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DISCLAIMER 

This document was prepared as an account of work sponsored by the United States 
Government. While this document is believed to contain correct information, neither the 
United States Government nor any agency thereof, nor the Regents of the University of 
California, nor any of their employees, makes any warranty, express or implied, or 
assumes any legal responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any 
information, apparatus, product, or process disclosed, or represents that its use would not 
infringe privately owned rights. Reference herein to any specific commercial product, 
process, or service by its trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise, does not 
necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the 
United States Government or any agency thereof, or the Regents of the University of 
California. The views and opinions of authors expressed herein do not necessarily state or 
reflect those of the United States Government or any agency thereof or the Regents of the 
University of California. 
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PREFACE 

During the ten years (1961- 1971) that I served as chairman of the U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission 1 kept, on a daily basis, a rather complete journal. During the early 
years, off and on tmtil 1969, I recorded my day's activities each evening at home in my 
study, in an unclassified, handwritten form in my large ledger type notebooks. This was 
augmented during each working day in my office by the dictation of memos to cover the 
content of telephone conversations, appointments, attendance at meetings, congressional 
hearings, etc. During my many trips within the United States and my visits to foreign 
cotmtries (some 60 in all) I recorded my activities in little pocket notebooks which were 
transcribed when I returned home to my office. On some of these occasions, as well as 
for some appointments or meetings at home, my activities were covered by one of my 
able assistants or secretaries. 

Finally, in 1969 I gave up altogether the laborious task of recording each day's 
activity by handwriting a summary at home during the evening. Rather, I covered each 
day's entire activity by producing memoranda during the day with the help of my 
secretaries and assistants. Thus, the journal began to be assembled each day on a current 
basis. In addition, the accumulated earlier material began to be assembled into daily 
journal form, a task that was soon completed. In both cases, the current and past 
material was augmented by daily attachments in numerous categories--selected incoming 
and outgoing correspondence and other relevant documents (deemed to be ooclassified, 
with classified material placed in a separate f'lle), and unclassified Summaries of 
Commission Meetings, and Commission Regulatory Meetings, and Notes on Information 
Meetings and Regulatory Information Meetings, so ably produced by Commission 
Secretary Woodford McCool and Director of Regulation Harold Price and their staffs. 

When I returned to the University of California, Berkeley, in November 1971, a 
couple of months after my tenure as Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission, the two 
copies of my journal, which I presumed had been clelred, were sent there. Copy # 1 
eventually came to my Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory office and Copy #2 to my home, 
while the segregated, classified portions went to the local AEC-SAN office. 

Due to the pressure of other activities no action was taken on my journal until early 
1985, when I began working on editing my home copy (correcting spelling and 
typographical errors, adding f"trst names or initials, etc.), preparatory to publication in 
DOE report form. About a year earlier, I had sent Copy #1, at their request, to the DOE 
History Division in Washington, D.C., for their use in the preparation of Volume IV of the 
official history of the Atomic Energy Commission. This led to questions as to whether my 
journal met present DOE declassification standards. As a result, a declassification officer 
was sent to my home in May 1985 to check my home copy (Copy #2). He made 162 
deletions of a technical nature, which, in my opinion, reflected increased security 
standards but did not adversely affect the value of the journal. A second check, this time 
with my home copy sent to the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory by a team of 
reviewers in October and November 1986, led to about 1,000 security actions (including 
the 162 deletions incurred in the earlier review). These actions included, in addition to 
deletions, the removal of 500 sections of or attachments to the journal for review by 
"other agencies" of our government or, in a few cases, of the British government. The 
majority of these documents have been returned to me either declassified or with some 
deletions. However, a number are still outstanding. I have decided to go ahead with the 
publication of my journal in the DOE report form with the intent of adding these now 
~sing portions in an additional volume when they become available. Also, I have 
decided to proceed with such publication prior to the production of a name index; when 
this herculean task is completed, the name index will appear as an additional volume. It 
remains to be seen if a subject index will ever be added in such additional volumes. 
Although many news clippings are added as attachments, these were too numerous to 
include them all and, thus, there is a separate volume of these. (A little later Copy # 1 
underwent a similar security review, with similar results, and was returned to me.) 
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The journal consists of 25 volumes, averaging 700 pages each. This comprises about 
15,000 items consisting of the approximately 4,000 daily journal entries and the average 
of about three attachments per day. The journal has three sections corresponding to each 
of the three presidents I served as chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission--the nrst 
six volumes covering the John F. Kennedy years (February 1, 1961- November 22, 1963), 
the next 11 volumes covering the Lyndon B. Johnson years (November 22, 1963- January 
20, 1969) and the f"mal eight volumes, the Richard M. Nixon years and a few months of 
post-AEC chairman activities in Washington (January 20, 1969- November 6, 1971. 

I am indebted to my many assistants and to the secretarial staff that served so ably 
during my AEC chairmanship (see Page 1 of Introduction) and to the Commission's 
administrative staff (Appendix B to Introduction) and feel grateful for the team help of 
my fellow AEC Commissioners (Appendix A to Introduction). 

I also want to acknowledge the invaluable help of my staff at Lawrence Berkeley 
Laboratory for putting this journal in publishable form--June Jackson, Sherrill Whyte, 
Grace Nubia, and Margie Hollander, and temporary assistants Susie Campbell and Mildred 
Varner .. 

~~ 
Glenn T. Seaborg 
University of California 
Berkeley, CA 
January 1989 



INTRODUCTION 

A complete introduction to the 25 volumes of my journal of 1961 to 1971, covering 
my years of service as Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission, can be found at the 
beginning of Volume 1 (for Volumes 1-6, spanning the Kennedy years), at the beginning of 
Volume 7 (for Volumes 7-17 of the Johnson years), and at the beginning of Volume 18 (for 
Volumes 18-25 of the Nixon years). That introduction is written from the perspective of 
1971, in order to reflect the attitudes expressed in my journal, which was written on a 
daily basis during that period. I express the points of view of that time rather than those 
of today (1989), which might occasionaUy be somewhat different. 

In that introduction I describe in summary form my activities as AEC Chairman from 
early 1961 until late 1971. This includes my f'lrst meetings with President Kennedy and 
the commissioners and staff of the AEC; my reappointment as Chairman by presidents 
Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon; the change in composition of commissioners and staff over 
the years; the role of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy (JCAE); the division of 
duties among the commissioners; our methods of conducting business at meetings; the 
Commission's system of advisory committees; problems created by our system of multiple 
headquarters; unsuccessful attempts to replace the f'lve-member Commission with a 
single administrator; the special role of Admiral Hyman S. Rickover; my service on many 
government committees; my authorship of several books (luring his time; and my special 
relationships with my three presidents (Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon). 

I include an historical summary of the major accomplishments of the Atomic Energy 
Commission during the period of my chairmanship. This is done in a topical manner, i.e., 
by describing in summary form the accomplishments in each of a selected number of 
subject areas over the ten-year period. This is in preference to dividing the account into 
three parts, covering the Kennedy, Johnson, and Nixon administrations, which would 
inevitably result in a good deal of repetition in thus describing each of the subject areas 
three times. 

I chose to touch briefly (not in any order of priority) on the following subjects: 

I. 
D. 
m. 
IV. 
v. 

VI. 
vn. 
vm. 
IX. 
X. 
XI. 
xu. 
xm. 
XIV~ 
XV. 
XVI. 
XVD. 
XVID. 
XIX. 
XX. 

The Limited Test Ban Treaty (L TBT) 
The NonJ)roliferation Treaty (NPT) 
The Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty (SALT) and ABM Treaty 
The Cuban Missile Crisis 
The program of international cooperation, including my visits to 60 
countries 
The program for support of research 
The Los Alamos Meson Facility and the 200 Bev Accelerator 
The National Transplutonium Production Program 
The civilian nuclear power reactor program 
Th~ Raw Materials Program 
The Gas Centrifuge Program 
The Cutback in Production of Fissionable Materials 
The Regulatory Program 
The Radioisotopes Program 
The nuclear power in space program 
The nuclear weapons testing program 
The Plowshare Program 
The Controlled Thermonuclear Research Program (CTR) 
The Nuclear Education and Training Program 
The Teclmicallnformation and Exhibits Program 
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Following the summary I go on to some of the auxiliary and personal activities that 
are covered in my journal. I mention my extensive schedule of speeches, awards; our 
home in the Reno Park area of northwest Washington and its proximity to three levels of 
schools to accommodate our six children; the departure of our older children to attend 
colleges; the marriages of our two oldest children; the visits of my mother; our family 
vacations; my tum to hiking as a means of recreation; my membership on Boards of 
Directors (including the presidency of Science Service and my election to the presidency 
of the American Association for the Advancement of Science [AAAS]); and my many press 
conferences and appearances on the covers of Time and Newsweek. 

I conclude the introduction with an expression of gratification that, with all this, 1 
managed to read the scientific journals in my specialty, enabling me to stay abreast of my 
research field of transuranium elements and nuclear chemistry so that I was ready, in 
1971, to return to the University of California in a position to resume research in my field. 
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Friday, May 1, 1970- D.C. -New York 

From 10 to 11:15 a.m. Commissioner Johnson and I, along with Julie Rubin, met 
with Peter Flanigan, Paul W. McCracken (Chairman, CEA), Tom Moore (CEA), James 
R. Schlesinger (BOB) and Will Kriegsman in Flanigan•s office. Flaniga~ opened 
the meeting by stating that we should attempt to agree on the right criteria for 
establishing the cost of the uranium enrichment operation. This would be 
followed by deciding what the proper price should be, based on these criteria, 
and then we would want to discuss the program and strategy to have this price 
established and accepted. A prepared paper, dated ~1ay 1, entitled: 11 Some 
Ground Rules for Operation of the UED 11 was distributed (copy attached). 

I noted the questioning in the AEC Appropriation Committee hearings during the 
past two weeks by Congressman Joe Evins of Tennessee that might result in a 
rider to AEC legislation prohibiting AEC funds for use in the uranium enrichment 
directorate. It appears that a compromise that would include acceptance of 
Evins• interest in a Museum and Science Hall at Oak Ridge may be possible. I 
also mentioned the difficulty with Senator Ellender in our Appropriations 
hearings on April 30. 

There was brief discussion about a statement in the third paragraph of the 
handout paper regarding purchasing yellow cake from the AEC at a fair market 
price. This was clarified to mean the UED would obtain materials as needed at 
the going market price without necessary reference· to full cost recovery of the 
total inventory. 

Johnson expressed some concern about the rigid language in the last paragraph of 
the paper on page 2. He suggested that we could arrive at the ultimate price in 
stages but this would be related to true cost based on new criteria, and we may 
not want to be committed as specifically stated in the last paragraph of the 
paper. Flanigan subsequently suggested that we change the last paragraph to 
read: 11 The enrichment charge ultimately should reach the cost of enrichment 
services for a postulated new plant ... 

There was considerable discussion among all present about the optimum size for 
the new postulated plant with major focus on one at 8,750 MT (metric tons) per 
year and one at 17,000 MT per year. This discussion included whether the plant 
should be assumed to operate at full load throughout its life and whether there 
should be any factor in the cost for a startup period before full load 
operations were practical. The practicality of a thirty-year life for the plant 
was considered in light of possible technological obsolescence due to the 
introduction of the centrifuge. It was finally decided that a plant size at the 
8,750 MT per year level is a desirable base for planning purposes. 

Using the criteria in the handout paper, it was recognized that the cost of 
separative work would be $29.80. There seemed to be general agreement that an 
increase to this level from the present $26.00 in one step is not realistic. 
Johnson stated the present criteria include escalation of $2. 16; he thought that 
since the effective date of any price increase is not possible before January 1, 
1971, that a $28.60 price is realistic as an initial target. I supported this 
conclusion but expressed concern that if the criteria for•establishing cost were 
published, our foreign customers and domestic customers,· plus the Congress, 
might react to the obvious need for a future increase to the $29.80 level. This 
would encourage foreign construction of enrichment plants, might cause a 
domestic reaction against nuclear power and would certainly cause a fight in the 
Congress. Johnson also mentioned the added problem of a possible diffusion 
plant in the Northwest, using cheap Bonneville power at 2 to 2.5 mills that 
might result in a cheaper price. 

001 



May 1, 1970 

SOME GROUND RULES FOR OPERATION OF THE UED 

MtCL. 9\' Q 
.NOV as 

The following ground rules are proposed for the Uranium Enrich-

nient Directorate (UED). Once the UED is established, relations with 

. industry, AEC, and other Govern?-'l'lent agencies should be conducted on . 

. 
a businesslike and commercial basis. 

"The Directorate· should report to the AEC General Manager· and be 

gi'v\.!D &orne staff support frorr-. the other AEC divisions and offices. 

llowever, the UED should keep separate financial records and maintain 

a reasonable degree of autonomy. 

Yellow cake should be bough.t as needed by the UED from the AEC 

at a fair market price. Enriched uranium or uranium enrichment 

services should be purchased by AEC from the UED at the current 

mar.ket price. · 

The UED should be given control of the stockpiles of prepr~duced 

en"l'iched uranium. 'When and if AEC determines that oralloy returned 

from military stockpiles is in excess of projected Government require-

ment's, it should be transferred to the UED at a price reflecting its 

economic value. Any subsequent repurchases of or.alloy by the AEC 

should be done at a n1utuall)' agreed-on price that full)· compensates 

the UED for the cost of holding oralloy, including interest costs, but 

at a price that does not generate a windfall profit. 
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UED revenues should be applied to its operating costs and to its 

costs of new plant and equipment. Any _surplus should be paid to the 

Treasury as dividends. 

The charge and enrichment service~ criteria should reflect a 

50/50 debt-equity ratio, a 13 percent post-tax return on equity, and 

an interest rate on debt equal to the current yield on long-term 

~omn"lel·cial borrowing -- t~e yield on l\1oody 1s Aaa bonds. This 

chal·ge should be recomputed periodi_cally to reflect changes in the 

yield on commercial borrowing, changes in power costs, changes in 

other costs, and changes in technology. 
. ,L. .;f ~ .f' . vln-7..,....~ .rz;..-::..:-..,A.( 

The enl"ichrnent charge·'should·be-ba-s-ed-on the cost of enrichment 

services from a postulated new plant. Based on the foregoing econo1nic 

criteria and a new plant size of 11T /yr with a yr amortiza-------- ------
t~on period, the charge for separative work will be----

003 



I suggested that one way to resolve the problem would be to recognize a lower 
than 8 percent debt charge, based on the average cost of money over the past 
several years, and that this could be raised in the future as a logical means to 
eventually achieve the $29.80 price within the new criteria. This seemed to 
receive very favorable reaction from McCracken and Flanigan. McCracken even 
suggested a possible adjustment to the 13 percent return on equity as a further 
means of fixing the price at $28.60 for the present and subject to later 
adjustment. 

Flanigan immediately agreed to the above approach and suggested that the 
respective staffs meet and develop the criteria in a manner to suppgrt this 
$28.60 price. Schlesinger stated that we were departing from the manner in 
which a true commercial plant would be constructed and operated. Flanigan 
countered by stating that the present Government anti-inflation posture would 
not permit announcement of a price increase for separative work from $26.00 to 
$29.80 in one step. The possible influence on oil and coal prices of such a 
change was of particular concern. 

The meeting was concluded on a very amicable note with all present satisfied 
that a highly desirable and constructive solution to the problem had been 
achieved. Flanigan directed that staff develop criteria, as soon as possible, 
that would result in a $28.60 cost for separative work. 

In a subsequent telephone conversation from Kriegsman to Rubin, the AEC was 
requested not to permit any other staff, and particularly the JCAE, to know of 
the above discussion prior to further clearance from the White House. Their 
concern was getting Holifield upset over this issue when they have present 
problems with him on the Government reorganization that would not be clarified 
for about ten days. 

I received a letter from Dave Packard (copy enclosed) asking if their plan to 
conduct a nuclear safety review of a Transit mission, which will involve an AEC 
RTG, is acceptable. 

At 11:50 a.m. Stan Schneider and I left National Airport on the Eastern shuttle 
and arrived at LaGuardia Airport at 12:50 p.m. We were met by Walter Horn of 
the New York AEC Operations Office. He drove us to 627 W. ll3th Street, where I 
visited with Pete in his apartment (No. 3F). Schneider then rode with Horn to 
the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, where he checked in for me (Room 1304}; he then 
checked into the nearby Belmont Plaza Hotel. 

I visited with Pete for about an hour. I mentioned my next visit to New York to 
~ttend the meeting of the Board of NET on Saturday, May 23, and we made a dinner 
date for that evening. I also saw Pete's friend, Jane Rubenstein. 

I then rode with Horn to the American-Scandinavian Foundation headquarters (127 
E. 73rd Street) to attend a meeting of the Board of Trustees. Present were: C. 
Peter Strong (President), Thomas K. Roche (elected Chairman of the Board at this 
meeting), Hans C. Sonne, Stuart W. Little, Gunnar W. E. Nicholson, David Hall, 
S. A. Haram, Gustav Wedell, Jack McFall and I. We followed the agenda as 
attached, with items VII A and B postponed. 

I then walked to the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, where I prepared for dinner. 
Schneider came by my room and we went to the Honored Guest Reception for the 
banquet for the International Joint Meeting of the World Academy of Art and 
Science and the American Geographical Society held in the Crane Suite V. Among 
those I met and talked to here were Mrs. C. F. Carlson (widow of the inventor of 
the Xerox process), Eugene P. Wigner, Arne Tiselius, Boris Pregel (Presiaent of 
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THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301 

Honorable Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman: U.s. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Glenn: 

APR 3 0 19ro 

. The DOD is planning to launch an unproved Transit satellite in FY 1972 
incorporating an AEC developed Radioisotope Thermoelectric Generator 
(RTG) as the primary source of power. Because of the amount and type 
of radioactive material that is used in the RTG, it will be necessary to 
conduct a nuclear safety review of the Transit mission prior to seeking 
approval for launch from the President through ~e National Aeronautics 
and Space Council. We believe that the nuclear safety review can best 
be accomplished by the attached proposed interagency review procedure. 

We believe this procedure satisfies NASC requirements and is in agree
ment with the policies of the agencies involved. 

Please advise me if this plan is acceptable • . . 

Attachment C.T.S 
"Yl-1- -u,..ul- r·..., ,... ·. 

Sine~ 
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I. Call to Order 

II. Roll Call 

AGENDA 

Meeting of the Board of Trustees 
May~, 1970 

UI. Approval of Minutes of Annual Meeting 

iv. Repvrt of the Treasurer 

· V. Report of the President 

VI. Election of Officers and Trustees 
A. Acceptance of the resignations of G. Hilmer Lundbeck, 

Erling Naess and Arthur K. Watson 
B. Nominations of Ragnar Naess, Thomas Roche and Gunnar Rudb~ck 

VII. Report of the temporary Chairman of the Executive C<?mmittee 
A. Amendments to the Constitution 

1. Amendment limiting reelection of Trustees to seventy-two 
years of age or younger. Creation of Truste~ Emeritus 
category 

2. Amendment introducing the office of Vice Chairman 
B. Nominations for positions of Chairman (and Vice Chairman} ASF 
C. Elections of Chairman (and Vice Chairman) 

VIII. Report of the Committee on Fellowships and Grants (Annex A and B) 

IX. Report of the Finance Committee 

X. Old Business 
A. Renewal of contract with John Norton 
B. Increase in membership requirement for Chapter recognition 
C. Charter Flights 

XI. New Business 
A. New Chapters - Madison, Wisconsin: Monterey California 
B. Review of ASF tax category and its significance 
C. Accounting for administrative deficits in the annual report 
D. Plans for future financing 

XI. Other business 

XU. Arfirmrnm,:.nt 
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the American Division of the World Academy of Art and Science) and Harold 
Lasswell (Ford Foundation Professor of Law at Yale University). During the 
reception I had a press conference with Bayard Webster (New York Times), Henry 
Gordon (Chemical En ineerin ), Philip Kotlan (WNYC Radio~Mrs:-N. K. Wilson 
(National Park Serv1ce , 1chael Cusack and Nancy Goldstein (Science World), and 
Robert Redeen (Voice of America). 

We then went to the Astor Gallery to attend the main reception where Pete and 
Jane joined us, then to the Jade Room where the banquet was held. I sat at the 
head table with Pregel, Dr. Hugo Boyko (President, World Academy of Art and 
Science, from Israel}, Tiselius, Lasswell, Mrs. Carlson, and Serge Korff 
(President, American Geographical Society). Pregel was the master of ceremonies 
and introduced the speakers: Lasswell, Tiselius and me. I spoke on "The 
Positive Power of Science," which was very well received. Mrs. Carlson was 
presented with a citation for the work done by her late husband. 

·~ 
·t 

'- •:\ ,. 
' 

Waldorf Astoria Hotel, New 
L toR: Dr Harold D. Lasswell, 
Seaborg, Dr. Boris Pregel. 

( 

Professor Arne Tiselius, 

I sat next to Arne Tiselius at the dinner and discussed with him, among other 
things, the plans for an International Science Foundation. He said that I have 
a great influence with Swedish officials, and that I should write to them in 
support of the !SF; he will send me some names in this respect. 

After the program I met Joris Brandt from Courbevoie, France, and Jan Fjellander 
from Stockholm, two of the students who had participated in the Nobel Symposium 
in Stockholm last September. I introduced Pete and Jane to these two and to 007 
many of the other guests before and after dinner. I also talked to Quig Newton, 



who invited me to suggest any worthwhile projects for support by the 
Commonwealth Foundation, which he is now heading. 

I then showed Pete and Jane around the hotel and we went up to my room to talk 
for a few moments. 

Saturday; May 2, 1970 - New York - Washington, D.C. 

Stan and I had breakfast in Oscars at the hotel. 

We then rode with Horn to LaGuardia Airport, where we took the Eastern shuttle 
to Washington, leaving at 9 a.m. and arriving about 10 a.m. I was met by Dianne 
and Henry Hinds and Stan was met by Renee. Dianne and I then went to the H 
Street office, where I worked until 12:30 p.m. 

I called Lee DuBridge~ ~ho said my calling was somewhat of a coincidence because 
he was just reading the speech I gave last evening in New York; he thought it 
was an especially.eloquent statement. He said he had given a talk, which had a 
slightly different slant, to about 200 people at the Nutrition Foundation 
yesterday; I asked him to send me a copy. 

I told him I was calling because some people think Harry Smyth should have some 
kind of recognition as he leaves his position. DuBridge said he understands 
someone at State is preparing a letter for the President's signature on the 
occasion of Smyth's retirement. I said· we are hoping for a ·little more than 
that, perhaps the President giving 5 or 10 minutes to Smyth, handing him the 
letter having a picture taken, etc. DuBridge said he has talked to Alex 
Johnson, Sam DePalma and Herm Pollack yesterday, at which time they said such a 
letter will be prepared for the President's signature and that he (DuBridge) 
will have a chance to check it. DuBridge said when he gets his copy of the 
draft letter he will endorse it and make the.suggestion that the President see 
him, although he thinks tt_quite likely that Flanigan will veto it. 

DuBridge said Milt White was in the other day to talk about the PPA. He asked 
me what I thought about Milt trying to get non-AEC funding to keep the PPA 
alive. I said it would be all right with me but others here would not like it. 
He asked if it would be possible that the official directive to close it down 
could be delayed until the first of next year to give White a chance to see 
whether he can get other support. Operations could be arranged in such a way 
that it could still be terminated by a year from this July if his efforts were 
not successful. I said that part would be easy, but we would have to overcome 
BOB, who directed us to close it down. I said if NSF or another government 
agency got into it they would have to overcome the BOB barrier. DuBridge said 
he would support this in the BOB. 

DuBridge also mentioned that White has talked to Holifield with the hope that he 
might endorse continuing the appropriation for it. I commented that that is 
unlikely. DuBridge said that the PPA, like many others, is caught in a squeeze; 
it is below the interesting high energy physics range but is still in the 
interesting range for nuclear structure problems. He said probably the National 
Science Foundation could take over the PPA. I said that some here are worried 
about that being just a beginning to dismember AEC. I said I don't think that a 
slow, step by step, carefully policed turnover would be so bad. What would be 
wrong would be a massive dismemberment where everything is taken at once. 
DuBridge agreed with this. 

Dianne and I had lunch at the Buttery on 18th Street with Julie Rubin. 008 



Following lunch Dianne and I went to American University where we visited with 
Dr. Raymond Stites in his classroom. We saw the bust of me that he is working 
on in clay, and he made a number of changes on it during our visit. 

I played 9 holes of golf with Eric at the Chevy Chase Club. Eric shot 66; I, 53. 

Amy Ballou had dinner with us and spent the night with Dianne. 

Helen and I attended a garden party given by Admiral and Mrs. Thomas Moorer at 
the Admiral's house, Naval Observatory. Among the people that we saw and talked 
to were the Moorers, the Dave Packards, Mississippi Congressman and Mrs. Jaime 
L. Whitten, the Bob LeBarons, the Bob Seamans, the Paul McCrackens, the 
Rickovers, Ambassador and Mrs. Hubert deBesche (Sweden), the Kellys (Virginia), 
Tom Owens and Mrs. "Boots" Smith. 

Su-nday, May 3;·1970 

Helen, Dianne and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park with Stan and Renee Schneider 
and their friend, Louise Behr. We started at Pierce Mill and hiked north on the 
White Horse Trail, Helen and Dianne going as far as Military Road and the rest 
of us going to Fort DeRussy and back to our starting point on the Black Horse 
Trail. · 

Eric went to the baseball game in Rock Creek Park with his friend, Brian Sawyer. 

I spent the rest of the day reading AEC papers, the text of my House 
Appropriations Committee hearing testimony, etc. 

Monday; May·4; 1970- Germantown 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1023 (notes attached). We 
reviewed the JCAE markup of our FY 1971 budget and decided to accept their 
position as indicated in the attached summary provided by Abbadessa. It was 
suggested that I call Chet Holifield and request that language related to a 
change in allocation of funds that would delete the Brayton cycle work in the 
space electric program be changed to satisfy strong NASA interests in this 
project, which they could conduct independently of the AEC, if they desired. (I 
left the meeting for a few minutes to call Holifield.) Harold Price presented 
four alternatives for Commission consideration in deciding whether to release 
the Compliance Division inspection reports to the ASLBP for the Northern States 
Power license hearing: (1) denial of the request; (2) provide the reports after 
deletion of the names of the internal Compliance inspectors and reference to 
internal documents; (3) give only factual parts of the report without any 
conclusions of the inspector; and (4) provide a summary of all information in 
the reports, less the exclusions identified in the second alternative above. It 
was decided that Price would make the decision to follow alternative 4, but with 
the understanding the Commission might have to eventually give the full 
inspection report to a Congressman, if specifically requested, and possibly for 
other purposes if required under the Freedom of Information Act. 

From 10:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. the other Commissioners and I met with the General 
Advisory Committee. Those present were Dr. John C. Bugher, Dr. Herbert 
Friedman, Dr. Edwin L. Goldwasser, Dr. Jane H. Hall, Dr. Stephen Lawroski, Dr. 
Norman F. Ramsey, Lombard Squires, Melvin A. Harrison (Scientific Officer) and 
Tony A. Tomei (Secretary). We had an executive session meeting in which we 009 
discussed the civilian power reactor development problem and the gas centrifuge · 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. zos•s 

LIMITED ACCESS 

COPY NO ~-8 __ 
May 4. 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1023 

. 9:55a.m., Monday, May 4, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

1. .)V'hite Hou~e Call re Avail~bility of Vice President AgnP.w for Speeches 

-~. :Sta!f Conversations with Mr. Harold Green 

3. ·JCAE Fiscal Year 1971 Mark-up (See Controller's May 2 Memorandum) 

,-h~ Chairman and Commissioner Ramey telephoned Chairman Chet 
·Holifield. 

4. Staff Report on the Monticello Case 

11:05 a.m. 

******** 
3:00 p.m. 

5. Sta!! Report on the Monticello Case 

6. Testing at Amchitka - Telegram from the United Nations Association 
Committee 

Sta.ff is preparing a response. (AGMMA) 

7. AEC 177/17 - Payment in Lieu of Taxes - Savannah River Plant 

Commissioner Larson will discuss with Senator Thurmond. {AGMO -Griffin) 

010 



8. AEd 460/138- Meeting with Inland Empire Wate'rways Associa:tion (IEWA) 

Commissioner Johnson will attend the meeting on Thursday, May 7. 
(0' Donnell) · 

9. AEC 1281/2 - Decommissioning the Graphite Research Reactor 

Approved; (R) 

. . . 
10. AEC 783/160 - Proposed Letters on S. 3595 Establishing a Commission on 

Security and Safety of Cargo 

Approved. (GC) 

11. AEC 293/122 - Soviet Bloc Travel of LASL Employee 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

12. AEC 29/152 - GAC: Proposed Talking Paper on GAC Reactor Subcommittee 
Report 

Noted. 

13. Penc;ling Contractual Matters Report No. 355 

Not_ed. (PAR) 

14. NTS Events (See General Giller's April 29 Memorandum) 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

15. May l, 1970 Projection of Commissioners' Commitments and. Scheduled 
Meetings - May through July 1970 

N!.Ji:ed. (SECY) 

16. AEC 1332 - Plans for Meeting at Western White House,May 8 and 9, 1970 

Noted. (SECY) 

17. Commissioner Ramey's Teleco~ with Chairman Chet Holifield 

Z-
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18. Proposed Reply to Report by Federal Water Quality Administration 

Approved with revisions. (AGM~-PI) 

19. Governor Ferre's announcement re Decision on Nuclear Power Reactor 

· 20. Presentation of Tarapur Certificate to Bechtel, May 12, 1970 .· 

'2i. Viewing o~Senator Ellend~r's Films 

To be scheduled. (qC-SECY) 

~2. ·Exec.utive Session Items 

a. Per&;onnel Item 

, b. Senate Appropriations Comrr1ittee Mark-up of Fiscal Year 71 Budget 

The Commissioners and staff will discuss with appropriate senators. 
(OC) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary. 

- 3 -

4:35p.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
. Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner :rhompson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

STAFF:· 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
·Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr •. Kull 
Mr • Me; Cool 
Mr. . Abbadessa* 
Mr. Corso* 
Mr. Price* 

, Mr. Mann* 
·Mr. Shapar* 
·Mr. ·Beck* 
Mr. Henderson* 
Mr. Schur* 
Mr. Kavanagh* 
Mr. Newby* 
Mr. Swindle* 
Mr. Donoghue* 
Mr. Erlewine* 
·Mr. Harris* 
Mr. Newlin* 

- 4 -

DISTRffiUTION: 

. .Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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UNITED STATES . 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

· Chairman Se~bor/ 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commdssioner Larson 
General 'Hjnager 

J<;AE 1-fARKUP - FY 1971 BUDGET 

May 2, 1970 

The follOt-ting is a brief summary of the intent of the dollar changes 
~de by the JCAE in their markup. Copies of the draft JCAE report, 
received late Friday afternoon, \11el:'! distributed to the ac:lJressees 

·Friday night. · 
-A~ditions Reductions 

(In Thousands) 
gperating Expenses 

Weapons (across the board cut)· •• 
Gas cooled fast breeder •••••• :~.$ 
Nuclear safety •••••••••••••••••• 
Space electric (50% o~ c~rium 

fuel development effort) •••••• 
Terminate SNAP-23 ••••••••••••••• 
Navy •••••••••••• .••••••••••••••• 
Controlled Thermonuclear .••••••• 
B&M (food irradiation) •••••••••• 
Isotopes 

(heart pump) •••••••••••••••••• 
(food irradiation) •••••••••••• 

Plowshare (joint indus. projects) 
Regulation (add 60 people) •••••• 
Prog. Dir. & Administration 
· (eliminates Directorate's 

. 26 people) •••..•••...•• , •••••• 
GSO •••••••••••••••••••• to••••••• 
Foreign travel •••••••••••••••••• 

Plant & Equipment 

60U 
1,360 

4,800 

140 

800 
120 

900 

CIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 16,100 
Radiobiology bldg. (ANL)........ 2,000 

$ 8,500 

340 
1,300 

1,000 

500 

300 1.1 
1,273 

100 

04k Ridge museum (AE only)...... 600 21 ·Sodium pump •.•••••.•••••• : • • • • • • • 5, 700 -
Plowshare equip~ent............. 700 

!/ Adjusted after discussion t.zith the JCAE staff at t.zhich time we 
pointed out their action would not result in a savings of $500,000. 

