second.

4 CHAIRMAN KEIENY: All those in favor?
! 5 (T!1ere was a s,how of hands.)

~

6 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: It is a unani=ous vote of the
7 Cc= mission. Thank you.

,

a Do you want to take your luncheon break new or
,

9 do we have the recommendations? Would somebody please check

10 on that?

11 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Question, is the glossary

12 thought of as part of this?

13 CHAI?lGN KEMENY: No, we thought the glossary would

be in the appendi:c because it is a glossary to everything.i 1t

15 MS. JORGENSON: And if you have comments on that

16 you can turn those in as well,

j7 COfCIISSIONER fiARKS: You still have blanks in the

18 glossary.

19 MS. JORGEUSON: Thet> are a couple of blanks, and

20 that was because we have not written those. I think there

21 were two blanks.
. .

( 22 CO:1:iISSIONER PIGFORD: Mr. Chairnan, there are a
i

23 couple of technical findings where I think it has turned out
O 8

,

V h .o~, in one case, and I showed it to you, there is a problen ofa
I

.E

3 25 clarificatic1, in fact, two cases.

.

e *
. e
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1 Would it be okay if I give, point these out to you
2 and I suggest that you decide some editing on those? It

3 does not change the substance at all.

4 CHAIRMAN ICIE:TY: I am not sure which document

5 this is.

! 6 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: It is in the findings.

7 CHAIRMA 1 KE:ENY: We will discuss the findings..

8 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Oh, I thought we were through.

9 CHAIRMAN ICIENY: :To , I would not dream of doing

10 that without giving you a chance to co= ment, I would be

11 happy to follow that procedure, Tom.
4

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: On the glossary I found a

13 number of errors, and I want to make sure that when they aren

14 gone over that if there is any question in anybody's mind

15 that they come back to me, at least on the reason for

16 indicating changes, if there is any question about it,,

17 because some of them there are some subtleties which I think

18 are not likely to -- but they are important.

19 CHAIRMAN KEIE'iY: Could I ask one thing? Have
<

20 you marked the ones that trouble you now?
.

21 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Yes.

(22 CHAIRMAN ICIEMY: Could we have a copy of that,
e
e

"_?23 please?

.h 24 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: It is right here.s

e i
- >

3 25 MS. JORGENSON: I just wanted to sav that again:
.

-

t

v

---,_3- - , ,



.

4
. , . - - .

128

- I the glossary was given to the technical staff, and it was,

2 gone ever, and their changes were incorporated, and we will
3 be happy to -- if you will turn these in, we will be happy
4 to take it up and look at it and get back to you.

*5 CHAIRMAN KEMEMY: Barbara, I have one tranendcus

6 change to suggest in the glossary, and I know you are going
7 to hate ne for it, but I would like to add one more

8 abbreviation to the glossary, if that is all right.
9 MS. JORGENSON: Sure, you can add anything you want.

,

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: How about TMI? I am serious.,

11 I sort of spot checked as I was reading it, whether it was
:

12 in the glossary or not, and literally the only abbreviation
13 I did not find was TMI which I thought was amusing.
14 AlI right. Let me suggest then where we stand is

15 the recommendations are ready. They have to be zeroxed.

16 Therefore I suggest we proceed for half an hour on the findings
17 so that we can give you for the lunch break the recormendations

18 as requested.

19 Okay, co=ments on the findings?
.

20 COI:MISSIONER PIGFORD: I have a comment en Nc. 15.
21 CHAIR".AN KE!EMY: No. 15.

k 22 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: And that is en Page 11, andr
5

$ 23 as I have mentioned these numbers, I think, are prectys
) *

'"# f24 important, and the replacement power is the bulk of it, and
I |

$ 25 it would be an auful lot =cre if ue had a different time
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\} 1 period under which it is calculated, namely, new =any years
'

2 of purchasing replacement pcuer was assched, and I think for ~

3 the table to be useful the nt=ber of years assumed neecs to be
d noted, and I would suggest that it be noted by a footnote
5 for the data put there.

6 CHAIRMAN KE:iENY: Yes. Ten mentioned this before,

7 and I cc=pletely agree with him that since the biggest item
8 here is replacement power, it is not understandable without

9 some indication as to what periods they cover, and it is a

10 little bit complicated because they use different periods
11 for thn different estimates.

12 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: You have the tables readily,r N)
v

13 done.

14 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, there should be a footnote

15 which says footnote on replacement power that takes out of

16 the table what periods they cover.

17 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Mr. Jaffe had suggested

18 the follcwing changes for 16 which make it clearer. In the

19 third sentence which reads, this is on Page 11, Finding 16,
20 MASH d400. showed that small break LOCA's sinilar to the

i
21 accident -- it should be similar in size. That is irportant.

f22 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Where?
5
vp p CO!D1ISSIONER MC PHERSON: Middle of Finding 16.23

\_ {
a 24 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: In the last sentence he
3

$ 25 proposes a change in wording, and I will explain why. He

.- . . . - . . . . . -
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1 proposes that it read further the probability of occurrence

2
, of an acci' dent like that at Three Mile Island was high enough

,

| 3 based on NASH 1400 that, and this is an insert, after having
4 .
;

j 4 accumulated over 400 reactor years of operation with nuclear ,

i

i 5 power plants in the US, an accident should have been enpected.

6 The reason for this is that I think this, and he agrees, .that !,

7 this statement could be because it says probability of I

8 accidents, and the way it is phrased, can be interpreted that
,

9 each new plant has a reasonable probability of this accidents

10 in its first or second year, and that is not right.

11 It is the probability of one of this sort after.

f

12 that total accumulated enperience.
C

13 CHAIPJ!AN KE CNY: I, personally, completely agree.,

14 Does anybody object to that?
!

15 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Only one point. We don't

16 want to give a wrong impression and say that after you have

17 had 400 years it gets to be more likely that'you are going

i 18 to have one, therefore, all I an saying is within a period
'

19 corresponding to 400 hours of enperience -- I don't want to

20 propagate a misconception. That is all.

21 COMMISSIONER pIGFORD: I fully agree. That is a

>
p 22 better wording, whatever it is.
r
5u

i , 23 MR. GORINSON: Ted, could I have yours?
) s

i

{ 24 COM ESSIONER ".C PHERSON: Within.
c

} 25 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Maybe he needs to see this !

-t
,_

_ . _ . _ . - - __
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t

1 wording, Stan, and I think --

2 CO!!MISSIONER TAYLOR: I need to see your wording.

3 Well, Tom knows the point. *

4 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Well, you are making it.

5 Right in there som'eplace.

6 CCIC1ISS7rMER TAYLOR: That within a period in~which ~

7 400 reactor years of operation with nuclear power plants in the

| 8 US have been accumulated, within a period within which --

9 CHAIP2!AN KE21ENY: Could I suggest language that it

10 might be something like -- I think it should say that since
11 there has been 400 years of e::perience within such a period,

'

12 such an accident --
s

13 COMMISSIO!ER HAGGERTY: That is it.

14 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Now, only one small caveat.

15 I am going to ask him to check and see whether it is 400 or

16 480.
.

17 ' CHAIR:!AN KEMENY: Why don't we say that since there

18 has been more than 400 years of nuclear experience or whatever

19 you want?

20 COM?iISSIONER MARKS: Page 13, is that in order?

21 CHAIPP.AN KEiENY: Yes.

; 22 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Finding 3, estimates of the
5
"

T 23 potential health effects of Three Ilile Island accident are
x-) 5

f24 based en e::crapolations frc= the known health effects cf
i

$ 25 higher levels of radiation.

... ..~.... - .e_ - -



- - -.

3

- - ~

O 132

1 CHAIRMAN KE CNY: The word "on" is' missing.
2 CO C1ISSIONER MARI*S : Yes, on is missing.

3 COID1ISSIONER MC PHERSON: Paul, where are you?

4 COICESSIONER MARKS : Page 13, Finding 3.

5 CHAIRMAN KE:ENY: On e::trapolation. Is there
i

6 anything else you changed? -

,

7 COID11SSIONER MARKS: Frcm the known health effects3

8 of higher levels of radiation.

9 CHAIR *G.N KE!ENY: Yes, very good.

10 COMMISSIGNER MARKS: Then in the ne::t four, the<

,
11 last sentence is not correct as it is stated, and it should

~

,

12 state the highest levels of distress -- it is an awkward2

13 sentence, but I will try to do it with minimum changes.;

4

14 The highest levels of distress were correlated, among adults,

15 living within five miles of TMI and with having preschool

16 children, semicolon.

17 COICHSSIONER MC PHERSON: Can't we do something

18 batter than the word correlated among adults?

19 COIO1ISSIONER MARKS: It is a very difficult sentence.

20 I was just trying .to --
.

21 CO01ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Why don't we just tell them

f22 to rewrite it to say what it says?
5

f23 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, but I think Paul's is ag

h24 substantive one and then give us freedom to rewrite the
i

j 25 sentence. I caught your substantive change, I believe. The
|
.

'wui' *%u.h -h7h e. g gpggg m- p gg -- ' ~ ' ~ " '
u
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O

I highest levels of distress were correlated, comma, among -

'

2 . adults, -- --

3 CO!1'4ISSIONER MARKS: With living within five miles

#
of. Three :lile Island and with having preschool children,

5 semicolon, and, conna, among teenagers, living within Three
6 Mile Island -- living within five miles of Three Mile Island

7 and being in a family with preschool siblings, and in a
|

8 family who left the area. There are three items with which
9 it was correlated for the teenagers and two for the adults.

10 MS. JORGEUSON: I see.

Il COliMISSIONER *AGGERTY: It needs to be restated.d;

I2,n COMMISSIONER MC PERSON: Which left the area.
k's

13 CHAIR'IAN KEENY: Yes, the substantive change,
#

'

14 I think is clear, and it is an awkward sentence. I hope you

15 will let us rewrite it, okay?

16 COM:1ISSIONER TAYLOR: On Page 10, the first B cn the

17 top of the page. It says 140,000 curies of the cesium and

18 strontium -- we have lumped together two numbers, and I think

19 I for one, and I think a lot of people would be interested

20 in knowing which numbers apply to which radioisotopes. I.

21 think lumping the two together leaves open a big cuestion.
I 22
E I understand that those data are now availablel
a
v

23 MR. STRATTON: I have the data finally, and I cang
i, \ .

I l--

a 24 straighten that out.
.
s

| 3 25 CIIAIP2'AN KEENY : If we now have the data, then we

I

(
. .n . . . . - . . ~ , ,,

, . - -. - ,,- -
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N,-) 1 can ---

2 MR. STRATTON: I do not have it with me.

3 CHAIRMAN RE!C1;Y: That is perfectly all right. I

d -)ust want to know if we do have the data.
5 MR, STRATTON: It breaks these out separately.

6
_ . . . COC1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: If we have it, we will put

7 it in. Is that --

8 CHAIPJ!AN KE!E!TY: Yes, if we don't have it

9 separately we cannot put it in. I hope that is understood.

10 Where we have it, we will put it in.

II COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: liow, a more substantive

12 suggested addition, because this is something that everybody
L.#

13 that would be interested in those numbers wants to know is
,

14 these numbers then represent X fraction of the total cuantities

15 of these two isotopes if we do them separately, that were
16 produced in the reactor because at least the cesiu:,nunber

17 is around 40 percent, I believe. I am leaving it to you to

18 put down the right number, but that is an important number

19 to me.

20 COIC1ISSIONER MC PEERSON: During what period?

.

21 CO!CIISSIONER PIGFORD: Present in the reactor at
>

[ 22 the time of the --
5
u

23p) p CO!MISSIO!!ER TAYLOR: Present at the time of the
\v ::

d 24 accident or whatever.
E

$ 25 CO?CIISSIO:iER PIGFORD: And the total of these numbers.

._ . . . _ . . _ _ _ .
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\~ I CO!G1ISSIO iER TAYLOR: That is right.

2 CHAIRMAN KE ENY: I am not sure I have gotten the

3 point yet. These figures are curies of cosium and strontium

# still present in the reactor coolant water and so much in the

5 containment building and so much in the at::iliary building,

6 what in addition -- -

7 CO 24ISSIONER TAYLOR: I want to know what fraction
|

8 of what was available at the time of the accident in the

9 core got into the water. That is the number.

10 CHAIRBIAN KEIE :Y : Okay, do we have that,too, Bill?

II COICiISSIONER TAYLOR: Yes.

12 CO!E1ISSIONER MARKS: I have another one, Page 17,
U

13 a very minor point. Stan, you were going to check on that

14 question of injured and contaminated.

IS COM!1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Which one?
.

16 COMMISSIONER MARKS : Page 17, the implication here

17 is -- -

18 CO?C1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Which one?

l9 COM2iISSIONER MARKS: Both. The implication here is

20 that -- .

21 COMIi!SSIONER HAGGERTY: There are three,

b 22 COLUESSIONER MARKS : Three, all of them. TheF

5u
g 23

U
_y point is that the substantite issue is the way it stands here
g

i 24 a worker does not get treated if he or she is merely
m

$ 25 contaminated, only if they are injured and contaminated, and I
1
i

l

i
.. _ . . . . . . - . . _ .
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1 I had suggested and/or, and the legal staff struck it out,
2 saying that-the contract calls for both or they don't get it,
3 and it just does not sound reasonable. It is a very small

4 point, but --

5 CFAIPJ!AU KE*ENY: Paul, first of all, let me say,

6 I agree it should be straightened out, but cculd I just make

7 one comment? It does not sound reasonable, but it may be the

3 truth, but it certainly should be checked.

9 COMMISSIONER MAR *<S: On the bottom of that page --

10 MR. ROCKNELL: Chuck has checked with Maura. She

11 has not gotten back to hin. He believes that they had to be
,

,

12 both injured and contaminated.
N
s#

13 MR. FABRIKANT: If it is recognized as contamination

14 they go straight to Hershey Medical Center.

15 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: You mean you have to be

16 hurt in some way as well as contaminated?

17 MR. FABRIKANT.: Scmeone had to have physical injury

18 and be contaminated. In fact, if you are just contaminated
4

2 19 you are moved, as each one of those workers who were in the
1. -

20 decontamination were moved to Hershey Medical Center and not

21 injured.
j

[22 COMMISSIONER MARnS: Therefore, I think if that is
1 -

)23 cprrect and/or has to come between injured and centaninated

_f~' e og everv time.a . -
,

! ,

E Ij 23 MR. FA3RIKANT: But only an injured individual does,

-. . - . . . -.

w - w w w
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j l not have to go to Hershey Medical Center.

