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UNITED STATES Or AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

CLOSED MEETING

BUDGET MARKUP

Room 1130
1717 H Street, N. W.
washington, D. C.
Tuesday, 7 August 1979
The Commission met, pursuant to notice, at 9:50 a.m.
BETORE:
DR. JOSEPH M. EENDRIE, Chairman
VICTOR GILINSKY, Commissioner
RICHARD T. KENNEDY, Commissioner
PETER A. BRADFORD, Commissioner
JOHN F. AHEARNE, Commissioner
PRESENT:

L. Barry, B. Cooper, L. V. Gossick, N. Monaco, N. Haller,

T. Engelhardt, and R. Smith.
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 1t seems to me you want a
substantial increéese in “80. You know your increase is
reasonable if you’re _.st going to stick with those numbers
in this instance for 1987, but I think it ought to go up for
1980. That woulc make it possible tTo catch up further.

MR. GUSSICK: They had an increase of two from
-1

COMMISSIONER CILINSKYt You mean 479-7807

MR. GUOSSICKks Yes, I’m sorry. Originally they
only hec an increase of two, but I oon’t have a supplement.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs They still don’t seem to
neve & clout within tnat orcganization.

COAMISSIONER AHEARNE: | don”’t think we have yet

COUMISSIONER CILINSKY: That’s right. But one way

ie toc expand it enc give any girection. But it seens to me

ot

that you’ve Jot to allow f« the researchers. (Otherwise
v

2

you’re talking about 1982. God, that’s & long time to wait,
pecause from the time you bring something into those
branches until they’re fully effective —

To0 large &n increase fall

back intoc the problenm ycu were mentionin
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double the size in one yesar ==
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CHAIQMAN HENDRIE: 1 think the baseline is about

i eight people in the pranch, and you’re talking about into
S the 78! budget. You’re telking about adding 14,
< COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs Well, I was actually =
S CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: And John would go up another
& four on top of that., Tnat would make — you know it’/s 280
7 percent, so you’re tripling the size == under John’s numbers
- you would somewhat over triple the size of the branch.
- MR. BARRY: One thing we can do within that
10 total =
11 CHAIRMAN HEWDRIEs It’s eight now. You would go
1 tc == ] gon’t know whet they’ll chuck in out of the 780
13 supplement or out of the 100 people, but in Y€1 it would go
14 to, under Jorn’s, it woule go 26.
15 ¥R. BARRY: Jnder John’s, it woulc be 26, and they
16 ask for 22.
17 COMAISSIONER GILINSKYs 174 certeinly go with the
§- 26,
| ¥ MR, GOSSICKt According toc this, they nave
e proposed an increase in 760 by four from a bcse of 13 bv
i internal reprogranming and then agding six more in &l to
22 what they show nhere as an otherwise base, | guess,
&3 anticipsting three more, teking them to 22.
24 Mr. BARRYs Right. And Commissioner Ahearne would

Pl teéke them to 26.
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: That would make 10 in cperator
licensing. Let me pick up = I have no problem with the
increase for operator licensing, but I pick up — [ was
going tT0 pick up the six they wanted there in the 78]
budget. And then out of the other 532 they had requested,
which are split about equally between TM] impact and on the
operating reactors, and I would just cut them about 20 and
20 for plus 40. So that gave me plus 46. They were plus
two for the block of other offices, plus 48 for the whole ==
you want operator licensing? I think it’s & good topic. I
would go with it. What about the others up there?

‘ow | cdon’t remember exactly how = because we
aidn’t talk in gecision units. Where were your differences,
John? ilaybe we can sort this cut.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Okay. | had reduced case
work. They had been dropping !l in their cese work, coming
gown from 233 tc 222, and [ had takzsn out another Il.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: On what basis, John?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES JMore on the basis of
Heroic’s general comments thst he was going to be having te
reacd just the overall NRR epproecn to handling amendments, 0
handling licenses, to handle the way they approgch the whole
business. And he Telt that he was going to have to make

some supstential improvements in those arees. And so | was

urging =
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CHAIRMAN HAENDRIE®s Thet’s in operating reactors.

The cése work =—
COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: 1 know what the case work

is.

m

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 11s getting whatever fraction of
the ¥2 of the CPs into (Ls.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES And then ] had also taken @
larger reduction in — | had also taken some reduction in
operating reactors.

CHAIR#4AN HENDRIE: From wnere to where:!

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Well, instead of 53, 1 had
only given Them 16.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE3 So yours ‘would have been 10 in
the licensing?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES Let’s see. You took 2ll 15
out fer the — ] only took 10 of those out,

CHAIRMAN nEXDRIES You“d get five from the
operating —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs So that on your track, that
woula be 58 left, and I took 37 of those away. So | weas
giving them one more.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs You were giving them 21|
insteac of the criginal reguest for —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: 53 on Joe’s comments.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYS 53,
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COMMISSIOUNER AHEARNES Yes. Anc | had taken eight
from safeguards.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Excuse me, John. What do
you visualize operating reactors goinyg in those
circumstances?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEZ: Remember, what he was
propasing was an increase of 53 on top of his =—

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs That was plus 3! in that
gecision.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs And that was a specific
aree where Harold sucggested he was going to have to come up
with & revised epproach to make it more efficient.

HAIRMAN HENORIE®t well, 1 agree that there’s
¢.ing to have to be & revised approach, which is why 1
cgidn’t go with this 74 number. But ] tell ycu we have
thought scme about cranking in 84 million worth of contract
cgollers &as &8 hedge against our investigation results,
Kamenv’s and ours notably, and the impact of those
recommencations will appear primerily in operéting reactors”
cése work with some small slop-over into tech projects.

And ] am reluctent to crank too herd tnhe
mani. wer ==

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: | understand. 3ut then to
continue, I did == ] took eight out for the =zxfeguarcs

transfer to NMSS, When I get to NMSS, 1 put twe in there,
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- 1 becausc that’s what Lirk said would be reguired.

p CHA 3MAN HENDRIEs That woulcd leave tnree. |

3 don’t know that that will wesh. [ don’t know tnat that will
- ge it. It’s a question.

5 COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs And in the tech projects, I

1> o tock six people out in contract management, and I took four

7 out of adveance reactors.

& COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: [f we’re going to increase
¥ the amount of contract dollers by 84 million, ought we to be
10 r=3ucing the number of contract management people?

11 ¥R. GOSSICKs I’m kind of concernec about the

12 attention it’/g getting &t it’s present level, ]I can tell you
13 that, &s fer as the way they are administrating the mconey.
14 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE* I think it pinches a bit much.
15 COMMISEIONER AHEARNE: That would, I guess, have
16 taken tnhem from 17 0 11,

17 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE® [n contract menagement?

¥ COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes. It would basically

1y Keep them at their current level. [ con’t know what their
20 current level is. There were 1l in FY 280, end proposing to
2l ge to 17 in FY 81, Basically what ] was doing wes keeping
22 them &t the FY 780 level,
23
24
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Does he have a slide listing on
that?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: It’s on page 12 of the BRG
in NRR.

MR. BARRY: No, I don”’t believe they have a slige.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE® Oh, yes. Here we are. It just
lists the 781 bracket. I don’t know if you’re créenking up.
They heve got their work in about 15.5 in 779 or are working
15.5 in 279.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs 15,5 what?

CHAIRMAN HENDPIE: Millioh. in contract. And they
are heeced for the $27 million dollar level. What —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: It doesn’t give the “279.
It just gives the “80.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: What is the present level.

MR. GLSSICK: 14 is what we show here, and if I’m

reagding this right, you ere showing down to Il in it’s

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Thet’s correct.

JSSICKs And back to 17 in %81, which seems a

COMMISEIONER AHEARNE: So what [ was saying is,

keeping them at the FY “80.

CHAIRMAN HEWDRIEs Why does that bounce around?
Is thet becsuse tney peeled the people out of there to 9o on
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MR. COSSICK: 1 think that’s part of the problem.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®: [ don’t think you can regerd
that 11 level as then a sort of office judgement, that
that’s satisfactory working level for the —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: This is FY 280 now.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs If it was higher in 779 and it
goes down in 480, why it reflects, apparently, & need to
move experisnced staff onto the TM]l Jjobs, and you pinch like
hell ==

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: liouldn’t they still have
carriec them on the listing, though, for FY 7802

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE* No, T think they would have
probably showed them over on the technical jobs.

MR. GOSSICKs At least numberswise they have moved
them.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE® [ understanc. I’m
speculating. I gon’t know.

MR. BARRY: I’m sure thet’/s what they’ve done.
They’ve just taken the man=-years out of there and put them
into other areas until they get back into “El.

COMKISSIONER AHEARNE®* Anyway, that was the
argument I used.

MR. BEARRY: So the baseline really ought to be 14,

but maybe no higher.
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MR. GOSSICKs It looke like they’ve gone somewhere
else in total, at least in total tech projects, goes from
1€l in 780 to 184 without TMI up to 200 with the TMI!
impact, though — I’m sorry. You can’t tell anything from
that.

COMMISSEIONER AHEARNE: Then I had also taken out
four in acvanced reactors.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Well, I was agreeable with the
two they were going to drop in the office, but I am
concerned that both here and on the research side we’re
getting ready to lose the capability to deél with the
license apclication for &8 gas reactor or acvanced reactor.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: When we get to research,
you’ll find that my proposal is consistent with that.

CHAIRMAN HEZNORIE®* Do you think that’s reasonable,
Joe?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I think &t the present ==
&. least the general pnilosophy =-

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Considering the fact that if
you’re going to license a plant down the line someplace, you
really woulc like & reasonable regulatory lead=in,
particulerly with regard to research. What you’re saying is
that the Administration cean run along with its breeder
prograr ¢f $300 to $500 million, but you’re going to assure

thet it is not @ viable power source because it can’t be



licensed.
COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: What ] am proposing is thet

we collect all of the aovence reactor people and dollars and

heave that as a second piece of our budget proposal. At

wm

least my philsophy would be that our primary purposes is to

(o] meéke sure that we have the people and the research and the

7 effort to keep the light water side well in hand, and to the
8 extent that we — as Saul makes his point in the paper he

> sent in == the impression I get is that even there they

10 would prefer to cut some ¢f the area of light water research

M to make sure they have the &dvanced research in hand. And [

12 can uncerstand the ices that if you have a breeder coming

13 downstream, you’ve got this big program undervway in the DOE,
14 that you want to be able to license it.

15 But I think that we ought to make sure that we

16 nave the light water side covereu., as we believe it ought to
17 be covereg, and not cut thet scme in order to keep the

l& acvance reactor sice covered, and just hieve the advance

1y reactor sice &s & separate budget item and say -- at least
20 if I were putting together, I would say my pest estimate of
21 wna:‘we require is this.

22 Now, in additicn, if you and Congress want us *o
23 be preparec for the licensing side of the acvance reactors,

24 here is this other pisce. 3ut con’t cut whet we think is
as essentiel for the lignt weter side in order to front the
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agvance reactlor.

P CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®* We don”’t builc a budget that
3 wey anyway,
4 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Well, my impression is that
5 we may very well end up that way. That’s why my proposal is
o) distributed -
7 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt And when the Congress asks you
& what is your recommendation, what do you say?
4 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: My recommendation is that
10 you fund the people and the dollars to make sure that we
R have the light water reactors well covered, end that if you
12 also wish us to be prepzsrec to license the fast reactors on
13 this kinc of a time scale, we need these additional monies.
& It’s a policy jucdgement I think on the Congress side.
15 MR. BEARRY: One of ths simple questions they wi.l
16 ask us Commi ssioner, though, is why didn’t you put it in
17 your budget? hy didn’t you put whatever you thought you
s neesed in the budget?
¥ COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Do you think you osught to
20 do it?
2! WR. BARRYt In = in the breeger, I mean, why
22 gidn’t ycu put in your budget?
23 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE® Secause I want to make
cé sure -- pecause | think we are going to have to propose &
25 subsiartial increase in Sollars and a sucstantial increase
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in people to do an adegquare job of hancdling the light water
area, because ] think there is going to be & fundamental —
many changes in the approach to the regulation.

NR. BARRY: | agree with you, but I think we have
to go in for both, even if it pushes it up.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I think if you couple the
two of them together, you’re going to end up — at least in
my ming there is @ definite difference in priorities.

MR. GOSSICKs This would be a8 setaside.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: In my mind there’s &
difference in pricrities. If they were to say, well, we’ve
got this finite pot of money here in the Congress, and which
go you want? Do you want to spread it across the two —
teke & little bit off heres take a8 little bit off there? |1
would say, nos you’ve got the finite pot of mcneys then make

sure anything leit over goes here.

93]

ut that’s my personéi
opinion.

KR. COOPER: The ZBE ranking which we prepere
every year will reflect that es & lower priority than light
water, ang that has r =~ provided also to Congress in the
last couple of years.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: )Maybe this year’s
different, but at least in the last year, anc in any o. the
discussions I’ve had with the nembers of the Appropriations

or Authorizing Committees, tne Z38 ranking wasn’t something
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that they ranked particularly high.
MR. COOPER: At least it will reflect what the

Comnission’s view of the priorities are.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: But that’s why Il end up

proposing to strike that line.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: What is our total fast
reactor effort in the agency?

MR. BARRY: In 480, it7l]l be 12.5 = I’m sorry, in

research it will be 12.5, anas in Denton’s shop, it will be

10 about =

11 COMMI SSIONER GILINSKYs 1Is there & crosscut on

le that?

13 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: You’re not using the

| 4 crosscut,

15 MR. BARRY: No, no.

16 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: The crosscut didn’t heve ==
17 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: How come you didn’t have a
() crosscut on that?

I COMMI SSIONER AHEARNE: A lot of that money in

20 there, right, Norm?

21 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEZE: It cepends on what level you

22 would set the research program at.

23 MR. BEARRYs All I/m saying, our 80 bugget for

24 research and the fast breeder is 12-million-five of progranm

25 support.
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COMMISSIONEZR GILINSKY: And how many persons in
the agency are involved with fast reactors?

COMMISSIONER KENNZDY: 1s that fast reactors as
contrastes with gas?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: The crosscut didn’t heve
importent items in there, as I recall.

MR. HALLERt The crosscut was not defined
originally to include those itemsi however, when we prepared
these tables for the Commission, we felt those items wore
certainly germeine and relevant tc the intent of crosscut of
elternative fuel cycles, and we put them in &s a comment.