!/ Although this money was not authorized, languaee has been included 
in the Bill t-zhich t-till allot.z us to proceed _with Phase I of the 
Sodium Pump facility using previ~~sly appropriated funds. 
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Extensive discuss:i.O\lS were held with the .JCAE staff on Friday after.:. 
noon, May 13 nnd throughout the weekend. A brief summary of changes 
in the Report la11guage follot~s: 

Page 2 

Page•l3 

second full paragraph: The \-lord "obligations" 
was changed to 11responsibilities 11

• 

bottom of the page: The second and thi:cd sen
tences of the last paragraph were charged to 
read: 

"It is our underst~nding that in accordance 
with this req~es~: the AEC is presently 
reviet·7ing its current price. If any change 
were made in the pres~ntly approved pricing 
criteria, the new criteria to~ould have to be 

.. submitted to the Joint Committee for reviet·7 
before they were utilized." 

. 
Page 32 The direction to transfer the Pacemaker work 

from Reactor Development to the Isotopes 
Division w~s deleted. 

Page 36 -- The third full paragraph under High Energy 
Physics was changed to authorize us to use 
existing equipment funds for the purpose of 
building storage rings research facilities 
at Stanford. 

Page 43 -- Changes were made with respect to the $800,000 
authorized by Congress for the heart pump to 
make clear that these funds lo~ere lost because 
of the unallocated cut of $22 million made by 
the Congress, rather than placing the blame 
on the Admin\stration. 

Page 47 -- Although the staff of the Committee indicated 
they would have to check with Chairman Holifield, 
the staff promised t'o delete in its entirety 
the third paragraph t-1hich is highly critical 
of our employment level. Essentially, this 
paragraph states that during.the last ten years 
when •our operating budget w~nt dot-m, our 

'administrative costs incre~sed 140%. 
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Numerous other fac.t1;1~1 and gencr~l language changes ~·1ere negotiated. 

Probably the biggest single problem presented in this draft Report 
is the last full paragraph on page 48 t-1hich is quoted belo~11: 

''The Com.rnittee is not authorizing the use of 
any funds for· the proposed directorate and 
its separate staff, and it directs that no 
funds shall be used by the AEC for such 
purpose." 

Based on a direct question from the Committee staff, Joe Hennessey 
indicated he did not believe tha.t this language in the ::om.-nittee Report 
carried the weight of a legal resi:riction. The Corr.:nittee staff indi
cated that they were afraid such wa£ the case and that it was possible 
the Corrmittee might include such lang~age in the Bill. Such language 
in the Bill would carry the Height of a legislative restriction. He 
pointed out to the Com.-nittee staff that this might prove troublesome, 
particularly if it led to a Prenidential veto. 

~ . ~~~~- .1 
~ (/:,; , / . ; . .,., v.,, l""'t=:> I '.J..;., 7 ,-I; .;£4. "'---

"""'"' ... \..J ., " .,. .• , _, 

John P. Abbadessa 
Controller 

cc: W. B. McCool, Secretary (2) 
Joseph Hennessey, General Counsel 
J. V. Vinciguerra, AG~~ 
G. F. Quinn, AG~WP 
S. G. English, AGNn.&D 
G. 'H. Kavanagh, AGNR 
Maj. Gen·. E. B. Giller, AGHNA 
R~ D. O'Neill, Dir., OCR 
Victor Corso, Asst. Controller 

for Budgets 
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problem. With respect to the former, they questioned our priorities with 
respect to the insufficient effort on the part of alternates to the LMFBR and 
again suggested that Shaw is trying to maintain a too close, almost 
military-like control of the development in the national laboratories. I 
explained that the first problem is caused mainly by the lack of funds and 
actual instructions to close out certain projects. With respect to the second 
problem, the over-direction of the reactor development program, I indicated that 
I agree to a large extent, while Ramey, especially, indicated that he does not 
agree. 

On the matter of the gas centrifuge, I said I disagree with their recommendation 
that private industry should not be brought into the program at this time, but 
agree with the recommendation that the program should not be declassified at 
this time. I indicated that the time has come to bring private industry into 
the area in order that competent decisions would be made when the time comes to 
build additional enrichment capacity. I said that I am not impressed by the 
proliferation argument because so many countries are building gas centrifuges 
and these countries will, in any case, use the plutonium approach which is 
readily available to them if they decide to undertake the production of nuclear 
weapons. Further, the Non-Proliferation Treaty is coming into effect and should 
take care of this problem. 

As a result of my statements, that were supported by Commissioners Larson, 
Johnson and Thompson but opposed by Ramey, I believe that the GAC will change 
their point of view on this matter on the basis of further study. I then made 
my usual report on highlights since their last meeting, as follows: my trip to 
the Far East; the discovery of element 105; forthcoming awards; my views on 
Authorization hearings and Appropriations ~earings; nuclear testing; the ASLB 
hearing on an operating license for the Northern States Power Monticello plant; 
the RULISON flaring; the Apollo 13 capsule; the policy for transferring uranium 
enrichment technology to foreign countries; the forthcoming joint meeting of the 
AEC and AECL; and environmental matters. 

I had lunch in the cafeteria at a table with Lawroski, Squires, Rubin and 
Hollingsworth while other members of the GAC sat at an adjoining table. We 
discussed my project to write the history of Section C-1 of the Metallurgical 
Laboratory with the view of trying to find any material that Lawroski and 
Squires might have that could aid the project. 

At 2:30 p.m. I made a few remarks at the Savings Bond Kickoff held in the 
Auditorium. 

At 3 p.m. we continued Information Meeting 1023. 

At 4:25 p.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2415 (action summary attached). 
We took up the subject of the KMSI patent appliGation on laser-induced 
thermonuclear micro-explosions. Ray Pollack and Keith Boyer (both of the Los 
Alamos Scientific Laboratory) and Jack Rosengren and John Nuckolls (both of the 
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory-Livermore) then joined the meeting. They 
described the theoretical and experimental work that has been done at Los Alamos 
and Livermore on this concept, and stated that their analyses.of Brueckner's 
ideas indicate that these ideas are not feasible in their present form. 
Essentially all of the claims of the KMSI patent application have been studied 
at the Laboratories during the past seven years, with the exception of one 
concept involving frozen DT which the Laboratories judge not to be practical. A 
long discussion then ensued on whether ideas in the laser-induced fusion field 
generated by physicists could be controlled as classified information outside 017 
the AEC, and I pointed out that the Commission is faced with a problem of such 
,_.i.,on~inn~ -t-h,.t i-to rn11l,_. nn-t' ho <=>l"'l,ot"l h•t ,.,.,., ...,,,. .. ,.,, ,.,..+;...,,.. T\-.o .. o ,,.,<=' ,.,.,..,,..,....,, 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTO:~. D.C. 20545 May 4, 1970 

Approved. ________ __ 
REH 

R. E. Hollingsworth, General Manager Date ____________ __ 

ACTION SUHNARY OF HEETING 2415, MONDAY, HAY 4, 1970, 4:35P.M., ROOM A-458, 
GERNANTOI-lN, }!!\RYLAND 

SECY:JFB 

co~~ission ~usiness 

1. AEC 1~30/1 - Proposed Contra~t for RDT Program at Richland 

Approved. (DC) 

Deferred. (SECY) 

/ cc: ~~·. 
Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 
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agreement to this statement by the Laboratory personnel present and by some 
members of the staff, but I doubt if some of the Commissioners were convinced. 

We received the shocking news on the broadtapes this afternoon that National 
Guardsmen had shot and killed four students at Kent State University in Ohio, 
during a student strike and riot directed against the U.S. sending troops into 
Cambodia. 

I received a copy of a State Department telegram (copy attached) from Geneva 
containing a joint revised draft 11 Treaty on the prohibition of the Emplacement 
of Nuclear Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the 
Ocean Floor and the Subsoi I Thereof. 11 (A copy of Labowitz's explanatory 
memorandum is attached.) 

From 6:30 to 9 p.m. I attended a dinner meeting of the FCST Agenda Planning 
Committee, held in Room C of the Cosmos club. Others present were Lee DuBridge, 
Hubert Heffner, Eric Ward, Carl York, John Foster, Wi I liam McElroy and Myron 
Tr1bus. Lee said that the meeting really represented two groups, a policy group 
related to the Federal Counci I for Science and Technology and an agenda planning 
group of the FCST. A good part of the discussion was concerned with the 
decreasing support for basic science in the United States and the possibility of 
evolving new mechanisms within the Federal Government for supporting basic 
science. McElroy and I, especially, pursued the point of view that a good deal 
of the trouble lies in the BOB and that a group such as this one should call on 
the President in order to make personal representations as to the importance of 
an adequate budget. We also discussed the possibility of testifying before each 
other's congressional committees in order to help each other's budgets. 

Tuesday. May 5, 1970 - D.C. 

Julie Rub~n and I had lunch with Bil I McElroy (Director) and Clarence Ohlke of 
the National Science Foundation. We met them in McElroy's office and then 
proceeded to the Longworth Cafeteria. Among the items we discussed were (I) the 
NSF ability to continue to support Leakey's work in the Mohave Desert; (2) the 
negotiations between Ted Sherburne and Tom Fontaine (NSF) for NSF support of the 
Science Talent Search (Ohlke said that there is some possibility that this 
support might be forthcoming on a sustaining basis); (3) the possibility of NSF 
supporting the proposal made by E. W. Greenfield of Washington State University 
for a study of the public relations aspect of nuclear power and its effect on 
the environment. (McElroy seemed disposed to do this and Clancey is in touch 
with Greenfield); (4) the general problem of student unrest in the universities 
as exacerbated by the recent U.S. entry into Cambodia; and (5) our problems 
concerning the Senate Authorization hearings on our FY 1971 budget involving 
Senator Ellender. McElroy pointed out that they have solved the Ellender 
problem by trying to arrange for NSF involvement in some facility in Louisiana 
or at the Mississippi-Louisiana border (the recently closed down NASA 
facility). On the way out Clancy mentioned their new NSF quarterly magazine, 
Mosaic, with the thought that I might contribute to it. I said that I would 
send him some speeches for evaluation, especially my recent speech on 11 The 
Positive Power of Science.• 

At 2:30p.m. I met with Gary Kamiya, J.B.S. Johnson III, and William L. Bart, 
this year's winners of the Berkeley Salute to Excellence, and their chaperon, 
Mrs. Henry Bugatto. We talked in general about the program of the AEC. I gave 
them some "Understanding the Atom• booklets and the "Seaborg on Science" 
record. Mrs. Bugatto gave me a gift of a bottle of California wine as they were 
leaving. 019 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 UNQ.. BY DOE 

NOV 86 

Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Coa:missioner Thor.tpson~· d£. 
Commiss;~er Larson _ ~ . 

THRU: .?'~al ~..t.~~ _. _" ___ ,.. 

s~Js ARNS C01'1'ROL TREATY 

REF: AEC 226/469 

In Geneva, on Thursday, April 23, i970, the US and the Soviet Union 
subcitted to the Conference of the Co1~ittee on Disarma~ent, a joint 
revised draft "Treaty on the Prohibition of the Er.lplacer.Jent of Nuclear 
Weapons and other Heapons of }fass Destruction on the Seabed and the 
Ocean Floor and the Subsoil Thereof." 

The revised draft Seabeds Treaty is es~erttially identical to the pro
posed US text of J~ncnry 28, 1970, which incorporated changes suggested 
by other CCD delegates*, except for the deletion in Article III, of a 
provision in the verification process permitting parties to call upon 
the UN Secretary-General for assistance in investigating suspicious 
activities. Since the non•aligned countries strongly favored the in
clusion .of such a provision, some will view the revised version as 
weakening the verificat·ion arrange."Dents and will undoubtedly .raise this 
issue in future sessions of. the CCD •. 

!he US and Soviet Co-Chairmen have agreed that the CCD should recess on 
April 30 to permit the delegates to return home to seek detailed in
structions on the revised draft Treaty. The Conference is scheduled to 
resuce on June 16, 1970. 

We plan to have Dr. Arlyn Blackwell of Sandia Laboratory, Liver~ore, 
serve as the AEC member on the US delegation to the CCD during the 
forthcooing session. 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

/tEt~ 1!/4~~-d-
Allan M. Labowitz (~ 
Special Assistant for Disarmament 
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t,Meeting ~ith Berkeley "Salute to Excellence" winners; May 5, 1970. 
~L toR: Mrs. Henry Bugatto, J. B.S. Johnson III, Gary Kamiya, Seaborg, William 
L. Bart. 

1 received a call from James Devine (Chief of Civil Disturbances Group, 
Department of Justice) regarding the situation at New York University where some 
200 students seized the AEC computer and threatened to blow it up unless NYU 
promised to put up $100,000 for the defense trial of the Black Panthers. Devine 
wanted to know the value of the computer. I told him that it's worth $4.3 
mi 1 lion, plus support facilities which would bring it up to $6 million. He 
asked whether any classified work is done there, and I said no, although I 
cou·ldn't say definitely that there has never been any classified work done 
there. He asked whether we have any security people there;· 1 told him we have 
the New York Operations Office, but I doubt that NYU would want our security 
peop·le on the campus now since that could exacerbate the situation. 

I sent my biweekly status report to the White House today (copy attached). 

Eric, Scott Luria and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trai I to Cross Trail 2 and back 
south on the Black Horse Trail and across on Cross Trails 3 and 4 to our 
starting point. 

Eric and Scott told me that they hadn't been in school today because Wilson High 
School is on strike as an aftermath of National Guardsmen ki I ling four students 
at Kent State University yesterday. There is widespread striking and rioting by 
college and even high school students as a result of this tragic incident. 
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A!C IIwtEILY STATJS ~nPORT FOi V~Y S 1970 
-----~·-····---·--··- -··- ...... ·- .. ··-·----·- ·- ·---~:..P~._.;..-

1. Re~resentative ~!chard nttin~er of N~v Yor~ hAt filed 
for 1nt~rv.antion to blC')C:K f'ull:..teTJft lic"nsin~ of tb~ 
Jftdlan Point t4o. 1 nuclear power plant until. CoDsolidated 
Edison tak~s ··effoeti v~ act ion·' to nrot•et £1 sil in the 
Hudson ~iYor. Tho Con~r~,s~an. who·r@rro~e~ts ~~tnc~ 
Ceunty end ~arts of We~tc~este~ Ccunty~ contends th~t lS 
···••live fish kills·· h:1vc c!estroyt?d 8 11tllllon cor.JRerc:ially 
Yaluat,le fish sinc:e t~~e pla":";t be~an o,~ratin~ In l'J63. 
AEC is now studyin~ Ccnsoll&ated E~iscn's a~rlicatton, 
filed in Xove~.;.h~r 1969, to convert t ts 11ce~se !ror.t 
proY!9ional to full to~. t~ft exact caHse of th~ latest 
fish tills has not be~n determined, althou2h ext~usive 
laboratory analyses haYe beea r;;ade-. 

2. An in-depth stuay of AEC prc~rems by tJntv•rsi ty c! To·,as 
law students is now in a l'T~li~ins.ry stage.. ft~cordin~ ~o 
one pres~ report, th$ leader o.f t~~e prttj ~c:t, .Joe· To~ Ea:rley. 
has previou,ly partlclr.sted in stuclies by ··Nader's r.at<!brs, ., 
A nlne-~an group, all ~ditors .nf ~~o ;~1v~rs1ty's Law 
Revlou, plans to interview officials in ABC •~d ot~,er 
agencies, ~e:;bers of Cont1.r~••. ato~l c ener~~ lawy~rs. a!\d 
officials in electric utilities and nuclear tndustrl~s. 
Plus call fer dch~~ l!n!lt o! t~·!e V(")t'k durinfl t~e l't~.~i'!r 
of 1970 and for ~port in~ tho study in a bool~ -len;zt.h, 
spring 1!>71 issue of the Texas L~w ravi~w, which bas the 
third l&r!est circulat.Son &JJODR law reviews. 

J. AEC's ftUCl,ftJ' 1f<!SJ'O'J\S plaTlt at ~oc.ky rlat5, Col&rAdo (near 
Oenver) • \t:tS Yi sited t.y nnwsaen i1l th .. Denver area on :-.;ay %. 
De visit is -part o£ a continuin~ ttffoTt to achio~o b~tter 
puh11c. untlers~anJint of the plai)t. whid1 T't'O'"~uc~s plc'toy;iu~ 
co~onents. There we~ a eajor fire at th'> ,lant in :a~ay 
1~69, and tilero has },ec-n cons iGfi'TQ~ lt: J'Uli lie c:~ncern about 
eavlronmental radiatio~ tn the ~ocky Flats vicinity • 

.C. There vlll l>e brieftnr~s en Pr,j cct ~l!L tSrl:i for Col f)rado 
log!slator~ and local governf:\ent cf!ic:ials on ~!Ay 6 in 
Grand \'alley, Colorado. ne~r t~o site e£ t)te t)l:LlSON 
exyterl lllent. f:ULIS0!4 iRvol vet! a:n underground nuclear 
cletonatioft to tejl~ t'ho feasibility of usin~ nuclear 
explosiy~s ta stlr.ulate the l"I"O,~t~ction o! natural f&S. 
Thtt brtefin~• will discu!ls the 1'<'9t·deton:!t1on phgs• of 
the e~er1~ent. which includes testing the aas, and th~ 
associat•d safoty ~easures. · 
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S. Aaot~er transuranium element bas been dtscover•d by 
s-cientists workin~ at th.e Lawrt~nce P2dtatton Laboratory, 
vb!c.h is Ot>Grated for AEC by t~e r!\lversitv of California. 
The-n.~tv eler.:ent has the atonic nul!ther ll'fS in the t'eriodic 
Tablo.of the f.leaents. The sc1ent1st5 haYe suggested 
that i't lte named hahnil:lll, after th" lste Genan scientist 
Otto itahn, who vcn tl~e }1ol'el Prl ze t'o'l" the ,u.cev~ry of 
nuclear fission. 

6. The r.o~issioners ~111 ~. at the Saa Clo~en~e ~h!te House 
on Friday. ;;ay i. to meet vi th of'fi eial.s or th• Atot"ic 
laJustrial forum. a trade as.soclati~n for the nuel~ar 
b1dustry. The fo!lowin~ ~:\!'1'!clay,. l-:ay 11, the Cr:~•issioners 
will be at the t!niYet"s i ty of C4li!ornla. i\erlte.tey, to 
present t!\o Ernest 0. Lawr~nce Awards, wh.ieh are giveA 
&DDually to flve outstAndlnz nuclear scientists. 

7. The Antitrust and Hcncpoly Subco~ittee, ehatred by 
Senator Hart 7 of the Senate fcFmitte~ on t~e Judiciary. 
ha:s scheduled hearln~.s 011 the ener~ industry on · 
~ay 5·7 and 26·28. Th~se ~earin~• wore calleJ partly as 
a result of Scnft~or Atk~n's sug~estion and at"~~x~ccted 
to discuss co~petit1on in the nuclear f'O'!!l~T' industry. At 
this time AEC has cot been invited to testify. 

· I. The Fourth CeneTa Conference ·on the Peaceful ~ses of 
Ato~ic EnQrgy will h~ held Se~te~her 6-16. 1971. The 
tlal ted Nations Sci•nti fie .!~vi sory r:or;~!<l ttee h3s. reco•
matulod that 1 ts J!leEber fro~ tt:.e t:ni ted States. rr. I. I. 
Rabi, serve as president of the confereneo. 
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Wednesday, May 6, 1970 - D.C. 

The college student strikes and riots are continuing and a number of members of 
Congress are disputing the Presidential power to direct an invasion of Cambodia 
on the basis that this usurps the power of Congress to be involved in a 
declaration of war. I heard Senator Fulbright say that the country faces the 
biggest crisis since the Civil War. 

At 9 a.m. Norman Ramsey, in town for the GAC meeting, ~arne in to see me to 
express his deep concern concerning the extremely serious wave of unrest 
sweeping the universities of the country as an aftermath of the death of the 
four Kent State University students and the U.S. troop penetration into 
Cambodia. He said that he flew home to Cambridge to attend a faculty meeting at 
Harvard University last night in which this was discussed and during which the 
feeling of revulsion against these acts was unanimous. He said that the 
Cambodian incident has placed the university administrations around the country 
in an extraordinarily difficult position. He feels that the country is facing a 
crisis more serious that that posed by World War II. 

At 10:50 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1024 (notes attached). We 
discussed the problem of continued operation of the Princeton-Penn Accelerator. 
lhere is a great deal of activity, generated by Mi It White, Harry Smyth, and 
others at Princeton, directed toward rescinding the order to shut down this 
accelerator. The Commission is in sympathy with keeping it in operation but is 
faced with the directive from the President, as annunciated in his FY 1971 
budget message, that this accelerator should be closed down by June 30, 1911. 
We are going to investigate whether there is any way of keeping it going beyond 
this close-down date. 

I cal led Governor Richard B. Ogi lv)e of Illinois to ask if he has noted how well 
the construction of the accelerator at Batavia is coming: he said he has. I 
asked whether he has given any thought to it, but he said right now he•s in the 
throes of a legislative session. I called his attention to the correspondence 
AEC has had with Or. Hugh C. Porter (Superintendent, Community High School 
District 94, West Chicago) regarding school funding problems resulting from the 
removal from local tax rol Is of the site for the National Accelerator 
Laboratory. He said he had seen the correspondence. I said we support Or. 
Porter•s action, but before writing we wanted to check whether the Governor 
wants such a letter. He said it would be helpful, and asked that we send it to 
his attention, and as quickly as possible because the matter wil I possibly be 
resolved within the next ten days. 

At 12:30 p.m. Commissioners Ramey, Thompson, Larson, Johnson and I had lunch 
with the following officials of the National Wildlife Federation: Thomas 
Kimball (Executive Director), Louis Clapper and James Davis. Bob Hollingsworth, 
General Gtl ler, Or. English, Or. Burr, Mr. Brown and Mr. DiNunno also attended. 
We talked about our mutual interest in preservation of the environment and the 
role that nuclear power plants, properly designed, sited and operated, can play 
in furthering this objective. They seem quite favorably disposed toward nuclear 
power from this point of view, although they indicated that more money wi I I have 
to be spent in order to improve environmental factors--this will mean that the 
price of electricity will have to go up. They are willing to publish an article 
in their bi-monthly national wildlife magazine, written so as to place nuclear 
power and its effect on the environment in proper perspective. 

From 2:15 to 3:10p.m. the other Commissioners and I again met with the GAC (the 
same attendance as on May 4). They gave us their usual report on their 
meeting. They hadn•t changed their minds about bringing industry in to the ga~27 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UMCL-BV DeE 

N9V81 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

INFORl-l<\TION r-nmTING 1024 

10:50 a.m., Wednesday, Hay 6, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. PHYSICS TODAY, Hay 1970 

CO?Y NO. 
May 6, 1970 

The Chairman suggested the Commissioners read Jordan's article on Benefits vs. 
Risks and the editorial on Clean Air. 

2. Photogrnpher for \-lcstern Hhite House Meetings, May 8 and 9 

Approved. (SECY) 

3. Mr. Frank Brol.i."T1 1 S Letter re Seminar, I-1ay 25, 1970, Mayflower Hote-l 

Staff reviev7 is requested. (AGH) 

4. Conversations with Senator Bible 

TheCommissioners noted possible visits by Senator Ellender. (EAGH/qCR) 

5. Viewing of Senator Ellender's Film 

The Comr.1issioners requested scheduling for evening sho\ving at· the Germanto\vn 
Auditorium at an early date. (OC/SECY) 

6. NASA Rrieffng of staff on Available Facilities 

Ava~!-al:>Je Commissioners are invited to attend. (EAGH) 

3 

7. AEC 67S/58 - Response to Chairman Holifield Regarding Dr. Weinberg's Ames Speech 

The Commissioners requested revision. referring to complexities of. the matter, 
Dr. Weinberg's conversations with ~r. Holifield and the Chairman's willingness 
to dbcuss the matter with Mr. Holifield, for signature by i:he Chairman today. 
(AGMRD) 
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8. Princeton-Penn Accelerator (Oral) 

The Commissioners requested staff determine status of the President's budget 
message, ·BOB ·~vtew:i.aud feasibility t?f.,c.chnpromisc, outl~ncd .by .Hr .... Johtfson·. o'f NYOO 
for further considerati"on by the Commission: (R/OC) 

9. J.E.C 604/135.- FRC Action Paper for FRC Meeting, May 8, 1970 

Approved with revision. (AGHO) 

10. AEC 180/82 - NAS Corrmittee on Radioactive Waste Management 

Noted. (AGMO) 

11. A'EC 89/213 - Romanian National: Proposed Participation in Unclassified Semina~ 
Sandia Laboratories 

Approved~ (:(A(;NIA) 

12. AEC 226/484 ~ PNE: Procedures for IAEA Observation 

Approved. {AG!•ITA) 

13. AEC 852/262 - Joint AEC/AECL Business Heeting, Toronto, Hay 24-26, 1970 

Staff will check with the individual Commissioners on the Gentilly plant visit 
for Tuesday, May 26. (AQMIA) 

14. P:nding Contractual Matters Report Number 356 

Noted. (PAR) 

15. ~~U Student Occupation of Computer Building. 

W. B. McCool 
· Secretary · 

- 2 -

(12:10 p.m.) 
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centrifuge program despite my strong recommendation to this effect on Monday. 
They also recommended against our establishing a special award, at around the 
$10,000 Jeve·l, to people like Cotzias and Anderson, but recommended instead the 
establishment of a new gold medal award. Following the meeting Vesper said that 
their recommendation for the Fermi Award will be Norris Bradbury and the hope 
has been expressed that this award could be presented much earlier than 
usual--at the time of his retirement party which wil I take place at Los Alamos 
in late August. 

After the meeting with the GAC, I talked to Lawroski and indicated to him that 
at the expiration of his term on the GAC the President wil I appoint as his 
replacement a man who is an expert in the environmental field. 

At 2 p.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 402 but, at 3:15p.m., 
I was visited by Dr. Gaetano Lanzano (Italian CNEN Representative) and Dr. 
Achi.lle Albonetti of the CNEN in the company of Myron Kratzer and Julie Rubin. 
This was mainly a courtesy cal I and we talked briefly about the importance to 
Italy of making decisions that wi I I determine the future of their supply of 
enriched uranium. 

I then continued presiding over the Regulatory Information Meeting 402. We 
decided to change our minds and adopt Alternative 2 of the May 4 discussion 
regarding making inspection reports avai !able to the ASLB on the Monticello 
case. This is the alternative that would make the reports avai table -with .. 
deletions in four categories: (I) names of the inspectors, (2) names of people 
talked to by inspectors, (3) copies of internal regulatory correspondence with 
inspectors, and (4) references cited in the inspection reports. 

I sent a letter to Secretary of State Rogers concerning.the modification of our 
position in the negotiation of future agreements for cooperation for the fueling 
of power reactors (copy attached). 

At 3:45p.m. we were warned that a bomb would go off in our H Street building at 
4 p.m. With the exception of the Chairman's office, the building was evacuated; 
however, nothing happened. 

llna Johanson (Lillian Johnson's sister), who is in town for a meeting of the 
League of Women Voters, dropped in to see me and I gave her a ride to the 
Sheraton-Park Hotel on my way home. 

Attached is a copy of an editorial by James Reston on the President's decision 
to go into Cambodia. 

While I was on my way home Julie called me on the car phone to inform me that 
Ellison Shute has advised Headquarters that Governor Ronald Reagan has just 
announced that the University of California and the California State Col lege 
system wi 11 be closed down for the balance of the week. 

Helen and I, Lynne and Bi I I, and Eric and Dianne attended the reception and 
dinner of the Washington, D.C. Chapter of the American Nuclear Society at Olney 
Inn, Olney, Maryland. At the dinner, Helen and I sat at the head table with Mr. 
and Mrs. Les Ayers, Mr. and Mrs. Paul A. Halpine (AEC-ORT), Mr. and Mrs. Robert 
Deutsch (Catholic University). Lynne, Bill, Eric and Dianne sat at a nearby 
table with Stan and Renee Schneider and others. A total of about 120 people 
were present, a sellout crowd. After the dinner, Les Ayers made a presentation 
of a joint award to Helen and me, and I responded with my talk, "Just Helen and 
Me and AEC Makes Three," which seemed to be very wei I received. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

Honorable William P. Rogers 
Secretary of State 

Dear Bill: 

.. MAY . 6 =1970 

Thank you for sending me a copy of your letter of April 21 t~ 
Congressman Holifield. 

UNCL. BY Dll 
NOV II 

The Department's interpretation is correct that the modification 
of our position in the negotiation of future.agreements for 
cooperation for the fueling of power reactors was taken as a 
matter of prudence to insure that commitments to supply enriched 
uranium re~in within the capacity of the diffusion plants at the 
time the commitment is made. Since many of our bilateral partners 
do not establish firm plans for the construction·of power reactors 
more than two or three years in advance, we do not believe that 
the modification will have a serious adverse effect upon our status 
as the principal nuclear fuel supplier. Nevertheless, along with 
the Department, we attach importance to maintaining the position 
of the u.s. as a reliable supplier of enriched uranium and shall 
also be following reactions to the modifications. These reactions, 
along with developments regarding the expansion of diffusion plant 
capacity, will be taken into account in determining future supply 
policies •. 

We very much appreciate the Department's support of our current 
position and shall be in consultation with the Department regarding 
further developments. 

<Cordially, 

Chairman 
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.. Washington: Tbe President· in Adversit-y 
Ey JAMES R~STON 

WASHINGTON, May _5-In 
this s.:!nsitive and dangerous 
hour it would probably ~e a 
mistakr. to act on the assump
tion that President Nix<'n is 
determined on some grand new 
strategy . of s:nashing his way 
to victory in Indochina. 

The prul->'~m · here is not 
strength bu: weakness. He is 
not "determir:ed" about any
thing. One day he is persuaded 
that peace is within our grasp, 
the next he is convinced by his.,. 
military advisers that his whole 
command will be in danger un· 
less he expands the war. 
The Role Player 

One da:y he speaks with the 
uttermost sincerity aJout the 
sanctity of every human life, 
including the sanctity of enemy 
lives, and the next he sends 
over 100 bombers into North 
Vietnam, One day he proclaims 
the independent sovereignty of 
national st:ttes a:1d announces 
the end of the era of confron
tation, and the next he sends 
an expeditionary force, un· 
invited, acres~ n:ttional fron
tiers, to confront the enemy. 

This is a delicate ancl dis· 
tasteful subject, for nobody 
can be sure what motivalt's anv 
man let alone so complex a 
man as Pres:dent Nixon, but 
the wild contr:~dictions of re-

. cent days and weeks and the 
· tragic consequences on the 

university campuses cannot be 
separated from the charncter 
and personality of the President 
and it is therefore important to 

·try to understand what we are 
seeing. 
The Pressures 

In recent weeks, the Presi· 
dent has faced a number of dis· 
appointments. The inflation has 
not responded to his policies as 
he had hoped. It has produced 
turmoil on the labor front and 
there is far more to come. His 
proj::ctcd budget surplus has 
dis~ppeared, the stock rnar~:et 
is in a spin, and this h~ 
alarmed his natural constitu· 
ents in the business community. 

