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PROCEEDINGS

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: We have about 25 minutes for
this. The basic paper is this classified document.

MR. SHEA: I might start off, if we are ready.

The subject of the ?iscussion is NRC Safety Reviews of Foreign
Facilities. We es@e* a paper, SECY 77-279, at Commission
request to examine the policy and other factors that were
involved in a number of different issues and papers that have
been sent to the Commission in recent months.

I might quickly go over those. The first in
sequence was an assessment of NRC participation in IAEA
reactor safety missions, and technical assistance
assignments in developing countries. This was discussed with
the C}mmission and term————rc agreemen%ﬂgg;ched, I
believe, on having a flexible policy which would take into
account certain criteria which are listed here in the
paper, namely, whether U.S. supplied reactors are concerned,
a3 whether NRC would learn something from the exchange, aad-
NRC had unique safety expertise and whether gg;’staff Jﬂgé
available to do th.s.

hﬁat discussion t% possibility of
anoth;r:crite:ion taisedy which has been discussed‘{‘sq‘n::

that time. I understand we don't yet have full agreement

on the precis2 wording of the suggested additional criterioq’

which would attempt é:jperhap§'have a statement from the

IAEA as to the extent of the receiving country's commitment
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to develop a regulatory organization.

WMAM

————————————— -Bot—»t was;partlcular interest of the
Comm1ssion Mashl\ wnlen. JNNI Sun .

Another S%ssxble criterion develope

high lt .t?"

in the

5944 (T¢‘

course of preparing th‘ staff paper thad-we-michlichicd loze,

+o vake |
-2 - MU A e, nTwhether the assistance would

support U.S.

non-proliferation policy or otherwise make a

substantial contribution to foreign policy objectives of the

U.Ss. Gﬁvernment.

That is of particular interest, I think,

o veleo num Y_nm..
in view of the «S. ,policy in recent weeks.

Now this all has been in the context of provision

of safety advice via the IAEA upon"brequest.

that has heen done in the past.

As far as I know there is no particular question

as to the legal basis for doing so.

' Sveh aeTivited . .
A2S part of ewpdcalldy a multi-national team that goes

'Ih. /ou Iy
8 part1c1pates AN ey
RN

a particular foreign countryMl

e e it sy
aAMu tn Safety aspecly of (11 NeclecR progrem.

The main question has been the availabilZity of

vhese eflorls

staff to participate 1nAhh!9, and the prioritics we should

put on them.

here.

So that is one topic that I think is relevant

hao bee n

Since that was discussed, there w.o a specific

request that came in from the Iranians --

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY:

topic.

Let me go back t the first

At one time we discussed the question of whether the

This is something

|
|
|
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IAEA reviews really were reviews, and whether one ought

to be participating in just perfunctory reviews, if there
were no other reviews taking place, and whether we are just
simply providing a fig leaffg%fety.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Or worse.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Okay. And we raised the
question of the relation of our activity to other activities,
whether in fact it facilitated a broader review, or was
simply serving as a kind of once-over. And we raised a
question as to whether that might also be a consideration.

I don't see that on your list.

MR. SHEA: Well, that was factored into the
discussion of the possible fifth criterion, although I think
it is a little e difffbrent in the sense that I suppose
with that thought in mind, one might put people on notice

'
directly that the NRC does not view ibhie participation as
approving in any way the total safety program of the country,
but is just providing assistance.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: The thrust of that eafrlier
discussion was simply that all aisclaimers notwithstanding,
the fact is that the country concerned, which has little
or no capability to do atty of this sort of thing itself,
in all probability, is assuming that the great United States

guys having appeared on the scene and been there a week,

i
1
|

that whatever they say is a sweeping generalization applicablel

|
|
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to all such activity in their country and now they are

in great shape and all they have to do is go right ahead.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Certainly the people outside

of their nuclear bureaucracy would assume that all the
more.

COMMISSIONER KENN®=DY: Certainly, indeed, even
the nuclear bureaucracy is like to do so. But cectainly

beyond that even more.

MR. SHEA: That is right. We have had some discussio

in the staff about possibly communicating with let's say
M ='£ views
the U.S. pission to the IAEA to perhaps solicit

<
on bgz\option that might involvg:ﬁ.s. making representations
LY

to the IAEA about #e#e concerns in this direction, and making

sure that we are not misrepresented in this regard.
COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: We did once, didn't we?
MR. SHEA: I don't believe so. Not recently.
COMMISSIONFR KENNEDY: My recollection of those
discussions was that was one of the things that was going to
be done. Do you think the samk thing?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I thought so.

