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PROCEED ! NG 3
(2:10 p.m.)

CHA I RMAN PALLADINO Good afterncon, ladies and
gent |l emen

The purpose of this afterncon’s meating is for the
Commission to hear all presentations on the quest ion of
whether or not the effectiveness of .the 1979 shutdown orders
for TMI-1 should be |ifted when the Commission votes on this
issue.

We have a large number of speakers this afterncon
and a |limited amount of time, so | ask each participant to
adhere to his or her allotted time. Only in this way is the
Commission assured of being able to hear from all of the
speakers this afternoon. The |ist and order of speakers is
available at the entrance to the room.

Approx imately haifway through the meeting, | will
call for a ten-minute recess. It may have to be fifteen.

| have been informed that Senator Heinz is in
transit and may be unavoidably delayed. He is scheduled to be
the second speaker today ¥ he has not arrived by that time,
we will move on to other speskers and return to Senator Heinz
after he arrives

| have also been informed that some attendees may be

planning demonstrations at today’'s meet ing Such activit es

would be not only discourtecus, but disruptive to the
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speakers, the other public attendees, and the Commission.
Therefore, | ask all of the audiernce to please keep this
meeting orderly, without demonstrations.

At this time, let me ask if other Commissioners have
any opening statements they would |ike to make.

LChorus of no’'s)

CHAIRMAN PALLADING: Then let me introduce and turn
the meeting over to Governor Thornburgh from the Commonweal th
of Pennsylvan  a

GOVERNOR THORNBURGH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[Applause ]

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE RICHARD THORNBURGH, GOVERNOR OF®
THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

GOVERNCOR THORNBURGH: Mr. Chairman and members of
this Commission, more than nine months ago when | first
appeared before you in this room, you asked if | thought the
time and conditions were appropriate for a vote on the
resumption of nuclear power generation at the undamaged Unit
reactor on Thre2 Mile Island. My answer then was no, and my
answer now is no

[Apo lause )

CHAIRMAN PALLAD I NO Will you please restrain
yourselves Thank you
GOVERNOR THORNBURGH I must give this answer ,

despite the fact that | am not now nor have | ever been an
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ideclogical opponent of commercial nuclear power . On the
contrary, | believe it can and ought to reclaim a positive
role in helping to meet our long-term energy needs. But |

also believe that before this is possible, before the national

debate over the future of this awesome technology cam be moved

off of dead center, this Commission and the nuclear industry
have an obligation not only to acknowledge that the accident
at Three Mile Island never should have happened in Amer ica,
but to assure us that it never will be allowed to happen
again.

Mr. Chairman and members of this Commission, |
respectfully submit that you have not, arnd indeed you cannot,
give us that assurance, based on the facts and the record at
your disposal

Last August, | reiterated the position | have held
through six long years of del iberatiorn on the fate of this
troubled facility, a position which you and your predecessors
often have professed to share. It is nothing more or less
than what it appears to be, a simple request on behalf of
those who |ived through the crisis at Three Mile Island, a
request that you settle all of the issues relating to their
health and safety and to the integrity of their envirorment
before you even think about cranking up that reactor again

CApplause ]

This is not a complicated position It is not a



tactical position It is not a political position And it is
not, | assure you, some sort of subterfuge for cbstructicon

The irony of this meeting, irn fact, is that | was
beginning to believe during the past winter that we were
heading toward a responsible solution of these issues, and
that | might have had a very dl(l.r.qt conclusion to share
with you on this cc&uni?n. | want you to understand that this
stl{!.!t_noQ an unreasonable prospect

This Commission, the Commonwealth of Pernnsylvania,

and other parties frequently have worked together over the

past six years to resolve problems that confronted us after

that unforgettable spring of 1979 With the help of studies
conducted at my request, for example, by the Union of
Concerned Scientists and the Naticnal Council on Radiation
Praotection and Measurements, we were able to support your
‘approval sf the controversial venting of krypton gas from the
damaged Unit 2 facility in 1980. And that necessary prelude
to the radiation clean-up operation proceeded peacefully in
what earlier had been a very angry and divided community

With the support of a broad range of parties, we
also were able to advance ~ur nat onal clearn-up plan from the
shaky ground upon which many fel!lt it stand when | first
proposed it in 1931 to the virtual fulfiliment upon which it
is poised today

With the help of this proceeding, in some cases
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through the mere existernce of this proceeding, we have been
Ib]C to overcome resistance to improved cperator training to
restrictions on the use of cheating operators and to var ious
standards relating to the physical quality and conditions of
the plant itself. With these advances and with hear ings
either underway or promised following my visit to you last
August, it appeared for the first time that Qur pecple might
indeed receive all of the answers they deserved before being
asked to accept a new start for Three Mile Island.

That is why | found your February 25th declaration
that Ao further hear ings are warranted to be tll=timed,
ill~conceived, and frankly inexplicable.

[App lause 1]

Despite the length of the yvears and the weight of
the paperwork, your record is not now comp lete, and if your
order is allowed to stand, it never will be sufficiently
comp lete to justify a restart.

Management competernce and integrity are among the
most important issues raised in this proceeding for the
health, safety and peace of mind of hundreds of thousands of
pecple will be dependent rnot only on the Quality of the plant
itself, but on the character and commitment to safety of those
who run it as well .

One must wonder how much time and how many pages of

testimony all of us might have beern spared if there had been a
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consensus for excellence at the very beginning of this

process .
[Applause ]
One must wonder if we would even be here today, in
fact, if the company, the industry, and the Commission had

resclved fraom the first not only to answer every safety
question raised by others, but to raise and answer even more
of them on their own, if there had been a resclve from the
first not merely to meet minimum standards, but to make THMI
the model of safety and quality for the entire nuclear world,
if there had been a rescolve, in other words, to put TMI ahead
of the national nuclear safety movement and to fully address
all of the issues from the outset

Instead, we have been tugging and pulling on |ssue
after issue for six long years, and the exercise has done
little to assure the public that the TMI company of 1989
represents a significant change in attitude from the TM|
company of 1979

CApplause ]

Qur people deserve that assurance, Mr Chairman, and
that is why the issues of management competence and integrity
cannot and must not be separated from the |Issue of restart
safety .

As | said last August, a fundamental question not

yet answered in a public forum must be resolved through open
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hear ings . That question is whether the actions that led to
the faderal indictment and conviction of Metropolitan Edison
Company on criminal charges ~- namely, the intentional and
systematic falsification of leak rate test results at Unit 2
-~ whether those acts were directed or condoned by any member s
of the current management of Unit 1.

Given the nature of nuclear power, the history of
this particular plant, and the company’'s apparent interest and
Success in avoiding a public trial on this matter, | find it
disturbing, to say the least, that you would entertain a
restart vote without a full and cpen hear ing of your own.

Your offer of a substitute proceeding to be conducted apart
from the restart does not meet that need

Our objective is to be assured before restart that
health and safety interests will not be compromised by the
kind of behavior that actually was found to have been criminal
in the past This objective obviocusly cannot be served by a
hear ing conducted after the fact, nor can it be served by your

proposed exemption from such an examination of various

officers and directors of the company It can only be served
by full and cpen hearings, and to this and other |ssues of
management competence and integrity, and | urge you once again

to postpone your vote, convene those hearings, and al low the

truth to emerge

CApp lause )
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CHaIRMAN PalLl.AD I NO Lacdies and gentiamen, in order
to have an arderly proceeding, would you please refrain from
applauding, at least until the end of the speaker 's remarks”?

GOVERNOR THORNBURGH As you know, the Commonwealth
has filed various documents with you and with the United
States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit in Philadeiphia,
documents which elaborate on those safety matters, and |
believe that those are safety matters which | believe you have
yvet to adequately address and resolve. These documents
Clear |y and precisely state the specific concerns that | have
at this time about Unit 2 leak rate falsification, about leak
rate testing at Unit 1, about alleged manipulation of a report
on the accident itself, and other matters set forth in more
detail

| have to point out, however, that the |ist of
concerns has been subject to change over the years, due not
only to the settling of some issues, but to the emerqgance of
new ones as wel |l such as grand jury findings, the shifting
opinions of your own staff, and the condition of steam
generator tubes.

It is my belief that the Commission, |ike the
company, could have shortened this entire process by
anticipating and settling such issues on its own, rather than
waiting for others to raise them on a prolonged case-by-case

bas) s It is my belief that the Commission, |ike the company,
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bears the preeminent responsibility to be specific about what
can and ought to be done to make this facility a4 model of
safety and good management, and then to act accordingly fand
It is my bel ef that the Commission, |ike the company, has a
solemn cbligation to 7ulfill that responsibility and accept
its full burdern of proof in this case, prior to any decision
on Unit 1 restart.

Mr. Chairman and members of this Commission, |
realize that none of you was on this Board when an open valve
and subsequent human error transformed Three Mile Island inte
the world’s most infamous rnuclear power plant . None of you
can be expected to remember the faces of young mothers and
children who fled to a sports arena to escape a threat that
they could not see or touch or hear or smell, indeed a threat
that they could hardly even comprehend

None of you can be expected to remember the
canfusion, the anxiety, the false alarms, and the sirens that
forced a stable and innoccent community to the brink of panic

Norne of you can be expected to remember the grocery
store signs that proclaimed, "We do rnot sel Pernsy lvania
milk," or the |jokes, exaggerations, and outright ridicule that
were showered on this community and its people, simply for
being in the wrong place at the wrong time
No, none of you carn be expected to remember or

appreciate what it was |ike for the pecple of central
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Pennsylivania in the spring of 1970 But | do, and seo do
they It was there and then that | resolved to do all that |
could for the remainder of my service as Governor to see that
neither human nor technological error ever would be allowed to
threaten these good pecple again. And it is here and now that
I must ask you and ask the company and ask every other party
in this proceeding to join in that p ledge

One of the clearest lessons we learned from the
crisis of 1979 was that practicing restraint under pressure | s
a far wiser course than gambling with decisions made in the
dark .

I must ask you to apply that |lesson now Don’t
gamble in the darkness of no further hear ings

[Applause ]

Make sure, absolutely sure, that you have turned on
every available light that you can and turned it on every
possible question affecting the health and safety of those who
live in the shadow of Three Mile Island and the integrity of
their environment

Mr Chairman and members of this Commissi on, there
should be no other choice

Thank you

Crhapplause ]

CHAIRMAN PalLLAD!IND Would you please remain seated

CApplause )
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CHAIRMAN PalLLADINO Thank you, Goverrnor

Thornburgh . We very much appreciate your comments We
welcome your comments this year, as we did last year Much
has been accomplished dur ing the past year I know you do not

agree with the action of the Camission with regard to the
hear ings and the decision on the hear ings Nevertheless, wa
are trying to accomplish some of the very things tha: you have
pointed out

| should point out, | was in Pennsylvania -- as a
matter of fact, | spent ten days at Three Mile Island during
the course of that incident, so while | am not as familiar
with all of the details as you are, | am familiar with quite a
few of them.

Let me ask if any of my fellow Commissioners have
comments or questions at this time?

COMMISS IONER ASSELSTINE: | would join you, Joe, in
expressing our appreciation to Governor Thaornburgh for coming
today . I think we are indebted to him for taking the time to
come down and talk to us today and to present his comments |
think most, if not all, of the points he made, | find myse!lf
in agreement with, particularly on the hear ng |issues I
think that’'s very valuable Thank you

COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL : | would just echo what
Commissioner Rsselstine has said. | appreciate your coming

down today, Governor Very eloquant iy put
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As you know, | suppose | also was not party to the
majority decision on the question of hearings, and | concur in
your judgment that (t is an issue of public confidence that
we're talking about here, irrespective of what the legalities
of the situation might be. Thank you.

GOVERMNOR THORNBURGH Thank you.

COMMISS IONER ZECH Thank you very much, Governor,
for your views. We appreciate it very much.

GOVERNOR THORNBURGH: Mr Chairman, thank you

CHAIRMAN PaALLADINO: We appreciate it

At this time, Senator John Heinz
STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE JOMN HEINZ, SENATOR FROM THE
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLUANIA

SENATOR HEINZ: Mr Chairman, thank you very much

Mr Chairman and members of the Commission, first
let me thank you very much for the oppartunity to testify
before this Commission prior to your decision on whether to
restart Three Mile Island Unit 1.

It has been six years, Mr. Chairman, six years since
that day in March 1979 when the words “"Three Mile |sland”
entered into the language as a synonym for nuclear accident
To some, the issue we are here to discuss, the restart of the
undamaged Unit 1, has nothing to do with what happened six
years ago We all know this accident irnvolved Unit 2 Unit 1

was shut down at the time
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This Commission correctly, in my judgment, orderad
Unit 1 to remain shut down unti | further rotice Unit 1 hadg
nothing whatever to do with our nation’s worst rnuclear
accident

Why, then, has the restart of Unit 1| been so
controversial? Why have we been wrest!ing with this matter
for six years?

This Commission acted to shut down Unit 1 because of
uncertainty, uncertainty over whether it would be safe to run
Unit 1 anly tweo hundred yards away from damaged Unit 2,
uncertainty over what had caused the accident at Unit 2, and
whether the same conditions that caused it might exist at
Unit 1.

Now since the time of the accident, some of the
uncertainties, as Governor Thornburgh alluded to in his
excellent statement, some of those uncertainties which |ead
this Commission to issue the shutdown order have been
resclved

Unit & is being cleaned up. We now have a pretty
good idea of what caused the accident . However , we have also
learned, we also know that Unit 2 ocperators routinely
falsified leak rate data We know that federal officials waere
liead to, both in the early stages of the accident and later
We know this Commission’s staff has made inconsistent

statemants about the competence of GPU's management
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Those are the things we know, Mr. Chairman But
what troubles me even more is what we do not know

Now for example, | have publicly requested on three
separate occasions -~ | have sent you documents in each case
== that this Commission conduct public hear ings on tha
question of management integrity and management competence and
on the safety issues raised by the repair of steam tubes in
Unit 1. | am not the only one to have made those requests,
either for public hearings or on those specific issues. Our
Governor has, and so have several other members of the
Pennsylvania Congressional delegation.

The Commission has repeated!y responded to such
requests by postponing a restart decision, but it has
continually refused to hold such public hearings

Now asking for a public investigation of safety and

'man.gomont integrity issues is not a frivolous request . There

are serious allegations. Encugh responsible people,
Mr. Chairman, are making them in order to give reasonable
cause for open and public inquiry. The public has a right to
have those allegations dealt with on the record in a public
hear ing

The way not to do it, Mr Chairman, is to restart
Unit 1 and then just see what happens Failure to hold
hear ings creates the appearance, deserved or not, of a

cover-up of something by someone, and such appearances only
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serve to undermine the credibility of this Commission. In
other words, pecple can only ask, "What is the Commission
trying to avaid? What are they afraid they will find an the
public record?”

Mr. Chairman, given your dedication to restoring the
reputation of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission -- and youw
have done much to improve its performance, and in so many ways
== | know, Mr Chairman, that that is the last result that vou
think, namely an underm ning of the credibility of this
Commission.

But, Mr. Chairman and my distinguished
Commissioners, | do urge you to hold public hear ings on the
safety issues, on the issues of management integrity and
competence, and | urge you conce again to postpone any restart
decision until you do so

For example, the NRC, through public hear ings, needs
to make a specific finding as to whather any member of the
current management of GPU was involved in or condoned the |leak
rate falsification which occurred prior to the acci dent
GPU’s management was absolved in a cr iminal proceeding, but
that was part of a plea bargain and was hardly a definitive
finding that members of OGPU’'s management were not in some way
party to the falsification of leak rate data

| recognize that even specific findings pursuant to

public hearings may rnever resclve all of the doubts of all of
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the pecple, but it would go a lang way to relieve the concern
of 30 many that trhe Nuclear Regulatory Commission is avoiding
these critical integrity, competence, health and safaty
issues

S0 in short, | am here to ask you to examine the
evidence in public, so that there is a sound bas i s for mak ing
A decision on restart, whatever that decision may turn out to
be, based on those public facts on the record.

Mr. Chairman, | believe that the pecple who | ive and
work within the shadow of Three Mile Island deserve and expect
no less.