Meanwhile, his efforts to end 
the war have also been a dis· 
appointment. On the one hand, 
he is under pressure from the 
universities. the churches, the 
press, and the Congress to get 
out faste:·, and from the mili· 
tary ·to stick or get out slower. 
And the enemy, watching him 
withdraw, has refused to n~go
tiate in Paris, and the Soviets 
have sent the:r pilots and tech· 
nici:lns into action in the Arab-
Israeli war. · 

Mr. Nixon has reacted to all 
this recently like an actor on 
the world stage, each day play· 
ing a difft>rent role. One day 
there is Nixon the l'nifier, 
praising the Congress, ~rtd the 
next there is Nixon the Scrap· 
per, vilifying the se, .. :e on 

Carswell and Haynsworth, or he would act, he would . act 
Nixon the Tou:;h Guy, drop· boldly, and he would act'.on 
ping his "g's" at the Pentagon his own. 
and characterizing the univer· Desides, · the President has 

apparently been convinced th~t sity militants as "bums." Vice President Agnew really 
The interesting thing about has uncovered a workabt,~ pc

this role-playing is that he litical majority for the Admin· 
plays· the Peacemaker and the istration's war strategy ·and 
Warrior with equ::~l p::~ssion and against the campus militr.nts, 
outward conviction. He deplores the Sll!:Jreme Court, eaete 
the weakness of authority and Eastern !-:JObs, and the Con· 
the decline of institutions with gressional l!rwes. . .. 
as mudl zeal as he attacks the A Time for C<i!m , .. 
Senate, appoints undistinguished 
men to the Supreme Court, and Nothing was more obvio:.i·s 
im·ades Cambodia without con· or predictable than that the 
suiting the Congress. In short, President would provok~ a 
there seems to be no cormec- storm in the universities, a 
tion between his various state· constitutional crisis in the 
ments and actions: he balances Congress arid outcries across 
the books every day. · the world if he invaded Cam· 

,. The actual facts of the bodia and rcvi\"ed the b·::Hnb· 
Cambodian invasion are not ing, but he did it, this time in 
·Rs important as the mentality the warrior role of CommanC:i.t• 
and methods that produced · in Chief. 
the invasion. The bombing can It is a solemn moment. Iro:1· 
be stopped agilin and the men ically, the on!y peop!e who can 
withdrawn, as they probably s:J.ve him from the conscqt,~nc!.':> 
wili be, but the capital is !cit of hb violence arc the stude:1Ls 
with an alarming sense of who are now so angry ihat th~y 
doubt about what he will do want lo co::~cenrrate on mere 
next. counterviolence. But who neds 

The best guess ·here Is that it. What is needed now is a ft.;W 
he acted in Cambodia and rc- days of calm, serious talk in th~ 
newed the bombing of North universities ilbout where Wt.: ~rt' 
Vic:tnam in large part because after th~se latest Presider.ti;;l 
he felt the Communists were spasms of caprice, and the cr,rc'· 
trifling with him in Paris and ful and massive org:mization of 
defying him with their adven· the students to work serio:! ;!y 
ture into the aerial war in the in the CongrC'ssional eb;Uo:1;. 
1\!iddle East. He would show beginning immecl!ately, in O!'c"!" 

them! Despite his econornic to restore an cffccti\'e poliric:ll 
and social troubles at home, opposition in the Federal capit;t!:. 
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Thursday; May 7, 1970 - D.C. - San Clemente, California 

Attached is a copy of an article by Tom Wicker on "The Dead at Kent State" that 
appeared in the New York Times this morning. 

I sent a letter to Governor Ogilvie of Illinois (copy attached) regarding school 
funding problems stemming from the removal from local tax rolls of some 6800 
acres for the NAL. 

I sent letters to nineteen executives of industrial corporations urging 
cooperation in support of a proposal for upgrading engineering programs at six 
Negro colleges (a copy of one letter is attached--this was mentioned at the 
April 27 Information Meeting and the colleges were listed at that time). The 
executives are E. D. Brockett (Gulf Oil Corporation), Birny Mason, Jr., (Union 
Carbide Corporation), Robert L. Tedford (Mason & Hanger-Silas Mason Co.), Edward 
R. Rowley (National Lead Company), Harvey G. Mehlhouse {Western Electric 
Company, Inc.), F. J. Barch (General Electric), E. J. Bock (Monsanto Research 
Corporation), D. C. Burnham (Westinghouse Electric Corporation), Victor Holt, 
Jr. (Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company), Carl A. Gerstacker (Dow Chemical Company), 
Charles B. McCoy (E. I. duPont de Nemours & Company), Robert 0. Anderson 
(Atlantic Richfield), David F. Shaw (United Nuclear Corporatio.n), M. G. O'Neil 
(Aerojet General Corporation), P. Fontaine (The Bendix Corporation), Willard F. 
Rockwell, Jr. (North American Rockwell Corporation)", Dean A. McGee (Kerr-McGee 
Corporation), Harold E. Gray (Pan American World Airways, Inc.), and Roy L. Ash 
(Litton Industries, Inc.). 

From 9:30 to 10:30 a.m. the other Commissioners and I attended a meeting with 
Peter Flanigan, Will Kriegsman, and Andy Rouse and Douglas Castle of the Ash 
Council in the Roosevelt Room (formerly the Fish Room) of the White House. 
Julie Rubin was also present. The purpose of the meeting was for the Commission 
to provide comments on the Ash Council organization studies. · 

Flanigan opened the discussion by stating he understood the Commission wanted 
the opportunity to comment on conclusions of the Ash Council before they are 
finalized and submitted to the White House. The comments could be made with Ash 
Council people present or absent, as the Commission preferred. No objection to 
their being present was offered. 

Ramey noted the Ash Council staff had reached substantive conclusions with only 
one meeting with the full Commission and a few separate staff level contacts. 
He pointed out the broad scope of AEC programs that included weapons, research, 
manufacturing, regulation, etc. which was a source of its strength but also made 
it vulnerable for relating to other agency activities. 

Thompson asked for some clarification on the total reorganization objectives and 
how the whole picture ties together. 

Flanigan stated the overall objective is to correct anomalies that have grown 
into government organization. The approach is to look at major areas and it was 
noted the President started with his own office. An example was offered that 
BOB was created as a management group and was now mainly performing a budget 
function. The situation of Justice and FTC having responsibility in antitrust 
matters was also noted. Another reorganization objective was to look at areas 
not being successfully managed such as the environment and certain regulatory 
activities. 

Andy Rouse was then asked to review the Ash Council's thinking on the 
environmental and energy picture. As background, Rouse reviewed five 034 
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.TilE NEW· YORK TIMES, THURSDAY, MAYi7, 1970 _ ----
In Tl1e Nation :·The Dead at Ken{ State· 

By TOM WJC:~ER 

WP:SHINGTON, :\iay 6-It 
was obtuse :md heartless for 
President Nixon to say or the 
dead at Kent State only· that. 
"when dissent turns to violence 
it invites tragedy." It was in
decent for Spiro Agnevt to call 
this awful event "predictable 
and avoidable," then to go on 

·with one of his standard .de-
• nunci:~tions of students, as if he 

and the Pre5ident, pledged as 
they arc to "bring us together," 
.had not inste:~d cone as much 
as anyone tti drive cs into con
flict. Xo one ha-s less right than 
they to ''IT:unler the mankind" 
of these senseless deaths with 
"gr<tve truths" about violence 
and dissent. 

Mr. Agnew's sustained and 
inflammatory as~ault on some 
young Americans could have 
had no other purpose, and no 
other result, than to set gener
ation agaim;t ~,;eneration a[)d 
class :!gain~;t cli!ss for the. cal· 
culated political purposes of the 

. Nixon Administration. Mr. Nix
on's blurted condemnation of 
"bums" on the. c:<mpt:s is all 
the more cuipab!e for appar
ently having hren spontaneous 
and from the heart, a t~ue reve
lation of his inmost feeling.;;. 

But there is more to it than 
the spirit of fear and ven:~eancc 
~nd repression-that spirit CX· 
emplified by the usc on a tense 
college campus Qf tired 2.nd 

fri.r,ht~ncd Nutlonal Guardsmen 
with live rounds in their weap
ons and discretionary orders to 
return fire. 

·Even this piece of insanity 
might not have left the dead 
at Kent State had it not been 
for Mr. Nixon's monumental 
blunder in reve~sing the whole 
course of what he h..:cl said was 

. his Vietnamese policy with the 
invas!Gn of Cambodia ar.d the 
reopening of the bombing of 
North Vietn:!m. TI1at is ·real 
violence. And any President less 
swayed by gencrds, les:; awed 
by t!le mycpic political hanl
Jiee of John Mitchell, iess fixed 
in the outdated :!ttitudes of cold· 
war days, could nol have failed 
to have fore:-;cen that re·esc::t::i~
tion would set Off an explosion 
of anger and desoair and b!tter
ne:;s-hcnce violence and coun
tcrviolence, reb~llion and re· 

·pression. 

Wh:lt l-Ias Bce:i Gained? 
It may be argued by those 

politicians and commentators 
as concerned as Mr. Nixon 
about m;mhood, humilbtion and 
American vanity that, even !lad 
he known his people well 
enou;;h to expect the reaction· 
he is gcttin~. !1e still would 
h:!.ve had no choice but to act 
in the national interest, :~s he 
s01w it. But none will be abie to 
expl::.in what inte:-est is worth · 
having pushed so 'many of the 
educated and .concerned of a 

·' whole generation Into hatred 
and mistrust of their own Go"' 
crnment; and who can say how 
1he future can be protected 
'abroad if a nation must club 
and shoot its children in the 
streets and on the campus? 

What, in fact, hc:s re-escala· 
tion gained us? A chilly diplo
matic ·reactio:t, for one thin:;, 
includin;; quite possihie a set· 
back to the nuclear arms limita· 
tion talks. For another, the 
most 'severe Congressional re
act:on in decades :1~ainst the 
exercise of Presidential powers .. 

The Ac!ministr::~ion itself is 
divided and '-'·"JUnded at the 
top, with Mr. Nixon-like Lyn
don Johnso~. only two years ago 
-sudden!y un<\b!c or unwilling 
to trave: among his own people. · 
Secretary of State Ro::crs is 
shown either to know little of 

. what is h:tp;Jenlng or to have. 
1ninimal po!lcy influence; Sec
-retary of Defense Laird was ap
parently overruled and-worse 
-uninformed about wh:-.t his 
own bombers were doing. Is it 
an accident that these two, \Vith 
Robert Finch among the a~!cst 
men in the Administration, now 
join Mr. Fine';. in the kind of · 
public emh<tr :3ssment to which 
he has h:ld to become· inured?· 

On the battlefield it!!clf, no 
supreme Communist he::tdquar· 
ters has been found, althou:;h 
its presenc.e had been adver· 
-tised as if it were Hit!er's 

I . 

bunker. In fact, not many Com• 
munist troops of any kind havo 
been found, according to report· 
ers on the scene, although cap· · 
tured rice tonnage mounts daiiy 
and the body count is preci!ct· 
ably inflated. Destruction. is 
wholesale. of course1 but mo:;tly 
of Cambodian towns anrf. 
farms,, not of Vietcong or North 
Vietnamese sol~iers. · 

Begging th~ Question 
To cap this· futility with r.b- · 

surdity, Mr. Nixcn now piedtieS 
tc let the invaders go r.o fur
ther into Cambodia than c1ght· 
ecn miles from .the :border; a 
guarantee which if honored 

· makes the rest of that sizable 
country a real sa:1.ctuary easily 
reached; and he further prom• 
ises to pull the troops out with• 
in ei~ht wee!;:s, a period t!~at 
probably can be survived by an 
enemy that has been fighting 
for more than twenty years. 
Ti1ese public h!iitrictions. beg 
the question what the· invasion 
can accomplish . 

Whatever the answer,. the 
dead at Kcr.t State are f:tr too 
h:gh a price for it. Like t!;e dead 
in Cambodia and Vietnam, they 
can be buried; but somehow the 
nation has to go on living with · 
itself. Mr. Hickel's coura:;co:..~s 
letter tc .the President shows 
that even w!thin th~ Adminis .. 
tration, Mr. ~ixon and Mr .. Ag• 
new have only made that hardec_ 
to do. 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC. ENERGY COMMISSION 

. u..a,.. Bl OGi 
HOV86 

. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

--~-" 

Honorable Richard B. Ogilvie 
Governor of Illinois 
Springfield, Illinois 62706 

Dear Governor Ogilvi.e: 

MAY 7 1970 

This letter is in furtherance of my letter to you dated March 19, 1970 
indicating our c·oncern on the school funding problems stemming from the 
removal from local tax rolls of some 6800 acres for the National Accelerator 
Laboratory. 

Dr. Hugh Porter visited members of my staff recently and discussed the local 
financial i~pact of this removal on the several school districts involved. 
It is a considerable one. 

As we stressed in our search for the site for the 200 Bev project, local 
and c~unity relationships are of considerable importance to the Atomic 
Energy C~ission and its contractors. I feel that you and your staff and 
the staff of the National Accelerator Laboratory have made extensive and 
successful efforts to assure the surrounding communities that the Laboratory 
can and will be a "good neighbor." Such relationships are an important asset 
to the success of the Laboratory's research goals. 

It is my understanding that legislation has been introduced in both Houses 
of the Illinois Legislature designed to alleviate the funding impact resulting 
frmn th~ siting of the Laboratory. Passage of such legislation to remedy the 
financial loss to these school districts will have an important positive impact 
on the Laboratory's relationships with its neighbors and would constitute 
e~fective execution of the State's commitments to AEC regarding the site. 

Chn irtr .. 'ln 
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MAY 7 1970 

.-
Six traditionally Ne~ro schools cfferinf; der;t·ees in enr;in.~erin!; have 
sought the endorsement of the U. S. AtoMic Energy Commiss5.on of .1 

Ft'Oposal to strengthen their schools and increase the natic·&' s supply 
of enziner.ring graduntes. The Cor.1r.1ission is honored that we were 
asked fot· assistance in their efforts • 

. 
We in Government, as you in industry, recoznize the mar;nitude of the 
demand for engineers and scientists to meet challenges created by 
our incrensed :n,·nreness of enviroriMent:ll problems. At the same 
time, we arc beset l-Tith an ever lessenin~ percentaee of your people 
seeking education in encineering and sciences. There remains, 
ho\-tever, a lnrge relatively untnpped reservoir of potential talent 
among the minority mer.1bers of our society. The six schools which . 
have .developed this proposal graduate e.:1ch year most of the black 

. engineers in the United States. As you knm-1, there is r.:ajor indus-
. trial competition to hire such graduates with dirninishine results. 

In essence, the schools propose that fundinz this developr::ent effort 
will be a more productive n:eans of assurin!; the increase of-graduate 
cnzineers froi:l these schools. 

The proposal is the product of a year of study and analysis of the 
needs of six traditionally Ner.ro schools. These six institutions 
broke all precedent by for:ninz a consor~ium for the express purpose 
of strenethening their engi.neering education capability and increas
ing the flo~-1 of grnduate blnck engineers into industry and Covernnent. 
I.~~ personnlly convinced that ~his proposal offers to private indus
trial corporations involved in the Commission's program~ a unique 
~pportunity to participnte in a practical way in resolving problem5 
in the ~ecruit~ent of black engineers. 

The presidents of the six traditionally ~e~ro schools hope to have 
an opportunity to meet l-lith you and the other chief executive officers 
of the corp6rations. to ~hich the proposal is beinG submitted. Such a 
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meeting, which will be held on the canpus of one of the proposing 
institutions, would provicl~ the opportunity for corpor~tion officer5 
to learn ~t first hand of the level of e>:pertise in engineering 
educ~tion these in~titutions have ~ttained. Ur. Roger Hibbs, President 
of the Nuclear Division, Union Carbide Corporntion, Oak Ridge, 
Tennessee, has agreed to coordinnte arranr.ements for the collective 
revicli of the proposal. 

You will note that the enclosed proposal expresses some ~rgency. 
I kncni you will share my conviction th~t the pr~posal de~;erves your 
personal attention. 

Cordially, 

{S!gned) Slenn T. Sedq 

Chairman 

Enclosure: 
Proposal 
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alternatives considered by the Council: (1) merge all activities affecting the 
environment and energy into one department (i.e., land management, water, · 
energy, mineral resources); (2) separate the above into two new departments; (3) 
establish only a new energy department; (4) separate these topics into two 
departments, with the energy portion established by building on AEC as a base; 
(5) piecemeal approach of a separate organization for each identifiable area 
(i.e., water resources, land management [to include Park Service and Forest 
Service], oceanography and marine science). Secretary Hickel described this as 
a house to put other things in and renaming the house. 

Rouse summarized by stating they had covered the range of putting it all in one 
department to separate agencies for each function and everything in between. 
The final conclusion was to make two departments, one for environment and one 
for energy and natural· resources. 

The latter, which is of most interest to the AEC, would have about five major 
components: (1) Indian activities (land management and people); (2) 
Oceanography (following Stratton Report but not as far--i.e., Coast Guard not 
included); (3) Services (USGS, ESSA, Geophysical, Meteorological, U.S. Lab 
Survey, Data Collection); (4) Land and water resources--major aim is to 
consolidate planning and project development but leave operations as presently 
conducted. Affected would be the Corps_of Engineers and Soil Conservation 
Service. Construction and maintenance would stay with the Corps of Engineers. 
Routine permit function of the Corps of Engineers would stay (approximately 
800/year) but controversial cases (approximately 20/year) would go to the new 
dep~rtment; (5) National Resources Department. This was described as an energy 
agency which would have three major areas: (a) power marketing, (b) resources, 
and (c) energy research. The components under each group were described which 
were the same as shown on t~e Ash Council charts seen by the Commission 
following the earlier meeting with the Cduncil. 

Based on a question by Thompson, Rouse stated the Ash Council's guiding 
principles were: (11 If there are no clear defects in an organization or 
program, it should be left alone; (2) Increasing need to organize toward 
purposes, priorities and goals; (3) Rigidity of government organization requires 
a periodic review to see 1f objectives have changed; (4) A single agency should 
not have control of an activity where other interests are directly affected. 

In looking at the above principles, it was recognized that efficiency and 
competition offer separate advantages and the objective was to select the route 
offering the most gain. 

Johnson queried about where the policy on international affairs would be located 
and noted oil imports are controlled at the White House. Flanigan stated the 
new departments would have responsibility for policy affecting the uranium 
enrichment, uranium raw mqterials and possibly fossil fuel in time. 

Ramey stated the Ash Council plan would inevitably raise questions on what to do 
with what was left in the AEC. I stated our international agreements and 
relations with IAEA would require support from many components designated for 
removal from the AEC. 

Ramey questioned why the Ash Council had rejected its alternative of building on 
the AEC as a focal point for energy management. No clear answer to the question 
was received. Ramey stated our industrial contractor form of operation was very 
successful and Interior used a government employee form of operation with little 
get up and go. Flanigan stated Rouse should evaluate whether gutting the AEC 
would result in two components of such reduced effectiveness that the losses 039 



might exceed the gains. He invited the AEC and the Council to prepare position 
papers for evaluation of the issue. 

At this point Flanigan had to leave the meeting and Rubin and I left also. The 
others were invited by Flanigan to stay and continue the discussion. 

Before leaving the White House I called the office and talked to Stan Schneider 
about the draft article invited by Newsday on Long Island to present the other 
side of the picture to their recent ant1-nuclear power series. I also talked to 
Joe Hennessey and learned the students at NYU are still holding our computer for 
ransom but the threat is now only to destroy the tapes and not the machine. The 
faculty has voted to caution police to remove the students from the facility. 
While on the phone I greeted the group of university presidents entering the 
White House for their meeting with the President to discuss the student unrest 
problem that was announced in the morning papers. Among those I saw were Fred 
H. Harrington (University of Wisconsin), Charles J. Hitch (University of 
California), Edward Levi (University of Chicago), Malcolm Moos {University of 
Minnesota), Nathan M. Pusey (Harvard University), and W. Allen Wallis 
(University of Rochester). 

Julie and I then went directly to Dulles Airport where we boarded TWA Flight No. 
99, leaving at 12:15 p.m. and arriving in Los Angeles at 2:15 p.m. Here we were 
met by Major Lillian Lewis of the Los Angeles Support Group, U.S. Air Force, and 
Bob McKinney. Bob had a message from W. B. McCool, who is at San Clemente, that 
a demonstration against Mike May is planned for 2 p.m., Monday (actually a mock 
ceremony to present him with a Strangelove Award), and that the situatinn in 
general is explosive in the Berkeley-San Francisco area. The University 
authorities are considering cancelling the Science Education Symposium scheduled 
for Monday morning and the Lawrence Award Ceremony scheduled for 3 p.m. Monday 
afternoon. Roger Heyns will make a decision on this soon. I called McCool at 
San Clemente to get this information firsthand. 

Rubin and I then rod~ with Major Lewis to the Los Angeles Support Group area, 
where we boarded a C-131 'Lieutenant Colonel Grimsby, pilot) for the flight to 
Santa Barbara. 

We were met at the Santa Barbara Airport by Christian A. Andersen and Charles F. 
Robinson of the Applied Research Laboratories' Hasler Research Center (a 
subsidiary of Bausch and Lomb). They attempted to drive us directly to the 
Laboratories but we were forced to take a circuitous route because the roads 
were blocked by police because of a peace march. 

At the Laboratories we were shown the Ion Microprobe Mass Analyzer by Andersen, 
James R. Hawthorne and others. We then went to the library where tea and 
cookies were served. Here they showed us the mass number curves with 
interesting peaks at mass numbers 288(286-290), 296(294-298), 304(302-306), and 
312{310-314), the latter two in small abundance, all of which may be due to 
superheavy elements--e.g., 296 might be due to element 112 (eka mercury) with 
184 neutrons. They also see peaks at 208(206-209), 216{214-218), 224{222-226), 
and 232(230-234) which might be due to asymmetric fission products of superheavy 
elements--they see the corresponding mass numbers at 72 and 80. They also see 
peaks at 144 and 136, which might be symmetric fission products. I said I would 
discuss this with S. G. Thompson, who might get in touch with them, and that I 
would get in touch with Paul Fields about his work looking for superheavy 
elements in moon samples. 

Andersen and Robinson then drove us to the airport, where we boarded the C-13Q40 
and flew to El Taro Marine Corps Air Station, arriving about 6:30 p.m. We were 



met by Colonel Redmond and others and driven in a Marine Corps car to the San 
Clemente Inn. 

I talked to Commissioner Thompson (in Washington) about the trouble with 
students at SLAC, the NYU Computer and at Berkeley. 

I called Helen to tell her about the situation at Berkeley; we decided she would 
nevertheless come to the Bay Area as planned. 

I attended the reception and dinner at the San Clemente Inn hosted by William R. 
Gould (Senior Vice President, Southern California Edison Company). I sat at a 
table with Mr. and Mrs. Sherman Knapp, Mr. and Mrs. Oscar Reubhausen and Manson 
Benedict. After the dinner Gould, Knapp and I made brief remarks of welcome, 
thanks, etc. 

I then took a walk in the nearby waterfront park with Rubin, Howard Brown and 
NcCool. 

I spent the night in Room 157 of the San Clemente Inn. 

Friday~ May 8~ 1970 - San Clemente - San Francisco 

I had breakfast in the Coffee Shop of the Inn with the AIF-AEC group, in a booth 
with Howard Nason, Clarence Larson and Julie Rubin. ~ 

'· 

We then rode ove·r to the Western White House in a ·number of cars, I fn a car 
(driven by Leonard Lanni of the AEC Canoga Park Office) with Sherman Knapp, 
Charlie Able (Douglas Air_craft), Dave Shaw (United Nuclear), and Julie Rubin·. 

We then met in the Conference Room to convene the AIF-AEC meeting (list of 
attendees attached). Ernest Gabarino (representing GSA which operates the 
premises), Knapp and I gave opening remarks. 

Knapp opened the meeting by calling on Merril Eisenbud (New York University 
Medical Center) who spoke on Environmental Law Technology. He encouraged the 
holding of a conference between pro- and anti-nuclear people. 

Philip N. Powers (President, AUA) spoke on Related Research and Development 
Activities. Hollingsworth and OiNunno commented on this and described our 
program and problems. DiNunno emphasized the importance of solving long-range 
problems such as the accumulation of nuclear power plants on Lake Michigan. 

Gould discussed AEC responsibility under the National Environmental Policy Act. 

I was interrupted at this time by a phone call from Roger Heyns who, on the 
basis of a talk with Alan Portis, feels that the Symposium on Science Education, 
scheduled for Monday, should be postponed and the Lawrence Award ceremony 
cancelled. I agreed, but suggested that we should look into the possibility of 
holding a private award ceremony in the Radiation Laboratory. 

G. 0. Wessenauer (TVA) spoke on various environmental bills. 

I missed the next discussion as my call to Ed McMillan in Berkeley came 
through. We discussed the possibility of holding a private Lawrence Award 
ceremony in the Radiation Laboratory. McMillan and Wilkes recommended strongly 
against doing this, and after consultation with the other Commissioners, we 
decided to postpone the ceremony entire 1 y. 0 4 1 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COMMISSION ATTENDEES 

AIF/Commission Meeting at the Western White House 
San Clemente, California 

May 8 and 9, 1970 

Commissioners and Staff 

*Chairman Glenn ~. Seaberg 
•commissioner James T. Ramey 
•commissioner Wilfrid E. Johnson 
*Commissioner Theos J. Thompson 
*Commissioner Clarence E. Larson· 
*Mr. Julius H. Rubin, Special Assistant to the Chairman 
Mr. Gerard F. Hel.l:rich, Technical Assistant to 

Commissioner Johnson 
*Ml: .. Robert E. Hollingsworth, General Manager 
*Mr. Harold L. Price, Director of Regulation 
Mr. Howard c. Brown, Jr., Assistant General Manager 
Mr. Joseph F. Hennessey, General Counsel 

*Mr. Woodford B. McCool,·Secretary 
Mr. George F. Quinn, Assistant General Manager for 

Plans and Production 
¥r. Ernest B. Tremmel, Director, Division of Industrial 

Participation 
Mr. Algie A. Wells, Chairman, Atomic Safety and Licensing 

. Board Panel 
Mr. Joseph J. DiNunno, Special Assistant to General 

Manager for Environmental Affairs 
Mr. Robert E. McKinney, Chief, Administrative Branch, 

Office of the Secretary 
~=san Francisco Operations Office 

Mr. Ellison c. Shute, Manager 

AEC Canoga Park P~ofessional Staff Who Will Serve as 
Drivers 

D. E. Reardon 
L. Lanni 
R. I<. Morgan 

Alternates 
s. R. Stamp 
w. L. von Flu 
c. D. Simp~on 

Photographer - Ed 

G. 0. Po:ret 
E. A. Licit . ..:·a 
c. w. Richards 

M. w. Dickerson 
I<. A. Clark 
c. R. McFarland 

Sage (NA Rockwell, AEC Q cleared) 

*Remaining for Executive Session on May 9. 
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AIF ATTENDEES 

~IF/Commission Meeting at the Western White House 

San Clemente, California 

Manson Benedict 
Department Head 

May 8, 1970 

Nuclear Engineering Dept.-Rm. 24-109 
Massach!Jsetts Institute of Technology 
77 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge) Massachusetts 02139 

John F. Bonner 
Executive Vice President 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
245 Market Street 
San Francisco, California 94106 

James H. Campbell 
President 
Consumers Pm·1er Company 
212 West Michigan Avenue 
Jacks~n, Michigan 49201 

Gordon R. Corey 
Chainnan of the Finance Committee 
Commonv1ea 1 th Edison Company 
P. 0. Box 767 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

W. :~enneth Davis 
Vice President 
Bechtel Corporation 
P. 0. Box 3965 
San Francisco, Califor.nia 94119 

Frederic de Hoffmann 
Vice Chairman 
Gulf General Atomic Incorporated 
P. 0. Box 1814 · · 
La Jolla, California 92037 

C. James. Dorrenbacher 
Vice President 
Advance Systems & Technology 
McDonnell Douglas Astronautics Co. 
5301 Balsa Avenue 
Huntington Beach, California 92647 

Merril Eisenbud 
Director of the Sterling Forest 

Laboratories for Environmental 
'Studies 

New York University t~edical Center 
Institute of Environmental Medicine 
550 First Avenue - Room 559 
New York, Ne\'1 York 10016 

John J. Flaherty, P~sident . 
Atomics· International Oivision 
North American Rockwell Corporation 
P. 0. Box 309 
Canoga Park, California 91304 

Robert F. Gilkeson, President 
Philadelphia Electric Company 
1000 Chestnut Street 
Ph.iladelphia, Pennsylvania 19105 · 
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George Gleason 
legal Projects Manager 
Atomic Industrial Forum, Inc: 
850 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

William R. Gould 
Senior Vice President 
Southern California Edison Company 
601 West Fifth Street 
los An9e1es, California 90017 

Kenneth W. HaM~ng 
Senior Partner 
Sargent & Lundy 
140 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 

William Kerr, Director 
. Michigan-Memorial-Phoenix Project 

The University of Michigan 
3034 Phoenix Memoria 1 lab. 
North Campus 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105 

John Roche Kiely 
Executive Vice President 
Bechtel .Corporation 
P. 0. Box 3965 
San Francisco, California 94119 

George Kinsman 
·Senior Vice President . 
Florida Pm·1er & light Company 
P. 0. Box 3100 
Miami, Florida 33101 

Sherman R. Knapp, Chairman 
Northeast Utilities 
P. 0. Box 270 
Hartford, Connecticut 06101 

*Guest of the Forum. 
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William G. Kuhns, President 
General Public Utilities Corporation 
80 Pine Street 
New York, New York 10005 

J. laurence Kulp, President 
Teledyne-Isotopes 
50 Van Buren Avenue 
Westwood, Ne\'1 Jersey 07675 

John L. Kuranz 
Senior Vice President 
Nuclear-Chicago Corporation 
2000 Nuclear Drive 
Des Plaines, Illinois 60018 

Presley Lancaster, Business Manager 
Atomic Industrial Forum, Inc. ~ 
850 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

John W. Landis, Group Vice President* 
Engineering & Manufacturing 
Gulf General Atomic Incorporated 
·p o 0. Box 608 
San Diego, California 92112 

Howard K. Nason, President 
Monsanto Research Corporation 
800 North Lindbergh Boulevard 
St. Louis, Missouri 6316f 

Kenneth R. Osborn, General Manager 
Nuclear Fuels Department 
Allied Chemical Corporation 
P. 0. Box 70 
Morris tovm, New Jersey 0 7960 
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·B. S. Parker· 
·Executive Vice President 
Power Operations 
Duke PO\·Ie r Company 
P. 0. Box 2178 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28201 

Pobert T. Person 
President and Chairman of the Board 
Public Service Company of Colorado 
P. 0. Box 840 

·Denver, Colorado 80201 

Philip N. Po\·Jers, President 
Argonne Universities Association 
535 North Michigan Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Joseph C. Rengel 
Executive Vice President 
Nuclear Energy Systems 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
P. 0. Box 355 
Pittsbu:gh, Pennsylvania 15230 

Charles Robbins, Vice President, 
Executive Manager and Secretary 

Atomic Industrial Forum, Inc. 
850 Third Avenue 
Nev1 York, New York 10022 

W. H. Rowand, Vice President 
Babcock & Wilcox Company 
P. 0. Box 1260 
Lynchburg, Virginia 24505 

Oscar M. Ruebhausen 
Partner · 
Oebevoise, Plimpton, Lyons & Gates 
320 Park Avenue 

·New York, New York 10022 

-6-. 

David F. Shaw 
President·& Chief Executive Officer 
United Nuclear Corporation 
Grasslands Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Harry G. Slater 
Senior Vice President 
Niagara Moha\'Jk Power Corporation 
300 Erie Boulevard West 
Syracuse, New York 13202 

Nels W. Sta1heim 
Chairman of the Board and President 
Federal Resources Corporation 
1370 South Third West 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84115 

. • 'f. • 

Malcolm R. Ta1t ~ 
Vice President 
Bankers Trust Company 
280 Park Avenue - 5 East 
New York, New York 10017 

Paul Turner 
Public Affairs and Conference 

Projects Hanager 
Atomic.lndustrial Forum, Inc. 
850 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank H. Warren, President 
Portland General Electric Company 
621 S.W. Alder Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Charles H. Weaver 
Vice President-Government Affairs 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
1000 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington,·o. C. 20036 
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G. 0. Wessenauer 
Consultant 
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) 
818 Power Building 
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Chattanooga, Tennessee 37401 
(Mail: 2931 N. Nurick Drive, N.W. 