MR. SHEA: I didn't think it was quite that clear.

nto
But we can, I think, certainly%that.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Let me suggest it wzes an

option to be explored, but it is over a year ago, so presumably

the exploration ought to be finished at least. I think

!
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represent

1 we did, and explained to them cur concern, that these teamﬁna"
|

“

}’ ind of fairly quickie safety reviews, and might not be

perfcrming the mission which IAEA really intended for them

4 and their role and their capabilities and actually the nature |

5 of their reviews and recommendations may be misunderstood

6 by the countries involved.

- COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I think they are, at least |

in some cases. I know the IAEA does not intend them as

¢ safety reviews, but certainly some countries do regard

|ol them as safety reviews.
1 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That is exactly right.
Or. ~ -

QY012i I thought though this was taken up withnpﬁklﬁhd by,¥ape

13! at some point.

14 MR. GOSSICK: I am not aware of anything that went
‘f) 15|| out in written form to them, 52:1 may bechavt.

16 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Could somebody go back and

17 look at the record on this? I think you will find that we

18 || certainly asked that something of this sort be done, and my

19 imprescion had been that it was.

20§ MR. CASE: We are always very concerned and ask

21 to participate in those xind of reviews.

22 One way to m! .. ate that problem at least is to
(\‘o - Lo that mo cosld e

|
only provide specialists, whewe=owe in sy sense ear™t draw

24 a conclusion that a specialist can make an over-all safety

-Fadera! Reporters, Inc.
25 conclusion. If you limit yourself to specialists, I feel
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more comfortable.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Well, somewhat, but I would
not be too comfortable even with that, Ed, because I
don't think they will draw that distinction as readily as you
do.

MR. SHEA: We can certainly review what happened
on that as one of the follow-on actions here.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: There is a m:hould we do
nothing, because doing something will be misunderstood, or
should we make whatever contribution we can in this regard,
recogniq{{ng the potential for misunderstanding is there.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I think what we would like
to do is steer this activity in the direction of encouraging
safety reviews abroad.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: A more effective safety
review.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I agree, butm‘;ghanisms
for doing that.-‘ay a country is going to go forward and
implement a nuclear power project, with whatever resources
they had;.because we may not be satisfied with the
regulatory set-up, we won't contribute whatever capability
we might in that regard?

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That is not my concern.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: That is the concern that has

been raised, or one of the concerns that has been raised.
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COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That is a different
question. My concern is that the role we play JE::&!C be
misunderstood.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Oh, ves.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: On tha%,up until now my
concern has been that our participation may well have been
thought by many tc have been at least tacit approval on our
part of their plants, when that is not what was intended at
all.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Maybe what is needed is
there be some kind of disclaimer that gues along with the
participation.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I don't think it will solve the
problem we nave identified. It may broaden the universe
for understanding, hut I think the potential for misunder-
standing is going to still be there.

But again, recognizing that problem, should we
back away from providing what otherwise might be very useful
advice?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I think, you know, we have
to exercise some judgment;in some cases the answer may be
to back away. It depends on the situation.

MR. SHEA: I note here the TAEA does include

some standard language in its correspondence with countries

receiving assistance, m—o‘y that the services of the
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consultant agency official are to be for the exclusive
benefit of gﬂ& governmentzb%\e agency will have to rely
on information supplied by the country anéztgsiauthoritien
in the agency are not in a position to vouch for the correct-
ness of the mission's conclusion.

So there is t‘&i s.rt of a disclaimer in a sense.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: On the part of the agency.
That even makes that U.S. guy stand out brighter and higher,
not less.

MK. SHEA: Right. &i&e-~ That is something we
will do more on, and get back to you.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Would you get back to us
quickly, please?

MR. SHEA: Yes.

lla b

mentioned here that was noted

One other point Ik

in the assessment paper which you just received is the thought

|

that occurred to us as we went through this, that there didn'tl

appear to be anything inherently multilateral, if you will,
about the criteria we developed in the assessment of
safety reviews, that perhaps the same criteria could be
used in looking at requests for bilateral assistance.

