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1 UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

3 + ++++

! 4 ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

5 HEARING

6 -------------------------------X

7 In the matter of: :

I

8 GEORGIA INSTITUTE OF : 50-160-REN

9 TECHNOLOGY : Re: License Renewal

10 (Georgia Tech Research : ASLBP No.

11 Reactor Renewal of License : 95-704-01-REN

12 No. R-97) :

13 -------------------------------X

14 Monday, May 20, 1996

, 15 Hearing Room 1010

16 1718 Peachtree Street

17 Atlanta, Georgia

18 The above-entitled matter came on for hearing,

19 pursuant to notice, at 10:00 a.m.

20 BEFQRE:

21 CHARLES BECHHOEFER Chairman

22' DR. JERRY R. KLINE Administrative Judge

23 DR. PETER S. LAM Administrative Judge

24

25

.. . . .



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

78

1 APPEARANCES:
I

2 )
($)

'

3 On behalf of the NRC:

| 4 SHERWIN TURK, ESQ.
|
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11
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1 P__E O C E E D I N G S

2 CHAIRMAN BSCHHOEFER: Now people who are makingO-

! 3 limited appearances may have -- usually we limit each'
!

4 person's statement to no more than about five minutes. We

5 have made one special arrangement for Wednesday night's

6 session where one person we said we'd allow up to around
|

7 half an hour. But other statements should be no more than

8 about five minutes.

9 Where should these statements -- I've left a i

10 sign up sheet, but if nobody has signed up, you'll just

.11 have to raise your hand. I don't think there are so many

12 people here that it'll even take the full hour, but I'm not i

13 sure.

14 Should the limited appearance -- for the

15 benefit of the reporter, where should they go? Over there?
,

16- THE REPORTER: The witness stand, please.

17 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Witnesses should go at i

18 the table which we've set aside for other evidentiary.

19 hearing witnesses as well, but the first person -- when you

20 start your statement, why don't you put your name and

21 perhaps some identifying information so that we will know !

22 who you are and from what area or portion of the local

23 area, as the case may be,.and why you have an interest in

24 the proceeding. Just a little background would be useful

25 and then of course your statement.

. . -_ . .
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1 The first witness -- as I say, I don't have a

2 list.(') Are there any names on the list back there, or not? !

|'''
3 MR. TURK: No, there are not.

;

; 4 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Oka~y.
I

5 MS. STANGLER: I'll go first.
|

6 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Okay.

7 Whereupon,
i

8 CAROL STANGLER

9 appeared as a PUBLIC WITNESS herein, and made the following

10 statement:

11 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: For the reporter's

12 benefit, we're numbering these statements separately -- the
i13 limited appearance statements separately. !

\
\%/ 14 STATEMENT

15 MS. STANGLER: Hello again. My name is Carol

16 Stangler and I live here in Atlanta. I live, for the last

17 25 years, I have lived within three miles of the Georgia

18 Tech nuclear facility. I'm an environmental artist and an

19 educator, I make my living by creating art from natural

20 materials and I'm an artist in residence with the Georgia

21 Council for the Arts and the Fulton County Arts Council,

22 school arts program.

23 I first became aware of the Georgia Tech

24 reactor and the whole facility over there in 1979, just
.

25 following the Three Mile Island accident. Members of GANE

.-. . -
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1 gathered there one Sunday afternoon for a balloon release.

2 We wanted to bring attention to the fact that this reactorO
'

3 was in our midst. And so on each one of these little
4 helium balloons, we had a little tag that said the location

5 of the Georgia Tech reactor, and if you happen to find this
6 balloon, you are in fact downwind.

1

7 It was interesting, we got quite a few

8 responses back. The organizer of the event remembers that

9 we got some -- definitely some from south Fulton County,

10 Hapeville, College Park. That's around the airport.

11 At that time, very few people knew that there

12 was a reactor in our midst. Over the years, still very few

13 people knew until the Olympics, and until this
(
\- 14 intervention.

15 Those, however, who did find out that there was

16 a reactor in the middle of our city asked why -- why in the

17 middle of Atlanta is there this facility. And the

18 questions have escalated since then by the general public,

19 just as the development of the city has escalated.