Chattanooga, Tennessee 37415) 

Edwin A. Wiggin 
TE.-chnical Projects Manager 
Atomic Industrial Forum, Inc. 
850 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

· Howard M. \~i nterson 
Vice President · 
Combustion Engineering, Inc. 
Prospect Hill Road 
Windsor, Connecticut 06095 
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We then took a coffee break, during which some snapshots were taken. 

AEC-AIF meeting, San Clemente, California, May 8, 1970. 
L to R: Seaborg, Sherman Knapp. 

We resumed the meeting with a discussion of the plans and future for uranium 
enrichment. Howard Winterson (Vice President, Combustion Engineering Company) 
was the first speaker and he gave forecasts of future enriching requirements. 

Manson Benedict described the future enriched uranium production plans, 
including the use of CIP and CUP. John F. Bonner (Executive Vice President, 
PG&E) and W. Kenn~th Davis (Vice President, Bechtel Corporation) discussed the 
Uranium Enrichment Directorate. Davis suggested that the Directorate be 
replaced by a convertible corporation. Johnson replied, saying the AEC tried to 
get authorization for a corporation but got no industrial or White House 
support. He said we will try to proceed with the Directorate. 

Johnson mentioned the gas centrifuge approach to enrichment and then Kenneth R. 
Osborn (General Manager, Allied Chemical Corporation) went on to speak about 
such alternate enrichment approaches. Osborn questioned the wisdom of the AEC 
policy banning industrial participation in gas centrifuge development. He said 
industry needs to know about this before it can invest in the gaseous diffusion 
process. I, Larson and Johnson complimented Osborn on his statement, while 
Ramey said; sarcastically, that it was 11 a fine ideological statement... I asked 
that a copy of this statement be sent to the Commission for its study. 

Osborn then spoke on Nuclear Materials Safeguards. 047 



AEC-AIF meeting, San Clemente, California; May 8, 1970. 

John Landis (GGA and a guest of the AIF) made a statement on the Geneva IV 
Conference, and George Gleason (AIF), on Practical Value and Regulatory 
Matters. He said AIF will comment on our recent change in Part 20 to keep 
radioactive effluents ••as low as practicable." 

At the end of the meeting, Knapp and I made a few comments expressing 
satisfaction for its results. 

I rode back to the San Clemente Inn with Knapp and Rubin and told Knapp 
something about the debate among the Commissioners on the matter of changing our 
policy on barring industry from gas centrifuge technology. 

We had a buffet lunch at the Inn where I met Omar Lee Brenna, Manager, and Mike 
Presley, the.Assistant Manager of the Inn. I then rode with Leonard Lanni to 
the Los Angeles airport; George Quinn and Ernie Tremmel rode with me. 

I flew on Western Airlines Flight No. 760 to San Francisco, leaving at 3:30 p.m. 
and arriving at 4:30 p.m. Here I was met by Helen whose flight from Washington 
TWA Flight No. 27) had arrived late and had disembarking problems. We rode with 
Ward Bl~ckmon to the Hilton Hotel, where we checked into Room 1527. 

About 6:30 p.m. we went down to the Imperial Room to attend a reception and 
dinner honoring Joe Kapp (Minnesota Vikings quarterback) and were met by Red 
Auerbach who escorted us to a large suite on the 19th floor where Joe Kapp was 
having a small reception. Here we met Joe and Marcia Kapp, Mr. and Mrs. Al 
Buch, Mr. and Mrs. William McClendon, Carl Eller (defensive lineman of the 
Vikings) and his girlfriend, Mr. and Mrs. Jack Hart, Mr. and Mrs. Day (Marcia's 
parents) and Mrs. Follett (Marcia's sister). 
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We all went down to the Imperial room where the main reception was being held. 
Here we met many old friends: Mike and Jane Koll, Bob Sproul, Jr., Wendell 
Stanley, Mr. and Mrs. Don Blessing, Stan McCaffrey, Mr. and Mrs. Art Rosenbaum, 
Mike McCaffrey (Stan's nephew), Arthur Morgan (Agnes Fay Morgan's son) and 
others. I had my picture taken with Kapp and Eller for the San Francisco 
Examiner. 

We then proceeded to Continental Parlor No. 9 where the head table guests were 
assembling. Here we met Pete Newell, Paul Brechler (Athletic Director at 
University of California, Berkeley), Wayne Cooper (Master of Ceremonies for the 
evening), Ray and Barbara Willsey, Lynn and Louise Waldorf, Proverb Jacobs, and 
John Beasley. Others at the head table, besides the Kapps and Carl Eller, were 
the Harts and I. 

After the dinner Cooper introduced me and I spoke briefly about my Berkeley 
chancellorship; my tour of duty as Faculty Athletic Representative; my contacts 
with Joe Kapp during the 1956, 1957 and 1958 football seasons; the 1958 Rose 
Bowl team, the other athletic championships during my tenure as Chancellor, 
including the 1959 NCAA basketball championship and 1960 NCAA runnerup (with 
members of teams present tonight); and Helen's and my listening to the 
Vikings-Browns and Vikings-Chiefs championship games while we were in Africa in 
January; I finished with an eulogy for Kapp. I was followed by Waldorf, Newell, 
Eller, Jacobs, Hart and John Beasley, who all spoke of their relationship.~ith 
and high regard for Joe Kapp. ' 

After the program was over Helen and I visited with Mr. and Mrs. Denny 
Fitzpatrick and Mr. and ~rs. Bob Dalton (Fitzpatrick, Dalton, Buch, McClendon 
and DaPrell Imhoff were the members of the Berkeley 1959 NCAA championship 
team). We also saw Mr. and Mrs. Tandy Gillis (he was a member of ·the Berkeley 
1960 basketball team). 

Helen and I spent the night at the hotel. 

Attached is an editorial by James Reston "Who Advises the President?" that 
appeared in the New York Times today. 

Saturday, May 9, 1970 - San Francisco - San Clemente - San Francisco 

I had breakfast in the nearby Pinecrest Cafe and then rode with Blackmon to the 
San Francisco Airport. 

I flew bn United Airlines Flight No. 610 to Los Angeles, leaving at 7:20 a.m. 
and arriving at 8:15 a.m. Lanni met me and drove me to the Western White House 
in San Clemente, where I arrived at 9:30 a.m. 

I presided over a policy meeting in the Conference Room attended by 
commissioners Ramey, Johnson, and Larson, Hollingsworth, Price, McCool and Rubin. 

All agreed the principal topics for discussion should be the directorate and the 
Ash Council study •. 

Regarding the Directorate, Hollingsworth reported having talked to John Flaherty 
and finding he was considerably disturbed by the JCAE language in the 
authorization comments limiting funds for the Directorate. Flaherty had also 
reported the AIF Board of Directors was of the view the Directorate might not be 
established. He has apparently burned his bridges behind him as far as AI is 049 
concerned and Hollingsworth has suggested that Flaherty be prepared to initially 
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Washing tan: vVbo Advises the President? 
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Ey JAMF.S RESTON 

\V ASIIINGTON, May 7 -
One of the most 11urprisin:; 
th;r./!S about lhe violent oppo· 
sition in lhe Congress and the 

uni'lersities to the invasion of 
Cambodia Is that President 
Nixon was genuineiy ,c;urprised 
by it. 

v!~o:rs on foreign or domestic · his White House starr and fol
affairs. In fact, they :~re prob- lowed the advice of Attorney
ably more unhappy about the General Mitchell and Vice Prest· 
presr-nt plight of the Admlnis- dent Agnew. 
tration than anybody else in Thus, by the arcident or a 
Washin:;ton tonight. newspaper "leak," we now find 

The Nixon Cabinet is clearly Secretary of Iaterior Walter J. 
not playing the powerful role Hickel complaining in a private 
Mr. Nixon said he wanted it to letter to the Presidrnt that the 
perform at the beginning of his Atlministratioa appears to lack 

He was forewarned time and Administration. He was quite an appropriate concern for the 
again by his own people about SJlecific ahout what he expected attitude of youn~ Americans. 
what would happen if he in- from them during and after the and appealing to the President 
vaded Camhodia, but he was Prc.;idcntia! campair.n of l!lGS. to keep in .touch with his own 
astonished when the wurnin~s During the campaign he sa:d: Cabint!t. 
c,ame ~rue, and th!s. is not the "The President cannot is.olate The Mxon P:mldox 
ftrst ttme. He mi~Jud;-:rd the himself from the great mtel
oppos:tion to his Supreme Court lrctual frrmcnts of his time. On 
nominat:•Jns of Judges Hayns- the contrary, he must· con
worth an:l C:~.rswcll as much !lciom:ly and deliberately p~acc 
as he misjudJ!ed the oppositi:>n hims{'lf at their center. • • • 
to his adventure in Cambodia, This is o:1e reason why I don't 
and this raises <JUt>stion~ not w;mt a Government of yes

·only about his personal judg- men .••. " 
ment but about where he is ' Whl:'n he introduced his Cab
gc(Ling the advice he chooses 1 !net on televi!:i•Jn at the brgin
to follow. nir.g of the Administration he 

The R<!jeetcd Friends 

Par:;doxically, his decisive 
advice is not coming from his 
ol<!c~t friends in the c:ibin<:t. 
He has heen closer perso:~ally 
to William Rugcrs, his Sccrr
tary of Stntc, and to Robert 

Fin<:h, his Secrct::ry uf llt:alth, 
Education and \'i,elfare, ov~r 
the last fifteen or twenty years 
than to anybody else in his 
Cnbinet or on his White House 
starr, but there is no evidence 
that they are his principal ad-

, . ·' 

said, "Every man in this Cab
inl't will be urged to speak out 
in the C:1hinct and within the 
Ad:11inislration on all the 1~r~at 
issues so that the decisions we 
make will be the bc~t tbcisions 
we could possibly reach." 

But the C:Jhim:t hao; not 
worked that way under Presi
dent Nixon, any more than it 
did under Presidents Johnson 
and Kennedy. Increasingly, and 
c:ulier than in most Adminis
trations, Mr. Nixon has isol:l.ted 
himself with a few members of 

"Permit me to su::gest," Sec
Tel~ry llkke! wrote, "that you 
cor.siu~r m~ctin~. on :1:1 indi· 
vidual and ronversational ba.c;:s, 
with memher!l of your Cabinet. 

· Perhaps through s.w:h co.wcrsn. 
tior.s, we can ca:n grrater in-· 
si~~ht Into the problems con· 
fronting us all .••. " 

This helps explain what has 
been ,;oing on here behind the 
scenes. The Presi<!~nt, for all 
his talk of "teamwork," has not 
been usin~ to the full his Cab· 
inct, whose members arc in 
touch with the realities of the 
pruh:cms in their areas of re
sponsibility, but has increa~ir.g
lv brcn closeted with h:s Wh:te 
Jtou!'c staff, who .arc more iso
lated from the p~ople at home 
and ahroad than almost any
body else in the Administra· 
tion. , 

The result is that the Presi-

dent now finds himself precisely 
where he s:Ud he would not be: 
·isolated from the gre:tt in tel~· 
lectu:ll ferments of . his time,
and even from hio; own dissc:it· 
ing Cabinet memi>ers, and act·· 
ing on assumptions which turn 
out to be false. 

1\cconlin~ly, he is now in a 
dan(!l'rous s:tu:.ttion, both at 
home and abroad. By his hmic 
into C:!mhodia, he has not de-. 
strayed the enemy or wiped· 
out the s~nctu:uic:;, but aroused 
such :!. protest nt home that he. 
has committed himself to \;lith-_ 
draw within se,·en weeks from. 
Cambodia, thereby inviting th~ 
enr:my to cstabli!ih new s:.tnctu
arie.s in :!:t area v:hich includes 
the Car.l;,od!;.;) ~.;;r,ital. 

In the process, he h3s not 
onlv dhdctl hi:; own Cabinc~ 
ami 1J:IrLj, hut almost achieved 
the impossible ~oal of re\'i\'ing. 
the confcsed :md incoherent 
antiwar movement and unitin~ 
the Democratic ;.>:lrt~'· ··' 

This is clr:Jrly not wnat J1e: 
intentled, and it is amazin;:; 't!1nt · 
it has h:rmrned to Ric:1ard' 
Nixon. For· he is a cautio:.~s! 
m:tn, who says he helicvrs i~. 
ca~cful staff wor!t, gcUirg the.'. 
!nets before he moves, orr;aniz· · 
ing the Cabinet anJ listcnir.g 
to their views before he acts; 
hut he d!dn't do it, and is nciw' 
in a jam because he broke a!l! 
his own niles about getting the· 
facts and never being surprised..: 



accept a position as an Assistant to the General Manager, pending clarification 
of the JCAE and possible Appropriations Committee action regarding funding for 
the Commission. For personal reasons, Flaherty would now like to defer any 
announcement of his employment by the Co~ission until June 1 and he would plan 
on reporting about June 15. I agreed to communicate the above to the White 
House and Ramey suggested that the plan be discussed with Mr. Holifield, JCAE, 
at an early date. 

The results of the~ommission meeting with Flanigan and the Ash Council staff on 
May 7 were generally summarized for Hollingsworth and Price. Hollingsworth was 
directed to prepare a position paper for transmittal to Flanigan that identified 
the consequences of splitting the AEC in two weak sections that would result in 
losing more than would be gained from a general reorganization. The importance 
of a concise and well-prepared document, at an early date, was emphasized by all 
the Commissioners. 

I then referred to the proposed topics list circulated prior to the meeting. 

In future operations of the AEC, I suggested we may have to change our present 
intimate relationship with the JCAE to convince the White House that we are 
independent. Hollingsworth suggested a clear indication that the AEC accepts 
WHite House policy, and can be depended upon to sell this view to the Congress 
would be a desirable.first step. This idea permitted me to report that, in a 
meeting with White House staff, we convinced them that a $29.80 price for 
separative work was too large an increase over the present $26.00 price. 
Johnson then violated the instructions from Flanigan's office and informed the 
group that the White House was thinking of a $28.50 price and also would seek a. 
change in the criteria. I cautioned everyone to keep this possibilitytextremely 
close, pending a final decision that we would proceed in this direction. 

I stated there is an apparent need for a new philosophy of operation for the 
AEC. The growing antagonism in Congress was noted that is suggesting an 
investigation of the AEC, separating the regulatory operations, imposing 
restrictions on specific activities, such as plowshare and weapons testing, 
etc. Only the JCAE is defending the AEC and their strength may not be 
sufficient any longer. I raised the question of whether the AEC should take 
some initiative in suggesting separation of the regulatory function at this 
time, or at least establish this as a clear goal with some definite time in 
mind. I pointed out that, if this comes to a vote in Congress, we may not be 
able to defend our present position. Price and I noted that we have been saying 
this is an appropriate action to consider in five or ten years, but we have been 
saying this since 1955. Ramey stated that it would be very difficult to,conduct 
the advanced reactor and breeder programs without control over the regulatory 
operations. Johnson suggested some consideration be given to transferring just 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, but Ramey and Price indicated this would 
be of little help. Price stated the major loss would be easy access to our 
laboratories for research and development in support of the regulatory 
activities; being a part of a large organization, such as the AEC, provides both 
a major source and assistance in recruiting good people. No conclusion was 
reached, and I suggested we need to have several more meetings to consider this 
matter further. · 

I introduced the next topic by a statement indicating changing conditions 
dictate that the AEC adopt a new philosophy on secrecy. The past practice of 
protecting information by classification has served a useful purpose, but could 
hamper the AEC in the 1970's. As examples, I mentioned the proposed book by 
Ford on the history of the thermonuclear project, Winterberg's recent interes
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in conducting work on controlled thermonuclear reactions and the KMS issue. 
Hollingsworth stated that the Commission's practice of treating material in many 
areas as born classified needs a new look. There were no conclusions on this 
topic. 

I noted we had already discussed item three on the topics list, involving the 
Uranium Enrichment Directorate, and, in the absence of Commissioner Thompson, 
would skip discussions on reactor development in item number four. 

The general discussion then dissolved into a number of fairly unrelated comments 
by individual Commissioners. Some of these are identified below: 

1. The possibility of the Texas Raiders requesting access to Commission 
files this summer. Johnson suggested we examine the files to see what should 
be weeded out before providing any access. Everyone agreed this is too large 
an administrative job. 

-
2. Regarding sensitized stainless steel, there was some suggestion that 

it be barred in boiling water reactors. Price reviewed the plans for 
individual reactors which in essence are that those in a position to 
substitute for this material are following this course and others not in a 
po~ition will use the material as originally planned. 

3. The General ·Manage·r reported that work in compliance with the 
environmental quality act for AEC facilities will be under Erlewine. 
Procedures for preparing required statements of compliance by AEC facilities 
are required by June 1. 

4.· Hollingsworth reported on plans to establish a new office for waste and 
scrap management. An exception for high level waste at Hanford and Savannah 
River was noted. Based on questions from Larson, Hollingsworth reported 
plans for developing a salt mine permanent storage facility will be funded in 
FY 1972, and some demonstration of an operating facility will be available 
about three years later. 

5. There was general discussion about cost for materials safeguards. 
Support was evident for having the Government pay for the cost of the 
safeguards program; BOB reluctance to accept this position was noted. In a 
related matter, there was general agreement, except for Ramey, that the 
Commission should proceed very cautiously with any attempt to require 
clearance of industrial employees in connection with the safeguards program. 

6. Following a brief review of the number of underground tests conducted 
in the past few years, and a suggestion that the public opposition might 
eventually prevent future tests, it was suggested the General Manager, with 
the laboratories participating, make a careful review to make certain that 
all future tests would provide results that warrant the risk. 

7. With regard to the Plowshare Program, the Commissioners generally 
agreed that steps should be taken to stop over-promoting new uses and 
cooperative projects. The trend to concentrate on developing devices for the 
existing commitments is the proper course to follow. The fact that Holifield 
is not too enthusiastic about the Plowshare Program was noted. 

8. Hollingsworth reported that the total cost to correct fire and safety 
deficiencies in the Commission facilities would be very expensive. A figure 
of about $500 million, with something approaching $270 million as unfunded, 
was mentioned. This will be reviewed in further detail with the Commission 052. 
at an early date. 



This essentially completed the discussion by the Commissioners. In closing the 
meeting, I noted a letter has been received from the GAC advising that Norris 
Bradbury has been selected for receipt of the Fermi Award. As a last parting 
statement, Hollingsworth reported that the Commission's EEO image is very good 
now, but we may have a new. problem with Mexican-American minority employees. 

It was agreed that another Executive Session with all Commissioners present 
should be scheduled at the earliest possible date. McCool was directed to seek 
a location in the Washington area that is away from the AEC offices but does not 
involve too much commuting time. 

After the meeting, which ended at 12:15 p.m., we went to the Sam Clemente Inn 
for lunch. I sat with Johnson, Larson and Helfrich. After lunch Larson and I 
took a walk down to the beach and then rode to the Los Angeles Airport with 
Lanni. 

I flew on Western Airlines Flight No. 760 to San Francisco, leaving at 3:35 p.m. 
and arriving at 4:35 p.m. I was met by Blackmon, who drove me to the Durant 
Hotel in Berkeley, where I met Helen; we checked into room 319. She had had· 
lunch with Mary Dee Vermeulen, Rebecca Cason and Alice Thompson at Spengers. 

Helen and I had dinner with Josephine Owen in the Durant Hotel dining room, 
which we followed with a walk along Telegraph Avenue. We spent the night at the 
Ourant·Hotel. 

Sunday, May 10, 1970 - Berkeley - Davis - Berkeley 

Helen and I had breakfast in the Durant Hotel dining room. I then rode with 
Blackmon to the Radiation Laboratory. I conferred with Doral Buchholz and Nancy 
Schorn about my Met Lab Files in connection with my history of Met Lab Section 
C-I. 

I then went back to the Durant Hotel and picked up Helen. We were joined by 
Stan Thompson and Eli Cheifitz and all proceeded to the BART tunnel through the 
Berkeley Hills. We all walked 7000 feet into the tunnel to the neutron 
coincidence counting apparatus situated in a cross tunnel. They are looking for 
neutrons from the spontaneous fission of naturally occurring superheavy elements 
and have set lower limits of about lo23 years on the spontaneous fission half 
life of lead and tungsten. 

After this Helen and I proceeded with Blackmon. to Lafayette. After having a 
sandwich at Chaps we went out to our house at 1154 Glen Road. We talked to the 
Carneys about their plans to move into their new home. They plan to move about 
the middle of June, and Bob Jansen will move in at about that time. 

Helen and I then rode with Blackmon to Davis. We went to Hammarskjold House, 
picking up Steve on the way when we reach~d the campus. He was limping as the 
result of a motorcycle accident yesterday. We met Monti Reynolds, Dave and the 
group at the House, visited a while in Dave's room, and then all went to the 
Dining Hall for dinner at about 4:45p.m. 

After dinner Reynolds took a group picture, then we went into the parlor room of 
the House where I showed slides of my September-October, 1969, European trip; 
our January, 1970, African trip; and my March, 1970, around-the-world trip. 
Among the students we met were Diana Leggett, her cousin Mike Leggett, Carol 
Chelander, Debbie Sundqvist, Joan Juransich, Dan Sheldon, Dave Crawford; also 
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We then visited with Dave and Steve alone in Dave's room to discuss Dave's 
problems with Carol and Steve's plans to participate in the planned student 
strike, etc. · 

Helen and I then rode with Blackmon back to Berkeley, where he dropped me and 
then drove Helen on to the San Francisco Airport to catch United Airlines Flight 
No. 56 to Dulles Airport, scheduled to leave at 10:30 p.m. 

I visited with Bob Jansen in Pete's old apartment (2912 Fulton) to discuss his 
plans to move into our Lafayette home about June 20; he promised to do the 
necessary garden work, etc. 

I then walked back to the Durant Hotel where I spent the night. 

Monday, May ll; ·1970 - San Francisco -Washington 

Rubin and I had breakfast in the Durant Hotel dining room. We then walked over 
to the campus and strolled along Sproul Plaza where a student, who recognized 
me, gave me a "Stop Killing Now" arm band. 

We then rode with Blackmon up to Building 70A of the Radiation Laboratory. 

I talked to Marie and Justin in Washington on various business items. Dave 
Ridgway dropped by and described to me the proposal drawn up by himself and 
Pimentel to terminate CHEM Study, with the continuing royalties from films 
($100,000) and books ($10,000) to go to the University of California to offset 
operating expenses ($30,000). I said I agreed. Ridgway will take the proposal 
to Vice Chancellor Loy Sammet and Chancellor Roger Heyns, who will approach the 
National Science Foundation. I said I'd also approach NSF Director Bill McElroy 
if Heyns suggests I should. It may also be taken to the Regents for approval. 
Ridgway gave me a draft of the proposal. 

I then had a talk with Perlman about contingent plans in case I return to the 
University this fall. He suggested that I might use his office since he is 
planning a sabbatical in Israel for a year beginning next fall. I talked to him 
and Doral about places to file my various papers, etc. 

Pimentel came up with Ridgway, and Rubin and I continued the discussion of the 
proposal to terminate CHEM Study's relationship to NSF and turn it over to the 
University. Rubin and I agreed to try this out informally on McElroy and Clancy 
Ohlke before the proposal is presented to University officials. Pimentel 
expressed extreme pessimism over the future of U.S. universities. 

Rubin and I then paid a visit to Burris Cunningham. I discussed with him the 
revision of The Chemistry of the Actinide Elements for which Katz will come to 
Berkeley this-5ummer. We agreed that we w1ll (1) keep the same format, (2) 
limit the expansion to 25%, (3) set a target completion date of 1-1/2 years, and 
(4) Cunningham will start to work full time on it after he has succeeded in 
preparing californium and einsteinium in metallic form. 

Rubin and I then went up to visit Al Ghiorso, Matti Nurmia and Kari Eskola in 
the HILAC Building (Bldg. No. 71). His previously supposed evidence for element 
106 has essentially disappeared. I discussed some proposed chemical experiments 
on elements 104 and 105 with Nurmia. I also discussed the formation of a 
Superhilac Users Group with Ghiorso; he is now coming around to acceptance of my 
suggestion that he allocate a definite fraction of the time to outside users. 
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Rubin and I then had lunch with Perlman, Thompson, Hyde and Cunningham in 
Perlman's office. The discussion revolved around the incursion into Cambodia 
and the nationwid~ student unrest. 

Rubin and I then rode to the San Francisco Airport with Blackmon. We flew on 
TWA Flight No. 68 to Dulles Airport, leaving at 2:45 p.m. and arriving at 10:10 
p.m. I read AEC papers and worked on speeches enroute. 

Tuesday;·May-12, 1970- Germantown 

I went to lunch with Roger LeGassie and Julie Rubin to discuss my talk, "The 
Plutonium Economy and the Future," which I shall give at the Fourth 
International Conference on ••Plutonium and Other Actinides" at Los Alamos on 
October 5. 

After lunch, Rubin, Howard Brown, and I walked around the Seaberg Trail. 

I received a copy of the current guidelines for the National Disclosure Policy 
toward France, which the outgoing Ambassador to France, Sargent Shriver. has 
recommended be liberalized. 

I received the GAC report (copy attached) of their ll2th meeting held in 
Germantown, Maryland and Washington, D.C., on May 5 and 6. · 

I received a copy of an IAEA Resolution to establish a special committee which 
is to submit recommendations to the IAEA Board of Governors on the Agency's 
responsibilities in relation to safeguards in connection with the NPT. 

Eric, Suki and I went on a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the Police Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 

Wednesday, May 13, 1970 - Germantown 

At 10:05 a.m. and 10:45 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1025 (notes 
attached). We discussed the unfriendly letter from Senator Frank. Church (copy 
attached) regarding the storage of high level wastes at NRTS in Idaho; we 
decided that we would make it clear that this is storage and not final disposal 
of these wastes--eventually, they will be transported elsewhere, for example, to 
a salt mine. We approved the GAC Recommendation that Norris Bradbury receive 
the 1970 Fermi Award. We decided that, if the President approves the 
recommendation, the Award will be presented to Bradbury in Los Alamos at the 
time of his retirement ceremony (in August). We decided to award the AEC 
Citation to Stanley Livingston and that Commissioner Thompson would present it 
to Livingston at his retirement dinner in Chicago on June 4. We learned that 
John Flaherty still intends to accept the position of Director of the Uranium 
Enrichment Directorate, although he is somewhat worried about the caveat in the 
JCAE Authorization Bill, which forbids the spending of funds for this function. 
We again discussed the situation concerning the seizure of the Computer Building 
by students at New York University and tried to evolve a plan of protection for 
the immediate future. 

At 10:25 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 403 (notes 
attached). We discussed the petition of New York Congressman Richard Ottinger 
and others to request a public hearing in the matter of the application of 
Consolidated Edison Company for a full-term operating license for Indian 055 



GENERAL ADVISORY COMMIITEE 
TOTUE 

U.S. ATOMIC ENEP.GY COMMISSION 
W/.SHINGTON, D.C. 205-IS 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaborg, Chairman 
U. S. Atbmic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Glenn: 

May 6, 1970 · 

The General Advisory C.:)l''hmittee held its I 12th Meeting in. 
Germat.i:own, lvid. on May 4, 1970 and in 'Vashington, D. C. on 
May 5 and 6. Eight of the nine Committee n1embers were in 
attendance for the entire period. The members are John C. 
Bugher, Herbert Friedman, Edwin L. Goldwasser, Jane H. Hall, 
Stephen Lawroski, Norman F. Ramsey, Lombard Squires, 
William 'Vebster (absent), and Howard G. Vesper (Ghair1nan). 
The Scientific Officer, Melvin A. Harrison, also attended. 

Our recommendations, actions and comments regarding 
this meeting are surnmadzcd below: 

f. Executive Session on Reactors 

The Comn1ittce met in executive session '.vith the Commissioners 
a:nd the General ~1anager to review the problems of maintaining viable 
research on new and advanced reactor concepts at the National Labora
tories. A frank and useful exchange of "views resulted in better mutual 
understanding of the concerns of the Committee, and of th: -several 
restraints imposed upon the lreedom.of action of the Com.m.ission. 
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3. Fundi~g and Safety Problc1ns in the Weapons Production Complex 
. -
.' 

General Giller and his associates then dis"cussed the in1pact that 
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the restricted funding for DMA in FY 1970 and 1971 has had on the 
weapons laboratories. A reduction in force of about 1 08 0 p~ople at 
the three laboratories has already occurred. According to very pre
lin1inary inforrnatio'n about the likely level of funds in FY 1972 fqr 

all of AEC 's activities, the share tentatively projected for D.MA may 
·necessitate further personnel cuts at these laboratories. S01ne of 
the people, not designated to be let out, have become so discouraged 
about the fiscal si.tllation and their professional future at these laboJ·a
tories that they hav~ elc-:ted to leave and enter other fields of worl~ • • The Con11nittee is seriously concerned that unless ·son1e encourage-
ment can be soon offen~d to the peop]c at thcsc.laborc-.tories, there 
n1ay '\Vell be--such ao acceleration of departures of good people as to 
make it. very difficult to 1naintain the viability of the weapons 
labor~i~~i~~; .. 

'l'hc Comm.ittce was also apprised <;.~f the results of the AEC 's 
surveys m.acle to provide information on the steps and estimated 
expenditures needed to improve the safety and nssur~nce of con
tinued availabilit)' of the nun1erou s and varied facilities of the 
weapons production complex. '\Ve took particular not<? of the very 
large amount of n1oney (over $200 million for the DMA) estimated 
to be required. In view of this and the already very difficult over
all funding prob1cnu; of the AEC, the Committee recommends that . 
the Commission itself review in depth \vith the JCAE the safety 
problen1s and the 1nagnitude of the expense required for corrective 
actions at t.he weapons production cornpJexes. 

4. Intelligence Matters 

Mr. Charles A. Sommer briefed the GAC on intelligence matters 
related to weapons developtne;nt and peaceful applications. Soviet ancl 
Chinese weapons tests are beir.g pressed vigoronsly. After a slow
down in 1969, the French are ·accelerating their efforts in 1970. 
Especially noteworthy were Sc ·:iet progress in l'AIRV developtnent, 
Chj.ne se undcrgroui1cl testing and the French approach to operational 
capability of Polaris-t)rpe submarines. 

The vigor of the Soviet application efforts is in contrast to the 
slowdown of the U. S. Plowshare program. The Russians have 
achieved notable succc s ses in a variety of applications: rnnaway 
natllral gas fires have been cxtinr.uished; oil anc1 gas fields have been 
stin1nlatcd; <.la1ns and reservoirs hav<"! bec.·n created; and <' rh·cr was 
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diverted to t•aise the water table. 

Soviet reacto~s arc being exported to Czechoslovakia, Rmnania 
and Finland with guarantees of continuing supplies of enrichc:cl !tiel. 
No evidence is available of progress on advanced reactors, and the 
application of nuclear power to desalting appears to be behind schedule. 

5, Gas Centrifuge Program 

The GAG received an excellent briefing by Mr. George F. Quinn 
"on the rC:cci1t arid prospective advances in the centl"ifuge en6chment 
technique. The impressive progress ~f the past few years he:·~ been 
conthlueci since our last revic\v and l:hc prospects for large dian~cter 

-ls'i'!pe'i··critical centrifuges ·'appcar~to be ,•cry favorable both technicetHy 
<and economically •. It' now appears that the centrifuge process may be 
shown to be econon'lically con"lpctitive by the time the decision has to 
be taken on the next major U.S. enrichment plant (about 1975). How
ever, n'luch add~tional information is needed on the effective life of 
the centrifuge, on the operation of the 200-300 unit dc1nonstration 
cascade, and on the cost of centrifuges when 1nanufactured on a lat•:gc 
scale mass production basis. Steps to obtain the critically needed· 
infor1nation are being taken by the highly competent present partici-

. pants in the progran'l. The GAG hopes t.hett this important and fruitful 
work will be well supported and that even in periods of budget stt·in
gency the necessary funds be provided. 