Mr. Chairman, | thank you and the members of the
Cormission for your attention.

Chrpplause )

CHARIRMAN PALLAD I NO Thank you, Senator Meinz. |
bel ieve your objectives and our objectives coincide The
question is one of, have we done it the way some people think
we cught to have done It? We have explored managemant
FTUTT . | do not want to draw any conclusions on that matter
as yet We have tried and we had further hearings on

training We have recently had hear ings and received a Board

decision on the steam gererator tube Quality S0 the efforty
have been therae Whether or not we have met all the
requirements that you have out!l ined, of course, s the

decision that we have to face, and we certainly are stil|
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struggling with a number of the questions that you raise
Let me again express my appreciation for your
personal attendance today I think it is very heartening to

see such interest on your part.

Let me ask if my fellow Commissioners have comments

or questions?

COMMISS IONER ROBERTS Thank you for coming.

COMMISS IONER ZECH: Thank you very much, Senator
We appreciate it

SENATOR HEINZ: Gentlemen, thank you

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO | understand Senator Specter
was called away for a short while, but he plans to be back.
Unless he has come back already, may we then proceed to the
next speaker, and we will take Senator Specter when he
returns .

The next speaker ‘s Congressman Gecrge Gekas.

MR CEKAS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman
STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE GEDRGE GEKAS, REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE 17TH DISTRICT OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
PENNSYLVANIA

MR GEKAS Mr. Chairman and members of the
Commission, thank you for granting me this opportunity to
appear before you I have submitted before and ask you to
please consider my written statement as part of the record

will not read it, but asimply allude to some remarks that
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naturally emerge from that statement and begin by endor s ing
heartily the statement of Governor Thornburgh and that
rendered by Senator Heinz as to the issues at hand.

i | represent the 17th Congressional District of
Pennsylvania, in which area |lies the plant and the effect of
Three Mile Island and the accident of 1979

My purpose in coming to you today is simply to say,
rethink, reject restart And | say that for all the
accumulation of reasons that have been propounded by the
Governor and by Senator Heinz and refer you to the original
report rendered by the Kemeny Commission, that Special
Presidential Commiss.on that was commissioned at the time of
the accident or immediately following it to analyze the cause,
assess blame if they could, and to make recommendations for
the future of Three Mile Island and for the future of domestic
nuc lear power, as it were.

And one of the striking comments made by that Kemany
Commission was as fol lows: "The fundamental problems are
pecple related and not equ i pment problems We have stated
that fundamental changes must cccur in organization,
procedures, and above all in the attitudes of people No
amount of technical fixes will cure the underiying problem. *
Here we are sinx years later, at a different juncture

in the history of the accident at Three Mile Island, and that

statement stil | bears truth The under lying problems are
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those things which the Governor has stated and Zenator Heinz
and which | endorse. We cannot begin the debate on restart,
let alone begin restart, not even the dabate, until we resclve
these underilying problems.

These underlying problems are, in form and
substance, those that couch the questions of management
integrity. |, personally and professionaliy and in my
capacity as representative of the people of the 17th District,
cannot stomach the guilty pl'ea, the convictions in Federal
Court, which for al! time, to me, deter any possibility of
fealing that the management of this particular entity is
capable of proceeding in the bast interests of ocur pecple or

of the nuclear industry or of the nation in the restart of

Unit 1

Chpplause ]

The question of adverse health effects, scant as
they might be at the moment, even scanter, if that is the

proper word, even more scant is the attention given by this

Commission to the possibility of adverse health effects.

CApplause ]

| understand perfectly wel! the legalities and the

mandates of the Commissizn and the regulations arnd what is

your role in all of this process I understand that very

well, and | do try very hard to objectively and professionally

and legally put myseif in your position as to what you must
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see and what you =must do and what you must study But you
canncat avoid, in the context of what is a wor idwide
phencmenor, Three Mile Island, you canncot afford not to deal
with the health effects

Even if you were to command restart tomorrow, God
forbid, if you would do that tomorrow, there will be a time
when the company that is cperating is going to report some
small incident, some |leakage of radiation, some emission that
may not harm anything or anybody in the objective criteria
that you have before us, but until you have extensive hear ings
on the health effects that follow the actual accident, you
cannot predict or prevent what might occur with even an
uncommon, just an ordinary, routine type of emission that
might occur after restart, God forbid, should cccur.

CApplause . ]

So heaith effects is not an isclated issue. Health
effects are exactly that What more can be said about health
effects than they affect the heal!th? And that should be
enough .

Beyond that, something that perhaps you might label
me as naive in uttering, because |’'ve uttered it so many times
that | think the only person |’ve been able to convince is me,
| cannot, for the |ife of me, understand how we can proceed
with restart of Unit 1 without completion -- and | mean

completion ~- of clean~up of Unit 2
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CApplause ]

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO Please let the speaker
cont inue

MR. GEKAS: The claan-up of Unit 2, in my judgment,
which is festering |ike a monster cdown there, which has more
capabilities of danger and adverse health effects than we give

credit at this moment, that clean-up has to have the benef it

of the full concentration of resources and personnel of the
operating entity, with all the help that the entire world can
give it. | am talking about the Congress. | am talking about

the Japanese Goverrment, who is interested in Three Mile
Island and all of its consequences. The whole gamut of help
that it can secure for clean-up.

No one caﬁ convince me, and |’'m trying to convince
you -- |’'ve convinced one person so far, me ~~ that restart of
Unit 1 will not detract from full concentration on the mammoth
Job of clean~up. That is the salient portion of my test imony .

| took am opinion pol) shortly after the accident
occurred, and although you might say that it was couched in an

atmosphere so close to the accident itself that it may not be

valid, it was an overwhelming rejection of the idea of
restart, let alone actual restart. A later referendum, with
which you are familiar, consolidated that opinion of the local
pecple, and | know what credibility you give to that.

(Laughter 1
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Just yesterday, | received another flood of names
and petitions wnich underlie the fact that the pecople there
are very apprehensive about the restart proceedings, the
restart itself, under the atmosphere which is now extant, both
in Washington and on the Isltand itself.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: George, the time is up

MR. GEKRS: My time has expired | ask you for
thirty additional seconds.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Okay.

MR. GEKAS: In the thirty additional seconds, |
would simply say, rethink, reject restart. Thank you.

[Applause . ]

CHAIRMAN PALLADINDO: We thank you, Congressman
GCekas . | agree with you that one of the bigygest problems we
have is that asscciated with the attitudes and the
characteristics of the people that are invalved in any
operation and especially at TMI-1, and we have been very
interested and, | think, have been quite diligent in trying to
deal with those problems.

With regard to the guestion of heal!th effects, this

Commission has supported and participated in quite a number of

health effects studies, and there iz quite a list of them. |
don’'t have it before me, but we have sent the list to the
Congress, and we can make it available to you I will have to

do it later. But we are interested in health effects, as you
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well know Nevertheless ~--

MR. GEKAS But do you fee! that adequate hear ings
have been held on health effects?

CApplause . ]

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Health effects are things that
you study and get information on.

MR. GEKRAS: Weil, one of the ways to study them,
Mr. Chairman, is to have hear ings

CApplause . ]

The reason | say this, | am very much concerned
about a restart occurring, and then even in the training

session of the undamaged reactor, suppose there skhould be some

small, insignificant emission of radiation.
Can we ~~ can you tell us what the results of that
kind of emission would be? Are we going to fall back on the

pre~-Three Mile Island data that we have as to what constitutes
an ill effect of a possible emission?

CHAIRMAN PaALLADINO: The studies | referred to were,
in large part, done after TM|, after the TMI| accident.

MR. GEKAS: | understand that. But the public
hear ings are the ones which you may be able to use to satisfy
those quer ies.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Other comments?

COMM  SSIONER ASSELSTINE: Just a brief one

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Would you please restrain
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yourselves We have to continue this meeting in an order |y
way .

COMMISSIONER ASSELSTINE I don’t think | need to
say anything more on the hearing point. | certainiy find

myself in agreement with the comments that you make,
Congressman Gekas, as well as those made by Senator Heinz and
Governor Thornburgh on the health effects point .

I think that the recent health effects information
does have to be explored further. | agree with that point.

CApplause . ]

That is why | have advocated that the Commission
itself go out and hire an independent, recognized expert to
look through that information and all of the other health
studies that have been done and at least give us some
preliminary feel for whether there is something new here thnat
really does have to be investigated further.

Now whether that can best be dorne by hearings or
some other means, | think at least getting an independent,
recognized expert to take a good thorough look at these things
to start with would at ieast be a step in the right direction,
and | am very sympathetic to the point that you made and to
the obvious concern that these recent studies have to have had
on your constituents and the other pecple who live in the
vicinity of the plant.

MR. GEKAS: Thank you, Commissioner .
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COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL Let me comment for a moment
on two of the issues that you have raised, Congressman Gekas

On the health effects issue, | iave to say that the
Commission has consulited at least all of the constituted
bodies in seeking the expertise of the Center for Disease
Control . The Pennsylvania Department of Public rzalth, of
Ccourse, has its own ongoing study, and, in fact, although
there are shadings of differences, perhaps, between
Commissioner Asselistine and myself on exactly what wou'!d be
the best way for the Commission to support that ongoing study,
to this date, the best of ocur Staff effort, the Center for
Disease Co .-ol and others have not given us good cause to
carry out those kina: of studies within our direct purview,
but | have urged, as did the Center for Disease Control, that
we support the Pernnsylvania Department of Public Health in its
continuing study of possible long-term health effects in the
wake of the accident.

| want to make one other comment, and that is with
respect to clean~-up of Unit 2, and | think retrospectively,
look ing back over six years, almost anyone would agree that
that simply has not gone quite the way it should have and
could have, in my judgment.

If we could do things over, there is on question in
my mind that you are absolutely right, that that clean~up

should from the very beginning have had the full rescurces --
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and until the and, | should add ~-- had the full resources of
the Federal Government behind it, and | can assure you that |
have searched, and if | could have found a way that the NRC

today, even, had the means that were available ~- and we're
really talking about legal means here available to this agency
to force a further, more direct involvement of the Federal
Government to expedite that clean~-up, | would have done so

But the fact is, apparently, such means are not at
our disposal . | believe they were at the disposal of the
Commission some years ago, and that would have been a far
better path to take. That is history now, and unfortunately,
the clean-up does proceed, but | agree with you, it proceeds
too slowly.

That’s all that | have to say, Mr. Chairman.

COMMISS IONER ZECH: Thank you, Congressman, for your

vViews .

COMMISS IONER ROBERTS: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: | understand that Senator
Specter is back. Would youw join us, please, at the table.

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE ARLEN SPECTER, Z2ENATOR FROM THE

COMMONWENALTH OF PENNSYLUANIA .

SENATOR SPECTER | regret the necessity to l|leave,

but the issue of the battlieship Wisconsin was before the

Senate .

COMMISSIONER ZECH: A very important issue, Senator



CLaughter 1

SENATOR SFPECTER: They wanted to delete $54 million
on a Navy ship which may come to Pennsylvania for repairs, so
you can see my concern, my hasty retreat, but let that not be
any indicator of my lack of interest in this issue. Let me
prompt return here indicate my great concern for the Jjob which
you are doing and the issue that you are facing

| urge the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to resolve
the issues of safety and competency of management, because so

many are awaiting the resolution of those issues. You have a

large contingency here today from the area which would be

affected by any problems. You have a large contingency of
13 consumers who are affected by rates. There are many involved
14 on the corporate side of the issue in terms of the value of
15 the companies, GPU and the others. There are a group of men
18 who await outside this building, urging a restart. So there
i are an enormous number of issues and a number of pecople who
13 await the decision of this group, and | would suggest to you
19 that it is only this Caommission which has the mechanical
20 prowess to hear the issues and to decide them, and | urge you,
21 as | did in December of 1983 and again in February of 1984, to
e2 conduct those hearings and come to the conclusions yourselves
a3 After hearing a great dea! from all factions of
24 Pennsylvania, | dec i ded to conduct a hearing, which | did on

23 December 13th of 1983, and among twenty-five witnesses whom |
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reard in Harrisburg, the case was stated most sensibly by the
NRC empioyee, Mr Harold Denton, who said, and | quote: 13
is inexplicablie why it has taken five vyears to get here

Now that was a year and a half ago, and | think it
IS more inexplicable as to why it has taken another vear and a
half to come to where we are today.

| have written to the Commission, tel ling you of my
views as a United States Senator representing Pennsylvania,
and the relevant subcommittee chaired by Senator Simpson, the
Committee on Environment and Public Works, held a hear ing on
February 23rd of 1934 where | urged this Commission, all
members then being present, to hold a hearing and to decide it
yourselves .

There is a multiplicity of procedural steps

involved, which are a maze of red tape . You have the NRC

‘Office of Investigation, the NRC Special Iinquiry Group, the

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Appeal Board, and the Special Master . And what |
had urged at the ocutset was that this Commission be convened
one day, start, hear the evidence -- it might take five days;
it might take ten days; it might take seventeen days ~-- and
retire and del iberate and decide these issues of safety and
competency of management .

| reviewed the legal papers in the Court of Appeals

for the Third Circuit, and those are the same Issues which the
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Commonwealth of Pannsylvania continues to raise at this time.

When the proceeding was held on the subcommittee

chaired by Senator Zimpson, Commissioner Gilinsky agreed with
my position. At that time, Commissioner Asselstine said, and
| quote from page 23 of the transcript: "We still are rot in’

a position today to reach a decision one way or the other *

And then Senator Simpson summar ized the matter, and
his comments appear at page 35 when he said, "Management
integrity is an issue, but the real issue is the procedures of
the NRC. " And then without reading all of it, he
character ized the procedures: "An extraordinary absurdity "

€o that my suggestion to you as a public official
and as a litigator with some substantial experience, and
having been in the position of being required to find facts
myself on many, many occasions, is to urge you to hear the
evidence and to make a judgment on those two basic gquestions
-- competency of management and safety -- so that all of the
interests can ;o satisfied that are involved ~- the residents
in the area, the consumers, corporate interests, the
shareholders, the building and trades people who want the
Jobs, and have it rescolved once and for all

Let me suggest to you that this matter is being very
== | was about to suggest that it is being closely watched,
but that would not be too much of a revelation to say to you

at this point -~ but it is being very closeliy studied by the
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Congress, and there are very ser ious considerations now as to
modifying the NRC to a single administrator to try to bring a
unity and an efficiency to the kinds of issues which you have
to face. And | am studying that legislation. My current
inclination is to introduce it, and there are others in the
Senate who share that view, and not solely because of TMI .

And | appreciate the comnlexity of the issues which
you men face on this Commission, but | would urge you to hear
the evidence yourselves. When you face these stacks of
materials, stacks of papers, it is just impossible to deal

with when there are so many assertions and counter-assertions,

that when you hear it yourselves, you have credibility, you
can decide it. But that is what | would strongly urge you to
do today, as | have eighteen months ago and a year ago

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Thank you, Senator Specter. As
you know, procedures are one of the bamnes of our existence,
and | have loocked to the Congress for some help. But
rnevertheless, the issues have evolved over time. They have
not suddenly appeared or could be dealt with quickly. As a
matter of fact, | think already there have been hundreds of
days of hearings, in addition to other public meetings.

But certainly it is time for us to cope with what
facts we have and see where we come out

Let me see if any other Commissioners have any

comments or questions.
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COMMISSIONER ROBERTS: Thank you, Senator, for
coming | certainly favor and support a single, strong
administrator.

SENATOR SPECTER: You do favor that, Mr. Roberts?

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS: Yes, sir.

SENATOR SPECTER: | am interested to know that.

CHAIRMAN PALLADING: I think you already have
received communication from me supporting the single
administrator.

SENATOR SPECTER: The single administrator. | would
be interested to know of the other views, if anybody would

care to share them with me.

COMMISSICNER ZECH: I do support the single
administrator And | thank you very much, Senator, for your
comments . | appreciate it very much.

SENATOR SPECTER: There is a majority present. I
think that is very impressive.

