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In the Matter of:
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b4

Foom 115
Bll Vermont Ave. N. W.
Washington, D. C.

The pre-hearing confer-.ucs came on for hearing,

pursuant to notice, et 2:15 p.r1.
BEFORE:

ALGIE A, LLS, Chairman
PR. LAWRENCE R. QUARLES, Member
R. B. BRIGGS, Member

ALTERNATE MEMBERS.PRESENT:

J. D. BOND, Chairman
DR. JOHN GEYER, Member

APPLARANCES:

W. HOPACE JEWELL, E2SQ., and PHILIP X. LYON, ESQ., of
House, Helmes & Jewell, 1550 Tower Building,
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201 and

ROY B, ENAPP, ESQ., 1725 X Street, N. W., Washingten,
D. C. 20006, on behalf of the Applicant.

THOMAS F. ENGELHARDT, ESQ., Ragulatory Staff, Atomic
Energy Commission.
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DING

CHAIRMAN WL This is a pre~hearing conferance

that is scheduled in accordance with the Notice of Hearing.

It pertains to an application by Arlkansss Power and Light
Ccmpany for a construction permit foir a pressurized water
rsactor to be located at a site in Pope County near

Russellville, Arkansas.

We are convened at the place designoted in the = O

Notice of Hearing, we are about 10 or 15 minutes after the
time designated but I think it is cloie enough. The date is

October 15th as prescribed in the Notice of Hearing. Oa

October 30th in Russallville there will be a hecaring conducted

in this matter. This is only & confersnce de:rigned for the
purpose of identifying the issues and settling procadurai |
matters.

This Board is compose nf Dr. Lawrence Quarels, on
my‘right, and Mr. Beecher RBrigs;s, on my laft. My name is
Algie Wells and I have been designated Chairman of the Board.

Dr. John Geyer has bzen designated as a techni-
cally qualified alternate o’ the Board and Mr. J. D. Eond
has been designated altsrnate Chairman of ths Board. Baoth
Mr. Bond .and Mr, Ceyer are with us this zfterncon, but un-
fortunately thesre is not rcom up hore €or them. I see them.

sitting in the back of the reoom.

As alternates, Dr. Gayer and Mr., Bend will participa

- G
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with the Bourd in the disc' ision of matters pertaining to the
preparation for the hearing. They will not participate in
making decisions unless thzy should become members of the
Board in accordance with the appiicable rules and regulations.

Except to say that Dr. Quarles ig Dean of the
College of Engineering at the University of Vircinia and
Mr. Briggs is Director of the Molten Salt Reacter Program
at Oak Ridge, I think I can dispens2 at this conferance with
the customary statement on the background of the Board mem~
bars, as I believe these gentlemen ar2 wall-Xnown to yocu.
Dr. Geyor and Mr. Boad ars also
Dr. Ceyer ic the Chiarman of the Departnent of Senita
ing and Water Research at Johns liopkins University and

Mr. Bond is a Hearing Exaniner with a long and distinguished

carear, vho is presently assionecd to tha U. S. Atomic EZnergy
Commicgion,.
Copies of the Notice of Hearing which I have

mentioned earlier are available if zny of you would like to

4
have a copy so that you can follow the proceedings with perhadps

a little more intearezt.

As I mentioned earlier, thic
marily a procedural one.
such. The main reason for ve being here
to sottle procedural preblems, exchang tectimony between

the partiss == I think we only nhave wo parties ~= identify
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witnesses and identify principal substantive matters that will
be discussed at the hearing,

Mrs. Barther is our Reporter and we would like for

you to feel free to interrupt us, Mrs, Barther, whenever you

feel it is necessary to understand anything that is scid.

The Applicant, Arkansas Power and Light Company, h

made timely answer to the Notice of Hearing and the Coard has

-~

received notification of tha appearance of Mr. Horace vewell,

Mr. Edward B, Dillen, Jr., Mz, Philip K. Lyon, and lNr, Roy :ﬂ‘}.

B. Snapp on behalf of the Applicant,
Mr. Jewell, perheps ycu would introducs yourself . .
and your ccllaaguas, go that the r~-ord will zhov your presance

MR, JEWELL: T am Horesce Jewecll. On nmy right is Mr,

=
=
¥ A

Philip Lyon. Both of uz are from Little Rock. And on my

lefc is Mr., Roy Snapp of Washington. And we are here today F

representing the applicant.

CHAIRMAN WEILLS: Theaak you very much.

The Board has also received notice of tre appearance
of Mr. Thomas F. Engelhardt on behalf of the Regulatery Stafg
of the Atomic Energy Commisulion,

Mr. Engelnardt; perhaps you would introduce vourself
end your colleagues fcr the purruses of the recoxd.

MR. ENGELHAPDT: I am Thomase ¥, Encelhardt and I
represent the Atomic Energy Commizsion's Regulatory Staff,

To my left is Mz, Neil Newman, who will be assisting |

~
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me during the ccurse of these proceedings, although Mr., Newman
is not admitted to the bar as yet. He will shortly be so
admitted and until such time he will not £ile with the Board

a notice of official appearance in this proceeding.

To my right is Mr. Charles Long and to his right
is Mr., Albert Schwencer, both of whom will be the staffi’'s
principal technical witnesses at the forthcouning hearing.

CHATRMAN WELLE: Thank you, Mr. Engelhardt.

I believa I can say that in addition to representing
the Reguiatory £taff, Mr. Engelhardi and his cclleaquee are
prepared to assist the members of the public who may wish to |,
consult with them concerning the regulations and procedures
applicable to this conference and the hearing which we will
hold in xu~--11v4lle. They will I am sure be glad to give any
assistance desired, if the members of the pub‘xc can contact
them at the appropriate time.

The Boara is not informed of any requesg to inter-
vene in thezs proceedings. The Notice of Hearing prescribed
the request for intervention be submitted not later than
October 10th. If there is anyone present who desires to inter-
vene and can show good cause for not submitting hie peticion
within the prescribad time, we will be glad to consider the
request.

{Ne responce.)

CHAIRMAN WELLS: The recurd will please show thers




i

I ———.

e — g T ———————

B T -,

———

was no guch request made.
We have on the other hand received three requests froin
persons who would like to make limited appearances. One is
from Mr, E. P. Wilson, Directer, Division of Radiological
Health of the Arkansas State Board of lealti.
I wonder if by chance Dr. Wilson is here this after-

noon?

Y
'y

MR. JEWELL: He is not, Mr, Chairman.
CHAIRMAN WELLS: Thank you, Mr. Jawell, X

o4
The Board has informed Mr. Wilson that he would be ‘?