Specifically on the ninth crosscut thet we’ve prepared, we

Y

stated that the fast treecer reactors of ebout 16 million

-

and 12 man-yea&rs or the acvance converters of about $3

million &nc fou

1

mén-yeers &ngd &lso some smeller amount of
wWOork in the non=kASAF part oif NRR’s reactor cecision unit ==
all of that was not includec. ©Dut we note it as such sc the
Commission would know it was not included and would know the
megnituce of the effort that was not incluced.

¥R. BARRY® Okay. In research you’ve gct 11

pecple and the fast, anc you’ve got three pecple in gas.

ot

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 11 of research in th

breeder?
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1 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: So you’ve got 14.

2 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: In 1980 in NRR, isn“’t that
3 right?

4 MR. BARRY: In NRR, you’ve got 10 in /80 for both
5 because they work — it’s all in the same tent, in advance
) reactors in NRR. So you’ve got 20, 21, 24 people.

7 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Is that staff or

8 professional em,loyees?

¥ MR. B24RYs That’s the total = totel people,

10 wnich is not a lot of neople in terms of a viable — we’ve
1l teen running about that level for —

12 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: More than we have in

13 cperetor licenses.

14 MR. BARRY: More than we have in operator

15 licenses. Touche. Is that the reason you picked 267

16 COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs No.

17 KR. BARRYt Last year we submitted zero in gés,
1& anc Congress --

I COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: OMB submitted zero in gas
20 for us.
2l R. BARRY¢ Yes, they submitted zero in gas for
2z us, anc Congress put it back in. In the breecer, Mr. Bevill
23 is going to insist that we put some money on the btreeder ==
24 net a £ig amount, but somethinj that says =— in fact they

25 reducec the oreecer in the begirning end they still
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sustzined it 2t i2 and 5. So we’ve got & pelitical
situetion there,

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Looking back at the NRR thing,
you nac a group of eight in advance reactors just getting
gown tc the sort of an irreducible minimum =-- four people in
agvance reactors —

MR. CUSSICKs Three professional, one clericeal.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 11s a section chief —-

MR. GOSSICK: Two people and a secretary.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Two people and a secretary &t
most. I’m not sure =-— for example, it doesn’t gire you
capability tc deal witn gas applications or others.

COim] SSIONER AHEARNE:s That’s true,

CHALRMAN HENDRIE® And we continue to hav:
mancates from the Commission to keep the ges alive

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: From the Congress.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: From the Congress, tc keep the
gas elive as & licensaeble proposition and to look at
glternetive fuel cycles and so on. If vou recuce this by
four, vou’re going to have to eke the people out of

£y

scmething else when we get to 761, anc 1 Jjust == you know
they went to trim it down two from the ten to eight. That’
absolutely as far as I can go on that.

COMMISSIONER KERNEDY: Of tnhat eight, two are in

the NASAP activity.
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COMKISSIONER GILINSKY: Ancd what would be the
amount on the research side?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: On the research side —

MR. BARRY: They would increzse as the program
Coes Uup.

CHAIKMAN HENDRIE:t We woulid agein =— now I’m
talking about /51 rather than /80, I would propose that we
go in for something of the order of two, two and & half
million dollars in geés and leave the three people in there
on the pasii that the Congress is either going o — you
kncw either we g¢ to do it this way or we leave two anc &
helf fror another program that we like better.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: What about the fast

reactor?

CHAIRAN HENDRIE: On the fast reactor side, there
ig currently group of about li. They wantec i3. I would
allow one more and abcut an $18 million budget. That would
pe an increase from 13,7 =
kYt You mean you’d go up from |1 people to
12 people because it’s not people, it’s collars.

COMIMISSIONER SILINSKYs Still, it’s 10 percent or
something like that Jf their steff.

Mz. BARRY: Sure.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNZs And in “E1, they have asked

for 16 million in fast breeders =-
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MR. GOSSICK: They have -~.sked for 22. We set
aside 16 as a proposed mecium b:tween where they wanted to
go and the “79 level.

MR. BARRY: That’s why when he came back on his
RECLAMA, e came back 17 point sotething, which is very
close, 17 and a half, but we’re aliwosti together on that one.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: We hare held that breeder
program Jdown over the last couple >f years to a place where
it really is not in healthy shape. And it just seems to me
to pe irrespcasible to phase out of research a concept into
whnich the nation continues to pour & third to a nalf million
dellars @ year in development money anda for which, so far as
I knew, & majority sentiment of the Congress continues to be
supportive. Whet we are getting ready to do here with the
cutbacks and the phasecown is toc say, well, you know we are
going to preempt the national policy by assuring that no
matter where your development goes, we, by God, can’t
license it.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: That’s just not true, Joe.
The eccnomics so far has peen holcding it down. [t hasn’t

been us cor the Congress or DOE,.



3 23 0!

mgc

A WL N

ul

20

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: [ don”’t know what you mean by
econonmics.

COMMISSIUNER AHEARNE: What I’m saying is there
isn’T @& preeder reecter sitting eround the corner waiting to
come in and be licensec. [ mean, we’re a2 long way away from
thet because of t.e economics of the problem

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs My God, do you know what lead
time you really like to heve in reactor research? Do you
Know wnat we rezlly needecd in the light weater system and why
Wwe &re where we are now? We neegecd IC to 15 years and a
vigorous light water reactor safety program, and we cdidn’t
do it, and we have been playing catch-up ball ever since.

As long as tnere’s a national program in the breeder which
may leead 10 or |15 years down the line to a plant, let alone
8 protctype of sone King on & government program sooner than
that, it’s irresponsible —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES And we’re probably longer
than that,

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: It really is different,
your pecint about =

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: We’re probably 30 years
cefore that.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Your point about the thirc
to a half million gollars I think is an important one. But

it is cdifferent than in the case of light water reactors.
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In that you are cealing with commercial or semi-commercial
plants right there in the “50s and “60s. And you may have &
demonstration plant coming cown the line, but it isn’t as if
there’s & row of commercial plants behind that one.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Any =uggestion in this
cdiscussion remincs me —

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: We‘’re not coing to be able to
license a demonstration plant that may or may not come &s
soon as the next three or four years without Keeping this
stuff up.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: | am not proposing that we

ct

strike all of that. What ] was proposing is, at least in my
mind, it’s a2 second priority to the first priority — making
sure that we have &all of the people anc the dollars that are
necessary, in your words, to catch up. You say we’re
piaying catcn=up ball in light water reactors ever since =—
CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: We have been for years.
COMMISSIONER AHMEARNE: All right. And I want to
make sure that that’s, to my minc¢, the first priority. The
seconc priority is the acvance recactors and fast breeders.

And I’m not saying that it ought to be struck.

o)

CHAIRIMAN HENDRIE® 32ut you want to cut it out of
the budget.
COMMISSIONER AHEARKETt I just finished telling you

8 Tew minutes agec that [ want 12 take it 2s a separate —
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if you view cutting out of the budget putting it in as a
separate item, fine. It’s cutting out of the budjet.

In my mind, if I had to choose, if I have just
enough aollars to cover all of light water reactors or much
of it and some of the advance reactors, I would cover all of
light water.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs I don’t see that the two need
to interfere with one another.

COIMISSIONER AHEARNE: Well, the way the budget
process in the Congress works, it will always dc that.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Well, since I don’/t know .ny
wey 10 Senc up two budgets so they can take one or the other
or both, or a chunk of A or a chunk of B, or A plus B, 1 am

y going to get asked, what is the agency’s

-

ineviteb
recommendation for its budget for 7812 I don’t have a way
séying that, well, our recommendation of the one hand is

but on the ¢cther hanc includes that.

('-
s
P
n

COMMISSIONE

- &

AHEARNZ: As a matter of fact, 1
think one does have a way of saying this is the amount we
feel i{s absolutely reguired if we are to maintain the
aceguate protection in the erea of the light water reactors,
end, in agdition, there’s @ second set that is a second
priority, but it would maintain the ability to license
acvence reactors.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: I have no problem with
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separating that out within 2 budget, but I think =— I just
don’t have any way —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I“’m not saying two
budgets. I’m saying to pull out all of that other stuff and
make it & visible separate entity, because in my mind it’s a
second priority.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt I don”’t have &any problem with
making it a visible seconc entity, but it has 1o go with one
overell framework of NRC buaget.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I’m not arguing against
that., What ] am arguing is that it ought to be a visible
separate entity.

4Re GOSSICK: Like in the cover letter, perr Js?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE®: Like in the cover letter.
At least able tc be tracked —=

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: | guess I/d want to see
what the cover letter says. It’s one thing to say it’s a
separate entity, and it’s another thing to say its a
throwaway.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I’m not saying it’s a
throwaway, Dick, but in my mind, it is — I would fight to
protect the dollars.

COMMISSIONER KERNEDYs It depends entirely on how
you poriray it. You know you can sa&y this is the most

important thing that we’ve got that we don’t need.
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6l ] MR. BARRY: We can indicate in our cover letter

2 and obviously in our rank order which we have done in the

L]

past in our rank order that the breeder ancd gas is the

- lowest priority in research, because, in fact, they have

wm

been. In our budget submission to the Congress, we can &lso

o} indicate in the research budget that the breeders in

7 there — again we would not like to see light water reactors
& cut,

2 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I would not like to see the
10 letter making the kind of points, Joe, that you just made -

1 that the lead time reguired to make sure you have & viable

12 licensing program anc you ungderstand that it is this meny

L%

years, thet it is absolutely essential to have those items

14 coverec if one is to be able to go that. My concern is that
15 as it is &t present, [ believe they a: e sufficiently mixed
16 together that we end « .0t focusing -=- at leest to me, not
17 focusing the principal priority on light water reactors.

15 COMMISEIONER KENNEDY: Let me go back to an

| » egrlier pert of this discussion which I tried at the time to
20 note, thét it reminded me very much of & rather extended

2l history, which leads us to today in our weste meanagement

Py programs in this country. Those things that don’t need

23 emergency treatment right now den’t get its they only get

ro
I

emergency treatment when it’s toc late fnr emergency

wn

treatment To do them any gocd. WYWe are now in the waste

no
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management program likely to be, in my judgement, on the
criticel path — a position which this agency saig it would
never put itself in. Well, there we are.

Let me Jjust suggest that ]I don’t think that
that’s = | don’t think that’s responsible regulétion.

(Commissioner Bradford entered the room at 10325
a.m. )

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs [’m not saying that I think
thet is responsitle regulation. But what ] am seeing is

that I &am concernec that we are not going to have enough

A}

resources ¢

C

) get into the light water side. If it’s going
to be & trade between those an< acvance reactor resources, I
would fight for the light water side.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs I think that’s a matter
that ] would be deligh%ted to take up and discuss when that
situation obtains. Right now, that isn’t the situation. If
we start essuming it is, it’s most likely to be == it seems
*0 me thet we put forward the tcughest budget we can put
forwarc, given whet we believe our own concerns are and must
be, A engd E. We then tell them where our priorities will
if they decn’t meet those requirements.

I think thaet is 2 sort of standard apprcach to
tudgeting and standard approach to the Congress, and it
elways seemed toc weri in the pest. And I“m not sure that

at’e very different from wnét you a8re saying, except that

POOR ORIGINAL



I 03 07

Ao v

W

wm

(6 23

@

26

I woulcd go forwarc with what I think to be & required

program in the acvence reactor field. If they say nc, you
can’t have it, all right = that wouldn’t be the first time
that had happenec, if they say no, you can’t have it: then
you can”’t have it. That’s all. Do something else.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: John’s point to clearly
igentify the program is a good one.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: I think all programs ought
to be icentified.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs I have no problem with that.
In fact, that it would include this group of people in NRR
and include the two categories in research.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Government standards?

MR. GOSSICK: 1 don’t think there”s anything in
stancaras these days.

COMMEISSIONER GILINSKY: Howard’s shop?

MR. BARERYt Probably so.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY:s Breed2r lawyers?

(Laughter.)

I think there are 2 few in there.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®s Let’s see. Would they pick up
FNP? All right. Good.

MkRe BARRY: Going back to NRR people, we don’t
nave the numbers necessarily yet., At least | don’t,

.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIES 'ell, ! don’t know. Shall we
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whack away some more &t NRR and try to settle out? Or
should we go ahead with NMSS?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: What number oo you finally
settle on?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs ] would recommend in “81 plus
48 in the office. And if you would like to switch = switch
four —

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: You’re counting 15 or not
counting 15?2

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE:s I was going to pick 15 down and
acd thexr in under EDO to establish an office.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: So it’s in effect 48 plus

tol ——

wm
O
O
=4
B8l
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bl |
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=
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=
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: And it would be in effect 48

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: And that’s basec = so
you’re saying that’s =—— you’re going tc 63 over 7307

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Yes.

COMMISSIONER GILINUKY: Over 730 or over 725?

CHAIRJAN HENDRIE: 730. We want them to send back
the Jonohue’s =

MR. GOUSSICK: The 730 doesn’t do thet. We have to
make it 725 for you to do that. 1[I didn’t know whether you
wanted to make thet adjustment or when we got to admin.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: ] see. I think it ought to go
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on in *80. They’ve got 100 slots to play with, and I think
100 of them flow back.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: So you take them to 725 in

MR. GOSSICKs And add 63. 788 is the number,
then. =right?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: He’s actually adding 48
because he’s taking ==

MR. COSSICK: Well, okay.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE®: So you would end up with

CHAIRMAN 'ENDRIEs True. And then throw the four
million suck§ in against investigation resuits.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Of course, the Kameny
Commission may inevitably end up in results that may reduce
our werkload.

lire BARRYS Is it possible to go down the cecision
unitz to determire where the pluses are now, what the
numdbers are?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: At the moment John is kind of
scratching his head over 48.