2 CO!!MISSIO:TER MARKS: I see. .So, why don't we just

3 strike the injured and just say, treatment of contaninated

4 workers?

5 Mi. GORINSON: Ue are talking about, Jack, the

6 cn site.

7 CHAIPliAN ICMENY: Yes, but I think what is new being

8 suggested would take care of it. Just strike injured. If

9 contaminated ones always go, and injured ones don't always

10 go -- .

I1 COMMISSIONER MAPJ'S: In other words, the important

12 finding is what happens to the contaminated worker. Okay,

'~) 13 so can we resolve it by striking injured?

14 CHAIRMAN KEMEMY: I mean just leave it contaminated.

15 MR. GORINSOli: Okay.

16 CO2E1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: Yes, what is the matter with

17 that?

18 CO?t1ISSIONER MARKS: Okay. Then we have to deal

19 with the Item 8.

20 CHAIP21A:i KE:E:1Y: Yes, the fancus Page 18. You

21 know this is the problem. Uith a truly autcratic system you

k 22 can have an insert that is purelv. for vou, but it cets
, . -

5

", 23 nu=bered. Fortunately it gets renu.bered when you --

O *

h24 COIDIISSIONER MARKS: tiy cwn reccerendation would be
a
b

2 25 that we strike the last three'words, see note attached and

. --
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I eliminare the note.

2- COIC1ISSIO:IER HAGGERTY: I think that is the

i 3 intention,
i
I

4

5

6

7 . .1

,

8 +

9

i
'

10

11
i

: 12

13

1 ,, -

i 15
,

16

17

18

19

20 .
,

21

>
e 22;

r
5
V

2 a.p
i |'

E 24 |
~

i -

, e

i 25

T
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[) CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I have new forgotten, but I did
'

j
V

2 read the note a week ago. Did the note question scmething

innate or did it not?3

4 COMMISSIONER MARKS: It just said that they cannot

5 give us what we had asked for.-

CEAIRMAN KEMENY: I see. Well, that is what the pur-6

7 pose was. So, therefore, are you satisfied with 8 as it is?

8 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Right. I have one thing on page

21, item 8. It says, "When the extent of the core damage and9

10 the existence of the hydrogen bubble were recognized. |
1

COMMISSIONER PIGFORD : Where does it say that? Ijj

COMMISSIONER MARKS: Gosh, if I picked up one you12

did not, Tom.
13

1
i

COMMISSIONER LEWIS: It is au the end of 8.ja

COMMISSIONER MARKS: I did not realize that the exten d15

f the core damage was really known even to this day.16

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: That is right., j7

COMMISSIONER MARKS: So they certainly did not know)g

it two days after the accident.j9

* O"**' " ^*Y "9*U20 '

~

to be aware that there was extensive core damage on Friday and
21

h 22 that did indeed lead to a lot of apprehension or whatever it

5 1
u says. |

23 |9
2

1

5 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I am not arguinc that. I a- I

a 24 |
-

=

j just saying shouldn't it then be"when the existence of core,5. .

1
.- - -.

--w,, - - - - --a
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dkmage".' I

2 CCMMISSIONER PIGFORD: All right, sure,that is better .

3 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON:Well, this fellow testified

4 on that on Wednesday.
.

5 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: But only he.

6 COMMISSIONER MC 3 RIDE: But not the extent of core,

-

7 damage.

8 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Well, the existence does

9 not work though.

10 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD:" Existence" is nct enough.

11 COMMISSIONER MARKS: The fact that there was extensive

12 core damage.

a 13 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I think that is better. "Exten-

14 sive core damage".

15 CEAIRMAN KEMENY: So how is it going to read?

16 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: Extensive core damage.

17 COMMISSIONER MC BRIDE: Is that right?

1
18 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I think this is a very 12nortan I

!

19 point, because it is now being investigated by the Hart Subecm-

20 mittee whether or not in fact NRC became aware of this substan-
>

,

21 tially earlier and did not tell anybody. That is being investi'

f22 gated. I do not know how that is going to ecme out. But I do(
a
u

23 not think we want to state as a fact that we knew that there isr~ p

NT $]

a 24 no basis for what the Hart Subcommittee is new doing, because
i. !

3 25 we do not know that.

m w

- . - _
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We know that Stello had some impression of core damage.

2 I do not know exactly what it was anymore earlier than this.

3 To what extent other people in NRC knew, I do not know. But I

# think I can feel comfortable with the worsu " general recognized

3 by NRC". *

6 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay, could we then try this? "When

7 the fact of extensive core damage and the existence of the

8 hydrogen bubble were generally recognized within NRC". Is that

9 okay?

10 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: That is fine.

II CHAIPJiAN KEMENY: I am trying to combine both points.

12 You see, I got aroung "the extent of core damage" by saying
.)

''

13 "the fact of extensive core damage".

14 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Then en page 23, I have trouble

15 with that first paragraph, the second sentence, where we say

16 that they ignored correct information supplied by certain mem-

17 bers of its own staff - "its" being the NRC -- and then say

18 it relied on incorrect information supplied by members of the

19 staff. I am not differing with the substance. It is just to

20 have in one sentence what seems to be contradicrory statements.

21 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could we have by other members of
>

g 22 the staff? '

e
U

23(~ y COMMISSIONER MARKS : By other members. |k_N) i
I 24 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Paul, do you think some member's :
s i
e'

2 25 are supplying both kinds?

1
1

- _ . . . ;
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['~')h\'' I CEAIRMAN KEMENY: It could be possible, but I would

-
-

2 rather not say it. But, "by other members of the staff" would

3 fix that. Paul, you sure did a careful reading of this. You

4 arr: picking out good words.

5 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Thank you.

6 - - - 1CR. GORINSON: Could I make a suggestion? I- bracketed

7 the last sentence because based on what appears to be a .conflien

8 within the staff,and they basically followed the wrong informa-

9 tion, I am wondering whether the last sentence, "The incident

10 demonstrates that NRC lacks sufficient knowledge and expertise

II on water radiolysis, et cetera, really follows frem it. They

12q made a wrong choice.
N-4

I3 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: The people at the top end

14 made the wrong choice. It has to do with the information pro-

15 vided.

16 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I think suggests might be a lit-

17 tle bit better. It is only one incident where they grouped up.

18 Although it only takes one as we know.

19 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Why not just scratch it?

20 Does-it really add anything?

21 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: It makes the point.

f22 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I am the author of that one.
5
U

23 You see when there are facts known about NRC, I am all forg

v) a
y

i 24 stating them. I think " suggests" is very good.

i.
2 25 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I was just going to say that in the

. .. . .
-
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I spirit of the changes you yourself made, how about " suggests"?
- 2 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Of course.

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I.would also favor this change.

4 COMMISSIONER MC BRIDE: " Suggests;instead of " demon-

5 strates".
. .

6 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Do you want to leave the brackets;,

7 in?

8 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: No, the brackets just indicate to

9 please look at it.

10 COIO1ISSIONER MC PHERSON: On page 11, at the' tail end of

11 that, a phenomenon related to reactor safety --

12 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: How about putting it into parenthesesO\s
13 or something, because it is really explanatory.

14 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON:I was just trying to tie
,

15 a phenomenon which has been well known for many years to that. ;
,

16 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: That is Tom's dig at the NRC. 1

17 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: A safety related phenomenon

i

18 which has been well known? i

19 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That is fine.

i

20 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Safety related sounds pretty i

21 good. Phenomena which have been well known over the years.

k 22 CO?O1ISSIONER TAYLOR: Well, we have had some discus-
i
U

23y sions of this before about to wha extent it was sort of a sim-

#s

I 24 pie question to answer to anybody who really knew the situation.
!

3 25 They would have known that there could be no oxygen.

. ____ _ _ _.__ _ r : r _ r r___ - - _ _ . _ _ .__ . _ _ _ _
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k) 1
' I have a direct statement to the contrary from both

2
Bob Budnit: and Richard Garland, who were heavily involved in

3'

this during that period. I think we are making a statement
4

which to me is in conflict with a statement that I got from at
,

5
least two people who participated ir tais.

6
MR. GORINSON: Could I answer this? Chuck just tells

7
me that he went back to Mattson's deposition to check this para-

,

8
graph. They were told by Westinghouse on Friday that oxygen

9
was being generated.

10
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: In view of the nature of all

11
this problem with the hydrogen bubble, the questien is who in

12
pi Westinghouse?
\~") 13

COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: And in answer to what questioni?

14
The phrasing of the question was apparently one of the problems.

15
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I just see a conflict in making

16
a flat statement. This should have been well known to everybody.,

17
CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could I suggest a compromise, Tem?

18
I"This incident suggests that NRC lacks sufficient knowledge and
i

19 !

expertise in water radiolysis." Is that okay? Then we de not j
'

20
have to argue whether it was wrong. I have no doubt about chac I

! l

21 1
questien. Is that satisfactory, Tom? :

'

k 22
{ COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Yes sir.
v

23
$ CCMMISSIONER TAYLOR: On page 11, finding 17.
2/ *

$. 2 '' COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Excuse me. Do we have a .

,

$ 25 |
glossary definition of radiolysis? j

!
t \

. _ . - .
l
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(D
\m/# I MS. JORGENSON: No, but we can get one.

.

2 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: We do-have one. I suggested

3 a change in it. On page 11, the "what if" finding, number 17,

# we referred to the overview. However, in the overview, we say

5 nothing about one finding which I think is important on the

6 "what if", because it has been incorrectly stated from the time

7 of the accident by many people. That is that if TMI had been

8 operating for a long period, the nature of the accident -- at

9 least during the few hours when the core damage was done --

10 would have been much more severe. Our assessment, which I

11 think is quite thorough, indicates that is not true..

12 I do not want to start putting substantive things
b.v- 13 into this finding, because then we reopen the whole thing. But

14 I would suggest that in the overview that specific point should

15 be made. I realize that there are other important points that

16 were made in the analysis, but this particular one needs to be

17 dealt with.

I8 CEAIRMAN KEMENY: Bill, you agrec, don't you?

19 MR. STRATTON: If the Ccmmission wishes to add a

20 sentence to that effect, I certainly can draft it.

21 CHAI2 MAN KIMENY: Would ycu be willing to draft it? |
|

f22 MR. STRATTON: Surely.
5
v

23g g CHAIRMAN KEMENY: The Commission has oversigned on

k_^) & 24 the overview with my having a chance to make final changes. If
i

$ 25 no one objects, I would insert an appropriate senrence that

-- . _ _ _ _
,

.,. -
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3 Bill Stratton will draft.

2' COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Tell me again what is
1

3 happening.

4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could I try saying it in my own !

5 words? Let me use an analogy. Remember the famous Davis-Bessie I

6 There were two factors there. There was low power andone.

7 there was a very new core. That is why TMI did,not happen.
.

8 People have suggested that at TMI, if the accident had occurred |

9 when the core was much older and therefore there was a great

10 deal more radioactive by-products there, then accident would

11 have been much more serious. Our analysis shows that is not ,

I

I2 true. I(',}ir

13 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Not quite. If you define the

14 accident as what took place during the first week, yes. If

15 you talk about the accident in terms of, fer example, the

16 cesium inventory in the water now, it is a different matter.

17 So this would need to be explicit. It is six to ten times as

18 much cesium.

19 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Then we should say that a though
~

,

1

|20 a great deal more would have been created, the accident iculd

21 not oth2rwise have been more serious, or sor.ething like that.
'

+
1 22 I would rather let Bill draft it.
r
a

/ \ 23 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Bill knows the situation.p
\ -) -

3
s.

I 24 MR. STRATTON: There are two points then, Ted. The; ;

i
'

$ 25 statement on the decay heat content and the statement on the|
.

, . _ _ . _ - _ . . . . __ .

!
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O *

I long lived fission product inventory. Do you wish both of

2 those?

3 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: On tne fission product inven-

#
tory, I think you will have to be very careful if we are going

5 to state anything quantitative, because --

6 CHAIRMAN KI21ENY: I do not think that a quantitative

7 statement belongs in there.

8 CO.vl1ISSIONER TAYLOR: All I had was just that one

9 statement that has been made that there would have been a core

10 meltdown if the reactor had been operating for three years.

II That is not true.
|

12 COLDiISSIONER PIGFORD: We can do that easily. ThatOV
13 is worthwhile.

.

I4 COLDiISSIONER HAGGERTY: Can I ask a question?. Where

15 are you suggesting putting that in, Ted?
.

16 COSD1ISSIONER TAYLOR:' In the overview. I do not want

17 to reopen this.
,

-

18 CObD1ISSIONER HAGGERTY: I agree. That is fine.

19 CObD1ISSIONER MARKS: The SRI report on the estimate

20 of the cost of the health effects is not based en our findings.

21 COMMISSIONER PETERSON: Are you looking at a given
>
[ 22 page in here, Paul?
8
v

23 COMMISSIONER MAR'<S: This would be the table in race9

k !a 24 11. Going back to the staff document, the SRI report, it is !
i t

$ 25 based not on our findings but on the findings of the -- what
|
!

. - -.
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_ was the name of that?I

2 MR. JAFFE: The HEW Easter Sunday Report.

3 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Which was a.very quick approxi-.

4 mation. It does not reflect the much more careful analysis

5 done by our staff.

0 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I will have'a suggestion, but could

7 I ask a factual question? Do the two differ substantially?

8 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Yes.

9 MR. JAFFE: There is something else involved in this.

10 It assigns a dollar value based on insurance values to the cost

Il of a life It then indicates that it is because there are 0.7

12 excess cancer fatalities. They multiply this by a number taken,

);
.,

13 from insurance policies and come up with the value of life equal
~

I4 to dollars. This is what is put into their report. But in
i

15 their report, they keep indicating constantly that this is all '

16 very uncertain and we do not know. It is based on the 1972

17 Beer Report and so forth. It has very little factual support.,

18 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That does not change anything'

19 though. It is S100,000 to $2,000,000.

20 MR. JAFFE: That is exactly it.

.