6. Executive Session on the Gas Centrifuge Prog_~~ 

Following the request made during an Executive Session with the 
Commissioners and the General Manager, the GAG discussed in its 
own execntive sessions the clii:icult question of timing and approprit=tte 
procedures for the initial inv"~lvement and participation of industry in 
the gas centrifuge. process development. We benefited greatly fron1 
additional discussions later with individual Com.missionc1·s and Mr. 
Quinn. In view of tl1e discussions the GAG concluded it is desirable 
to retain, for the pre sent, security classification of gas centrifuge 
work. We also feel that there is still some lime available for the 
Co1nmission staff to'stncly adequately how and \vhcn to bring about 
inc rca sed inclu str ial pa.rtici p:1.tion; tv:o 1naj or incln stria! or g anha~:ion s 
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arc now involved as prilnc contractors in the program.. We feel 
strongly that these problems of increased industrial-participation 
arc difficult. The· proposed study should be initiated now .in. order 

·to provide answers to the important questions of timing, procedures, 
and identification of organizations to be involved. 

Because of th~ importance of this matter, the GAC plans tore
view it frorn tirne to ti1ne, with the next such review to occur at our 
Washing1-;on meeting in about six months. -

7. Research and Developri1ent Review 

The Comn1ittee heard a revi:--:.\\' of the r'~ search and 'kveloprnent 
progran1s in progress. An impressive record of accomp~ish1nent 
continues to be compiled. By far the <Jverriding problem in all 
Divisions lies in the severe budgetary constraints which have been 
applied to all Cornn1is sian activities. The overall cut of about 3o/o 

.when cornbined ·wlth a general inflation of about 6% and a still 
larg~r inflation in the costs of technical products wil~ result in an 
effective cut of about 1 Oo/o in these activities. About 1400 empJ oyee s 
are being released by the seven National Laboratories principally 
involved in these programs. The impact on participc-.ting unive1· sitie s 
is _harder to assess but may be even more serious. 

The Plowshare program has suffered a 40o/o cut in the pre sent 
vcr sian of the FY 71 budget. Over the past five years the le\rel of 
support of Plowshare has been reduced to 1 I 3 its previous value. 
This year the principal impact of the cut will be upon the near-

''surface excavation program. 

In view of the concern with regard to release of radioactive 
debris and in view of the related indirect jeopardy to the d~velop
ment of the nuclear power program, the Committe~ understands 
.. he decision to postpone the further conduct of nucleetr excavation 

• experiments. We do ho'\vcver support continued pursuit of the pro-
granl of basic research and development of Plowshare explosives. 
The Non-proliferation Treaty assigns to the nuclear po'\vers a 
responsibility to make a vail able to the non-nuclear powers the 
technology and materials required for peaceful uses of nuclear 
energy. The Soviet lJnion is moving ahead rapidly beyond the 
dcveloprnent stage and into the uS<! of nuclear explosives for ex
cavation. 
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The results o~ gas !.;ti1nnlation cxpcrin1cnts· look prorni sin~ and 
efforts should cont.innc to develop this technique to assess its poten
tialities. Sonncl information ·with regard to cnvironment.nl 0ffects is 
required in orcler to prcpnre convincing docun1cntation for legal . 
challengers. 

The Division of Biology & Medicine has been busy re f;ponding to 
the challenges of environmentalists. Sound research is in progress 
which is ~roviding anSWl!l"S to some of the questions w~1ich arc being 
.raised. 1'he se pt·ojects arc vital to the AEC 's p1·ogran1. 

The i:>ivi.sion of Research 1 s pl agu.cd not only by the budget 
~queeze which is affecting all pa!"ts of the 'program, but in addition 
by the pr.oblc1n of absorbing two 1·£njor new progratns, t~1~t of the 
National Accelerator,.Lahoratory anci that of the Los Alam0s Meson 
Facility within a diminishing total budg<::t. Faced with the problem 
of cutting ongoing progran1s to acco1runodate the new ones, the 
Division has planned the tcrminntion of one major facility, the 
Princeton-Pennsylvania Accelerator, during the next year. The 
Committee endorses the wisdon1 ·of this difficult decision within 
the context in \Vhich it was n1acle. However, we note that the situ
ation was originally portrayed as one in which any s1nall decrem.cnt 
of support was said to carry with it a major decrease in rescarc:h 
output. It is now being claimed th<:t at a support level of 1 I 3 the 
previous operating fund~ a significant rese?.rch output could still be 
maintained. If this argtuncnt is e stablishcd as valid the Comn1ittee 
recom1nends that con sicleration be given to funding a low-level con
tinuing program, possibly jointly with the National Science Foundation, 
with a transfer of operating funds f1·om other projects. Plans for the 
future of the Cambridge F.Jcctron Accelerator should be formulated 
within this context. 

The controlled fusion p1"ogram has made re1narkable pr:ogres s in 
the last few yt:ars. It remains a potential long range solution to our 
energy needs. 

The work of the Isotopes Development Division has progressed 
well. The uses for isotopes are cxpanrling, and their application to 
the problem of monitoring effluent pollutants is promising. We were 
pleased to learn tha~ the National Heart and Lung Institute now assigns 
high priority to the devcloprncnt of an isotopically-powerc:c.l he4:.rt engine. 

The Division of Nudc<:tr Education and Training forcsc:e:s a seriouf; 
in1pa.ct fro1n the rcductiou in it::; gr; ... duat<: f\~lJO\'.'ship pt·ogr:dn nccc:-:;si.

tat:ed by the bllclget squcc:ze. Although t:lie Committee agrees that there 
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is a serious problcn1 involve.d in providing the trained personnel that 
would be required by an expanding nuclear powc r indn stry, we believe 
that the situntion i~ not ret urgent and that there may be other ways in 
which the trnining ~£these people may be supported. 

8. Awards 

The Con1mittee has considered carefully the Conunission 1 s request 
that it re•i.eY.' the desirability of establishing another ~et of awards 
intermediate between the Fermi and Lawrence Awards. The GAC feels 
that the introduction of such a ne'v level of awa·rd is undesirable an<l 
that such action mi"ght well jeopardize. the continuity, stature and ad
ministration of the existing awat ds. On the other hand, we recognize 
the need of the Corntnis sion for nH.'ans of recognizing unl~ !>ual accom.
plishn""lcnt not covered by the pre sen\. awards. Accordingly, we suggest 
that: 

(a} A new gold rr1edal be e stablishcd to be conferred at the 
Commission 1 s discretion for outstanding scientific or 
technical accom.plishment in the atorniC energy progratn. 

(b) This m.edal be reserved for unique and highly significa11t 
accon""lplishme:nts, and \\'onlcl not necessarily be awarded 
on a regular basis. 

(c) The nominations for this medal originate within the AEC, 
preferably fron""l the Division Directors or the Commissioners 
themselves, with GAC review if desired by the Couunissian. 

A majority of the GAC feels that no monetary award should ac
company this medal. 

C). Fermi A-..vard for 1970 

The Committee discussed the nominations for the subject Award 
in executive session in the cv~ning of May 5th. The recommendation 
etnnnnting frotn this particular deliberation is covered in a separate 
letter addressed to the AEC Chairman. 

062 



- 8 -

Three Presidc.ntial appoinbnents to the General Advisory C01n
n1ittee will expire August 1, 1970. The individuals involved are 
Stephen Lawroski, Howard G. Vesper, and Willian1 Webster. 

11. Reactors Subcommittee Plans 

The Reactors Subcommittee "vill undertake a revi.t:w of the Nuclear 
Engine for Rocket Vehicle Application program over the next few n1onths. 
Pl;;uming is t1nderway with Mr. Milton Klein, the Director of the Space 
Nuclear Systems Division. The SL,bcoi11miitee, compris<::d of Howard G. 
Vesper, William ·webster and Lomb~rd Squires (Chairman~, ·will visit 
the Westinghouse Astronuclear Laboratory at Pittsburgh, Pa., on 
June 23rd. The Subcommittee will also visit the Nuclear Rocket 
Development Stc-.tion near Las Vegas, Nevada, on July 24th, following 
GAG meetings held earlitr that week in LivenrlOre, California. The; 
other mcn1bcrs of the General Advisory Committee are being invited"to 
participate, as arc· the Commissioners. 

12. Next GAG Meeting Plans 

The next meeting of the General Advisory Committee will be held 
at the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory in Liverrnore, California, on 
July 20, 21 and 22. Agenda items presently suggested for the n1eeting 
arc: 

a. review of the Laboratory progra1n for 1 1/2 days; 
b. discussion of the Reactors Subco1nmittee report on 

the visit at Pittsburgh. 

lJ. Weapons Subcommittee Plans 

The W capons Subcornmittee will n1.t.!<.:t at the Sandia Laboratories 
in Livermore, Californin, on Thursday, July 23rd, the day immediate! y 
fol::.owing the next meeting of the full Committee, at LRL-Livcrrn.ore, 
for the purpo::;e of rev.icwinG the Sandia-Livcrn1ore program in general. 
The rnccting will be the fi.rst of a GAG group at Sandia-Livermore. 
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14. 114-th GAC lv1ccting Plans 

The next following meeting of tl1e full Committee will be held in 
Washington, D. C. on N'=lvc1nber 9, 10 and 11, 1970. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Howard G. Vesper 
Chairman 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSIQ(:J 
U11CL. BY DOl 

NOV II 
WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

COPY NO. -----May 13, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1025 

10:05 a.m., Wednesday, May 13, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown 

1. May 11 Letter from Mr. Mayo, BOB, re Review of Government Wide 
·-Budget ·outlays 

Noted. (OC) 

z; .. Nominee· for Enrico FermrAward 

Approved. (SECY) 
Arrangements for the ceremony are approved (see General Manager's 
May 13 Memorandum). (AGMMA-SECY) 

3. AEC 460/141 - Conference on Risk-Ben;fit Determinations for Technology: 
· _hetter from National Academy of Engineering 

Approved. (Rosen-SECY) . 
4. _fommissioner Thompson's May 6 Memorandum re Recommendation for a 

Population- Dose Rate Study 

A-briefing will be scheduled. (RDT-RPS-SECY) 

10:25 a.m. 

*********>:• 
10:43 a.m. 

5. AEC 132/169- Establishment of Office of Environmental Affairs 

. To be rescheduled Wednesday, May 20, 1970. (SECY) 
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6. AEC 132/168.- Es~ablishment of Divisio::1. of Waste and Scrap Managemer.t 

To be rescheduled Wednesday, May 20, 1970. (SECY) . 

1. AEC 132/167- Responsibilities-of Division of Production 

To be. scJ,eduled Wednesday, May 20, 1970. (SECY) 

8. AEC 1143/95 - Richland: Status of Location of FFTF Site· 

Approved. (RDT) 

9. · AEC 180/83 - ·waste Management at NRTS: Guidance for Meetb.g with 
Senator Church 

Approved. (AGMO) 

10. AEC 177/18 - Pr;)pcsed Lett~.r to Senator Thurmond re Payme:1ts in Lieu 
of Taxes (See a1so·AEC 177 /17) 

Approvcq with revisi..;,;ns. (AGMO) 

11. AEC 610/214- Gas Centrifuge Proceas DeveL1pment Pr . .Jgram 

Noted. Commiasic.::ers Jchn:;on and Larson will develop ·.:~rith staff a 
schedule of Commission consideration. (O'Donr~ell-Grif.fin-~AGMF&P-SECY) 

lZ. AEC 881/124 - NFS: Base Load Fuel Processing Contract 

Approved. (P) 

13. AEC 1230/29 - Advisory Com..."''littee en Nuclear Materials Safeguards: 
~er.nber&hip Changes 

Approved. (SMM) 

14. AEC 1083/150·- U.S. Offer to Host IAEA Specialist Meeting on Fast Reactor 
Spectrum Measurements at ANL, November 10-13, 1970 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

15. AEC 89/215- British Natio:1al !rom Hong Kong: Proposed Assignment to 
LASL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 
- z -
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16. AEC 1247/13- Geneva IV: Proposed Presentation of Record Albums and 
Books to Delegates 

Noted. (TI) 
<r II . 

17. AEC 881/297 - Generation cf Electricity from Hot Rock Formations: 
Proposed Press Release on AEC-Industry Study 

Noted with a request. {PI) 

18. NTS Events (See General Giller's May 6 Me!n.orandum) 

Noted. {AGMMA) 

1 9. Spe cia! Weapons Briefing 

Scheduled 2:00 p.m. today. (SECY) 

20. E. 0. Lawrence Awards Ceremony, 4:00 p.m. , Thursday, May 28,;: .. 1970, 
National Academy of Sciences 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

21. Commission Executive Session, 9:30 a.m.-1:00 p.m., June 17, 1970 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

22. Atomic Energy Commission Citation for Dr. Stanley Livingston 

Approved. (SECY) 
We will develop revised nominating procedures. (SECY) 

23. Gulf General Atomic Statement re Gas Cooled Fast Breeder Reactor 

24. Showing of Senator Ellender's Films 

To be scheduled. (OC-SECY) 

25. C')mmission Meeting Schedule for Friday, May 15, 1970, Germantown 

Noted. (SE CY) 

26. Planning re New York University Computer 

Staff may proceed. (AGMA-GC) 
- 3 -
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27. Executive Personnel Item 

Noted. {SECY) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Abbadessa 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Vinciguerra* 
Mr. Shaw* 
Mr. Kavanagh:<c 
Mr. Erlewine>:c 
Mr. Knon::c 
Mr. Morabito>:< 
Gen. Giller* 
Mr. Quinn::c 
Mr. Crowson* 
Mr. Kratzer* 
Mr. Johnson, NYOO* 
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.12:50 p.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counse:l 
Secretary 
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CLI;:rc.:a P. ~so;·Rt;ON, H .. MLX. 
ALAtl Cll~LL, Nt.V'. 
rn•N~Cti;J!<Cti,IO:\i-!~ 
r;.A,..J( E. ttCSS:, UTAU 
CUC...,Tir.t tl. Ol..':tt>:C.<.. N. OM(. 
G~Of(GC ..,.e GOVEP.N. S. DIU(. 
CAYLOilO NCL~ON. VIIS. 
LF.£ MCTC:.,Lf', "-1'0:4T. 
.. u<£ GHAV£t.., ALASt".A 

,..OH::OU ALLC'I'rt, CCLO. 
LEN U. JCROAN, 10..\H:f 
~AUt. ,J., FI.Pf:~U:. ,.,,.::.,. 
C:LU"f"O:"::O r. H4:-l::Ot:l, WY,;). 
M:..rt,.; O. tiAl"t-"11:-:Lt•, C:,i~C.:;. 
TED STi:VEtiS. AU.Stt".A 
HEHitY Dt':LLMG-NI, O~LA.. 

.!tERRY' To VERKL£1! 0 5TAF'F DL'tl!CTO" 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chairman 
Atomic Energy Commission 
~lashington., D.c. 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

. ' 1!1Crc:ifeb ,.~fcdc.z ~~n:u-!e 
COMMITTEE ON 

INTEniOn AND INSULAR AI-FAIRS 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2.0510 

May 1., 1970 

The Federal Water Quality Administration {formerly the 
Federal Hater Pollution Control Adp1inistration) has recently 
completed a· report concerning \•:aste disposal practices at the 
National Reactor Testing Station near Idaho Falls., Idaho. 

The comments and recommendations contained in this 
report are of vital importance to the people of my state. I 
request the imme~diate implementation-of the report's recommen~ 
dations for the protection of the health and safety of the ~eople 
of the State of Idaho. 

Three separate reports have no~·: openly criticized the 
activities of the AEC at Idaho Falls, Idaho. Two of those 
reports have called ror the ultimate removal of the burial' 
site to a more suitable location. In light of these facts, I 
feel that the AEC should proceed \•Jith all due speed to imple
ment these recon~endations. 

Please keep me fully and currently informed of the 
actions of the agency in this regard. 

With best t,·:ishes., 
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UNITED STATES 
UNQ..BT

IIGVn 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON. D.C:. 20545 

Mayl3, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 403 

10:25 a.m., Wednesday, May 13, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown 

1. Mr. Price's May 7 Memorandum re Proposed.Letter to Mr. Mayo. 
BOB, re Fees 

Deferred. (SECY) 

2. Mr. Price's May 12 Memorandum rePetition Requesting Public Hearing 
and Petition for Leave to Intervene in the Matter of Consolidated Edison 
Indian Point Unit No. 1 

Staff may proceed. (ADRA) 

3. May 11 TWX from Donald Cook, President, American Electric Power 
Company, re Lake M~chigan Thermal Effects 

4. Letter from Fish and Wildlife Service re Trojan Nuclear Power Plant 

5. Commissioner Thompson's May 6 Memorandum re Recommendation for a 
Population- Dose Rate Study_ 

A briefing will be scheduled. (RDT-RPS-SECY) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

10:43 a.m. 
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PRESENT: -
COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Cominis sioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

STAFF: 

Mr. Price 
Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Rogers 
Mr. Shapar 
Mr. Hollingsworth· 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Abbadessa 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Tesche 
Mr. Shaw 
Mr. English 
Mr. Burr 
Mr. McCool 
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Commissioners 
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Point, Unit 1. This has to do with their allegations that fish are killed and 
the discharge from the reactor is a menace to public health. We agreed that 
there should be a public hearing on the application and the petitioners should 
be permitted to intervene in the proceeding. The State of New York has 
charged Consolidated Edison with serious violations of State conservation laws 
in the operation of this nuclear plant and asked that the plant be closed 
until 11 Suitable methods 11 to protect the Hudson River can be developed. 

I had lunch withAl Labowitz, Toni Joseph, and Julie Rubin to discuss the 
preparation of histories of AEC involvement in SALT and in disarmament matters 
in general. 

At 2:10 p.m. the other Commissioners and I attended a weapons briefing by Ed 
Giller and Tom Clark. Others present were Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, Al 
Labowitz and Julie Rubin. We discussed contingency weapon production plans to 
meet the eventuality that the SALT talks might lead to a banning of warheads 
for MIRVS on MINUTEMAN and POSEIDON. 

At 4 p.m. Alfred T. Whatley, the Executive Director of the Western Interstate 
Nuclear Board, accompanied by Cliff McColley, paid me a courtesy call. 

Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the 
Police Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 

Thursday; May 14, 1970 - Germantown 

At lO a.m. I was interviewed on my African trip for the Voice of America by 
Philip Shepardson with Paul Blasko along as a technician. I answered 
questions, such as (1) did my mission accomplish its purpose? (2) what are 
the most promising ways for increasing cooperation between the U.S. and 
African countries? (3) what uses of atomic energy will there be in Africa? 
(4) what was the nature of my recent trip to Japan? (5) has the IAEA lived up 
to its expectations? and (6) what is the role of the IAEA in the SALT talks? 

From 10:40 to 11:30 a.m. Commissioners Larson, Johnson and I met with the AEC 
Field Office Managers who are in town for their annual meeting. Bob 
Hollingsworth and key staff also attended. The managers present were Harold 
Donnelly (ALOO), E. L. Van Horn (BNL), Kenneth A. Dunbar (Chicago), Allan 
Jones (Grand Junction), William Ginkel (Idaho), Robert Miller (Nevada), Wesley 
Johnson (New York), Samuel R. Sapirie (OROO), Lawton D. Geiger {Pittsburgh), 
Donald Williams (Richland), Paul Goodbread (SAN, attending for Ellison Shute, 
who is ill) and Nathaniel Stetson (Savannah River). I gave them a sort of 
status report. I described my recent trips to the Far East, to Africa, and to 
Soviet Bloc countries; the discovery of elements 104 and 105 at Berkeley; the 
1970 Lawrence Awards and the AEC Citation to be conferred on Charles Coryell 
and Stan Livingston; the negotiations on the Uranium Enric.hment Directorate; 
the successful Apollo 13 capsule re-entry; the study on sharing uranium 
enrichment technology with foreign countries; and the forthcoming joint 
meeting of the AEC and the AECL. Commissioners Johnson and Larson also made 
brief summary remarks. At the end I emphasized, especially, the importance of 
Marion Bowden's work on eliciting financial support from AEC contractors for 
six Negro colleges in order to increase the output of Negro engineers. 

I had lunch in the cafeteria with Dick Hewlett, Frank Duncan and Julie Rubin. 
We talked about various aspects of historical research and writing that they 
might do for me. 072 



After lunch we tool< a wa·ll< around the Seaborg Trail. 

I called Stanley Livingston at the National Accelerator Laboratory and told 
him that it gave me great pleasure to tell him he is to be awarded the AEC 
Citation and that this wi 11 take place at his retirement dinner on June 4 by 
Commissioner Thompson. He was very pleased with this news. 

Or. Weinberg cal led from the airport regarding the language in the 
authorization report that sort of singles out Oak Ridge without actually 
naming Oak Ridge, "calling us bad boys." In the middle of page 49 there is a 
remark about "empire building" and he wanted to point out that Oak Ridge now 
has 500 fewer people that a few years ago. In view of the conversation that 
he had with McElroy, he very much hopes that matters can be managed so that 
this doesn't compromise continuing with NSF. I said I don't think that 
bothers McElroy; in fact, I had lunch with him a few days ago and I even 
surfaced this matter. Weinberg asked whether this compromises the Commission 
and I said I don't think so. He said that English is kind of nervous about 
this, and that maybe he should be reassured. He said he would go along then 
on the basis of my assurance that they're proceeding in accordance with the 
Commissions• wishes. I said I couldn't guarantee anything, but I don't think 
I would worry too much about this particular statement in this document. 
Weinberg said he will be in next week to tall< to the Commission and this can 
be discussed again at that time. 

I received from Myron Kratzer a summary of the background and current status 
of the U.K. request to overfly the U.S. with nuclear weapons. 

Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creel< Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the 
Police Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 

Friday, May 15, 1970 -Germantown -Baltimore -Houston 

At 10:05 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1026 (notes attached). We 
discussed the question of the Electric Boat Division of General Dynamic's 
application to the State Department Office of Munitions Control for an export 
license to provide the British Petroleum Company with a copy of Electric 
Boat•s booklet, •170,000 OWT Submarine Crude Oil Tanker Ship--Principle 
Features and Characteristics;• this is for the purpose of entering discussions 
with British Petroleum regarding their possible participation in the 
development of a nuclear powered submarine ~anl<er to transport crude oil from 
the North Slope of Alaska under the polar ice cap to the Atlantic. We decided 
to oppose the State Department's concurrence in this proposal; however, I 
expressed some doubts about this as a long range position, since I believe 
that it might run counter to the objective of eventually developing a nuclear 
submarine merchant neet. We discussed the response to Holifield's letter of 
May 7 in this connection (copy without enclosure attached) and decided to 
query Laird (copy attached), Stans and'Rogers for their views before replying. 

We also discussed the reply to Kissinger's memorandum of May 13 concerning a 
requirement for detectors designed to determine the presence of multiple 
warheads under shrouds or aerodynamic covering (copies of correspondence 
attached). 

At 11:25 a.m. Commissioners Thompson, Larson, Johnson, and I, together with Ed 
Bloch, Milt Shaw, Ernie Tremmel and other staff, met with representatives of 
the Molten sa·lt Breeder Reactor Associates and of Black & Veatch (Consultants) 073 



UNIT£0 STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, O.C:. IONS 

COPY 'NO. 3 
~~---May 15, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1026 

10:0 5 a.m. , Friday, Mav 15, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

l. Assistance to ACDA (See General Giller's May 15 Memorandum) 

Sta!! may proceed. The Chairman will sign the letter to Mr. Kissinger 
today. (AGMMA-Rubin) 
The Chairman commented briefly on the telephone call from Mr. Phil Farley. 
Deputy Director, ACDA, re Mr. Farley's conversation with Mr. Henry 
Kissinger, Assistant to the President for ~ational Security Affairs. 

2. Co!':"'.missioner Johnson's May 14 Memorandum re Resolution o£ the 
Berkeley Division of the Academic Senate of the University of California 

To be rescheduled. (SECY) 

3. AEC 1193/21 - Incidents at the Matomic Building (H Street Office) 
Y.ay 6-13, 1970 

Staff recommendations will be scheduled on Monday, May 18. Possible 
transfer of files will be checked. (SECY -AGMA) 

4. A!Zenda for the Weeks of May 18, 25, June l, and 8 

Approved. Commissioner Johnson will remain in Washington during the 
Commissioners• May 25 and 26 meetings with the AEC-L in Toronto, 
Canada. (SECY) 
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5. NTS Events (See General Giller's May 13 Memorandum) 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

6. JCAE Request for Information on the ACRS 

Approved. (Congr. -GC-SECY) 

7. AEC 809/156- Joint Committee Inquiry Regarding Naval Nuc:lear 
Propulsion Tec:hnology • 

• 
! 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

8. AEC 809/157 - Nuc:1ear Submarine Tanker: Export Applic:ation · 

Approved with a request. (AGMIA) 

9. AEC 770/11 - Naval Reac:tor Contrac:t Considerations 

Mr. Bloc:h reported Combustion Engineering is agreeable to terminati~n of 
the c:ontrac:t. Sta.fi may proc:eed with GE. (DC) · 

10. AEC 89/216 - Canadian and ·Australian Nationals: Proposed Assignment 
to LASL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

11. AEC 89/217 - British National: Reguest for Temporary Employment at 
LRL-L 

Approved with a request. (AGMIA) 

12. AEC 783/162 - Commercial Plowshare Servic:es Legislation 

The General Manager will c:all Mr. Ed Bauser, J·CAE Sta.U Direc:tor. 
(DGM) 

13. AEC 783/161 - Comments on S. 368 re Disposition of Geothermal Steam 
and Assoc:iated Geothermal Resourc:es 

App~oved. (GC- Rubin) 

075 



14. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 357 

Noted. (PAR) 

15. Commissioner Larson's Report on his Morning Meeting with Senator 
Thurmond 

16. Commissioners' Meeting with Mr. Constantino& Doxiadia, 10:30 a.m., 
June 18, 1970 

: 
Scheduled. (SECY.·Aubin) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

(Action items will be reviewed with Commissioner Ramey.) 

PRESENT:. 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner La.raon 

*Attendance by Topic (a) 

STAFF:· 

Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Ferguson 
Mr.· Rubin 
Mr. Fremling 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Labowitz* 
Mr. Wegner* 
Mr. Givens• 
Gen. Giller* 
Mr. Kratzer• 
Mr. Pender• 
Mr. Kelly* 

11:15 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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tiOtucl, CO'r(O~f, t!,t:. 

. V/J'.swu~roN, o.c. · 20~-.o . 
. May ·7: i970 

Honorable Glenn T •. Sea?org 
Chairn1an . · . 
U. s. Atomic Energy CommissioJ 
-~Washington, D. C. 

Dear Dr• $eabor&:. 

I wo1.1lcl li~c to call to your attention a state1n<;:.1t; concerning 
11Polic}' on U~S~ ·Gove.nlm611tor P~ivate Assi.stance. ~n Regar·d to 
1-... oreign Nuclear Propelled Vessels" _sent to Senator Andersoi1, 
the Chairn1an, Subcomn1itt~c on Secul.·ity, Joint Conunittee on 
·Atomic Energy, in a letter dated February 4, 1965 from the Acting 
Secretary o! State fo~· Congressio~al R'eiations. (see at~<~ched) 

That policy provides that no ar;angemcntbetween U ~ S~ fir1n~ 
and !oreign governlncnts· or fil·ms ~n _the area: o! maritime nuclca:r 
.propulsion plant technology may be cnt~rcd hito except after -com- . 
plete c.onsideration and approval by the U~ s .. · Govermnent, evidenced 
by issuance .o! a specific li.~ens.e authorizing participati.on iD such · 

• • •• ·- • • • 0 • 

a1·rangemcnts. · 

It also speci!ie~ that no suc_h license will. be iss.ued unless the 
participation can be clearly demonstrated in advance to exclude the 
direct or indirect communicati~n of any u ~ s~ .naval nuclear propu12 
sion.p!ant technology. Finally, it provides that the Joint Com1nittee 
on Atomic Energy shall be informed of license actions taken ltndcr 
this p"olicy. 

I understand that the Electric Doat Division of the Cienerc-.1 
Dynamics Corp?t:a"tion has.annlied for ~license to "export in!o.nnation 
regarding a Jl\.lClear pr.~pell.ep submarine tanker. If this is indeed 
true I would. ca.ppreciate youi con!ir1ning thc-.t _such a project wou1d be 
Covered by the policy referred to above, and advis).ng me Ol the ~tc.tus 
of this application. 
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In view of the exh:en1e lnilit~ry value o! 11uc.lear subrnar)ne propu"J.sio~ 
tcchnolotD;, and since 11naval" and "c~vil" suomaril)e propulsion technology 
woulcl be virtually indistinguishable, I consider St1ch technology, regard- · 
Jess o! its source or nomina.l purpor.e, sho\.lld be .given 'css~ntially the 
same .pr'otecHon from fo.rcign clisclosuJ::c as 'that which is now in effect 

'!o1· technology devclope_d specifically !or naval applicatioi1s. I would, 
thcr'c.fol··e~, ~lso. appreciate your views and those o! the· other Executive· 
agencies concerned as .to whether existing restri-Ctions provide adeqt;ate 
proffi·ctionto illtclear·, submarine propulsion tcchnoloz y developed for · 
1.'ci"vil" purposes., ()r. whether ·a.cldition.?.l ·legislative 'or ·regulatory action 
1nar be rcl),fiif'c(l: . . · · · 

. .Sjhc'er,~ly yout.:~; · .; / . . · 

.. · #!il dVc .. tf_,t_(_e~~ 
.Chet Holifield .'1 

·.Chairman 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

Honorable Melvin R. Laird 
Secretary of Defense 

Dear 1'1r. Laird: 

L!AY 1 5 1970 

Enclosed is a copy of a letter ~hich we have received from 

&.QICL. BY ME 
118¥• 

.Nr. Holifield, Cha·irman of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy,. 
regardinz the "Policy on U.S. Govcrnn:ent. or Private Assistance 
-in:.Rc;;a~~ to Foreisn Nuclear·:Propelle.d Vessels." 

You -will note that l'ir. Holifield has requested not only our views 
but those of other Executive Agencies concerned with the i~plementa
tion of this policy as to whether existing restrictions provide 
adequate protection to nuclear submarine propulsion technology 
developed for civil purposes or whether additional legislative or 
regulatory action may be required. 

I have asked Hr. 1-~yron B. Kratzer, Assistant General Manager for 
International Activities, to follol-t this matter for us. I ~ould 
appreciate it if you ~ould have an appropriate member of your s~aff 
get in touch with ~~. Kratzer for the purpose of developing a 
response to Y..r. Holifield 1 s letter·. 

Enclosure: 
Ltr Holifield to Chairman Seaborg 

dtd May 7, 1970 

Sincerely, 

Chairman 
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UNITED ZTATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COI~MISSION 
WASHINGTOi-1, C~C. 205-15 

~ 1 5 1970 

Honorable Henry A. Kissinger 
Assistant to the President 

for National Security Affairs 
The Hhite House 

Denr Dr. Kissinger: 

.. 
I apprcciatC!. you::...~ U:::y· 13, 1970, memorandum concerning a requireMent 
for cietcctors <lcsianed to detct,nine the presence of multiple \orarheads 
under shrotids or acrociynamic covering. 