These seemed to be rather independent of whether
they were multilateral or bilateral; they might be general

criteria.

We go on then to note that there are various ways
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one might assist people, ranging from a low level

L Seminans, .
participation, maybe 9%, bilateral meetings, on up through
safety missions, review of reports, and finally, a complete
consulting or contract arrangement with the foreign agency
to do extensive assistance.

The more you do, of course, the more person power
is required to implement that. And generally the staff
preference has been to work with the approaches that do
not involve extensive assistance, just a few weeks here and
there, because of gztssemandsonfgg;sonnel.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: In any event, we carry out our
own independent policy in this regard. Ther®are resources
in other agencies in the Government that the countries might
want to draw from.

MR. GOSSICK: I think it is worth mentioning, =&
Calh—podadd two week courses during the summer months or the

WHwel 3 Cam ptcall
fall,nwhere we have had people from we various countries
in here to go through a rather intensive training course
in the regulatory business,and now ERDA has a course at
Argonne where they have picked that up, and it is
actually IAEA-sponsored, isn't it?

MR. SHEA: Yes.

MR. GOSSICK: So there is a lot of U.S. support
in the regulatory ﬁ?ﬁ::c for those countries.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: What it isn't is project-

specific.
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MR. GOSSICK: That is right, it is general. It is
aimed at developing a capability within the country to
do their own thing.
MR. SHEA: The approach of providing direct
consulting assistance in a fairly extensive way has been put

into focus by a specific request from the Iranian government

which is bedmg discussed in a paper we sent down a little

while back, where they had asked for provision of staff

experts from NRCA perhaps one or twoA to participate in a

o

1o| multi-national team that would be located in Iran, and that

|
|
velea
1 would advise on the safety of Iranigh‘inéﬁallations.

12 They are now installing German reactors, 0Or eestsactinyg
.
; a? Tin ) ] S 1 |
\‘? 13 | A or Frernch reactors and the United States is negotiating |
,/’/”14 an agreement for cooperation with the Iranians. |
i |
15' COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I thought Iran had an

16 agreement with Britian to supply safety reviews?
17 MR. SHEA: T)ey have -- f

18 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: And also one with France,

19 I think.

20“ MR. SHEA: They do have an agreement, they do have

21 some staff help there in Iran already, French and British

22 people, I think maybe some Germans as well. They would

23 like the NRC staff people to join that team, and to do that wem§~

1

24 ':gon, and advise on the reactor installations now going in.

ce-Federal Reporters, Inc. |
25 So you would have an NRC person under this scenario
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advising on the safety f:2atures of French and German

»

-
e —— e ——————

reactors.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Stationed in Iran?
4 MR. SHEA: Stationed in Iran, joining this team i
5 and providing the assistance.

|
|
6 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: For how long? |
|
|

7 MR. SHEA: They suggest perhaps a year or two. '
8 If they found that satisfactory, I suspect they would like to ‘

9 renew it.
10 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: This is a bilateral arrange-

1 ment, not through IAEA?

12 MR. SHEA: Yes, bilateral arrangement directly with
]3! us.
14 In talking with them about this, they have said

+% obmAL poTe
15 | ~‘g,.therIAEA Guowd 15 a TAther S1lOW st
16 and uncertain way to go, it takes a long time, and they are

17 not sure what they will get out of that process, although I

18!/ think they realizej#grthey were to indicate Shesv-wese willingnedd

| £/sTente. and
19 to pay for“‘:‘-g,‘ «'and to work with the agency, the U.S.
<A (REA,
20 ;L‘.ssion4 this could be expedited.
21 -Aad-the last discussion I had with them indicated

22 they were considering pursuing that route to see what could
23 be done there, assuming that bilateral assistance was

24 unlikely. But they would prefer the direct bilateral

Ace Federal Reporters, Inc.

25 link and having an NRC person, and other expertsn or advice
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in other connections. They kept coming back to the desirability

| |
| i

of an NRC staff person to help with that. THey have a high

~

|
|
regard for our expertise. Z
|
|
n

4 I suspect also there & gerhaps somewhat of a
' : ol be
| T o sl

5 feeling that t!‘!;\NRC blessing e® what they are doing‘i-a- helpful{

SAen me

4| »=rmaps from an appearance point of view as well. i
COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Dr. Sesam-t®) is a graduate |

~

|

8; of one of those courses you talked about, which may have
9!l some bearing on it.
10 MR. SHEA: That is right.