21 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: So footncte it and just indi-

f22 cate its deficiencies.
5
v

s 9 23 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Do you want a footnote with all

C-) 1
i 24 the deficiencies?
E .

$ 25 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: I do not care.
'

, _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ .

,,
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I COMMISSIONER MARKS: Why don't we knock off the healt;n
2 effects lines and readd the numbers? You are not going change

3 the nu=bers.

# CHAIRMAN KLIENY: Yes, but not I wing health effects

5 in there at all. Wealreadyhlaveonefootnoteenthistable,
- 6' how about also footnoting health effects to say that tnese are

7 based on exceedingly crude calculations?

8 COMMISSIONER MARKS: For which the Cc= mission takes

9 not responsibility.

10 CHAIRMAN KDIENY: For which the Cc=miccioner takes no

11 responsibility.

O 12 (Laughter.)
v

13 COE1ISSIONER MARKS: Personally, I would like that

14 in, because I find the basis of the analysis unacceptable.

15 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I do not like that kind of
'

16 analysis.

17 COMMISSIONE MC BRIDE: I do not either. I think it

18 puts a value on it that not too many people would be willing to

i 19 accept as a fair value.

.

20 MR. JAFFE: If you read the report, you would throw
,

21 that section out. There is no question about it.

> -

1 22 CHAIRMAN KD1ENY: So, literally, how about saying
s
0s

i 23 that this line is based on an analysis that was extremely crudep
V j|

! 24 and does not represent the C0= mission's thinking.
!

$ 25 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: There is another way to do it.
i

! - - - . . _ , . . _ . ._. . . . -

L. t -
_
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L I COMMISSIONER TAEOR: How about controversial rather
2 than crude?

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, controversial.

4
COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: There is another way of doing

'

5 it. Since we are excerpting anyway, it says"an independent
6 study estimates costs as follows:" Ycu can take the health

7 effects-out and give these totals and then put a footnote in

8 which say, "in addition, the report included minor amounts for

9 health effects which do not change the totals and are based on

10 questionable data"or something like that. You can do the same

1I thing and it does not change anything'that we have said anywhere
12 in the report.

O
13 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Yes, that is the only thing. If

14 anybody were to pick up the health effects and make an issue

15 out of it, it would be embarrassing.

16 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I think we are perfectly

17 entitled to do that as long as we footnote to make sure that

18 we subtract it from what they put in. It does not have any

19 significant impact on the numbers.

20,

21

(22
5

", 2 3i O ,i,
'

l
2 ,

,

I '

$ 25
|

-
. -. _ - . .

-
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D 1 COMMISSIONER MC Pld.RSON : So move.
Tih
10-22-79 2 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I reali=ed, of course, that it
Tapa 12

3 changes only the last digit, so the vote is -- unless there is

)4 an objection -- to delete that line and then add a footnote

5 they attempted to make estimates on health costs, but the

6 commission did not support that action --
.

l7 COEMISSICER HAGGERTY: And they were trivial and
-

8 had no significance.

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: They had no signi::icance.

|
10 I think you are quite right about that.

I1 Okay. Any objection to that change. So ordered.

12 Next.

13 COMM.**SSIONER TAYLOR: Question.

14 CHAI:RMAN KEM.INY: Question on approval of -- yes,
15 Tom.

16 CONI!SSIONER PIGFORD: I didn't want to interrupt

17 in the middle of your sentence.

18 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Well, I was about to put the quest-

I9 ion, so if -- Stan, may want to say something.
20 MR. GORINSON: I just wanted to point two things
21 out. One is the addition of a new finding, which wasn't in
22 Thursday's set that commissioner Lewis proposed, which is

0
23

f included in the public's right to information. And, also,
!

5 24i -

before we get to that on page 23 --*t

l s
$ 2*5*

i COMMISSIONER MC PEERSON: Is that the one about the
I
:

, . . . . . _ . . . _ _ ~ ~ ~ '

__ _.
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DO2 1 plebicito?
!

~

2 MR. GORINSCN: On page 23, No. 13, there are a

3 couple that I' just want to point out to you specifically be-
4 fore you vote on them. No. 13, the example in there, throws

5 off the thrust of the entire finding. Chuck Harvey had just

6 looked at that out in the hall and pointed it out to me and I

7 would propose just striking the example. Or at least if you

8 want an example, giving us the chance to go back and putting

9 in one that is better.

10 CHAIRMAN KEENY: Could you give us one moment to

11 read with and without it.

12 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: It is all right just leaving

13 it out, isn't it? It is put in right in the middle there.

I4 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Take out the four example

15 sentence?

16 CHAIRMANY KEMENY: Any objection to taking that

17 sentence out?

18 COMMISSICNER MC 9EERSON: Take out the next sentence ,

19 too?

20 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY .ieah, because it applies to

21 the -- in other words, it quits after were explored and re-
>
; 22 solved. So moved.I
v

23
_? CHAIRMAN KEMENY: So, you want to remove both sen-
t

24 tences?

20
MR. GORINSON: I was going to suggest leaving in

. -

, - - . . - . , . -.- . . - . . . , - - - . , - - - . . - - ,
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1 tho --
|

2 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Well, how can you? You

3 can't say instead without the -- .
.

4 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: Just say the Commissioners

5 became --
.

6 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: Instead of what?

7 MR. GORINSON: You can strike instead and just put
8 in the factual statement that they became preoccupied --

9 CCMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Then you would have to say
1

10 they were.

!
11 MR. GORINSON: Were preoccupied with details.

)
i

12 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Or appeared to be. |

{~'N) COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: It is a matter of record that13
n

14- they became preoccupied.

15 MR. GORINSON: Look at the drafting of that press
16 release. We will strike the "for example" and it will say
17 the commissioners were preoccupied witt matters such as the i

18 details of evacuation planning and the drafting of a press
19 release.

20 CHAIRMAN M NY: You were gaine to call our atten-
)

21
,

tion to a brand new finding.
)

k 22 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: If they are not in here,
5
U

23y we didn't vote on them, did we?
_

24 CHAIR W KEMENY: That is exactly why Stanley is- s

3 25 doing what he should do, is calling it to your attention.
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g 1 MR. GORINSON: No. 7 on page 52.

2 COMMISSICNER LEWIS: This was an oversight on our

3 part.

4 COMMISSIONER PIGFCRD: Wouldn't it be better to say

5 in the second phrase, even when company officials believe that

6 this information was being made available to the public by
7 others.

8 COMMISSICNER LEWIS: By others. That is correct, ye s.

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Remember, we have sworn testimony

10 from MacMillan on this. That was tried on me and I remember
!Il that Stan was going to call it to your attention, but this is '

-

12 a direct finding.

) 13 MR. GORINSON: One other place where I think you

14 should look --

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Let me just ask? Is there any

16 objection to the addition of that finding? Without objection.

17 MR. GCRINSON: One other place, page 50, B, we have

18 added two findings dealing with the NRC directors after the
19 accident. Because it just appeared to come out of no place,
20 I wrote an introduction to that and made 3 the specific instruc-

!

2I
tions i and ii and I think you ought to review that 3 intro-

22 duction.I
O

! 22
f COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: But this isn't new. This
1

f 2# clarifies something --/

I
a 9"*5

MR. GCRINSCN: That is right. But I think you ought

|
.
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DO* 1 to.look at it specifically. You haven't seen it before.
k

2 And we tried to modify the i and ii in accordance

3 with what several Commissioners recommended.

4 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: We11, this actually fits

5 what I had suggested to you would be confusing before. So,

6 it doesn't change it.
l
i

7 MR. GORINSON: No, but since you haven't seen it --

8 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Stan is just being very conscien-

9 tious.

10 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I did point out that we have

|

11 dropped one finding in the public health area related to the '

12 lack of directives with respect to whether or not the hospi-

() 13 tais should prepare to increase their census and when they
14 should resume normal operations. The reason I think these

IS are important findings is because clearly they led to a goed
16 deal of confusion in a potentially critical area. I don't

17 know -- well, I am totally confused. They were in a previous

18'

set of findings and they are totally lacking in the present
19 of f LndLngs.

20 MR. GORSINSON: What you have here is what the Com-
|

21 mission voted on and approved.

22
COMMISSIONER MARKS: Well, the fact is that I don't

E
U

{ 23 know where -- I didn't bring my previous set of findings with
D

94" ^ me.

I
* 2*<

COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: That were really quite a

- _ .. _
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D 1 few findings that were collapsed and consolidated and so forth,

2 because I had made a pass at going through a first list and

3 then gave up on it, because I said, well, that is not what we

4 are talking about. We are talking about these. So, I just

5 put that other one away.
,

6 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I don't think this was a con-

7 troversial finding in any way. I don't want to speak for any

8 of the Commissioners. But I don't know how we can handle it.

9 Can we see if we can find it, Jack. Maybe you could find it

! 10 and maybe we could have a three-minute reading of it after-

1I ward to see if you .want to put it in or not.

12 MR. GCRINSON: Let me just point out that one other

13 place and that is in response to -- and this was in Thursday's
14 draft and I think is in response to the Commission's desire

15 to have more specific findings on the utility.. In the last

16 two drafts you have seen more specific statement as to each of

17 those. But I just wanted to point that out. That was in

18 direct response to what the commissioners had requested.
19 CHAIRMAN 1CMENY: Okay. Any other matters while we

- 20 are waiting for that on the findings? Tom.
I

21 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Can you tell me where the

I 22
i findings are on operator training? I want to be sure that
u

23;

_p these are carefully stated.

l

{ 24 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: On page 38. I just happened to
G

$ 25 open it up there.
i

_ .

, _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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D ]V
1 COMMISSIONER PIGFCRD: 38. All right.

-

2 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Excuse me. This is a

3 minor thing, but on 50 in 3 in the sentence that you read,

4 Stan, in the weeks- following the accident, NRC'was apparently

5 confused -- we don't have any evidence frcm them, do we? Out- !

l
6 side of what they did? !

7 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: On page 40 E near the top of

8 the page, Met Ed did not require employees, I thought I had
4

9 suggested we say Met Ed could not require employees.

10 MR. GORINSON: That is not true. They could have
i
I11 requested it. '

12 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: The employer wouldn't have

/D
V 13 to give it.

!

14 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: They can sign a waiver.
4

15 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: The implication is that Met
|
|

16 Ed didn' t bother. I

17 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: There is a law against it. '

18 COMMISSICNER TAYLOR: There is a law against it.

l19 That is the problem. It is not as though they were just being '

20 sloppy.
.

21
( CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay. How about rewording, Met

> :

22 ,

Ed did not require waivers from employees with Naval reacter I

v
23

_? experience that would allcw them to examine their Naval reccrds.
i

ig 24 Ron, am I saying it right. Ic
13 25

.r ,.
. .

.

l

f

_ . _ _ _ . _
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D 1 MR, EYTCHISON: I am not sure.

2 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Ted, would this be all right.

|3 Met Ed did not require waivers - I had better get this one ;

4 right, Ron.

5 MR., EYTCIIISON: I am not sure that I could give a

;6 better answer than Stan did on that one, on the question of
7 what they could or could not require.

8 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: No. I am just saying is the.

9 following statement a correct factual statement. Met Ed did

10 not require waivers from employees with Naval reactor exper-
11 ience that should permit examination of -- that is the neigh-
12 borhood.

-

13 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: That is much better.
14

COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: They didn't even request

15 it, did they? As far as we know? Isn't that right? So, why

16 not just say did not require or request?
17 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes.

18
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Waivers -- but the thing is

I9 we have what I thought was an important finding and that is
20 that if an employee doesn't want to have his record examined
21 he can' refuse.
22

MR. ROCKWELL: Then they don't have to hire him,

| 5
o

23
-? e ither . That is the point.

24
COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: We made a big point of thisi 4

E 20
after the session --

|
;
,

.

_ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ __
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C] 1 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Are we sure that is true?U
.

I think you had better stick to request, which is valid. I2

3 am not sure that if the guy said, no, I won 't give it to you, j

4 that you wouldn't have a case.

5 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: How about just saying Met Ed did |
.

6 not request waivers from employees with Naval reactor exper-

7 ience. That would allow --

8 COMMISSIGNER MC PHERSCN: Did not request Privacy

9 Act waivers.

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Could you say waivers from employ-
1I ees which would allow examination of the Navy records. Okay?

12 Which would allow examination of their Navy records. I am

13 quite certain of that.

I4 Do you remember the wonderful experience of one of
15 the NRC commissioners who was surprised by this and then one

16 of his staff members said it in our presence, you should know,
17 I am a Navy alumnus and nobody has requested me to sign a
18 waiver either. One of his own staff.
I9

COMMISSIONER LEWIS: One of those cracks that they
20 keep falling through.
21

CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Okay. Anything else on the find-
>

[ 22 ings other than what Jack is looking up?
8

23g Okay. I would like in that case a motion with one
24 loophole in it; namely, with permission of Dr. Marks who

G

25 raised that one specific finding with the Co==ission when it
._
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1 is found, I would like a motion approving the findings subject
2 to last minute minor editorial changes.

3 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Or rearrangements.

4 CHAIRMAN EMY: Or rearrangements.

5 COMMISSIONER 3A33ITT: So moved.
.

6 COMMISSICNER TAYLCR: Second.

7 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Mr . Chairman, I will vote

8 against the motion $ecause of the problems I discussed earlier

9 and also I think it must be that when we went through these
10 before I didn't agree with some of them, so that would be on

11 the record.

12 CHAIRMAN EMENY: Thank you. Would all those in

13 favor, please raise your hand.

14 (There was a show of hands.)
15 All those opposed.

16 (There was a show of one hand.)
17 Professor Pigford voted in the negative. The

18 other Commissioners voted in the affirmative.
l9 Subject to that one finding which I will not forget
20 and the distribution of the recommendation that you are about
21 to do, I have an impcrtant remark to make.

22
The Com=ission has signed off on all of Volume 1.

3
23

J Ther e for e, after you have had a chance to read the recommen-
i

2#
0 dations over lunch and any discussion that may engender, I am Is

.

$ 25* going to ask the Commission to sign off on the report; that is;

_ .-_-- -____ _ --
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D
1 cn its own report. Then, we have two other items on the agen-
2 da. One is what do we do on the 30th and possibly the 31st

'

3 and, second, we can have as much time as remains to discuss

4 the status of staff reports. Is that a reasonable procedure'
5 What I thought we could do is if you wish to have

a sign off ceremony, we drafted the world's shortest transmit-6

7 tal letter.

