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I want to begin by drawing your attention to two reasons why restart of
TMI-1 would be unlawful. First, as you are all aware, the ASLB issued a
decision on May 3, 1985 ruling that, as UCS had argued, operator training at
TMI-1 is deficient because it provides for no objective systematic on-the-job
evaluation, contrary to INPO's own guidelines which have been officially
endorsed by the Commission. GPU was directed to produce a plan for correcting
this within 30 days and to seek the agreement of the staff and UCS on its
terms. UCS and the staff were given 15 days to respond. The ASLB also ruled
that full compliance with this requirement could be treated as a long-term
item i.e,, delayed until after restart. UCS's view is that there was no
rational basis for putting this in the long-term category. However, even if
the ASLB was right in doing so, the clear terms of the order setting up this

proceeding rsquire a finding by the ASLB that reasonable progress has been
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made toward achieving compliance. Such a finding is a condition of restart.
The Board did not and could not make a finding of reasonable progress since
there has yet been no progress. GPU has not even submitted its plan.
Therefore, you may not lawfully permit restart.

Secondly, your decision in CLI-84-11 directed the staff to certify "in
two weeks" the ability of certain safety equipment in TMI-1 to survive and
perform its safety function in the radiation caused by a serious accident.
This is necessary in order to resolve a UCS contention clearly within the
scope of the restart proceeding. Ten months later, the staff has now written
to GPU that the equipment is so qualified. However, UCS is legally entitled
to review and submit comments on the data and analysis used by the staff. The
Commission may not lawfully resolve a factual issue in the hearings by fiat --
nor may it delegate decision-making responsibility to the staff, which was a
party in this case against UCS. Thusfar, we have not been provided with the

information necessary to prepare comments. This is a legal bar to restart.

Let me speak more generally now. Several of you have expressed the view
that six years is enough -- it is time for a decision. We agree. 1In fact, we
believe that you could have made your decision years ago -- a decision that
GPU is not fit to hold a license to operate T™I-1. Let us all be clear. The
problem with this proceeding has not been that a "yes" or "no" decision has
been unduly delayed. The problem is that the Commission has never been
prepared to seriously consider that "no" is an option.

The "delay" in reaching a decision has resulted from the fact that each
time in the past three years that the Commission has prepared itself to allow
restart, facts have emerged making that politically or legally impossible.

First it was cheating operators, then material false statements, then an
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indictment and guilty plea for leak rate falsification, then harassment of
clean-up workers. It is now apparent that GPU made material false statements
even in its original response to the NRC Notice of Violation concerning the
TMI-2 accident. Even the NRC staff, which has supported GPU throughout,
concluded that had it known all of what is now known regarding GPU's
integrity, it would have concluded that GPU did not meet the minimum standards
under the Atomic Energy Act for a nuclear plant licensee.

What is the Commission's answer? That some fundamental change in the
corporation has taken place? If so, why has not a single GPU or Met-Ed
employee ever been identified much less disciplined for responsibility for the
leak rate falsification which has resulted in the first felony conviction of a
U.S. utility for Atomic Energy Act vioclations? Why does GPU still continue to
vouch for the integrity of Mr. Arnold and Mr. Wallace, his second in command,
who is personally responsible for the false response to NRC's original Notice
of Violation? And here we come to the crux of the matter. As events come to
light, GPU first denies them. Then, if denial becomes no longer tenable as
charges come to center on an individual, GPU's response is simply to gently
nudge that individual into a nice job in that vast GPU universe beyond TMI-1.
Meanwhile, it never disavows the acts of the individual nor takes any responsi-
bility at all. Most incredibly, once shifted outside TMI-1, even if to
another nuclear facility, the NRC staff has no further interest in the indi-
vidual and continues to endorse the integrity of those left behind who made
the reassignment without so much as disavowing the acts of the individual.
There seems to be no limit to the NRC's willingness to accept this cynical

manipulation.
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Some of you may ask yourselves why sSo many conservative residents of
central Pennsylvania, families with no hidden political agendas, people who
believed before 1979 that the government protected them, no longer believe it.
This is why. They know that the law states that the protection of the public
is NRC's primary obligation., And they have seen the law reduced to meaning-
less words and tortuous procedural evasions. Six years is enough - it is
enough to know that GPU should not be permitted to operate ™I. I only wish
that I could believe that when you take your vote, you will bear seriously in
mind that you do have two choices; it is not too late to affirm that the NRC
really meant something when it said that nuclear licensees must have the
highest standards of honesty and competence, that the public safety demands no

less, and that GPU does not meet the test.

Ellyn R. Weiss
General Counsel
(202) 328-3500

Robert D. Pollard
Nuclear Safety Engineer
(202) 296-5600
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Sunday, Nov 35 1984

The Philadelphia Inquiver

In federal probe of Three Mile Island,
investigators have become a target

By Samr PxGeraid
-d Jum Detyer
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Gov. Thornburgh
Ordered filing of petition

Friday, April 26, 1985

The Philadelphia Inquirer

Pa. tries to halt TMI-restart vote

By Jim Detjen
and Susan FitzGerald

Inguirer Staf! Writers

Attorneys for the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania yesterday asked a
federal court to block the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission from mak-
ing a decision on restarting the
Three Mile Island Uni* 1 reactor un-
til more public hearings are held.