N Well, doing this would be a significant departure

12 from what NRC has done in the past. And it raises some

13/ gquestions about not only the additional manpower requirements,
14| but also the legal question of whether we have authority to do
15| this, or how clear our authority is.

16 There has been me discussion of that in the

17 staff. I believe Peter raised a question about it and the

18| Stoller request --

19 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: The Stoller matter is a

]
|

20 | different thing than the Iranian matter, I would think, even

21 from a legal standpoint. They are different questions.
22 MR. STRAUSS: One is a national question, one is
23|l a foreign question, yes. . f
i both cares |
2 24 MR. SHEA: I think Peter was asking ifnthere might ;
Ace-Feders! R rs, Inc. ‘

1T
2 be a way to work #hes out within our existing authority, emé
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" i' m“}ithin the staff‘talk with ELD on this, and there are
i
"
1
l'h
%

questions se--me—esxamenes which haven't been fully looked

L]

into at this point, but it is possible there may be a way
V I

4 to do this, se—this=potmts We need to look into that further.

< CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Are you suggesting we look at

6 it from a policy standpoint, if we have the legal authority?

7 There are a number of other questions, legal and other

g | questions. From a legal standpoint it would be very important

to protect ourselves from any claims made that actions taken

0

10 | by one of our personnel gave rise to some injury, indemnity,

% ”J hold-harmless, or some suﬁh mechanism which is traditional
]2! in this area.
13; MR. SHEA: Yes.
14 :! CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: These are the sort of issues
15 j: we propose to explore in this part of the study?
msl MR. SHEA: That is right.
‘75 CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I move quickly to the study,
|

18 ji because I want to get this wrapped up.

]91 MR. SHEA: Right. The study. I think you are
l

20; referring to 'Y:he Export Study Group's analysis, the-selgaiion
| . e aaloliaalls B¥ 5 enalycis To ohal it hase

A : fevsst
I have been thinking aboutathe last day or d.ﬂ“

W 22 two ¢ e the focus/you will recall} of the study group
23 efforts that you directed on May 10 was to examine the

ot nuelede = §Tvdy
24 health and safety aspects sm exports. ane henqroup has

- - -,
¢ R rs, Inc. t b ;
| ;; generally been % charter in that light, although as you
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15
perhaps noticed from the outline of their effort, they
start out by looking at the Iranian and Stoller requests
and so on.

However, I understand they have been generally |
thinking of looking at that as more background material
and quickly moving on to the question of exports, JZﬁé!
is a question of our responsibility or our policy desires
on materials and equipment that we ship abroad, in response to |

export license requests :7

whereas the issues addressed hereaare rather more

ha NRC

answers &e specific‘requests that have come in.

So there is a difference there in the way that
the issue comes up.

They could be addressed together in the export
study, but I guess I would be inclined to treat them
separately. I think perhaps we could move more quickly on

"y Nt ﬁﬁﬁuﬂa‘ubu

!’%e may receive requests” especially after the

these.

" b
semlnarA whlch you have now approved.

r
CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: 1Individual circumstances 23?7/

dictate that course of action. But I don't think these
are unrelated to the issue that we actually should consider
in the export study, because each of these cases indicates

different ways in which we can provide assistance.

The export issue was whether we should assume the
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responsibility for assuring some sort of safety review
before we approve the export say of a facility. The
answer to that might be no, it is not desirable from a policy
standpoint, but one of the important ingredients of our
over-all posture we have in mind is there are other mechanisms
we can utilize, not in the form of a veto of an export
license, but in the form of providing assistance to a
country to upgrade its programs.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: 1Is there any reason for
these things to await that?

3

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Not necessarily. A e Iranian

< : " "
Sgé, of course they are not dealing with an American reactor;

that is the one most directly related to the issue of
the export study.
The one on spent fuel, you know, the seminar, that
is something that ought to be dealsﬂ with on its merits.
COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: I thought we already did.
CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: There were a couple of gquestions
raised with respect to the financing. But I think we have
all agreed to that in principle. It is just a question of
mechanics of moving forward on that.
The Stoller one, maybe that is something else.
But I still think this issue of how we go about aidinc cther
countries is related to export licensing.