COMMISSIONER KERNEDY: That would propbably cost us
more in research money or contract money teo figure out how
to regduce it than it would to increase it,

COMMISSEIONER AHEARNE: My only two guestions were,
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were you increasing any in the operating licensing?
CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: | was going to put in the six
they asked for, but | must say the 10 that you would have
proposec to go, I would be glad tc go with that and not to
increase the total but rather decrease by four the people I
was going to spreac between their TM] impact and their caese
load impact.
COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Did you assume anything

about these safeguards?
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®: On safeguards, I was going to
gccept nnk’s recuction from i6 o ii. And I think we ought
to talk about = why con’t we talk about safeguarcs, about
tnat transfer, and see if we can cet streightened on it.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES Putting aside the guestion
©f the transfer, 171l go with the 48.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: All right. Anc if the transfer
goes, then it comes down.
COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes. Okay. That would be

very good.

n

CHAIRAAN HENDRIE®t In that case, the way the
pluses and minuses wculcd look to me would be plus 46 in
operating reactors — well, let me tell you what I think.
We’ve cotten the decision units right down the line, and
people holler if they see 2 difference. They “80 supplement
is four million bucks. “E&! is plus 46, which brings them to
24Z in thet unit anc $5,070,000 on dollars. In SEP they
statec 32 and cet 50K in “8i.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES I’m sorry, John. The $4
million, I would have put up $200,000 for control room
study, if you recall we telked about yestercay, which I
think is in operating reectors. And that $200,000 =

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Yes. That cdidn’t list in the
siy-seventy, 6070==?

COMMISSIONER AHEARIET [, that was in FY 280 in
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the supplemental.

MR. BARRY: As of the other day, includin: that,
thought we hag $&€ 540,000.

COMILISSIONER AHEARNE: You were piczking up the
3.8.

MR. BARRY: Yes.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: 1Is that also in opereting

reaciors?

CHAIRAAN HENDRIEs 1711 tell you, I’m not sure how

it should spreed. Let me tell vou what. Let me talk about
the *5C supplement. They nad asked for $4,540,000. Okay?

And we saic yestercay =- anc we added another $4 million

total.
MR. GOSSICK: Yes. 3.8 people == .
CHAIRMAN HENORIE: 3.6 for the lab help, and 200K
fcr thét control room contiract.

NMISSIONER AHEARNES Right.
CHAIRMAN HENORIE:t Now, I“’m not guite sure
WINRLNAT o
COMIMISSIONZR AHEARIE: That’s not there.
CHAIRMAN HENORIEt No. Let’s see, Is it?

COMMISSIONER AKEARNE: No.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE® Where cid they put the $4
million? That’s rignt. That’s not == the $4 million that

Just mentionec wes in the original stuff. It’s not the ne

1
4
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$4 million.

COMMISS . INER AHEARNE: Right?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Okay. Now I’m not quite sure
where the new $4 million snhould appear. So I will sort of
put it down on the ncttom of the whole list and say,
distribute —

MR. GUSSICK: We can do that.

MR. COOPERt That was operating =-- (inaudible)

MR. BARRY: Wnat we’re saying now, the totel
supplemental program support increase now will be
$12,54C,000.

CHAIR#NAN HENURIE® Weit, wait. Heng on. Where
are you?

MR. BARKY: I’nm your master sheet for NRR.
This one here that we passed out to you.

CAAIRWMAN HENDRIE® | am reaacing to you. You
figure out what you want to write on your mester sheet.

read 7&0

(=1

Once again, in operatingc reactors, I wil
supplement ang then “/81. Plus zereo, $4 million. In 7%1,
plus 46 to 245, $6,070,000. SEPt no change in people,
$950,000 in #&!. Safeguerds, we’re going to talk about in
minute, tut on sort of & temporary bésis we &re running
through, would be no change in 280, minus £ in 781, 700K.
Caseworkt no change in &0, minuss il in 281, $56,88&8,000.

(kay, tnat gives them 222 total. Technical projecist no

(A1)
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pecple change in 80, plus 1¥ in 781 to & total of
funds, 540 K, /80 supplement, $7,115,000 in “Ei.,

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYt Why did you go with tnis
number?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: ] went with this plus this
which is the 200. This is just the questicn of where you
guarter the seismologist and foundation engineers. And then
Harold agreed on the $7,115,000 compared to his earlier. He
generally came in on the EDO,.

Okay, &gvanced react.rs, with the understanding
it’s 2 separetea=out proposition, I would propose then thzat
it oe no change in 780, ninus two to a group of eignt in “§8i
and $1,050,000 in collars. The three decision units then,
that are standargs essistance, none of them have any == and
training &ng director’s vffice nave nec change in 780
supplements. Standarcs assistence is plus 2 to 13 in ’81.
Training correspondence is minus 3 to 25 in “8Bl. Director’s
office is plus 2 to 23 in %8l. And that is the EDO) marks in
the original rundown.

NOW =

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDt Standards acsistance is
people who assist standarcs? Somehow it seems odd o
nave —

CHAIRMAN HENDRIES® t/s beceuse there would be

scmebocy who hes prolessional standing, ! con’t know, say on
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Sl ! some IEEE code, and he goes off and spends three cays at a
2 code meeting, and you add up 2ll of those three gays =
2 COMMISS IONER BRADFORD: I remember now.
< CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: But you can’t sepéereatie out

> specific people.

© COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: What do yocu end up with?

T CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt One more item in this tally,

[ and this is both of the “E0 supplement — and in ‘81 at the
- pottom of these columns you put in each case 4 million bucks
10 in program support 0 be cistributed as the ccntrollier anc

11 office girector. In the 780 supgplement, that $84 milliion is

12 composesd specifically of about == of 3.5 to pay for the ag
13 noc license assistance from the labs and 200 K from &

14 reguest =- the first phase of & requestec stuav of control
15 room configurations in NRk. Okay? In 2&E1, the 4 million
16 bucks is that great new gesignation, for me a2t least, the
17 planning wedge. Just anticipating that there will

18 inevitacly be a number of recommendations to work ~n out of
Iy our investigation anc¢ the Presicential Commission, &nd thnis
20 is @ lead at that =— in effect, an advance on it without

21 being ezle to specify ocetails.

22 i wouic expect that within that $4 million there
23 woulg be =— what was it == the two or three nundred & for
24 prase two ¢f the IRR, the lately proposec iNRr contrzl room
é5 Stucy. Jkay?
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- i It gives me total now for, at the end of riscal

2 year ’eC, of 725 people and @ supplemental request for

Gy

progrem support funds of $8,540,000. That is, plus zero

»

peoplie, plus $5,540,000. The office strength is then 725 at

5 the enc of /80. At the end of /81, again barring

o] acjustments we may make after the safegusards discussion, it
7 woulac be == 75| would be plus 48 people to an office

& strength of 773, plus 48 people to & strength of 773.

¥ COMMISSIONER GILINSKY What was your operatiing
10 reactors numper?

1 CHAIRMAIN HEZWORIE: Plus 46.

12 COMLMISSIONER GILINSKY: S0 it’s up to 245,

13 COM1ISSIONER BRADFORDS Does this repressnt your
14 having voted gown on these others? (Or have you resigned?
15 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: These were negctiiated —
e CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: s my arithmetic bad? ke may
17 heve to recheck it tnere in a second. The program deollar
1& funds ] believe ougnt to come out $26,773,000.

'y lNow let’s recheck =--

20 Mr, BAERY: If you 00 to 24% in operating

2l reactors, it comes out 1o 77v¥,

2 CHAIRMAN HENDRIES Who cid I miss?

23 COMMISSIONER AHEARNES You may have given too many
_4 people in operating reactors.

25 CHAIRMAN HENDRIZ® An average of the numbers now
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F s ] being quoted is == okay, let’s do it once again.
& We enc up with 245 in cperating reactors, 32 in
3 SEP == somebody with a8 méchine agd =
- COMMI SSIONER GILINSKY: Oh, 32, you say for SEP?
So it’s 779.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs C(Qkay. We consolidate on 779.

~ O W

o
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MR. BARRYt 779 minus 725 is 54.

CHAIRWAN HENDRIE® Did 1 ado more than I had
expectea?

ke CLOOPERS What was your number on tech projects
people?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Tech projects people: plus 19
to 200. Let’s see, ] still only get 48, a delta of 48.

MR. BARRYs 729 in /80 —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs Took your 4€ to 731. And

you haven’t agcjusted the base for the one reduction to 730

ot
e
O

end the five recuc n to 722. So your numbers when you
add, for example, 225, 222, et cetera, con’t have the six
taken out ==

COMMISSIONER KENNELDY:s Right. 784 is to 7231 like
779 is to the number we’re talking about that you started
with, which {s 730.

CHAIRMUAN HENDRIEs Wait., The end of 780 office
staff is 725, Hight?

COLMISEIONER AHEARNEs But not on the numbers that
you == when you &dded, for example, 46 to 1v¥Y, that base
isn’t 725,

CHAIRMAN HENURIE:s Gotcha. (‘Kay. ~rlease adjust
beckwarcs, trén. 1he office number will in fact then end up
being 773. 1Tne celta is 48. 7The end of /B0 is 725, and

acjust the camn tasis to suit. QOkay?



&
Yes, . ¢ot befoczled by one ¢ those research
night that took me half an nour to find where =— ckay,
that clear enough? Let’s talk about sarfeguarcs.
The guestion is whether to cut back t
group in NRR anc tc move that function to KNMSS.
says = makes the following proposition. He says,
nere, 1 am already providing about four man=years to liRR to
help them with their physical security stuff witnh reactors.
thet responsibility, I woulc need aboutl two
addition to tnhe four I/m alreacy putting in
nink I could o0 i al " g
this — well, we’ve actual

OAMISSIONER GILI They woulc replace the

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Well, I think 2ill may be
cutting the expienetion @ little fine. There is still going

-

to be the problen that there is now in reconciling security

Jliiw

measure witn reactsr safety anc operacility metters. Ang

they ain’t going to dgo that in NMSS.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 3Sut there
insice the reacter.
CHAIRMAN HE!DRIE: This
OMAISSIONER CILINSKY?®

that ceal wit
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N I that.
2 COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs They’re already doing
3 that?.,
4 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Yes., That’s the four man-year.
5 COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs So c¢his is inside the
6 reactor.
7 COMMISEIONER BRADFORDs That’s what we’re getting
o to now.
¥ CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs It’s the process == ¢oh, it’s
10 propably slightly more complex than that when you shake it
1 down, Eut the four people from Dircks' shop and some 16 now
12 and zroposes !l for 78! in NRR are the crowg that have been
13 evelving the protection cetail guidance == you know, the
14 stalff’s guidance underlying the regs, folloving from the
15 reg, anc then going arounc and reviewing anc erguing with
18 licensees aoout tneir pnysical security plans. And ] guess
17 there is quite a difference between the offices, something
1& of the orger of -- well, somewhere bDetween | guess five andg
| ¥ ten man=-years per yeer in thesir estimates of the efforts
20 required in the 785l time frame.
2l COMKISSIONER AHEARNE® Eill does have a lot more
22 people though in that general area, probably looking for
23 work.
24 MR. BURNETI® [ guess that’s where his efficiency
25 is, Ht has just more people to put on the job when
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necessary.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: wWell, he wants two more slots

the responsibility, but you’re still going to have
to leave something pack in WNRE, because there is that
problem of the non-compatebility of the really strict
internal security. This is the sabotage anc the insider
oroblem, really. Thet is the external threat problem is
fences and intrusion alarms, guerds, guard forc-s, anc that
is more straightforward. [t’s the insider thing which 1is
giving everyoody fits and is the place where you get into
two man rule for vitel And is that competible with
certain safety reguirements in emergencies and so on, It
gets tc be 2 biy hoo=haw.

Ke have Kec it off and on, &nd I’m
blessec if ] know == it’s been = physical sccurity in
reactors has bteen & painful area ever since 7355 passec.
I’m not sure whether my ear is getting detunec to the level
of agony, Sut somehow it seems to be gquieting down. llow, is
that because [’m cesensitizing?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs That’s one of the
of inree iile Island.

CHAIRMAN RENDRIEs Even before Three nMile, it
seemed to me it was quieting down. Now if it is, then I
guess in one sense ] have a little reluctance to change the

principal ectors in the thing. I keep wondering, vou know,
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3 1 will this = will it run nore smoothly anc effectively if we
P leave it where it is or if it goes to NiSS. I’m blessed if
3 I RkKnow, What’s tne sentiment up and cown the taple? John
4 wou. o opoviously like 1o svwap it. Peter?

S COMMISSIUNER BRADFORD:s Well, having been a

6 nenparticipant for most of the morning, ! should not waive

7 my chance, I would swap it,

-] COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs Swap it.

y CHAlREAN HEWDRIES Assign the responsibility to

i 0 NiSS with the requirement that they =- they are going to

11 héve to come back to AR because the security things do

12 effect plant operations and have an effect on the safety anc
13 operability. Anc so they will have to come back. 3ut the
14 primary respons bil{ty would go to NiSS.

IS COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs HNow who would the licensee
16 end up cealing with?

17 CHAIRMAN HENURIEt Both.

18 COUMKISSIONER KENIELYSs You’re kicuing.

¥ CHAIRAN HERNDRIE®T Well, WNi4SS is not going to take
20 cver writing license amencments &nd s¢ on for reactors. I’m
2! serry. S50 DOk will have to continue to process license
2¢ armencments.
23 COMMISSIONER KENNEJDYs So why cdoesn’t the licensee
24 ceal witn DOR?

25 CHRAIRWKAN HeENURIEY +He will nave to oceal with OUR
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in tercs ¢f maintenance of the license, the tech specs, the
limiting conditions and so on, but DOR in turn will get its
input primerily from NMSS on physical security matters
insteac of from the KRR Pnysical Security EBrénch. Andg that
may be less of 2 = well, ] trust that can work out.

COMMISSIOINER AHEARNES And it’s actually a step
wnich 1 think we will end up going to in the matier of waste
disposal also. maybe not this year, but in the future.

CHAIRWAN HENDRIE: Could be.

COMMISSIONER CILINSKYs You mean reactors?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES (Nodding effirmatively.)

CHAIRKAN HENORIE®: You know it’s not scrt cf a
configuration in the organization standpoint == it’s not
that unreasonable. After all, we asked the fuel cycle
pecple eng the weste people == if you want to know about
scil engineering, insteac of hiring yourself a seperete
deoartment, gc cver there to the site safety people in RNRE
where there are & tatch of experts on this and use their
services. AnG they are supposed to be over there to the
extent of = | con’t know, mayoe man-ye&rs & year =
sonething on thét order. r as ] know, we preposed
to continue to maintein the WRR sice as the place where you

xpertise,
I Jdon’t see anything more burdensome on NRE in,

ycu Know, in having their physicel protecti expert




21 . b5 07 43

- | evaluation ccre from NMSS anc the reciprocal
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or fuel

%

cycles. Iicw There are more reactors.