In addition, the Board haz reccived a reguest from

Dr. Howard K. Suzuki, Professor at the University of Arkansas ;?w

Medical Center in Little Rock. This request was only receiﬁedgp }1

either yesterday or today. If I hear no cbjection from th: {iii

&

parties, the Board will inform Dr. Suzuki that he will ba per- .
mitted to make a limited appearance.
(No response.) : agjf

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Hearing no objection, we will so yi;gggl
inform Dr. Suzuki. ;

We received ancther requcst for limited appearance
from Mr., S. Ladd Davies, Director of the Arkansas Follutricn
Contrel Commission, If there is no objection the Board would

propose to inform Mr. Davies hz would be permitted to make a

limited appaarance.
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MR. ENGELHARDT: Mr. Chairman, I rotice in Mr. Davies

letter, his last sentance indicetes that his statement will
Fa confined to thermal and cherical aspects only, since the
:adiologicdi aspects are under the jurisdiction of the Arkansas
State Health Department. This statement is not entirely ac-
curate, and it also indicates th<+t thig individuval w’ .l be
speaking in connection with matters which the Atomic Energy
Commission has no diract jurisdiction over at this time.

Would it be the intent of the Chairman in regpond-
ing to this request tc indicate to lir. Davies the extant of
this Board's jurisdiction in ordar to provide him with some,
well, what shall we say, to, cne might say, straighten him
out on exactly what it is that this hearing is to consider and
the scope of the chmisaion's jurisdiction? - ; 

CHAIRMAN WELLS: UWell, it might be worthwhile. I
was just wondering, I'm not sure the Board would want to do
this in our brief letter. I might refer to the regulaticns.

At the time of the hearing I think it would be ap-
propriate for the Board to inform hinm what are the limits of
our jurisdicticn,

MR. ENGELHAPDT: I think it would be appropriate
for him, since he does cesm toc be a little confused on who
has jurisdictien in various mattars, to provide that back-
ground and if the Board go desirze, at the time limited ap-

psarances are called at the hearineo, I would be happy tc make
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such a statement if the Board does not chosse to make such a
statement,

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Than: you. You might even find ££
ugeful if you cculd geck him out on the nerning so he would
know beforehand, My suspicion is that thera will bs no diffi-
culty with this, I don't 8uppose he is going to want to |

wander too far afield, &

-3

MR. ENGELHAPDT: With that comment, I have no objepé;‘

y

tion to the Board's admitting this irdividual as a limited . §;

¥ e L
o e e

éppearee,

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Thank you,

Does the applicant have any commert on that?

MR. JEWCLL: The applicant has no objactien to a“’_
linitQQ a8ppearance by Mr, Davies, 2

CHAIRUAR WELLS: Good. Then T beliz re that takes
care of that,

I wouid like ¢o acknowledge and eXprese the Board's
appreciation to Staff Counsel for teking the initistive in
developing a pProposed agenda for this afterncon’'s meeting, it
has been submitted,!f I wnderstand coxractly, Mr. Engelhardt,
with the concurrence of your colleage, the Apeplicant's Coum-
sel?

MR. JEWLLL: That's right,

CHAIRMAN WZLLS: 1If You have enough copies of tha

agenda, vyou might wish to let ARy person who i3 interested in

o
- w

#*

b W



ebB

[&]

~3

I
L)

———

the agenda have a Copy so they can follow it as we discuss it,
MR. ENGELHARDT: May I inquire if all of the Board
nembers have copies, in which case w will just pass the rest
of them out to the rear of the room and they will be availe-
able.
CHAIRMAN WELLS: I beliave we have already covered
Itens 1 and 2 of the pProposed agenda. We come naxt to the

procedural items.

-
L

3-A of the proposed agenda again brings us to anotlLe

N

3
-

v e

preposed agenda and this is the agenda for the hearing. Befo:
Wwe came over this afternocon, the Board had an oPpOrtunity to

90 nver this suggested sdgenda. We think it ig a very gecod

Oa=. Again, thank vou for it. 8 e )

for a guide rather than gomathing that we would rigidly follow,
because for one r2ason or ancther it might ke desirable to
nodify it,

MR. ENCELHARDT: It Certainly was the inteation of j
the staff‘ia gubmitting this to tha Board to have it consideteé
as such, as a guide, subject to change by agrsament of the
Board and partiec during the ccu:;e of the hearing,

CUAIRMLN WELLS: Good. Thank you very much,

MR, ENGéLHARDT: I have additicnal ccoles of this

Proposed ageada. Would there b2 sny ussful purpose served




10

here in “istributing copies to those in this room or shall

we reserve on that until the hearing?
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1 ﬂ CHAIRMAN WELLS: I am inclined to think it would be
{
. 2 | better to keep such copies as you have for the hearing, If
1}

9 i we should have a number of people there, they might like to read

H

4 : ito

MR. ENGELIIARDT: We will have a number of copies

¢ | of the agenda available for public distribution at th~ heariug.i

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Good, thank ycu,

The next item on the agenda is the mathod of intro-

|

19 Would the staff counsel or would the applicant like

i
{
|
a ’ducing testimony and exhibits,
Eto speak to this item?
|

b
1z | MR. JEWELL: The agpplicent, Mr, Chairman, proposss
| |
13 ﬁ of course to introduce its summary description of the unit
. 14 '{ as an exhibit and as its primary testimony in the case. % S

5 We would propose to have the summary sponscred bv
|

i¢ | Mr. Harlan Holmes, who is the nuclear project manager for
i

17 x Arkznsas Power and Light Comnany,

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Mr, Jewell, pardon me, I get the

?
13 y
" % impression that you are not being heard in the last row. Even
sy . though it is a small room, our public address system is not
;) working, Could you speak 2 little iouder, please?
22 i MR, JEWELL: Mr, Holmes will aisoc be the chief -

'
'

25 " witness for the applicant for answers to the questions of the
25  Board which may be presented this afternoon to us,

L "

{ '
’ o5 i in addition to that, the applicant preposes to have
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the applicant,

anything?