MR. SHEA: Yes, I think it is, right. I think we
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~zr—3t in parallel wzeh some of the specific issues. Pretty

17

can address it in that study, while also perhaps working

much the same people are involved.
CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: What do we have? The seminar, whi

I think we all approved in principle, #=—ss just a question

- e <t 440_ . ST S S

of financing. I had some problems with regard to the
financing.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Approved it with the under-
standing that whatever financing was provided was not going
to be provided by us. |

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Well, I have no difficulty in |
providing a room and expert staff, but in terms of paying
the transportation of people from overseas, I don't see why
we should provide that.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That is right, exactly.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Have we heard from the
Executive Branch on any of these matters?

MR. SHEA: Not =--

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Have we consulted with
them?

MR. SHEA: I don't believe so. Ron, have you had
any input from the Executive Branch on this?

MR. HAUBER: I know it has been discussed in generalg
terms. Joe did the discussing, I wasn't here. I wasn't in

town at the time. Now he is out of town. One of the problems

h
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18
we have had here is transition of people.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I would think one of the
principal incentives, at least for one of these matters,
would be precisely some interest on the part of the Executive
Branch. And whether or not we do it, how much we do it
and so on, I think would be importantly affected by that.

MR. SHEA: Yes. That is correct. We will, of
course, be coordinating with them certainly on the seminar.
We could seek their views on these other issues.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Well, the seminar, spent
fuel storage in general, and do we want to conduct individual
reviews for countries, and how accommodating do we want to
be?

I would think they would have some views on that.

MR. SHEA: The export study group plans to consult
with them.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: 1In the last analysis,
however accommodating we might wish to be, we can never
forget, and the Executive Branch does not have to worry
about this problem for us, we can never forget that it is
our resources we are talking about. And at some point we
have to make a decision as to what kind of trade-off we want

to make here.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That is right. But you have

to assign priorities and one of the ingredients in that
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2 . ! +
is what the Executive Branch thinks is 1mpo§9nt here.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Well, to put it in another

T T T

context, that covers both of them. There are other resources

4/ in the U.S. Government.
5 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That is one consideration in |

6 the priority setting business, but I would certainly not

7 consider it a governing one.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Are there other resources available?

We are not the only agency in town that has nuclear expertise.

0

10 ERDA can supply personnel and technical competence from
1 the laboratory structure. This is a U.S. Government problem, f

12 not just an NRC problem,

13| COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: All the more reason to

14 consult with them.

15 | CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I agree. I am surprised it hasn't
16 been done. As a matter of fact when I raised the question

17 about what should our posture be re health and safety

18! in exports, I said you have to sit down and discuss it with

19 the Executive Branch.

1 §ous :
20; MR. SHEA: The export studxnnoted in tﬁgie outline
\
I

\0 21| that the¥y proposej to hold discussions with the Executive
22 Branch on this full range of issues, which could include this
23!l as well. .
24 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: I am getting a little

Ace-Federal Reporters, inc.
28 concerned about the export study group's continuing expansion
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of its activities and never termination.

CHATRMAN ROWDEN: Well, we are breaking off pieces.
We had one piece of that pie on our agenda, the licensing
procedures.

And one of the difficulties, let's face it, with
regard to the export study is the pendency of the legislation
up on the Hill. And lack of disposition to come to grips
with say the criteria until that matter is cleared.

But T agree, this thing can be just unending and
open-ended. 1In one respect we have simply had to break off
a piece on the export procedures.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Where are we left on the
matter now?

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: We & 2 going to get a summing
up in about two minutes. As far as the seminar is concerned,
I think we ought to move forward on that. I don':. know what
the next steps are. You ought to explore the matter of
financing. That also ought to be taken up with the Executive
Branch.

What about the Stoller request?

+h Company

mik. SHEA: JMhat was a request by,Stoller, for NRC
revic v of techniques for expanding spent fuel storage
which they then hoped to sell to the Spanish government to
expand their spent fuel storage capacity. And we presented

some options for how to do that. They wanted a full review,
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which is quite costly.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Doesn't the seminar indeed
move on that problem in a way which avoids what I am deeply
concerned about, our direct involvement with a particular
contractor?

The seminar will provide the basis for other
people to think about this problem, and then if they want
specific technical advice about the question of spent fuel
storage, thﬁyéan get it, and then make their own judgments
vis-a=-vis Stoller or anybody else who may be in the
business.