COMMISS IONER ASSELSTINE: Senator, let me say at the
outset that | certainly agree with the expression that you
made about the need for further hearings on some of these
integrity issues. We might disagree on who is best capable of
doing that, but | certainly agree that the hearings should be
held and that the should be held as expeditiocousiy as possible,
SO that the decision can be reached as soon as possible.

On the single administrator issue, | do not favor a
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single administrator, and | think if you are concerned about
seeing these issues fully ventilated and fully aired and fully
resclved, you are not going to get that with a single
administrator, and my own view is that the commission form is
the best form, the big advantage being that you at least get
the issues considered by a range of people with different
backgrounds and exper iences, and you hear different views.

And | think from the standpoint of you and the Congress, that
is the big benefit of having the commission form, and | do not
support the single administrator proposal that has been
advanced by some of my col leagues on the Commission.

ChRpplause . 2

SENATOR SPECTER: Commissioner Asselstine, you may
be right. I do not know with certainty, and | am only
considering it, and | am talking to my col leagues. But the
delay in this case is a strong argument for a single
administrator and for some change, so that this case itself
has created that impetus.

COMMISS IONER ASSELSTINE: | would agree that when

you l|ook back on the past six years and how long it has taken

to get to the point where we are, and | think that the view
that | had and | think that you share, that we are still not
to the point where we have all of the information that we need
to reach a judgment on the capability and the integrity of

this organization, that i1 has not gone well, that if one
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could go back and start at the beginning, | think one could
think of a very different approach to dealing with this
utility and with the very difficult questions that have been
involved in this proceeding.

In fact, | am coming around more and more to agree
with our former colleague, Commissioner Gilinsky, that if we
had this to do cver again, the thing would have been to do
much as you suggest, to have the Commission take these issues
on directly, deal with them, perhaps outside of the context of
our more formal hear ing procedures that we followed in this
case, and simply face up to the question of, ar:« hese people
capable and fit to cperate this plant? and if they are not,
what fundamental changes in the organization need be made to
put them in that position?

Having ,come as far as we have under the approach

‘that we have used, | am not sure that we can now go back and

convert to the other process In fact, | think the crux of

the suit by the Commonwealth is that one must follow the

approach that we have taken and treat this proceeding as the

formal proceeding that was originally instituted and address

those integrity issues.

But | would be inclined to agree with you that were

we to do this over, we would have approached it in a much

different way with much more direct involvemaent by the

Commission itself I am not sure that that issue hinges on
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the single administrator versus the commission farm of
organization, but | would at least agree with you in terms of
the problems that we have seen in the way that this proceeding
has gorne.

SEMATOR SPECTER: The difficulty which | _ 2 is that
you are no further advanced today than you were in February of
‘24 when this group appeared before the Senate subcommi ttee,

and you are not further advanced than you were in December of

‘83 when | held my hear ings. And | have an instinct that at
some point in the future, you will not be any further advanced
either .

The Commission has the authority to have hear ings on

your own, and if there is one thing that is sacrosanct under

our system of laws, it is procedural due process, and you
can discharge that by sitting and having hear ings. And once
you have hearings and you have heard it all, you do not need

to review documents, and you can make a judgment, and then vou
can say, and if you do that promptiy, it is not a matter of
somebody coming in eighteen months later with other issues,
once you have dec ided them.

But the litigation review law is very extensive,
and the soconer you come to grips with that hearing issue, the
better off you are. And meanwhile, the uncertainty has
compounded the probliem manyfold. These people are nervous and

apprehensive because It has gone on so long
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COMMiISSIONER ASSELSTINE: | would agree with you
that we may not be much farther along, but | think that the
principal reason for that was the judgment by the Commission
that no further hearings needed to be held on those issues,
and | think that, more than anything else, has stymied the
search to really get the information that we need to lay these
issues to rest once and for all, one way or the other.

COMMISS ICNER BERNTHAL ¢ Senator, let me just make a

comment . First of all I think about a year ago ~~ and |
suppose |, a few months earlier, could have made the
suggestion -- but a year or so ago, | urged that the

Commission consider even at that late date taking up these
Issues itself and taking a sweatbox approach and just sitting
here and hearing all of it with a Special Master, perhaps, and
clearing it up.

It may have been too late, actualiy, to make the
process more efficient, but as you, as an attorney, will
understand certainly better than | do, part of the problem in
this whole business is that this has been a funny kind of
hybrid proceeding It has not really been an adjudicatory
proceeding; it’'s been partly enforcement and partly
adjudicatory. And my understanding of the history is that
that is how we got into this mess that we're in today

That is an issue that | do not want to get into in

any depth. | do want to speak for just a short moment, if my
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1 collilguos will 1ndulge me | gave a long speech already on

m

the idea of a single administrator, but that was vesterday in

2 a hearing on the hill, s0 | will not repeat that

- | am cne of the skeptical, | guess, holdouts in

S favor of the commission system here, and | say skeptical

(5] because it is clear to me that in a very few years, you are

7 going to see passing from the scerne of governance in this

3 country the idea of collegial decision-making and commissions
9 unless we can do something to make the process more efficient.
10 Now the Commission, within the last week in fact,

11 took one small incremental step in an attempt to improve the
12 efficiency of its processes, and that proved to be very, very
13 difficult. So that is one of the things we are up against

14 here.

15 | agree with Commissioner Asselstine. I think that
16 it should be allowed to work the way it should have worked and
17 should work and was intended by the public work. The

12 commission system has many safeguards built in that the single
19 administrator does not, for an issue that is as controversial
20 as is nuclear power .
a1 But | have to say that | am waver ing at this point
22 very much . | started out as a strong proponent of the
23 commission system, but | am not convinced that it is going to

be possible to fix the system to work the way it ought to

That’'s all |‘ve got to say
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CHA ITRMAN PRaLLAD INO Any other comments”?

[No response J

CHA IRMAN PALLADINO: Thank you, Sernator Specter We
appreciate your participation here today.

SENATOR SPECTER: Thank you.

CApp lause ]

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Our next scheduled speaker is
Congressman Bob Edgar.

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE ROBERT W. EDGAR, REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE 7TH DISTRICT OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
PENNSYLVAN I A

MR. EDGAR: Thank you very much for the opportunity
to testify before you.

As | sat and listened to cur Goverrnor and both of
our Senators and the Congressman who represents the area
around Three Mile Island and saw the unanimity of interest and
concern about your decision that you are about to make, | am
even more convinced than when | came here with a prepared
statement that your decision to restart, which is upcoming, is
wrong I am opposed to a restart rnow at Three Mile Island,
and | want to make the record clear on that

[App lause ]

Gentlemen, | spend a lot of time with the veterans'’
community, and we deal with a lot of health issues. I chair

the Subcommittee on Hospitals and Health Care, and we have
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Jurisdiction cver the largest health care system in the free
wor ld. | know something about the atomic issue, because we
have 250,000 veterans who were exposed in cone way or the other
to nuclear radiation.

But the issue that confronts me in looking at Three
Mile island is more reminiscent of a health proeblem | find
with Vietnam veterans. We labeled it "post-traumatic stress

disorder,” and perhaps for your hearings today, we ought to
relabel it "post-traumatic nuclear stress disorder *

It is not just whether or not it is technically
feasible to go to a unit like Unit ' and physically turn the
key and have the mechanical mechanisms work on this nuclear

plant . The question is, how do the people feel? What are the

real health issues that need to be raised? How about the

confiderce in the management of those who will operate the
'syst.m?

It is an issue of human |ives, human beings, human
pecpla, families who were traumatized

| smiled when the Governor talked about the faces
that he saw of the people in the shelters, corncerned about
what was taking place on that eventful day when Three Mile
Island Unit 2 went down. | remember exactly where | was that
afternoon | was in the Governor'’'s office talking to Goverrnor
Thornburgh, watching his face and the pain that he was

struggling with with the information that he had
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Il don’'t think that that trauma has been rel ieved

CRpplause ]

And while for some, it is important to get Unit 1
back on line, for the jobs that are involved and the economic
development for Pernsylvania, -- and | am rnot unsympathetic to
the half million Pennsylvanians who are out of work and
unemp loyed, and | am not unsympathetic to the issues that
surround this very painful decision -- but assuring public
safety and integrity of the regulatory process is far more
important, and that the Commission should at this time
schedule a vote on restart, | believe, is ill-advised and
irresponsible.

CApplause 3

There is still a large number of issues that need to
be resolved before a restart decision carn be reached The
questions of the management integrity of the contractor, thre
adequacy cof Three Mile Island’s steam generator repair, and
the possibility of new information and additional health
Questions that need to be raised, | think you have to raise
those questions first.

Last month, Governor Thornburgh said the following:
“"There shoulid be no choice at all between resolving the safety
quest ions before cranking up a nuclear reactor or Simply
putting off those questions and crossing our fingers * |

agree with Governor Thornburgh.
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Perhaps all of these questions will be resolved
favorably in the future, but | do not think that we can afford
to take a chance and assume that they will be The

responsible course to follow is to answer questions first and

then proceed. The pecple who |ive near the plant deserve no
less .

In clasing let me say that if, in fact, there are
physical or, in fact, mental stress that is impacting on the

pecple surrounding this particular plant, no question should
be left unanswered before you move to turn the switch and
ignite the fires and start Unit 1.

(Applause.]

.l urge you to put off your decision.

[App lause ]

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Congressman Edgar, |, too,
agree that the safety issue should be solved before we start
TMI up, or before we start any reactor up | certainly
believe the Commissioners have always been working toward that
goal .

A great deal of attention has been given to
management issues. Whether or not it is sufficient, is a
matter, of course, that could be debated We have given
attention to the steam gernerator question. We have had a
recent Board decision that would allow us to cperate . We have

given additional attention to training, the adequacy of the
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operators to perform, and to the organization.
f0, these are the issues that we actually are
dealing with. And | am not trying to prejudge them, but our

gral certainly has been the same goal as the one that you put

forth

MR. EDGAR: 2. éhairman. even if you come to the
positive conclusion on all of the physical questions that need
to be asked, | think there is the human gquotient, and t..at is

what Governor Thornburgh, Senators Heinz, Spector and Congress
Gekas and myself are trying to state as clear'y as we can. It
is not just a matter of turning on the engines and restarting
unit 1, it is a matter of looking at the human impact.
(Rpplause)
CHAIRMAN PALLADI!INO: Are there other comments?
COMMISSIONER ROBERTS: Thank you very much .
COMMISSIONER ZECH: Thank you very much .
COMMISSIONER ASSELSTINE: Thank you.
COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL - Thank you We appreciate
your coming.
CHAIRMAN PALLADINO We appreciate your coming.
Qur next speaker is Congressman Don Ritter .
(Rpplause)
STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE DON RITTER, REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS OF THE 1STH DISTRICT, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYL''aN|a

MR. RITTER: I did not know | would get a hand this
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(Laughtar)

MP RITTER Chairman Palladine and Commissionars, |
appreciate the cppartunity to appear before you today. My
name is Dorn Ritter | represent the 15th Congressional
District in Pennsylvania, and | am speak ing today on behaif of
myself and the other members of Congress who have signed on to
my remarks.

| would |ike to point out that in addition to those
you have already heard from the State of Pennsylvania today,
there are nine others including myself. And | would | ike to
name those others who have signed on to the nature of my
remarks: Joseph M. Gaydos, Democrat, Austin J. Murphy,
Demccrat; John K. Murtha, Demccrat; Joseph P Courter,
Derccrat; Robert A Borski, Jr., a Democrat; Thomas J. Ridge,
a Republican; William F. Klinger, Jr., a Repub!ican; and Bud
Shuster, a Republican.

In addition, there are some thirteen other House and
Senate members who have signed on to these remarks.

Your meeting today, and next week'’'s schaeduled vote
on whether to |ift the shutdown order for Three Mile Island
Unit 1 will finally provide an answer that has been foremost
in the minds of a large segment of the citizens of

Pennsylvania, and is of deep interest to the nation as a
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Your responsibility is not an easy one Public
concern during the last six years about nuclear power in
general, and TM! specifically, has continucusly focused
attention on the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and its member s
to assure public health and safety.

The NRC’'s administrative process on the restart o

TMi=-1, has often appeared tangled and confused, with partial
initial decisions leading to appeal, resulting in reocpened and
remanded hearings at every turn Numerous decisions made by
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board rave been reviewed, and
where necessary, resolved by the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board. However, that is behind us today

To our opinion, the TMI-1 restart record is now

complete. You, the Commissioners must rnow weigh the

‘adjudicatory record created during the nearly six years of

hearings, and decide whether TMI-1 may or may not restart.

These hear ings have been character ized by one of the
most adjudicated proceedings ever conducted under the Atomic
Energy Act encompassing over 160 days of evidentiary hear ings
invalving more than 190 witresses. That is nearly one-half a
year of hearings having been held. Nearly 40,000 transcript
pages of evidence have been compiled

The ASLB has issued over 1200 pages of decisions.

Appel late review of these decisions has totalled in excess ~f
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These statistics reflect only the final proceedings
before the Administrative Boards And the ASLB received and
consideraed more than 2000 written | imited appeararce
statements and over 200 |imited appeararnces involving oral
statements You also have received countless written and oral
statements from concerned citizens, the general public,
elected officials and members of Congress during this
proceeding.

No one can tel!l you what decision to make. The
record must speak for itself. That record shows that the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board has found that TMI-1 can be
operated safely so as to assure public health and safety.

(Applause)

(Chorus of boos)

You have decided that no further hearings are
necessary . We support that decision The record as it stands
today is sufficient to make a determination on the merits of
whether TMI-1 may restart.

Further, members of Congress are not alone in their
belief that a balanced decision can be based on the existing
record. We heard testimony from our distinguished Governor
Mr. Don Baily, newly-elected Auditor General of the
Commonwealth of Pernsylvania and former member of Congress

who is heavily involved in nuclear energy matters He is
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urging the Commission to move forward on a restart decision
Mr. Baily, in his .stter of May 21, 1985 to Chairman
Palladino states:
"Given the information available to the
Cornmission, including the great degree of public
awareness, the great amount of time that the pubiic
has invested in the appeal process, | very strongly
recommend that the Commission conclude the six-year
debate and reach a decision. ”
In summary, we, the undersigned bel ieve the

Coomissioners should be commended for recognizing that a

decision on TMI~-1 should be made. We recognize the emotions
surrounding the issue. We have heard a great deal of them
today.

Yet, the adjudicatory record on this issue

represents an abundance of information upon which the

Commissioners can make a reasonable and balanced decision

based on substantial evidence.

Such a decision should not be construed as arbitrary

and capricious, and abuse of discretion conirary to law.

We urge this Commission to adhere to your public

record. Thank you.

(Applause)

(Chorus of boos)

CHAIRMAN PaALLADINO: Please sit down, and please
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remain silent.

We very much appreciate your coming here, and
apparently presenting a view that is different from those we
heard earlier.

MR. RITTER: Mr. Chairman, | might add as a
scientist, Congressman, someocne who |ives not too far downw i nd

from Three Mile Island, and somecne who had some 30 percent of

his ratepayers under the system that is importing cutside

power, | feel that it is important that we recognize the
State of Pennsylvania citizenry. | understand the importance
of the local population and their beliefs But, there are

other citizens in the State of Pennsylvania who should be
represented, and | am trying to do my best on their behalf
today .

I thank you.

(Applause)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINDO: Cur next speaker is Larry
Hochendoner, who is speaking on behalf of the Dauphin County
Commissioners
STATEMENT OF LARRY HOCHENDONER, COUNTY COMMISSIONER,

DAUPHIN COUNTY, PENNSYLUANIA.

MR. HOCHENDONER : Thank you Mr. Chairman and
members of the Commission for this opportunity to address you
this afternoon

For purposes of the public record, | have presented
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in writing, a statement that has beer signed by at least twn
dozen local afficials from two different counties, both
parties, all simply stating they do not feel it is in the best
in?or.st of the citizens of our community to have Unit 1
reopened .

(Applause)

Last weekend when | sat down to figure out what |
would say today, the first thing that occurred to me was the
irony of the situation. | stand here today because | am an
elected official of several hundreds of thousands of
citizens. Yet, the real issue facing us is not nearly as
official as it is personal

It is not the political effect of your decision that

makes me care so0 much. It is the personal effect of your
decision on al( of the lives in my community.