3 Foer from tne standpeint of sort of organizational
4 configuration, why [ gon’t see anything more unreasonacle
> apout that for sefeguards than the other arrangement for the
S other skills.
7 CUMMISSIOWNER GILINSKY: It means that we have
& pecoled our physical security experts.
¥ CHAIRMAN nINLRIZ+ Yes, put them all in one
iC clace. kay, s¢c you woulc be feor it.
1 As I sey, ] guess | sort of end up pretily nesr =—
le well either neutreal or — my cencern about moving it is,
13 it’s just upsetting a system which finally seems to have
14 shaken cown into a low level of grump.
15 (Laugi ter)
1é néther then daily screams. LUick?
17 CONMISSIONER KENNEDY® [ nave always wanted to
le move it.
| v CHAIRMAN HEWODRIES 0Oh, you’re a mover, too.
20 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Only four years worth.
2l ihat’s about the pace at wnich cecisions do generate,
22 (Laugnter.)
P CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®: I will proclaim myself
24 outvotea in spite of a gallant fight on the part of whoever

25 it was.
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: wWhat else have you
proposed?

(Laugnter.)

MR. GUSSICK: Coulsc I Jjust ask a couple of
questions? Does this mean, then, whoever testifiad cn the
Hill about the security of reactors will be NMSS as opposed
To NRR?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Yes.

MR. GOSSICKs (kay. That’s an important point |
think. My only concern, I guess, is that there may have
been underestimation of wnat really is involved here. I
nope not.

CHAIR&LN HENDRIES | haven’t a doubt in the world
that Bill’s estirate of an incremental two people to cover
this ain’t going to cut it by a factor of four. 3ut never
mind., re’s got 10C people or ¥3 or ¥5 in that givision ==

COLMISSIGNER KENNEDY: That’s not what he’s
saying. I don’t think that’s what he’s saying at a.l. 1
think he is excluding == when he talks about those two

i

people, he is excluding the very problems that you are

)

talking atcuts tre HNRRA, Lhe reactor-specific kings of
proslens.

MR. GUSSIChs If we move these 8 people or 11

)

people over there. Jenton is gecing to say - safecguards,

physicel security. go talk to EBill Direcks. They will only
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come ana telk to Vic = not Vic Stello, but Eisenhut when
there’s one of these interace problems. Just like Jim
Mitchell now has a problem with interacing one of the
branches. re goes up and talks tc one guy. He interfaces
et 2 different point.

I just want to make sure thet everybody
understanas it is now 3ill Dircks' and Burnett’s problem.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: You got & task force.

KR GOSSICK® ] know. I’m still worried about the
interfece. As ] say, if it was all in one builcing, 1
weulen’t worry neéar a&s much about it, but I’m worried about

Silver Spring starting out these great big comprehensive

evaluation efforts that took us months and months to get a

report on wnhether something was good or tac or indifferent,
and we’re going to have to wetch this very carefully, or we
will find the same kinc of mass effort that I’m sure will
lead up toc a lot of people = ] would like to see it
resolvea.

COMMISSIONER AHEARIE® And on that NMSS will have
10 wOrk also.

Cks Absclutely.
N HENDRIE® lNow the question, then, is, is

what one ooes here with this cdecision unit.

MR. COSSICKt [ really think you nave got to teke

scme people out of nere wno have reactor experience anc
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insist that they be moved over to NMSEL — two or three,

2 whatever the number is. But just con’t shift this jot over
3 tnere.
4 COMMISSIONER CiLINSKYs wWhat about the statute
5 that says —
e} MR. GUSSICKs The lawyers say it can be done
7 either way., It was looked at during part of the task force
] study, ang the lawyers say that the Commission can do this
¥ and not get in trouble with the law.
( VO COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Doesn’t the law say that
f 11 the virector of NER ies &lso responsitle for safeguaras?
v 12 ¥R. GUSSICKt It aoes. But egein, and I can’t
13 explain why the lawyers séey that this coulc be gone by the
14 Commission to give that responsibility to NKSS.
15
10
17
1&
Iy
20
21
2
23
24



-

e g O

S LPS I

w J4 O W

47

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: All right. I think we ought to
transfer some people then to NMSS for “/81. By the way, I
think it ought to remain at its present configuration and
level for awhile while they finish chewing up the security
plans that have been submitted. ] _think the reduction that
Harold had proposed from 16 down to 11 in 281 contemplated
being on the — you know, the tail on the far side of that
werkload,

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Herold had In mind going
to 12 a2nyway.

CHAIRMAN HEWDRIE: VYes, true. And it got cut a
coupie more. 3ut ] would think this transfer function wouid
look out to & time == to that kind of a time. For “81,
then, what do we do with the 117

M2, GOSSICK:s J74 take the .l]1 out of your total
here and show the safeguards — just to leave the safeguards
decision unit at NRR and adjust NMSS when we cet to it by
two or three people. GCet the physical security anu decision
units for safeguards.

M. BARRY: 211 tell vou what you’c better due
for & practical matter. You’d petter effect your safegua d
adjustment, be it two or thres people on the “80 baseline,
showing the transfer from NDR t¢ 1SS, because the way
things are going on safegusrds, 1f you transfer — make the

transfer in 481, you will snow 2 lesser number in NR2 by
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twe or three. You will show an increase in NMSS two or
three. 32ut you will show a total amount of peocle in
safeguards in HMSS in “81, which will be up by three, and
that will be @ delta, It will show as a2 delta because
you’ve got @ net increase, but don’t change the basel ine.
Instead of having wnatever tne number is increase to 35 in
#+81, you’re going tc have an increase to 38. And if they
say everything ig approved except the safeguards —- they’re
suppesed to be coming down in sefeguards — then you’ll find
yourself with B8ill absorbing it within his existing ==
whatever they approve, which will probsply be the /80 level,
eand you will lose it because they keep cutting our
sefeguarcs progrxam.

MR. GOSSICK: One other point I think you ougnt to

consider about weiting until 481 to do this = the argument

hag been 2ll elong that they can do the work now over there,
ang if these pedrle theét are ther: 1 that job are looking

downstream a2 yszar anead and wondering where the hell they’re
going to be, I would worry @ little bit about the figure
with which == or the interest with which they cerry out the
hat they’re €oing in NRR, knowing that they are going
to expire with that job. If they’re 2ssurred that they’re

Suing to go somewhere else, they may be thinking more about

cuess my view is | would go ahead and make the
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- ] move in “80.
2 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Aell at the current level in
3 280, there are 16 people in NRR and 4 in NMSS invol.ed in
< this activity — 20 people. And if we eliminate this
decision unit in NRR and add two, three people, plus the

four in NMSS, why a2 working group of 20 people which had a

5

é

7 job to do and thought it was going to busy is now 6 or 7

3 people. And that strikes me like there may just be 2 lot of
v stuff that falls off the table and won“t get done.

o Thet is, it seems to me ii you have got this force

11 working through the end of 283, why are you ¢cing to

12 transfer 2ll of these pecple to NMSS? [ don’t think so.

13 MR. COSSICK: The theory has been he can tzske this
14 on, I believe right now, with no more than twc more people.
15 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Joe is raising & different
15 point.

17 M2, GOESSICK: Pardon?

18 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: You are proposing Lee to
19 transfer this whole block in Z80.

22 MR., GUSS!ICK:s Transfer the responsibility and the
2l decision unit.

22 COMMISSEIONER AHZARENE: And the people.

23 MR. GOSSICKs And make the adjustment that Bill

n
I

s2ys is necessaérv. He says he doesn’t need all of these 16

oy
wm

people to go aheed and do it all right now, if 1“m reeding
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E - ] him right.

n

COMMISSIONER AHEARNZE: ] think you“re better off

LS

going into the transition in “8l,

4 MR. GOSSICKs I Jjust wanted to mention this other
5 kind of 2 morale problem here that I think one ought to be

5 aware of.

7 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: It would mek: it worse if

8 you do it suddenly.

- MR. GOSSICK: These people — mos. of these pecple
19 came out of elsewnere in NRR. They’re looking for people,
11 and they can be found jobs tomorrow.

12 COMMISSIONER AHEARNES Then it won’/t be that much

13 of 2 problem if you do it more gradually.

14 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: There is now way that if 20

15 people are usefully occupied under Scheme A, that Scheme B
16 will do it with six.

17 COMMISSIORNER KENNEDYs That/s correct. It won’t.
13 MR, OOSSICKt That’s what bothers me about that
19 whole proposition.

20 CHAIRMAN HENWDRIE: | think it might be useful to
21 3o back and bump HMSS and NRR and say, the Commission

22 clearly intends to transfer the reactor security function to
23 NMSS, and they have got a day and a half to think about

24 when, how, wh: &nd how the numbers run,

25 MR. GOSSICK: Wwe need to come up with a transition
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plan here for you to show you just how this would be
hencdled, where the people == how the people would be dealt
with, where they would go.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: ] agree with ycu that the
people — either the 16 or the i3 or the J1 at NRR — will
find == will be gathered greatfully into other sections,
emergency planmning or wherever. I think (here do need to be
& couple of two, three reactor oriented people to go over to
NM3SS. But I think also there is going to remain this
business of the interface between reactor safety and
operability and the security reguirements. And NRR is not
going to be free of any Interaction in the physical security
aree. And ] think you ere going to have to count, indeed,
in NRER or someplace two, thres —= ] don“’t know how many —

COMMISSIONER AHZARINZ: [“d have left three.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE$ Prodably come up in DOR.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNZ: | had taken 11 people, left
3 in NRR, put 2 into HMSS, and reduced to & net of 6.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY:s Two isn’t enough to oo over
there. That is not my understandinz. ! have been fcilowing
this pretty closely of what Dircks is saying. As a matter
of fact, I“ve even talked with Dircks. That’s not exaectlv
what he’s saying. It ought to be sort of — the Chairman is
right. What we ought to do is get tham to sit down 2nd say

now it’s going to happen. What’s it zoing to take?



o

w LEY]

w ~N O

52

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE$s And when do you recommend that
it take place. How abou. that as an attack, John? we”“ll
have to sort it out, because we’d like the budget suomission
to reflect this shuffling, because there appears — if,
indeed, what they’re saying is correct, you get a chunk of
people back out of it.

M3. BARRY: Chris, if we do this in 81, will we
make & comparapility adjustment in the baseline? Show a
minus three and & plus three or whatever the number is?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES [“m sure you gQuys will work

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Okay. Let’s bash on. 3hall we
bash away at &2, or do you want to go on through NMSS or
research?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: NMSS.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: ANMSS? Good.

CONMMISSIONER AHEARNZ: We really ought to try to
get that.

CHAIRMAN HEWRDRIE: Yes., iow, [ though I
understood HMSS the other night, and I guess I don”“t.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: You conclude that ysu do

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: well, let’s see. Let me give
you what I would — let me just tell you where I am inclined

to go myself.

And that is to Qg0 pretty well with the office
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and EDO mark.

CoMM] SSIONER GILINSKYs On what? NMSS?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Yes. They 2re talking about
the oversll cffice there at 254 now. They want to come up
to 320 plus 26 on the supplement and then plus 24 or 27 in
781, ending up with as total of around 3— ] would have
them at 247, which is a big =~ a fairly bij chunk of people
petween the present — it would be in fact 53 people. Most
of them would be in waste management, and I just think that
Mertin’s division needs —

COMM]ISSIONER GILINSKY: He seems to know how to
use them.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: iNeeds to drive on. Now 344 is
the number thét shows in several places. That was tne
office end position. But it seems to me that that doesn‘t
include three people and 200K for that DOEZ pilot waste
facility review program, and that’/s where | got the other
three. Now whether we need to probe details or not == let’s
see, where [ end up coming out then, subject to improvement
of my arithmetic which you heve already detected 2 need to
do in another plece, I end up in 781 at 347 people in the
office end a program support of $23,355,000.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: How many? #We“re talking
about “8l1.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Yes, that“’s & final number.
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Let me just see where other peopnle are on it.

2 COMAISSIONER KENNEDYS: You saig 3477

()

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Yas,

4 COMVISSIONER AHEARNZ: | had picked up two people

wmn

rom the safeguards transfer.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: (Okey. ] heven’t done thet vet.

h

& COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs Then I had taken the three
3 set aside from the radiclegical contingency plan.
¥ MR. GOSSICK: There’s seven on raciological
10 contingency planning altogether.
11 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE:2 I would go for three.
12 CHAIRMAN HENDRIS: Ah, you didn“’t take the whole
13 seven? )
14 COMMISSIONER AHEARNZ: On radiological, I :ook
15 three. Then I took one transportation emergency. [ did
1& not take the space program assistance, bDecause the way it
17 was oescribed ==
13 CHAIRMAN HENDRIZ: No, I didn’t either.
| COMMISSIONER AHEARNZ: ] did not t2ke the
2 recional ized additional licensing program. !l people? 1
r-3 just cen’t see that. And then the pilot program to assist
22 the DOE fecility, except ]I put at least one person back into

23 the “80 supplemental.

S CHAIRMAN HzNDRIzZ: I tonok three in the “80

29 supplemental, because ] read the /80 supplementzl setaside
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P .. i to be three people and 200K for that program and. then the
2 same three people and 200K in /81, and ! chucked it in both
3 places.
4 COMMISSIDWNER AHEARNE: So I guess I would come out
] slightly =— ] come cut with the same number you have, but
6 that’s because | didn’t give all the setaside, and ] did
7 throw in the two for the transfer. But roughly your number
8 is fine.
% CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 0Okay, we might end up differing
10 by one, because I think you ended up putting in four of the
1] requestec seven in contingency planing.
12 COMMISEIONER AHEARNZ: Right.
13 CHAIRMAN HENWDRIZ: 3So you’d be three below me. On
14 the other hand, ! hadn’t included the safeguards transfer
15 which you put in for two for, but which might be argued
16 hree at an appropriate time or something like that.
17 MR. COSSICK® wWhich four did you leave in,
I8 Commissioner Ahearne, out of the seven?
Iy COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Three for radiologicel
20 contingency planning and one for transportation.
21 MR. COSSICK: You crossed out fuel cvcle?
22 COMMISSIONER AF_ARNZs Yes.
23 MR, GOSSICK: There is 110K that goes with that,

24 by the way.