8 MS JCRGENSON: It is right here.

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Would you like to sign off on
10 the letter of transmittal.
11 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Is that going to be published --

12 incorporated in the book --

13 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That is what we could do. We would
14 have to get Cora somehow. Let me ask if the following wording
15 is satisfactory. We thought, in accordance with Executive
16 Order No. 4130 -- I thought we were going to say we have the
17 honor of -- you took that out.

18 MS. JCRGENSON: I worked on it last night.

19 CHAIRMAN KEMEliY: We hereby transit to you the' final
20 report of the President's Commission on the Accidant at Three
21 Mile Island, faithfully yours -- and the names of the Ccmmis-

f22 sioners. I thought the usual phrase was scmething like accor-
5
v

23_p ding to such and such, we have the honor of transmitting to

() 24 you the final report. Do you have a preference in language? '

3 25
COMMISSIONER .VG.KS: Harry.

.. --..
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1 COMMISSIONER MC PERSCN: I den't know if there is

2 any necessary --

3 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Well, let me ask you if there is

4 any objection to the present language, Dear Mr. President,
5 In accordance with Executive Order 4130, we hereby transmit

6 to you the final report of the President's Commission on the

7 Accident at Three Mile Island. Is that acceptable language?.
8 I am going to have this available and I hope we
9 will ceremonially sign off on it after lunch and I wish I had

10 brought a bottle of champagne for the cecasion.
.

11 Have the recommendations been distributed? Look

12
.. through them during lunch and I hereby declare a luncheon

(c+). 13 recess until 2:30 P. M.
14 (Thereupon, at 1:38 P. M. , the meeting was recessed
15 to be reconvened at 2:30 P. M., the same afternoon, October

16 22, 1979.)

17
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10-22-79
2 CHAIR"A:i IG.**E :Y: '7111 the neeting please cone to

3 order. We have one unfinished ite= under findings and I recog-

4 nize Dr. :*arus.
'

5 CO:Ci!SSIOliER ::AR:CS: The finding that I uas referring-

.

6 to, which would to the best of our ability to recollect, be a

7 new finding in the sense that the Cer=ission may not have voted

8 on it -- I thin:-: t' tat's as accurate as we can say. And the

9 finding is the following: Hospital ad .inistrators , and this

| 10 is presurably ho. spital administrators in the area around Three

11 : tile Island, found noone at the state level uith authority to'

12 instruct them on tfnen to evacuate natients and when to resu as

%)
-

13 normal ad.~.itting procedures. :-iacLeo d, and I think if ue use

14 it we'd have to say Conmissioner :tacLeod of the State Depart-

15 ment of Health, viewed the role of the Health Depart .ent vis-a-

16 vis area hospitals as informational not advisory. This reflects
,

17 a finding of our staff and the importance of this relates to,-

18 again, the issue of lack of preparedness specifically uit'; re-

19 gard to the hospitals in the area.
;
.

!
20 COM:IISSIO:!ER HAGC-ERC": :*.a" I ash a question? Cc

21 you really nean the word ' instruct' or do you nean 'inforn'?

f22 Do you really want *acLeod to tell the hospitals to evacuate?

d
23g Instruct has the implication of givinc orders.

.$.-24 CC:~1ISSIO:ER :5 ARKS : Yeah, where is 3: aura? ;* aura
s

$ 25 left, oh there 's :taura.

___

v. - -- v-
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( l CO:E'ISSIO:7EE 1.GGZ3rl: IDat do you nean?0

2 MS. 3LUESTO;;E: Hospital spokesten were asking any-
3 hody --

.

4 CO:01ISSICIZn HAGGERTZ: 7'or reco."_'.endations or instr'I@
.

5 tions?

6 :15, 3 LUES ~O'.C: Yes, they vere asking to be told --

7 7.iey vanted info =ation en uhat is happening and could you pleas
8 tell us uhat we ought to be doing and 'inat we ought to be pre-
9 paring for. Because they had no basis upon tdich to know

10 what to expect.

11 COIIIISSIO !ER HAGGERTI: !! ell, that's different from

12 saying you evacuate or don 't evacuate.

() 13 CO::'IISSIO :ER |'AFl3 : Advise?t

Id COIY1ISSIO!!ER HAGGE2TY: Reconnend. I'n just raising

15 the point, because there's a clean distinction, that's all.
16 CO CIISSIO1;IR |mPlG: i; ell, we could say hospital

17 administrators found noone at the state level wit'i authority
18 to --

19 !*S . 3LUESTO:iE: To advise.

20 CO O*ISSIOliER :* ARKS: To advise, uell this has finan-

21 cial inplications.

>
0 22 MS. 3LUESTO;E: That's true,r

1 5
' u
| }3 CO ..SS v.m.a .wim : anc .lat was tn.e whole issue

e .....e . .u.; y wu. .cp a

O 24 here. In o t'Ter words, if they were told to get the patients
F

$ 25 out and stop a(_r.itting, they don't suffer financial loss. If
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they do it voluntarily, they suffer financial loss. And, in

2 fact, uhat happened was they suffered financial loss. And it

3 is an area that --

# IIS. 3LUESTO'E: That's probably -- ! cone ever said

5 that. 'fou knou, people have suggested t' Tat that uas part .of
6 the reason why the State Eealth Departrent was not giving any
7 advice. Eut, in a sense, they were asking for advice and not

receivingan:[soeverythingwasvoluntary.8

9 CHAI?'1Aff K~'*E;Ti: ' e're not finding that, Paul, right?

10 CO:r4ISSICIIER :IARES: 1:o, I just --

II CHAITC*A 2 :-2:.II Ti: Repeat once core the proposed
12 m_..d.4 ..g ._

V,) 13 CC:IIIISSIO::ER ::GKS: Hospital adninistrators focnd

Id noone at the stnte level with authority to instruct then on
I5 when to evacuate patients and uhen to res =e normal admitting
16 procedures. IlacLeod viewed the role of the Health Department
17 vis-a-vis area hospitals as informational, not advisory.
18 COIEiISSIO:ER HAGGERTi: Put advise instead of instructa
19 CO:SESSIC:!IR :IARES: Okay. So, it would then read,

20 Hospital ad .inistrators found noone at the state level with
1

21 authority to advise then on, etc. ~

{22 CHAIR':A:: KE'IE:TI: Eow do you -feel, Con?
5
U

23y CO:E4ISSICITER PIGFCED: I'n sorry.s
I IIJ c 2s C a.. A A . w.. ..

--. . ..~ .~ . z : ..ny com.issioners vish to con-'ent
... .= .w 2

e
r
2 25 on the proposed finding? !!ay I ask hou many co nissicners
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1 favor adding that as read to our proposed findings?

2 (Show of hands)

3 Tnat's a unanimous vote of the Cornission. Thank you.

4 C IAIKITC! ICCIET/: Uow, the coment has cono. "e have

5 conplete'd signing off on the Comission's part of ce report

6 and therefore I think ue ought to have a cererony as ue dis-
..

7 cussed in uhich connissioners prepare to sign the letter of

g transnittal to the President of the United States.

9 (Signing transmittal)

10 Governor Babbitt, are you prepared to sign?

11 Commissioner Lewis

12 Cornissioner Haggerty

h,) 13 Conmissioner : arkss

ja Comrissioner Ihrrett is not present, but she has

15 authorized ne to inform the Corrission that she will sign and

16 she is in full agreement with our report.
'

j7 Commissioner Itc3 ride
_

18 Co d ssioner McPherson

39 CO:GIISSIO: ZR MCPHI:iSOI-i: I'm going to sign it even

20 though it doesn't have anything about what the standard of

21 issuing press releases --

,I 22 CO OiISSIOUIR LU.;IS: Pigh t, we never did settle that.
=

73 CHAIRIEU KEI'E!PI: 'les, you Covered that in Supple-
c .

.! 24 mentary re arks.ts
-

| 25 CC:CIISSIONER I-:CPHERSOU: I don't think I could write
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C 1 one that i'd be satisfied with.
,

COc.... S.0...n ... -- . : ...se old ,ng .. nry ro,_e,2 mo - . . .: n. .w as a_ ne
.

3 first hane all the wires.-

C... ....... ~.c. - : Cc: r._4 ss_4 oner .aylor.atuc._v. am u a4

5 COICIISSIOliER :'C3RIDI: I'll tell you what. If I

6 knou those lawyers, thev'll be around when the rest of us are
-

7 gone.

g CO CIISSIO!!ER HAGGER':~l: They'll be debating that,

rule.9

10 CO2-1"ISSIO!i2R 'CERIDC: They'll say, he was a good

jj client but he violated the lith Connandrent. He got caught.

12 CHAI?atAI! ROiI:iY: Corr.issioner Trunk.

) Ilay the record show that the corr.ission has signed134,

14 off on its own nart of the report bv sicnine the letter of- - - -

| 15 transnittal to the President of the i;nited States. I will, in
1

'

, 16 a few ninutes, declare a short recess for nur oses I will
- -

!

17 e:glain, to connenorate this occasion. 3ut, before then, I

jg have to fulfill a promise I nade earlier.

39 ?!R. STRATTO:: I think us will not go through with

e,gu
20 -- -*

21 CHAIP.".'C: I'~ EP? : !*e vill not go through 'rith it?

?, 22 :-IR. STPATTO i: I?e will not go through with it.

io CHAI2:Gli KZ'Irf: As you know, we were offered, Bill,
I I ')3

|
~

| E an annortunitr to nahe further renarks on the record and I '.*isha 24 ~~ - .

1
s

.

}
! 25 to ho=or th^t- 3"d> 3in' You o?ted not to do th^t- Th*=3

|
|

.-~

. _ , _
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1 you, 2111. I just wanted to r.a%e sure you had the orportunity
2 is you wished it.

13 In that case, t';e Chair wil'. hereby -- I ash you no: '

4 to leave -- but I hereby declare a brief recess.
,

5 (3rief recess)
,

6

7

8

.

9

10

11-

12
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:
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I?A 4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: h'ill the meeting please come back
2 to order?

.

3 our. next item of business is that you have all had
4 an opportunity to look at the recommendations, and I want
5 to know if there are any general comments on the organi:ation
6 and structure?

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I think the organization

8 as you now have it really does most of what I was concerned
9 about yesterday, except I reconmend that the technical

10 assessment follow the utility, probably after the training
11 of operating personnel and ahead of worker and public health
12 and safety because the points recommended so often fit

p
(_I 13 exactly in that sequence.

14 CEAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes, that is the one I did not

15 know where to put. Is that agreeable to everybody? The

16 Chair hears no objection. Therefore it will be done that
17 way.

18 Therefore technical assessment will come after
19 operator training and before public health. The problem was

20 NRC had to come first because we keep referring to the
21 restructured NRC, and it was logical to go to utility and

>
5, 22 coerator trainine. refers to those, too..

5
v

23 CO"MISSIONER HAGGERTY: You took care of two-thirds9
(% h
i \ Q(_) i 24 of concerns.

3
t |4 25 CHAIPS N KEMENY: Health and emergency preparedness

L
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) I go together, and we went health and emergency preparedness,
2 ,and this'now settles what to do with the remaining.
3 Any other cc==ents on recommendations?

4 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I would suggest we have a

5 short table of contents or a short, well, I think you should
6 have sc=e organizational table in front of the recommendations <

7 with pagination.

8 CHAIR!M KEMENY: You mean table cf contents in the
9 literal sense, just the topics on which we have reco=nendations

10 and what page?

11 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Right.

12 CHAIR!Cdl KEMENY: That is very easy,z
13 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Do you want that there or

i 14 do you want one table of contents?

15 COMMISSIONER MARKS: By the way, I don't think

16 the Co=nissioners have seen your cover. Do you want to show

17 then?

18 CIIAIRMAN KEMENY: It is elegant. Ilave you seen it?

19 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I don't care where it is.

20 COMMISSIONER LEUIS: John, are we still dealing
-

.

21 in reco==endations?
>
g 22 CHAIR'!AN KEMENY: Yes.
I
"

23 COMMISSIONER LIWIS: It is a minor correction, but
I

('")s ,

24 in our recon =endations en Page 32, David reminded me that '

s- .

i
t

$ 25 there is such a thing as a broadcast energency network which |

4

m

- _-___ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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(s) cur wording might be somewhat confusing, and if we could justI

2 change -- this is No. 4 on Page 32,-state emergency plans
3 should include provision for creation of a local brcadcast

4 media network for emergencies so that there won't be confusion, !
,

15 CHAIR"AN KEMENY: Is there any objection to that?

6 It seems eminently sensible, local broadcast media network
;

7 for emergencies.
.

,

8 COMMISSIONER LEUIS: And we, also, thought en No. 5, {
i

9 on Line 3, Pat pointed out that depart measurably we really
10 meant appreciably will be a more precise word on that. ;

|
II . CHAIRMAN KEMENY: And besides you have measurements,

12 local radiation measurements that depart appreciably.

(_4) 13 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Otherwise measurably would
*

la mean as soon as they --

15 CHAIRMAN KE!!ENY: Yes, Tom, you were author on

16 that with Anne, so can I ask the two of you if you object
17 to changing, this is No. 5 on Page 32 on Line 3 where it

18 says depart measurably. People point out that that means

19 the moment it goes 1/10 of something above,they suggest

20 departs appreciably. Is that all right?

21 Anne, is that all right with you?

f* 22 CCIS1ISSIONER TRUNK: I guess so,-.as long as I.know
i
v

23 what it is.g
*

.. .

f~%
h 24 CO!GiISSIONER PIGEORD: If you are happy, I a- happy.

5

$ 25 CO!Ci SSIONER TRUNK: What did we put in?

..
--

_____ _-_ _ _ ___ . _ w.
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1 C H A I F F.A N K E :1E :7Y : You had measurably. Let =e tell

2 you what the problen is. Suppose it is normally at 116.3.