That irony struck me because | did not go to the
office to think about this, | went to my kitchen table.
Sitting there with a cup of coffee, | realized that | will not
always be a County Commissioner, nor will you always be NRC
Commissioners. However, | will always be a husband, a father,
a son, a brother, and so will you.

I think it would be a shame for any of us to
approach this decision any other way. We must remember that
this decision is important, not because it affects GPU and

TMI, but because it affec*s husbands and wives, daughters and
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(Rpplause)

Sitting at my kitchen table, | thought about all of
the other kitchen tables in Central Pennsylvarnia. After six
years, | must have had millions of conversations both at
breakfast and dinner about TMI, the accident, the venting, the
scandals, the NRC hearings, all of the things we have seen
every day in our newspapers. After the children are asleep,
parents sit at the tabl!es and they talk about their fears.
They wonder whether the goverrnment will respect their wish to
keep TMI Unit 1 closed.

(App lause)

So many things happen at our kitchen tables. I can
recall one evening, coming home very late vith a group of

friends who were sitting around my table after | returrned from

the hospital when my daughter was born. it was a joyous

celebration. And then | thought about this hearing, sitting
here The contrast is even more stark than | imagined. It is
a setting that makas the reality of your decision hard for

anyone who does not live in Central Pennsylvania to

Appr.ciat..

(App lause)

But, because we have to live with TMl, we are very

clear about the decision you should make. You can make the

right decision, to keep TMI closed.
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(Rpplause)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Please let the speaker
cont inue .

MR. HOCHENDONER: Thank you, Mr Chair.

Or, you can make the wrong decision. Frankly,
sometimes it is hard to see your problem, because the right
decision is not nearly as threatening to you as the wrong
decision is threatening to us.

The right decision dcoces not threaten you at all., !
have had hundreds cf phonecalls frem ordinary people whn
wonder

"What have we done to deserve this?

"What did we do wrong that wa still have to |ive
with the danger of TMI?

"Doesn’t the NRC understand that keeping TMI closed
iIs the only way that we car gain the peace of mind that we
lost over six years ago?”

(Applause)

It is impossible for me to answer those questions
because ocur position is so reasonable. We are just plain
folks in Central Pennsylvania. We work and wo: ship. We
parent and play.

We are not hysterical, we are quite sane And our
judgrent is that we would rather |ive without TMI

(Applause)
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We look at the consequerce of the right decision and
we see that we |lose ocur power plant. 8ut, we gain a benefit
of finally being able to get back to a normal life

We lock at the consequence nf the wrong decision,
and we see tensions, frustrations, anger, uncertainty.

One other thing that | recall sitting at my kitchen
tabie was something that happened cover eleven years ago. It
was a Sunday afternocon, and President Ford came on television
to announce "Our long national nightmare is over "

Well, the pecple of Central Pennsylivania want our
long nuclear nightmare to be over. And the only way to do
that is to keep TMI closed.

(App lause)

¥ you mak..tho wrong decision, our nightmare will
go on and on. We will literally be perpetual victims. Soon
each of you will make an individual decision about our
|l ives . And it will not be a judgment about just steam tubes.
It will be a judgment about our homes.

| urge you, | urge you to take your decision out of
your office, go to your own kitchen table with your loved ones
around you secure in your own hcme, and make your decision
there. Think of what your home means to you and what our
homes mean to us.

I think that that will help you to understand us.

And, once you understand us, | know you will make the right
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decision.

Thank you.

(Applause)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: We very much appreciate your
coming and sharing your thoughts with us this afternoon.

Let me see if my colleagues have any comments.

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS: Thank you very much.

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : | take it from your remarks
you would never under any ~ircumstances support recpeni ng the
plant; is that correct?

MR . HOCHENDONER : Mr. Commissioner, we have had the
Qquestion placed on the ballot in Dauphin County, which is the
parent county. We had a 3 to 1 vote against without any
qualifications. We have had on many occasions as a Board of
Commissioners citizens come before our meetings to simply
indicate that the psychotherapeutic problems invalved ~- and
I'm not talking about the technical issues. | cannot address
those and | do not think that is the issue. It concerns human
lives. And to the exteny that we have any right to be able to
live secure!y and to be able to |live with some peace of mind
in our own community, then | would say to you the answer is
absolutely no.

CApplause ]

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : Thank you

COMMISSIONER ZECH: Thank you.
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CHAIRMAN PARLLADING Ladies and gentlemen, !
appreciate your interest and enthusiasm, but it does help the
proceeding if we can hold the applause at least until the end
of the speaker’'s romurks:

VOICE: You said that already.

CHRIRMAN PALLADINO: I know, and | am saying it
again.

This is a good time for a break. | suggest that we
reconvene -~ will you please wait until | conclude my
remarks . A 1S-minute break, and we will reconvene at that
time.

Thank you.

[Recess ]

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Ladies and gentliemen, will you
please start to take your seats.

May we please come to order . We are ready to begin.

This is a continuation of our oral presentation on
whether or not the effectiveness of the 1979 shutdown order
for TMi-1 should be |ifted. We have five more presentations
this afterncon, each scheduled for ten minutes, and we begin
first with Mr. and Mrs. Aamodt.

Would you proceed, please?
STATEMENT OF NORMAN AND MARJORIE AAMODT

MR. AAMODT: Thank you, Mr Chairman and

Commissioners. We thank you for this one last opportunity to
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address this august collegiate body.

In the event of a decision and an order favorable to
the Licensee, we would just |ike to make it abundantly clear
that you may be assured that we will challenge that cutcome in
the couter courts.

| would also |like you to consider that that delay
that weuld be attendant to that challenge in the outer courts
might be considerably longer than the delay associated with
hearing these issues within the proceeding wherein they should
be heard. Although that challenge would be based on several
issues we support in this proceeding today, we will simply
respond to your CL-BS-OB.'which denied our request for
consideration to reocpen the record.

I think before beginning in the formal aspect of

this, | would just |like to show you a chart. This was
prepared by Mary Osborn, who is a lady whom | am sure you
recall, who has gathered the many samples of plants which have

suffered growth abnormalities which can be attributed to

radiation. This, | am sure you have not seen, is a plot of

the law suits that we know of that are already in progress

around Three Mile Island.

Rather than take any more time, just take my word

for it that these overlays show how those fit the location of

the known plumes at Three Mile Island.

VOICE: I thought this would be a plot of mushrooms
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growing i always knew that mushrooms grew in the night . But
they are law suits.

MR. AAMODT: It is an appropriate comment because
there was a 30-pound mushroom Iocated in that area as wel | .

MRS. ARAMODT: Fifty~five pounds.

MR. AAMODT: Your decision was based on your
conclusion that we failed to meet the three standards for
reocpening the record. | would like to discuss those three
standards.

Timel iness . You concluded the Aamodts had not
presented any justification for not requesting on June 24,
1984, cur initial filing for recpening of the record. Our
June 1984 motion requested that you, the Commission, verify
the elevated carncer death rate and determine whether or not it
was related to TMI-2. We put that burden on you at that
point, feeling that it was appropriate since the hear ing had
closed.

You made no attempt to verify the elevated carncer
death rates, and contrary to what you said, Mr. Chairman,
there has not been one single study of health effects in human
beings around Three Mile Island since the time of the
accident, and that is gospel truth, except for the neo-natal
hypothyroidism, which is false, although you state in vour
denial that the central issue raised by the Ramodts relates to

their aliegation that there are elevated levels of cancer in
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tha TMi~-1 area. That is the central issue by your words.

With the help of Judge Sylvia Rambo of the Third
District Court and the Three Mile Island Public Health Fund,
we verified that cancer mortality rate and we got cancer, and
we got death certificates for all 20 of the pecple who died.
Only then was it appropriate to call for recpening the record,
and we did, and we maet the timel iness standard.

The second issue is whether these claims raise a

significant safety issue or environmental issue. We would
argue a prima facie case, and | think if you were in our
position, you would also. Even GPU did not oppose our motion

on these grounds.

We would also note that the standard rests on the
words “"raised a significant issue. '’ |t docs.not say prove a
significant issue. It is, after all, the purpose of the
requested litigative process to prove or disprove the
contentions raised therein.

We did, however, provide a showing of evidence which
would cause a reascnabie mind to inquire further, and that, by
the law, is all that we were required to do We met that
standard for recpening.

The third measure is that there would be a
likelihood of reaching a different result. I think that is
self-evident, but let me make a couple of comments You

conclude that health effects resulting from the TMI-2 accident
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are not related to a determination of whether TMIi~-1 can be
safely operated today. Clearly, you erred in this conclusion.

You acknowledge in the same paragraph in your order
that our allegation concerning Licensee’'s deceptions in the
nec~-natal hypothyroidism issue were relevant. Beyond this,
the effects of Licensee’s al leged deception and our allegation
that health effects are observed on plume |ines far beyond the
ten-mile planning area seriocus challenged the present planning
standards.

In that regard, we have provided you ~-- we have a
packet of documents we would |ike to give you, and one of
those is a statement by Steven Cory, an individual who was
functional at the time of the Unit 2 accident. He still has
as his responsibility the implementation of evacuation in his
township, where he will tell you that they will not be there
Those workers will not be there, not because they want to be
disobedient, but for reasons he will tell you, which
principally cont;r on the fact that they don’'t know who they
can believe if there is an accidert, and they have a principal
responsibility to their families. And youw have heard that one
before.

CApplause ]

I will row discuss your dismissal of some of the
evidence we presented in your brief Neither you nor any of

the parties -~ and | would |like this clearly consic’ ad --
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neither you nor any of the parties chal lenged cur evidence of

the symptoms which occurred among |iterally several hundreds
of pecple, © many cases prior to the knowledge of the
accident -- * red skin, the metallic taste, tr. oss of

hair, the diarrhea ~~ which are most reasonably explained by
radiation exposure. No one chal lenged that there were
radiation~induced piant abnormalities. No one chal lenged or
could challenge the grossily increased cancer death rate among
the pecple. Those are facts which you did not chal lenge.

You state that we -- quoting you -- have not
provided information that would lead us to question the
Department of Health’s conclusions that the ten-fold increase
in neo~natal hypothyrodism observed was not due to the
evidence. What better evidence could we present to you to

discredit that finding, absent a proceeding, than the simple,

plain fact that the nec-natal hypothyroidism today is back to

where it was before the acc ident.
You reiterate your confidence in the "findings

reached in ear!lier assessments of radiation releases from the

TMI-2 accident.’’ You know as well as | that these assessments
were made in the absence of crucial data. For the per i od 4:00
am to 7:00 pm , the charcoal stack filters are missing, and

that is the period of most core damage.
You know that off-site dosimeters were grossiy

inadequate to define the emissions. There were two on the
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west side of the river, and those were a mile from the plant,
and as many researchers have said that a mile from the plant,
you don’t even measure on the ground the passage of a plume up
here.

And you know that the makeup tank header |leaked
vapors from the reactor coolant water throughout the entire
period of the accident. You know that . You also know that
the effect of plume touchdown was never considered, and we
will have for you -~ | believe you may have already gotten a
letter from the researcher ~-- you will shortly -- we will be
able to demonstrate to you that at the point of plume
touchdown, the radiation exposure of the individual! is in the
order of 1000 or more times greater than what is measured at
the ground.

When our Affi.davit 1 was in his garage on Thursday
morning and got the red skin and effects that he suffers to
this day, the highest reading observed off-site was measured
in a direct |line to his house at Goldsbaoro, 30 millirems per
hour . Multiply that by 1000 and see if our allegations might
not have validity. But this is all work you folks should have
done .

Beyond this, there has been serious criticism of
earl|ier dose assessments by noteworthy scientists You are
familiar with the work sponsored by the TM| Public Health

Fund, John Beay’'s work, | am sure, but perhaps you have not
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read the handwritten memorandum by Carl!| Morgan. We have that
for you. That say<s that those dose assessments are, in his
judgment, invalid.

We alsc have a letter from CDC, the sare CDC that
you used to deny the validity of our motion, where they say
that .f the 20 deaths were proved, you bet you have got
something to look at.

Chrpplause ]

You are dead wrong in relying on the early dose
assessments to prevent hearing the health issue, and we will
challenge that one successfully in court, | can assure YOou .

You contend that currentiy there are rio elevated
levels of hazardous radionuclides off-site on the basis of an
EPA "informal survey with sophisticated radiation monitoring
equipment of sites selected by the Aamodts '’ This one almost
makes me smile. An EPA official acknowledyed that the
alphameter was inadequate to this task, and'furthcr, if we
Just wanted to do a little bit of homework, we will know full
well that the methodology precluded finding any transuranics.
You could not do it, and you know, Mr. Palladine, | am
sure, that that method could not show transuranics.

You acknowledge that transuranic materials emit
alpha radiat .on and could be another possible source of
adverse healith effects, but you allege that the presence of

transuranics is not a significant safety issue because “"The



staff has concluded that the iikel i ihood of measurable
quantities of transuranic material being airborne and
subsequently being released into the envirorment is
low.’’ Your staff did not do its homewark

In 1920, TMI personnel provided an aerosol sample
taken at the TMI-2 auxiliary building a year after the
accident, more than a year after the accident, and they sent
it to the Inhalation Toxicology Research Insitute, Lovelace
Biological Research Institute, for analysis.

What do you think they found? Transuranics in the
air in the auxiliary building a year after the accident.

You cannot tell me that transuranics did not get
into the environment . Incidentally, plutonium and cal iformnium
were among them. Moreover, and this may come as a surprise to
you, most nuclear power plants routinely measure in the
plants . | am sure on a nuclear sub you would sure enough
watch .

During the accident, the ocperators were precluded
from taking measurements, and | have a witness to that effect,
Randy .

This is Randall Thompson. Perhaps you might
introduce yourself, Randy. Just a very brief statement just
supporting that

Randy was at Peach Bottom, where he will give you

his title there, and he was at Three Mile Island



D]

10

1

13

14

15

18

17

18

19

84

MR. THOMPSON Thank you, gentiemen, for allowing me
to speak to you | was a Senior Health Physics and Chemistry
Technician. | worked at the Peach Bottom nuclear power plant
down the road from TMI for a few years At that plant, | held
the position of Senior Plant Chemist, and | was responsible
for the monitoring of radiation releases via air and water
from the plant . I worked for -- through most of the month of
April 1979 at Three Mile Island in the same capacity as a
Senior Health Physics and Chemistry Technician.

MR @AAMODT: You were in the nuclear Navy also.

MR. THOMPSON: Yes, | served aboard the U.S.8. Sam
Houston nuclear submarine. My training and in the normal,
everyday application of health physics prevention in the
normal nuclear power plant, checking for alpha is of pr ime
concern, because ~~- you all know this -- if there is failed
fuel or fuel problems, then we have a situation where alpha
could develop. | checked for it daily at Peach Bottom twice a

day and never found any, because Peach Bottom was such a great

plant, real clean. Of course, we never had any alpha problems
there.

When | went to Three Mile Island, the rumcors were
that we had severe core damage. We had failed fuel, and, in

fact, the rumors were rampant that there was actual scram

failure. In this situation, it would seem to me -~

MR. AAMODT We will pursue the scram failure, if
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you would |ike.

MR. THOMPZON: Imn this situation, it would seem to
me, the first thing we would to be looking for was alpha
contamination. "Ns a technician, that was the first question |
had, in fact, and | was told point blank that we were rnot
look ing for alpha contamination here at Three Mile Island. I
said, "Why not?"” And they said, "Because we don’'t have any
alpha contamination here.” And | said, "That’'s kind of odd,
considering the severity of the accident . " And they said,
"VYes, we actually had an alpha scare tre first week , but we
sent it off for independent analysis, and it turned out that

the alpha was some radiological phenomenon cal led piggyback

beta,"” that nobody else |’'ve ever talked to has heard anything
about .

As a rcsutt of that, | filed a complaint and said it
was illegal and immoral to not be lcoking for alpha. I adid

not do anything else besides that.

And that's really all | can say. | was firsthand
there, and | was not allowed to look for alpha, because alpha
counters were not made available for my use.

MR. AARMODT: And you will swear to this under ocath?

MR. THOMPESON Indeed. Thank you, sir.