Acting under the direction of Gov.
Thornburgh, state attorneys peti-
tioned the Third US. Circuit Court of
Appeals in Philadelphia to overturn
a Feb. 25 NRC order concluding that
no further TMI hearings were war-
ranted

The court action was the latest in a

continuing effort by Thornburgh to
ensure that Unit 1 remains shut
down until all questions about the
competence and integrity of the
plant’s operator, GPU Nuclear Corp.,
have been resolved.

“There should be no choice at all
between resolving safety questions
before cranking up a nuclear reac-
tor, or simply putting off those ques-
tions and crossing our fingers,”
Thornburgh said yesterday.

“The commission has a solemn re-
sponsibility to openly address and
resolve, prior to any restart vote, all
issues relating to the health and
safety of those who live in the shad-
ow of Three Mile Island, and all is-

sues relating to the integrity of thei
environment,” he said.

Nunzio Palladino, the NRC chair
man, said last week that he expectec
the commission to vote on the restar
of Unit 1 in May Maost agency obser
ers predict that when a vote 1s taken
the NRC will allow the TMI reactor
begin operating again

Unit 1 was shut at the time of th
March 28, 1979, accident at its siste
Unit 2 reactor and has remained shu
under an NRC order. TMI is locate:
about 10 miles southeast of Harris
burg.

Two citizens' groups opposed 1o th

restart of TMI Unit 1 said yesterday
that they, too, would ask the court to
overturn the NRC's decision to hold
no more hearings. Attorneys for the
Union of Concerned Scientis's and
TMI Alert said they would file those
petitions today in the Third Circuit
Court of Appeals

Frank Ingram, an NRC spokesman,
said commission attorneys had not
seen the state’s petition and would
have no comment

Doug Bedell. a 5PU Nuclear
spokesman, said he was not aware of
the state’s action and had no com-
ment. GPU Nuclear, a subsidizry of
General Public Utilities Corp., has
been seeking permission from the
NRC to restart Unit 1 for the past five
years

In a 32 vote on Feb. 13, the NRC
ruled that no additional hearings
were necessary before it decided
whether to start up Unit 1. Palladino,
who voted with the majority, said at
the time, “Well, let's get on with the
show "

The NRC affirmed that vote in a
Feb 25 order

It. the petition filed with the court
yesterday. attorneys for the state said
the NRC's decision “is arbitrary, ca-
pricious, not based on substantial
cvidence and not in accordance with
law "

“The commission has not provided
the Commonwealth and its citizens
with adequate assurances that TMI-1
can be operated safely, and these
assurances cannot possibly be pro-
vided if the commission prevents
completion of full hearings on man-
agement integrity before issuing a

decision on restart” the court peti-
tion said

Commonwealth attorneys filed a
motion on March 13 with the NRC
asking for the agency to reverse its
February order, but Roland Page, a
spokesman for the governor, said the
NRC had not responded to the mo-
tion.

Attorneys for the state listed in the
motion a number of unresolved is-
sues that they said must be com-
pleted before the NRC votes to start
up the reactor. A key question is
whether TMI employees were in-
volved in the falsification of vital
safety records at both Units 1 and 2
during the months leading up to the
accident.

The NRC has never held hearings
on the alleged falsification of re-
cords, despite the fact that Metropoli-
tan Edison Co., the GPU subsidiary
that used to operate TMI, pleaded
guilty or no contest in February 1983
to seven of 11 counts of a federal
criminal indictment that accused the
company of falsifying records at Unit
2

Last May, a federal appeals board
called for the NRC to hold additional
hearings on whether safety records
were falsified at Unit 1, among other
issues. But under the Feb. 25 order,
the NRC decided that such hearings
were nol necessary to determine 1f
the Unit 1 plant could be operated
safely

Page said state attorneys also want
additional hearings to determine
whether GPU managers improperly
altered and toned down an internal
company investigative report of the

1979 accident before submitting i1t 1o
the NRC

Early drafts of the internal report
indicated that technical specifice-
tions of the plant's operating license
had been violated, although GPU
later told the NRC that it had not
violated its license

Joanne Doroshow, an attorney for
TMI Alert, a Harrisburg group, said
the petition her organrization pians
to file today is broader than the one
filed by Thornburgh's office.

She said the NRC has not adequate-
ly addressed whether GPU Nuclear
managers harassed three TMI engi-
neers who raised questions about the
safety of the S$1 billion cleanup of
Unit 2 in 1983; whether the cleanup
has been conducted safely, and
whether the training program for
Unit 1 control room operators is ade-
quate

Ellyn Weiss, an attorney with the
Union of Concerned Scientists, a
Washington group, said the petition
filed by her organization would also
raise a greater number of objections

TMI Alert and the Union 6f Con-
cerned Scientists last week asked the
NRC to conduct another safety re-
view of the Unit 1 plant to see if its
equipment could be operated safely

The groups contend that the
plant’s steam generators, which are
part of the reactor’s cooling system,
are so deteriorated that a serious
accident could occur if the plant is
restarted

GPU Nuclear has repeatedly told
the NRC that the Unit 1 plant is in
good shape and is ready to begin
producing power again



May 8, 1985 -- Appeal Board denies TMIA's motion to reopen
the record on steam generator issues.