20 Since 1979, this city has grown to monumental

21 proportions, and I know you just have to go down the

22 expressway and see how packed everything is in our city

23 7owadays. Downtown has moved to midtown since 1979.

24 There's the IBM Tower, NationsBank, et cetera, et cetera.

b)(/ 25 The expressway has been widened to 14 lanes. New dorms
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1 have been packed in, not just for the Olympics, but for -|

2 later on. A new housing development is replacing Techwood
O :3 Homes, an Olympic Park that covers acres and. acres of

4 land -- all of these are within a stone's throw of the
!

| 5 Georgia Tech nuclear facility. And 17 years later since
!

6 the balloon release, I'm still asking why is it here. Why

i 7 is it in the middle of Atlanta.

8 Now, I understand that the only issue'that

9 we're supposed to be dealing with now is -- and in the next

10 many days -- is the issue of management. But like ecology,

! 11 where everything is connected to-everything else, and like

12 life where everything is connected to everything else,

13 there's a lot of issues that come into play, so I'm going

-14 to talk about'a couple of-them. And'they all are connected6

15 with management because everything is ccnnected.

16 So, I have several points to make. The first

17 point is this, I want to comment on this process. I have

18 been following this intervention since its beginning about

19 20 months ago and I have to say that this process has

20 earned its reputation as a tarbaby. I believe that this

21 whole endless string of codes, regs, interrogatories,

22 requests, housekeeping, responses,. service lists,

l 23 conference calls, documents is designed to wrap us up in an

24 isolated world that makes the real issues of closing down

O 25 the Tech nuclear facility seem so far away. The process

. . . . -. - -
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1 hers, what wa're doing right now, the process becomes the

2 focus and it becomes virtually impossible to communicate |(~%
(s-)

,

i3 with an average person about it for over three minutes,
|

I
4 until their eyes start glazing over, and suddenly you're

; 5 just lost. This' process is a way of draining our energy,
'

6 slowing us down, wearing us out, a way to deter us from

! 7 raising issues in the first place.
!
.

{- 8 I wish that there was a system right now for

I 9 visually flashing images of the calcium -- of the cobalt 60

10 pool. I'm a visual artist, I think visually. You know, I j

11 wish that right now we could start flashing pictures of
:!

) 12 what that cobalt 60 pool looks likc. I would like you to

13 see-on a continual basis the green concrete wall that is
&

; \~ 14 like right next to the cobalt pond, the little
:

15 institutionally green painted concrete wall that separates-

16 this cobalt pool from the cutside world.

I
17 I'd like to be flashing pictures of the Georgia

18 Tech students who are walking by this facility at all

19 times, hundreds. I'd like to flash pictures of the !

20 expressway, which is literally a stone's throw away, which

21 is almost always congested.

22 I would like us to keep in mind during this i

23 proceeding what is really going on. And things 7et so nit-

24 picky in these proceedings, and I'm venting, and I admit

s/ 25 it, but I am just saying that as an average citizen who
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h- devoted about three hours a day for six months of'my life1-

' ,

-2 to this proceeding, I can tell you.right now it's an energy'O !i 3 drain and it's'a way to stop the average citizen from !
!

; 4 getting involved. So I want to ask that the judges really ;i

! 5 be. connected to the heart of what this is all about. -

!
'

6 And also I would like to say that it has been
. ,

i

; an overwhelming task for GANE to become entangled in this7

8 web. I found out the hard.way, as a private citizen that
,

9 to be involved in a proceeding like this, you have to be )

10 either independently wealthy, a saint or crazy to get i

11 involved. I

12 I want to recognize Glenn Carroll for her

13 tenacity and commitment. Glenn is not'. independently

14 wealthy. Unlike virtually all of the players ~in this room

15- who probably receive salaries'of $50,000 to $100,000 a

16 year, Glenn receives absolutely nothing, zero, for putting

17 herself on the line and speaking out on this effort. Over

18 the years that she's been involved, she has not received a

19 dollar from GANE for any of her work. GANE is an all- I

20 volunteer organization and we have_ raised the money to do

21 the copying, to do the phone calls, to bring people here,

1

22 just to keep up. And it's been one heck of an effort. So j

i

23 I want to make a public statement of thank you to Glenn !

24 Carroll on behalf of the entire Atlanta community for

25 spearheading this effort.