CHAIRMAN PaLLADING: Mr . Aamodt, we have been over

for a couple of minutes. How much more do you have?

MR. AAMODT Not a whole lot. Let me just spend




D)

10

19

12

14

1S

16

17

18

19

56

about one minute here just organizing myself and see how | can
make it shorter. | ma very close to concluding.
The other point | would |ike very much to make, we

have Dr. Car! Johnson, who incidentally provided expert

testimony at Rocky Flats and has a great deal of expertise

acknowledged by the courts with regard to the presence and

effects of transuranics.

You acknowledge that there can be health effects.

We would |ike to demonstrate the fact that, should we have to

go out into court, we are well prepared to demonstrate that

this could have been functional with the health effects that

were observed.

Dr. Johnson.

DR. JOMNSON: Mr. Commissioner, briefly there are

oversights, misconceptions in the Commission’s memorandum of

May 186 responding to motions made by the Aamodts.

Household surveys of cancer incidence and mortality

are a more valid approach than the 3tate’'s use of concentric

circles within those areas or the usual directions of exhaust

plumes from an industrial plant source |ike Three Mile Island

What the NRC characterizes as "anecdotal information” is the

same information that physicians value as medical history or

at that the Bureau of the Census considers to be vital census

data. The information necessary for a valid core study must

be ocblained from area household surveys. It cannot be



]

10

1"

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

obtained from State cancer reyistries.

The radiation exposures to the communities around
Three Mile Island began in 1974 with the start-up of TMI-1
This plant also had ser ious problems . It had a chronically
leak ing core pressure relief valve and nearly had the same
sort of meltdown in 1977 that later occurred at TMI-2 in 1970

Both plants can be descr ibed as ultrahazardous
operations. The responsibility for the excess cancer deaths
in the communities near Three Mile Island must be shared by
both of these plants The same management responsible for the
lying, the cheating, misrepresentation of the radiation
releases at TMI-2 also operated TMI~-1! since 1974, and |
bel!ieve that TMI-1 also released large amounts of radiocactive
gases and particulates. This belief is supported by reports
of a chronically leaking PORV and an aborted meltdown in 1977

An under lying problem with the nuclear establishment
is the reliance on doctrine which is treated as a matter of
religious belief. The doctrinal approach to science was
supposed to have been displaced centuries ago by the empirical
approach . In this case, if unusually high incidence or death
rates from cancer is observed near two failed nuclear plants,
sources of extremely potent carcinogens, we had better bel ieve
it and not strive tortucusly to find some spurious but

plausible explanation

If you choose to bel ieave that the time since TMI-2
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is not compatible with some of the cancer deaths, simply
consider TMI-1, which has also been a very dirty operation,
releasing plumes of radiocactive gases and particulates since
1974 The importance of the sz2ven cases of neonatal
hypothyroidism in !979, when only 0.6 cases were expected, has
been cuonfirmed by the rates for tnis condition since, falling
sharply in 1980 and 1981, and now down to cone or two cases
year ly.

The opinion of the State Health Department here is
asinine and inexcusable. The torne of the NRC comments |lead me
to ask the Cammissioners if their policy on radiation effects
research has changed from that outlined in the 1962 Atomic
Energy Commission memo addressed to the Commission: “"The
basic approach to the report would be to start with a simple,
straightforward statement of conclusions. We would then
identify the maj jor questions that could be expected to be
asked in cannection with these conclusions. It would then be
a straightforward manner to select key scientific consultants
whose opinions should be sought in order to substantiate the
validity of conclusions or recommend appropriate
medifications . "

I would |ike my statement, this AEC memo, and this
other document to be a part of the record

MR. AAMODT: In that regard, Mr. Chairman, | am

going to cut what | have left out and ask that | might submit



10

1"

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

to you a typed copy of my statements that would be
incorporated in the record.

I have just two comments that | would |ike to make,
and then we will clcse, if | may.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Could you do it expeditiousliy?

MR . AAMODT: I shall, sir.

The first, your Staff discredited our argument with
regard to Mr. Jarusky’s phone call == |’'m sure you remember
that -~ on the basis of 9:00 o‘clock cal!l, which one of your
Staff people convinced Mr. Jarusky that he placed with PEMA
and said it was in the PEMA log. We got the PEMA log
There’'s no 9:00 o'clock phone call, with the result that it is
row true, just as Mr. Jarusky said on May 29th, that he held
on the |line while he waited as a non-existent survey team went
out to report a non-existent radiation reading, which caused
PEMA to call off an evacuation.

The last comment that | have to make, Mr. Chairman,
and to this Commission is that we greatly appreciate the
opportunity to function in the system. When | was a little
boy in P.S. 20 in New York City, in my civics class, | had a
very hard regard, which | retain to this day, for this nation
of which we are all citizens We have the right to speak our
mind, and we have the right to use the |itigatory system, and
we would |ike you to be assured that we will use it, and we

will use it even if it comes to the point where, if you fail
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to protect the health and safety of the penple of Central
Pernnsylvania by failing to adequately investigate the health
effects, we will be sure that we bring a charge of mal!feasance
against this Commission.

[App lause . ]

I thought you might not want to talk to me any more.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: We value your opinions, and we
say that sincerely.

MR. AAMODT : I know you do. Thank you, sir

CHAIRMAN PALLADING: Any comments?

COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL : I have some questions. I do
not want to belabor technical details, for sure, on matters
that are complex, and that we certainly are not going to solve
here, but | am curious about one fundamental issue, | guess,

and it really reaches to why, if there was a release of the

kind that you refer to, of transuranics, for example -- | did

not follow your argument, incidentally, about the inadequacy
of the counter that apparently was taken up there for
detecting -~

MR. AAMODT: I'm not sure | can follow it either

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : But why would you not
expect, then, today -~ and as you know, our 3taff has at least
once -- | would hope more than once -~ in recent years been
up in that area seeking evidence of the release. Now

obviously the shortlived things are gore, but not everything
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IS shortlived, and it seems to me that there should be
evidence today It would appear to me, at least, as somecne
who also has some credentials in this area, it would be the
most direct evidence of what you are suggesting, and yet we

have yet to see that kind of direct evidence.

MR. AAMODT: DOr. Johnson, | want you to answer
that . But before you do, | would |ike to make two brief
responses to that: one, that at the time of the accident thrhe

significance of plume touchdown was not acknowl edged, and we
are not going to cast any blame on that, but the fact of the
matter is that when survey teams went out, the consideration
of the difference in intensity of exposure, whether it is to
rnoble gases or whatever it is, if you are at the paint of
touchdown or if you are a few hundred feet or a thousand feeaet
belcw.it, is enormously different. That is easily evidenced.
There is a great deal of evidence with regard to acid rain,
where it is just the mountaintops that get hit because they
are in the plume, but that's past

COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL : We can also look at the
mountaintops and seek that evidence

MR. AAMODT: Yes, we see it in the mountaintops here
with twenty dead pecple.

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL But where is the eviderce
today of residual radiation?

DR . JOHNSON | came to the TM| area in April of
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1979 to speak to a State Medical Society. At that time, |
urged that DOE would do tests of dust around TMI, as | did in
collaboration with USGS around Rocky Flats and also as has
been done arcound the Savannah River plant by the Department of
Energy. The response that | got from DOE after about a vear
IS that they would not do such a surface survey of dust on

the surface. Instead, they had done samples to fifteen inches
deep to measure surface dust contamination.

I understand later that the EPA has done a sSurvey
using one cent imeter deaep samples I am familiar with their
approach . They included plain gravel in this.

| maintain that to do an accurate survey of the

surface contamination by a plume, you must do a sample of

surface respirable dust . AN also, in addition to plutonium
239 and 240, it would be also to look for the curium 242, 244,

and amer icium. In fact, there are some forty different

transuranics of importance -- this is in health physics

Journals ~- of importance in surveillance of a ruclear
facility There are some forty The survey has never beon
done .

COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL There may be forty isotopes,

but we're talking about transuranics. As you know, they are

all common in the sense that they all emit alpha particles ¥

they are transuranics or other easily detectable radiation,

ind you still have not convinced me. Before, you were
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speaking here of surface respirable dust Certainly one could
seek evidence there. But why would surface respirable dust
not be carried with the samples that were taken, if they are
to one centimeter or fifteen ccntimofor: or whatever it is?

DR. JOKNSON: 1f you mix a very thin film of surface
dust with fifteen nches of gravel, you're not going to find
very much .

MRS . ARMODT: They found transuranics in the samples
in the Three Mile Island area, but it was the interpretation
that was placed on them, that they were not above expected,
wherever the Wertzville cemetery is -~ that is the outstanding
area that any samples are compared to, and that seems to have
Quite high levels of radicactivity And wnat was found was
attributed to weapons testing. But we don’'t know whether we
can believe that or whether we even can -~ as Dr. Johnson has
said, the sampling was not proper, so that the amounts, the
realative amounts, are in question.

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : But | get back to the simple
question, why is it, to my knowledge, at least, that anyone
that has gone up there within the recent past -- and | would
like to know if someone has done a verifiable survey with
properily calibrated instruments -- that they have not been
able to find the kind of evidence that you surely would expect
to find? The radiation would still be there in some form

MR. AAMODT Let me give a very brief exp'anation
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1 They found the transuranics. The found some transuranics.

m

They loocked for very few but the ones they looked for, they

3 found . They found them in very small quantities

4 COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : AsS you always do in nature.
S The question is are they above background.

(5] MR. ARAMODT: As you always do. But Dr. Johnson said
4 if you look in the right place, the concentration would have
3 been high. But when you added a whole lot of stuff in that

9 you knew had no transuranics in it, then the average became
10 very low and they masked it | submit perhaps somebody wanted
1" to mask it.

12 MR . JOHNSON: Around Rocky Flats | personalliy as

13 health aofficer took 72 samples to a distance of 20 miles

14 around the plant . DOE around the per imeter of the plant used
15 also a surface dust method out to a distance of 50 miles

16 looking for just plutonium-238, 239 and 240.

17 Why not use this method around TMI, out to S0 miles
18 and look also for curium and some of these more esoteric

19 transuranics you don’t expect to find in nature or from

20 weapons fall-out

21 COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : I could pursue this but it
az seems clear to me though that vour proposition is essentially
23 that the pecple that have been there haven’'t Iooked in the

z4 right places.

4] MR. AAMODT: No Their test procedures are
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improper .

COMMIS3 IONER BERNTHAL All right Thank you

COMMI3IS IONER ASSELSTINE: Let me ask one quick
question . Dr  Johnson, what do you think would need to be
done to verify whether there is a | ink between the higher
health effects that have been found by the survey that Mr. and
Mrs. Aamodt have done and others and a possible connection
with the accident? What now has to be dorne to lay the issue
to rest cne way or the other?

MR . JOHNSON: I outlined this in a talk at
Harr isburg a year ago last March and my approach would have
been to conduct interviews of pecople out to say 40 or S50 miles
and people who could have been in the path of the exhaust
plume from the plant, especially the early plumes which were

not monitored, reporting symptoms uncoached of course which

would be compatible with those of radiation effects | ike
burning of the skin, the eyes, loss of hair, nausea, vomiting,
diarrhea. I would take those very seriously.

From those | would outline communities which would

ba in the path of those plumes and then within those
communities establish a cohort of two populations, those who
complain of effects of those who did not and then follow those
cohaorts forward in time.

This is how you can do a very solid study with

relatively small population numbers .
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Then for the testing, | would use a surface dust
approach and, of course, the sconer done the better after the
accident. The surface dust approach is well-accepted. DOE
uses it itself. it is a very sensitive method and you can
usually distinguish what is weapons fall-out and what is not -

Also, we shou!ld have lockad for curium and amer iciim
and the heavier transuranics which you might expect to find
after a meltdown at a reactor.

MR . AAMODT: |l would like to add one other thing.
Dr. Johnson, would you also comment on the need for induced
chromosome damage tests?

MR . JOHNSON : VYes . That has also been discussed.

It is quite ocbvious that persons who complained of acute
radiation effects at the time of the accident could have
chromosome studies done This has been done for Rocky Flats
workers and there they found that workers with only one
percent to ten percent of the body burden from the plutonium
had a 23 percent increase in chromosome damage. It is a very
sensitive test and it should be done

COMMISS IONER ASSELSTINE Can the three items that
you ment ioned, you mentioned at least with respect to the
first two, they should be done as socn as possible after the
event

MR . JOMWNEON: It is not too late

COMMISS IONER ASSELSTINE That was my question.
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Those things can be done now and still yield reliable results.

MR . JOMHNSON: Yes

MRS . ARMODT: | just wanted to add that the map that
was down by Mary Osborn has coded the personal damage suits,
then also the people’'s reports of health effects and those two
bodies of information coincide in the same areas which | think
is interesting and the same with Dr. Johnson’s concept.

| also wanted to say that where we feel this health
issue impacts on the restart of Three Mile Island, there are
actually several areas but one of them is in the emergency
planning.

The xenon cloud that DOE plotted was 20 miles wide
and it was over the most populated areas in all of central
Pennsylvania. It went from Hershey through Harrisburg to
Mechanicsburg. It was over the very area where the pregnant
women and children were evacuated to that stadium. It is the
area where pecople are bringing personal damage suits.

COMM I SSIONER BERNTHAL ! Let me clear up one othar
point here. Is the argument then as | gather it seems to be
that the primary exposure was from the krypton plume then or
the noble gases at least or are you arguing that it is --

MR . JOHNSON No | would say that krypton is an
indicator of perhaps the presence of 500 different types of
radionuc leides .

COMMISSICNER BERNTHAL Many of them long-~|ived?
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COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL Therefore, they should be
easily detectable today?

MRS . AAMODT . Not easily.

COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL : I think quite easily, yes.

MR. JOHNESON: The gases will dissipate but the
particulants, some of them will fall to earth, ves. It is dry
fall-out which has not come down |ike wet fall-out from world
wide weapons testing. There is about o five~-fold difference
there.

In terms of inhalation exposure, dry fall-out is
more important.

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL: One other question here if |
may, you don’'t have conf idernce somehow in the Pernsylvania
State Department of Public Health and the surveys that they
have done.

MR . AAMODT: We do not for very sound reasons and we
are in court now challengisg their data.

MRS . AAMODT: I think the question was asked to
Dr . Johnson.

COMMISSIONER BERNTHAL : |l guess | am a little
confused and as you know | have urged that this Commission
support the Pennsylvania State Department of Heoalth in its
long term epidemiclogical studias but it is somehow striking

to .ne that your governor has been here and has spoken
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eloquently and very cogently on behalf of caution in
proceeding here but this iIs a state agency and | would | ike
someone to explain that to me.

MR . JOKMNSON: If | could respond to your question,
in one instance the state health department’s analysis of
infant mortality rates which were published in the American
Journal of Public Health, | loocked at that report and found
that that had not been corrected for gestation age at time of
exposure .

I ¥ you make this correction, there is a 15 percent
higher morcality rate than you would expect . My response has
been published in the Amer ican Journal of Public Health. |
thought that the state made an inappropriate response to my
criticism

In addition, the control groups were inappropriate.
The only recent control population was one in California. I
was maintaining that the po; 'atior in this area would have a
lower mortality rate than the cne on the west coast for
reasons | could go into further .

The best comparison populat on is one in the same
area, a population in the same area that has not been exposed
or the same population before the acc ident That is one
examp les . There are others.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Al right

COMM|SS IONER BERNTHAL : I think we ca: bably go
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on, yes

CHA IRMAN PALLADIND Thank you very much .

(Applause )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: At this time could we have the

representatives of Three Mile Island Alert join us at the

table, please

STATEMENT OF THREE MILE I1SLAND ALERT

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Please, proceed.

ME. STUCHINSK | : Mr. Chairman and Commissioners, |

am Vera Stuchinski and as chairperson of Three Mile I|sland

Alert | am here today representing the citizens of central

Pennsylvania.

We are facing a crisis in democracy and it has been

forced upon us by the NRC The NRC’'s investigation of TMI is

a shame and a public relations ploy that in the final analysis

.hlt been meaningless. When you shut the door on a full

investigation into integrity and safety issues, you have

turned your back on the public that you were appointed to

protect .