Schwencer,

There may be

who will be identified
intended that Mr. Long

1
I
'
)

R < . e g e

witnesses with respect

§ithis evaluation of the
{

: In addition,

iitestimony of Mr. Charles A, Lovejoy of the Office o

12

Mr. A. B, Cohen, the Vice President, Secretary and Treasurer
| testimony as to the financial ability of (he company and its

| technical qualifications., This is the pronosed testimony of
| CHAIRMAN WELLS: Mr, Engellhardt, do ycu wish to add

MR, ENGELHARDT: Yes, sir. The principal staff

l
! technical witnesses will be Mr, Charles Long and Mr, Albert ;
{ .

additional witnesses caded to this group
e

-

at the hearing. Butc at this time it is .

and Mr. Schwencer will be our principal

te the technical matters related to.
RL

application, o

PR

the Regulatory Staff proposes to offer

L]

:fof the Atenic Energy Commission who will <sstify with respect

1 || tO the technical qualifica.ions of the applicant,

19 | I might sey at this time that the staff is prepzred

2o 1 to distribute to the Board and to the parties a statement of

I
&1
i

e
—

. 24 | Board so desires, I am prepared m ¢ to ask Mr. Nowman to distri-!

ag | bute these copies,

if

23 ! to the financial qualif

' professional qualifications of Mr. Long and Mr, Schwencer and

- the prepared testir.ay of Mr. Charles A, Lovejoy with respect

ication of the applicant. And if the

Comptrolier

i |

)
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«» 'and to the parties, This staff scfety evaluation was transmitte

13

15

2l

-’v.

s S

Additional copies of this testimony will be forwarded

| to the public officials of the State of Arkansas, so that
:!their records will be complete prior to the commencement of the
%hearing.

i CHAIRMAN WELLS: All right. You may distribute those
I at this time,

i MR. ENGELHARDT: While Mr, Newman is distributing
5éthese documents, I might also add that the staff intends to
,%intrcduce its principal evidence with respect to the

evaluation of this aspplication in the forn of a staff safety

| evaluation which has previously been distributed to the Board

tc the Board undef cover of a letter from the staff counsel
| dated October 1, i968. B
The testimony of Mr., Lovejoy which you have just
veceived has been prepared by Mr., Lovejoy and an affidavit to
that ~ffect has been prepared and if it is agrecable with thé
' Board and with counsel for the applicant, I would like to
éroquest that Mr, Lovejoy's testimony in this proceeding be
stipulated and accepted into the record of the traascript of
the hearing as if read without Mr, Lovejoy's presence at the
hearing. The sffidavit would provide the appropriste sponsore
' ship end authentzication of that testimony of Mr, Lovejoy.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Mr. Engelhardt, anticipating that

. this proposal might bo made as it has been made in most of the
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! mation within 2 week or so that the Board has nc questions to

14
cases, the Board has consulted on this and we see no rezson
why Mr, Lovejoy should appear., I think we ought to read this
testimnony, though, and perhaps let ycu know by the end of this
conference whether or not that is still our opinion,

MR. ENGELHARDT: I think if we can receivs infore

ask of Mr, Lovejoy, that will be a sufficient tine, sc if the

Board does desire Mr, Lovejoy's presencs, appropriate travel

arrangements can be made for his appearance at the hearing,
CHAIRMAN WELLS: Geod, =
MR, ENGELHARDT: The rfincl matter I wight menticn

vith respect to staff exhibits, the staff woculd propose to

offer two exhibits at the 1 -~zring, Staxf Exhibit 1 would con~

. g
v

sist of a statement ¢ the professionzl qualifications of the ..

N

-

menmbers of the Advisory Conmittee on “«acter Safeguards,
and Staff Exhibit Z would provide the professioncl qualification
of the principal members of the Regulatory Staff who particie |
pated in the evaluation of the application.

That, I believe, would constitute the Regulatory
Staff's case in this proceeding.

CHAIRMAM WELLS: Thank you,

If I understand correctly, what ycu and Mr, Jewell
have said, you have covered item 3<b and 3-c.

MR, ENGELHARDT: Tiere is one pending matt>r which I

neglected, and that is the matter of Joint Exhibit A, which

S
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| under cover of a letter to the Board dated September 17, 1968,

| the Regulatory Staff transmitted to the Board copies of the

' Included in that collection of documents was an index cf the

L

o

' record for hecring, This is a three-page document containing
5514 items. It is this document which the staff would propose
;;as the Joint Exhibit A to i ~ntify those documents which are
éiessontial, which consist of the application and pertinent e

ﬁ}documents which I have identified and to which the staff

%i;tOposes in its motion to receive the joint exhibit to reqﬁest
Szhat 2ll documents contained in this listing may be used by ‘
]

QBoard and parties by reference for whatever purpose is necessary
{ .

| during the course of the hearing. 1n other words, tiis

1

!
i

rocord for hearing index which I have just identified would
: .
!constitute Joint Exhibit A and ali ¢f the dr_uwsnts identified

|
Ein this index would be used and could be used by Board and
{

parfies for whateve:r purpose is n.cassary by reference and thus

'incorporate them into the record of the procecding.

——

CHATPMAN WELLS: That is satisfactory to the Board,

iMr. Engelhardt,
i

!
. I have been referring whick I would be happy to distribute to

MR. ENGELHARDT: I have copies of this 1. dlex to which
'«

| the mambere ol the Board if they desire or I chall zwait that
'unil I offer this as Joint Exhibit A at the hearing.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: I <¢hink it might be useful for us

application and pertinen® documents relating to that application,

¢
§uk
:
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the end of the conference. If you have nothing further to add

as far as the Board is concerned, I think that coupletes

e e e S e e -

item 3.,

We come next to item 4, the ideirtification of
i significant safety matters.
Normally, and I see you have so indicated on this
| proposed agenda, the staff would maks 2 statement st this
time on these issues.

MR, ENGELHARDT: We do have such a statenment that
i weé are prepared to read into the reccrd., We also have pre-

printed ccpies o this statement which we can make availzble

tc the Board to follo. while Mr, Schusncecr is reading the state-
iment or if the Board so desires, it can be incorporated into

this record as if read.

CHAI'MAN WELLS: Let me consult with the Bozrd for a
»enent,

I think what would be most useful to us, Mr,
{Engelhardt, is if you would be good enough tc give us the

' prepered statement and we will read it and save you the trouble

}of reading it orally. We might take about 10 minutes to do

Jthat, or maybe even less.

l

| MR, ENGELHARDT: Very good

Mr., Newnan will distribute thos¢ conies.

% CHAIRMAN VWELLS: To snable those of you who are

e i

to have a copy. If you don't wish to do it now you can do it at

- ———

- s = ——

‘
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| attending the conference, to take a rest, we could call a

! brief recess while we read this and reconvene in 10 minutes

{ “rom now,

(Recess,)

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Will the meeting come to order,

Iiplease.