25 CHAAIRMAN HENDRIEZ: I had the 110K,
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COMMISSIONER AHEARNE:s 2030 for radiological
contingency gplenning, and I put in == I put in 200 for the
DOE fecility,

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: VYes. 350 that made it 310 over
the nominal number, and that“s where [ g0t the $23,355,000.
Right?

MR, GUSSICK: There’s only 110K altogether on that
entire radiological contingency planning.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs I put 300 in.

MR. COSSICK: You put 300 in. It’s in these two
ereas. [ see.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Why did you do that?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNzZ: ] thought they might be

able to use more,
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mgt I CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Let’s see. Which three cic you
2 not include?
3 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY® Wnat were the pesople going
- to do that you dian’t think woulo be neecec == that possibly
5 toulc be supplanted by money?
<} COMMISSIONER AHEARNE® Contract support =—
7 (inaudible) == a8 lot of people on the outsige who though®
& mere about =
y CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 1I’m still not clear. You are
10 not putting in the three uncer fuel cycle or the three under
R redioisotope license?
12 COMMISSIONER AHEARNES Three in fuel cycle, 1 was
13 not putting in.
I« CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®s But you were putting in the
12 110¥7?
1o COMMISSIORER AHEARNE: VYes.
17 4R GUSSICK: Up to the 3007
& COMKMI SEIONER AHEARNES Yes.
| CHAIRMAN HENJORIE: llo, no. There’s 200K ==
20 there’s a8 base number of what is it == $23,045,000? ilhere
2! is that? VYves, by George, I’m right. Adc that in “&1, 200K
22 for the DOE pilot waste fecility review progran, and 110k
23 for contingency planning, angd tren ycu get the number =
24 COMMISSIOANER KERNZOY® Bul that isn’t John’s

25 aumber,
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CU/MISSIONER ArEARNE®t | had the 200 for the DUE
facility, but tnen | also hed — I’ve put in a combination
er 300 for the raciological and transportetion contingency
planning.

MR, GOSSICKt So you in effect addec 1Y0K tc the
total.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt At this level, I think it mey,
in fact, cdisappear into the grants.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs Yes.

CHAIRNAN HENDRIEs Peter, how does the array
strike you?

COMMISSIONER KERNEDYs ¥hicn array?

CHAIRMAN HENURIE®s well, this general level, The
347 7’51 number and the $23,300,000, give or take —

COMMISSIONER BRADFORLs I you put it that way,
it’s fine, tne 347 number, give or teke. What are you 2J0ing
witn the raciologicel contingency plenning. Both the
Calilec and solar peolar antennég rey eveluations are in?

CHAIR«AN HENDRIEs No,

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: That was money o dJdo &
completely independent evaluaticn.

(commissioner Cilinsky left the room &t 11825

COHISSIONER BRAUFURDS #hat would be reguired to

do something less tnan a completely indepencent evaluation?
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MR, GOSSICK: I think it’s the staff’s view that
they cén oo it again in accordance with the memo we have
seen with Our present resources, no extiras.

C:AIRMAN HEWDRIEs It becomes more like
particization by one or two staff people in a fairly active
Standarcs Committee for a period of time anc gets sancgwiched
in.

Jonn, let me propose something about the
safeguerds here. For the moment, lets talk about office
numoers without that reactor security esdd-on pending = just
8s we haven’t quite sortec out how it comes out at lRR,

pending getting & fast fesdback from the offices as to now,

L&)

when, a8nd numbers, so thsti they get & chance to make sure

o

that we gon’t crop »ig peckage of work on them. put we
undersiand it’s coming.

Let me see if | can sort through the decision
units then, liow | hac a prodlem, ang maybe somebody can
nelp me in Bill Dircks’ overall sheets. He wants == ne
wanteg 111 peocle in fuel cycle. And somehow I have & lot

of troutle getting there.

S
—
L 42]
wn
[

..... JwEr KZ!NNEDYS He wanted 111 pesople in
fuel cycle?
CHAIRMAN HENHDRIES Yes.

COMMISSIONER KENNELUY® That’s not the number I’nm

looking at. Where dia that .ome from?
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt That was from the NMSS thing.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs That’s not a cgecision unit.

CHAAIRMAN HENDRIEt [t’s three decision units.

COMMISSIONER KERNEDYt That’/s rignt.

CHAIkMAN HENDRIEt What Jonn nas just said is that
he woulg reduce that by three, because that included seven
for the contingency planning, and you’re talking about four,
which | would agree is ckey. [ agree to that. And [ have
some trouble getting compatibility between the cecision

units &s laid out in Len’s stuff and the units in here. The

numbers are the same, Sut they don”’t scan.

i

Wes tnat contingency planning group going 0 come
into being in /50 anc go awey in “El?
¥R. BARRYs | can’t enswer that.

MR. DONOHUE: That’s right. Yes. It looked to us

—

ike it was &8 cne shot degl that they were actually starting

3

o]

v right now that tney would conclude by the end of 780
lookir.; a2t the ==

CHAIR.AIN HELURIE®S Yes. And where cid tne people
ens up going. then?

ng to be license

Q)

b

MR. DOKOHUZ® The pedple were go

O

reviewers., They woulgc melt ttrition with

(4]
hs
18]
(1]

N

[N

8CKk &ga

Q)

[

o

O

the rest would téke care c¢if the or en in 781, Now their
view is it’s @ continuing thing.

that Dircks

m
>
©
w
()
ct

CHAIRMAN HEINURIES Yes.
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accepted the EDD number, whicn brings that gecision unir

gown Delow «=

MRe DUNOHJUZS® | think there might have been some
confusion, thougn. 1hat’s what Dircks saic. There was a
lack of understanding between us on this problem. It is

misnomered, and they are coming up with gifferent numbers.

LR

COMMISSIUHER AHEARNE:T He added seven into that.
MR. BARRY$ It tracks here I!1l. You’ve got 104 in

the pase line, and then you’ve got on the setasides ==

you’ve got three, one, anc three which tekes you up to 111,

CHAIRMAN HERDRIE: liow wait a minute.

(Commi ssioner Kennecy left the room &t 11230 2.m,.)

)

COMISSIONER AHEARNEZs T vou look st that fuel

CycCie resource summary -—-

MR BARRYt E=1 in the upper rignt hang corner.

Plds T AN UDIE s
wﬂ.‘tIﬂ,-..".h ..:.n.JR

-
-

m

t Yes. I’ve got 1C2 in there,
plus seven is 10y. 7You gon’t like that? 1711 go bez2k to
7y enc stert with 1032 pius seven.

e BARRY® Look 8t “El. ‘51 is 104 ELQ. dow, 90

aclec the seven to get 111, But this fuel cycle =~ he’s got
another chert in there tnét breaks that into the three.

mRe COOPERs It’s fuel cycle transportation

reédioiscicpe.
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myc ] COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes, and this is where he
2 acds the seven to get to 1117
3 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs All rignt. Let me scan the

4 Jecision units and see what you think of them, then. Let me
> do ine 81 cecision units at the moment, since I wes

o pointing &t that column,

7 1 was going to read fuel cycle licensing at 47

& people, and | don’t know whaet the plus is, because it

¥ started out at 45 and, well, it’s plus two, I auess.

10 COMMISSIONER AHEARNES See, the EDO had taken it
1 to 44, anc that’s where the additional three for the

12 contingency planning ==

i3 CHAIRWMAN HENURIZ® However, you were going to say?
14 COMMISSIONER AHEAKRNES | was just geing to leave
15 that &t 44,

D CHAIRGAN HENDRIE®s Leave that at 44, | will go

17 witn that.,

e 4iR. COOPER:t Cen ] &sk you to clerify the /80

1> marx?

0 CHAIRAK HEHORIES Kot for a moment.
2! Mit. BABRYS® 44 in fuel cycle.
22 CHAIRMAN HENORIEt Okay. Let’s clarify 7280. They
23 heave got seven people in fuel cycle on & one-shot basis in
24 Tiscal year 760, True?

25 MR. DOROHUES Yes. That’s spre2ac NOW ==



o

w

~

¥

N
r

no ro
| P%)

w

o

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE® Dircks really said that was

really spread also three, one, and thresz,

Me, DUNORJES Eight.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Vlouldg one similerly eliminate
the three in 7807

R, BARRYs If you’re not going to hang it into
the 44, yes you would., You would take three out of it.

COMMISSIONER AHEAKNEs Because they &re at 45 and
80 right now,

C<AIRMAN HENJORIEt So I would read it plus zero
fer 45 on tne’s0 supplement, Let’s put the == where goes
the 40CK spreea?

MR, BARRYS® It spreags according to his chert, it

gll steys in fuel cycle licensing.

1

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Zut according to this

by

chart, all seven were in there. #when he talked to ug, he
seid the seven was spreaaq,

CHAIRMAN HENORIEZ® | wae going to allow the 400K,
but I think there ougnt to be &n admonition to put it in the
rignt pleces so it doesn’t get banditoec cff to other uses,
But for the moment, let me show it as an 7E0 supplement,
Okay7?

Then minus one to 44 in /51, and the gellars for

that would be "thirty-two, ninety-five" plus an appropriate

chunk ¢f 110, Ur ¢o you want to make it an appropriate



chunk ef 300,
COMISSIONER
chunk of 300.
CHAIRMAN HENDRIES®
MR. BARRY: Yo''’re adding 300 teo fuel cycle?
CHAIRMAN HENURIE®™ No, we’re adding 300, which is
to be proportioned for contingency planning between the
nlaces that do contingency planning, just &s there is 400 in
the 760 supplement to be apportioned. 0kay?
So 300 to be spreac for contingency.
Amongs thcse three items.
So vour program support
+O095,C00 plus the approgriate

~ry§

SOQIMISSIONER BRADFORDs I guess I’m still & littl

Duzzlet by that extra 0. WKhat do you see deing done with

8 4

. well, I expect that they
gre geing o have to 3o out and get some &ssistance on
contingency plienning.

ven though they don’t ==

rmeériked for some other

COMRMISSIONER AHEARNE® That’s part of it.

COMLII SSIONER BkADFORD® You just think they’re




gecing to need —
CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: More tran 110.

COMMISSEIONER AHEARNE:®: Yes. See, they’re saying

they’re going to neecd 480, and ] think thet with the &4&0, I

woula expect them to still need about == (inaudible)

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: I’m sure they’ll fina gooc use

COMMISSIONER BRADFORLS Or et least use =
CHAIR#AN HENDRIEs And if they don’t, we’li carry
to ’82. 0Okay. For the transportation unit, it

as if the 750 supplement,
plus cne te 15,
And then plu
H. BARRY: Yes,
CHAIRMAN HENURIES Let’s see if that strikes
the 1o is the essigned

r giEnninge 12 move

base of 43.
plus zerc,
30 and 350 in “81,

ioner Silinsky entered the room &t 11335

eérs spreag in




saying.

COGPE! Anc the 314 that is alreacy in

understana. nothing additional for the suppliemental.
CHAIRMAN HENORIE: Anc what 3147
MR. COOPER: I’m just taking up the base.
CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Yes, yes. Okay. ©Now i
to salfeguaras -

CiX)PERs You cidn’t mention progran
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIES

spreac in fiscal /80.
base of — |
Know?

MR. BARRY3S

MR. COOPER?S

CHAIRMAN HERDRIES®

change in the supplement, so it stays at 38.

10 44 == plus 6 to 44 |
starts on @ base of 57,
drops € :oiéy in 781,

just tene the EUls 735

there will ce

grouping,

of

ransfer, when we get t

On tc westes.

weste, the base is a lit

néve been == ] téke it
up to? ngt is, when I

We’re talking about the

T woulig be reflecte

Py

can’t tell whether it’s 38 or 3v.

67
And just contingency planning
Now the MC&A group, who siert from a

voes anybody

t will be 38.
38 is their current estimate.
There doesn’t seem to be any
Then it goes
n ’8!, The physical security line
unchangec 80 suppiement, and then
Tne dollers in the two cases = |
anc 1075 and tc tnis safeguards

& suitatle adjustment in /81 for
hat.

Now here, starting with high level
tle pit uncertain.

Let’s see, they

as 337 0Or the 40 that they are about
teélk about &8 supplement ==

We’re talking about & supplement.
President’s tudget of 33 in terms or
to the next levels of review,

Okay., If ] start from 33, we

ic get 4y, which is where they want

AHEARNES EDUO hac recommenoged plus
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Anc the EDO = mine says plus
16, On Dircks” sneet, he shows |16 on each.

COMIMISSIONER AHEARNE: That’s Lircks”’

-

recommendation. That’s not the EUX) recommendation.
CHAIR/AAN HENURIE®s But Dircks lists it as the
EL0’s recommencation. What is your recommendation, Chief?
HR. LOROAUEZ: My sheetl shows 16,
COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: FY “80? My sheet from EDO

says 15, Lee, we have a guestion on what the EDO

(03]
(V]

[}
-

\ On which?

‘.

e ~ -
:}wh . 219 -

Ct

~

iy
aerd

—

U
-

S5I0ONER AHEARNEs NX¥SS high level waste, FY
780 supplemental,
MH. ENGELHARDT: We have a2 typo somewhere. [t’s

between 15 or 16.

CHAIRZAN HENORIZ: One or the other.
MRe ENGELHAROTS Your EUO front sheet will reag

L) recommendation of 15, As you go into the cecision

|
-
pote
o
n
-
Lo

/ou see the figure lo.
CHAINMARN HENDJRIEZE® ] think it’s 16.
1

~
o

« COOPER: ] con’t renember us reducing it at

Mr. DONOHEUESG 1¢c was the RRC penel recommendation.
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE:?

MR. GUSSICK:

COMMI SSIONER AHEARNES

because it aggs.

g0 plu

CHAIRMAN HENDRIES

16 to 4vy.

Okay.

The dollars,

think the
MUST nave been.

Yes, it is.

$1,800,000,

tc 5y in ‘€1, and $12,¥40,000 on dollars

reconrended.

di-. nt as peinj full approval.

(Laughter.)

COMMISSION

CHAIRMAN HENDRIES®

petter of gooa, better, best?

vastie,

9]
s |
O
¢
LY
*

50 surp

the proposit

ly essignec to

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD:

CHAIRMAN HENURIES

“ISSI0OKNER AHEARNES

CHAIRMAN HENOURIE?®

lement is for the D0t

X AHEARNES

low level,

Im gcing to take anything

JuUSt as

JC you went

So for

6y

15 is a typo.