May 8, 1985 -- Commission schedules restart vote for May 29,
1985. Commission also schedules oral argument for May 22.
The Governor of Pennsylvania and other officials are
expected to address the Commission.

May 20, 1985 -- State and local officials, and TMIA expected

to file additional court petitions to try to block restart
vote.
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January 16, 1985 -- NRC Commissioners hold public meeting to
discuss whether further hearings will be held in TMI restart
case. Meeting is attended by over 50 people from the

Harrisburg area. Commissioners adjourn meeting without making
a decision.

January 31, 1985 -- GPU submits the first of two requests to
the NRC to allow a relaxation in steam generator tube plugging
requirements, in order to avoid having to plug and remove from
service a large number of defective steam generator tube.

The company does not notify the Commission, the Appeal Board or
the parties of this request.

February 13, 1985 -- By a 3 to 2 vote, the Commission decides
at a public meeting that no further hearings are necessary in
the TMI-1 restart proceeding. The Commission reverses the
Appeal Board which had ordered additional hearings on leak
rate issues, and denies requested hearings on numerous other
management integrity issues. TMI residents demonstrate and
force the Commissioners to recess the meeting.

February 25, 1985 -- NRC issues official order denying any
further hearings in TMI restart proceeding. Both the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and TMIA ask the Commission to
reconsider its ruling.

March 12, 1985 -- Former TMI Supervisor of Operations James
Floyd, convicted of cheating on NRC licensing exams, is fined
52,000, sentenced to two years probation and ordered to
provide 400 hours of community service to victims of the TMI
accident.

March 15, 1985 -- NRC Staff notifies the Commission, the
Boards and the parties of GPU’'s January 31, and later March 1
request to relax the steam generator plugging requirements.
TMIA calls for an NRC investigation intc whether GPU committed
a material false statement by not notifying the Commission,
the Boards or the parties of this request.

April 3, 1985 -- Oral argument scheduled before the NRC's
Appeal Board on the TMI-1 steam generator damage and
repairs.

April 5, 1985 -- UCS urges Commission to defer operation of
Unit 1 due to risks posed by steam generators.

April 25-26, 1985 -- The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, TMIA,
UCS and the Aamodts file petitions in the U.S. Court of
Appeals in Philadelphia asking for court review of the NRC's
February decision stopping all further hearings on
management integrity.

May 3, 1985 -- Licensing Board issues its decision on
training issues, finding in favor of Licensee on all issues
except one, for which it leaves the record open.
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December 6 and 7, 1984 -- Former NRC investigator David Gamble
testifies in reopened ASLB hearings that the NRC's investiga-
tion of whether company officials withheld information during
the accident was deliberately incomplete and inaccurate, and
its conclusion exonerating the company of wrongdoing was not
supported by the facts.

Decenber 10, 1984 -- TMIA asks for an investigation into NRC
harassment of witness David Gamble, and possible improper ex
partec contacts between the Office of General Counsel and the
NRC Staff. TMIA is later informed that the Justice Department
requested deferral of any agency investigation of these issues
until further notice.

December 10, 1984 -- TMIA files a motion to reopen the steam
generator tube hearing record on the basis of new information,
including recently discovered, dangerous cracks in unrepaired
areas of the tubes.

December 13, 1984 -- NRC Commissioners, by a vote of 2 to 1,
deny the Aamodts’ motion concerning radioactive releases
during the Unit 2 accident.

December 14, 1984 -- Hearings end on the the "Dieckamp Mail-
gram" issue. A decision is not expected until Spring, 1985.

December 19, 1984 -- ASLB hearings begin on the second
remanded issue, licensee’s current training program in light
of 1981 cheating scandals.

December 20, 1984 -- Commission denies USC request to delay
restart until modifications are made to insure the accuracy of
emergency feedwater flow indications.

January 2, 1985 -- ASLB Chairman Ivan W. Smith sends a letter
to federal district court asking for leniency in the
sentencing of recently convicted former TMI supervisor James
Floyd. The letter prompts sharp attacks by local citizens and
elected officials concerning Smith's objectivity as an NRC
judge.

January 11, 1985 -- The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania calls for
the immediate removal of ASLB Chairman Ivan W. Smith, for
showing pervasive bias in favor GPU in the restart
proceedings. Similar motions follow from TMIA and UCS, and
the NRC Staff later supports these motions.

January 15, 1985 -- NRC Staff denies petition filed August 13,
1984, asking that GCPUN's license be revoked on the basis of
deficient character. NRC Commissioners extend time in

which to take review of Staff ‘s decision, to March 29, 1985.
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July 16 - 18, 1984 -~ Atomic Safety and Licensing Board holds
hearings on TMI-1 steam generator repairs. TMIA is the only
intervening group. The Board refuses to allow in evidence
relating to recently discovered steam generator tube problems.

July 26, 1984 -- NRC Staff again shifts position and endorses
GPUN management, but concludes that as of 1981, "the licensee
had not met the standard of reasonable assurance of no undue
risk to public health and safety.”