~; Mr. Engelhardt, thank you for the statement and it
i

{ has been helpful éor us to roview it., I think we are now
T,prepared to indicate to the applicant and to the staff the
‘ganeral lines of questions that the Bozrd has in aind,

} MR, ENGELHARDT: May I inquire, Mr, Chairman, as
lto whether this statement will be incerporated inte the
‘;transcript of the prchearing coaference?

)
!
!

|

MR, ENGELHARDT: Thank you.
We will make a copy available tco thz Reporter.

’
|
|
i
|
i CHAIRMAN WELLS: Thank you so much.
}

H (The Prehearing Sta-ement ‘ollows:)
|

PREHEARING STATEMENT

P——

ARKANSAS POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY

RUSSELLVILLE NUCLEAR UNIT

o — ———— o

The Arkansat Power and Light Comuary (APEL), by

'
]

yapplication dated November 29, 1967, and subsequent ameadments,

‘has requested a license to construct and operate a pressurized

i

24
CHAIRMAN WELLS: As if read, yes., g




1c

il

12

13

15

18

16

17

18

4 18

| water reactor, identified as the Russellville Nuclear Unit, in
| Pope County, Arkansas,
The proposed reactor is designed to operate initially

'tat core power levels up to 2452 megawatte thermal (Mwt). The

{ applicant anticipates, however, that che reactor ultimately
will be capable of operating at a core power level of 2568 Mwt,
Accordingly, the applicant and we evaluated the engineered

safety features of the reactor, and accident consequences at

characteristics of the reactor on the basic of ¢’ core power
;.level of 2452 Mwt,

| . Since the initial filing of its applicatisn, the

} applicant has made three significan changes in the cesign_j

of the plant: (1) the containment building design was

e AR 2 =

revised to provide for thrce instcad of six vertical
{buttresses and for 240-degree instead of I%O-degree cpan of
horizontal tendons, (2) the emergency core cocling system was
revised to provide more complete separation and better pro-
tection against failures, and (3) the electrical system was

!'redesigned tc provide autcmatic sclection of offsite power for

iemergency conditions, In addition, the applicant madc the

i : 2 o2 i ¢
:1f0110w1ng significant chenges in the plant design as a result
'of the regulatory staff evaluation of the application: (1)

x) -

| installed 2 chemical addition iodine removal systam to the con-
i
4 |

tainment sprays to assure that any offsite radiation exposure

1

i

|

a power level of 2568 Mwt, and evaluated the thermal-hydraulic

PRI

- —— - o
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: ' existing gas line which traverses the site with piping

19

water to provide a backip source of emergency cooling water,
The applicant has also agreed to (1) replace 120C¢ feet of an

which

| meets the current ASA cede and to isolate the gas line

does not exceed 10 CFR 100 limits, (2) added an onsite pond of |

so that

y in the event of & break the gas line can be shut off, and (2)

|
i anchorages to confirm the adequacy of their design, We find

cecmpatible with the Comnission's General Design Criteria,

The nuclecr steam supply system design and the

R —— -

o <
.

construction by the Duke Power Company,

iisultants, and the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
f

]

| have reviewed the various site-related factors and have
'
i

| ascertained that the site is suitable for the proposed
reactor. In this regard, the Environmental Science Servicé:}

' Administration has commented favorably on the neteorology of

the proposed site., The U, S. Geological Survey cemmented

T:favorably on the hydrological and geological aspects of the
1

| proposed site. The Fish and Wildlife Service reccommended

.ffthat the applicant cooperate with appropriate Federal and
o

1 State agencies in plamning the proposed exvviropmenzal

Lo perform tests on the contzinment structure's liner and tendon

the above additions and design changes to be acceptable and :

overall containment design of the Russellville plant are very

similar to those of the three Oconee plants currently under

L

1 The Regulatory Staff, its site and environment cone

monitoring
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program, and that the results of the program be provided to thes
agencies for review and reference, ¥We have also reviewed the

design of the Proposed plant as related to natural phenomena

and have found the design to be acceptable in this respect,

R RS S —————————

Our seisnic design consul tant, Nathan M, Newuark,
i 3
| Consulting Engineering Services hes deteruined that the design

bases and the Jesign criteriz can provide an adequate nargin

e ————

|of safeiy for seiimic resistance to those seisnie gccelerations
i
i+ which have been estinated by the applicant and found acceptable

by the U, S, Coast «nd Geodetic Survey,

|
| We have evaluated the ccasequences of potentizl

| :
| Yoy A

: cidents which could involve the relezss of radioactiV1ty
i

from the Rus sellville Nuclear Unit and have concluded that in

itho unlikely event of any of these accidents, the potentiaf

deses from the releasa of rediocactivity would not exceed the
!
| guidelines set forth in 10CFR Part 100 of the Commission's

i.regulations.

The applicant has identified furthar developnent work

|

{
f

)on a nunbor of items which will be performed Zuring the
!detailed design of the Plant, Each of these items has been
| identified in the gpplication and in our public safety

ievaluation, Ve believe that this development work will be

|

'completed for incorporation in the final design of the
Q:Russellville Nuclear Unit, 1Ia our erinion, these development

ﬁprograms will provide the data fn3cessary to construct the

. ﬂ

|
l

-

- —y
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' letter of Spetember 12, 1968 to the Chairman regarding the
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|
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|

'

|

. Nuclear Unit, that the appropriate findings can be made on each

21
facility in accordance with the criteria and specifications
set forth in the Preliminary Safety Analysis Report,

The Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, in its

| APGL application, made severzl comments and reconmendations.

We have considered cach of these and will be guided by all of

them in our continuing review of the Russellville Nuclear

Unit, The ACRS letter concludes that with due consideration

to the various items mentioned therein, "... the proposed plent |.

can be constructed at the Russellville site with reascnable

assurance that it can be operated without undue risk to the

{ health and safety of the public,”

We have concluded, as a resul® of our review and
evaluation of the AP&L application for the Russellville
of the issues set forth in the Notice of Hezring for this

proceeding,

5
s Lo
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CHAIRMAN WELLE: I suppose every Board gives
this caveat, but I hope that the partiee will understand
that our questions or the lines of questicns which we will

identify this afternoon are simply that. Weo may have

additional onas Ly the 30th, but I think the kinds of question

e

that we will identify this afterncon will be thosa which we think

you might want to have somz time in preparation., If betveen
now and the hearing other questions come to our mind in our
view that might require information that your witnesses
wouldn't have re;ﬁily available, we will try to ge: them to
you in a suitable form.