You’re right,

the suoolement, I
and then plus 10
Just as

except vigorous

gc with & lower

a generel rule of

the good or the

Best not pbeing & triilion.

let’s

ion is == and I’m not sure

It isn*t.,

The 3 pecple and

[

ot program.

In low level

that it’s

200K in the

And I’m
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willing to leave it here.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Dig we approve that?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: For & program with the
right skill, it would probably take more.

(Commissioner Kennedy entered the room at 11345
g.m.)

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I would crop that out.
It’s & waste of time.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I guess ] would carry it in
orooably management direction or some similar category
there.

CHAIRWKAN HENDRIE: I’m not sure where they want to
tuck it, but I will leave that to the (ffice of the
Comptroller to sort out. 2ut tThat’s wnet ]I had in ming for
the 3 ang the 200. Anc that’s the only increment in the
fiscel 780 supplement for low level.

MISSIONEa AHREARNES Ang I’/m just saying I don’t
think it should be stuck &t the low level line.

MRe. CUESICh: ] guess my only question is, a0 we
know what it is. Anc I den’t. Doces Dircks, I hope, know
whatl to do with the 3 people and the 200K?

CHAIRMAIN HENDRIE®S This is the 34A program.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES 34A, SECY=34A, SECY=34A.

CHdLISSIONER KERNEDYS You don’t know what



SECY=34A is?

(Leughter.)

JiRe OUSSICK: The details have escapec me. I[’m
SOrTY.

COIMISSIONER KENNEDY:s Do you know what 37 is?

(Laugnter.)

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Scope of licensing the
program with 2J0z=.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Okay. Now =— let’s see. That
would leave this cecision unit, I guess, at 25, and then |
would sccept the rise to 27 in “&1 and $1,975,000.

MR. COUPER: ] guess I missec you there. The
setasice =

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES The setasids shoulgn’t be

Mr. COOPER: I thought the Chairman said you were
leaving it there Ior & moment.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Until you find a2 place for

CnAlRMAN HENORIES Yes. From tne standpoint that
if you need & line to put it on, why, okay. But we
underestanc that it isn’t necesserily low level == | gdon’t
know guite now they want to hancle that.

MR. C(XiPER: They recognize it micht not te the

right place 2lso.
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 1t is low level waste.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs But if there isn’t some high
level in it ==

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE:s HManagement direction might
even pe the pest place. You ought to put it in as a
cetchall.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Don’t you want to leave it in
the waste division?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Yes, I would.

MR. GUSSICK: Fkhy don’t you split it between the
nign level ang the low level, if you want to include it,
Just split it half ang half. You can’t gquite do that with a
three.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs lianagement direction is Dircks’

offic

(i

? Does thet inclucde Marting?

NR. BARRYs No, it does not.

CALIR&AN HENDRIEt 17d leave the three somenhow
witn kertin.

COLMISSIONER AHEARNE: How 4o you split any
effort, théet is == any of the true effort? Is that put into
nhigh level waste?

MR. GOSSICK: [/m not sure whether he’s got it
both places or not.

CHAIRUAN HENORIEs I would think so.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs Thuiy claim it’s not waste.
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mgc i (Commissioner Bracford left the room at 11348

b Bsd.)

(4]

3 We, GuUSSICHKs Why don’t you just let us spread

4 that over those two units. We’ll talk to Bill.

5 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEe: Okay. Going across the low

) level once more, in the 780 supplement you have got three

7 people and 200K to spread. 1That’/s with the waste program.

& In ’81, the same three and 200K to be spread, and then

> specifically in the low level, it’s plus 2 people and

10 $1,975,000 or what I woulc recommend in the uranium recovery

il line uncer weste management. Nothing in the /80

12 supplement. They start from & people base of 23, and it’s
13 pius 12 to 35.

14 COMMISSIONER AHEARNES ] guess [I’m kind of

15 surprisec tnat they go up that much in 781 with none in

16 260. Is that sort of looking ahead?

17 K3. DONOHUE: Based on the projections of the

le caseloaas in those years.

Iy COMMISSIONER KENNEDYt Loes this assume that they
4 will continue to do the iicensing coincident with the

agreement states?

ro

CHAIRMAN HENORIE: No, I don’t think so. There is

%

23 a substential chunk of technical assistance to the agreement
24 tates, you know, on impact statements. And then the

e5 increas. . stringency of the whole mine/mill sector and
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looking forwerd to getting the agreement states tuned up and
our own regs tuned up. I put it in because —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: That’s right. They
expect new facilities.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs I tell you what ] thought,
John. | figured if we got cown to “81 and Jack figured he
had toc many people in mills, he’d find some place to use
them effectively.

MR. DONOHUE: If anything, based on a caselo&d
forecast, /81 would be tighter even than that.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Thet’s based upon assuming
14 new facili.ies.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY® And that is & very, very
substantial piece of the total man-years. .

MR. DONOHUEt That’s right. It’s almost caseload
intensive in this whole decision unit.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: | wes also just looking &t the
thing &s division. [t starts out in 779 at 62 and has

1

oucled in 751, I tnink more than that, you have trouble

Q

building in., On the other hand, if ! say at the beginning

~l

oI 779 was the level of effort in waste menagement 50
percent ¢f wnét | think it ocught to have been, you Kknow,
what a goocd program would be, i.e. — if you doubled it,
woulc that be an excessive program? And ] must say I can’t

find it in my heart to say that would be an excessive
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program in view of the neecds. So it just seemed to fit
together to me.

rinally, $2,270,000, but the EDO —

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs Let me just say on the
uranium recovery in my belief is too many people. Now if
you want to just say, okay, that’s a pool of people that
might be ap.-opristely used elsewhere in the waste program,
okay. That’s all right.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE:t That was kind of my attitude in
going elong —

COMMI SSIONER KENNEDY: | woulon’t be able, I don’t

think, to justify them in that division cecision.

m

COMMISSIONER AMEARNE: [ con’t think so, because

(&
O
"

those people are basea upon the é&ssumption they’re
going to have 14 new facilities to license.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Well, can we icdentify the
facilities? We may be eble 1to0.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY:s But I think the poin 1is
that they are going to turn out, in all probability in most
cases, to be licensed by the statzs when you get to 1%E1,
because that anomaly in the law’s going to be corrected.

CHAIRMEN HENDRIEs 3ut I don’t think this was
peasec cn the anomaly in the law,

MR. GOSSICKs I don’t think so.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE® Were they able to igentify the
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mgc 1 facilities?
P MR. ENGELHARDT: The facilities were identifiec in
3 the cacseloac forecast. 71nst’s where the numbers started
- with. And then they had their own numbers here dealing with
> precisely what they intenc to accomplish with the various
6 meénpower loadings.
7 COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs 14 new licenses, new
8 facilities.
¥ MR. GOSSICK: Yes.
10 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: I would be surprised if
11 trney cén get 14 new facilities being licensed in states that
12 gre not now agreement sta“es,
13 COMMISSIONER CGILINSEY: ] suspect we’re going to
14 be invelved pretty deeply in thaet, whether or not the
13 licensing is ==
16 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Not in licensing.
17 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: In one way or another, in
18 cécking up state licensing.
1y COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That’s dgdifferent. 1 agree
20 with that. And we should. This inplies —
21 COMMISSE IONER GILINSI I don’t think state
22 agreements has the horsepower to handle a .ot of that, and
23 it’s inevitacly going to get handled here.
24 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That depends on the law,

25 You know, if the law says it won’t, I gQuess it won’t
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: How well igentified iz the
ceseload forecast?

MR. GOSSICKs 2y agreement states, or otherwise?
Do you know, Dan, &s you went through this?

MR. DONOHUE: I don’t know. We just accepted the
caseload forecast as a given, looking at it,

MR. GOSSICKs And they’re cleaim is that there’re
are 14 units apparently not in agreement states that they’re
going to license. That’s what my understanding of this

numher is.

MR. DONOHUE: That’s right. Ten man-years of

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: This includes ren.wal of
licenses?

MR, ENGELHARDT: Thet’s different. The amendments
are cifferent.

OMMISSIONER KENNEDY: 24 me jor amendments ==

COMMISSIONER GILINSnRYt There are only 26 mills
altogether now?

COMMISSICGHER RehNEuYes 26 mejor amendments, three

enewls anc rememcial action programs involving 6 cases, and

L O
O
"y

14 licensing actions new facilities, 13 projects of
technical assistence 1o agreement stetes in support of
licensing activities.

MR, GOUSSICK: Why Jdon’t we cell and check that?
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eli Martin eng find ut if those units ere in non-agreement
states —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: r‘ending some further
resulution, 1 would take five people out of that.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: . would too. If it turns
out thet these are -

CHAIRMAN HENDRIL. Okay. There is & potentiel
minus five ‘Y here. I would leave the money in it, even if
we —-

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes.,

COMNISSIONER KENNEDY: Fine for environmental

RwsN HENDRIE® Program direction would stay &t
¥ Put 100K iy in 781, if it maxes them happy. ¥We then
end Up == where co we enc up? We end up at =

MR. BARRY® You take those five pecple ocut, and
vou enc up with 3239 people.

CHAIRMAIN HENDRIE® Yes, it’s 344 and may be minus
five. And ] believe the collars come cut to be $23,545,000.

ME. BARRYt e can’t compute as fast as that.

¥R. COOPERt That’s correct.

COMMISSIONER ASMEARNES You heven’/t &ddec in yet

!
i
w

safeguards.

CEAIRIZAN HEIDRIES And there is not &g

Q
o
Q
[
-
o
18]
e
v

peocle or dollars for sefeguards.
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MR. CIX)PER: Correct.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Thhat is for the acjusted —
ac justment in safeguards.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs They are going te sort this
out.

MR. GOSSICK: We’re going tc talk to Rircks and
NRR, 8nc they will be reaoy with & paper of some scrt to sit
gown a8na ciscuss it by Friday morning.

CHATIMAN HENDRIEs Now, let’s see. Let me count

up. Let’s see if | can figure out where I am.
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19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: The '80 suprlement is plus 23,
which brings +‘he office up to, I believe, 317.

How does that strike you?

And from there, it either goes up plus 22 or plus 27,
to 339 or 334, depending on how we break out on this uranium
recovery incremert. The dollars are 400 irn the supplement,
400K, ané 23,545,000 in '81.

And we understand that people and dollars in '81,
with regard to transfer of the safeguards from reactor and
physical protection to le straichtened out.

How does that sound?

MR. BARRY: Right.

MR. GOSSICK: Are you sure that supplement of person-
nel shouldn't be 26?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes; it should be 23.

MR. GOSSICK: You included the -- oh, I'm sorry. You
reduced that to four.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: The Contingency Planning 3, which
were to appear in field cvcle licensing, got X'ed.

MR, GOSSICK: Understand.

CHAIRMAN EENDRIE: One in transportation, three in
radioisotope licensing for contingency »lanning.

Okay. Well, that was progress cf a sort. Wait until
the office directors £find out about this. They'll be screaminc

and hollering., We'll have to close and lock the doors,
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COMMISSICNER AHEARNE: It zll depends on wvhen we get
to research.

CEAIRMAN HENDRIE: Well, Bill isn't going to complain.
It's coming out, richt? Well, he'll settle down where he wants
to be.

We are do to come kack at 1:30 for a three-hour or
a two-hour cut, continued cut at the budget; and then immedi-
ately pick up the TMI-1 order, and I hope hang with it I hope
pretty nearly to a completion, which will leave the counsel
supplying final versions, I hope with acreed upon languaze, I
hope we can come close.

Would you like to break now, or would you like to
take a2nother 20 minutes, half an hour on budget? What is your
feeling?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I'd be glad to trv to cet
through -- say, maybe we can get throuch the Commission ané EDO.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: 1It's all richt with me.

COMMISSICNER AHEARNE: I think research is going to
take us longer than that.

MR. GOSSICK: Do you have to go through I&E acain or
not?

CEAIRMAN HENDPRIE: Yes. I think we might, because
John anéd I are 10 apari, Althouch since neither he nor I are
notably enthusiastic lunch eaters, why we micht manage another

healf hour between the twe cf us over lunch and see where we'd



like to sort that out. Mavbe when we came back -- maybe we

up s2 2| can convince others.

Why don't we assualt the EDO's offices? There are,

there, and reguests in the '80 supplement from ELD, MPA, and
state programs -- the budget and EDO group crippled a little

B ‘ sort of as a going in base, a total of apparently 308 people in
|
1
i
| on the ELD ané MP2 groups, left state programs in their plus 8,
I

8! and recommended 14 people in supplement.

3 I must say my own inclination is to either hold it
|

10 | to the state programs peorle or eight state programs, plus two
M1 ELD, for the '80 supplement.

12 Commentary?

13 || COMMISSIONER AEEARNE: I was willing to take the

14|l whole 14, go up to 322.

15 | COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: So was I.
|
lﬁi COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: You would be dropping out the
17| Mpaz
18% quIRMAJ HENDRIE: Yes.
19 COMISSIONER GILINSKY: I don't see any reason for
20& that to go up that way. What is -- what is the reason?
2‘2 MR. GOSSICK: 1It's primarily related to extra work in
27& the business of handling all of the data coming in on this
23t operational evaluation thineg. 1It's not their own separate
245

evaluation program, but there's more things that they're going
ce-Fecers! Reporters, Inc.

to have to.do in order to support the total organization,
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including the central office.

COMMISSIONER GILINBKY: Let me ask vou, n's geing
to do abnormal occurrences? Will this new group do it, or will
MPA continue tc do it?

It seems to me that oucht to shift over to a new
group if we're going to have an operational data group.

MR. GOSSICK: Norm =--

(12:05 p.m,, Commissioner Bradford returned.)

MR, GOSSICK: 1It's my understandinc that they will
continue to assis: in a lot of the vaper work and staffing
and processing of the reports, but that certainly, whether it
is or not an abnormal occurrence, I would think be handled by
the central group from a decision standpoint.

But what we said before, in the course of doing this
study, is that there is some additional information and data
that is not now coming into MPA, plus there is some additional

kinds of compiling of the information so it's in a form usable

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Why woulé MP2 have anything
to do with safety data once we have set up the group?