In turning your back on the public, you defend the
only utility which has been criminally convicted of viaolating
the Atomic Energy Act. You support a corporation that has

lied and covered up information surrounding the worst nuclear

accident in this country.

You dismiss the fact that the utility submit*ed
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falsified leak rate data at Unit "2" and the evidence of such
falsification at Unit "1 " You ignore management’'s material
false statements to the NRC concerning operating cheating on
exams .

You condone the harassment and firing of workers
who have exposed safety violations. You uphold a corporation
which has violated dozens of your own NRC safety procedures
for the clean~up. You question the safety of repairs to the
damaged steam tubes in unit "1" yet it appears Yyou are ready
to allow restart.

Finally, you flagrantly disrcgard the mandate of

area residents who voted overwhelmingly against restart. You

insult the governor of Pernsylvania in his efforts to
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safeguard the citizer

2f the Commonweal th .

You make a mockery of the democratic process by

dismissing the demands of our elected officials who represent

and voice the will of the pecople.

(Applause . )

MS. STUCHINSK | :

corporation whose prime motive

have abandoned your responsibility to the public.

is profit at any cost,

¥ you vete to support a

you will

A vote for

restart is a clear vote against the people of central

Pennsylvania.

(Applause . )

MR. NEILSEN:

Thank you,

My

Chairman.

My name

i

b
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Edward Neilsen and | am a resident of Harrisburg | have a

statement that was submitted to the Board here during the

break and | would |like to enter that into the record.
Essentially, gentlemen, you are in a hell of a
quandary again. You are between the rock and the hard place.
COMMISS IONER BERNTHAL : | think we can agree on
that .
MR. NEILSEN: | am sure and in two minutes or less |

am going to try to give you a general perspective on what the
community thinks about this.

You have to strike a balance between what you see is
appropriate and proper behavior as conmmissioners and
regulators of a rather inadequate utility and on the other
side, you also have to take a look at what is in the public
interest of a very large community in central Pennsylvania as
Governor Thornburgh has so eloquently expressed.

| don’t know what the answers ur; except from where
the community is coming from and | think that is very, very
important in democracy for you to abide by what the community
wishes

| realize that what you have heard today sounds
rather bleak and pessimistic. We are not frankly optimistic
that you are going to look out for ocur welfare in the public
interest . We tqnd to suspect that you are going to acquiesce

to the special interest and the pressures that are
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understandably brought to bear on you by the utility.

We urge you to take another look at that. We urge
you to go to your kitchen tables as Commissioner Hochendoner
requested that you do and give this some very long and very
ser ious thought.

(App lause . )

MR. NEILSEN: There is a way out of the quandary,
gent | emen . You have the choice of not allowing Three Mile
Island to restart based on the public sentiment and interest
of the community. You can stand up to the owners and
operators at Three Mile Island and demand total and complete
compliance and accountability for all issues and concerns that
have been presented during these lengthy proceedings.

You can choose to respect us | ike we have tried to
respect you to the best of our ability Listen to our
governor . Listen to our elected officials, Republican and
Demccrat alike. Gent'emen, it is cross-party and it is a very
important thing for you to understand. Everybody is opposed
to the restart of Three Mile Island.

Thank you.

(App lause )

MS. KINNEY: Good afterrncon, Commissioners. My name
is Paola Kinney and | am here as a wife and a mother . We are
very thankful for Governor Thornburgh and ~ur elected

officials and their leadership that they have shown on this
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The statements made here today and over the past six
years demand understanding and action. We did not ask for a
voice in nuclear power. We didn’t ask for a voice in nuclear
power but the accident at Three Mile Island gave it to us

(Applause . )

MS. KINNEY: Qur response to this nation’s worst
commercial nuclear accident is not -- please listen~-- is not a
pro~-nuclear or anti-nuclear issue. It is neither a pro or
anti-nuclear issue. Please understand th t.

It is the concern and well~-being of our children,
our families and our community. That is the bottom | ine Our
response is clear. The citizens have voted.

We are unable to accept or settle for nuclear power

generation at Three Mile Island. The NRC is congressionally
mandated to protect the public health and safety. You are
congressionally mandated to ‘o that. That is your job.

The NRC bureaucracy continues to deny the reality
that this accident has brought into ocur |ives. It is like it
is going to go away, it is the denial syndrome. We have to
face it head on.

We are angry and frustrated with the attitudes of
the NRC and its inability to enforce its |laws. The citizens
of our community are part of the solution. We want to work

with you. We are not crazy, anti-nuke kocuks. We all want to
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work together for a safe enmergy future.

I know that | have never been involved in anything
else ever, nothing, until the accident happened. | say to
you, please, please, rethink, reject restart because we are
not going to go away.

(RApplause . )

MS. KINNEY: Thank you.

MR. EPSTEIN: | am Eric Epstein from Perry County.

| think it is clear that the majority of you, | think,

Commissioner Zech, Commissioner Roberts and Chairman Palladino

will probably vote for restart on May 29th. You will probably
restart unit "1." You will place the same management behind
the controls who melted the fuel in unit "2" and cast untold

amounts of radicactive contamination over our homes, our
families and cur friends.

Rather thamn acting as a guardian of the public’s
health and safety, you, the NRC, placed yourselves in direct
confrontation with the peocple of central Pennsylivania.

You have instituted a hearing process that was
designed to deflect the truth and hide incompeternce and

dishonesty . You decided without even investigating that

management was not involved in leak rate falsification despite

the criminal conviction.
Your hear ings refused to recognize cheating of a

senior plant official where a federal jury found criminal
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guilt You coulid find no impropriety in the firing of a
clean-up engineer who raised safety issues where the Labar
Department found unlawful harassment .

So it is no surprise to us that you, the NRC, are
now the subject of a federal grand jury investigation.

This Commission has been blind, | repeat blind, to
obvious facts and offernding our precious democratic principles
by discarding the vote of the pecple and dismissing the
concerns of our lawfully elected officials many of whom are

here today.

You are accrountable to no one. You are accountable
to no one and shamelessly serve the interests of GPU. You are
apologists for the monumental incompetence of TMi‘s

management, people who accomp!lished the impressive feat of
melting the nuclear core in unit “2" and crippling trhe steam
generators in unit "1."

The pecople in central D.nnsylvln;a have both the
right and a responsibility to protect themselves from Three
Mile Island, the criminal management that owns it and the
federal bureaucracy that is poisad to unleash it upon us a
second time.

The pecple have a right, they have a right, to
defend the vote of the majority and in a democracy the
majority will does provide and a responsibility to resist

corporations that place themselves above democcracy.
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We know that for you it has never been a question of

if TMI will restart but when. We know that Your wvote is
non-credible and non-binding upon us We consider you an
accomplice to their cr mes. We will hold you accountabie for
their actions. We will never forget nor will we ever forgive
you and | can guarantee you this. With all the strength in me
and with all the pecple | know, we will never allow that

plant to recpen.

(Applause . )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Does that complete your
presentation?

M2. STUCHINSKI : Yes .

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: We appreciate your coming. You
speak of pressures. You certainly put a lot of pressure on
us . Thank you.

MR. EPSTEIN: We had hoped to do so. We were glad
to hear Commissioner Roberts speak. We had not heard you
speak before.

(Laughter .)

MR. EPSTEIN: We are waiting for you to hopefully
vindicate yourselves and vote against restart and prove me
wrong . Please prove me wrong. Vote against the restart.

CHA'RMAN PALLADINO: Any commissioner questions?

(No response )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO- Thank you very much Could we
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have next join us at the table the representatives of the
Union of Concerned Scientists.

STATEMENT OF UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS

MS. WEISS: Thank you gentlemen. My name is Ellyn
Weiss representing the Union of Concerned Scientists. With me
is William Jordan.

| want to begin by drawing your attention to two
reasons why restart of TM! would be unlawful .

First, as you are all aware the ASLB, the licensing
board in this case, issued a decision on May 3 ruling that UCS
had proven that cperator training at TMI-1 is deficient in
that it provides for no objective systematic on-the- job
evaluation of operators.

As the Licensing Board observed, this is contr.ry to
the INPO guidelines which have been officially endorsed by the
Commission.

GPU was directed to produce a plan for correcting
this within 30 days and it was further ordered that they seek
the agreement of the staff and UCS on its terms. UCS and the

staff were given 15 days to respond.

The Licensing Board also ruled that full compliance
with this requirement could be treated as a long term item, in
other words, delayed until after restart

UCS’'s view is that there was no rational basis for

putting this in the long term category After all, safety
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must be assured before operation not hoped for at some
indefinite unknown time in the future.

However, even it the Licensing Board was correct in
classifying this as a long term item, the clear terms of the
order setting up this proceeding require a finding by that
licensing board that reasonable progress has been made towarc
achieving compliance with long term items.

Such a finding is a condition of restart The Board
did not and could not make a finding of reasonable progress
since there has been no progress: GPU has not even submitted
its plan.

Therefore, you may rnot lawfully permit restart

(Rpplause )

MS. WEISS: Secondly, your decision in CLI~-34~11

directed the staff to certify in two weeks, | might add, the

‘ability of certain safety equipment in TMI-1 to survive and

perform its safety function in the radiation environment

caused by a ser ious accident.

This is necessary in order to resolve the UCS

contention clearly within the scope of the restart hear ings

Ten months later the staff has rnow written to GRU

that the equipment is so qualified.

However, somebody seems to have forgottemn that UCS

is legaily entitled to review and submit comments on the data

and analysis used by the staf+f . The Commission mayv not
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1 lawfully resolve a factual issue in these hear ings by fiat nor
2 may it deliegate decisiaon-mak ing responsibility to the staff

3 which was a party in the case against UCS | might add.

“ Thus far we have not been provided with the

S information necessary to prepare comments . This is a legal

S bar to restart.

7 Let me speak more gernerally now. Several of you

3 have expressed the view that six years is enough It is time
9 for a decision in this case. We agree. Iin fact, we bel ieve
10 you should have made your decision long ago, a decision that
1 GPU is not fit to hold a license to operate TM| -1 .

12 (Applause )

12 MS. WEISS: Let’'s all be clear. The problem with
14 this proceeding has not been that a yes or no decision has

15 been unduly delayed. The problem is that the Commission has
16 never been prepared to sericusly consider that no restart is
17 an option.

18 (Applause . )
19 MS. WEISS: The delay in reaching a decision has
20 resulted from the fact that each time in the past three years
21 the Commission has prepared itself to allow restart facts have
22 emerged making that politically or legally impossible. First
23 it was cheating cperators, material false statements, lies in
24 plain language by GPU to the NRC, trhen anm indictment and a

23 guilty plea for leak rate fals.fication, harrassment, firing
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of clean-up workers whose sin was trying to force compliance
with your own rules, gentlemen.

It is now apparent that this company |lied even in
its original response to the NRC Notice of Vinlatimn
concerning the TMI-2 accident. Even your own staff which hasz
supported GPU throughout now maintains that had it known all
of what is now known regarding GPU’'s integrity, it would have
conc luded that the company did not meet the minimum standards
under the Atomic Energy Act for nuclear plant |icensee.

What is the Commission’s answer? That some
fundamental change in this corporation has taken place
mysteriously? If so, why has not a single GPU or Met Ed
emp loyee ever been identified much less disciplined for the
responsibility for the leak rate falsification which resulted
in the first felony conviction of a U.S. utility for Atomic
Energy Act violations?

Why does GPU still continue to vouch for the
integrity of Mr. Arnold, vice president GPU-Nuclear and
Mr. Wallace, his second in command, who bear personal
responsibility for the false response to NRC’'s original rnotice
of violation.

Here we come, | submit to the crux of the matter .
As the facts have come painfully to light, GPU first denies
them, then as denial becomes no longer tenable, as charges

come to center on an individual, th company’'s response | s
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simply to gently nudge that individual into a nice job in that
vast GPU universe beyond TMI-1

(Applause )

M3, WEISS: Meanwhile, it never disavows the acts of
the individual nor does it take any responsibility at all it
is as if it never happened. Most incredibly most shifted
outside TMI-1 even if to another nuclear facility, your staff
shows no further interest in the individual and it continues
to endorse the integrity of those left benind who made the
reassignment without so much as disavowing his acts.

There seems to be no limit to NRC’s willingness to
accept this cynical manipulation. Smoke and mirrors are
enough to satisfy the NRC.

Some of you may ask yourselves why so many
conservative residents of central Pernsylvania, families with
no hidden poiitical agendas, people who never went near a
picket sign before 1979, penple who bel ieved before 1979 that
the governmert had their interests at hearts no !onger
believe. Why is there so much profound cpposition to what |
very greatly fear you are about to do?

This is why These pe-ple know that the law states
that the protection of the pubiic is NRC’'s primary
obligation. Six years ago they believed that if they brought
their concerns and if they brought the facts to you that you

would piace them first.
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| know because | spent much time talking to these
pecople right after the accident and in the six years since
Since 1979, haowever, they have seen the |law reduced to
meaningless words and tortuous procedural evasions.

If Franz Kafka ever met Lewis Carroil this sorry
excuse for due process would have been the result.

(Laughter )

(Applause )

MS. WEISS: Chairman Palladino, | heard your remark
that procedures are the bane of your existerce and | know that
you bel ieve that. But | say that procedures are not your
problem, Mr. Chairman The problem is that you keep trying to
avoid your procedures and you keep trying to avoid it.

(Applause . )

MS. WEISS: ¥ you would have fol lowed vour
procedures, the hearings on integrity would be long since over
after all your Appea! Board ordered them in August, 1933 and
you stopped them.

Six years is enough. It is enough (o know that GPU
should not be permitted to cperate TMI-1.

(App lause . )

MS. WEISS: I only wish that | could believe that
when you take your vote you will bear seriously in mind that
you do still have two choices It is not too late to affirm

that the NRC really meant the words when it said that nuclear
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licensees must have the highest standards of honesty and
competence, that the public safety demands no less and if
those words do mean something, then surely GPU does not meet
the test.

The issue before you as you vote is not whether your
legal assistants or aides behind you can concoct some
legalistic mumbo-gumbo to justify restart or whether the
mumbo-gumbo might even be just goond enough to get by the
United States Court of Appeals.

The question is whether it is right to restart TMI|
and it is not right. UCS wrges you to reject restart.

(Applause )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Does that conclude your
presentation?

M8. WEISS: Yes, it does, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINDO: We thank you very much . I know
it is difficult for me to sit here and be accused of a lot of
things | certainly do not feel we are doing but we are rat
here to debate with you but rather to make sure that we get
the information that you have.

MS. WEISS: This is the last time. | figured | F _.
better speak from my heart .

(RApp lause )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Thank you very much . Any

commissioner questions?
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(No response )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: thank you

(RApplause . )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: | wonder if we could now have
the members of the staff who are going to make a presentatior
JOin us at the table.

STATEMENT BY NRGC STAFF

MR. GOLDBERG: Chairman Palladino and Commissioners,
my name is Jack Goldberg and | am counsel for the staff in the
restart proceeding. With me to my immediate right is Darrell
Eisenhut, Deputy Director of the Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, and to his right is John Stultz, Chief of
Operating Reactors Branch Four.

The staff’'s presentaticn today will consist of my
brief remarks summarizing the staff’'s position on whether the
effectivenaess of the TMI-1 shutdown order should be |ifted at
this time.

In response to the accident at Three Mile Island
Unit-2 in March of 1979 the Commission issued an order on July
2, 1979 stating that it lacked the requisite reasonable
assurance that Three Mile Island Unit-1 facility, a reactor of
design similar to that of unit-2, could be operated without
endangering the public health and safety.