3 Suppose one day it goes to 116.4 or --

4 COMMISSIO!iER HAGGERTY: That is measurable.

5 CHAIRMAN IE!ENY: That is measurable, but --

6 COICiISSIO!ER TRUNK: But I just don't want to know

7 when it goes high or --

8 CHAIRMAN KE E:iY: That is why it says appreciably.

9 Yes, Ton? _.

10 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I think en Page 33, and I

11 want to call attention to this to Pat who I think was the

12 author of this sentence, in the second paragraph uhich is a

p)(,, 13 one sentence paragraph the ne::t to the last line says, panel

14 of just these key ceasurements. Don't you think just'is

15 going to be --
g

i

16 CO!1MISSIONER HAGGERTY: Take the just off. It does

17 not really --

18 CHAIRMAN KE!ENY: You are on Page 33.

19 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Thirty-three, point 1,

20 second paragraph, second line from the bottom. Eliminate

21 just.

f22 CHAIRMAN KE ZNY: Incidentally that is the kind of
5
"

.o3 thing which on rereading I would have felt free to do.p
-

) 24 Any other co==ents on recen=endatiens?
-

e

3 25 It not, then let us turn te the staff repercs and

..
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_) 1 do we have a sist that we can distribute?t.

,

2 A list has been distributed of staff reports.*

3 3arbara, can you make some cenments on what we have in front

4 of us?

5 MS. JORGENSC:i: The first page, let me tell you

6 what the code means. The question marks are pretty clear, ;
.

>

7 but the P's mean that those have been planned to be published.

8 An A means it is going to the Archives, and the question of

9 No. 13, quality assurance and reliability, there is a P with

10 a questinn mark. That means that there was originally a

11 provisional decision to publish that report, but the report i

i

12 had not been reviewed, and it had in fact not been reviewed

# ~.3k/ by the senior staff in its present form.r 13

14 MR. JOHNSON: In the second form; the original one

15 was.
,

16 MS. JORGENSON: Right. The last four recevery,

j7 cost of accident, WASH 1400 and iodine filters decisions

18 have not been made on what to do with those, whether they

j9 should be published or simply sent to the Archives.

20 GAIPs i M W- May I ask the followinc cuestien?

21 On the other pages these notations do not appear because

t .,., these were the documents that were designated for publication?
g
5
6 lu that correct?23,
-

%- MS. JORGENSON: Right. The other,pages, all chose ta 24 i
.

e
I.w

'

documents have been --8 23
l

--. |

. - .- _,
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1 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Designated for publication.

2 MS. JORGENSON: Designated "for publication.

3 COMMISSIONEE HAGGERTY: What is the difference then
4 between those and the ones in the first list that have a ??
5 MS. JORGENSON: Nothing.

6 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: All I am saying is imagine there

7 is a P after all the ones on the other pages.

8 Tom?

9 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: I am pu:: led then on public

10 health by the PH2, public health and epidemiology task force

11 report. I thought we were supposed to review a revised copy,,

. 12 and I don't think I have gotten one yet. How can this be --
(7
h' 13 we be sure that this is designated for publication?

14 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I have reviewed the revised

15 copy. I know I got one. I thought it was distributed.

16 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Is that right?

17 MS. BLUESTONE: My understanding was that the *

1g October 13, version went to -- we did send it out. ?!es , it,

19 was sent out.

20 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Maybe it out there in

21 Berkeley. I don't know. '

f22 It could be Barbara. I have more than once thought
s
u

23 I did not have things when they were sent to me.(~ ? I
\

f 24 CHAIPPM KEMINY: I don't blane you. I panicked
i

j 25 one day. I could not find any copy of the overview. Believe

_

_ _ _ --
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] 1 me I was panicking. Ziy secretary did find it for me. Len?
~

2 MR. JAFFE: ?iissing en this list is the overall.

3 su==ary of the technical papers.
4 CHAIR!!AN FC?CiY: Oh, that is absolutely correct.
5 Could we put down ::ero just to make it correct numbering?
6 Of course, this is Lon Jaffe's st==ary of all the technical
7 reports.

8 CO!CIISSIONER IGRKS : And do I assume, too, tha t the --
9 CHAIR 2iA'i FE:iEMY: It certainly should have a P

10 after it.

11 CO!C1ISSIOliER MARKS: I mean is the summary also

that Jack Fabrikant wrote of all the public health documents,12
/~

13 is that a separate publication or --

14 CHAIRIGN IGMENY: Yes, that should have been noted
15 here. Let me call that PH =ero in the same way.
16 CO!1MISSIONER HAGGERTY: Under public health?

17 MS. JORGENSOli: The way that these things will
18 physically be published, the idea is under each one of the
19 groups to publish those as one book. So, yes, if there is a

20 su==ar's of the public health area, it would be in the front
21 of the public health book and then those other --

y 22 COICIISSIONER GRKS: And they are going to beW

5
"

_E.
23 published like this one?

s

) 24(
MS. JORGENSON: They will have different covers.

E

( $ 25 I don't think they will have a picture.
!

_
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b I COM:iISSIO:'ER HAGGERTY: Do you really nean all of

2 these are going to be published as one report?
3 MS. JORGENSO!i: It depends. He have got to look at

4 them. We may have to break those down, probably into
5 subject areas for those.

~

6 CHAIRMAM KEME:iY: But it is important to put on this

7 list the two summaries that were not mentioned because
8 Dave Rubin's summary is listed in here. Se to be consistent

7 we should have a zero on the first page and a PH =cro on
10 public health.

11 Yes, Tom?
I

i

12 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I think, for enample, on they
?
'

13 first page, number 2, 3, and 4, probably the task force
14 commissioner task force said'these are subject matters which

15 undoubtedly should be published once we get then straightened

16 out.

17 Now, the first draft of these reports I just got the

18 day I left, and I have not yet had a chance to review then

19 adequately. So, I am still willing to stich by that. I think

20 itlookslikethekindofmaterip,1 thai-shouldbepublished.
21 However, if it is meant by the P that they are ready to be

k 22 enblished, then I don',2 know.-e
5
v

s a 23 COM:1ISSIONER TAYLOR: I ar wot.ta. ring, I find it
i 2

%J la 24 comeletelv infeasible to inacine a rer6:. dew or in sone cases a;.- - - !, ,

5

} 25 first review by ne at least of all of the reports in the two '
t

.-. .
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(s\ l%.) areas in which I was involved in the task force before

2 publication.
.

3 What I would like to suggest is for consideration

4 by the Com=ission is that we somehow make it clear, perhaps
'

5 in a little caption in each of the reports that these are

6 sta#f reports to the Ccenission and should not, and we need

7 to find the right language, and I don't know what it is, but

8 the thought is that individual Ccamissioners or the Cc= mission

9 as a whole does not take the responsibility.
10 MR. GORINSON: Why don't we do what we did on the

11 papers we prepared during the hearings, if you remember, that

12 disclaimer that we put on the front of each of the books
n

\
13 that went to the Commissioners? This is a staff document,,

,

14 does not necessarily represent the views of the President's

15 Commission of the President's Commission on the Accident
n

16 at Three Mile Island or of any-member thereof.

17
. COMMISSIOliER TAYLOR: I think that would.do it.

18 MS. JORGENSON: That is the normal way to handle

19 that.

20 COMMISSIO:!ER TAYLOR: That is not to say that ue

21 don't have the motivation because in a way we are a complete

I 22 organism for doing the best we can.
i
v
, 23 CHAIRMA'T KEME:IY: Stan, what would you think,

(~) i% a 24 and Barbara, just on the first part of that? Shouldn't the
5
*

2 25 parase here be these are reports by the staff to the-

1

1

- . . . - . j
__- ___ _ _. - - . -.
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\m / I Commission and then go on as you said?
o" MS. JORGEUSOM: Yes.

3 COMMISSICUER pIGFORL: But, Ted, you know there is

4 a closed loop. In the Commissioner report I believe it says
5 its findings are based upon the staff reports. Now, it does

6 not say we approved the staff reports, but it says we based
7 our findings en them.

8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I, for one, was trying to

9 make sure that all of the findings in the areas in which I
10 considered myself to have any responsibility were, in fact,
11 backed up by findings.

12 So, I am willing to -- now, if there are big changes
13 in findings and so on and I track them through or someone
14 else tracks them through and says, how could you have said
15 that, and it turns out there were big changes, and I believe
16 I have copies of all the reports on which I based my sense
17 of what the findings were, I will say, "Look, I don't know
18 hou it happened, but that was changed, and here is what I
19 was basing what I agreed to on."

20 CHAIP21AN KEMEUY: Could I try to argue the logic ,

21 of the disclaimer? While we said that there cannot be any

f22 recommendations within the staff report, that is a Commission
5
0

23 privilege, the staff reports are certainly full of findings.7S y
\ ) i.

,

i s <
1'' 2 24 Not all of these findings were accepted by the Commission. i

.
p

3 25 As a matter of fact there were some specific ones the
;

!
f
.

. - - - - - _ - - - -
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I Commission rejected. That does not mean they have to delete
2 it from the staff report, if the staff feels that that is a
3 correct finding. So, therefore, a disclaimer is necessary.
d

COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I think if anybody is

5 concerned, a statement of that -- with that statement being
6 elaborated to say many of these reports contain findings
7 and conclusions of the staff that were not necessarily
8 approved by and included by the Commission itself in its
9 findings, I don't care. If anybody wants that, I am perfectly

10 willing to put that in there, and maybe that would help a lot
11 in not being as concerned about the staff report.
12(s

>

%F~ j3

.

14

15

16

17
*

.

18

I 19

20

21

I 22
E
U
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I
$ 25

|
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COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: It is just a bit more elaborauej

l\_
2 statement on the disclaimer.

3 CCMMISSICNER TAYLOR: I have just one further question.

# Keeping an eye on what I mn sure it going to be a lot of foaming

5 of what we have done, loaking at the staff report and so on,

6 is it intended that the individuals who wrote each staff report

7 that their ncae be on each staff report? So if somebody wants

8 to discuss one of the staff reports with an individual, they

9 know who to go to.

10 MS. JORGENSON: Certainly the listing of the staff

Il members responsible in that area will be on each and every list.

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Okay, fine.

[ [), 13 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Along that line, John, it

14- reminds me.of something I really wanted to be sure it was said.

15 I hope it can be handled in your editing of the overview. Many

16 times the overview says things as if we Commissioners have

17 done them. I think we are sort of slighting the staff there.
'

18 I think it would be good to try to say a little more that these

19 nice things were done by the staff. Is that possible?

20 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Yes. What would you think of my

21 having a blanket statement? I think it would be very approprin:2

22 in the preface to have a blanket statement on the staff, so

i u
23y that we do not have to say it over and over again. I myself

_

() 24 thought of that, but I forgot it, Tem. I am very glad you
,

3 25 brought it up. Would that be agreeable if I had a blanket

. ... - . .- --

___i _ _ - - _ _ - -
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[' I statement abouc the staff in there?
\

.

2 CCMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: I so move.

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Is there a second to that motion?
!

d COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I second it.'

| 5 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: All those in favor.

- - 6 (There was a show of hands.)
.

7 Those opposed.

8 (No response.)

9 The motion is carried with no opposition. Two people

10 were not paying attention, but there was no opposition. I

11 want an actual reflection in the record.

~

b12 Since the unresolved issues, if any, were en the tech

( 13 nical staff area, do you wish to resolve ccme of the cuestion

14 marks? Do we have recommendations from either Vince or Len
4

15 on this area?

16 MR. JOHNSON: Len, why don't you go ahead?

17 MR. JAFFE: Well, there are a couple of areas where

18 I think we could make a recommendation. We put things into

19 the archives. For instance, the cost study, there is a concern

20 on the part of Jacob Fabrikant with regard to some items that
!-

. ;

21 have to do with health effects. I understand that that porticr.

I 22 was deleted frca the findings here. My suggestion is chat
r

3
-

23_p be deleted frca my summary with a note to indicate that that
~ t

) a 24 portion was not carried forward. We will put that cross study '
i
34 25 in the archives, which supports the publication.

.

y- - y -p * y-, y - m.-,-,-- m--- , , -
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V) CHAIPliAN KDIENY: There are other things in that |

2 cost study that would worry me about publishing it as a Commis-

3 sion document.

4 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I have a question about the
.

5'

supports that go into the Archives. Barbara, could you tell

6 us what someone would have to do to get at one of these documen:8

7 MS. JORGENSON: Well, you would have to do what any-

8 body has to do when they go to the Archives.

9 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I just do not know.

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Would you answer the question di-

Il rectly, because 'some of us do not know what we have to do.

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I have never taken anything out

13 of the Archives.

14 MS. JORGENSON: You go to the National Archives and

15 you tell them that you want to look at the index of the documents

16 from the President's Commission on the accident at Three Mile
17 Island. They give you the index and you point out what you wap:

18 and they have a librarian, which is what I guess the person is

19 called, who goes back and brings that document out and you are

20 a11 owed to look at it.
,

.

21 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Can you borrow it and make co-

k22 pies? Is there any way to get copies of what is in the Archives?

s
23

<s -y MS. JORGENSON: It is my understanding that matefial

24 can be copied.
! I

$ 25|

COMMISSIONER LEWIS: What is going to happen to the

|
|
|

- _ . _ . . _ _ _ _ _ - . . _ _ _ _ . - -_.



vl5-4 !
.

103
-s

f ;

's 1 transcrict of these deliberations?s -

2 MS. JORGENSON:Three things will happen to these. One. ,

3 they will go in our public reading rocm the day the Ccmmission
4 releases its report. Two, they will go to the National Archives

5 and, three, in accordance with what we have been doing all
6 along for the libraries in the Middletown area, sets of these
7 will be sent to these libraries.
8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: There is the Archives, the

9 libraries in the Middletown area and what else?
10 MS. JORGENSON: Our reading room.

Il COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: But our reading room has a

12 short life.
*h
;p 13 MS. JORGENSON: Our reading recm will go out of busi-

14 ness the same time the Commission does and then all of the docu-
15 ments there will be shipped to the National Archives.

|

16 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: That is Christmas?
'17 MS. JORGENSON: That is Christmas.