MR. GOSSICK: 1If you're goincg to put the total task
that MPA is now doing and just mechanically bring in all the
data, they're the one place in the orgcanization where all this
data comes, and if you say, "Okay, that ought to be in this

group that we are creating, this central group," you're just
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going to have to adéd to that number of people +that are now in

MP2A. I don't know the exact number, but it's a fairly sizable

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I cuess I would do that, if
that's what it comes down to, if it's really called for, simply
because if we're talking about safety data, this is basically
a2 manacement systems croup. And the safety activities are just
not going to get the supervision that they should have with a

roup like this.

Not that Norm is not a splendid fellow.

MR. GOSSICK: This guestion. Norm, has to do with
the role of your shop in this operational data evaluation thing.
Why for mo;e people -- why, first of all, would you be involved
in at all, and particularly on abnormal occurrence reports,
woulé you continue to 4o that or not?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: My guestion, just to make it
a little more explicit, is if they're are setting up an opera-
tional safety data group, why would your office continue to have
any safety fanctions, safety data functions?

MR, HALLER: The Task Force Report recommended the
activities of data gathering, data categorization, logging
preliminary screening, ancd early dissemination be significantly
upgraded as soon as possible; and went on to say that MP2 should
manage these things over the short term, the other offices

shoulé assure that MPA gets the data, and so forth.
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Now, we are proceeding under the assumption that the

2| Commission endorsed that particular segment of the Task Force

3| Report. And these four people would be intended to simply do

4| this type of thing.

5 Now, I have thought about the general guestion of why
6| shoulé MPA continue to be inveolved in this sort of thing. And

71 I believe what it boils down to is, does the new group that's

8| coming on wish to be involved primarily in the overview analysis
9 -- and what I would argue is the big picture type of thing =--
10| or de they want to get bogged down, like we have cotten bogcged
N

down, in these issues of sorting out abnormal occurrences,

12| processing these sorts of things through the staff handling the

13/ ADP ané the screeninc ané the locging and processing of all

4 | these LERs that come in, that sort of thing,

15 | It could go either way, frankly.

6| COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I would say, for myself, that
17 | MPA is basically a management information office. And the

18! other office is primarily a safety-oriented office. And I

19 | would put safety-related matters into a safety office, and

20 | business-and-management-oriented information into your office.
i Ancé that's the way it slices.

22# MR. HALLER: Okay. I cuess what it boils down to is
23 a matter of the efficiency of doing the thing. It may be

true that we can process the data, handle the data, ané handle

25ﬁ these abnormal occurrence reports and that sort of thing mcre
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' more efficiently than this other office, and I kind of suspect
that this other office is not gecing to want to get sucked into
3; that thing, because they are geing to f£ind that their devoting
an awful lot of time to decinc those kinds of things. And it's
5 going to take away from their analysis,
6 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: But ultimately, there's going
7!l to ba director there who is going to be a fellow with safety

§! experience, I hope.

S MR. HALLER: I would hope so, too.
COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Ané I woulé look to him,

rather than to vou, to decide whether somethinc is an abnormal

i
l
12‘ occurrence. I don't think you will take that as an unkind
{
|

13 || remark.
14] MR, GOSSICK: Of course, Norm doesn't aecide that.
15%; COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I understand that, but the
|
16& fact is it's his office, and he's ultimately responsible.
17§ MR. GOSSICK: That's right.
1B:i COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 1I think safety gquestions ought

19| to be primarily under persons to whom we look to make safety
20 | decisione. I think they can best supervise their group. And
21/ just as I wouldn't put any management functions under such a
22 | person, I would certainly put them under you. It strikes me as
23: a cleaner way to ¢do it and also keeps our ruling clear as to

24 | what its responsibilitie-~ are.

|
JFeceral Reporters Inc ;
25} MR. BARRY: Norm, were you to filter the process and




|
2| analysis?
3? MR. HALLER: They were principally to not do the
4|l analysis. 1In my view, anyway, they were principally to upcrade
5! these functions of data cathering, categorization, logging,
6| screening, dissemination, that sort of thirg.

7 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: How it's handled during a

8! transition period is a separate guestion.
MR. GOSSICK: This, of course, derends a lot on the

10| guy we get in charge. He may say, "I insist on having this

11 under me," or he may say, "Look, it's a mechanical kind of

‘ thing., I'd rather have somebody do it so I can devote my time
31! to loocking at the issues.” .
4 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That ought to be very clear,

31 8

. 8 7

1 pass the information to this group, cr were they to dc the

that theyv're performing a function for the other cffice, not

16 | scmething they can sort out among themselves. And that's not

i7|! something, it seems to me that's a decision that vho's ever ‘
|

18 | running tha office ought to be making. |

150 MR. HALLER: My view of this was that it clearly was

20| a support function for that other office.

21 || COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I understand that.
|
22 | CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Let me ask about the ==
i
23| COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: We could tag those in the

24 || way that we tacged the NRR position.
.Feders Reporters, inc. ||

25” CHEAIRMAN HENDRIE: 1If one is ceoinc to talk about a

|
|
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supplement of four people for this kind of function in '80,
then I want an earmarking on it. because it's a guestion
whether we shouldrn't go under the EDO's offices for an '80
supplement of -- I don't know -- 20 people to man this office,
the Operations Evaluation Office,.

If we éid that, I would propose to make four of the
20 be these MPA types.

MR. GOSSICK: That's fine., I think you're going to
need them, We have been talking in terms of 15 to 20, but I
think there we were talking -- you know, these ought to be
added to that.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That's how these guys end,
in order to be clear that they're headeé toward that office,
that the man wants to give them back tc¢ llorm in order to carry
out the function? That's something that he and Norm can work
out among themselves.

MR. GOSSICK: Fine.

MR. BARRY: So then we'll add these people and make
them a part of the total that we're going to go into.-- the
total, whatever the number is -- and take them out of this one
item here.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Pight,

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: What do you think would be an
appropriate number? I'd be inclineé to say 20.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: For which now? Are you
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1} talking about '80 or '81?

LS ]

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: They were talring 20, without
3i the four.

- MR. GOSSICK: 15 to 20, We hadn't really sized it.

S COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I would say 20. It's a new

6| office, anéd we don't want go up too high.

7 | CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: 20, to include these data-crunching
C types.

9| MR. GOSSICK: For '80.

10 | CHAIRMAK HENDRIE: I would put it in the supplement

“I -= your way to handle it would be to put in the supplement for

12 '80,
13 §| COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: VYes.
{
‘4!5 CHAIRMAN HENDRIZ: And then in '8l, we have already

15 | agreed to chop Harcld's 15 operational surveillance in OR,

16{‘ which I would project goes as a good chuck to where the manpow=-
17 i er is going to come from.

‘aii So, in effect, you are moving it up six months,

1¢%, something like that. If we don't do it that way, then we'll
701 put it in in '81? And I don't much care. Actually, I would

21 just as soon do it in the '80 supplement, frankly.

MR. GOSSICK: I think we should.

24
-Fegers’ Reporters, Inc

25
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MR. BARRYs That’s going to be a special line
item, 20 people special decision, new decision.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt Now what that would do then is
bring the EDO delte to 30 for the 780 supplement.

MR. BARRYs 2, #, and 20.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs And that then — okay. So that
is plus 30, and the office — the group of offices then
total 338. The dollars that go with this I would propose &s
follows. The EDO recommendation for the supplement was 455,
proposed for the chunk of state programs, and 120 K for this
data crunching exercise. 0(Okay?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Let’s see, now =—-

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE:t Well, I’m not finished yet.

Now 1 would keep that 455, and [ added to it 500 for state
emergency planning grants. I got a notion it’s gcing to be
a lot easier —

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: How about the ARAC?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: I didn’t put the ARAC in, anc
it’s never been one of my favorite enterprise.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: [ did.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY¢ I would have put it in.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE? t always struck me 2s a large
computer and associated staff looking for scmething to do.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs But they found it.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs Yes. They’ve been coing it
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for @ very long time.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYt I have to reveal my
pre judices here. I participated in a competing effort at
one time, but we concluded that we’re going to have to go
with sm2ll systems at the reactor sites, not have everything
tied together.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: That’s what you concluded?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs: Yes.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE:t Yes. That’s what I — where I
am, too. These guys want to throw in the 100K. But the
100K isn’t, after all = 100X to ARAC is like & peanut in
the elepnant’s cege, you realise.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: But it gets them to look in
your direction once in awhile.

(Laughter.)

CHAIRMAN HENCRIEt And what it’s for is sort of a
iwo yeer stucdy on what might be done with it and how it
might be hooked up and what it all might cost and so on. I
gidn’t put it in. They want to put it in. You would —

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYt I just don’t think it’s
the way to go. I would put in money to look &t alternative
systems, Jjust small —

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: How about putting in the 100K
each year and mazke it more than just ARAK?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Or at least to evaluate
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alternatives.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I think I would have no
problem with additional money tc evaluate alternatives, but
100K isn’t going to get you very far,

MR. BARRY: 1If you’re going to do ARAC at ell,
you’ve got to do $i00,000. You’ve got to put a contract
with them to do something for the state programs. If you
want to put another 100 in =

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs The state program strikes
me =

MR. BARRY: NRR has put $100,000 to it — $50,000
in 280 and $50,000 in ’8l.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs | think it’s a separate
guestion, because where your emergency planning is going to
be handled, wherever that is, is the —

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Yes. I hope we at some
point ere going to get to those kinds of questions.

CHAIR#AN HENDRIEt 200K, fine.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: And what? We’ll look at
some other things, too?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®: 100 to look at ARAC and 100 to
look at better systems. Peter?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: I’m just listening.

MR. BARRY: That makes $700,000 apiece, then, in

the total. That’s $500,000 for the emergency training and
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2 COMMISSIONER KENNEDYt Did you ever see the
3 results?

- CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®s Yes, But = [ can remember
5 their great plans to set this up for every reactor site and
6 fuel facility site and so on.

7 COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs They have done it. It

€ exists.

Y CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: For DOE facilities. However,
10 each DOE facility also has a meteorological section, and I
1 cen tell you what happens at a national laboratory when
12 they’re interested in the weather patterns for some
13 operational. purpose of their own. You know, like a slug

14 blew and they’ve got & little thing gecing up the stack or
15 whatever. They look at their stuff, and the ARAC machine

16 sits over in the corner and clackety-clack, and the paper
17 Just stacks up on the floor, and it speaks to itself.
18 However -—— however, 100 and 100 would make 700

19 delte, which would take us up to 1155, Right?

20 MR. BARRY: Right.

21 MR. GOSSICKs Right.

22 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Plus what?

23 MR. COOPERs Plus 31 =— (inaudible)
24 MR. BARRY® Now vou’re ready for “8l.

25 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Okay. Now let’s march cn to
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’81, Angd in ’B1, what | would propose — why don“t I march
down the decision units. ED)’s office stays the same. No
progra. funds. ELD picked up two on the supplement; I’c be
inclinead to allow three in “81. Leave tne office total at
100 for /81 at 20 kilo=dollars. Will that sell?

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Yes.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Comptroller has the gocd grace
to say where he is on people. Needs 240K. 1”71l buy that.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs [ would = wait a minute.
You missed MPA.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt | haven’t gotten there yet.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That’s the next line on my
shieetl,

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt On the sheet I/m working now,
John, we’re about to arrive at it.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs [ would add three in the
comptroller. I recognize the difficulty 2 comptroller has
in running @ budget and asking for an increase, but I think
that we continue to add people anc dollars to the agency =
we ought to recognize that at some point ,ou also increase
the comptroller. So I would have gone 6E.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs: | noticed the comptroller isn’t
leaping over the table at your throat to fight you on the
issue.

(Laughter.)
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What do people think?

MR, GOSSICKs 14d certainly support that, looking
at the workload they’ve got over there and travel and
payroll. We’ve got a new payroll system coming on that will
hoperfully help. 1If we didn’t help that, it’d be worse.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs Where does that stand, by
the way?

MR. BARRY: We hope to start —

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That’s taking quite
awhile,

MR. BARRY: It has.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs This is what you’ve got =
& bunch of contractors that are finally getting in gear?

MR. GOSSICK: It’s more than that.

MR. BARRYs We got one contractor we finally got
on boarc. We haven’/t had him on board except for three
months, but we start parallel testing in about a month.
We’ll parallel test for about 60 days, and if it goes over
all right — we’re doing benchmark testing right now, and
it’s lookirg great. We ought to be parallel testing in
October, November, and go on-line in December. And the
payoff on that, if it works to the original decision, is
going to be about $250,000 & year for payroll in NRC versus
$2 million in NRC for payroll. That’s the payoff = on-time

sharing.
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®s Okay. I7ve got a plus three.
I“ve got & zero — Dick?

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs 1711 be guided by the
comptroller’s own Jjudgement in the matter, and up to now
it’s 2eru. [s he prepared to tell me why he’s going to need
the three and how he’s going to use them?

MR. BARRYt Other than the Commission and the SECY
office, I have the highest paid overtime rat' in the
agency. I have four full time —

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That answers my question.
With the understanding that you’re going to reduce some of
that overtime, I/d be delighted to add three more people.

MR. BARRY: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Peter?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Do you have a preference
between three, five?

MR. BARRY: No, three.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: What does it take to
reduce overtime?

MR. BARRY: | have four full time temporaries. I
coulan’t get your travel checks out in less than three
weeks, if 1 didn’t, So three is adeguate, because we’re
going to continue to increase our computer ——

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs That sounds like a threat. I

think 171l vote for three. I’m about to do some treveling.
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MR. EARRYt [ really cion”’t mean it that way.

(Laugnhter.,)

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Oh, you haven’/t lived, if
you haven’t done any traveling. You’re going to have a new
experience in the efficiencies of the administrative
process.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: All right.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEt: And Vic, since he voted
against it, good luck on getting back.

(Laughter.)

MR. BARRYt With this relatively small agency,
you’d be amazed how many commercial payments, as an example,
we make per year.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Why is that?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs MPA.

COMMISS}ONER GILINSKYt Why is that going out?
Well let’s see, four of those are accounted for, so it’s
really four more.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Wait & minute. The way the
office will show it, it will stay at 76 in the “80
supplement.

MR. BARRY: Yes, it wiuld g0 to 80 in “8l.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs DBecause we’re calling for 20 in
the operations evaluation. What we’re saying is the

operetions evaluation chiefl finds it most effective to have
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his data crunches assigned into MPA. Fine. That’s the way
it is.