The M.C \·:ill be pleased to coopertlte on this effort end llill tal~e all 
reaso;.1able steps to h::ve a \-lorking prototype c1evelopcc1 at the 
Los Alm,iOS Scientific J .. ~boratory to meet the current requirements of 
the goverl'\mcmt. The effort llill hc:.ve the advantage of recently 
developed .AEC safeguards tcchniqu~s for detecting and identifying 

· nuclc.::.r r,ateri::ls. Inasmuch as the research and developmC!nt effort 
le~9ing to such a lo.'orking prototype, as l·lell as tha. fabric«Uor. of a 
protot:y!>e, c:.rc appro?ri~te activities \vithin AEC's responsibilities, 
the Los /.l.::rnos Scientific Lc:.boratory is being req\lested to pursue 
this cffori; \-lith AEC fu-.,ding, · l-7ith cori.pletion l·lithin six ri;onths. l'he 
AEC \·lill assist in the evaluation of. the p1.·ototype as ACDA may desire. 

I ruu advising ACDA of our willi.nzncss to assist in this progl·am. 

Sincerely, 

lStgnecD Glenn T. Seaboli 

Chairman 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 13, 1970 . . 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

The Chairman, Atomic· Energy Com1nission 

~.BYDGi 
IICW• 

The Ac:ting Director, Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 

In connection w::.th on-site inspection ·of IC13Ms to monitor compliance 
with the' prohibition on the deployment of MIR Vs arid MRVs in Option C, 
specific p1:o.visi_on .is made for the use of "detectors designed to 
determine the presence of multiple warheads ~nder shrouds :>r aero
dynamic covering." These detectors are presently being developed 
under ACDA sp•msorship at the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory. 
It is important that evaluated prototype detec1ors be made available 
for possible us(: at an early date. 

Accordingly, A :DA should accelerate this pr:>gram. Every effort 
should be made to have a working prototype by six months from now. 
The AEC shoulc'. cooperate with and assist AC"DA in this program ·as 
necessary. 

cc: The S ecrehry of Defense 
The Secret .ry of State 

. . ~ ~ 

1~/J';~~--
Henry A/ l~iss1nger . /J 

The Director of Central Intelligence 
The Chairn\An, Joint Chiefs of Staff 
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ATOMIC ENE.HGY COI~MISSION 
\VI\SIII:~CTON, D.C. :!054!:> 

tlAV 1 5 1970 Thi~ 

No •. 

l-!n-.-l~rcb1e Philip J. F~rley, Acting Director 
U. S. Arms Control tmd ))iS~linamcnt l.zcl\cy 
Depa;~tmcnt of St~te Building 
\~cshingto'n, D. c. 201+51 

Dear Ph:i.l: 

I n~fer to ·th~ mcmor2ndLnn of l·:ay 13, 1970, from Dr. Kissinger 
conc-c.rnin:; an urgent requirement fo;: the c!evclopmcnt of a working 
prototype of a cletcctor c!c!>icned t() determine the presence of 

UH<4.av
HGV• 

mul tiplc \·:~n.-hE:<lds um~er shrouds or acrodync,mic covering. lie asked 
that the AEC cooperate ancl assist you in this progrc?.m, specifically 
in the devclo~r.ient of an instrument at the Los J.lcrliOS Scientific 
Labor~ tory. \~c are pleased to assist in this program. The develop
t::'::'nt \dll bc!n~fit from· recently developed JI.EC safeguards techniqu~s 
for ,~ctcctin~ and :i.clcnt.i fying nuclear materials. I am pleased that 
thP. recent l • ..l~C/ f.CDA c::-:pcrir.1cnts applying these techniques to w~rhead 
detection \1~11 help us to move forHard effectively. 

The rt'scarch and devcloponcnt involved and the fnbr.ication of a 
\·lorki.ng pr.:>toty~a &lrc within t11e AEC' s rcspOllsibility. Accordingly, 
the L".SL is being rcq~'ested to pursue this effort \·ti~h AEC. fundir.~, 
\·lith co;n?lction \·lithin six months. The AEC ,.,ill be plenscd to assist 
in the eval".Jation of the prototype as you mny clesirc. 

AEC s·taff is prepnrcd to discuss this ·matter with you or your staff 
at. you-c co:wcnience. 

Cordially. 

Gigned) CleM T. "··" 
·-a~ 

Chnirn01n 
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to hear their presentation of their interest in the molten salt breeder 
reactor. Those representing MSBRA were Dave McElroy (Vice President, Northern 
States Power), Al Ward (Northern States Power), Glen Lyshoj (Vice President, 
Interstate Power), Tom Christenson (Iowa, Illinois Gas & Electric), G. L. 
Morris (Northern Indian Publii Service), Joe Muccini (Ashland Oil), Demitri 
Jelatis (Central Research Laboratory), Charles Storrs (Combustion 
Engineering), Sidney Parry (Great Lake Carbon), R. F. Wehrmann (POCO 
Graphite), Mac Malkin (NUS), and Frank G. Cheley (Central Research 
Laboratory). Those representing Black & Veatch were Riley Woodson (Executive 
Partner for Power Production), Einar Swanson (Director, Nuclear Activities), 
Carl Smith (Director, Nuclear Engineering), Bruce Deering (Senior Nuclear 
Engineer), and Russell Bohn (Northern Indiana Public Service). McElroy 
described the MSBRA history and summarized utility interest. Smith reported 
on the Phase I study, Swanson on the Phase II study and future plans, and 
Storrs, Jelatis, Wehrmann, Parry, and Muccini described the interest of their 
respective organizations in this development. 

I had lunch with Alex Van Dyken, John Burnett, Bob Epple, and Julie Rubin. We 
discussed some encyclopedia writing assignments that they are helping me with. 

I called Detlev Bronk regarding the letter I received from Aurelio Peccei 
regarding the Club of Rome (copy attached). Bronk said he was about to call 
me to ask what I think of it. I said I think it's a good idea, but I'm not 
sure what Peccei has in mind regarding fund raising. Bronk said that Peccei" 
wants to raise $500,000 as the U.S. contribution. Bronk said that to raise 
that kind of money they're going to have to be much more specific; also, he 
will have to be convinced of the quality of the people involved and the 
legality of the project. I said the people are all high class and the project 
is very objective. He said he was glad to have my opinion. 

I received a copy of a telegram sent to the State Department by the U.S. 
Embassy in Tokyo (coPJ attached) concerning the SAVANNAH entry into Japanese 
ports and recommending that I send a personal telegram to Hiromi Arisawa of 
the Japanese AEC urging his support. (Attached is a copy of the telegram I 
sent to Arisawa.) 

I received a copy of an analysis of the SALT talks by Craig Hosmer (copy 
attached). 

I then rode with Henry Hinds to the Civic Center in Baltimore to attend the 
International Science Fair Awards Banquet. Here I met Dorothy Schriver and 
Ted Sherburne. Ted took me on a tour of the exhibits which enabled me to meet 
a number of the student exhibitors. We then went to the Press Room, where I 
held a press conference attended by Bernice Boggs (Loyall, Kentucky), Robin 
Frames (AP, Baltimore), J. Carl Kee (El Campo, Texas), Alex F. Burr (New 
Mexico State University) and Carl Ritt (Evansville Press, Evansville, Inc.). 
The questions were all in the general area of nuclear power and the research 
program of the Atomic Energy Commission. 

We visited briefly in the Science Service room and then went on to the banquet 
in the main auditorium. There were about 1,000 people present including the 
400 exhibitors and their escorts. I sat at a head table with Louis G6ldstein 
(Comptroller, State of Maryland), Howard Weisbrod, Lloyd Denton (Vice 
President of the Fair), Phoebe Knipling (Science Supervisor, Arljngton County 
and Chairman, ISF Council for next year), Paul Arnold (President of the Fair), 
Reverend Donnelly, Dorothy Schriver, Ted Beck (Chairman, ISF Council this 
year), and Ted Sherburne. I sat between Pheobe Knipling and Sherburne. ~~~ 
Sherburne acted as Master of Ceremonies. He introduced me and I spoke on ua~y 
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THE CL.UB OF ROME 

Sccrewi:u: 

Dr Clenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman, 

~orne, May 8, 1970 
DAP/amp 

UNQ..ayM& 
NGV• 

United States At~mic Energy Commission 
Germantown Md. 
Washington, D. C. 20545, USA. 

Dear Dr Seaborg: 

I was extremely glad to meet you at the closing of 
the 'Environment and Society in T.ransition' Conference last week 
in New York. And I wish to thank you very much again for having 
mentioned my name in your speech among those who are trying to 
foster a 'prise de conscience'· of, and coordinated action against, 
the steady degradation of the world system which in many forms 
is under way. 

The 'Club of Rome' is at a.n important turning point. 
Due also to the encouraging response to our ideas by many sensitive 
centers in the world--from academic and political personalities to 
OE~D and ECOSOC, and a1nong representatives of youth groups-
we have decided to translate ou;r call for a new approach to the 
worsening world situation from pure language to a more structured 
and suggestive expression. To this effect, we want to undertake an 
ambitious project, which is called 1 The Predicarne·nt of Mankind 1 , a 
·draft prospectus of which is being sent to you under separate cover. 

We think that what is necessary, to start with, is a 
clearer perception in depth of the dynamics and interactions \vhich 
are at the roots of the contradictions, imbalances, dissonances and 
tensions of modern society and cause inter alia its relationships 
with the natural environment to be so explosive. This understanding 
is indispensable to convert, as you advocate, this "piling of crisis 
upon crisis" from a prelude of doom into "the birth pangs of .a new 
world"--that 'age of enlightenment' whose perspective highlights 
many of your speeches. 

This understanding is now urgent. There are clear 
signs of herc;;tofore unheard-of danger tc all p~oples in our small 
planet threatened by incipient conflict, by nuclear escalation, by 
imtninent large-scale hunger, by over-population and unbearable 
crowding of certain areas, by an abysmal gap in education across 
ilie world, by institutional deficiencies and anac.hronisms, by 
spoilag_ .... of our environment, by alienation of our youth, by partici
patory insuf!iciences, etc. 

• Rom~ Via Pasttcngo 16. 0018) Rome: • phone: <480041 • cdcr. Tccnir:al 61497 • ablcs: Romclub 

Offices: 
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.THE CLUB OF ROME 

·At the same time it is anguishing to discover that, in 
spite of the enormous amount of energy directed at analyzing every
thing within our reach in the world--and even in outer space--there 
is no concerted attempt at embracing in a comprehensive vision the 
whole of our planet and the human condition in it. This spells out 
what is todays' predicament of mankind. No international institution, 
not to speak of governments, no think-tank or center of excellence, 
no foundation or conference, or combinatio~ thereof, is taking upon 
itself the essential task of better understanding situations, problems 
and phenomena not only individually or .by clusters, but in their 
totality--in order to grasp the general context in which all of them, 
and our societies, are dynamically embedded. To understand this 
general context, our thinking must be inspired by a new humanism 
and a,cquire. ~-e .. ;n?.w spat~al~pl~netary, temp~r,al;-;normative and sys
te~~c!.?i~e~;~io~~ .Y/hich are needed :to ma~~ch ~e 1 changing reality of 
our time--a new reality which impinges on the life and future of all 
communities and nations, from the individual to n;lankind as a whole, 
and will possibly decide the destiny of the human species itself. It 
is this insight into the interplay of everything with everything else, 
this wholistic approach, and a capacity of synthetizing the global 
vision into an overall view that indeed is lacking. 

For these reasons the Club _of Rome· has decided to 
start -'The Predicament of Mankind 1 Project as a first step in a new 
dir~ction, an effort aimed at gaining that understanding and evolving 
descriptive and operational methodologies more consonant with todays 1 

problem complex. We know that what we can do is no more than take 
an initial, perhaps faltering, step in a new direction. But if our effort 
meets with some--even partial--succe'ss, we hope that it will show 
that a new way out of the world impasse is perhaps possible, and hope 
also that this will mobiliz~ much greater effort~ toward exploring it in 
depth. The Club of Rome Project is therefore self-contained, and 
should b~ completed by the end of 1971--time being essential. Our 
objective, i! we are able and lucky and i! we get moral and material 
support for its execution, is that it will act as a detonator for much 
larger undertakings. . .. 

I am addressing myself to you as one of the intellectual 
and scientific leaders of our time, and a man- of wisdom and vision. 
C~n you help us? If you want to and can, please do so quickly--both 
advising,Dr Detlew Bronk on how he can obtain funding for the Project 
in the United States to match the fundjng which will be coming from 
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·THE CLUB OF ROME 

Europe, Japan and Canada (we do not know yet about the Soviet l.Jmv •• ,. 
and giving Hasan Ozbekhan, who has been asked to lead the Project, 
the benefit of your advice and moral support. 

Please forgive me for this long letter. Needless to say 
I wiU always be at your disposal ~ith my modest capacities, for this 
and any other undertaking you may think worthwhile in this time of 
universal n·eed. 

Warm personal regards, 

Respectfully yours, 

~ ~ 02. 
~ ~ 

Aurelio Peccei 

Enclosure under separate cover. 
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Before 

·May 17, l97Q 

Rep. Craig Hosmer (R-Calif.), Ch~irman, 
House GOP Conference.Committee on Nuclear Affairs A-0 ~(t5(7o 
House Republicans 

JBJECT: StrateBic Arms Limitation Treaty (SALT) Talks - Analysis of(l) 

.Nuclear deterrence may be defined as the obvious intent of a country, if attacked, 
to employ its nuclear arsenal in retaliation to destroy the attacker. For a quarter
of~a-century relations be~een the United States and the Soviet Union have been based 
q,n this alvesonle po'Over. 

---Initially-the--US--atomic-monopoly gave it nuclear superiority. Deterrence was uni-. 
lateral~· Survival of the.USSR depended on US restraint. As the Soviet nuclear arsen
til.:.took·shnp~;.that country:'gradu{llly developed a compa:rable capability for assured 
destr~ction of the US.. Deterrence became mutual, a circumstance characterized by nu
~lea~··suf!~cieney~on thotparb:of~e~ch to destroy the other. 

US strategic policy during the 1960's encouraged the shift toward superpower nu
clear parity. America eased its stTategic weapons build up and permitted the Soviets 
to catch up. US planners of this era believed parity would serve as a plateau from 
which Communist leaders would be anxious to stabilize· strategic relationships either 
by a tacit or by a forma 1 agreement. <2.> · 

Unfortunately, as parity was reached no slackening of. Soviet strategic arms deploy
~ent became apparent •. It was as though, recognizing their own momentum and our lack 
of it. they determined to race on to superiority. If they reach this goal the US must 
depend on the USSR's restraint in its role of a nuclear superior in the mid or late 
1970's. However,· combining weapons production with arms control talks is not incon
sistent with the l:remlin's past approaches to treaty decision making. Events simply 
have not yet made clear whether Soviet participation in the strategic arms limitation 
treaty (SALT) talks is a serious try for a formal end to the strategic buildup or a 
sin::ple ploy '~hile arming. (3) · . 

These are the ambiguous strategic circumstances inherited by Richard Nixon when he 
assumed the Presidency. He can ignore neither the possibility of a vital new danger nor 
the potentiality for an agreement dramatically easing international tensions. 

Both factors underlie his request for the begin.nings of an ABM umbrella to protect · 
our land-based 1-linutcman ICBHs and SAC bomber deterrent forces from surprise attack. 
Despite their increased-offensive arms the move would help deny the Soviets nuclear 
superiority by enhancing the survivability of our deterrent. ··It also gives the Soviets. 
an incentive for success of the SALT talks. They w~uld be unlikely to negotiate for 
parity if, in the face of their buildup,' the·US Congress offers them superiority by 
rejecting President Nixon's Safegu,ard r~quest.<4~ 

At the same time the President is directing intense n~gotiating efforts ~t the SALT 
talks to actually achieve an enfcir'ceable arms contrql agreement which limits strategic 
arms producticn and, if possible, reduce present stockpiles. Realistically the terms 
of a treaty must be in the security self-interest of each country and its allies, other
wise the Soviets will no~ ag;ee ~nd we should not agree. 

It is 
deterrence 

clear that to write a treaty the supe'rpowers first must concede th~t cutual (S) 
not nuclear superiority is the preferred long term status·for their rel~tions. 
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They also will need to determine some mutually agreeable bounds on their nuclear arm• 
s~ents because mutual deterrence cnn be achieved with various arsenals, so long as that 
)f ench country is sufficient to assure the destruction of the other. From the stnnd
'Otnt of allocating natioru:l resQurces between defense and non-defense goals. eventu'-
11ly achlgvins 4 low level without appreciable overkill should seem safely preferrable 
:o l)oth. ) . 

JTom these references the nitty-gritty of th3 SALT negotiations would deal with 
he numbers. kinds and combinations of offensive and defensive weapons .allowed. This 
xercisc 41m3 less at n~lear p~rity in exact terms than it does at formulating condi· 
ions· reason~bly certain to maintain e~eh power in possession of the nuclear sufficiency 
equired to destroy the other. UndAr this approach, according to Henry Kissinger, both 
ides should hc.ve- confidence that -their· -forces- -are-suffic iently-invul:nerable, ~eliable 
nd balanced so thnt no ~ttack couid possibiy be seen as advantageous, and no attempt 
0 achieve a chango in the strategic b~lnnce could succeed. 

r•. 

Writ'ing"a treaty tZ1at substantially cuts armaments outlays will be considerably sim-
lified'if the nations uill forego anti-ballistic missile systems or strictly limit their 
se to protection of capitoh. An extensive ABH defense can seriously alter strategic 
~u3tions if used to protect an ICI:H force. To the degree that ABM is a successful de
~nder, it enhance~ its ~dner's Gtrategic p~~er. To the degree an opposing nation es· 
tn:ates ABM uill succeed, i: encourag~s a boost in offensive power for the purpose of 
1turating the AB:·l d~fense. 

Considera~le a:tc:nticn du~ing S/.LT negotiations is expected to focus on the ABM 
·obl~m. inclu~in~ t~e poGsibilitie~ ~or upg~ading existing air defense missiles to give 
1Ca AZ!i cap:!~ilitic;;. }:C!:t observe!'s believe thnt neither building or dismantling 
:a site~ nor tf?i:rzdin::: /o.A ~r.i::siles can b~ lCOnito:-ed adequately except by an intrusive 
.S?ection system. H::r.-~·.re~, th! very large radar antennae needed for ABM target a~qui
tion, idcntific3:...:~:'1 a::-! interception can be satellite monitored. It is possible 
~~ so-=e AE~l li!:li:: .. ttions mi::ht ~e handled in terms of antennae limitations. 

L furthc~ co~~lic3tion for the two superp~~ers in their treaty writing· is a need 
e.:ch to ant·i~ir·.:.te d:1ncers posed by third powers. Both have noted possible threats 
Q~ nuclear atm~1 ae~ China. Prob~Lly th~ strntegic levels established by the super
·:~:-s vis-a•vis ~~ch oth~~ will need to be increased sufficiently to remain adequate 
~n after weaponc; ~::~etltitures required to deal with third powers. (7) 

Set forth bclm1 are the four most frequently mentioned approaches to writing a 
:ategic a~s limi~~tio:1 t~~at7 ~nd sc=~ discu:sion of each: 

1. A limit on tho n~e:' of ~tl~Tcd 3t~atcsic systems, without restrictions as 
to s:!_:llity itc:ns s~:::1 ~:J u:::h'!<:.d yield:~, us3 of multiple individually guided 
re-entry vchicle:J (li!~), ate. 

·.Intrusive in~p~ction r:r:.7 not be: rcquir'!d as in the case of guality limita• 
tions. 1-'..ost gu<"ntgz limitations c~n be po~iced by each nation's own satel
lite surveillan:e sy~tcm. ~~zvar, surreptiously produced systams such as 
orbital bo~~:1r~nt ~~3pons and cobile IC3Ms probably cannot be detacted by 
satellites. o~~·s aesast~nt of the ri~k element of this potential for cheat• 
ing will infl~3ncc his ju~~~nt of the degree of confidence with which quan
tity limitations ~y be p~liccd non-intrusively. · 

(more) 
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2. Limitations on quality features of strategic weapons systems which make on
site inspection mandatory if treaty compliance is reasonably to be assured. 

Development of "black bor' instrumentation eliminating a need to dismantle 
weapons to monitor quality features inside still will not obviate intrusions 
at military bases by inspectors utilizing the instruments. Heretofore this 
degree of inspection has been unacceptable to the Soviet Union. 

3. A combination of quantity and guali£1 ~imitations. 

D'••~••ion ~naew \ an4 a app\,ea. 

4~· A ban on deployment of a4ditional strategic systems coupled with a phased 
reduction in the Jllowable number of systems,during a specified time period.(S) 

• 
The strategic defense requirement of the superpowers are asymmetrical. 

· This approach permits each, within the limitation, to arm in the manner be• 
lieved appropriate for its own defense. So long as the overall limit is 
honored it also permits upgrading from time to time and switches between 
types of weapons systems. 

Note: This is a quantitative approach and subject to the confidence ·factors 
discussed under 1. However, to \:he extent that the "honest!' nation can z:::ain• 
"tain a highly survivable deterrent which, even after surprise attack, is cap• 
able of ret;1liating with assured ·destruction of the "cheating" nation, t;he 
potential for "profit. from perfidy" could be asaessed· as very low. A con
trary view is that with reduced legitimate numbers of weapons systems, sur
reptitious weapons take on a greater importance, therefore the risks are 
large. 

Hypothetical case: Assume a maximum of 1008 allowed systems and no ABM 
allowed. Assume the US now has 1050 Minu.teman systems, 450 SAC bombers and 
656 P~laris missile systems (in 41 submarines with 16 each); total, 2156 
strategic systems. Believing its land-based Minutemen and SAC bombers vul
nerable to surprise attack, the US elects to scrap these 1500 systems, leav• 
ing only the 656 Polaris and a deficit of 352 systems. To get back up to 
its allowed 1008, the US build 22 new submarines to carry 352 added missiles 
in undersea safety. In the process the US is allowed to convert all Polaris 
missiles to new, improved yield and accuracy Poseidon MIRV systems. There
after the US converts the entire fleet to the Undersea Launched Missile 
System (ULMS). The intercontinental range ULMS missiles then permits US 
submarines to hide anywhere in all the worl4's oceans. 

Similarly the Soviet Union may tailor its mix of allowed strategic weapons 
to best advantage during its reduction process and afterwards. Presently 
the number of its systems is in the same order of magnitude as our own and 
its submarines also carry 16 missile systems. Past Soviet preference has 
inc\ined to very high yield warheads. It is unlikely that all its strategic 
systems would be put in submarines where warhead weights and yields are cir· 
cumacribed. . . 

It is-emphasized that the analysis here presented is just that, an analysis of 
the SALT talks. It is not to be read as proposals which have been made either by the 

(more) 
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·us or the USSR. Rather, it is a guide for evaluating SALT proposals when and if made, 
and when and if publicized. therefore, it is respectfully suggested_that this docu
ment be filed for ready future reference • . 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
(1) For several years the possibility of strategic arms limitation talks betwee~ the 

United States and the Soviet Union has been under discussion. Initiation of talks 
was thrown off track by the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968. Finally, 
a first round of talks began in Helsinki on November 17, 1969 and continued until 
December 22nd. A second round convened in Vienna on April 16, 1970, and is con
tinuing. A third round at Helsinki again is anticipated. Both sides have made 
considerable effort· to keep the talks private and uninfluenced by propaganda and 
public opinion considerations. It is a general view'that if talks have not pro
duced a treaty by the summer of 1971 there is'little likelihood of success. For 
an informed assessment of the negotiations see: Jonas, Anne M. , "the SALt Nego
tiations; Keeping Hope in Line with Reality." Air Force & Space Digest, v. 53, 
Mar. 1970; 39-42. · · 

(2) Principally former Presidents Kennedy and Johnson, their Secretaries of State 
and Defense, and their national security advisors, including numerous members 
of the academic community. 

(3) F~r a discussion of Soviet behavior in disarmament matters see: Scanlan, James 
P., "Disarmament ·and the USSR." US Command & General Staff College Military 
Review, v. SO, lofar. 1970: 29-42. 

(4) the previously proposed Sentinel nationwide ABM system intended to protect popu
lations would be destabilizing. Rather than move to this posture President 
Nixon adopted the Safeguard system to achieve the objectives of guarding against 
accidental attacks, protecting our land-based deterrent forces, and protecting 
against the kind of small attacks third countries could launch in this decade.· 
Soviet ABM deployment is relatively advanced compared to that of the US. 

(S) For a v1-w that mutual deterrence can be better maintained without a treaty and 
by progressive modernization of retaliatory forces by both sides see: Brown, 
Neville, "An Unstable Balance of Terror?" World today, v. 26, Jan. 1970: 38-46. 

(6) A minority of students of nuclear strategy believe that as;ured destruction cap
abilities are inherently unstable and that a damage limiting approach to arms 
control is preferrable. this approach emphasizes passive (civil defense) and 
active (ABM) defenae measures calculated to so limit damage from surprise attack 
that the incentive for initiating it is absent. See: Schneider, Mark B., 
"Strategic Arms Limitation." US Command & General Staff College Military Review, 
v. SO, Mar. 1970: 20·28. 

:1) For arguments for permitting Red China a minimal credible nuclear deterrent see: 
Barnett, A. Doak. "A Nuclear China and US Arms Policy." Foreign Affairs, v. 48, 
Apr. 1970: 427-442. 

8) A MIRV ban and other qual~eative limitations can~c be reached directly by this 
approach. However. reducing the number of allowed weapons· sya~ems below a num
ber otherwise acceptable might indirectly approach some souant_after qualita
tive goals. 
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"Science Service--A History and a Tribute." He then introduced Paul Arnold 
who made a few remarks. 

The winners of the International Science Fair were then announced, and I 
greeted the winners of the first, second, and third places as they came up to 
the platform. A number of pictures were taken and I signed many autographs. 
1 met a number of the student exhibitors, including Patrick Somervil te. 

I rode with Hinds to the Friendship Airport where I caught Delta F"light No. 
873, leaving at 9:50p.m. and arriving in Atlanta at I 1:15 p.m., and then 
Delta Flight No. 159, leaving at "12: 15 a.m. and arriving in Houston at 1:45 
a.m~ (May 1&). I took a taxi to the Rice Hotel where I checked into room 1217. 

Saturday, May 16, 1970 - Houston, Texas 

I had breakfast in my room, after which 1 walked to the Southwest Bank 
Building with w. 0. Baker, Roger Adams and E. J. Corey to attend a meeting of 
the Scientific Advisory Board of the Welch Foundation. 

We began our meeting with some remarks by Doherty on the tax situation of the 
Welch Foundation. The Scientific Advisory Board then met to discuss renewal 
of grants, new grants, etc. 

The Board members had lunch with Mi I ligan at the Houston Club and then 
continued their meeting in the afternoon. 

After the afternoon meeting r·went back to my room in the Rice Hotel for a 
while. I then went to the Houston Club for dinner with members of the SAB, 
Mi'lligan and Welch Foundation Trustees Doherty, Wolfe, Binion and Josey. All 
except Binion then went to the Welch Foundation headquarters on the 20th floor 
of the Southwest Bank Building for the joint SAB-Trustees meeting at which we 
reported the results of the day's deliberations. 

(Doherty told me that the new tax Jaw makes it unlawful to pay me an 
honorarium for my attendance at SAB meetings.) 

I spent the night in the Rice Hotel. 

Sunday, May 17, 1970 - Houston - Washington 

I had breakfast in my room and then took a taxi to the airport. I flew to 
Baltimore (Friendship) Airport on Eastern Flight No. 550, leaving at 9:30a.m. 
and arriving at 1:05 p.m. 

Eric, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trai I to Cross Trai I I and 
back south on the Black Horse Trai I and Cross Trails 3 and 4 to our starting 
point. 

I worked on the address, "Activism, But What Kind" that I wi II give at Rutgers 
College Class Day on June 3, and 1 read various AEC papers. 

~onday, May 18, 1970 - Germantown 

At '10:30 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1027 (notes attached). We 
093 discussed the recommendation of the GAC that a new gold medal award be 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

LIMITED ACCESS 

COPY NO. 20 ----
May 15, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1 027 

10:30 a.m., Monday, May 18, 1970, Room A-458, Gcrmamown Headquarters 

1. Lawrence Award and AEC Citation 

Recommendations are requested. (SECY) 

2. AEC 1170/13 :.. Results of Negotiation~ with BNW 

Staff will proceed as discussed. (AGMO-DC) 

3. AEC 964/4- Five- Year Extension of Contracts at LASL 

Staff will proceed as discus sed. (AGMO-·Dc) 

4. Commissioner Johnson's May l4 Memorandum re Resolution of the Berkele_y 
Division of ihe Acadcrrlic Senate of the University of California 

Scheduled for discussion on Wednesday, May 20. (SECY) 

5. AEC 460/142 - ANS Symposium on Engineering with Nuclear Explosives 

Approved with requests. (EAGM) . 
6. AEC 783/163- Pr.oposed Comments on s~ J. Resolutions 184 and 185 re 

Study of Solar Rays and Tides as Alternate Energy Sources 

Revisions are requested. (EAGM) 
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7. AECl000/149- Apollo 13/SNAP-27 Abort 

Noted. (SNS) 

8. AEC 154/22 - Status of U.K. Operation 

Noted. (AGM) 
• 

9. · AEC 1193/22 - Matomic Building: Additional Safety Measures 

Noted. (SECY) 

fO. General Manager's Report re NASA ;:;:_acility Visit 

·The Chairman will call Senator Ellender. (Rubin) 

W. B. McCool 
se.cretary 11:45 a.m. 

·(Action items will be reviewed with Commissioner Thompson.) 

_?RESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 
~ .. 

.Ghairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Partial Attendance 
. *>:•Attendance by Topic ( s) 

STAFF: 

Mr. Holling.swo rth 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr; McCool 
Mr. Hennessey* 
Mr. Fe1·guson** 
Mr. Hiestand*>:< 
Mr. Erlewine>:~* 
Mr. Smith*>:c 
Mr. Kohler** 
Mr. Kavanagh>:•* 
Mr. Vinciguerra"'* 
Mr. Riley** 
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Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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established and decided tentatively_that, rather than this, it might be better 
to lift the age restriction on at least a portion of the five annual Lawrence 
Awards. We also discussed the difficult conflict of interest problem 
resulting from work undertaken by Battelle Northwest in the private portion of 
its estaolishment, as identified by United Nuclear questioning the propriety 
of Battelle doing work for Jersey Nuclear. A solution to this is being 
negotiated with Battelle, and we suggested that the negotiations include 
discussion of a disputes mechanism to handle such differences of opinion. 

At 11:30 a.m. Commissioners Ramey, Johnson and I attended a briefing given by 
John Vinciguerra, Ed Giller, George Kavanagh, and Frank Baranowski. They 
presented the results of the Task Force on Fire Safety and Adequacy of 
Operating Conditions, which investigated fire safety and adequacy of operating 
conditions at AEC-operated facilities, and the proposed actions in this 
connection. It was pointed out that our operations, chiefly Rocky Flats and 
the Mound Laboratory but including many others, will require a budget of some 
$246 million to rectify the inadequacies. It appears to me that it will be 
almost impossible to obtain approval for such a large funding operation and 
that this will raise, especially in Congress, the whole question of the 
increasing costs of nuclear weapons and the need to get on with arms 
limitations (which I would welcome). 

I had lunch in the cafeteria with Frank Baranowski, Julie Rubin, and Justin 
Bloom to discuss the preparation of papers on our production program for 
transplutonium isotopes and on the history of our gas centrifuge and relations 
with industry. Follo~ing lunch we took a hike on the Seaberg trail. 

Commissioners Ramey, Johnson and I, together with Bob Hollingsworth and other 
AEC staff, met with Or. Robin Mole of the UKAEA to hear his views on the role 
of radiation in inducing cancer. He believes in a non-threshold theory and, 
although he expressed some doubts about the Gofman-Tamplin assumptions, was 
rather cautious in his discussion of their work. 