18 CHAIP.%N KEMENY: I hope before Christmas.

19 MS. JORGENSON: Possibly before Christmas.

20 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I mean we will not have any staff

21 left by Christmas.

f22 MS. JORGENSON: By Thanksgiving.
5
v

23 CHAIPSJi KEMENY: I am coning back in the middle ofy
T m

) D
s/ i 24 November. I did not knew how the Congressional things wille

25 go, but more importantly there are two problems. As I now know,

|
-

i

__ __ _ _ _ _ _ _
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(N) it is impossible in the Federal Government to start a new agency,,I

2
; particularly a temporary one, because it takes more than six

3 months to get organized under Federal rules. I do not yet

4 know if it is possible to close out an agency like this one,
5 but I am going to try to discover in mid-November what one was

6 has to do. I have already talked with one other Ccmmissioner,
7 namely, Harry, as the Washington based on. If I figure cut
8 what has to be done, I plan to assign the delegation of authori-
9 ty as Chairman to Harry. So, if there are some last minute

,

10 papers that have to be signed, Harry can do it.

!
11 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Or residual end comments.
12 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: How about bills? That iss5s
13 more important.

14 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Mr. Chairman, I would like to;

!
1

15 inquire on when is the record of this investigation closed? '

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I suppose when the Commission goes

17 out of existence, which I hope will be before Thanksgiving.
18 In one sense, it is closed now. In another sense, there are

19 still some staff documents that have to be finished. So, it
|

20 depends on what you mean exactly. j
,

l21 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Well, you have got modifica- '
;

k 22 tions that you are making, so it is not quite true.r

d
9 23 CHAIPRAN KEMENY: Sure.
m

.h 24 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Well, for example, I expect
E

} 25 when the repcrt hits the public -- when is the report going to

|
.
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) I hit the public?(O
2 MS. JORGENSON: It will be distributed on the 30th of

.

3 October.
.

4 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: All right, then I expect there

5 will be a lot of parties under many caps and in many groups who

6 will want to make statements. They then write statements and

7 send them to be added to this record.

8 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: I would not think so. We would

9 not have anybedy who could process them.

10 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Of course, I am getting into
~

11 something I do not know anything about. But when I have been

12 on licensing boards, that has been a crucial issue. When is
,-

(,) 13 the record closed? Because then we say at that time that is

14 the body of'information and that is it.

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Let's see. I think it would be

16 good to have a vote that as far as receiving additional infor-

17 mation, the record should be closed as of now.

18 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: There is no way for us to

19 consider anything as group. I think that is the difference be-
-

'

20 tween a licensing board, et cetera, which has a continuing

21 existence.

k 22 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Part of the record of this
- E
z u

23 Commission, as I understand it, is the hundreds of letters thaty
l

'

a 24 we have rec 2ived from people about what we ought to do and wha
| 5
| } 25 we ought 'e look at it.

_. .
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I( ) CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Sure.
U

2 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: What Tom is raising is

3 whether there should be included in the record comments on
4 the Cc= mission's report after it iL made. Is that correct?

5 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I suppose so. Yes, that is it.

0 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: The record being accumula-

7 tion of dccuments which will repose in the National Archives.
.

8 So, if GE or Westinghouse or the Union of Concerned Scientists

9 want to fire away at parts of the report, that would be included

10 in the Archives and in the record.

II CHAIPSAN KEMENY: I sure hope we do not do that. We

12 do not know who would process that.

I3 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: I do not know when it would

14 end.

15 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I have a specific example of

16 the question. Suppose that the Hart Cc=mittee has hearings

17 in November while this Commission still exists as an entity.

18 Suppose it calls in members of the Cc= mission to testify. As

19 members of the Commission which still exists, we are still

20 members of the Co= mission. The question is, for example, should
'

|
.

2 any prepared statement they make before that committee be '

f22 entered in as part of the record of the Commission?
e
u

23y CHAIR'G.N KEMENY: I hope not. I hope it is part cf
/s

-5(,)'(
a 24 the record of the Hart Cc=mittee. We are sure to be called.
c
a
4 25 Whenever this Cc= mission goes out of existence, we are sure to

..

--..m __ .- -
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[ ' ') I be called after it. Let me point out a very serious staff pro-
*

v

2 blem that we have had. We have had great difficulty and I hope

3 we can hold the staff together long enough to get these reports
4 out and that may be Frank Holten and myself and a couple of
5 secretaries closing out the Archives. I mean who is going to

6 process all of this?

7 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I have ene other question.

8 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSCN: In answer, I would propose

9 that when the report is submitted to the President, that the

10 ccmmission not receive for treating as its work product, which

11 would be filed with the Archives, any comments on the Cok. mission's

12 work, its recommendations, its staff reports or whatever. I

13 say this on the grounds of administrative burden and difficulty
14 in determining when to stop. This could literally go on for

15 years.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: So, therefore, we in effect said

17 that we should stop as of the mcment of the report to the Presi-

18 dent.

19 CEAIRMAN MC PHERSON: That would be my motion.

20 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Is thcre a second to that motion?
-

.

21 (The motion was duly seconded. )

f22 It has been moved and seconded. It is open for dis-
3

23 cussion.y
eq j

k ) ! 24 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I have a point for discussion.%-
,
b

$ 25 First, I have a question. Is it really now planned to have

.-
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I
( "1

published in final fomn all of the documents on this list that
,

8

As
2 are listed with a "P"?

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Do you mean on the 30th?

4 CCMMISSIONER TAYLOR: On the 30th.

5 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: No, although I will need some help

6 on which ones will be ready and which ones will not be ready.

7 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Well, suppose some are not

8 ready and one of us is reading through one of those reports and

7 finds some glaring error,thich has nothing to do with the find-

10 ings, but it is something where we think that the authors, if

11 nothing else, would be much better off to correct something tha

412 is wrong by a factor of 10 and which makes a big difference.

13 I am talking about that kind of thing.

14 CEAIREMI KEMENY: I presume that you would call the

15 author or authors of the paper.

16 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Okay. I was a little concerned

17 about the formal cloture on entering anything into the record

18 of the Commission after the 30th. I do not think you literally

19 mean that.

20 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: No, Harry did not speak to printing

21 staff documents that are not ready, but we should not receive

f22 from the outside world any further contributions.
5
v

23 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Then I would like to know what9
a

/~N )
( ) ! 24 that needs. Someone sends in a letter which says, " Dear Chairman
x/ g

$ 25 Kemeny," what do you do with it? Do you just send it back?
,

1
|

~

1

|
,



-. ..

.

189

IO COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: They are too late.
v

2 CHAIRMAli KEMENY: They are too late. You would

3 send them the standard form saying that the Co==ission closed

4 its method for receiving infornation from the outside world on

5 October 30.

6 COMMISSIONER SASBITT: Maybe those letters should go

7 to the President.

8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I am just curious about why our

9 original charter had us in being for two months after we report ,

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That is quite important. May I

11 speak to that?
.

12 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: For paying.

13 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: It is paying and it is closing down

14 the office. Very importantly, staff reports that are not

15 finished and certainly those which the Cocnission wishes to

16 have published, I mean you do not want it if it happens to be

17 ready the day after. Look, the bill from the Government Print-

18 ing Office is.not likely to come in on the 30th.

19 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Then I have one final question

20 and then I will shut up. Are we to understand that frem the

21 time after we have met with the President, insofar as any of

k 22 this as individuals, we are no longer constrained in any waye
o *

O
23y to be speaking for the Commission? We are now a group of indi-

(~h _!
\sj a 24 viduals and we can say anything we please.

g

$ 25 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: We can leak openly instead of
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(m) I secretly. '

2 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I have not thought about it,

3 but I just want to be sure.

4 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Let me remind you of the vote we

5 took at the very first meeting we had when none of us knew

6 what a horrendous job it was we were getting into. There was

7 a motion made and passed unanimously that until such time that

8 this Commission reports to the President only the Chairman shall

9 speak for the position. Onee that occurs, every member ic free

10 to speak.

Il COMMISSIONER BABBITT: After the 30th, I view myself

12 as having complete license to do everthing except attack you
r
/
t 13 personally or any other member of the Ccmmission.s,,

14 COMMISSION TAYLOR: It is a matter of general ethics

15 or morals or whatever.

16 (Laughter. )

17 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: I will even extend that privi-

18 lege to you.

19 (Laughter.)
'

20 But here is something else I am concerned about. I

21 do not think it is going to be a trivial problem. As I have

f22 told you, I have really never expected to have to sign a report -d
5 1u
, 23 and I know we are talking about delivering the report next week - a|

\ ,e) [I~'
a 24 until the staff reports are ccmpleted. Frankly, I could nots

i

} 25 care less about some of them, but some of the material is

-. .

l
.
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/-sN j
iracreant to me. When is the time for the staff reports whenO

2 .I can say "here is what it is". I do not care if it is final,

3 but this is the way it is and no =cre changes.

4 CHAIRMAN KD1ENY: The area where the biggest ambiguity

5 on that is is in . technical assessment, This is where I am

0 trying to remind you that we really have some unfinished business

7 here.

'

8 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Can we do that now?

9 CHAIRMAN KDIENY: Thatis what I am trying to get you

10 to concentrate on.

Il COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: May I say that there are two

12 aspects of this concern? First, I want to know what is there

13 that I mn using to base my findings. Secondly, and I will not

14 do this if you do not think it is constructive, is it is quite

15 conceivable that in reading them I may want to suggest some

16 modifications that might get them out of trouble. I will not

17 do the latter unless you want me to do it. I do not propose

18 to continue an investigation at all, but those are two areas

19 that I am concerned about and I would like to have some advice.

20

21

> 22[
s
~

23p
,

/~h
{ 24( ) :w' .

w

$ 25
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2 :.ination of uhich do get published and which go into the ar-
3 chives we had agreed from the herinning as a Cornissicn.
4 Signing off en the documents is a staff thing, on
5 the other hand, clearlv. at anv stac.e where you see a document.

6 where you can call to the author's attention something uhat
7 is just plain wrong, I would think that author.would be deeply
8 grategui ger,

9 Len.

10 MR. JAFFE: I wonder if Dr, Pigford isn't asking for

II a date, which we accepted was following which input's terninatede
I2 CO:CIISSICITER D.GGERTY: The first date for uhen the
13 final 'draf ts so far as content is available and then an input
14 date, if.there is such a date.

15 CO:OIISSIOIIER PIGFORD: Suppose, hypothetically, I

16 nake a mild statement that in that particular staff repcrt
17 I don't think the data support the finding. i! ell, of course,

18 ve've talked about that. Well, suppose the staff ccres back

19 and changes it? That's going to nake some of us look a little

20 funny, isn't it? And, so partly I'm worrying abcut, I don'u
;
i.

'21 want to get in that position. I'd rather have the report '

{22 corrected, but I don'.t think I can do that. *Dat do I do .
5
v

23
_F CO'"-*-?SS Ovro c' ~ ~

--- -= r " Y - bai4ava---- - - s -a
? ' *- 4 4- 1it a ''

-- a--- - - - - -

g

(n) a 24 law courses, let's not judge hypothetical cases. rirst of all,!
w .

.

} 25 when are the reports going to be ready? Those that cren':
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ready, can't we put some dates on them, number one?
w

2 CEAIMIET KE'CIY: I would be very glad to do that,
,

3 but could I please get =y cuestion answered first? That was

# going to be my next question, to talk about which ones will'

S be ready by the 30th.

6 I see some question marks on the front page. I would

7 like to have reco=endations and Commission resolution as to
8 which go into the archives and which get published. Len.

9 MR. JAFFE: Those which have question marks on them,

10 with the exception of Recovery, and I have to defer an answer

II on this one because I'm not quite sure where that stands at

12 this moment, are available. - They have not been reviewed by

13 the internal review group. I am concerned that the substance

I4 has not been reviewed by the appropriate Commission members.

IS So, those drafts need. to get out for review.

16 MR. GOREISON: ITnich one, for instance?

17 COMMISSIOIIER TAYLOR: Seven, Radiation Releases and

18 Events?

19 MR. GORINSON: Uas that the one on the Friday morning?

20 MS . JORGETSO:i: Yes, that's the Friday morning one.

21 MR. JOE! SON: That was reviewed and was sent back

22 for further vork.

v
23 MS. JORGENSOi: That's right.p

n *
I( )' I 24 CHAIKIM! KO*E'~l: Okay, but look, that's an internaln

1 25 problem. I'm asking are there reco=mendations Vince as to

__ _
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[/] I which of the question marks should be published and which should
%.

2 not be published?

3 CC:I:1ISSIOliER HAGGERTY: It's "retty hard to answer

4 the question, you know, on those that aren't --

5 CHAIP2:A:i FICH: Well, no, I'm asking Len if he --

6 MR. JAFFE: Oh, you want =y reco mendation?

7 CHAIEGIT E::E:;Y: Absolutely. Yes.d

8 MR. JAFFE: I think that the Recovery report should

9 be published because of the high level of interest. There are

10 a lot of unknowns with regard to recovery, but they are stated

I1 as unknowns. I believe that the UASH-l'00 report should be

12 published and the idem Filter report should be published. The

13 Quality Assurance report is a very long report. I believe it

14 can be adequately summarized. It's just a very, very long,

15 voluminous report.

16 CNAIE1AN RE:ETY: Therefore, there you would recorrend

17
, putting it into the archives and a summary in your surmary.
18 And, just to go through the question marks, how about --

19 Ves okay, I just want to finish Len's reccrraendation. Please

20 let Len --

21 Radiation Releases and Events, uhat is your recorren-

{22 dation?
8
v
, 23 MR. JAFFE: My, recommendati6n is that that report --m a

) E
v a 24 that report can be su==arized, okay? I

i

$ 25 |
CHAII'A : FIII';Y : Therefore you would say that shoulil |
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go into the archives with a su=ary. -

s i-
%./

2 ;1R. JAFFE: That's correct.

3 CHAI?!iA': KDE Y: Okay, so Len's reco m endation on

4 the five question marks were that number 7 and 18 should go

5 into the archives with a summary included in Len 's repert.

6 CO CIISSIO:iER HAGGERTY: 7 and what?

7 CMAIR11A:: KZ:EtY: 7 and 18. But, that 22, 24, and

8 25 be published. I!ow, let me hear uhat the rest of the staff

9 feels about this .

10 COII'IISSIONER FAGGERTY: Uhat about 23?

11 MR. GORINSON: Vince and I vere just looking at each

12 other. The Quality Assurance paper forms quite a basis for a

13 lot of what the Corrission has done. It's a long report, but

14 it's got a lot of informatien in there about. the utility and
15 its prograns . Just on that basis I would think it would be
16 one that should see the light of day, instead of going to the
17 archives.