:
!
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1 (Applause.) I

2 THE WITNESS: Thank you, Glenn. !

O :
3 MS. CARROLL: Thank you very much.

|

4 THE WITNESS: And I want people to know that j

5 there are scores of GANE members out-there and scores of !
:
;

6 people who feel the same way we do that aren't in this room j

7' 'right'now. People have been supporting our efforts in

8 whatever way they could, financially and person hours and

9 things like that. These are the people who want to see

10 this facility. closed'for good.

11 You know, I'm sorry that there's not a big draw

12 here, but what's the draw here? I mean you just get

13 tangled up in housekeeping. We all work, it's very-

14 difficult for us to get down here. So don't think that

15 just because we're not here on a Monday morning or any time

'16 during the work day, that there aren't hundreds and

17 thousands of people out there.

18 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: We have scheduled

19 - Wednesday night for a citizen session.

20 THE WITNESS: Yes, I understand that. Thank

21 you.

22 Okay, so let's go on to my next point. Behind

23 this bureaucratic procedural' maze that we're all entangled

24 in, let's look at the heart of the problem. What is the

25 heart of the problem? Two words, as I see it right now --



I

87

1 cobalt 60, 250,000 curies of it sitting in a pool. I have

2 seen this pool and I do not feel good about it, I've seen,,

\> 3 it a couple of times. For those of you who haven't, it's a

4 couple times the size of this table, it's institutional

5 green, it's concrete, you walk up to it, you look into it,
6 it's deep, it's blue water with these little, you know,
7 aluminum plaid cylinders in there. In all the work that

8 I've done on this issue -- and I really have done a lot --

9 I still can't get a handle on why is the cobalt 60 still

10 there? What is it doing there. This is the middle of

11 Atlanta, this is one of the biggest cities in the world.

12 It's an incredibly densely populated area. Why is the

13 cobalt 60 sitting there?

(')N(- 14 Why not in a facility that's in a less

15 populated region? I mean, what is Georgia Tech -- where

16 are they coming from? Why is Tech hanging onto this highly

17 radioactive material? What's in it for Tech? Nobody has

18 been able to answer that question. Tech hasn't been able
|

19 to answer. Is it defense money, is it defense contracts? !

)
20 I mean surely they can't be making much money. Is it like

21 if they give up those contracts, do they not get other

22 contracts? Is it plain inertia? Is it just because we've

23 got it and we want it, you know, and we don't want to give

24 it up? I don't know. Nobody is able to answer this

(~)
(/ 25 question. And I still don't know why are they hanging onto
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i cobalt 60. I mean, I know it's used here and there and
t

! 2 this and that -- but come on -- not in the middle of
3 Atlanta. To me, it seems like bad PR for Georgia Tech to

4 have the stuff so exposed.

5 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: As you know, we held

6 earlier we don't have jurisdiction to even consider the

7 cobalt 60. The State of Georgia does.

8 THE WITNESS: Well, you see, I've sat with the

9 State of Georgia, I have sat with Mr. -- what's his name?

10 MS. CARROLL: Hill.

11 THE WITNESS: Yeah, Mr. Hill and we've had

12 hours of conversation about it and they just don't --

13 they're not sure about their whole role in this. It's
G.

I 14 really screwy. And that's what I'm eaying about this%-
,

,

15 bureaucratic process. It just gets all tangled up in this

16 bureaucracy and nobody seems to be dealing with it and yet

17 we're still left with the problem sitting in our city.

18 MS. CARROLL: Well, Carol, apparently the NRC |

19 does have jurisdiction over the storage pool and the hot

| 20 cell, and the operation. It's just the material that is

i 21 regulated by the state and there's also new relevant,
|

22 material information that may cause the NRC to reconsider

23 suspending the agreement on that.

24 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Anyway, we can't do any

b
's- / 25 of that.
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1 THE WITNESS: Wall, then I'm going to appeal to
2 Georgia Tech.