Now or “81, we’re talking about four more. And
what are peoples” inclinations there?

MR. GOSSICK: Can I let Norm have a chance?
Notice he’s cut down from 79. | have had to take two spaces
away from him to solve a couple of other overall allocation
problems, and this kind of hurt him. And I think he would
like to make & short case for the four people that he’s
asking for.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs It better be short because I’/m
going to go to lunch.

MR. HALLERt I aid not plain to Reclama, but to
explain what that means, sir. My present ceiling is 79
persons and not shown on the /78 number is one additional
Adair person, who has been assigned to my office, so my real
ceiling is 79. Now this next y °*, I am being asked to go
down to 76, and I discussed this with Mr., Gossick, and I
explained to him =

COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs re you actually at the 79
now?

MR. HALLER: I’m not at 79 now, because I have
some vacancies I’m trying to refill. I/ve had some people

leave. But my ceiling is 79 as of right now, so this is

really & cut. And I am nut going to complain about whether
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mqé i it’s 'S or 79. But the point is that if I/m held to 76,

2 that represents a reduction. And in /81, three of those

o

persoi & were 1o simply get me back to the 77 that I had
4 pefore. And the one additional one would be @ person that I

would like to add to help improve the céapability of

wm

¢ automating some c¢f these publications so I can, in future

-~

years, but back on the amount of overheac that it takes to

& co these things.
¥ MR. GUSSiCK: Norm, that would only bring you to
10 EC. We approved 84.

il WR. HALLERs Well, see, the other four were for

12 hat operational data thing.

13 MR. GOSSICKs 1 gotcha,

14 ¥R. HALLER®* And that’s how you get to 80.

i5 MR. GOSSICK: That’s correct.

16 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: (Okay?

17 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: [7d go to 80.

18 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: I guess I would have held at
1y the lower number. Dick?

20 COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs 17d go to 80.

2l CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 807

22 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 17d hold at the lower
23 number.

24 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 767

25 COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: 80.
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CHAIRMAN HENDRIZs 80, plus four toc 80? EEO, they
are at four now. My inclinastion was, either keep them there
or allow plus one to five.

CUMMISSIONER AHEARNEs [ was going tn add — 1
would propose adding two people to implement ths programs
that I think will result from that study that hopefully we
are going to get done, anc I would also add two for the
issue of the licensee and grantee compliance.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs \rhich would then be —

COMIMISSIONER AHEARNE: So I would go to nine.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: From base of four, you would @o
plus five?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Plus one?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Vic?

SOMMISSIONER GILINSKYs 1 would go plus one.

CHAIRMAN HINDRIE: Peter?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Yes.,

MR. BARRY: The plus one is what — to the five?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt Plus one is to five.

COMMISSIONEP® AMEARNE: I think you will end up
needing those five pecple = those other four people
somewnere. | think eventualiy we’ll 'Jave to put them in.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt Maybe it will be =

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDs This is for the



compliance?
2 CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Maybe it will be clearer down
k. the line. 2t the moment it seems to me it’s not the way to

- gc at it.



31 10 01 102

mq& ] CHAIRMAN HENDRIE* And international programs,
p nothing in the supplement. I went fcr the four to come to
3 the strength of 32 in “8Bl. It seems to me that tnat’s where

< we tried tc get them in “80.

5 MR. GOSSICK: We may have to do something in the

6 interim to help them out, even in 80, on some sort of

7 basis, because ] think he is hurting.

& COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs In what way? What is the
s problem?

10 MR. BARRY: I can answer that in part. The reason
11 we went to 32 in “80 is his casework, his expert/import

12 casework in /78 was eabout 450 cases & year. In /81, it

13 looks like its going to be 750.

14 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 3ut most ,f those are just
15 itty=-bitty little cases, aren’t they?

16 NR. BARRY®: You know scme of them are very eas/,
17 and some are a little more compliceted. But it’s still s

1E 300 cease —

| ¥ CHAIRMAN HENDRIE® These are the four positions

20 that were mandated, it seems to me, by the Foreign Relations
21 Committee in /80, that the appropriations folks = well,

22 let’s see. Yes, approprietions slashed ==

23 MR. BARRY: They actually asked for eight

24 man-years, but we settled for four.

25 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: I thought it was four.
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three of those positions were, toc answer Commissioner

~N

3 Galinsky, were for casework and one was for the
B international ':alth and radiation —

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That one can go.

e

6 (Laughter.)

7 MR. BARRY: That was one for that and three for

8 cesework.

4 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That shows 2 lot of

10 concern for the rest of the world.

11 MR. BARRY: The only alternative to a real

12 substantial increase in casework .is to give it to NMSS.

13 COMMISSIONZER GILINSKY:t My impression is & lot of
14 things become routine that otherwise have to be done by

15 hend, so to seak.

16 MR. GOSSICKs 1 think it’s improved certainly in
17 the process, but the cases are seemingly more complex —— are
18 the ones that are the major cases that they had. [ guess
19 the delegation paper that OPE put together would help. I
20 think it’s a man-year or two, whether the Commission would
2l buy that.

22 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: What delegation paper?
23 COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs O0OPA == Jim Devine put
24 together & paper about a menth &90, and it was proposing &
25 set of actions, & way tc make some of them more automatic.



31 19 .83 104
mge i It was moving in the cirecticn, I think, of the point that

you Jjust mede = that some of their stuff is very routine,

rn

3 and here’s & way to avoid the lengthy time that it takes
4 now. (re of their problems, I believe, is on many of the

itens chat snould be routine, they have to end ¢p writing

wm

6 SECY papers and going through 2 long process.
7 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY:s 1 certeainly wouldn’t
& increase the budget, their numbers.
v CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Let’s see, [“/ve had a vote of
10 32. Dick, where would you be?
1 COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs 32,
12 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: 32, 32, 28. Peter?
13 COMMI SSIONER BRADFORD: 28 also.
| 4 COMMISSIONER GILINSKYs 28?7 Who was th2%]
15 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: That’s what they’ve got now.
16 You ang Peter, 28. The rest of us would go to 327
17 COMMISSIONER 3RADFORD: I just don’t think that
16 office’s problems are in manpower.
s CHAIRMANl HENDRIE: Stete programs, we have agreed
20 to 8 plus 8., MWe start with a base of 27, plus 8 to &
21 strengtn ¢f 35 in the /80 supplement. And | was going to go
22 on &nd &llow the 2 to 37 on the EDX)’s merk in “8i.
23 Comments?
24 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I would like at some point
25 to tzke uz wnere these = you know, there are a whole bund
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mgc ] of functions. Some of them here, the state programs, the

n

emergency planning, other items I think we need to consider

3 where they ought to be located = whether they ought to

& continue to be the responsibilities == more perticuls -ly, my
5 concern is about leaving safety functions in what is

6 basically a lieaison office. I Jjust don’t think you can get
T the right supervision in that office. I mean, Bob Bryan

8 krows about dealing with governors, but he doesn’t know

. about safety matters. Ancd I Jjust wouldn’/y like to continue
10 tc leave besically health and séefety responsibilities in

1 that office.

12 I’m not discussing any particular actions he’s

13 taken in the past.

14 CHAIRMAN RENDRIEt I think some guestion «f are we
15 well orgenized to dea. with thz. considerably ennanced

1¢ emergency planning regime in the agency == I think here what
17 were talking — primarily talking about == is trying to get
i & the steff == you know, what staff resources do we need —

1y CONMMISSIONER GCILINSKY: ] understand that, but can
20 we agree that we’/ll take up these other questions?
21 CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®: I think it’s already
b -egitimate.
23 COMMISSIGNER AHEARNE: We have agreed.
24 MR. GUSSICK: On the emergency planning pro ject,
25 the task force study thet’s in its final stages will address
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the organizational problems with regard to emergency
planning. The other matter that you mentioned, I think ==
well, you know the agreement state programs usec to be in
NMSS. 1’m not sure that we really solve the implications
toward safety when we moved that out of there. But I agree
we could probably use scme people there.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: As far as the number is
concerned, I/m a little uneasy about only going up an
additional two in “Bl. My guess is it’s going to end up
with & larger increase being required. It’s associated with
that pulling it into —

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY? I think that’s right. 1
mean &as long 2c we’re agreed that we’re going to take up the
organizational gquestion, I think we ought to pump some more
resources into that.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: My guess is you’re going to
end up forming some sort of a unit, and to form that unit,
you’re going to need —

CHAIRMANN HENDRIEs How about three mere to 40?

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: That’s still minioum.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEt Tnat woulcd make it plus five,
which is & more respectable sort of deltea = plus five to
4C, Now, let’s see, on “8l dollars as I come down, we
agreed ELL get’s 20 Controller gets 2403 MPA get’s their

6C0. EzU, 15,
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ng 1 COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Let me stcp 8t EZU for a
P4 second., You noted as to those other seven people that

there’s @ SECY peaper in process?

L8}

4 MR. CUSSICK: Yes. But §t’s not I think far

W

enough along =

6 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Two of those people were

" | people that | was trying to get —

8 COMMISSIONER BRADFOFDs 1 understand that, John.

5 That’s a point that | want to come back to.

10 MR. GOSSICK: Tom’s people have been working on

11 this thing, literally working the paper, with Tucker’s help,
12 but we’re going to have to go to Justice. Apparently,

13 there’s something ==

14. VR ENCELHARDT: The waters have become mudadied

15 over the pest several months over the fact as to what the

16 Justice Department is expecting in the way of enforcement by
17 NRC. Feople have r~en telking with Justice, and we have to
1& scrt thet out ary fing out what has happened here., It got
Iy more complicated as we delved inte the matter and found out
20 who Tuckerss — to Ed Tucker what had happened, what was

21 héppening in his front. And we felt that this juncture —-
22 eand he apparently acceded that it wes premature for us to
23 establish any number in this enforcement area.

24 COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs All [ can sev is, having

25 hed to implerant & similar law in another agency, I think
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it’s very clear, and at some stage ] would expect that we’re
really going to have to implement it. We’re going to neec
people to do it. It’s not easy.

COMMISSIONER BRADF.."Dt What I was asking was
whether we’re likely to see that paper in time for it to
heve any impact on the budget. If not, I would say go with
John. Put & couple of people on it now.

MR. GOSSICK: I don’t think it’s going to be in
time, Peter,

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDs Okay. Count me with Johr
or. that. I don’t know that it makes a difference.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: This is what we’re dealing
with = egual opportunity questions in the industry?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Right.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: There is e federal law
which reguires federal agencies, when you have an impact
such as granting, giving money, givinyg grants, and also
taking reguletor acticns, that to enforce certain equal
opportunity statutes —-

MR. ENGELHARDT: Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
and Title IV ==

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Which we have ignored up
to now?

MR. ENGELHARDT: No. We have provisions for it,

but the enforcement has been =
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COMMISSIONER GCILINSKY: Have we done anything on

it? 1 don’t remember doing anything.

1)

MR

m

CELHARDT: We have a regulation which
says —

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I thought the question
came up several years ago, and the Commission decided not to
do anything.

MR, GOSSICKs Implementation action —

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE:s The people out in the field
have, | believe, done nothing. That’s right.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 11711 go along with that.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: So there’s three votes for
the two.

COMMISSIONER CILINSKY: 141l go along with the
two.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs With the two or the one?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: The two.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs In addition to that one
increase, so that would go to seven.

CHAIRMAN :'SNDRIEs Thet would make it a total of
plus three.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNES: Yes.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs What is the other one going

to do?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Whatever he wés going to do
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before, ! guess.,

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEt Try to make up for the
workload that they’ve got.

MR. COSSICK: We’ve had Marty Dougherty in there
on detail, He has left, and I’m going to heve to put
somebocy in there to help.

¥R. TUCKERs He just doesn’t have the capacity.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs 0Okay. 15K for program support,
0OIP 100. Now when we get to OSP, we’ve got & big chunk. I
was going to eallow them the 17,30=-. Since we’/ve nHut in 100
ARAC and 100 anti=ARAC —

(Laugnter.)
-= in ’80, and those are likely to be two=-year programs, I
think we ought to do it in “81, Does that strike you?

~OMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Why not? Now at ;his
point = .

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: It sounds like intervenor
funding.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs Peter is behind. Shouldn’t
you get at least 50 in “81, Pete?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORDs 11411 put it in intervenor
funding cdirect =

(Laughter.)

If we can fund both ciges of the ARAC dispute, we can

propably fund both sides of a few others.
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COMMISSIONER KENNEDYs Why not.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE®s Okey. That would bring state
programs’ boodle to $1,930,000 which ought to drive them out
of their minds, to say nothing of all those county officers.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY:s It may well drive some of
the Congress out of their minds, too, when they see it.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: You had 500 in /80, right,
Joe, for the state grants?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE* Yes, sir. And I think — let’s
see. ir 81, it is == I’m not = It wasn’t to be a
continuing proposition. I think we/ve done it. I’m too
hungry to g@o on.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: No, it is not. It is only
in 780.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: It was a one-shot in “80.

mR. BARRY$ One-time grant.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE* What he was looking for was a
whole batch of counties and a few thousand per county or an
instrument here, & iittle thing here.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: ] think what you’re coing
10 end up with is & program in which you are going to have
to help these local governments do so emergency planning.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: We aiready do that.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: I i.r* say it’s up a good cut.

The total for /81, then, | get for tr: thing is plus 22 folk
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for & total of 350 in the EJ) office array. And I haven’t
counted up the doller number.

MR. COOPERs $3,500,000.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs s3,500,0007

MR. BARRYs 360 or 3807 Including the 20 people?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: It ain“t 20 more in “8i1. 1It’s
the same 20 carriec over.

MR. BARRY: Sorry.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: MWould you be able to, in
the relatively near future, on & quick and dirty basis, give
us & net increase that we are looking at now as the result
of the actions we have taken up to this point?

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE: Oh, yes, we could probably
wrack that out :and have it this afternoon.

MR. BARRYt Yes, I can do that.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIE* I“’m going to sit down and
figure what ve did this morning.

MR. BARRY: Right now, you’re at about 300,
roughly.

CHAIRMAN HENDRIEs Is that over present levels, or
is that in the /812

MR. BARRY: That’s over three for =— now if you

add the supplemental on top of that, that will come down,

Okay?
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(Whereupon; at 12345 p.m., the hearing was

recessed to reconvene at 13130 p.m., this same day.)