August 13, 1984 -- Four Pennsylvania elected officials, four
New Jersey organizations, and TMIA file 400 page petition, as
supplemented, with the NRC requesting that GPUN's license to
operate any and all nuclear reactors be revoked on the basis
that the company lacks the requisite character to safely
operate a nuclear power plant.

August 15, 1984 -- Pennsylvania Governor Thornburgh addresses
the NRC Commissioners at a public meeting urging them not to
vote on TMI-1 restart until hearings are held on certain

"management integrity" issues, and until money is obtained to
clean up Unit 2.

September 11, 1984 -- NRC Commissioners vote to allow hearings
to go forward as ordered by the Appeal Board, but also decide
to consider whether the Appeal Board decision should be
reversed and the hearings stopped, or whether restart can
proceed before hearings are held. Final decision is expected
in early 1985.

September 25, 1984 -- NRC Staff denies UCS petition to require
repairs to a key safety system, the emergency feedwater
system, before Unit 1 is allowed to operate.

October 31, 1984 -- Atomic Safety and Licensing Board issues
decision approving Unit 1 steam generator tube repairs.

November 8, 1984 -- NRC notifies Congress that the U.S.
Department of Justice has begun a federal grand jury investi-
gation of the NRC Staff. Inside sources confirm that the
investigation is focusing on at least the NRC's handling of
GPU's reporting failures during the accident, and leak rate
falsification.

November 14, 1984 -- ASLB hearings recommence on the first of
four remanded hearing issues: whether GPU President Herman

Dieckamp made false statements to Congressman Morris K. Udall,
and to the Commission, in connection with the TMI1-2 accident.

November 16, 1984 -- Former TM1 supervisor James Floyd is

convicted in federal court of cheating on NRC operator exams
in 1979,
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February 29, 1984 -- y.s. District Court Judge accepts plea
bargain agreement between +S. Justice Department and Met Ed
settling Unit 2 leak rate falsification case. Met Ed pleads

guilty to one ceunt, and No contest to six counts of 11 count
indictment.

May 22, 1984 -- NRC’s Oftice of Investigation announces refer-
ral to U.S. Justice Department of 0I’s recent investigation of
whether GPU/Met Ed deliberately misrepresented to the NRC
facts which it knew to be true concerning its own responsi-
bility for the accident, and whether a management decision was
nade to intentionally misrepresent those facts in the
company’s own accident investigation.

May 24, 1984 -- The Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board
orders new hearings on manager :nt competence and integrity,
agreeing with the intervenors that the Licensing Board deci-
sion can not support a finding that management has the compe-
tence or integrity to safely operate TMI.

June 1, 1984 -- NRC Commissioners, by as vote of 3 to 1, vote
to consider whether restart can be considered before the
hearings ordered by the Appeal Board are held.

June 4, 1984 -- In response to a Freedom of Information Act
request by The Philadelphia In uirer, the NRC releases
transcripts of closed NRC Commission meetings dating from 1981
through 1983, which reveal a commitment on the part of a
Commission majority to restart TMI-1 as soon legally and
politically possible. Also evident is significant disdain for
public views on the restart issue, and a serious lack of
understanding of the legal and technical issues.

June 15, 1984 -- Former TMI-2 Supervisor of Operations, Jim
Floyd, is indicted by a federal grand jury for cheating on
1979 licensing exams, and for causing two material false

statements to be submitted to the NRC in connection with his
license certification.

June 19, 1984 -- Appeal Board refuses to reopen the restart
record on the basis of new OI investigations of pre-accident
training deficiencies, and of whether the BETA and RHR reports
were withheld for improper motives.

June 21, 1984 -- Intervenors Marjorie and Norman Aamodt file
motion to reopen the record and delay restart because of new
information concerning increased instances of cancer found in
the vicinity of TMI. The NRC has refused to acknowledge that

the level of releases during the accident could cause such
injuries,

June 25, 1984 -- NRC Staff notifies Commission that a critical
FEMA evaluation precludes the Staff from certifying completion
of all required emergency planning license conditions.



area Congressmen, state, and local officials, strongly
critisize the restart proposal on the basis that the
integrity issues are still unresolved.

December 7, 1983 -- NRC Commissioners are advised at a
public meeting by the NRC's Office of General Counsel that
the TMI-1 steam generator repairs present a "significant
hazard consideration," and a Commission vote which finds *no
significant hazard consideration® would violate the Atomic
Energy Act.

December 16, 1983 -- Senator Specter holds hearings in
Harrisburg on the NRC's handling of the TMI restart case.

January 10, 1984 -- NRC Commissioners split 2 to 2 on
whether the steam generator tube repairs present a
"significant hazard consideration."” Commissioner Bernthal
refuses to vote, claiming such a decision is unnecessary
until the Commission decides how to handle other restart
issues,

January 11, 1984 -- TMIA, the Aamodts, UCS, GPU, and the NRC
Staff present arguments to the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board on management competence and integrity issues.
TMIA argues that a decision on these issues is not possible
until all new, unresolved integrity issues are resolved
fully in hearings,

January 20, 1984 -- At the insistance of Commissioner
Asselstine, NRC releases a list of 63 potentially open
integrity issues for public comment, due February 9,