18 COIGIISSIONER TAYLOR: Were you concerned about any-

19 thing except length?

20 !!R. JAFFE: I'm only ccnce_med about length. I have
.

21 to agree with Stan, it's a very i= porta .t report.

( 22 CO!"iISSIONER IIC9HERSO;7: Ect long is it?*
5

", 23 :12. JAFFE: A couple hundred.
.

/~'

{ 24(.N) : CO:01''3SIONER HAGGER''Y: But, is it'gcod ncw?.

s
b
6 9..g ..~ ..

im. vn:mm : ..es .. c :

|

|
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() I MR. JOHNSOU: That report, it was broken in tio
L)

2 parts. Eut 'they're about equal in size. The previous re-

3 viea had indicated that the appendices could be put in the
4 archives. And I think that can be done witheur doing any
5 harm to the information required to support Ele findings.
6 COIOIISSIONER HAGGERTY: Incidentally, I think that

7 could be said in the technical assessment hearing, in fact.
8 MR. JOICISON: That's what I'm referring to.

9 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That's right.

10 CO CiISSIOUER MCPHERSO;i: How much does that reduce
11 the 200 pages?

12 MR. JOHUSON: It does not, I am talking about the

13 200 that are .left, Harry. The status of that report from the

14 time you saw 'it, and you have seen that report before, it has
15 been gone over completely by Len. He changed a number of the

16 findings, the conclusions. I have reviewed the findings and
17 the conclusions. I have not reviewed the total body of the
18 report. Stan and Barbara, I don't think have had a chance to
19 look at it yet. My feeling is, it can be fairly easily made
20 acceptable for publication, but daat's my own feeling, just
21 based on my review.

22 CO:GIISSIO !ER MCPHERSON: h' hat is the Cormissicn's
23 wish, to publish it or to stick it in the art' d.ves with a sun-9

kT) { 24
/~

& marv? Do I hear a notion?~ -
.

a
b

d 25 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Say it again.

.
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8
you delecate the responsibility for the decision en ru'.lishinc

9 uhece coc.. .,u u.o . e C',a _4rma.,,. a _e _ _. .._,,_ ,,,, ,e_. ,a .,:._m.. u. . . .,. u..
- . . . . . .. . . .. o e v .. _ .

10
c. r o u n. .

11
CO.".*n._.c. S IO". . r..t .''.c o. ~.r.o c C".. . Ts ' ' . ' ' s ' *. _' . '. '.c '. o - ~, ' o '_'..'.. - t. - - ,

12 Connission? Ue would defer to Chair- an Karen:, the decision of
.

; 13 ,inc ., e o .,. .o . o .,, y. _; s., a s _4 .,,. a._ c. , , , , ; . , 2,. s s t. _ _., , a ,J
.

. -. . .. . - . - - . .. g . __, .- __ ; . . . . . ...

I# Reliability. Does that apply also to Recover, 'GS:-I-1400 and

15
Iodine I'ilters? Or were t'le.v. --

16 CO. IASS.O .cR .,.v..S:. .. ell, .ne , a, civen an Inc.1ca-
- .. . . ..n A t w

I7
tion of the others and I'm sure --

18
CO."_'IIS S _O"a .''.. i.i. .Gu~ rm. . ' .- . ..Tr C".1''. .te de _' 'N. a_ o '.'.. ,. _. - _

1

19 nav. around. L.e, ve e:: pressed an opinion a. . .

ccut .tu.,.sn nc., .aut.3 2
. .

20 a t. ., o .,. t ed u.u. e C. a _; _..., , , c . .,,,,a ., _; o- u.. _ _z , c . . , .,, c_. o_ .:. - n .=.a.-. -
-

.
....;.-. . . ...

21 revie't and reco=nendation he decides it's inadvis ble. '

s
g, 22 Co , .e.g C.. , . u.e ._ eC.... . . . a a . . . t., _, ,: a ;,. _. _, . . . ., ,_e,. _ . . . . .. 1.-.

. _ .~ . . .. _ . . ,

5
V

23p n. . --c,..,.c - a ,., i,rx
( l -1

|\._ / 3 24 gg t _ c 3 -|.0"4_.'. .' * . '".?. 3 - .1c t'._' (.'. s=cc..C 5..a ..- - ..

. ,,,

; -

t i
a 25 I..e . .

- - ' *v o-.c _..g s .. O'.av , .- . r'.1 .~. e ' ..'. e c'. _' o v'' a an- . " - " .. _. 3
-

.. . -
.
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(
,V G 7-

) I if that's the same hind of syste., you'd lihe to use for sc- e
\_ s

2 of these others. And I'll just tell you that, the other pages

3 that don ' t have p 's by them, the other tuo pages , sone cf these

4 have not n.een rev: e' rec anc --. . .

5 COIGIISSIO::IR :G.2KS: i.'hich tro, Barbara.

. 6 24 5 , JORGEUSOU: Start at the Public Iiealth and !

7 Emergency Preparedness, The Ut'.lity, Che UnC and the ?ublic

8 Infomation, some of those have not been revie'.ied in their

9 second draf t or third draf t forms .

10 CO:IiISSIONER PIG 7020: Can you tell us uhich cnes

II again?

12 MS . JORGC'SOU : All of those are slated for schli-
13 cation, but I can tell you the ones that have not been re-re-

viewed and "Vince and Stan, you'll need to help ne with this .14

15 The Public IIealth Su mary, has not re-reviewed. T.te ::ealth,

16 Physics and Dosiaetry Report has been signed off on and in

17 fact has been copy edited. Public Healt's and Epide.iclogy has

18 not been revieued in its revised fo=. RadiationHealthEffactq
19 has not been reviewed In its revised form. Eehavioral Effectst

e

|20 Task Force has not been reviewed in its revised 50=. Ene r<. 2nt.
t-

21 Freparedness and Respense by the Dynes group has not been re-
>
g 22 vie.ied in its revised fo = and I understand t'12: Cora "arratt
;
w
v

23
,m _y was ucrhing en it /.lile she was here so there 's nc i a' third

s U
\ l i 24 .. ey_e ed d_."..'.'. '"%. . e ". . a.' ." '- ' ' .' 's e ;.o '. n . .o .. .; e. . r."; 'a..=~..a--v a - .. m . _ _ . . .

c
,

.

3 25 has been signed off en and has been copy edited airsady. The ,
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m

I) I Energency Response Chronology by Chuck Harvey is -- has not been
'wJ

2 revieved and I thin': he nay even still be working on April 2nd.
i

|

3 Tae Role of the :ianaging Utility has been signed off on and has
# been copy edited. The Role of the 1;RC has not bee revieued

5 4 ., .a u a . s, ,
,

-;, o . 1.u.a % v e.. 4 - i- c ., ,., e - , c,. , u
-

. . - a .
e - = ,-a... - . - - - c-...---

6 :12. R7CIE : Fourth and a half draft.

7 Jw e-...:0.. . -ou w,. a..d a ,.a,= A-,=.nn.a. o_ . . m . - - - - . .

8 :.IR. R'd:E : Fourth final draft is just about co.plete
,

|

9 as of this afternoon.

10 I'S . JORGCISOi: Okav. Tne su . arv of the eublic.
. . .

II infornation task force has been, well, David is doing one small
12 addition to the sunnary, but basically we 've signed off on that.
I3 The report of the Public Infor .ation Task Force has not been,

W

14 reviewed.

15 CO:01ISSIO1!ER MAR"S : Uell, I don' t see hou you can

16 not publish nost of these, if not all of the . They are the

17 findings on which -- I nean they are the staff reports on uhich
18 t'le findings are based. I think that .nresents -- I nean I inatr .

19 don't see having all our findings uithout any place to go.
20 :iR. GORI;;50 i: Let ne tell vou what ha.n.nens . ::or all.e. r

i
21 in the review nost of the reports are cocine. in in prettv c. cod

.

>
! 22 shac.e. Tae c.uestion cenes dcun to, in sone -lace somet' ling till.sw
U

23-g be presented in a 7. articular uav. and "ou iust cc back to thes.(ni I( ,) ! 24 source and a lot of then have been corrected in ene or r.7o.

$ 25 hours.

,
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D, 1 COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: That is why I put it thatTha )
10-22-79 2 way.
Tapa 17

3 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Did you do that when I was out

4 of the room?

5 CCMMISSICNER MC PHERSON: The proposal Barbara made

6 and everybody seemed to think well of was that on 7, 18, 22,

7 24 and 25, which all have questions, that the decisien of
.

8 whether or not to publish those, which if they were in goed
9 shape and signed off on everybcdy feels they should be --

10 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: No. Seven was a change
11 from the reccmmendation.

,

12 1

CCMMISSICNER MC PHERSCN: It goes with the su= mary.

3 13 Eighteen is maybe the same thing.
14

COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: That is A, isn't it? No ,

15 that was changed to 3.

16
COMMISSIONF.R MC PHERSON: Twen ty-two , 24 and 25,

17 decision to be left to you and the senicr staff as to whether ;

i

18 i
to publish or send to the archives.

|
19

COMMISSICNER HAGGERTY: We had actually recc= mended
20 publication and auther,ized the Chairman with the advice of the
21 senior staff to change that if he thcught it desirable . That

i en is what the motion really was,--
i

i
U

239 CCMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Could I ask why No. 7 is i

.

/'' 2
(',)N I i

'

{ 24 being nominated fer the archives. What is the problem? I's

$ 25 MR. JAFFE: Part of it was a bit redundant. There id
i

__
- |

9
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DP"") - 1 a sequence of events in there which scme have thought unneces-b _

2 sary.

3 CCMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Well, why unnecessary? Let

4 me ask the point directly, what I am concerned about. Is

5 there treatment of hypothetical releases er large r'eleases cr
|6 something like that in there? I want to knew what the issue
'

7 is.

8 MR. JOHNSCN: This one essentially addresses whether

9 Floyd was justified or not in his Friday morning release.
10 This is not the report that discusses the routes of radiation

11 releases.

12 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: Okay. Okay. (
13 MR. JCHNSON: , And as Len said, I think that portien
14 of the report can be summari=ed.

15 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: Okay.

16 COMMISSIOSER HAGGERTY: And he put a paragraph in

17 the su==ary. The paragraph and the summary took care of it.
18

. MR. JOHNSON: That is the primary message of that. )
l9 COMMISSIONER TAYLCR: I hesitate to say this, but

!
20 I have to say it anyway. I want to make absolutely sure and |

1*14 I am' quite willing to deed this responsibility to the Chairman!
>

h 22 that there is never any decision to put something in the ar- 1
eu i i

23 |

? chives instead of publishing it because of the nature of the !
N i. !-) g 24 information centained in the dccument. If it is wrong, c%ay.

,

,

i i*' 2 *" '

Into the archives or, if possible, burn it, if it is just plain
'

|

|
|
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D{^ l wrong.. If it is badly written or too volumincus, it can be
-v

2 summarized, but if it is because there is something we want

3 to make somewhat more difficult, this is not --

4 COMMISSIONER EAGGiRTY: We haven't got anything

like that, have we? Something we are putting under the rug5 '

6 among these?

7 COMMISSIONER EAYLOR: Nothing under the rug. I just,

8 want to make sure that we doh't -- are not effected by anything
9 related to how easy or difficult we want it for people to

10 find out what we think.

11 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I just want to go on record and

12 say I would be outraged if the two little pieces that we have
13; in information ended up in the archives. Because we reallya

14 never had public hearings on that issue. They won't give any

15 guarantees on that because it is the only case we have.

16 CHAIRMAN KIME1TI: I couldn't hear what it was you

17 were --

18 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I need a guarantee that those

I9 two pieces will not end up in the archives. Okay. Because
|

20 that is all we have --

2I CHAIRMAN KEME1TI: I don't understand the question,
>

g 22 Carolyn. I don't think those were being discussed. We had
e
*

? "3 several other ones.*

I
L

$ 2# COMMISSIONER MARKS: I am new confused._-

s,

! A oc
l ' ** MS. JORGENSON: I am not sur prised.

_ !
-
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DO 1 COMMISSIONER MARKS: We are now having a number ofV
2 the documents which I thought we had signed off en still being

1

3 reviewed. That is why I was told the se==ary of public health

4 and public health and epidemiology and radiation health effects

5 and behavioral effects, etcetera, were still up for review.

|

6 MR. GORINSON: Let me take, for instance, behaverial,

7 effects. I went through -- hcw many draft -- that draft has

8 differences in it from the other draft. So, th'at has to be

9 looked at just to make sure what the differences are.
1

10 COMMISSIONER MARKS: I think we need some assurances

11 today as to what will be published.

12 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Certainly, in the public health,

(,j 13 area, there has to be a su= mary and fou; reports published.

14 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Okay. Ar.d in the preparedness?

15 MR. GORINSON: Preparedness, right now, the plan is

16 to publish three of them.

17 COMMISSIONER MARKS: In other words, I think what

18 you mean is if you don't do what we understand is being done.
19 I am going to suggest some system to check cut a reversal cf

20 what we think is going to happen if it becomes necessary.
21 ' CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Excuse me. Could I engage in a

f22 colloquy? The reason I stepped out was to call Ccmmissioner '

5 !u
23_g Marrett to tell her the outccme and to get her permission to

g

! 5 24 get her signature on this dccument to which she very happily f ,|
'--

! !l
,1 ,

| a 25 |agreed. Could I ask -- you only told me that there were fcur |
!

i
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~'

_
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/ \

D'im )' I documents on which I was supcosed to check. Was that broader-

2 than that? -

3 COMMISSIONER MC PHERSON: Much .. This was as far as

4 I got. While you were out, we talked about the dccuments on

5 the next two pages.

6 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: As soon as we got to those,

--

7 Barbara raised the point that, in fact, these documents have

8 not been signed off by staff to some extent --

9 MS. JCRGENSON: That is the point.

10 MR. GORINSON: Certain points have gone back for

11 reworking.
I

12 COMMISSICNER LEWIS: But these will be covered.

4, 13 There is no doubt about their publication?
14 MR. GORINSON: Right. Barbara raised the point.

15 One of the emergency preparedness papers Cora has been going
16 over herself --

17 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: But it will be covered. Am I

18 correct?

19 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: I am just trying to ask the quest-

20 ion, is there a question that any of the documents. on the
2I second and third page would not be published?