I think also I might add that it will not be
our intentiecn to phrase the questions just as preciszly as
we may wish to duz;ng the hearing. 2gain, it will be for: :
the purpose of giving you the idea of the kinde of things w;‘
are interested in. But I think it goes without saying, and I
will certainly repeat thic at the hearing, some of thece
questions will be designed not so much to inform ourselves,
although at least one:third ol the Ecard, namely its Chairman,
needs to be widely informad, but some of the quastions we will
ask will be designed to inform the public, because if there
should be mambers of the public at the public hearing, and I
don't know whether there will be or not, I think it would be
desirable for them to get some general idea of the kinds of

questions that one thinke about and talks about when he is

|
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) h considering the safety of a plant of this kind. Also because
2‘ X i we have a small group this aftarnoon, we can make this quite an
. ; informal seszion and we would be very glad to have the
O " , applicant or the staff to ask us to elaboratz on cur questions,
. ' try to clarify them if they are nct clear to you, and generally
¢ “ try to make this a useful session for you in preparation for
7 .‘ the hearing.
’ ; I wonder, Dr. Quarles, if you would be willing z .~
y E to begin with your questions. &1 :
- ' DR. QUARLES: Yes. As the Cheirmon has gaid, I '”'
, é
" ;‘ am not trying to make these specific, but rather to alert the
12 | applicant and the staff to areas in which there will be
@ '3 ; specific questions later on. On page 17 and 18 of the , s
" : staff's analysis you speszk of a five-year pericd before Gl 1 »'*
e ' radiation effects become critical in the pressure vessel, :
1o é: and then indicate that there are means to mitigate the
17 f conzequences of such failure if it ghould occur. I would
0 ;‘ like some discussicn of what means are available, how they
9 | would be applied after five years and why they cannot be takc#
20 E into c0nsideration initially. Why wait five years? A .
2i & general discussion of this whole aspect of it,
O 2 ‘ I can't help but comment that the staff's file on me
<L ‘i gsaems to be quite up to date, my tormado guestion is already
‘ “h i in the staff analysis but I would like to know what critceria
= :1 will be used to determine if it is necessary to add protection
I
i
i
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to the fuel storage pool and other critical aspects of the
whole plant. This may be directed towards the staff of the
applicant and concerns cff-site power abilability. I would
like some discuacion of just how independent the sources of
off-sit power may be, if they are subject to any accident
that could cause failure of all sources, a single accident

that could cause failure of all off-site power.

I believe criterion 39 talks about failure of
one component. In a recent case, a distinction was made

between an active componen: and a passlve conponent. I

would like soms elaboration of why there needs to be any

distincticn between active ard pascive components., And in

connection with this, the sam2 questicn, how reliable is the

automatic selection of off-sita power, is there adequate~‘

redundancy to be sure it will operate and if it will not
perate under all conditicnc, what does the operator hinself
do tc take ca!é of 2 failure of this avtomatic system? We afe
concerned about quality control 23 most board seem to be and
a recent news item has caused even more concern and we woncer
what effect reported delays may have on quality control. We
would like some additional informaticn on the qualifications
of the key quality control personnel. And particularly to
the applicant, who and his gualificaticns in the applicant's
organ’zation will have the compe@:c®, has or will have the

ccmpetence to pass con the performance of contractors. The
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applicant may delegate certain things, but he cannot delegate
responsibility and therefore somebedy in the applicant’s
organization should be qualitied in thie area 2nd we would
like information on who this is and what his qualifications
are.

We alsc are concerned about this gas pipeline
that goes by the site and we would like a discussion of =
poesible rupture of this gas line and the ccnseguences to iho
plant. To give you an idea of what sort of thing we are

getting at here, if the gas line ruptures, it will come out'oq

the ground and whip around and undoubtedly thers will be a 1

fire. Suppose this whipped arcund so that the jet flames
- - )

directed against the side of the rezctor containment. What | . %

1 g

-

then? Another pessibility that we would like diacussed 
is suppose unignited gas gets into the ventilating system,
what is the relation of the ventilating system of the entiré
plant to this gas line, both in ite present pesition and
in any poesible position the ends of the pipe may go when
they break. Unignited gas going into the ventilating system
could blow up the whole ocutfit. So I would like some
assurance on the review of this particular type of hazarxd.
Mr. Chairman, I believe that covers the notes I
have now, but I reserve the right to ask any further ones at
any time bsfore this hearing is finally adjourred in

Russellville.
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CHAIRMAN WELLS: Your reservation is duly noted,

Mr. Briggs?

MR. BRIGGS: I have several guestions here that
are of interest to me. One, I would like to elasborate a
little more on the ghs line problem. It would be interesting
to me to know what accident was evaluated, what conditions
were considered in the evaluation by the staff and i1t3
consultants and also by the applicant. This possibly will

@ R

be the accident that Dr. Quarles has talked about, it might » ‘L
be a different one. I would lilke to have information about'

the present state of knowledge of the background radiation =~ *
at the site, how much thic backgrourd can ba expacted to be
increased by normal operation of the plant, and how these
estimates of increase in background correspond to experienéew
in existing nuclear power plants. I would like =0 know
sonething about the expsrience that the designer and con-
structor, if a constructor has vet been selected, what their
experience has been with prestrassed concrete vesscls and I
would like to know in more detail about the precgram that is ;4
to be undertaken or is being undertaken to qualify the
anchors for the tensioning menbers, and to cualify the anchors
for the liners. I would b2 interasted in xnowing about the
schedule for completing this work.

On page 45 of the applicant's summary there is

discussion of the training procram and of courss further
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discussion in the application. In here in one phase of

the training it is mentioned that there will be three to

five months training in an existing plant or on a simulator.
I would like to have some discussion of the squivalence of
training in operating plants and gimulator training, the
relative merits of the two, and what basis will be decided for

which kind of training will be cgiven, I nean what basis

will be used for deciding which kind of trainign will be

B given. And what the staff considers to be adequate training
0 on simulators as opposed to training im &n uxisting operating
i plant.
12 . On page 29 of the staff analysis they discuss the
O i2 " containment egpray system for removing io;line. I would like b
5 to have additional discussion hy the staff and by the appii;adr;’
i % In particular, I would like to have discussion in some detail
w© | of the staff' evaluation of the iodine ramoval factors for
7 the Russellville ceontainment spray system, what removal
19 conservatism in the icdine reducticon factor that it calculat§

~

and I would like to have the gpplicant's opinion of the degree of

conservatism involvad, or that is cbtained in these calculations.