January 25, 1984 -- Commissioners decide in a closed
meeting, by a vote of 3 to 2, to hold a public meeting on
January 27 to vote on a tentative decision to separate the
integrity issues from an overall restart decision, making
possible a final restart decision in June, before the
integrity issues are resolved. No public announcement of
the January 27 meeting is made, and word does not get out
until the next day,

January 27, 1984 -- Commissioners vote 3 to 2 to separate
the integrity issues from an overall restart decision, and
to make a final restart decision in June before the
integrity issues are resolved. Commissioners Gilinsky and
Asselstine strongly dissent, Two area Congressmen, a
Dauphin County Commissioner, the parties to the restart
proceeding, and members of the public, are all denied any
opportunity to comment at the Commission meeting. Many
public officials, including Governor Thornburgh, Senators
Specter and Heinz, area Congressmen, state, and local
officials, as well as members of the public, express outrage
at the Commission's decision,.



September, 1983 -- Staff issues NUREG-1020, its expanded
review of the GPU-BiW record. Seven management integrity
issues raised in the record, are considered to impact on
restart, and are referred to the NRC's Office of
Investgation,

September 22, 1983 -- Dauphin County Commissioners pass a
resolutior to establish radiocactive air emissior standards
from TMI, and set up a task force to write the actual
ordinance, marking the first time a county takes legally
binding action to control the ha::rds caused by operation of
a nuclear power plant,

October 7, 1983 -- NRC Commissioners issue Order predicting
that if all management intergrity issues must be resolved
before restart, a vote would not be possible until mid-1984
at che earliest, and maybe not until mid-1985. Commission
announces it will consider “alternative approaches" and puts
a temporary halt to the reopened "Hartman® proceedings.

October 17, 1983 -- Prehearing conference on steam generator
tube repairs. TMIA and the Aamodts participate as
intervenors. Commission has not yet made its final "no
significant hazard" determination i.e. a determination as to
whether license amendment will become effective before
hearing has been completed. C(Contentions are accepted and

discovery soon begins, scheduled for completion January 31,
1984,

November 7, 1983 -- Department of Justice indicts Met-Ed for
falisifying leak rate data and destroying documents before
the accident, in violation of their license, NRC
regulations, and the federal criminal code.

November 8, 1983 -- Commissioners meet in closed session and
decide to hear orally from GPU on its June 10 reorganization
proposal, previously rejected for consideration by the
Commissions. A November 28 date is set for GPU
presentation. Opportunity for oral comment from the
intervenors specifically disallowed, but Commissioners later
decide to hear from the intervenors on this proposal at a
December 5 Commission meeting.

November 28, 1983 -- GPU announces the resignation of GPU
Nuclear President Robert C. Arnold, implicated in a number
of management integrity issues.

December 5, 1983 -- NRC Staff recommends TMI-] restart at
25% power, despite the Staff's inability to vouch for the
integrity of GPU management, Pennsylvania public officials,
including Governor Thornburgh, Senators Specter and Heinz,
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safe operation of the plant. Thornburgh drops
Commonwealth's appéal on "cheating"™ issues, Many fear this
points the way to a restart decision before Commissioner
Ahearne leaves the end of June.

June 15, 1983 -- NFC Chairman Palladino tells the press a
restart decision before the end of June. is *doubtful. "

June 22, 1983 -- Commissioner Gilinsky issues a draft
"restart decision,” in which he finds GPU lacks competence
and integrity to operate T™i-l. Be insists that at least
GPU Nuclear President Arnold, GPU President Deickamp, and
GPU Chairman of the Board Kuhns be removed.

June 28, 1983 -- Commissioners issue memo, stating they are
"unable to decide the management issues at this time," and
that a decision will "await the completion® of ongoing NRC
investigations into management integrity issues. The
Commission rejects a Staff proposal to separate individuals
from the organizational structure for purposes of deciding
the management issues.

July 14, 1983 -- In a letter to Chairman Morris K. Udall,
House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, NRC
Chairman Palladino states, "[t)lhe Commission does not intend
to make a decision on TMI-1 management competency until the
relevant portions of [the NRC's Office of Investigation's
investigation into the allegations of leak rate
falisification] are complete."

July 15, 1983 -- In memo to the Commissioners, Dircks states
that "in light of the controversial nature of the subject of
management integrity and the lack of any precise standards
for judging the integrity of individuals and corporate
institutions ... an evidentiary hearing on management
competence and integrity [is) ... inevitable." Dirks refers
to all five "open" issues which caused the Staff on May 19
to withdraw its support of management.

July 22, 1983 -- GPU is fined $140,000 for submitting a
material false statement to the NRC in connection with the
license certification of the then TMI-2 Supervisor of
Operations who had cheated on his license requalification
exam in 1979,

August 31, 1983 -- NRC's Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Appeal Board reopens restart record to examine the Hartman
allegations. ASLAB states that reopening consideration of
the other four management integrity issues referred to in
the May 19 memo is premature, but would be considered at a
later time,



May 17, 1983 -- Richard Parks wins his Department of Labor
complaint and is ordered reinstated. Bechtel appeals, and
Parks later accepts position with Bechtel in California.