I

! 3 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: As distinguished from |

Commissioners, who may or may not be able to do anything.4

5 THE WITNESS: Well, then I want to appeal to

6 Georgia Tech then. I mean why doesn't Georgia Tech get

7 hip, you know, why do they want this stuff. I think it's

8 really bad PR.

9 Now the sorry part about all of this is that

10 nobody in this city has the guts to do a thorough

11 investigation of Georgia Tech. Why? Because Tech is a

12 sacred cow. Investigating the nuclear facility at Georgia

,
_

13 Tech would be equivalent to trying to promote a bottle bill

k- 14 in Coca-Cola land. You know, I mean, you don't mess with
|

I 15 Tech in this city. Tech is host to the Olympics, you know,

16 it's the best citizen. So the Atlanta Journal-Constitution
'

l

17 won't take up this issue, the local TV stations won't take
:

18 up the issue. The only publication that has taken up the

19 issue is Creative Loafino and Greg Lamb is here today. But

| 20 you know, what's Creative Loafina. I mean, it's a great

21 paper but it's not the Journal-Constitution, nobody will

| 22 take up this issue. And I think that it's a major, major
!

23 issue.

24 And I'm just going to say a couple more things.

,

s_ 25 I know y'all are concerned about time, but I have lived
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1 next to this thing for 25 years and I don't feel safe. I'm

. 2 going to be in Centennial Plaza this summer along with ;

( )
N/ 3 thousands and thousands of other people, and I don't like ,

'

4 that thing in the city.

1

5 I want to. bring up a couple more quick things, i

6 and that's this. One thing, there was an article in the
1

7 paper, Saturday, February 24th of this year. I believe

8 that this was within the same page as the obituaries. This |

!

9 is where they put now any information that has to do with

10 the Tech reactor, it's on the same page as the obituaries,

11 way, way, way back, very last pages of the paper, that's

12 how terrified the Journal-Constitution is to bring up these

13 issues.

10
"\m / 14 It says here, "The City of Atlanta's Law

15 Department is asking that $1.63 million be added to the

16 city's 1996 budget to settle lawsuits arising from a 1993

17 sewer cave-in that killed two people." As you remember, at

18 the Marriott Hotel in midtown, which is about maybe half a

19 mile or quarter mile as the crow flies from the Tech

20 reactor, the sewer tunnel known as the orme Street trunk

21 gave way and the hotel parking lot collapsed.

22 Okay, y'all have been forewarned about our

23 collapsing sewer system in this city. In my neighborhood,

24 we've had three sinkholes in the last year. Sinkholes

(
\m / 25 continue to be a thing in this city. A year and a half
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1 ago, Pamela Blockey O'Brien was here with sawer blueprints |
!

2 and it looked like a big trunk line was under the Tech
1

3 reactor. It just doesn't look good -- it just doesn't look

4 good.

5 Number two, Value Jet. You know, we all know
l

6 about that, oxygen canisters may have been improperly |
!

7 loaded on the plane. Value Jet had a short history and a ]

8 long list of investigations by the FAA. Now, after a -- |
l

9 I'm wrapping it up -- now after a devastating accident, '

10 both Value Jet and the FAA are under fire. ,

11 Okay, this really could'be similar if this

12 cobalt 60 was breached in any way through sabotage or

13 through some act of God, through mishandling. I think both
A
k- 14 Georgia Tech and the NRC would be seriously scrutinized,

15 and I think good reporters and hard-core investigators

I
16 would cut through all the bureaucracy and the lawyers and

17 would probably come to some solid conclusions that would

18 put Georgia Tech and the NRC on the line in a way that GANE

19 in this situation is not able to do. Just the way FAA is

20 under fire and Value Jet.

21 I think y'all have been forewarned, I think

22 Tech has been forewarned, I think the NRC has been

23 forewarned. I think that it could be a really big mess.

24 And why not just get rid of this big PR embarrassment right

25 off the bat.
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1 So that's all I have to say. I just hope that

2 Georgia Tech will listen today and this week and that the
O

judges will listen and will close this thing down for good,3

including this cobalt 60 and not allow the relicensing of4

5 Tech.

6 Thank you very much.

7 (Applause.)