]
i3 “ factor is required, the staff's estimate of the degree of
l
l
!
|

2 | I would like to know in soma detail the additional R&D has
|
<:> 23 | required, who specifically will do the work, and the schedule
i
‘ 2% i! for accomplishing this work, what the critical problems are
i

a5 ﬁ that could cause the spray system to prove inadeguate and
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whether there is really serious consideration being

given to substituting charcoal alrorbers for the spray
system, and if so, what R&D is required for the charcoal
absorption system or what evidenca we have that a design
can be provided with demonstrated certezinty of meeting the
requirements for reducing the iodine cdeoncentration in the
Russellville plant. I believe that iz all that I have now.
CHAIIMAN WELLS: Thank you, Mxr. Briggs. ) :H
I had one quastion, I am sure it will be a tai:ly;.
easy one, but it is related scmewhai to 4he gvastlons on ‘
quality assurance, at least in an indirect way. Iy memory

is that the proposed concstruction permit provides that the

¥ g
s

reactor will be built some time in early '72, maybe Febrgg:Q; f;'
as the earliest date and the latest date July 1, 1972, Pi;StJ&}{.
of all, I wondered, was that by any chrnce a mistake? Thié ¥
five months difference between the earliast and the latest daﬁ;.

Mr. Jewell, do you happon to kaew on that? :

MR. JEWELL: That was not a mistake.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: That is not a mistake. The
question that I haed in mind about this is are these dates
realistic in light of poesible declivery oi precsure vessel and
the supply of componants and that kind ¢f thing? As 1
indicated, this is informal, but I think this hae an indirect

relationzhip to the guality, assur:ince gquestion. I don't know

how badly you are going to neced the electricity in early
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8h. | 1972, but if you were going tc need it very, very badly,
.
. ' ;; this raises the ques*ion of how fast you and your contractors
4 | are going to have to work to get i+ dons and does the qualitcy
i
O . :‘ assurance program take into account \‘.,I:e strain tha. might .
. i thereby be placed? I would be very groteful for any general -
¢ i expesition you might be able to maks on that at the hearing.
' Mr. Engelhardt, I believe I an corract, am I not, '
. ! and if not I would appreciate your ccrrecting me, that whereas 1
|
| the construction permit rovides that the plant must be 5 o
- :! completed by an outside date, in this case it would be July,
" ;: 1972, it has bean customary in cases where good reason could
12 : be showa for the Commission %o oxtend that time?
@ b ; MR. ENGELHARDT: That is correct. If the applicani;‘y-_"‘_;‘_‘.
i | is unable to complete the construction of the plant by the dau?f:
s ! epecified in the construction permit, the applicant would
I
i6 :; normally request the Commissior for an extension cof that date
L { upon a showing of the reason why that date was not to be met
8 ‘i and the Comnission would, all things being equal, and the
9 | proper causa being §hwn, would provide for an exteonsion of &
a0 ;; that construction permit by order of the Commission. This is the
| {
al ‘: custome -y procedvre that is follow 4.
22 ’ CHAIRMAN WELLS: I thirk rexhape related to this
O & . also -- and this quection perhaps choulé ba directed to the
. 2 :: staff at the hearing -~ gince as of now at least this .: an
23 ;‘ uncontastad proceceding, this Board will hoe required only to
H
|
I

Cpfaie LR ]
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9ht . x
i ascertain that the manufacturer supports the applicaticn and
i
‘ 2 i the review of the applicaion has been adequate -- it might be
s : useful if the staff would give the Beard, if it continues to hl
O 4 ' an uncontested case, some g2neral id2as of how they evaluated
g the quality assurance pregram in terms of the ability of the
€ contractors to meet their obligations on a tiwely basis. 1Is
7 | that reasonably clear? 'r
o MR. LONG: Yes, it is.
9 |  CHAIRMAN WELLS: The Board racognizes that these .l."
0] are ves; uebulous matters to say the least, and yet when 'a\
it ! judgment is reached, there ic always some genaral basis for e
12 E that judgment. I think one of the guestions that Mr. Briggs
|
<’ is f suggestad was broad encugh to cover two or three things that e
14 { I had in 't;ind. But let mz state it my iway and then we wil};;%w:'
i5 " be sure that it ic ganerally coverzd. Oane of the things Lhat 8
G i' concerrs me is, as a merbder of the Beerd, and I think it cdoes
17 : my cclleagues, is at the construction permit stage much of the
|
ic ‘ design is yqt to be completed, thera is still research and ‘
19 ‘; developmeh‘ﬁ to be done. Trat is normal and we accept that., '}
29 g But that dces mean that we hava to come to soma kind of
o4 conzlusions as to whether there is reasonable assurance that it
22 : will be done. Now agezin we may have & comparatively easy tas)é
N !
C 22 ;: here, because it appoarz it iz uncontested. But noting in
‘ 24 f; both the applicant's swmrary descripiicn and the staff
25 " evaluation there are identification of additional research ang
|
l;
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development to be done and also further design to be
completed -~ incidentally, I think this was a very useful

and clear presentation -- but at the hearing I think it would
be useful if you could to update these things to the extent

that you can. Now if it is nececszary, I can go through here,

I have a number of them marked, but I would prefer not to hava o

do that, so we wouldn't preclong this meeting. But for example
there are certain instancee particularly in the epplicant's
sumnary description where certain things are to be completed
by Jasuary 1969. Now it will be the e=nd of October when

we have the hearing, so precumebly vou will be pretty close
to completion of thosze. Perhaps this was wr. .ten say two or‘

three months or five or six months back, so you may be able tc¢

bring us up to date on these items. e e

Does the applicant understand what we haée in
mind?

MR. JEWELL: Yes, siv.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: One of the favorite question}
that I have with referenca to these kinds of applications
i{s whether or not the materials that will be producad or.the
materials that will be uzed for fuel will Le adeguataly safe-|
cguardzd agalnst diversion feor unauthorized uses. I notic=d 3
tha applicant hap statsd it will abicde by the rsgulations of

i

the Commission. T am not informed as te what the status of

the Commission's rogulations on this particular point is.
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X knowlin the Diablo case the Board was informed that they

were in preparation. Perhapz the staff at the hearing
would be good enough to bring us up to date cn the status of

the regulations.