May 18, 1983 -- Region I's completed inspection report on
the Hartman allegations is issued internally to NRC. Twelve

citizens from Harrisburg area block entrance to TMI and are
arrested,

May 19, 1983 -- William J. Dircks, NRC Executive Lirector
for Operations, issues memorandum annoucing a withdrawal of
the Staff's previous support for GPU management, based on
the following five "open" issues: 1. the veracity of the
Hartman allegations; 2. statements in the B&W trial record;
3. the Parks/King allegations; 4. the substance of the BETA
and RHR reports; 5. whether GPU failed to promptly notify
the NRC of the BETA and RHR reports.

May 24, 1983 -- Tim Martin, who headed NRC's 1980
investigation into the Hartman allegations, tells
Commissioners at a public meeting that he knew in 1980 that
the leak rates were falsified, i.e. that Bartman's
allegations were substantiated.

May 31, 1983 -- NRC proposes that TMI-1 steam generator
repairs present "no significant safety hazard consideration"
and therefore, no prior hearing is needed before issuance of
a license amendment permitting operation with the

"as-repaired” steam generators. NRC asks for public
comment,

June 2, 1983 -- Governor Thornburgh urges the Commissioners
not to make a restart decision until the s‘zte's appeal and

all safety issues, especiaily management integrity, are
resolved,

June 7, 1983 -- Dircks writes memc to Commissioners
suggesting separation of the “management irtegrity" issues
from Commissioners's consideration of restart, provided that
"certain individuals” are terporarily removed.

June 9, 1983 -~ Chairman Richard Ottinger of the House
Subcommittee on Energy Conservation and Power, Energy and
Commerce Committee, tells ( >mmissioners at a public hearing
that a "no significant safety hazard consideration® finding
by NRC on TMI-1 steam generator tube repairs violates the
law,

June 10, 1983 -- In a letter to Thornburgh and the NRC
Commissioners, GPU proposes some reorganization of its
personnel, and promises not to let those who have cheated on
exams operate TMI-1l, Governor states that GPU's offer is a
"good start" toward satisfying his concerns about the
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March 22, 1983 -- TMI-2 Senior Start-up Engineer Richard
Parks publicly charges GPU and Bechtel Corporation,
joint-managers of the T™I-2 cleanup, with deliberately
circumventing safety procedures, and harassing him and
others for reporting safety violations, Parks files U.S.
Department of Labor complaint.

March 27, 1983 -- Larry King, former site operations manager
at ™I-2 and Park's former boss, publicly supports Park's
charges, claiming he was improperly dismissed for insisting
that safety procedures be followed,

March 28, 1983 -- Victor Stello's report reviewing the
GPU-BgW trial record is issued. Report concludes "the trial
court record does not contain significant information that
would affect the Commission's decision regarding restart."

April 2, 1983 -- T™I-2 plant engineering direccor Edwin
Gishcel signs affidavit charging GPU and Bechtel with

harrassment, intimidation, and circumventing cleanup safety
procedures,

April 6, 1983 -- Stello presents GPU-B&W trial record report
to NRC Commissioners, four of whom publicly criticize
report, noting it had few actual references to the trial and
reached conclusions based more on previous accident
investigations than on actual trial testimony. (The NRC
Commissioners later ask the Staff to expand its review, and
the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation takes over review,
appointing a 25-member task force to complete review. See,
September, 1983).

April 18, 1983 -- NRC staff begins backing away from its
endorsement of GPU management, indicating its previously
held support for GPU's management was in need of
"revalidation.,"”

April 19, 1983 -- U.S. Supreme Court reverses D.C. Circuit
opinion on psychological stress, rulin¢ that an
environmental assessment need not be done.

April 26, 1983 -- NRC staff explains that the basis for the
need to "revalidate" GPU management was the "open issue of
the Hartman allegations concerning the falisification of
leak rate data," which could "possibly affect the staff's
position on management integrity." Staff outlines the
inspection and review effort initiated by the NRC's Office
of Reactor Regulation and the Region I office,

May 5, 1983 -- GPU reveals for the first time to NRC the
BETA and RHR management audits which had been completed in
February and March, 1983, and are critical of plant
operations and management,
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April 28, 1982 -- Special Master Milhollin's report issued,
concluding that a aumber of T™I management personnel engaged
in cheating and wrongdoing; the overall integrity of the
operations staff is inadeqguate; the company's response to
certain cheating incidents was inadeguate; the company
submitted a “"material false statement® to the NRC in
connection with the license certification of the then-M™MI-2
Supervisor of Operations who had cheated on this license
requalification exam in 1%79; many company witnesses gave
noncredible testimomy under ocath; and the company's training
and testing program was "poorly administered, weak in
content, ineffective in its method of instruction, and not

an adequate response to the Commission's Order of August 9,
1979."

May 18, 1983 -- Voters in Pennsylvania counties of Dauphin,
Cumberland, and Lebanon express 2 to 1 opposition to T™MI-1
restart, in a non-binding referendum.

July 27, 1982 -- Third PID, reviewing Milhollin's report,
issued, Many of Milhollin's findings are reversed. PID

supports restart. TMIA, the Aamodts, and the Commonwealth
appeal decision,

November 1, 1982 -- Trial begins in lawsuit filed by GPU
against Babcock & Wilcox (BgW) for causing the T™I-2
accident

November 9, 1982 -- NRC Commissioners hold public meeting
before 1,200 Harrisburg area residents, having announced
that a restart decision would be made by December 10, 1982,
i.e., the Commission would decide whether the PIDs, all of
which support restart, would be made "immediately effective®
even though the parties were appealing the PIDs.