8 Whereupon,

9 JOAN KING-

10 appeared as a PUBLIC WITNESS herein and made the following

11 statement:

12 STATEMENT

13 MS.' KING: My name is Joan King. I live in

14 North Georgia, so I've come a distance to be~here, and I am j

15 a volunteer -- full-time volunteer in the. area of concerns |

16 for the future -- for the future generations. That's kind

17 of a category that I don't think -- It's hard to define.

18 I'm trying to explain why I am concerned and why I am here

19 and the basis <for what I have to say because I don't live

20 under the shadow of the Tech reactor. I have three

21 children and a grandchild living in the city, so if

22 something goes wrong here, they will be affected. But we

23 are dealing with something that is always looked at as too

24 small to matter. If the reactor leaks a little bit, if

25 some of the naterial escapes into the sewer system, it is a
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|1 vary small amount, it will not affect us. '

2O But we are dealing with something that will be
b

3 around for generations when we are talking about any kind

4 of radioactive material. I've been studying this as best I

5 can for a number of years and because I realize that my

6 opinions are going to be suspect because I am not a

7 professional scientist. I only quote from people who are

8 government people or part of the establishment. But I

9 picked this up in a paper, you see -- It wouldn't be the

10 Atlanta papers. It's North Carolina. And this is Jchn A.

11 Hearn who is the -- He was the Commissioner of U.S.

12 Regulatory Commission and the Chairman from '78 to '82.

13 His statement is, historically the government has not told
'n

\/ 14 the truth. And that's John A. Hearn speaking about nuclear

15 waste. And nuclear waste is anything that escapes the

16 nuclear reactor and some of those things are very long

17 lived.

18 So when I hear things that are going on there, I

19 I take them seriously and I take them personally, and I

20 can't sit here and quote a whole number of stories about

21 things that I have learned or heard because I would have to

22 present validation for it, but I go to hearings -- There

23 was one at Georgia Tech recently where people try to say

24 there is very little nuclear waste, it isn't really very

- 25 dangerous, and I hear things that don't jive with other
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1 stuff I've read by professionals in the industry -- not in
2 the industry but professionals in the science of nuclear,

-

-

3 technology. So all I can say ic, to emphasize what Carol

4 Stangler said, the terribly uneven playing field here.
|

5 Nobody pays me. Nobody -- When I talk about something like
i

! 6 nuclear waste, I tell people there is a nuclear reactor in
!

the heart of Georgia Tech and this is what they are doing,7
|

8 they're incredulous. They say, what stupidity, I can't

9 believe that's going on. But then they go back to their

10 jobs. They hope that somebody else will take care of it.

11 And then you have an official organization like this and

12 they say, but you've got to confine this to just the Tech
;

13 reactor, just this time, this place, these legal
I 14 parameters, and if you do that, of course you are not going

15 to change things.

16 I read just today the criteria for background

17 radiation. Now, again, I'm going to try and use a visual

18 thing. As I understand it, because background radiation is

19 different around the world, there is no one standard for

20 background radiation. So when you are talking about what

21 any spill or accident will do to the background radiation,

22 it will raise it by a very small amount. But if there is

23 this spill over here, that then becomes background

j 24 radiation for this standard. It's like you have a glass of

O
| (._/ 25 water and it is this full and you add this much more
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1 (dsmonstrating) and you say, wall, it's only that much more

2' and the you add that much more again, well, again, it's
b
\-- 3 only a very little bit, but constantly the thing becomes

4 full. This is what's happening. We are constantly adding

5 to the background radiation. Some of it will dissipate.

6 Others will be around for hundreds of thousands of years.

7 They will not affect us. It is below regulatory concern

8 for us and maybe for our children, but not for our

9 grandchildren'and not for our great grandchildren. We have

10 to consider future generations in what we are doing, and

11 the Georgia Tech reactor is part of this. Even if what

12 they leak into the sewer system is minimal, it is likely to
|13 be there and spread out. When Chernobyl blew up, they ;

O(s / 14 found radioactive material in the ice in the Antarctic 18
15 months later. This is the kind of stuff we're dealing

16 with.