MR. FNGELHARDT: Mr. Chairman, would it be sufficidat

in response to that last geustion if the staff counsel were ,

to provide, call it a status reporc if you like, of the

current regulations in this area? Or would this be a mattofj'

that you require a witness for? i AW

CHAIRMAN WELLS: No ~-

MR. ENGELHYARDT: Because neither Mr. Long and . o]

Mr. Schwencer zze converszant in this earea, this are of

*

safeguarding the material is a responcibility of a2 newly Q:?

formed Divieion of Nuclear Materigls Safeguards, and normally
<heir testimony i2 not required in hearings of this naturé, '
but I would bz happy to provida a respones to your question
if that would bg satisfactory. '
CHAIRMAN WELL:S That would be satisfactory for ny
purposes. I don't think we would want to go any further
than that. It is really simply the question that we know, at
least I think I am correct, that as a matter of iaw the
applicant must abide by the Commiceion'’s regulaticnrns on
this subject. Then if the ragulations are promulgated, ipso
facto the applicant will have cdone what is reguired ¢to ke

dore. But the missing link in our wminds now is the status of

ey

b e

“.7';,«,
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those regulations.

I would like to add one general guestion on the

general subject of icdine removal which M. Briggs referred
to. Since this gquestion hag &ricen in several cases in the
last six or seven months, I don't kaow how many, but it seems
to me practically every transcript i read a fairly
sizeable portion of the transcript is devoted to this guestciorn
this Board would be particularly grateful if Mr. Briggs' -
question could be answered in & way that perhaps would not
requizra much discussion at the hearing and might zven be
useful to subseguent board to which this guestion arises.

MR. JEVWELL: r. Chairman, tha applicant did not
quite understand that last guestion.

CHAIRMAN WELL: Mr., Briggs asked a series of

nuestions coneering the plans for r moval of iodine. As I under~

stand it in general cextain chemical a’ditives are expected
to do this. Research or experimentation is reing dcocne to
ascertain if they will, If they don't, then the alternative
is to have charcoel-filters. This genesral subject, i said,
has been the subiject of considerable discussion in many of
the heerings. X confess I am not quite sure why it has tiken
sco much time in each hearing, but it has. S0 I expressad the
hopz that the Bcard and tha gpplicznt and the staff, vith a |
reciprocal sympathy in asking 2nd aanswering the questions,

might be able, one, to minimize the time that is requirad to
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34
be spent on this subject, and two, perhaps get it answered

in a sufficiently definitive‘way that it would be acceptable
to this Board and perhaps to later boards.

MR. JEWELL: Thank you, sir.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: I wonder, Dr. Geyer, do you have
any questions you would like to 2dd to theze?

DR. GEYER: One thing that it seemed I would like
to have a little additional Informa%in: on is thg whole
question of protection against floods. t seems‘a bit ? r
unusual that a plant be designed to have eight fee£ of water

around it under the extreme conditions -~ I realize these = °

conditions are exceedinoly remete. But then the guastion

comes up what constitutes protection provided by Class 1 qkl%

structures and problems of floating tanks, anything floatina :
away in the vicinity cf the plant, any drains that might -
admit water inadvertently back into places where it wasn't war

CHAIRMAN WEILLS: Any other quecsticns?

DR. GEYER: Uo.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Mr. Bond, do you have any ‘
quesiicns or any elaboration cn the ones the Board has

already

.
-

posed?
MR. BOND: I will spare the record and audience
elaboration, Mr. Chairman. But I would like o nention one

matter which might be of concern to me in thie remotely

credible circumstance that I might be participating in the

ted.
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activities of this Board. If sc, I would want the record

tc have a bit of clarification or explanati n or justificatio:
for the position the Board micht find itself in in undertakin.
to approve a proposed finding by the Director of Regulation
that the applicant is technically gualified, vhen thus far
examining the papers, including the staff's proposed evidence
it appears that the finding there reposed and the con- -
clusion there reached is that the applicant and the
contractors are technically qualified. There is a possible
inconsistency between the published stated issue andé the
conclusion thus far reached.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: VYes. I wonder if the guestion
might not bg pesed ihis way -- and I think it is a useful one
to whoever is participating on the Board -- what does the |
word "applicant” imply in the proposed finding that the
applicant is qualified? Does it ipso factor include its
contractors, or is it just the applicant alone? The stalt
might wish to advise the Board on that. Isn't that essentiall
the §roblem,'Mr. Bond?

MR, BCWD: That certainly poses the problem of
vho is the licensce, who must be found qualifiad and must be
responsible to such limitation: =2s the Coruissicn in the
licens2 and onsuing licenses may impose on it. Does that or
does it no’ include anycne other than the applicant? Maybe

I am asking a biasedcuestion.

ek

s
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CHAIRMAN WELLS: Well, I think for the benefit
of the applicant and the staff you ar: p:cbahl? aware of
it, but in cne of the recent cases, the Rancho Seco case, I
have read the decision hurriedly, and I believe this was a
mazter of concern to the Board, and this Bcerd would propose
to read the decision more carefully and perhaps you would

want to too, but I have an idea that that decision expresses

the concern that Mr. Bond is expressing .. whether or not thig

|
|
particular Board will be equally concerned I am not quite luxT’yct

until we read it. But I do think that the one question thot
would be useful for the staff to reply to is when the - ;51
proposed finding refers to the technical gualification cof the
applicant, does that include the utility whose name appears_:
on the application, or does that include his principal )
contracters, his servants, employzes, and vhat not. And
therein I think probably lies the answer to th.s guestion.
But in connacticn with this, one of the thinge I noticad in
this application and I meant to mention it and I forgot it,
and I am grateful to vou, JD, for reminding me, the
contractor to do the construction work apparently has not
been selected yet. Is that correct, Mr. Jewell?

MR. JEWELL: That is correct, sir.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: I don't know vhether this is

customary or not, but whether it is or not, I suppose that

might have som2 bearing on the guastion, if the applicant

-

36 sy
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includes its principal contractors, and if the contractor
to do the construction werk is one of the principal
contractors, that might have some bearing on the finding.
Mr. Bond, did you have any further gquestiors?
MR. BOND: Thank you, noc, Mr. Chairman.
CHAIﬁMAN WELLS: I think it might be useful if we :
gave the applicant and the staff an opportunity to ask us
any questicns about the questions we hava asked you just to
make sure that you have understood generally what we were
talking cbout.
M. ENGELHARDT: T think Mr. Long has a question ~
unless you want to defer to the applicant.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Why don't we wait until they : {

s e
s

confer, I‘think we have plgaty of time, so take your time.ﬁf ji 

Mr. Jewell?

MR. JEWELL: Mr. Chairman, the applicant's staff
has no questions coucerning the questicns, _

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Well, the Boar.! has been unusua}iy'
clear. Thank yéu very much. '

Mr. Long?