December 10, 1982 -- Day passes with no decision from NRC
Commissioners,

December 29, 1982 -- NRC Commission asks NRC Staff to review
the record of continuing B&W-GPU lawsuit. Victor Stello,
former head of NRC's Office of Inspection and Enforcement,
is assigned the task., Stello's credibility had previously
been challenged by at least one Congressional committee on
the basis that his T™I accident investigation reports
contained unsupported conclusions favorable to GPU, in
conflict with known evidence.

January 24, 1983 -- OQut-of-court settlement agreed to by GPU
and B&W. Trial ends,

February, 1983 -- Marjority of Commissioners vote down
Commissioner Gilinsky's reguest that the NRC's Office of
General Counsel review the GPU-Bi&W trial record.



July 9, 1981 -- Main restart hearings end,

August 20, 1981 -- NRC reverses its longstanding promise to
area residents not to allow restart until all internal NRC
appeals are complete. (See, August 9, 1979).

August 27, 1981 -- ASLB issues first Partial Initial
Decision (PID), dealing with management issues, PID
supports lifting license suspension, i.e., restart, ASLB
relies in part on information contained in NUREG 0680
regarding Hartman allegations. (See, March, 1981). T™IA
and the Aamodts appeal decision.

October 2, 1981 -~ ASLB reopens restart hearings to inquire
into allegations of cheating on operator license exams; ASLB
defines the broad issue as "the effect of the information on
cheating in the NRC April examination ... recognizing that,
depending on the facts, the possible nexus of the cheating
incident in the NRC examination goes beyond the cheating by
two particular individuals and may involve the issues of
Licensee's management integrity .,."

November 10, 1981 -- Reopened "cheating"” hearings begin,
presided over by Special Master Gary Milhollin. TMIA and

the Aamodts participate as intervenors. The Commonwealth
also participates,

November, 1981 -- Justice Department tells NRC that it may
resume its investigation into the Hartman allegations., NRC

does nothing, and later claims it never got this message
from Justice,

November 1981 to January 1982 -- GPU discovers 29,000
defective steam generator tubes at TMI-1 caused by mistaken
introduction of sulfur into the reactor coolant system,

December 10, 1981 -- Reopened “"cheating" hearings conclude,

December 14, 1981 -- Second PID issued, dealing with
design/hardware issues, and emergency planning issues. PID
supports restart., UCS and the Aamodts appeal decision.

January 7, 1982 -- D.C, Circuit rules that issues of
psychological stress need not be considered in the restart
hearing, but must be considered by NRC under National
Environmental Policy Act. Court orders injunction on
restart and orders an environmental study on psycholgical
stress be conducted. NRC appeals to U.S. Supreme Court,

February 1, 1982 -- Harold Denton, director of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation, calls T™I-]1 steam generator damage the
worst case in the entire country,
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December 5, 1979 -- Met-Ed responds to NRC Notice of
Violation, denying all charges, but pays the fine.

March 6, 1980 -- NRC Commissicners direct that 13 specific
"management” issues be examined by ASLB.

March, 1980 -- Hartman appears on New York television and
publicizes his allegations of falsification of leak rate

data. NRC investigators begin investigation into Hartman
allegations,.

April, 1980 -~ NRC investigators conclude that Hartman's
allegations were substantiated, and refer case to Justice
Department which then begins a Grand Jury investigation,.
NRC halts its own investigation. while then head of NRC
Office of 1avestigation and Enforcement, Victor Stello, now
claims he told the NRC Commissioners of the Staff's
conclusions, there is no direct evidence of this and
Commissioner Gilinsky and then Commissioner Bradford both

later announce they were not then told of the Staff's
conclusions,

September 17, 1980 -- Faegre & Benson, GPU consultants,
issue report to GPU substantially confirming Hartman's leak
rate falisification allegations. &PU withholds this
document from the NRC and the public until May, 1983,

October 15, 1980 -- NRC restart proceedings begin, Major
issues concern design/hardware issues, litigated by the
Union of Concerned Scientists; emergency planning, litigated
by ANGRY, Newberry Township Steering Committee, and Norman
and Mar jorie Aamodt; financial capability, litigated by
Three Mile Island Alert; and management, litigated by Three
Mile Island Alert and Marjorie and Norman Aamodt, Issues
concerning “"psychological stress” are not admitted, and PANE
appeals to D.C. Circuit. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
participates also in the proceedings,

March, 1981 -- NRC Commissioners dismiss financial
qualification issue without case ever having been litigated.
TMIA appeals decision to D.C. Circuit Court, but court
decides appeal is premature. TMIA must wait until restart
decision made to challenge the action,.