17 I don't know whether that will impact on

18 anybody sitting here because you are so confined by your
1

19 immediate jobs. Fortunately, I'm not. I'm of an age where

20 I can put my time to something like this. I'm fortunate

21 enough to be able to do it. But I~tell you gentlemen, it

22 is a very, very difficult process because you feel like you

23 are fighting incredible forces that are so limited by what |

24 surrounds them and what they can do about it.

t
\_/ 25 And, I'm sorry, that's all I can say at this
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1 particular tim 3.

I 2 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Thank you.
| /~(h)i

3 (Applause)
I

4 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Any other persons who |

5 wish to make statements?

6 Whereupon, I
|

| 7 ROBERT JOHNSON i
| |

!

8 appeared as a PUBLIC WITNESS herein and made the following

)!| 9 statement:
!

10 STATEMENT
,

,

11 MR. JOHNSON: This is going to be very brief.

12 Obviously, Carol and Joan covered a lot of general

13 concerns. When we first started this proceeding, the first
| (~'(- 14 hearing that I appeared at, I made a statement fairly

15 similar to what we have just heard from Joan and from Carol

16 about the fact that, you know, within this limited scope

17 you couldn't really appreciate the whole problem and we

18 were concerned about nuclear technology in general and we

19 were concerned about this being an issue. After spending a

20 year and a half working on this, and after spending all

21 last week reading through a thousand pages of trial

22 transcripts and various documents and so forth, I feel like

23 I can say that even within the admittedly very narrow scope<

|

| 24 of this hearing and the very narrow scope of this hearing

25 is to determine whether there is sufficient management

|
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| 1 contention to deny Gnorgia Tech their license for renewal

2 of their permit, and I feel that I can say very comfortablyI,,)
''#

3 that there certainly is. Obviously, I don't want to get
>

4 into it now. We will hear a lot of evidence later, but I

5 just want to make sure that everyone realizes that although

6 we may have these sort of deep-seated feelings that --

7 about the issue in general that cannot fit within this {

8 hearing, that even within the confines of this hearing and
i

9 even by the rules of the NRC themselves, even by the NRC's I
i

|10 own standards for operating nuclear reactors, which I think '

11 it is safe to say that myself and others probably feel that
1

12 those requirements are too lax, but even within those

13 requirements, Georgia Tech is very much not doing their job
f~s
t

'w / 14 and I think that it is a question that we may have to visit

15 later on as to whether the NRC is doing their job by

16 allowing Georgia Tech to do their job so badly.

17 (Applause)

18 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Are there any others here

19 that wish to make statements?

20 MS. CARROLL: What time is it?

21 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: It is about 10:30, 10:32.

22 MS. CARROLL: Well, I mean, maybe there is

23 someone else that wants to speak.

24 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Well, that's what I was

\-) 25 asking.
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1 MS. CARROLL: Right. I'm just...

. 2 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Well, what I think we

\~ 3 could do is go to the opening statements now and if anybody

4 comes in before 11:00, we could permit him to make a
~

5 limited appearance statement -- him or her, I should say.

6 (Whereupon, the limited appearance

7 portion of the hearing was adjourned at 10:32

8 a.m. and reconvened at 10:55 a.m.)

9 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: For the benefit of the

10 reporter, we are now back on the limited appearances.

11 Whereupon,

12 DOUG TEEPER

13 appeared as a PUBLIC WITNESS herein and made the following
(~N

i

k_s 14 statement:
i

15 STATEMENT

16 MR. TEEPER: Thank you, very much. My name is

17 Doug Teeper. I am a member of the Georgia House of

18 Representatives, currently serving my eight year in the

19 Georgia Legislature.

20 I have about 18 years of experience working

21 with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission as a person who has i
;
<

22 both testified starting in the late '70s, plus being an

23 intervenor in a number of proceedings, including the Plant

24 Vogtle facility, and I'm one of the people who raised the
| /'N
' (_) 25 issue, which y'all might be familiar with, which is the
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- 1. reliability of the back up diesel ganarators in a number of

2 facilities around the country. In fact my contention was i

3 accepted and we debated the issue, and of course, the TDI,

4 back up diesel generator, went_on to fail at Plant Vogtle
!