MR. LONG: I dqust, Dr. Quarles, I would like to
inquire, you mentioned¢ active versus passive with relation to
off-site power.

DR. QUARLZS: Yes.

MR. LONC: Are ycu referving mainly to switching

.‘";" 3

I



\y

19

12

38

equipment versus transponders?

DR. QUARLES: I would like a definition of that.
I am referring to the Maine Yankee case specifica'ly. I just
read it this morning. I was alternate on that Board, and
didn't get the transcript until this morning. But one ¢of the
questions I posed in that case was the redundancy of off- .

s..2 power. I don't know whether you are familiar with it in

detail or not, but there are two 151 kv lines, so they sdid, ¢nd

it turns out both of them are on the same tie line for two
miles, one runs down one side and one the cther, &nd in my
terminology, that is one line, but they called it twc and = ..

they hedged on the answer to the qguestion by saying the ACRS

which referred to redundancy of off-site power, had meant ;*tq

o B o

active components, and if I recall the wording correctly,-fh. '

w

+

person znswering that said by active components they meant -
moving thingys like generators. To me switch gear would be

an active component.

But my question really goes to the point that I seq no

difference in the ultimate result, whether you call a céﬁ@éyeﬁ

active or passive, provided that component's failure causes ld

of power. I couldn't care less whether it rotates or stands
on its head if it fails.
MR. LONG: That is the reason T asked the question.
DR. QUARLES: I can't refer you to the paga, but
I think you will get it if you lock at the Maine Yankee

case, about the middle of it.

" -

-

R
T
%

.

3
| TH



&

$5 el

[

o

17

W

19

o~
v

T RO,

e ———— o fo

S ——

o ———

39

MR. LONG: Fine, thank you.

I have one other guestion in general to the Board,

as far as the icdine removal, the expressicn has been made that

we be direct and I guees short in our response. We feel that
in order to adaquately cover tha subject, particularly in
light of Mr. Briggs' questioning, it might be more adequate
if the staff were able to prepare -- and I am not saying .1ow
I am, =~ but able tc prepara an exhibit which we could sub-
mit to the Board and then summarize at the hearing %o indi-
cate what we have done, but the axhibit itnelf weuld set fortg
the details. ‘¥
Would this bz accaptable 2o the Board if we are able
to do it between now and the hearing on the 30tnh? :
MR, BRIGGS: I think that could be azcceptable. I
belisve the problem lir. Wells wes concerned with is our spend-
ing three or fopr hours on cne day and three or four hours
on the next day asking gquesticne andc¢stting answers and then
isking questions again. One would like to clear it up with
tre gtaff telling what the status i3, and wha. work needs to
ba done and'what they went through in meking the evaluation,
what the conserveatism is, and then the Board having to ask
mayoa only a very faw questionz to clezr the whole matter up.
MR, LONG: That iz what I was driving at, I have

suffered through one like that.

i
CEAIRMAN WELLS: Well, if there are no other guestions,

. 4
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I think we come to the item on the agzsnda marked pcst-

hearing proceduree. DBefore we get to that, however, and per-
haps it can be related to guesticans, I might mention to the

applicant that the Board would like an opportunity to visit

\D

the site on Tuesday afternoon, Octocber 22th, some time after
three o'cleck. We will be coming from various directions and
I can't be sure exactly when we will arrive, but hopefully no
later than four and as shortly after three ac possible.
Would that be possible, Mr. Jew21ll? L
MR. JEWELL: It will be possikle and will be ar- "
ranged.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Thank you. I think actually the

guard at the gate might just be alerted we will be coming. We

B _,':1

will probably have our own transportation, RS

MR. JEWELL: There ie no gats, no guard, and theve
is really nothing to identify the spe.ific site o2f the reactor.
You are goinc to need a little guidance, and we will provide
that.

CHAIRMAN wﬁLLS: Thank you very much,

With respec: to the post-haaring procadures,.the
transcrint corractions, what would you suggest with respect
to the transcript corrections, Mr. Eangelhardt?

MR. ENGZLHARPDT: Well, Mr, Chzirman, I think the
transcript corrections could be mads either simultaneously

with the filing of the proposed findings, or depanding on how

|
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we establish the proposed findings schedule, the transcript

corrections could be made within one week of the concluszion
of the hearing.

CHAIRMAN WELLS: I wonder if it wouldn't be useful
for us to decide this on the 30th.

MR. ENGELEARDT: I think it wculd be wvery appropriate
to decide that on the 30th,

CHAIRMAN WELLS: It might happen we could complete
all of this fairly quickly and it may be certain questions are
raised that we would want a littlec more tima2. BRui why don't

we delay these things until the 30th.

. T

MR. ENGELEARDT: Are you talking about transcript
corrections or all of the post~hesaring procedural matters.

ot vy

CHAIRMAN WELLS: Yes, I was including all of them, . {

MR. ENGELHARDT: I think one point, with regaré to’
proposed findings, is would this Board accept propoced find-
ings at the conclﬁsion of the bearing, assuming this proceed-
ing rem?ins an uncontested proceeding, would it be acceptable
for this Board to receive proposed findings without referw 
ence to the transcript pages? Or let me say wilthout referencé
to specific additicnal matter that might ba discuszed during
the course of the hearing, other thzn that matter which is
already covered in the summary 2 2tement and the staff's
Safety Evaluation?

CHAIRMAN WELLS: I haven't had an opportunity to

b
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discuss this with my colleagues and I will do so before the

30th.

My view on thie, Mr. Engelhardt, is that if there
has been substantially no new material develecped during the
ccurse of tie hearing on the 30th, we would be sympathetic
to receiving the propossad findings and conclusions of law at
the conclusion of the hearing, without references to the
transcript. If, however, we feel that either as a2 result of
our questions or volunteered inforration, that thers has beén

substantially additional information presented, it would be

helpful te uvs in writing our decision if we had that keyed to i

the transcript.

Sc I chink it would be useful just to play thisg by.

ear, depending on how the hearing goes on the 30th.

Now this would suggest to me, and I don't want %o

be presuvmptious, but that you may want to prepare your propesed

findinga and conclusions of law and I aesums if you preprared

them and had them ready for submission, you would not have lost

anything, even though you might be given a few more days to
key them to the tranecript.

Would that be acceptable to you?

MR. JEWELL: That would be azceptszble to the appli-
cent,

¥R. EUGELHARDT: It would certainly be acceptable to

the staff.

W%
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