>

[ 22 COMMISSIONER MC PEERSCN: That wasn 't the poinr .:u I23
| (~\ ]/ g They just described to us that they were in various stages of

!'' * 2'' approval and redrafting and so cn. I
* i

} 25 I
MR. GORINSON: Maybe it was my fault. I always use

1

I |
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O)D 1 the words "present intention" because something may ultimatelysv

in when you send it back for review that will require2 come

3 just enormous work and then you have to send it back again.

4 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: It is a lawyer's dodge.

5 MR. GORINSON: A lawyer 's dodge .

6 MR. FABRIKANT: I just want to clarify something.

7 If you recall the Commissioners did request revisions of those

8 very first drafts. Some of them were major revisions and these

9 have been revised. They.have not been signed off yet and so

10 these final drafts are in virtually pristine order, but do

11 require the signing off.

12 COMMISSIONER TRUNK: Do we get copies after you

4 / 13 check them?
.

14 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That is a good question. We may

15 have to send them to the printing office -- I assume we send

16 them to the printing office as quickly as possible. In

17 addition, Xerox copies of as many as possible will be available

18 on the 30th, but what should the general policy be about

19 Commissioners getting copies of documents and there is a

20 subsidiary question about staff? What is our printing and ,

21 distribution policy internally? Have we got one?
>

[22 MS. JORGENSON: Let me -- what we plan to do with |i
e
u j '

r~'s 23 i

t )
-y the Co==ission 's report , the dummy of which was just passed i

i
|t> '

'

~~ /
!

@ 2d around -- we are going to order 5,000 copies of that and the |
s

,
t t

4 25 Commission is going to pay for those and we are going to make !
I
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D;a) .1 sure that each of you can have a reasonable number of copies

2 plus we are going to make a distribution to our -- net only to
3 the public, but also to -- NRC has requested a certain number.

4 Other groups have requested a certain number -- for all of

5 the major interested parties. After that version is published,

6 then there will be a final version, which will by typese: and
7 certainly the Commissioners will each be given, say, 10 copies

8 apiece cr. I haven't really thought about a specific nember,

9 but some copies apiece. And also the staff will also each
10 be given a few copies and after that, they will have to be
II sold, because they are going to cost around 55 apiece.
12 COMMISSICNER PIGFCRD: Don't you think the staff

13 ought to get copies of it, too.

14 MS. JORGENSON: There will be copies -- I didn 't

15 mean to leave that out. The staff will also get copies of

16 the pre-publication, shall we call it, version.

17 Now, for the release on the 30th, we plan to have
18 Xerox copies --

19 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Could we stick to one subject?
I

I20 The Commis.sioners will get some fixed number of copies like ;

21 10 of the Commission report. How about -- who gets copies of

f22 the staff report? !

e
u

- 23
[y F MS. JORGENSCN: That is what I was just going to !

s i
\_J E

g 24 address. The staff reports are going to be distributed in two i
\

a

3 25 different forms. The first form is just simply going to be a
i
i
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D 1 Xerox form and that will come out on the 30th and we will give
2 Commissioners copies,of those. We are only going to print or

3 Xerox a limited number of copies of those reports. When they

4 are published and that is at a date dcwn the line -- I can't

5 even tell you because GPO would sing when I tell them how many

6 pages we are talking about. Certainly, there will be a distri-

7 bution then made to the Commissioners of those published re-

8 ports. So, in the end, you will get a copy of everything that
9 has ever been published.

10 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Yes, but in the staff report, for

11 example, I would find it satisfactory to have a complete set.
12 I certainly would hate to get 10 complete sets of the staff

Tv 13 report.

14 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Would it be possible in giving
15 us those things on the 30th if we could --

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Give you one and mail you the
17 rest.

I8 MS. JORGENSON: I am not promising them more than

19j one set of,those on the 30th.
|

| 20 COMMISSIONER MARKS: No. Mail all of those to us,l
i

2I Don't bring them to the White House or something. Is that

22 all right?
5
v

23? MS. JORGENSON: Fine with me.
\/

3 24 COMMISSIONER MARKS: As long as there is a set
i

! 25 available for reference.

I

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Df 1 CHAIRMAN KE N : The other thing on the staff re-

2 port, certainly every member -- staff member who centributed

to giving staff report should receive a printed copy of that3

4 staff report.

5 MS. JCRGENSON: Sure.

6

7
.

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
-

.

21

$ 22
i
v

a 24
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$ 25
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(G - I) CHAIRMAN KEMENY: All right, anything else we~have

2 to do?

3 COMMISSIONER LENIS: John, this is a frivolous cues-

4 tion, but would it be possible for the family to come the cere-

5 monies at the White House? Has that been cleared yet? Do you

6 know?

7 CHAI?JiAN KEMENY: Since I now have to go back to the

8 White House and check with what procedures they wish, which

9 after all will dominate, I will raise the issue.

10 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: Would you let us know?

II CHAIRMAN KEMENY: May I limit it to one family member

12 per Commissioner? Or if anybody wishes to bring more than one,-s

I ,)
kc,/ 13 just let me know what we are in for?

14 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I cannot bring my son without

15 his wife.

16 COMMISSIONER BA33ITT: Mr. Chairman, my suggestion

17 is the answer will be the protocol will not allow f amily mem-
18 bers to be at the precentation. Now there is a separate issue,

19 I suppose, as to whether or not they s ;uld be willing to have

20 f amily members brought and sort of wander around the' White House.
I

21 That would be the maximum.

I 22 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: But thev cannot be at the cere- .e -

eu
23 many?,

(_s.)8
.

$ 24 CHAIRMAN KE:iENY: I had cssumed that the actual presen-
'-

E
a

3 25 tation ceremony would only be the Commissioners and senior

;

|
~ -
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- I staff. But the question is whether family members would be

2 allowed to be a the White House on the occasion. I will raise

3 that issue with the White House and I will get on the phone

# with you.
.

5 COMMISSIONER MARKS: One thing I want to ask is isn't

6 the press going to be present at the presentation?

7 MS. JORGENSON: It will be handled the same way it

8 was when we were there before. The press will be allowed in

9 for something which is called the photo opportunity. Then they

10 will be ushered out and the Cc=missioners will sit with the

11 President and make their presentation and answer his questions.

12
'"] There will be a tape recording made of that and the transcript

'w 13 will be made public that same day. But the press will not be

14 sitting there watching and taking note while the Commissioners

15 are making their presentation.

16 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That reminds me. On the other hand,

17 let me tell you what we are in for and you had better be preparpd
18 for it. Themomentwewalkoutoftherewearegoingtobecor!
19 nered by the entire White House press corps. I was warned abouh '

20 that. I would strongly urge you there to nake a very brief

21 statement that this is not the best report yet written and

$ 22 then say we will have a press conference at 1:30 this afternoon i

r
S |v

'g g and we will be happy to answer all questions at that time. A I23

%-] l
a 24 least that is what I am planning to do.
i

$ 25 MS JORGENSON: We do plan to put an embargo on the

. - . .- . - - -.
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' I report. -

2 . COMMISSIONER MARKS: A what?

3 CHAIPliAN KIMENY: Would you explain that, Barbara?

#
! MS. JORGENSON: We plan to have the press conference

5 at 1:30 in the afternoon and embargo the report. for a.m. papers
,

6 the next morning, which means as Carolyn knows that broadcasters

7 can use it that evening.

8 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: But they will not get it until

9 the 30th?

i 10 MS. JORGENSON: They will not get it until the 30th.

11 CEAIREMI KEMENY: Excuse me, they will not get it from

[^'} 12 us.

l,J.

13 MS. JORGENSON: I will be glad to talk to you about

14 the plans we have about that.

15 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Incidentally, on that one, I do,

16 not mind saying this on the record. There is nothing on this

17 that I should not say on the record. I had a chance to ask a

18 representative of the major media what she would like on this.

19 She said she personally would like to have it the day before.

20 She would very strongly urge this Cennission not to do that.

21 She made the following interesting point and this is

>
" 22 my reason for saying this. 'The point she made is if you put;
5
V

{'"} g 23 an embargo on it of 48 hours, all the major media will honor it
s._- g

a 24 because.they cannot stay in business if they break an embargo |
5

3 25 that they agree to. But they said that there will be so many

__

= =' r -+ , - - - - - _ _ - - - - _ -- - -=
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'- I papers all over the world, including a number of local small

2
town papers, that she said it was inconceivable that somebody

3 would not break the embargo. The moment'one person breaks

4 the embargo, the emaargo is off. Therefore, we would in effect

5 have released it before we present it to the President.

0
._ . COMMISSIONER LEWIS: The only problem is that it is

7 such a complex report that that is the trade-off.

8 MS. JORGENSON: We have got a plan for that. I will

9 tell you about it.

10 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: That is the trade-off for them

Il to understand enough for them to write on it.

[ 12 CHAIRMAN KIMENY: Okay, does that complete the business,

13 of this Committee?
.

14 MR. JOHNSON: Not quite, John, I do not think we ever

15 got an answer to Len's question on the timing of inputs frcm

16 Commissioners on staff reports, if there are staff reports

17 that they feel they have to have input on. Because if there

18 aren't, then we could go ahead. If there are, we have to set

19 a date, because we cannot wait forever.

20 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Well, I have the summary of the
t

.

21 public health thing, which I have not yet read. I will get my
>
c 22 remarks back to you as soon as possible.
i l
U

23 MR. JOHNSON: What does that mean?p

f~~

a 24 COMMISSIONER MARKS: Well, when do you need them? I
E

$ 25 MS. JORGENSON: These things have got to go into

__
|
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l
,jj production Wednesday night.

2 COMMISSIONER MARKS: You will have them by Wednesday

3 night. If you don't, go with it.

# MS. JORGENSON: Thank you.

5 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Which Wednesday?

6 MS. JORGENSON: This Wednesday.

7 COMMISSIONER HAGGERTY: Do you mean the day after4

8 tomorrow?

9 MS. JORGENSON: che day after tomorrow.

10 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Sorry, no. Those which should be

Il ready for the 30th.

I2 COMMISSIONER PIGFORD: Can we identify those?

(3) 13 MS. JORGENSON: Certainly. John and Stan and Vince

14 and I sat down and made up a list of what we thought we could

15 realistically have ready for the 30th and also that were essen-

16 tial to have ready for the 30th. They are the summary of the

17 technical reports, the core damage report, the thermal hydrau-

18 lics, the chemistry, containment, the alternative events sequence

19 personnel training and qualifications, control room, technical
i

closed emerge.iry feed water valv|e.20 assessment of, procedures, PORV,
I

21 In the other areas, we wanted to have all the public

k 22 health ones ready. We are starting to have all the emergencyI
U

23
) y preparedness forms ready and we are striving to have the role

i f'~/ ! 24 of managing utility, which is already ready. We also wanted
i
a

,

1 25' to have the NRC paper and the summary of the Public Informatient
1

- - .... - ..- ... -.
^~- -

_ _
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xad I Task Force. We are going to give a shot at the full report of

2. the Public Information Task Force. But David's people have

3 turned in a document that is well over 500 pages, bu: we are

4 going to do our best to get that out.

5 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: Would you read those first

6 ones again?

7 CHAIRMAN KDENY: You will make sure your summaries

8 are out, if you cannot get the whole report out.

9 MS. JORGENSON: David and I have talked about it.
1

|

10 COMMISSIONER EAGGERTY: What about the technical ones? |

:

Il MS. JORGENSON: Okay, summary of the technical reports,

12 number two, core damage; number three, thermal hydraulics; num-

13 ber four, chemistry; number six, containment; number eight,-

14 what might have happened, which is also known as the alternativ e

15 events sequence; number ten, personnel training; number eleven,

16 control rocm; number twelve, procedures; number sixteen, PORV;

17 number 20, emergency feed water valves.
!

18 MR. FABRIKANT: Barbara, does that mean that five
1

19 that you are talking about in public health, you want to put

20 these to bed by Wednesday?

21 MS . JORGENSON : That is right. j

allfive|, -
,

[ 22 CHAIRMAN KDENY: We felt in that area that |
5 l
U |

23 should be :tady for the 30th. Don't you agree? ;(~~S p
, a a
\ / 2
s/ 6

a 24 Th?refore, I guess the answer to Tcm's question is
i

3 25 that on those that are scheduled to come out on the 30th, the
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'w /. I deadline for an input is really Wednesday. We can have a sc=e- i

!
2 what later deadline for those that are not 35 percent.
3 COMMISSICNER PIGFORD: I will certainly abide with

# that. I need then to have some copies with me. I will assume

5 that the public health one is at Berkeley. Could I then have

6 a copy of the four and a half draft cn the NRC report on the

7 legal staff?

8 MR. KANE: There is a copy on my desk.
,

9 CHAIRMA!! KEMENY: Okay, is that it?

10 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Just one more quick generic

11 question. I do not know to what extent this would apply to

12 other reports, but there is at least one in which the author

13 did an '.r.quiry of ter he wrote the report. In that case, I

14 would 3ike'to see that afterthought in the report. This is

15 core draage report, Bob English. Is that generally what you

16 intend to do?

17 MS. JORGENSON: It is my understanding that he has

18 revised that.

19 MR. JOHNSON: Are you speaking here of the separate

20 paper that English wrote?

21 COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Yes.

k22 MR. JAFFE: I am not satisfied that that analysis
5
u

23g--) -y is correborated yet or valid er whether or not it should go
5 ;

'n.J l
a 24 into the report. I think what he did was prepare that for

I:
.

.

>
>A 25 you and certain other people to find out whether it is valid i
f

. . . _
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- I CHAIRMAN KEMENY: That this is our final meeting.

2 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I hear a sigh of relief.

3 CHAIPMAN KEMENY: Do I hear such a motion?

# COMMISSIONER MARKS: I have no anaphylactic reactions ,

3 (Laughter. )

6 I so move.

7 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Is there a second to the motion?

8 COMMISSIONER LEWIS: I second it.

9 CHAIRMAN KEMENY: Professor Marks moved it and Pro-

10 fessor Lewis seconded it. Will all those in favor, please

Il raise your hand.

6 13

12 (There was a show of hands. )

It is a unanimous vote. This Commission's business

14 is completed.

15 (Thereupon, at 4:47 o' clock p.m., the meeting was

16 concluded.)

17

18

19
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