Accordingly, the Commission directed hat the TMI-1

facility remain in a shut-down condition until further order



of the Commiss i r and that a hear ing be conducted prior to
restart c t ity The July 2nd order was made
immediately

Orn August 9, 1979 the Commission issued
notice of hearing in which it specified the bases
concerns regarding the operation of TMI~-1 and set
Procedures to govern further Proceedings

The Commission establ ished a Licensing Beoard to
preside over the restart Proceeding and render an nitial
dec i g In addition, the Commissior instructed that if the
Board issued a decision recommending restart of M-
the staff certified to the Commission that the licensee had
Completed all the necessary action tems, it would
order deciding whether the provision of the August 9,
corder reqQuiring the |icensee to shut down would remain
immediately effective

In its August 9th order the Commission stated that

't would, "issue an order |ifting the immediate effectiveness

rfF it determines that the PuUublic health, safety or Nnterest no

longer require immediate effect iverness

gubsequent:y the Commission made it clear that the
Commission 'S "the exciusive administrative Dody with the
Power to determine whether unit-1 may restart dur ing thrhe
Pendency of any possible appeals of a4 Board decision before

the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board
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The Commission’s immediate suspension of the THMI-1

license without affording the |icensee an opportunity for a

prior hearing is an extracrdinary agency action which is

Justified aonly so long as the facts supporting that action

exist.

When the circumstances no longer exist, the

7 Commission should |ist the suspension and restore the original
3 rights under the | icense.
<] In the instant proceeding then the Commission must
10 determine based on the licensing Board’'s partial initial
1 decisions and the related appeal board and commission
12 decisions and now | am quoting from the Commission’s Order,
12 CLI-31-24, "Wnether the concerns which prompted its original
14 immediate suspension of August 9, 1979 justify a continuation
15 of that suspension and if they do not and the Commission
16 therefore can no longer {ind that the public health, safety
17 and interest mandates the suspension, then the Commission is
13 required by |law whatever the nature of the |licensing board’'s
19 decision to lift that suspension immediately. *

E 20 "Consequently, the critical question for the
a1 Commission’s consideration is wheth - ‘he resoluticn of the
22 issues in the partial initial decision removes the public
23 health, safety or interest concerns which form the basis for
24 the immediately effective suspension of the TMI-1 operating

29 license ”
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I would |ike to now briefly review the bases for the

Commission’s decision to make the shut-down order immediately

effective and the Licensing Board’s partial! initial decision

which addrcss those bases.

The bases for the Commission’s imposition of its

immediately effective shut-down order for TMI-1 were certain

concerns identified in the August @, 19792 order as further

specified in the Commission’s March 6, 1920 and March 23, 1931

crders. These concerns involve plant assign and procedures,

unit separation, emergency planning and the management

capability and technical resources of the |icensee.

For each of these areas of concern the Commission

identified short term and long term actions recommended by the

director of NRR as necessary and sufficient to resolve those

concerns which prompted the Commission’s immediate effective

shut-down order.

The Commission directed that the Licensing Board

consider based on the eviderce presented at the hearing

whether the short term actions are necessary and sufficient to

provide reascnable assurance that TMI-1 can be operated

without endanger ing the public health and safety and should be

required before resumption of operation and whether the long

term actions are necessary and sufficient to provide

reasonable assurance that they facility can be operated for

the long term without endanger ing public health and safety and
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should be required as soon as practical

All of the specific issues del ineated by the
Commission in its orders as well as other issues raised by
parties and the Licensing Bcard were addressed during the
hearing and were the subject of findings and conclusions in
the Licensing Board’s partial initial decisions.

The staff believes that the Licensing Board’s
findings on all the issues remove the bases for the
immediately effective shut-down order . The staff has
submitted its comments on immediate effectiveness with respect

to the Licensing Board’'s August 27, 1921 management partial

initial decision, its December 14, 1921 plant des ign and
procedures separation and emergency planning partial initial
decision and its July 27, 1932 partial initial decision on
cheating.

In summary, the staff stated in these pleadings that
the findings reflected in those PID’'s if accepted by the
Commission remove the corresponding bases for the immediately
effective shut-down order .

In addition, the Commission now has the Licensing

Board’s May 3, 1935 partial initial decision on the remanded
issue of |license operator training at TMi-1 which concluded
that subject to the condition that |icensee develop and

implement a plan to evaluate the performance of trained

operators and senior reactor cperators in the job setting for
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revision of its TMI-1 license to ocperate a training praogram
the remanded training issues are resolved in aver of restart.

It should be rnoted that this condition by the
explicit terms of the Licensing Board’'s order is a long term
requirement within the meaning of the Commission’s notice nf
hearing for the restart proceeding and need not be implemented
before restart.

In response to the arguments that the Commission
must or should hold further hearings before a restart
decision, the Commission has correctly concluded in ClL|I-35-2
and once again just recently in CLI-85~-7 that no further
hear ings as part of the restart proceeding are warranted.

In summary, the staff believes that the Commission’s
concerns which form the basis of its immediately effective
shut-down order have been resoclved in favor of restar: by the
Licensing Board’s partial initial decisions and the var icus
appeal board and commission decisions in this procea2ding.

Consequentiy, the Commission can rnow lift the
shut-down order and authorize restart subject only to the
license conditions which have been ordered by the Commission,
the Appeal Board and the Licensing Board and to the staff’'s
final certification of |icensee’'s completion of tre regquired
action items.

Finally, the staff notes that if the Commission does

author ize restart Region | will monitor the TMI-1 power
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ascension in accordance with a program for augmented
inspection, coverage and hol!d paints

The program was briefly described to the Commissiocn
by Regional Administrator Dr. Murley during the Commission’s
public meeting on April 17, 1935,

With respect to the status of the staff’s final
certification of the required action items, there is in
preparation a final certification paper which will be providert
to the Commission by May 29, 1979. The staff expects to be
able to certify as complete all of the required action items.
Such certification will pe made after and in light of the
staff’'s evaluation of the concerns raised by UC3 in the recent
letters that certain changes by |icensee effect the validity
of the staff’s certification of certain action items.

It is the staff’'s view that nore of the concerns
raised in these UCS letters raises a significant safety issue
and none provides a bar to restart.

Thank you.

(Applause . )

MR. EISENHUT: Mr. Chairman, ir an overall summary
the staff has concluded that all of the requirements as
def ined over the last years of dialogue with the Commission,
ali of those requirements that are needed to protect the
public hea!th and safety have been adequately resolved

They not only include the certification items that
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have been discussed but they also include all other applicabie
requirements such as g;ncric Issues and all! other matters that
effect cother cperating BSW plants

Reccardingly, it is the staff's ?onclusion that we
have the reascnable assurance that the plant can be restarted
and operated without endangering public health and safety.

FROM THE FLOOR: Baloney

(FApplause )

MR . GOLDBERG: Mr-. Chairman, that concludes our
statement .

CHA IRMAN PALLLADINO: Thank you. Any comments or
questions by the Commissioners?

(No response )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Thank you. If we could next
have come to the table the representatives of the |licensee.
STATEMENT OF THE L ICENSEE

MR KUHNS: Mr. Chairman, | am Bill Kuhns, chairman
of GPU, director of GPU. | have with me on my left Jack
O'Leary, Chairman of the Board of GPU-MNuc lear and on my right,
Phil Clark, President and Chief Executive Officer of
GPU~Nuc lear and we would |ike each tc say a few words and then
receive your questions if we may.

We appreciate the opportunity to be here today . The
issue of TMI~1 restart has been extensively examined and

discussed over the past six vears. During that time attent i on
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has frequently focussed on a few items at a time The aoverall

a picture has tended to be iost and we would |ike today to

3 address that overail picture.

“ The GPU system response to the TMI-2 accident has

S been sweeping and broad. We have made substantive changesz in
S all aspects of our nuclear program.

7 FROM THE FLOOR: You are still around!

3 MR. KUHNS: That's true | am still arcund.

a (Laughter )

10 MR KUHNS: Some think that one of the reasons we
1" have made all these changes is that | am still around.

12 (Applause . )

13 MR . KUHNS: We have made substantive changes in all
14 aspects of our nuclear program. It is not been a quick fix
15 but rather a deliberate thoughtful program of deveioping what
18 we want to be the finest nuclear operation in the country and
1?7 we mean that.

12 We have established a new subsidiary, GPU~-Nuclear,
19 with highly qualified management . It is deliberately
20 structured to provide the appropriate checks ard balarces in
a1 management visibility of the nuclear activities.
c2 The expanded GPU-Nuclear Beoard of Directors and its
23 Nuc lear Safety and Compliance Committee were establ ished at
24 our initiative. We bel ieve they are appropriate and effective

and they will caontinue as a part of our nuclear operation
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We have been unstinting in providing resources to
our nuclear activities. We have a corporate and a personal
commitment to safety and excel lence. We accept responsibility
for what has happened and although the cperation of TMI-1 will
continue tu be subject to more scrutiny than any other plant
in the world, we realize that that external scrutiny does in
No way relieve us of our continuing responsibility for safety
and excel lence.

We believe that there is strong evidence that our
commitment and cur efforts have been effective and provide a
sound basis for a determination that TMI-1 will be cperated
safely.

GPU~Nuclear is ready and able to operate TMI-1
safely. The plant is ready and its operation will not present

a safety corncern to the timely and efficient clean-up of

T™™I-2.

With the respect for the techrnology that has Qrown
out of our unprecedented experience and learning and with
conf idence based on the nuclear team we have in place today,

we ask respectfully for your approval.

| assure you that approval will not relax our
commitment to safety and excel lence but will be accepted by us
as a trust which we will not viclate.

At this point | would |like to turn the presentation

over to Jack O'Leary, Chairman of the Board of GPU-Nuclear.
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MR. O'LERRY: Thank youw, Mr. Kubns. M. Chairman
and Commissioners, | have now been chairman of the board of
GPU~Nuc lear for something over a year We have previously
advised the Commission regarding the other Board members |
hrlave attached a summary of that information.

The Board of Directors of GPU-Nuclear is
exceptionally active in discharging its responsibilities. It
meets each month for a full day. At least two meetings each
year are held at each nuclear site where we hear directly
from site management and inspect the plant.

In addition, we have as ocutside the directors
extensive contacts with members of management and with
cperating personnel at all of the plants. This provides the
Board with an cpportunity to hear from (ts Nuclear Safety and
Compliance Committee, N3CC, at each monthly meeting and we
have received two summaries reports from that committee.

In forwarding the latest report dated Bpril 16,
1985, the NSCC Chairman stated, "The Committee identified no
instances of non~-compliance. Safety attitudes and practices

.

are satisfactory The report itself has been provided teo the
Commission, the Commission staff and to other interested
parties.

The mission of GPU-Nucliear has been formally def ined

and gives unequivocal priority to safety. All of us who serve

as cutside directors of the Board including the three who form
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the Nuclear Safety and Compliarnce Committee are fully
satisfied that the priority on safety is fully understocd and
accepted by GPU-Nuclear management and that the members of
managemerit are qualified and dedicated to carrying it out.

It is indeed turning cut to be an exce!lent
organization

There have been suggestions that mproper pressures
that are counter to safety have been exerted by senior
managament of the corporation. We can assure you based on our
close monitoring of day-to-day operations that no such
pressures exist.

Finally, in the board’s view all resources needed to
conduct the company’s nuclear operations safely have been and
are being provided.

I would now ask Mr. Clark to continue our
presentation.

MR. CLARK: Mr. Chairman and Commissiconers, my
statement addresses the physical readiness of the plant, the
readiness of the staff, emergency preparedness and the axtent
of the publicly available record.

In summary, | believe there is ample basis in the
public record for you to conclude that the questions and
concerns which cause the immediate!y effective shut-down
orders have been resoclved and to conclude that GPU-Nuclear has

demonstrated the ability to operate TMI-1 safely and at the
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same time to clean-up TMI-2 safely.

The TMI-1 plant is ready to start-up We have made
appropriate modifications to respond to the lessons learned
from the TMI-2 accident and from other nuclear plant operating
exper ience . The steam generators have been repaired and
returned to licensing basis condition.

With the exception of a few items which can only be
checked during actual restart, the plant inciuding the steam
generators and the modifications has been tested and shown to
be satisfactory.

Start-up of any plant after a substantial shut-down
period always identifies some problems. TMIi-1 will be no
exception.

However, we have def ined a careful program for
restart incluging an extensive test program. We also proposed
and will operate for several weexs at each of two intermediate
power levels to provide added assurance of equipment
performance and operator familiarity before we proceed to full
power

The organization and its pecple, we believe, are
ready (o operate the plant  .fely. The GPU-Nuclear
organization’s structure and the key operating management at
TMI-1 have been in place since GPU-Nuclear became the |icensee
in January of 1982. They are experienced with that plant.

A number of comments today focused on the pecple.



D]

10

11

13

14

15

16

10&
There was a statement made that pecple are the most important
lessons from the accident. We abscolute!y agree. My statement
of August of 1924 to this Commission says and | queate from
that, “"The major lessons from the TMI-2 accident were not, of
course, the hardware lessons. Theay were the people-related
lessons, the rieed for the utility to have substantially
greater numbers of its own technically qualified peocple to
effectively manage and direct its nuclear activities for
greatly improved training, for improved procedures, for
greater formality in discipline."”

So we agree with the prior speakers. We have stated
that repeatedly and we have addressed that.

The staff at TMI has demonstrated the ability to
modify and maintain the plant and to the maximum extent
possible under the shut-down order to cperate the systems and
equipment .

The staff has extensive operating experience. We
have a full six shifts of trained and |icensed, | might say
re-licensed, re-examined operators, full-time, on-shift,
qualified shift technical advisors and full-time, on-shift
degree’'d QA monitors.

in addition, our programs in such vital areas as
training, quality assurance and radioclogicail controls have
been expanded and enhanced where they are amongst the —-ast in

the industry.
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In response to the recent ASLB decision on training,
we are developing a formal methrod of providing feedback to the
training program from evaluation of actual Job pe “formarnce .
That praogram will be submitted formally to the staff within
the 20 days.

Turning to emergency p eparedness, there have been
four full-scale emergency drills at TMI-1 since 1979 Caompany
performance has been rated satisfactory in each one. Earlier
this year NMRC and FEMA formaily concluded that emnergency
preparedness at TMI and in the surrounding counties has been
demunstrated to be adequate to protect public health and
safety.

A great deal of attention has been focused recently
on the adequacy of the public record. My statement includes

statistics on that You heard many of those from an ear!lier

‘speaker and | won’t repeat them.

All pertinent issues however have been addressed and

have been shown to pose no significant safety question related

to TMI-1 cperation.

In addition, on the great majority of the issues the

agency ‘s review process has been completed through the appeal

process and the Appeal Board decisions issued. This is

beyond the point of which the Commission licensing decisions

are normally made.

Contrary to prior statements made here today ana as
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I am sure you kriow, hear ings have been held on management
competence, on steam gererator repair and other issuas.
Finally, overall evaluations of TMI~-1 by both INPD
and your systematic assessment of |icensee performance program
are publicly available and give us good ratings
Thera have been and likely wili continue to be
attempts to re-raise old issues or introduce new all=agations
here at the last minute. I think we heard touay particularly

from the Aamodt’'s some new specific allegations.

We have confidence tha: these will be treated for
what they are. It is clear and was reinforced today that some
of the parties involved will never be satisfied to see TMI-1
operate and will continue to seek any basis for delay.

(Applause . )

MR. CLRARM : Contrary to Governor Thornburgh'’s
statement earlier today as you and your staff know and as the
record shows, GPU has gone far beyond the requirements of the
hear ing. There have been many improvements and changes of
great significanca made at the company’'s initiative and many
more at the staff’s initiative. We have not scolely responded
to the licensing brard process as allaged.

The issues which form the basis for immediate
effectiveness have been investigated, discussed, litigated and

resolved.

In view of the severe adverse effects of cont inued
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we believe that both

shut-down, law and fairness require the
lifting of the shut-down orders be made immediately effective.

Thank you.

(Applause )

CHA IRMAN PALLAD INO: Thenk you. | would |ike to ask
one question. Mr. O'Leary, you mentioned in your remarks that
as one of the cutside Board members + at least the outside
Board members and yourself are fully satisfied that the
priority in safety is fully understand and accepted by GPU and
their management .

My question is, on what basis have you made this
judgment? What evaluation process have you gone through?

MR. O'LEARY: Mr. Chairman, really on two broad
bases . First of all, | have been a member of the Board of the

parent corporation since the fall of 1979 and | have seen the

agonizing that sen.or management has gone through over this

paer iod.

The dedication t I have seen over that period of
time on the part of the sen. pecple Iin GPU has been constant
and | think | am at the point now where | simply have no

questions about it.