I called Louisiana Senator Allen Ellender and told him that we have talked 
with NASA and have been studying possible uses for the NASA facilities in 
louisiana and Mississippi. We will send people down to explore these 
possibilities in more detail, possibly-this week. He was quite pleased with 
this. He asked that, if we make an inventory of the facilities down there, we 
send him a copy since he himself doesn't know what's there. I said we would 
be glad to do that. He also mentioned that he thinks this would be a natural 
for one of the proposed seven national laboratories to study the environment. 
He said we should feel free to ask him any questions because he wants to 
explore the situation thoroughly. I said we are looking forward to his 
showing us his films of Russia at the Germantown Auditorium on June 8. 

At 2:45 I called Harold Price. I said I have been thinking for some time that 
it might be worthwhile to have a history of our regulatory 
operation--something that might be used in some future speech or article. 
There is no hurry--maybe a month or two. However, I suggested that he prepare 
an outline for me to look over and which we could also discuss. 

Price then went on to say that he is deeply disturbed at the turn that seems 
to be evolving regarding the status of the regulatory section, as a result of 
the issues that were raised regarding the environmental functions. He feels 
that Commissioner Thompson wants Regulatory to have an organization that would 
report to the Conmission so the "the Conmission would speak with one voice ... 
I said we wouldn't jump into that. I will be sure he's in on the discussion O 
and has the opportunity to have his say. 96 



I called Phil Handler to tell him of the possible merger of Science Service 
with AAAS because of NAS and NRC involvement with Science Service (they 
nominate members of the Board of Trustees of Science Service). He asked when 
the merger would take place and I said it has already been approved by the 
Science Service Board and would be taken up by the AAAS Board in June. He 
said he thinks this would be a good thing because he would hate to see Science 
Service go under. He said if he could do anything specific to help he would 
be glad to do so. 

I called Keith Glennan to ask him if things are going all right with respect 
to his taking the position of U.S. Representative to the IAEA. He said they 
are, very slowly and with the expenditure of much energy. He said he plans to 
go to Vienna on May 30 and spend a couple of weeks there with Harry Smyth to 
get acquainted, etc. I said I have been wondering how things are going at the 
White House regarding Smyth. Glennan said Nielson told him that Smyth's 
letter of resignation has been received at the White House (to be effective 
around August 15) and that a letter of acceptance has gone to Smyth. I said 
that some of Harry's friends have been trying to get a little recognition for 
him at the White House, but may not be successful. I asked Glennan if he 
could have luncheon with the Commission before he leaves for Vienna and he 
said he would like to. We arranged to do this on Thursday, May 28. (The date 
was later changed to May 27.) 

I sent a letter to Chet Holifield (copy attached) advising him of the 
decisions we have made with regard to supply policies for plutonium sales~ 
aboard. 

Jim Ramey sent a letter to John F. Cushman (Executive Director, Administrative 
Conference of the U.S.) in response to his inquiry regarding information for 
use in preparing a manual for hearings in complex major administrative 
proceedings, or "big ca~es." 

Tuesdayj May-19~ 1970 - Germantown - Boston - Washington 

At 10:40 a.m. I presided over a meeting of the Commissioners with 
representatives of university groups to discuss the FY 1972 budget for support 
of AEC laboratory-university cooperative programs and the problems the FY 1971 
reductions have created for the university associations. The representatives 
present were William G. Pollard (Executive Director, Oak Ridge Associated 
Universities), H. Willard Davis (President, Oak Ridge Associated 
Universities), Wayne A. Cassatt (Northwest College & University Association 
for Science), Philip N. Powers, John Roberson and William Cannon (Consultant, 
Argonne Universities Association), and Victor Beard (Executive Director, 
Association of Western Universities, Inc.). Commissioners Larson and Johnson 
were present as were Bob Hollingsworth, Spoff English, Elliot Pierce and 
others. 

Pollard acted as spokesman for the group and each of the others also spoke to 
describe the critical situation that has developed in universities due to the 
drastic cut in the Division of Nuclear Education and Training budget. They 
emphasized the value to the laboratories of the university-laboratory 
cooperative programs. I responded by indicating my longstanding interest in 
this, the increased cooperation in this area under my chairmanship and by 
identifying the problem as one of funding involving the BOB and Congress. We 
indicated that, in addition to the letters they have written to Congress 
already, it might be worthwhile for them to get in touch with BOB Director 

097 Robert Mayo to try and enlist his support. 



UNITEO STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
·UNC&..IYIII 

: JIIVII 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

· liAY 1 8 1970 

Mr. Chet Holifield, Chairman 
Joint Conunittee on Atomic Energy 
Congress qf the United States 

Dear Mr. Holifield: 

Your letter of December 22, 1969, concerning possible revision in AEC 
··Supply policies for plutonium sales abroad, including a price red~ction, 

was most helpful. As you will recaH, your letter stated :.our 
agreement: 

a. 

b. 

11 •• ~with the GAO recommendation a determination should be made by 
the Com.11ission prior to revising the sales price of plutonium as to 
whether there is a reasonable probability any resultant reductions 
in revenues from leased material would at least be offset by 
increased plutonium sales gener-ated by a price reduction." and . . . 

".· •• that the Commission need not continue these conditions /50-50 
and 75% rules/ beyond calendar year i970 if the Commission believes 
that they should terminate at that time." 

I should like to take this opportunity to advise you of the decisions 
which we have made in this matter following receipt of your letter. 

In~ofar as the price reduction is concerned, we have not formally 
-.reduced the price. Instead, we have advised interested governmental -.. ...... and private users of plutonium, including u.s. fabricators, that we 
would be prepared to consider offers for a "significant quantity" of 
fuel-grade plutonium at a price of $30 per gram of total plutoni~~, as 
u~trate. Should an attractive offer develop we are prepared to move 
rapidly in taking the steps ·necessary to effect the plutonium·price 
r~duction. Our most recent survey of the plutonium market potential in 
the Community and Japan, however, inaicates that there is little likeli
hood of substantial plutonium sales in either area for the balance of 

·this year, regardless of the plutonium price. This situation results 
from prior purchases of non-U.S. plutonium and from reductions in total 
procurement resulting from program.slippages and budget cuts. 

Insofar as the 50-50 and 75% rules are concerned, the Commission 
believes that they should be terminated at the end of CY 1970. Ho~vever, 
we do not plan to announce this fact publicly until about the middle of 
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this year. We feel that such timing will strike a balance between the 
encouragement which such knowledge would give to potential purchasers, 
if any. to defer possible 1970 purchases into the post-1970 period and 
the need for letting both purchasers and U.S. sellers know this fact 
sufficiently in advance that they can negotiate later this year any 
early CY 1971 sales on an appropriate and, from their vie\-lpoint, most 
favorable basis. 

In regard to the latter point, I would like to call yo·Jr attention to a 
related aspect of the plutonium supply arrangements. As you may recall, 
the legislative his~ory in raising the plutonium ceilings for Euratom 
and Japan to 1,.000 and 365 kilog~~ams, respectively, indicates that all 
of the work expected to be done with the additional pluton~um would be 
covered by information exchange arra!lgements under which we would get 
information derived from the usc of the material. We are assuring that 
this commitment vlill be met for all U.S. sates of plutonium, both AEC 
and private, through CY 1970. Such arr~ngcme!lts wi-ll· generally extend 
considerably beyond 1970. ,. 

This information exchange requirement \oJas, together wi~h the 50-50 and , . 
757. rules, a part of .the overall conditions adopted fo·r these plutonium 
supply arrangements which were considered appropriate so long as the 
AEC was offering a guaranteed plutonium purchase price to. U.S. 
licensees. The guarante.cd price will, of course, terminate at the end· 
of CY 1970. Consequently, as the 50-50 and 75% rules are being phased. 
out at the end of CY 1970, we believe it also is logical and appropriate 
that the information exchange requirement terminate concurrently. Since 
it ~s anticipated that future sales of plutonium will principally be for 
use in fast breeder reactor pro to types, im area of technology ~-1hich is 
highly industrially protected, we feel that further continuation of the 
~i:nformation exchange requir~ent vrould effectively eliminate U.S. pluto-
rii.Uiu producers from this market. As in the case of the S0-50 and 75% 
rules, we would not make our plans to remove the information exchange 
requirement at the end of CY 1970 kno\-m until mid-1970, in order to 
·minimize any potential adverse effect on U.S. sales ~uring the remainder 
of this year. 

We will inform you when those affected by these planned changes. in U.S. 
plutoni.um supply policy are made aware of them. In the event that you 
have questions on this matter, we would be pleased to discuss them \-lith 
you. 

bee: See attached list Cordially, 

CSigned) Glenn r. SecbtlrP 
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I sent my biweekly report to the White House today (copy attached}. 

I then rode to D.C. National Airport with Justin Bloom and Elliot Pierce. We 
had a sandwich lunch on the way. We flew on American Airlines Flight No. 476 
to Boston, leaving about l p.m. and arriving about 2:30 p.m. 

Upon our arrival, we were met by Dr. Glen Gordon (one of my former students) 
of the University of Maryland and by Dr. Wil"liam_wa·lters of MIT, and the 
latter drove us to the MIT campus. At this point, Walters left us and Pierce, 
Gordon, Bloom, and I decided to spend the free time remaining before my 
commitments for the AEC Citation ceremony in walking around the University and 
surrounding area. We first stopped at the MIT Chapel to see its unusual 
architecture and McCormick Hal I, a girts• dormitory, where the ceremony was to 
be held, and then walked along the banks of the Charles River for 
approximately one mile. 

We then returned across the MIT athletic fields and walked on to the campus 
proper where we saw the main quadrangle. As 4:30 p.m. approached, we returned 
to McCormick Hal I for the beginning of the activities in connection with the 
ceremony. During the course of the walk, we met Dr. Mort Kaplan on the 
street. As we entered McCormick Hal I, we were greeted by McCool and McKinney 
of the Secretariat staff, and McKinney introduced me to Mrs. Ludlum George, 
the manager of McCormick Hall. · 

I went to the Green Lounge to await the arrival of distinguished visitors and 
was joined a while later by Charles Co rye 11, who was brought here in a 
wheelchair. Here I met Mrs. Charles D. (Barbara) Coryell, the Gordons, the 
Raymond Edwards• and many others. A number of pictures were taken. The 
ceremony started shortly after 5 p.m. with my opening remarks, which pointed 
out to Coryell how his many friends had-come from all over the United States 
to be present for the occasion. I then introduced many of the more prominent 
people present, including President Howard Johnson of MIT, Professor John Ross 
(Head, Chemistry Department, MIT), Commissioner Theos Thompson, Dr~ Jerome 
Wiesner (Provost of MIT) (all on the stage), Mrs. Charles D. Coryell, Mrs. 
William A. Huber-(Charles Coryetl•s daughter), Miss Barbara Coryell (niece), 
Mr. and Mrs. William H. Coryell, III {nephew), George and Barbara Brauer 
(Barbara Corye·rr• s daughter). Dr. and Mrs. Edward L. Brady. Professor and Mrs. 
Richard W. Dodson, Dr. Manson Benedict, Mrs. Howard Johnson, Mr. Peter T. 
Demos, Dr. and Mrs. Raymond R. Edwards, Professor and Mrs. H. L. Finston, Dr 
and Mr. Lawrence E. Glendenin, Dr. and Mrs. Glen E. (Connie) Gordon and 
children {Carl and Kirstie), Or. John W. Irvine, Jr., and Professor and Mrs. 
Jack Marinsky. 

I then gave my prepared remarks concerning Dr. Coryell, augmenting them as 
necessary to fit the occasion. I presented the AEC Citation and Medal lion to 
Coryei'J, after reading the Citation. Coryell delivered a prepared speech 
which recounted his work·at the Met Lab, the Clinton Labs and MIT, and he was 
given lengthy applause. {See picture.) 

Those on the stage then formed a reception line and the audience, numbering 
about 200 people, came by. 

It was necessary to leave a little abruptly to try to catch our airplane and 
we did not stay for the refreshments that were served. Commissioner Thompson, 
Justin Bloom, and I were taken to the airport by Dr. Walters, only to find 
that fog had caused the postponement of our scheduled flight. We went by cab 
or walked to other airlines in trying to find a flight to Washington. After 
having dinner at the airport, our originally scheduled flight was called, 100 
approximately 1-1/2 hours late, and we departed from Boston at 8:30p.m. on 
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Presentation of AEC C1tation to Charles Coryell, MIT; May 19, 1970. 
L toR: Seaborg, Charles D. Coryell, Mrs. Coryell. 

Northwest Flight No. 315, arriving in Washington at 9:45 p.m. We were met by 
Henry Hinds who drove us to our homes. 

Wednesday. May 20. 1970 - D.C. 

At 10:20 a.m. 1 presided over Information Meeting 1028 (notes attached). We 
discussed the establishment of a new Office of Environmental Affairs, a staff 
function reporting to the General Manager, which would be headed by Joe 
DiNunno. Commissioner Thompson opposes this, feeling that there should be a 
unified office including regulatory activities but the rest of us thought this 
runs counter to the plan of separation of regulatory from operational 
activities. We didn't take a final vote on this, but presumably wi I I approve 
it at the next Information Meeting. Related to this is the estab.lishment of a 
Division of Waste and Scrap Management upon which we are also similarly split; 
it wil I be taken up at the next Information Meeting. We approved a letter to 
Mayo (copy attached) describing our intention to introduce full cost recovery 
for the "licensing of nuclear power reactors. Commissioner Ramey voted against 
this and Commissioner Thompson expressed grave doubts but didn't want to be 
recorded in the letter to Mayo as voting against it. 

At 11 a.m. the other Commissioners and 1 attended a meeting with the following 
Babcock & Wilson officials: El"lis T. Cox (Vice President, Power Generation 
Division), wi·l I H. Rowand (Vice President and General Manager, Nuclear Power 
Generating Department), Richard H. Harrison (Vice President, Washington 102 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2054$ 

INFORMATION MEETING 1028 

"< COPY-NO .. ·c .. 

May 20, 1970 

10:20 a.m., Wedtfcsday, May 20, 1970, Chairman's Conferen.:;:e Room, D. C. 

1. Information Meeting, 10:30a.m., Friday, May 22, 1970, D. C. Office 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

2. AEC 132/169 - Establishment o! Office of Environmental Affairs; and, 
Commissior.er Thompson's May 15 Memora•1dum re Environmental 
Organizc...tion 

Discussed and rescheduled. (SECY) 

3. AEC 132/168 - Establishment of Division of Waste and Scrap Management 

D:sc us sed ar.d rescheduled. (SECY) 

4. AEC 132/ 167 - Responsibilities of Division of Production 

Approvt::d with revisions. (AGMA) 

5. General Manager's May 19 Note re Reorganization 

The Commissioners' comments will be addressed to staff. (SAGM) 

NOV II 

h· 
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6. Senate Reouested Possible Reduction Cases (See Mr. Abbadessa 1 s 
May 18 Note) 

Staff may proceed. The Chairman suggested any additional comments 
by the Commissioners be addressed to staff. (OC) 

7. AEC 517/26 ~ LRL and LASL: U. C. Faculty Committee (Zinner) Report 
(See also Commissioner Johnson's May 14 Memorandum a:;d Mr. Harris·• 

• .:May 6 l\1emorandum re Resolution of Academic Senate, B~:cke1ey Division, 
University of California) 

Noted. (SECY) 

8. AEC 1096/107 - Proposed Project at NAL 

The Controller 1s draft is approved. (AGMO-OC) 

9. AEC 334/109 - Fire and Safety Facility Requirements: Proposed Letter to 
BOB 

To be rescheduled. Comments may be addressed to staff. (AGMO) 

10. AEC 280/60- Office Space 

Nott.d. (SECY} 

11. Senator Church's Question Regarding Environmental Laboratory Bill 

Staff will discuss with Senator Church's Staff. (AGMO} 

12. Proposc:d Staff Office Move 

To be rescheduled. (AGMA) 

13. Hea; i':lg Examiner's Decision on the Iowa Electric Light and Power Company 
(Dua.ne Arnold Energy Center), Docket No. 50-331 

Mr. Price suggested review by th.e Commissioners and early discussion. 
(SECY} 
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14. Mr. Hennessey's May 12 Memorandum re Hal 0. Anger Patent No. 
3,011,057 

Deferred. (GC) 

PRESENT: 

C0}..1M!SS!ONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
:commissioner Johnson 
Comrnis sioner Thompson 
. Commissioner Larson 

>:<Attendance by Topic (.s) 

W. B. McCool 
Seca·etary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Price 
Mr • Abbadessa 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Vinciguerra~' 
Mr. Henderson* 
Mr. Bauer* 
Mr. Erlewine>.'< 
Mr. Ryan* 

- 3 -

11:30a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Honorable· Robert P. Mayo 
Director 
Bureau of the Budget 

D=ar Mr. Mayo: 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

MAY 2 1 1970 

In accordance with the Govern'Tlent 's policy of collection of user charges,. 
the Atomic Energy Commission placed in effect on October 1, 1968, a 
schedule of fees for licenses to construct and to operate nuclear 
reactors and other production or utilization facilities, ar~d for certain 
licenses authorizing use and posses5ion of atomic energy materials. 

During and subsequent to the developrr.eni; of the fee schedule, we have 
had a number of conversations with the Bur·eau of the Budget staff on the 
license fee subject. In those discussions and in correspondence, the 
BoB has made several requests and suggestions for consideration in future 
revisions of the schedule which were directed toward achieving "full or 
substantial cost recovery" for AEC licensing services. Specifically, the 
P£C v:as requested to (1) reconsider broader coverage of materials 
licenses, (2) review the question of recovering compliance and. inspection 
costs, and (3) study the question of user charges to offset costs of an 
operational program for safeguarding special nuclear material. The 
latte:- point was reiterated in the BoB letter of January 28, 1970, which 
designated safeguards costs ·as a major progr-am issue. An additional 
point made by the Bureau was that the Commission should take steps to 
obtaJn statutory authority to impose power reactor license fees on 
Federal agencies. Such proposed legislation was forwarded to the Congress 
on C~tober 22, 1969. 

In the light of our experience with the fee schedule over the past 
18 rrDnths we have considered the suggestions made by the Bureau, and 
have developed a revised license fee schedule which we anticipate will 
in':::-ease annual revenues from a current level of some $600,000 to over 
$~ million in FY 1971. This schedule would recover the full cost of 
thf regulatory licensing program except for those licenses issued to 
no11profit educational institutions and Federal agencies which are 
currently exempt under Corrrnission regulations, and licenses issued to 
civil d~fense activities and hospitals and physicians authorizing human 
use of byproduct material which we propose to exempt from license fees. 
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Honorable Robert P. Mayo -2-

The fees in the revised-schedule are based on consideration of the costs 
of those licensing services which benefit identifiable licensees. As a 
result of our revie'tt, we continue to believe that health and safety 
inspection and compliance activities primarily benefit the public at 
large, rather than the licensee. This policing part of the Commission's 
regulatory program is considered an essential elerrent in providing for 
the protection of the public health and safety. While the Division of· 
Compliance, in its inspections, is concerned with whether the licensee 
is fulfilling his responsibilities under his license and AEC regulations, 
the division is not involved in the actual processing of the license, 
which is ~he responsibility of the Divisions of Reactor Licensing a~d 
Materials Licensing. The proposed fee schedule which is enclosed 
recovers fully those costs which are related to the health a."'ld safety 
licensing activity of the Commission. These fees would not recover 
costs of corr;:>liance and inspection, rule making, develop::1ent of 
standards, criteria and codes, ano administration of the state relations 
program. The Comnission has deten-:-cned, pursuant to BoB C1.rcular A-25, 
that these latter costs are not "prop~rly chargeable to the activity." 

vle have also considered the Bureau's position, as outlined in meetings· 
with AEC staff, that user charges be imposed on appropriate licensees · 
to offset all or part of the cost-of our program of safeguarding special 
nuclear material. Our experience With this new and evolving ·progra.In is 
that the preponderance of cost is centered in safeguards COJ'l'l)liance and 
inspection activities, with very little of the safeguards costs involved 
in licensing. In addition to the fact that these activities are a.irred 
exclusively at national security and international consid:~rations, and 
hen::e benefit the country at large rather than the licensees involved, 
the Commission feels that the fees necessary to recover these costs 
might well impede the continuing development of· this new program. 

Commissioner Ramey does not agree in principle with full cost recovery 
fer AEC licensing costs, where in his opinion the primary purpose of 
the license is the protection of the health and safety of the public, 
He requested that his views be made known to you. 

Enclosed is a draft notice of proposed rule making. We would appreciate 
your comments on the revised fee schedule at your earliest convenience 
1n order that the additional licensing costs represented in the schedule 
can be recovered by FY 1971. · 

Enclosure: 
Draft Notice of Proposed Rule lYaldng 
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Office), John H. MacMillan (Manager, Contracts), and S. W. Boon (Staff Aide to 
President). Cliff Beck, Milt Shaw, Julie Rubin and other AEC staff also 
attended. Cox coordinated their presentation in which he, Rowand and Mills 
described the status of commitments and principle problem areas in their sale 
of nuclear power reactors and pressure vessels. It is clear that Babcock & 
Wilcox is becoming increasingly involved in the reactor vending business. 
They have now reached the point where, having divested themselves of a number 
of pressure vessel commitments, they are ready to accept new orders for them. 

I attended a luncheon held in connection with the Spring Meeting of the Board 
of Trustees of Educational TV at the University Club. I sat at a table with 
Mrs. Elizabeth Campbell (President), Or. Max Kampelman (Chairman of the 
Board), Mrs. Patricia Harris, Dr. Lee OuBridge, Austin Kiplinger, Or. William 
S. Nelson (retired from Howard University). Among others present were Lloyd 
Elliott (President, George Washington University), Hurst Anderson, Pat Oliver, 
Mrs.· Walker, Mrs. Richman, Ernie Feidler (outgoing representative of the 
National Gallery on the WETA Board), Mrs. Walter E. Washington, and Father 
Daniel E. Power (Georgetown University). Kampelman acted as master of 
ceremonies. He and Mrs. Campell talked briefly and gave status reports. He 
then introduced Lee DuBridge, who made a few remarks concerning his connection 
with Educational TV (in Los Angeles) and the NET Board. Kampelman then 
introduced William McArtor, Manager of WETA, who introduced key staff that 
were present. Father Power introduced Jack White, former President of NET, 
now President of Cooper Union College. White made a very moving talk about 
the situation in the universities and the need to keep concerned about the 
attitudes of the students. I had a good opportunity to talk to Jack and Joan 
White, both before and after the luncheon. 

From 2:40 to 4:20 p.m. I attended a briefing on the Cambodian situation in the 
West Auditorium of the State Department. I sat next to Dwight Ink who urged 
that I get to Flanigan, as soon as possible, th~ letter concerning AEC 
reactions to the proposals of the Ash Council for reorganization. He thinks 
the new Agency for Natural Resources may have some tough sledding in Congress, 
but he believes that the one for the Environment. will probably go through 
because of the current great concern over this. In this connection he feels 
that it may be just as well for the AEC to concede on the issue of the 
transfer of regulatory standards to this new agency since such a step seems 
inevitable in any case. 

The briefing began with the entry of Vice President Spiro Agnew, John 
Ehrlichman, Secretary William Rogers and Secretary Melvin Laird. 

The Vice President opened the meeting with general remarks on the campaign 
commitments of President Nixon and the policy of the Administration. He said 
he became convinced yesterday that we could win a land war in Southeast 
Asia--the President asked him to go over there with his four wood and his 
tennis racket. He said that, unfortunately, we can't rely on the news media 
to present an unbiased picture and that we can't have our policy made on the 
editorial pages or even entirely in Congress. He said this is a most 
important meeting and he has full confidence in the fairness of the people 
conducting the briefing. Then he had to leave and turned the meeting over to 
Ehrlichman. 

Ehrlichman said the Governors have received part of the information that we 
will receive this afternoon; also, we will hear from those who briefed the 
Cabinet recently, so we will get the best of both briefings. He then 
introduced Secretary Rogers. Rogers said he would have to leave soon, but OS 
Assistant Secretary of State Marshall Green would continue on behalf of the 1 



State Department. He said we had inherited the war in Vietnam and the foreign 
policy and other people asking why we are there and why we do not leave show 
ignorance. He said we have security treaties with Thailand, the Philippines, 
South Korea, Japan, etc. and we have a commitment to live up to the treaty 
obligations. Since we couldn't just walk out of the Vietnam situation and we 
couldn't bombard North Vietnam, the President decided on the Vietnamization 
procedures as the only sensible choice. After making that decision, we can't 
just get out. He said when the end of June comes and we get out of Cambodia, 
the suspicion will disappear. The results will show the young people that we 
were right. The young people don't seem to want to concede that the President 
may be right, but they will know this by the end of June. He said all nations 
in the area support the President. The Foreign Minister of Germany made a 
supporting speech after his return to Germany from a visit to Cambodia. He 
said we should support the ?resident. The incursion into Cambodia will 
shorten the war and is entirely consistent with the Vietnamization program, 
which the American people supported by three to one in the polls. 

Rogers then introduced Marshall Green who said he would cover Cambodia's own 
reactions to events in Cambodia in the last five years. The buildup of 
sanctuaries in Cambodia during the last five years was resented and Sihanouk 
was frightened by this. He travelled to a funeral in Hanoi and while there 
seemed to reach some kind of an agreement with the North Vietnamese, but these 
agreements didn't stand. He was on his way to get help from Peking with 
respect to North Vietnam when South Vietnamese leader Lon Nol decided to 
depose him on the basis of ~tatements Sihanouk made that threatened him. 
After Sihanouk's ouster the U.S. made many efforts to negotiate with the North 
Vietnamese and the Viet Corig to find some kind of solution. Any U.N. action 
will probably be mild, merely exhorting the maintenance of Cambodian 
neutrality and sovereignty. He said we supported a French proposal for a 
conference; Soviet Delegate Yakov Malik, however, reversed himself in this and 
decided not to support such a conference. The recent Southeast Asia Communist 
countries oppose our entrance into Cambodia while European reactions are 
mixed. Near East Asia is opposed, Africa is opposed, South America leans 
toward being critical and Canada has mixed reactions. The papers and nations 
in East Asia have been wholly favorable. There are signs that much of the 
unfavorable reaction is beginning to shift. The private reactions of heads of 
government, etc. have been more on the favorable side and this should increase 
as we continue to succeed. This affair is not drawing the Soviet Union and 
China together as the Soviets would like us to believe. There are certain 
beneficial results that need to be noted. There has been a long history of 
enmity between Cambodia and all of Vietnam. Now South Vietnam and Cambodia 
have established relations. Also, for the first time in nine years, Cambodia 
has relations with Thailand and Laos. Also, for the first time in a long 
while, Indonesia is in touch with Cambodia. 

Ehrlichman then introduced Laird, who made the following remarks. In January, 
1969, the new Administration found a plan to turn over responsibility to South 
Vietnam for meeting the Vietcong threat to South Vietnam. But this was 
premature and didn't take into account sufficiently the North Vietnamese. So 
the Administration developed the Vietnamization program in which the U.S. will 
help South Vietnam to become self-sufficient by the summer of 1971. But a 
great proportion of North Vietnam's supplies came through Cambodia. The North 
Vietnamese had plans to attack U.S. forces from these sanctuaries in order to 
cause huge casualties. In order to protect U.S. forces in South Vietnam, to 
help the Vietnamization program, and to speed the date when the U.S. forces 
could withdraw from South Vietnam, it was decided that it would be in the best 
interests of the U.S. to attack the sanctuaries in Cambodia. The success lOg 
should not be judged on the basis of tactical success, but rather on the 



strategic, more rang-range success of the reduced casualties in the last two 
quarters of this year and on our increased ability to withdraw U.S. forces. 
There will be some reverses, but these difficulties will be small compared to 
our strategic succes~es. 

Laird then called on Lieutenant General John Vogt (Director of Operations of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to become Director of Joint Chiefs of Staff in 
August) to brief us on the action in Cambodia. Laird said he had heard this 
excellent briefing about 15 times. Vogt used a large map of South and North 
Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia and Thailand for his briefing. He summarized the 
troops as 100,000 NVA and 140,000 VC (total 240,000) in South Vietnam; 315,000 
NVA in North Vietnam; 67,000 NVA and 47,000 Pathet Lao (total 114,000) in 
Laos; and 40,000 NVA/VC and 4,500 CCI in Cambodia. The NVA brought supplies 
.into Sihanoukville in Cambodia (15,000 tons). Then the enemy began to move 
further into Cambodia and to cut all the routes to the capital. We received 
evidence that the enemy intended to bring Sihanouk back into Cambodia and 
finally put him back in power. He (the enemy) planned to occupy the whole 
length of Cambodia at the Vietnamese border up to Laos. We knew, therefore, 
that this was the time to go into Cambodia to thwart their plans. We knew 
this had to be done with complete secrecy if we were to succeed. We went in 
on April 28 and the operation was an immediate success. The South Vietnamese 
performed exceptionally well. They kicked off on time, proceeded well and 

·gave good air support. The enemy was obviously surprised because there was 
very little booby trapping and enemy mines--he had to leave in a hurry. He 
had no strategic warning, very little tactical warning. 

The President knew it would be sheer dumb luck if.we captured the headquarters 
because these 1,000 or so people can move on a moment•s notice. In the last 
two days we have captured about 100 key headquarters communications people. 
The enemy was caught completely by surprise and has launched no counter 
attacks. We are virtually in control of all the area to the south and the 
west of the Mekong River. W~ can state that our main objectives have been 
achieved. We have captured 10,000 individual weapons, 6,000 other weapons, 
more rockets and mortar rounds than in the last 22 months (six thousand 
attacks worth), and 3, 700 tons of food. The enemy is beginning to hurt. We 
will be out on schedule and will have achieved our objectives. This is a 
major blow to the enemy and has set him back 10 months to a year. This time 
can be used to train South Vietnamese troops. This, of course, has propped up 
the Lon Nol government tremendously. They w~re in their eleventh hour when we 
moved in. Then Sihanouk would have moved back in and we would have been in 
trouble. 

' 
These presentations were followed by a question and answer period. Laird said 
we will definitely be out by June 30; however, there will be continued 
incursions, solely by South Vietnamese, after June 30. Green said we were not 
asked by the Cambodians to come in as this would have impaired their 
neutrality. They are pleased but dare not say so because of the effect on 
their neutrality. We had absolutely nothing to do with Sihanouk•s ouster. 

Vogt said the damage to Cambodian villages has been very light and the same is 
true of South Vietnamese activities in Cambodia. 

Laird summarized by saying the timetable will be met, the program thus far has 
been a tactical success far beyond the expectations of the military (including 
General Abrams who planned the whole action), its strategic success is 
assured, it will lead to a reduction in U.S. casualties next year, and when 
the North Vietnamese realize that Vietnamization is a success, we will begin :Jl:llO 
to make progress in the Paris talks. 



There was then a coffee break to be followed by a briefing on the state of the 
U.S. economy by Paul McCracken (the same briefing given to the Cabinet, etc.) 
but I left at 4:20 p.m. because of a commitment to attend a Commission meeting. 

At 4:30 p.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2418 (action summary 
attached). We discussed the budget preview for FY 1972. 

Attached is Rubin's memorandum of a meeting the other Commissioners and key 
staff had with Alvin Weinberg, Director, ORNL. I did not attend this meeting 
because of the Cambodian briefing. 

I received a letter from Peter Flanigan thanking me on behalf of the President 
for sending him a report on my trip to the Far East. 

Eric, Suki and I hiked in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going along the White House Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the 
Police Headquarters and returning to our starting point. 

Thursday; May 21; 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:30 a.m. I met with Sherman Knapp (President, AIF), Charles Robbins (Vice 
President, AIF) and Ed Wiggin (AIF); Julie Rubin was also present. We 
discussed their interest in the standards for power reactors which have been 
under development by the Regulatory staff for the last four or five years and 
which formed the basis for industry operations for a good part of that time. 
They said there are 56 su~h standards of which industry can agree to 25, but 
would like to negotiate 27~of the others with Regulatory after a couple of 
more months of working on the wording. Four of them they find too 
restrictive, these having to do with absolute assurance against sabotage and 
the introduction of means to prevent systematic non-random concurrent failure 
of redundant elements. 