But I am concerned that we get in the business
of reviewing Stoller's proposal to make it possible for
Stoller to sell the proposition to the Spanish. That is
not our business.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I am concerned about that, and
also I think it would be desirable--and here again it is
an area in which the Executive Branch has a pretty direct
interest-- to have them consider this. Maybe this is a quid
pro quo they would likeﬁl‘gited States to be able to
contribute in terms of getting cooperation from other
countries. I don't know.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I think also when we go
into the seminar we ought to be prepared to answer whether

we are prepared to engage in other activities, say requests
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from other countries.
MR. SHEA: That is right. I think once the seminar
is held we can expect peshess an increase in the requests.
CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I have to leave now, but you
can continue the staff briefing.
MR. SHEA: I think we are pretty close to the end.

MR. GILINSKY: Can we put off Burgeraktion until

Friday?

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I think we might as well consider
that ow.

COMMISSIONTR GILINSKY: We are going to have the
whole --

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I suggest it is a very complex
problem, it will take guidance on our part.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: We have had one day to
look at that other paper.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Legal analysis is drawn from
that paper.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Right.But we have had one
day to look at that paper.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I will put it to my colleagues.
Do you want to defer it? I would like to have it scheduled
for this afternoon, reccgnizing we will have to have further
sessions on it.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: It is scheduled already.
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I wouird like to go ahead and listen to what is being
said. I am sympathetic to your concern about receiving the
paper yesterday. Counsel is already aware of my concern
in this regard, as he always is when he doesn't give it
to me 48 hours in advance.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: You are not going to
impose your usual m:-here?

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: 1Indeed I am. I did quote my
usual rule. I said earlier at cne point I didn't intend to
attend the meeting unless I saw the paper. I got the paper.

CHAIRMAN RCi'. “N: When was the Burgeraktion
paper distributed?

MR. SHEA: Last week.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: It is a complete, replete

analysis.

MR. STRAUSS: The NEPA paper you got Monday.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: That is the one I am
talking about.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: We got it Monday night.
So effectively we got it Tuesday morning, and we have had
one day,

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: Gentlemen, if you want tc defer,
I am prepared to abide by your decision. I think it is
a mistake.

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: I say I will go ahead and



this afternoon, but certainly would not undertake any
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24 |
11l listen to whatever counsel would like to say on the subject
3
!

desire at this juncture to make any decisions in this regard,
4|| or even at this point be prepared to offer much in the way
5| of advice or comment.

6 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: No, because I am not prepared

7|l to do that. I would like to listen to it. i
|

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I am prepared to listen to it.

@

0

The others will have to make up their own mind in terms of
10 when they will be prepared to decide it.

1 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: I would like to get the
12| matter decided on Fridav.

13 CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: I think we ought to remember
14 || that this is a matter that has been pending before us for
15| sometime. It is not a new issue.

16 MR. STRAUSS: TIf you want,right now, I think you

#
17| can schedule a continuation session for Friday.

18 CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: All right. Why don't you continue

19! with this?

20 COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Dow need to continue here?

21 waere are we going?

22 MR. SHEA: I think the staff has pretty well finished
23|| its presentation. We will be examining the legal issues

24 | more completely, moving in parallel with the study group,

Ace-Feders! Reporters, Inc.
25 || consulting with the Executive Branch, and looking into the
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of consulting withlgAEA.

the study group, or you will handle it sepgerately?

6 e ee will coordinate with the study group.

10 schedule than perhaps you have seen, an August paper.

1

12

'3§ of the spent fuel seminar. Have a discussion with the
14 Executive Branch with respect to the Stoller request, and
lsg different ways of implementing what may be a desirable
16 concept. I guess I would have difficulty with the Iranian
17 matter outside of the Executive Branch consideration.
18 5 (Thereupon, at 12:10 p.m. the above entitled
¥ discussion was concluded.)
20
21
22
23
24
-Feders! Reporters, Inc
25

other matters, checking out the background on the matter
COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: You are folding it into

5 MR. SHEA: I think it will come up both places.

7 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I don't like these things

| to be held vp to await the results of the study group report.

9 MR. SHEA: They have prepared a longer term

So that is somewhat longer than originally envisioned.

CHAIRMAN ROWDEN: You won't hold up the matter
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