A closer look has been accorded wus through the NSCC,

the group of ocutside directors that consists the committee

that loocks specifically at safety items in the plant. They

have an independent staff that they hired and that reports
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directly to them that in effect monitors plant operations

day-to-day, shift-to-shift on the two plants that they are
asked to cover, that is, Oyster Creek amnd TMI-1 .

In the discussions that we have had with the staff
members who are cut there in the plants loocking at it we get a
very clear perception of the attitude of senior managers,
middie managers and on down into the supervisory levels.

From that grows the assurance that | have ref lected
in my statement here that we can tell you that there is simply
no compromising and it really should not come as a surprise,
Mr. Chairman, given the history of this corporation. There is
rno compromising in the attitude of this corporat o~ with
regard to safety first.

CHA'RMAN PALLADINO: Let me ask you this. Do you
get as Board members, do you get into 3nough detail to ferret
out problems and let me just bring up an exampie. In tha
staff’'s efforts to look at equipment qualifications, they
found flaws in the way the records were kept and they had
difficulty in even finding whether they were auditable.

Those are the kinds of indications that l|leave
lingering doubts in a lotx of peocple’s minds. | was wonder ing
does the Board or even the committee, the special committee,
get into encugh detail to look into those things?

MR. C’'LEARY: Mr . "an, the Board of General

Public Utilities Nuclear Corpor.tion in the year and four
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months or thereabou:i:s that | have served on it has spent the
bulk of three board meetings on this EQ problem.

We have had in the members of the staff who are
responsible for it. We talked to plant management at length.
We have talked to Mr. Clark and his immediate associates at
length on it. UWe have understood it as it has developed. the
dialogue between the Commission staff and the corporation.

-+ have been without really getting into the details
of qualification of specific pieces of equipment, we have been
awdre of the generic problems that are involved, the strategic
objectives that were sought to be served by you, your staff
and h:ve been a party to the effort to bring the company into
compl iance.

I think as we look back upon that, that that has
been a very difficult chore particularily given the vintaging
of construction of Oyster Creek but it has worked out and |
believe that we will achieve all of your goals in this area

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: You speak of monitoring
somewhere in your talk, are you satisfied that you have
sufficient monitoring in items such as the EQ matter and other
equally important or even more important safety issues will
come to the Board’s attention?

MR. O'LEARY: Mr. Chairman, there are really a
couple of ways that we get at this. First of all, the outside

members of the Board have unlimited access to any level of
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management within the Nuclear Corporztion.

| talk to pecople ail the time. I will feel quite
free to call them upon the phone and ask them about a
problem. As a matter of fact sometimes | think that they
think that | ask about too many problems from the standpoint
of their conducting their own business in a business-|ike
way. The other ocutside directors do the same. So we have
access on those terms.

In addition to that as | said, the outside directors
through the NSCC have a staff, a seven-person staff, that is
located in the plants and again has total access up and down
the line, can lcok into anything they want at any hour they
want to look into it, can look into any set of records that
are kept by the corporation, by the plant, can look at the

reaction during drills of plant personnel . They go in and sit

‘with the operators during shifts. They watch shift turnovers

frequent |y . So we have that access.
In addition, | receive the bi-weekly reports from
the management of each plant in which in a statement of

anywhere from four to 20 pages every two weeks the plant lays

out its problems, the events that have cccurred during that

period of time, how their passage is proceeding and we receive
in the course of those reports inspection reports by at least
Six company personnel who are out looking again at odd hours,

2:00 am. or 4.00 am., at what the plant is doing, are pecple
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alert, are they attending to business

We read those and if there is a question, if | see a

question on those, | feel quite free to call the plant

rmanagement and ask abtout it.

I1f there is a serious question that arises, we will-

take it up at a board meeting and quiz the plant personnel . |

have to tell you that up until this point during my tenure at

least there has not been a single instance in which after

examination there is even a |lingering concern with regard to

dedication of the plant personne! to their primary mission

which is safety

CHAIRMAN PALLADING: Let me ask if my fellow

Commissioners have any comments?

COMMISS IONER ASSELSTINE: | have just one My
quest ion doesn’'t have to do with | think the kinds of issues
that we have to face next week but as | sat and | istened today

I was thinking to myself that perhaps one of the things that
you gent iemen should have and praobably did think about five or
Six years ago was how do we build support and conf idence among
the pecople who |ive around that plant, the officials nf the
state of Pennsylvania, that in fact you are on a new track now
as Governor Thornburgh said, that something |ike this will
never, ever happen again.

The more | listened today the more | got the sense

that that part of things is a real mess. There is a real
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difficulty there You just have to |listen to the governor and
the senators and the local congressmer and some of the people
that have spoken today to appreciate that fact .

| wonder if you have thought what went wrong, wk:
did this happen, what could have been to change at least that
part of it. It doesn’'t so much have to do with us in our
decision but | just wonder if you have thought about that part
of things and how we got to where we are and what possibly
could have been done to avoid that part of the situation.

MR. CLARK: Mr. Commissioner, | guess | would | ike
to respond in two parts. One, | think a lot of the current
problem stems from what was clearly inadequate flow of
information at the time of the accident and that is no
revelation. The Kemeny Commission concluded that

There has been a great deal done as you know by the
Commission and by all the licensees including us in order to
assure prompt accurate reporting of information in any event
of interest That is tested in our drills and has been shown
to be working effectively.

We have gone beyond that. You are aware of the
classification of emergencies, of unusual events, et cetera.
We have an event of potential public interest which is a |ower
classification yet than the four and there are call-ocuts to
public officials in order to advise them of what is going on,

what has happened, so that they wil|l have the information to
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respond to inquiries.
It is a very active program. I think | had though

this weekend with some of the demonstrations there six events

of potential public interest.

Going beyond that, we have a major program of
communications with the community. We have two speakers out
every day. We have run a series of public meetings in
cooperation with the local communitias arocound TM! where over
for the course of a year and a half we went to every community
at night with an individual letter to each person of record
within the community, made a presentation on where we were
and responded to questions.

| have to say and | did a lot of those myself that |
was Qquite disqppointcd that out of 7,000 or 32,000 letters we
would get 50 people come out Nonetheless, we are continuing
the program.

We have people who are going into the schoois on
energy education. We have pecple who go to the local
governments every two weeks or every month. We are in a
position now which ! am told is unprecedented where we provide
a status report at many | zal goverrnment formal meetings.

They are monthiy meetings and we give them TMI status report
to keep them up to date.

If we can find more things that will be effective,

we would try them. wWe really would. This is a major effort.
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| have 35 pecple full-time devoted to that and probably five
of them at Oyster Creek and 20 at TMI We are looking for
input . We have a safety advisory board for TMI-2 clean-up as
you probably know, Dr. Fletcher . They have a citizen advisory
panel or something |ike that, a sub-group under Dr. Friedman,
who have estabiished | think it is 24 local contacts from whom
they seek input on how are we doing and they give us feedback

as to whether this seems to be helping or not.

So we have thought about it. We have responded |
think to a considerable extent and are stiil trying to do
better . We obviously have not made it.

I think it also would be of interest to you and |
know we submitted this to you, we had a public opinion poll
taken around TM! last fall by an ocutside agency. The first
qQuestion was, what are the big issues of concern around here.
It said it nicer in poll taker language. TMI deoes not show up
in terms of a first initiative response.

Congressman Walker was not here today but he had his
own poll taken and publ ished and he showed 55 percent for and
45 percent against It is my understanding that that is
pratty comparable to what you find in similar polls around any
nuclear plant in the country.

The thing | was surprised at is of the 55 percent
for, as | recall the numbers, two-thirds or more of those were

strongly for and of the 45 percent against, fewer than



m

10

1"

12

13

14

15

18

Lk 4

13

19

one~haif were strongly against.

I think there is a problem of are we al |l ga2tting
full comprehensive average balanced input and | would suggest
that perhaps in a proceeding such as this, you don't.

MR. KUHNS: Let me just expand on that a bit because
I think it is an important question obviously. It is no
source of comfort to us to sit here and hear ourselves
criticized the way we were today and have been before and it
does go back to the communications | believe on the day of the
accident .

I think it was deeply aggravated by the cheating
episode by some of our operators and the criminal conviction
for leak rate testing. These are things which understandably
cause pecple, the good people in c~ntral Pennsylvania, to feel

betrayed. It takes a hell of a long time to rebuild their

‘confidence and their understanding.

I frankly think the only way we will ever do it is

by performance, by the kinds of concerns and directions --

(Applause )

MR. KUHNS: | mean that very sincerely and | think
it is true for the entire nuclear industry. Safety and
excel lence have to be the by-words If the industry is to
survive, let alone TM| ~-

FROM THE FLOOR: The people survive.

MR . KUKHNS: ~-= and we are committed to that,
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gent | emen

FROM THE FLOOR You are a criminal, Kuhns.

CHAIRMAN PALLAD I NO: Ladies and gentiemen, you have
been very good so far. Let’'s keep it that way. Do you have
any more comments or questicns?

(No response.)

MR . KUHNS: Thank you very much.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINDO: Let me make a few closing
remarks. At this time we would |ike to thank all of the
speakers that came before us today and | would |ike to thanmk
our audience for its interest :nd attention. Recognizing the
high state of emotion associated with many of these problems,
| really appreciate the courtesy given by our audience today.

As | think most of you know, the Commission has
scheduled a public meeting for Wedrnesday, May 29th to vote on
whether or not to |ift the immediately effective shut-down
order for TMI-1. That meeting is scheduled for 2:00 pP.m. on

May 29, 1985

| believe that | speak for all the Commissioners
when | say that each of us will be giving careful
consideration to the views presented today as welil as all the

other information that we have received over the past several

years .

We will give that attention in our Judgments that we

will hopefully make on the 29th. Do any other Commissioners

R TR T



have any other cloasing remarks they wouid |ike to make?
(No response )

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: We thank you all and unless

there is more to come before us, we will stand ad journed .

(Whereupon, the Commission meeting was adjourrned at

5:20 o’clock p.m., to reconvene at the Call of the Chair.)
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CHAIRMAN PALLADINO AND COMMISSIONERS: CREiCE GF &
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ERANCH
My NAW 1S CONGRESSMAN DON RITTER (1STH CISTRICT, PENNSYLVANIA), AND | AM

SPEAKING ~ ON BEHALF OF MYSELF AND THE UKDEFSIGNED MEMBERS OF CONGRESS.

|

|

}
YOUR MEETING TODAY AND NEXT WEEK'S SCHEDULLT VOTE ON WHETHER TO LIFT THE 1

SHUTDOWN ORDER FOR THREE MILE ISLAND UNIT I WILL FINALLY PRCVIDE AN ANSWER THAT

HAS BEEN FOREMOST IN THE MINDS OF A LAPGE SEGMENT (F THE CITIZENS OF

PENNSYLVANIA AND IS OF INTEREST TC THE NATIOM AS A WrOLE, YOUR PFSPONSIRILITY

IS NOT AN EASY ONE, PUBLIC CONCERN DURING THE LAST SIX YEARZ ABCUT NUCLEAR

POWER IN GENERAL, AND TMI SPECIFICALLY, HAS CCNTINUOUSLY FOCUSED ATTENTION ON

THE NUCLEAR KEGULATORY COMMISSION AND ITS MEMBERS TO ASSURE PUBLIC HEALTH AND

SAFETY,

THE NRC’'S ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS ON THE RESTART OF TMI-] HAS CFTEN
APPEARED TANGLED AND CONFUSED WITH PARTIAL INITIAL DECISIONS LEADING TO
APPEALS, RESULTING IN REOPENED AND REMANDED HE/FIMNGS AT EVEFY TURN, NUMERCUS
DECISIONS MADE BY THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING DOARD HAVE BEEN REVIEWED AND
WHERE NECESSARY RCSOLVED BY THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSIMG APPEAL BOARD,
HOWEVER, THAT 1S BEHIND US TODAY, THE TMI-] FESTART RECCRD IS NOW COMPLETE,
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You, THE COMMISSIOMERS, MUST NOW WEIGH THE ALJUDICATORY PECORD CRE/TEL
DURING THE NEARLY SIX YEARS OF HEARINGS AND FECIDE WHETHER TMI-1 My PECTAPT,
THESE HEARINGS HAVE BEEN CHARACTERIZED CNE OF THE MOST ADJUDICATEL PROCEEL INGS
EVER CONDUCTED UNDER THE ATOMIC ENERGY ACT, ENCOMPASSING OVER 1€C Live OF
EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS INVOLVING MORE THAN 160 wIThEsSES, NEARLY 40,000
TRANSCRIPT PAGES OF EVIDENCE HAVE BEEN CCMPILED, THE ASLE HAS 1SSUED over 1200
PAGES OF DECISIONS., APPELLATE REVIEW OF THESE DECISIONS HAS TOTALLED IN EXCESS
oF 1000 PAGES.

THESE STATISTICS PEFLECT ONLY THE FORMAL PRCCEEDINGS BEFCRL THE
ADMINISTRATIVE BOARDS, AMD THE ASLE FECEIVED AND CONSIDERED MORE THAN 2(((
WRITTEN LIMITED APPEARANCE STATEMENTS AND CVER 200 LIMITED APPEARANCES
INVOLVING ORAL STATEMENTS., YOU ALSU HAVE RECEIVED COUNTLESS WRITTEM AiD ORAL
STATEMENTS FROM CONCCPNED CITIZEMS, THE GENERAL PUBLIC, ELECTED CFFIC7ALS, AID
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS DURING THIS PROCEEDING,

NO ONE CAN TELL YOU WHAT DECISION TO MAKE, THE RECORD SPEAKS FOF ITSELF,
THAT RECORD SHOWS THAT THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING FOARD WAS FOIMND THAT
TMI-1 CAN BE CPERATED SAFELY SO AS TC ASSURE THE PUBLIC HCALTH AND SAFETY. YW
MAVE DECIDED THAT NO FURTHER HEARINGS ARE NECFSCARY, WE SUFFORT "HAT DECISION,
THE RECORD AS 1T STANDS TODAY IS SUFFICIENT TO MAKE A DETERMINATION ON THE
MERITS OF WHETHER TMI-] MAY RESTART, FURTHEFMCRE, MEMETRS OF CONGRESS ARE NOT
ALONE IN THEIR BELIEF THAT A BALANCED DECISION CAN BE BASED ON THE EXISTIMC

RECORD, MR, Don BAILEY, NEWLY ELECTED AUDITOR CENEF/L OF THE COMVONWEALTH OF
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PENNSYLVANIA AND FORMEF MEMBER OF CCNGRESS, 1S URGING THE CoMMISSIOr TO MOVE
FORWARD ON A RESTART DECISION MR, PAILEY IN Hie LETTEF OF May 21, 1965, 0
CHAIRMAN PALLADINO STATES

“[G]IVEN THE INFORMATION AVAILABLE TC THE COMMISSION, INCLUDING

THE GREAT DEGREE OF PUBLIC AWARENESS, THE GREAT AMOUNT CF TIME
THAT THE PUBLIC HAS INVESTED IN THE APPEAL PROCESS, | VERY STRCMGLY
RECOMMEND THAT THE COMMISSION CONCLUDE THE SIX YEAR DEBATE AND
REACH A DECISION,”

IN SUMMARY, WE THL ULDERSIGNED EELIEVE THE COMMISSIONERS SHOULD BE
COMMEMDED FUOR RECOGNIZING THAT A LDECISION ov TMI-1 SHCULLD BE MADE, Wt
FECOGNIZE THE EMOTIONS SURFOUNDING THIS ISSUF, YET THE ADUUDICATORY FECUHL ON
THIS ISSUE REPRESENTS AN ADUNDANCE OF INFORMATION UPON WHICK THE (OM*ISt0IERS
CAN MAKE A REASONABLE AND BRALANCCD' LECISIGN DATED ON SURSTANTIAL EVIDENCE,

SUCH A DECISION COULD NOT BE CONSTRUED AS ARBITRARY AND CAPRICIOUS, AN ABLSE OF
DISCRETION, OR CONTRARY TO LAW,

WE URGE THIS COMMISSION TC ADHERE TO YOUF PUBLISHFD RECORD,
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