March, 1981 -- NRC Staff tells the ASLB, in NUREG-0680,
Supplement 2, that "the Staff has reviewed the information
that it had obtained to date on the [Rartman) matter, and
has concluded on the basis of information thus far obtained
that there appears to be no direct conncction with the Unit
2 accident." NRC Staff fails to notify the ASLB that it
concluded in 1980 the leak rates were falsified., Nor does
the Staff provide the Commissioners with this information,
(See, April, 1980)
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TMI Restart Chronology

March 28, 1979 -~ m™MI-2 acc. dent

May 22, 1979 -- Pormer contr:l room Operator Harold w.
Hartman, Jr, tells NRC investigators that for months before
the accident, operators, with tne knowledge of at least low
level management, systematically falisified primary coolant
syster leak rates in violation of the operating license in
order to keep the plant running, NRC investigators do not

investicate Hartman's allegations and do not tell the NRC
Commissirners,

June 22, 1979 -- Governor Thornburgh writes to NRC,
expressingy his “deeply felt responsibility for both the
phrsical and paychologicai security of the citizens of
Peansylvania™ and advising the NRC of his *strong opposition
k¢ any plans Lo reactivate [TMI] Unit 1 until a number of
Very scrious issues have been resolved. "

July 2, 1979 -~ NRC directs that the plant remain shut down
until a hearing is neld on whether there is reasonable
assurance the plant can be operated safely.

August 9, 1979 -~ NRC sets up Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board (ASLB, to hold hearinjs to determine whether there is
reasonable assurance TMI-1 can be operated without
endangerina the health and safety of the public, Issues
include whether the GPU “as the reguisite managerial,
financial, anéd technical capabilities., The NRC
Commissioners commit themselves to directly review any
eppeal of tis ASLB's restart decision, thus bypassing the
normal, time-consuming ronte whereby appeals first go to an
NRC Appeal Board. This means restart could not occur until
the Cummissioners have reviewed the merits of the
intervennrs' appeals, (Commissioners later reverse

themselves one week before the first ASLBE decision is handed
down. See¢, August 25, 1983).

October 44, 1979 -« NiC Notice of Violation for the accident

issued, f. ing Met-Bd the paximum amount permitted under NRC
regulations,

October 28, 1979 -- Harold Ornstein, investigator for the
NRC's Bpecial Inquiry Group (Rogovin Commission)
investigating the ™I-2 accident, questions Harold Hartman
uwider vath, at which time Hartman restates his allegations.
Special Inquiry Group refuses to inclvde these allegations
ir its report,




principal concern: Is there reasonable assurance that the health an
the public will be protected in the event of & design besis
tube rupture accident?

d safety of
steam generator

In the face of these questions, we urge the Commissioners to defer oper-

ation of TI-1 unless and until it has been demonstrated that such operation
will not pose undue risks to the health and safety of the public

il

Sincerely,

PAXAY?
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Robert D. Follard
Nuclear Safety Fngineer
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Ellyn R. Weiss
GCeneral Counsel

zards of Degraded
Generators at T™MI-)
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Nunzio J. Palladino, Chairman
Thomas M. Foberts, Commissioner
James K. Asselstine, Commissioner
Frederick M. Bernthal, Commissioner
Lando W. Zech, Commissioner

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wWashington, D. C., 20555

Gentlemen:

The Union of Concerned Scientists believes that operaticn of Three Mile
Island Unit 1 (TMI-1) with its degraded steam generators could pose serious
risks that have not been evaluated or brought to the Commission's attention.
lhese risks are unique to T™I-1 and arise from the inability of the steam
generators in their degraded condA_Adn to withstand the forces that may occur
following a steam generator tube rupture accident.

in our
Concerned Scientists'
Comments on NRC Staff's Safety ) .
' essure Safety tion (SECY-84-
clear “urrent‘y yendlng reqguest
£ deqradeﬁ steam generator tubes
] ! -1 steam generators
concerns.

Having decided to seek permission to ate TMI-] hout replacing t
Steam generators, GPU Nuclear is attempting to prevent catastrophi rupturn
the steam generators by adopting emergency p s that violate a2 number
safety limits appxlcable to every other Im ] plant ) 1 emergency
procedures for acciden involving leakage or rupture of one or more tubes in
either or both steam ,enerhkors are untried, remarkably complex and confusing,
rely fundamentally on improvisation, and would result in unavoidable radiation
exposure to the public. Moreover, there has been no demonstration that, even
if these procedures are correctly interpreted and followed, the fuel damage
limits specified in the ECCS criteria and the radiation exposure limits for
the public would be met for a design bas steam generator tube rupture
accident.

Attached is a more detailed explanation of the unigu 1sks arising from

the degraded steam generators at TMI-] There are numerous specific safety
questions that remain unanswered. These specific questions e related to one

Main Office: 26 Church Street Cambridge, Massachusetts 02238 . (617) 547.5552




THE CHRISTIC INSTITUTE
1324 North Capitol St.
Washington, D.C. 20002
(202) 797-8106

The Christic Institute is a Washington-based law and public
policy center which has been involved in various TMI litigation on
behalf of area residents since the accident. In 1980, the Institute
represented citizens in their successful challenge to the NRC's deci~-
sion to authorize the venting of radiocactive gases from the Unit 2
reactor. 1In 1982, the people of Three Mile Island, represented by
4 st1C attorneys, filed a class action suit for damages against the

late 1984, a federal court ruled that NRC Commissioners were
om such suits, and refused to allow residents to collect

violations of their constitutional rights.
Harrisburg area resident Joanne Doroshow, now a Christic
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