5 at an incident that happened a few years ago. It's one of :

'6 those situations where I'm not proud that I said I told you
7- so, but I_just wanted to relay that to you because there

1

8- are situations within the industry that we have to be' !

9 concerned about and.I'm pleased at'that time that the

10 Atomic Safety and Licensing Board that I was working with

11 was knowledgeable-enough'to accept that as a contention

12 that we allihad to deal with.

13 Today's issue has to do.with a research

'

14 facility at the Georgia Tech campus. First of all, I want

15 to.let you know that as someone who serves the people of

16 Georgia, I've been very supportive of Georgia _ Tech. I am

17 an alumni of the University's system, having attended three

18 of the university system colleges. I've been very

19 supportive in the past. I have followed this situation

20 very closely since the late '70s. I have had very close

21- acquaintances that have gone through the nuclear program at

22 Georgia Tech. As a matter of fact, when we were
|

23 intervening in a number of these cases, we relied quite

24 heavily on.some of the students as well as some of the'

;

A

is 25 research fellows to give us background information so that

_- - - . - - -
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1 we could understand the complexities that are involved in

2 the industry._

'
3 I come before you today to urge you not to

! 4 renew the license at Georgia Tech. The overall, what I

S call, QA, QC, quality assurance / quality control program at-

6 Georgia Tech is one that I believe would not be acceptable

if it was reviewed under the same standards that an energy7

8 reactor was put through. One of the contentions that was ,

j

9 also brought up during the Vogtle hearing had to do with |

10 QA/QC, the reliability of the construction program. The

11 assurances that management makes along the line -- whether
.

i

12 or not you are able to prove what you have out in the field |
i

13 is actually what is reflected on the records, and that is a

14 great concern of mine. I would like to say that -- I think

15 it is important that our country have and do research in

16 the nuclear field. Also in the late '70s, I testified

17 before the U.S. Senate committee on the Savannah River

18 Plant, having to do with the Savannah River Plant

19 facilities, the restart of certain reactors, and we raised

20 a number of issues, which at that time were put aside for

21 the time being, but have since, the different reactors have

22 been closed down and I am once again pleased to see the

23 wisdom of the different regulatory authorities come forward

24 and be it the politicians or be it the people who are in

< n_-s 25 charge of safety came forward and finally saw the wisdom of

|
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1 closing soms of those facilities down.

2 Finally I would like to state that my role in~_

(,)
3 the Georgia Legislature, I'm not easily in the top third of

4 seniority and plan on taking a very big role in the

5 appropriations debates that go on. We are very proud here

6 in Georgia that we fund the university system more and more
.

7 each year, but I can tell you, there will be negotiations

{ 8 within the budget process, and I want to tell you that if I
9 am indeed back at the legislature next year, I will do all

10 I can to see that this facility at Georgia Tech is de-
;

11 funded, meaning that not -- the same amount of funds will
i
i

1 12 not be going to that. I do want to say that quite often in
;

13 the appropriations process, we just give the money over to,_

!
. 14 the Board of Regents. We don't make minute decisions about

| 15 which programs are funded and which are not, but we can

16 emphasize in the hearings on the floor that there are

i' 17 certain programs that are not priorities, and that's what I
i

18 plan on doing and I wanted to reflect that to you gentlemen-

19 as you make your deliberations that at one point where I

; 20 think this reactor was an important part of the Georgia

21 Tech curriculum, I do not think it is as important. I'm j
i

22 very, very concerned about the quality assurance and the

23 safety of this facility.

24 Thank you very much. I will take any questions
_

%/ 25 if you have them.
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1 (Applause)

''

2 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Are there any other

3 persons who wish to make a limited appearance statements?

j 4 (No response)

5 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: If not, we will go'to

6 GANE's opening statement.

7 MS. CARROLL: What time is it?

8 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: We could take a quick

9 break, I think.

10 MS. CARROLL: Could we? I appreciate that. I'd

11 be more comfortable. |

12 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Ten to' fifteen minute

13 break.

(''\, i\/ 14 (Whereupon, the limited appearance |

15 statements were concluded at 11:00 a.m.) |

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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