They also introduced a discussion of the gas centrifuge situation~ indicating 
that Bill Webster of the GAC now feels as they do, and he will talk with 
Howard Vesper to try to convince him of the broader point of view--that the 
time has come for industry to become involved. Another point we discussed was 
the fast breeder program for which Robbins indicated a certain uneasiness but 
couldn't make any spe_cific recommendations. We all agreed that it might be 
impossible to have three prototypes and Robbins wondered whether the three 
vendors couldn't get together on the building of a single prototype. Wiggin 
said he is quite relaxed as, to the time schedule and thinks that a delay of a 
few years wouldn't make any difference. 

At 10:30 a.m. I was interviewed by Bill Stockton, an AP science writer, in the 
presence of Jim Cannon (DPI) and Stan Schneider. This was a reminiscing type 
interview for an article he is doing on the 25th anniversary of Project 
Trinity (July 16, 1945} and what has been accomplished in the intervening 25 
years. 

I had lunch with Berkeley Chancellor Roger Heyns at the Longworth Cafeteria in 
the NSF buildin~. I ran into him accidentally as I was going through the food 
line with Bloom, Schneider and Sakalosky and had lunch with him alone in order 
to give us the opportunity to discuss affairs at Berkeley. We discussed the 
timing of my possible return to Berkeley and the conditions under which I 
would prefer to return, namely as a research professor. We also discussed 
controversy over the University of California acting as contractor for the 
Alamos and Livermore Laboratories and agreed that the Regents would most 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 May 21, 1970 

Approved ____________ _ 
REH 

R. E. Hollingsworth, General Manager Date~·----------------

ACTION SUHNARY OF MEETING 2418, WEDNESDAY, MAY 20. 1970, 4:10 P.M., ROOM 1115, 
D. C. OFFICE 

SECY:FG 

Commission Business 

1. AEC 1325/1 - FY 1972 Budget Preview - Agency Plan; and 
AEC. 1325/2 - Appendix "B" ::o AEC 1325/1 

Approv~d, with revisions. 

Commissioners Ramey and Johnson requested the Commission be kept 
~nformed of developments concerning the test sale of uranium. 

The Chairman requested inclusion of $25 million in the Agency Plan 
for a new heavy ion accelerator (si~e undesignated). 

2. Executive Session 

~. Briefing on Cambodia 
b. Reorganization Studies. 

.. 
_~~.,..· 

_, # 

cc: 
.,7·' 

·< Chairman Seaberg· 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

:' .· ., .. 
( .· 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

(OC) 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UNCL· BY DOf 

NGVU 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

May 20, 1970 
On'ICI: OF TliE CHAIRMAN 

Mr. · Chairman : 

The meeting with Al Weinberg this afternoon lasted 
from about 2:00 p.m. to 3:45 p.m. Present were Weinberg, 
Hollingsl'lOrth, Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson and 
myself. 

Al indicated morale at the laboratory was still OK 
but the present strike was affecting the laboratory as 
well as the production operations. It is helping in the 
budget problem in that they may end up returning money to 
the Commission due to saving during the strike. 

Al discussed the future outlook for the-l; laboratory. 
He pointed out total employment at OR.t'JL as of January 1, 
1968 was 5,369 and as of today was 4,739, a reduction of 
630 people. The AEC budget for ORNL in FY 1970 wns 
$77.9 million whereas in FY 1971 it is $75.9 million .. 
Work for others in both years was about $12.3 million. 

, 1 · Al repeated a previous theme that the central 
u c•.:J pos-i-t-i-on of the AEC in providing a central energy source 

was not complete as yet. In response to questions he 
~mphasized the principal problems with the LMFBR and the 
GCFR were in fuel cycle performance and.economics. He was 
convinced the machine could be made to work mechanically. 
Major unanswered questions remain in large scale 
plutonium recycle. · ., 

Al admitted·1~iquid reactors such as MSR·S'~D;::~--
.unanswered problems and he emphasized the major objective 
was to keep the opportunity open to pursue this route if 
the LMFBR encountered major obstacles. The major problem 
from Al's viewpoint is if you get in trouble can you 
get out of it~ · 

Al noted th6 U.S. was spending $175 million versus 
the U.K.'s $45 million in developing the UffBR. 
Hollings\vorth questioned the U.S. figure and Al promised 
to provide him \vith an explanation. 
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A number. o"f general statements \vere made about Shaw's 
operating techniques but Al admitted he might not be . 
able to do.any better and did not offer any specific 
suggestions. He repeated a previous ·theme that the 
Con~ission would be better off proving the FBR technology 
in a Shippingport type plant and then providing the 
opportunity for industry to use this technology rather 
than Shmv' s approach of having several companies develop 
a parallel competitive capability for an unproven system. 

Toward the end of the discussion general Oak Ridge 
activities ~ere mentioned in support of the materials 
development for the LMFBR, waste disposal activities in 
the salt mines, and controlled thermonuclear work in ~hich 
report~d discussions with Pease of the U.K. confirm 
near feasibility of the tokamak is promising but a 
$1 billion engineering job still remains. · 

Only brief discussion was held on the ORNL 
environment~! laboratory issue although Ramey did ques
tion whether the Commission had approved the submission 
to NSF of the latest 01~\IL proposal. The attached handout 
of ORNL 's past activities in the environmental field ·was 
very briefly noted. 

Attachment 

,· /" 
/<:q~-· 

.·"'" , '. , 
' Julius H. Rubin · 

Special Assistant 
to the Chairman 
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DOLLARS 
(x!Q3) 
5192 

2015 

f808 

ORNL-DWG 6~-13976 

BIOMEDICAL IMPLICATIONS OF INSULTS TO THE BIOSPHERE 

500 

SPRAY POOL 
ABSORPTION 

CONTROLL!NG EFFLUENTS 

PAPER AND 
TtXTILES 

LIOUIO WASTE 

UNDERSTANDING THE ENVIRONMENT 

ENV.IRONMENTAL STUDIES AT OR N L 
$9,015,000 
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likely ignore the faculty protestations on this matter. We also discussed the 
other manifold problems inherent in university administration these days and 
especially the problems that Heyns is facing at Berkeley. 

From 2 to 3 p.m. I met with Philip J. Farley (Acting Director) and Spurgeon 
Keeny (Assistant Director, Science and Technology Bureau) of ACDA in my 
office. They wanted to brief me on the progress and status of the SALT talks 
since the time when I was cut off from involvement last summer. Apparently 
Farley has received permission from the White House to talk to me with this 
objective in mind. He said that the U.S. position at Vienna involves four 
alternate plans, which are labeled A, B, C, and D. Plan A is to freeze the 
number of missiles on each side at the present number (about 1,700 
corresponding to the U.S. number), relying on national means of inspection in 
order to detect violations; the ABM would also be frozen at about the planned 
U.S. safeguard level (that is, about 900 ABM's). Plan B is the same as Plan A 
except that the number of ABM's would be frozen at a level necessary to defend 
only one site in each country, that is, Washington and Moscow (about 100 
ABM's). Plan C would freeze the total number of missiles, allow only ABM's 
for Washington and Moscow, ban the testing, production and dispersal of MIRV's 
and provide for international inspection in order to insure compliance with 
the MIRV ban and prevent the upgrading of SAM's (Surface to Air Missiles) to 
MIRV status. Plan D would provide for a phased reduction of missiles from the 
present level (about 1,700) at a rate of 100 per year, say for seven years, · 
until a bottom of about 1,000 is reached; according to this plan, MIRV'S would 
not be banned and, therefore, there would be no international inspection. 

The.only plans that have been presented in Vienna are Plans C and D~ The 
Soviet position in Vienna is somewhat more general but they have indicated a 
serious interest in the American proposals. Their proposal envisages a freeze 
of missiles at the present level but allows complete interchange by the 
various categories, that is, ICBM's, submarine-based missiles, intermediate 
range missiles, etc. In their discussions of the banning of MIRV's, they do 
not include the banning of MIRV testing, but only the banning of MIRV . 
production and dispersal and this based on national inspection verification 
procedures. Farley indicated that President Nixon doesn't rule out the 
possibility of a complete ban on ABM's. 

Farley and Keeny told me that the U.S. position has evolved since last summer 
during a very complicated series of meetings, which eventually evolved into a 
decision-making mechanism in a so-called verification panel which took on 
broader responsibilities. This panel consisted of Kissinger as chairman, with 
Dave Packard, Elliot Richardson, Gerard Smith, Dick Helms, and General Allison 
as the members. There were sub-panels chaired by such people as Lynn of NSC. 
DuBridge has not been involved and has not been brought into the discussions, 
even to this date, as the result of instructions from Kissinger; thus, he has 
not even had the briefing that I received this afternoon. We discussed the 
reason for the exclusion of DuBridge and it seems to involve the desire to 
keep scientists like him, members of PSAC, etc. out of the process of evolving 
the policy. It isn't clear why I was kept out other than to keep to a minimum 
the numbers who have this sensitive information. Members of the leadership in 
Congress and the leadership of the relevant Congressional committees, 
including the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, have recently been briefed. 

We also discussed the work at Los Alamos which is being done to detect MIRV's, 
etc at launching sites in order to assure compliance with any agreement. It 
appears that interrogation wi~h gamma rays to induce fission, and to allow 
concurrent radiography, offers the best scientific detection method for 116 
fissionable material_. I urged them to allow the Los Alamos people maximum 



involvement here in order that they could be most effective and most 
cooperative. I thanked them for taking the trouble to brief me, and they said 
they would continue to keep me informed. 

I received a copy of a letter that Alexis Johnson wrote to William Anders 
(Executive Secretary, Space Council) (copy attached) advising him that the 
provisions of the draft document ••Nuclear Safety Review and Approval 
Procedures for Minor Radioactive Sources in Space Operations .. are acceptable 
to the State Department. 

Helen and I attended the spring reception and dinner for the National Science 
Board of the National Science Foundation at the National Academy of Sciences. 
The reception was held outdoors in front of the building. We sat at a table 
with Dr. and Mrs. Piore, Dr. Stever, Dr. and Mrs. Levin, Miss McCarn, Clancey 
Ohlke, Mr. and Mrs. Ryer and Dr. Wilson. After the dinner Phil Handler and 
Bill McElroy spoke briefly. Dr. Piore made a presentation of a picture of 
Alan Waterman to Mrs. Waterman. Dr. Bronk announced the naming of a mountain 
range in the Antarctic after Lee DuBridge and Tom Jones announced the naming 
of a mountain range in the Antarctic after Phil Handler. 

Friday, May 22, 1970 - D.C. -New York City 

At 10:40 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1029 (notes attached). In 
executive session we discussed the letter to Flanigan commenting on the 
reorganization suggested by the Ash Council (copy attached). Also in 
executive session, we continued the discussion of May 20 on the establishment 
of the Office of Environmental Affairs and a parallel office under the Office 
of Regulation which Commissioner Thompson had opposed. He agreed that with 
the establishment of the three-Commissioner group, consisting of him, Ramey 
and Larson, to oversee these offices he would now agree, so the decision was 
unanimous. Thompson; however, wanted postponement of the decision concerning 
the establishment of a Division of Waste and Scrap Management. We also 
discussed the question of bringing industry into the gas centrifuge process 
development program, using as a basis a memo prepared by Johnson and Larson 
which I had requested at a previous meeting~ It was agreed that staff would 
develop this further and identify some related policy questions after which 
the issue would come back to the Commission for final determination. 

At 11:05 a.m. I called Bob Silva at ORNL in reply to his letter asking for my 
comments, especially on the title, on his element 104 paper, 11 First Chemical 
Separation of Rutherfordium... I told him that my off-the-cuff feeling is that 
he ought to take the word 11 first 11 out of the title and work into the text that 
it is the first in his opinion. I said it might be a little unbecoming and 
could subject him to criticism if he ignored completely any kind of reference 
to Zvara•s work. I also suggested he make reference to the Soviet work on 
element 104. 

l had lunch with Lynne at the Black Tahiti Cafeteria and then we took a walk 
around Farragut Square. 

From 2:10 to 3 p.m. I presided over a meeting with Eugene Schubert (Vice 
President, Nuclear Energy Division) and Tom Clark (Manager, Washington, D.C. 
Region) of General Electric. Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson and 
Larson, Hollingsworth and Rubin were also present. Schubert gave a summary of 
the cost of a 340 MWe fast breeder prototype. He said the price of $400 
million is a turnkey price estimated so that G.E. couldn•t possibly lose 
money, because the management would not stand for another instance in which 117 



Dear Bill: 

OEPARTM ENT OF STATE 

WASHINGTON 

May 20, 1970 

The provisions of the draft document "Nuclear 
__ Safety Revie1:v and Approval Procedures for Ninor 

Radioact·i ve Sources in Space Operations,"· fon.;arded 
with youi }furch 19, 1970, memorandum to the Secretary, 
and revised by the Ad Hoc C0mmittee on April 6, 1970, 
are acceptable to the State D~partment. 

The recent ne\vS media attention to the use of 
the SNAP-27 nuclear poHer supply on Apollo 13 and 
~ts reentry into the Pacific Ocean, evidences con
siderable public and international sensitivity to 
space applications of nuclear materials. The State 
Department shares this concern, particularly in view 
of the much larger nuclear pmver supplies and pro
pulsion systems now in the planning stages. 

We recognize that these larger nuclear devices 
will not be used in space for several years. Still, 
we believe that early attention should be given to 
.safet~ considerations and approval procedures in 
order to influence design and development decisions 
to be made over the next fe1:v years. The Ad Hoc 
Committee formed to dev.elop the plan for minor radio
active sources would be _an appropriate group to make 
an initial survey of the situation regarding such 
aspects of the larger nuclear devices. 

Hr. William Anders, 
Exe~utive Secretary, 

National Aeron.:luti·cs and 
Space Council, 

u. 

tvashington, D. C. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMIS~ION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

INFORMATION MEETING 1029 

COPY NO. 3 
May 22, 1970 

10:40 a.m., Ftiday, May 22, !970, Chainnan's Conference Room~ D. C. 

1. Federal Council on Scienc·~ and Technology Meeting, Tuesday, May 26, 1970 

Commissioner Thompson will consider attending. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

2. Reorganization Study 

The draft letter is approved with revisions for signature today. The 
Chairman noted the sensitivity of this item. (Rubin-OC-SECY) 

3. Mr. Price's May 21 Memorandum reProposed Reply to Congressman· 
Fraser's Letter Regarding Part 20 and Part 50 Amendments 

Approved subject to review with the Commission Environmental Group. 
(~~RA-SECY) 

4. Mr. Price's May 21 Memorandum re Implementation of New Interim 
Guidelines from Council on Environmental Quality ,.. Preparation of 
Detailed Statement 

Approved subject to review with the Commission Environmental Group. 
{ADRA-SECY) 
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5. AEC 132/169 - Establishment of Office of Environrnental Affairs; and, 
Commissioner Thompson's May 15 Memorandum re EnvironmcntCJ.l 
Organization 

Approved. The relationship to the Commission Environmental Group 
is noted. (AGMA-ADRA-SECY) 

6. AEC 132/168 - Establishment of Division of Waste and Scrap 
Management 

Deferred. (SECY) 

7. Commissioners' Executive Session, 9:30a.m., June 17, 1CJ70, Dolly 
Madison House Conference Room, .15Zt') H Street 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

8. AEC 610/212- Gas Centrifuge Technology (See also Commissioner 
Johnson and Cornmissioner Larson's 11ay 21 Iv1etnorandutn re Gas 
Centrifuge Process Development Plan) 

Discussed and referred to staff with requests. To be rescheduled. 
(AGMP&P-SECY) 

9. NTS Events (See General Giller's May 20 Memorandum) 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

10. Agenda for the Weeks of May 25, June 1, 8 and 15, 1970 

Approved. The format for the May 27 meeting with the SINB is noted. 
(~~ECY) 

11. AEC 532/93 - Press Inquiries on KMS Matter 

Expedited staff review is reauested. (GC) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

.12:20 p.m. 

- 2 -
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Honorable P~tar M. Fl~nigan 
Assistant to tea President 
The t-:hite Houze 

Daar Peter: 

MAY 22 1970 

Supple~entinz our rreetinz of l~y 7 concernin~ certain reor~3niz~tion 
pro?osal:1 prescntly b~.d.n3 consicered, q fello~1 Co~~!.•ission2rs a~cl I 
believe it ui3ht be beneficial for you to have our ~-ritten vie,.:s on 
this i~portant qu~stio~. 

The C~iDsioners fully sup?ort the President's effort to Dir.~lify 
the orzanizution of zovern::-ent, and particularly in!Jofar es l·Je arc 
concerned to brin:; into !~roved focus the ::a-:1y aci:ivitie:l that C!:;:"e 
related to Em.riron::~ntnl Quality and Energy Research a-:1d Davelop~::nt. 
l~e are p.:1rtic':Jlarly irpressed \1ith the necessity to ass~re orsaniz~
tional patte4ns \-:hich \1111 be effective a:1d e.co!'lor~ical in in::;~ring 
thot specific concrete objective!: be for:::ulated ar!d carried out -
not r:erely to tl:e p~per stc~e ·but to th~ h::!:rc";-:are st.::~e· •• so a.s to 
have ~nxi~um irpact on our eco-:1o~y ~nd qunlity of life as soon as 
possible. A3 not eel in ou-r conclusion belo~;, hcr.1cver, it is our 
earnest and consicl.ercd juc!;:;::~nt that the pro?OJed reorganization. 

.:would not effectively or econo::.1ically acco:-.plish tl~e purposes 
intencled. 

I ~ attaching cor.~e~ts· and an ev~luation of these proposals for 
reorzanizaticn, t0;3t!ther l-:ith a su.-:=1ary of the r.ore ~d>staativ~ 
issues• I would like to li:nit this letter to a fe\·1 key salient 
points. 

The Pro-,os;tls 

As ~e understand the reor3~~izction under co~sicler~tion, one pro
pos.:ll t.;ould tra~1sfcr the Divi~io:1 of rWldiatio.:l Protcct1.on EtandarC::s 
in. our Rc~ulatory orz;c.!liZ::!tio!'l and th-e e::rJiron~ental -rescarch-.:lctivi· 
tie3 in our Divinion of tiolo~y .:lt!d !~edicinc to a n~.,_7_ osency respoa
sible for enviro:1:::ental qu.:1lity. The seco~d propo~al t:ould establbh 
a Dcpart!::ent of ~:~tural Rt!:lOurcc3 and uould require the trel:l-'>fer fro:·: 
the Ato:-:oic !:n~r~y C'.:l:::=lisaion of tha follo:1in3 activities -- tl:a !'.::.>-' 
Hateri.Jb Division, the ura:1iu:-:1 e:-.rich: .e::lt func·tioa. the Plc~i::ih.lre . 
Pro3ra;~. tb:! Pat:er Reactor Dcvclor>r.:ent Pro_3ra:n (cxch.J:;iv~ of 1:a·-1.:1l 
Re.actor.::> a.:1d Sp.:1c~). the Control bd T.-::.;r-..:o:1u.:lc<lr r'ro3r~:.1, tha 

su:::. :f:::~::··~~t:~::~~~j:'::··~~~.::~~:_: __ -::::'::"~':=:~::~~·:::~:~:::=·~~:::~:~· _::::::::~~::::: 
--p~ 't~. .... ~~···· ·-·-·--·--------·-·-- ..... ········--··-···----· .. ···-··· ···-·--···--··-·· ·--·-·---·--·----··-··-·-· ·----~== 

. _. -~-· .. --· ·~· _ ··- ... ---~----~ •t.•. "::"::·'!':"-"'tttu•.•:.,..-.'!'l .. , •• .,.tt\.~.,":' ... ,•~. •tr.!' • ., ....... ,,.~_,...,. 
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Honorable Peter M. Flanigan - 2 - MAY 2 2 1970 

Conclusion 

After an in-depth and objective evaluation of these proposals from 
the point of vie"W of the overall Federal governr:ent, as ~·;ell as the 
individual agencies involved, it is our earnest and considered 
judgn:ent that the proposed reorganization \orould not effectively or 
econof!lically acccr::plish the purposes intended. Of paraz:Jount it:'por
tance ia that there cioej not seem to be a full understanding of the 
fact that the pro~r~: .. ~atic activitie~ of the AEC are accomplished 
in a unique gov~r:1:::entnl•industrial-university e:nviron::.ent v;:.:cre 
the effective and ccono~ical acco~?li~hrr.ent of a:1y sinJlc ~ajar pro
gr&-:.1 objective i:r.J'olves the participation, and the interdepcnd-2nce 
an•l in:erdi~ciplinary ca;.ability of nu=:~rous individual or3ai:1izational 
entitic.;. The pro?osalG e1:so seem to stec fro;:1 the erroneou.~ assu~:?• 
tion that the prc-,,sr:!~~ selected for tr~n:>fer involve self-suffici.ent 
or self-contained units. \Je arc convinced th<lt the proposed trcn.sfers 
could not be acco~plished without a sicnificant duplication of ca~a· 
bilities ~.;ithin the three n~~ncies, diluted and conflictin3 nreas of 
responsibilities, and nn inordinate ad~inistrative ~o:~load associ• 
ated t-lith the neeJ for coordin<ltion ~.on:; the a3encies -- all 
resulting, ~ost i~portantly, in a delcteriou~ly recluced capability 
to acco.:1plish pro3rcl'!l objectives of nation.al it;-,port<lnce. 

Accordin3ly, frc:-Il the point of viEm of the overall Fed~ral govcr::n~ent 
operation, we believe th.at it is inevitable that the prO?OJed re
organization l1~uld result in --

1. r.:ore co!:itly operations for the trcmsfcrrcd activitic!>; 

2. less effective r.ana3e=~nt over the Clctivities; 

3. reduced efficiency in the conduct of th~ activities; 
and 

4. si~nific~~t delays, or non-accocplisl~.ent, in essential 
progra•~stic objcctive3. 

In essence, the tr~nsfer of selected pro;ra~s frc~ an organiz~tion 
possessin3 and rclyin3 on an intcrder-znd~rice and interdisciplinary 
capab-ility into tt;o new a<:;~ncies operc:tin3 unc!~r c:.arl-:edly differe:1t 
U!.:tn.:l62::ent processes could only result in the c:d:;tencc of three 
azencias tr..lt ~~ould hc"la to coordinate its effort:> and pro~r~::\3. 
'l'h~ nr"r;t·:.c"1l eff~ct u::lll.<i h~ th'CI!C i"!C".7 ot"•".:".-~i~."1t{o:1S t~."1t ~n-:.1ld be 

. ,_ 
~1;:!~::.er, iP~Jlv!~!t::.l1.•J ~i!:l in toi:~l. t~~n th~ 0-:1~ r.t:t":l:11 t)!""<'-:1i.7:-.ttio:l 

tl~.:tt ~:~:~t:: to•.!.·~y. 

w~~~ :.. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::=~:~::::~=~::~:::::::::: :~:::::::::::::::~~:~: ::::::::::::::····------ --------
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llonorable P~ter M. Flanigan - 3 - MAY 2 2 1970 

Illu5trative Exn~ol~s 

In an effort to delineate more clearly the value ot ~n interdepen
dence and i~terdisciplinary cap11bility and the penaltie3 associated 
vith dest1.·oyin~ this ca?ability, tfe would lil~ to cite t,.;o e:.:e~ples, 
one prozra.~atic and the other a n:1tional laboratory. These arc not 
isolated e:c~r:ples since this organizatio:1al concept pen-::eates the 
entire ~C pro~ra~ and 13 the keystone of its success. 

The activities conducted by the AEC under its Division of N.:~.val 
Reactors, 't.ihich is alrea~y a tt:o-h:aadad or~anization involvinz the 
Uavy, includes ba!iically t~·:o pro3rar.:s -- th:a Civilian Poi:~r Prozr.:m 
(a significant effort in breed<!'~: re.:1ctor technolo::;y) a:.1d the N.:1val 
Propulsio:1 Progrr-:t. Th:ase t\·:o prc3ra:r.s are conducted, L1 rrajor p.lrt, 
at Covern:::ant·o~·T:led facilities operated by l:cstin~house at :Bettis, 
Pen~sylvcnia, and General Electric at Knolls, r!etv York. These t~·~o 
contractor3 conduct ~•ork on both tl~c Civilian Povcr Progra::u and the 
Naval Propulsion Pro.;ra:n, and r.1ore i:.oportcnt ly. such \,•ork is accora
plished in a hi:hly intc~rated ~anncr. In .£act, .the Civilia:1 P·=:7er 
\!ork beinz co:.1ducted is a direct out:rowth· of earlier and continuing 
work on Naval Propulsion. There is no practical ~1~y to se.:r::ant the 
work conducted a:: these t~·;o locations bett.;ccn these two pro.3ra,=:s 
without substantially increa!led co:Jts, r;~ore co:.:ple~: n:annze,~~nt and 
administrativ~ effort, ~ultiplc and possibly con£lictin3 sup~rvision 
by at lecst tuo Covcrn;-:-2:\t azencies, a:1d a diluted capability to 
acc~~lish prc3r~~~atic objectives. Under the proposed reor3eniz.:1-

. tion, the Civilian Fo·oiler Prozra::1 vould be transferred to a nc\1 a,3~ncy 
. and the Naval Propubion Pro..:;ra::t ~·:ould rc:::ain 'dth tl:e Ato::·!ic En:;rr;y 

Co-::r.1isnion. t:e t:lust reeoph~:Ji~e this proyoscd rcorz.nni?..:lticn can 
only rc3ult in reduced econo~y. cffectivene~~. and efficie~cy. A~ 
previously stated, this e:-:.:1:..--:ple is illustrative C':1ly, but i!l typical 
of the entire A::C pro3ram. The results noted Clbovc, to vat"ying 
degre~3, would be involved in all of the .\SC functio:1.;: th.:1t are 
proposed for transfer. 

Under the proposed rcorzani~o.tion, the Pacific ~·;orth~:.~st Laoorntory 
'-"Ould be tran:oferred to 3 ne~-1 c3cmcy for en~rzy rcsout"ces. It is 
true, as with all of our r.·.ultipurpose National ~~orntorie3, tho.t 

... this .~&lboratory does w~rk on our Po-;:ar r-eactor ~evclopli'<!:lt Pro::;ra~ . 
which is bain3 propoJed for trnn;Jfcr. The labor~tory, ho\Jav~r, al.:>o 
has sisnifico.nt efforea in the Special ~7uclcnr l!atct·inls Pro:;ra!:l, 
tbc t.~an-,~n:Jo ?ro~r~~il, the Physical :to~c.:1rch ?ro:rao, and the I~otcpes 
Davelop~:.cnt Prc~ra:+. Further, prob.l~ly it.:; r.:ost oi:;nifica:1t co.pn• 
bility a:1d effort is in the Diolozy and !·~·:!dicbe Frozr.:=t l-J~1ich is 
earn:ar~ed for tran!lfer to yet a diffel:ent nc>J a3ency. In .1dclition, 
the Pacific !!ort~n:o:l$ t L:!:,or.:ltory, 3.'> r::·:l:: t of our r.oul ti!'urpo:.e 
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laboratories, do~s a sr.:all a:-.:ount of rcidmrsable wori:; for other 
Covern~nt a3~ncics. !n vic~ of thc3e fact~, it seems crystal clear 
that the tran:>fcr of this org<1niz.1tio~lal entity to a new a.";ency 
would be. at be::t, cor,~eHhat i!!:practic.lble. and certainly ,;ould 
result in reduced ec-ono:-.y, effectiveness. and efficiency. A point 
of r.~ajor concern h that Ui.'lder the propo.>ed reorzant:ation the 
Pacific North?Je~t Lebor:1tory 1 s ~ajor efforts ,.;ould probably con
tinue t~ be on AEC·directed activitic~. its power reactor effort 
would be directed by the r.e,·7 C!!.er3y a;jency to uhic!'l it \·muld be 
transferred, and it~ siznificant effort on biolozy and ~cidicir.e 
work would ba dir~.cted by the ne~~ environ::::ental agency. 

Selected Ren~ons fo!' Our Co!!.clusion 

We would like to idantify S01:.a scl~ctcd reasons ":by He believe th<-:.t 
these reorganization proposals, if ic:pla:r.entcd, '\o:ould h.ave a dele
terious effec~ on tha Federal gov~rnment'G eiforts to solve tha 
enarzy proble;:!:J er.~stin:; in the country today, as '\or.a 11 as the othel': 
import.:mt ato:dc ener.;y prdzr~J.:iS that \·;ould re~ain with the A~C. · 

1. All Ato~ic En~rgy Co~ssion rcacto~ dev~lo?cent pro• 
gra~s are heavily interdcpan~ent. }~\ny s!3nificant 
contributions to the nuclear po~·1er reactor prOJt"<lr:!, 
which is car~arkad for tr~nsfcr, ere obt~incd fro~ 
the phy3ical reec<!rch prozrl'.l:l, the n.::val recctors 
progr~~, tha biolo~r. and ~adicina prozra~, ~•d the 
AEC National Leborato4ie3. 

2. !-!uch of the effort carried out in th~ biolo3)' :md n:adi 
cine pro3r&:n in the cnviron~:.cntal field is in direct 
support ~nd is an e3sential part of o~r ~~~9on~ test 
prozra:'!t. It is clear th.:lt if thi~ function is tr<:mJ· 
ferred it would ba eszential for A:C to cl.'.!?lic::.l:c 
much of the e:dstin:; c~pability in order to cor:tinue 
the effective conduct of the weapons test pro3ra~3. 

I. 

3. A simil~r situation prev3il~ in the propo~al to trc~s
fer tha Division of ~~diation Protection St~~~ard~ to 
a neu a~ency. Ti1e prir.:ary activity of this Division 
is to tran3lata ove4all Federal policy, stand~rds, and 
guid~lines into dafinitiva licansir.3 ~nd re~ul~tory 
requirc~lnts a,plic~~le to the d~~i3n ~nd opsration 
of ,42c lican~ed fc:cilit 1~~, c1uij)::.a::.t, n~d pro:!ucts. 
If th~ entire divi3io~, includin3 this ~ctivity, ia 
trCln..:fcrrad a:; prop~:;ed, it ,,;:,ulcl be nac~;;;s.:ry for the 
AEC to ct.t:)lic::.::c thi~ c~.p:1~ility in crJ~r to a:.!:Jlni~tcr 
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4. t11e proposed transfer of the functions fro~ the Atomic 
En~rzy Co:":U:1ission vould c~use e:ttrec:o disruption, 
increased co3ts,·and reduced effectiveness ·for the 
follo't~i.n3 reasons: 

• 

s. 

a. The Co:::1iGsion' s \.--orl~ is p-~rforr.~ed by contr~ctors 
with over 1'.)0,000 c;::~loyces. AEC cr.:ployces, nu.-n
berin3 only about 7, ceo acklinister these contractor
perfonr:ed activities. 

b. Practic31ly all of tha Co:noission sites bave.sin:;le 
co~tractord ~nd e~ch contractor or l~~or~tory gen• 
erally pcrfor~~ work in several difZcrent pro3rens. 
If the pro:>o.Jed re\lr0a:1izations are i~·?le:-j2••ted, 
the direction of thone con:r~ctors' York by another 
agency or asencies w-ould t:ea.··u 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

H~nase:ncnt cH.fficult:ies, aincc t\-70 or ~ore 
azencics vould be su~ervisln3 each co~tr~ctor. 

Splittin~ the l-torl~ of n contr~ctor into t"tvo 
or core centers of re:Jpcnsibility which t;ould, 
at a ci1.1i:r.u!>1, require tna allocation of &:up
port per~onn~l ~~d f~eilit1e3, and/or the 
eotabli!>h~nt of lA.:ldlcrd-tcn!l.nt relat iot'\ .. 
ships bet\.i~Ci.l contractors. Thi3 ,;ould not 
only crc.:~.te a~ditional administrative problci.ls 
but '\.•ould si:;;nific~ntly incrcn~e the co3t of 
operations. 

Fuudin~ by the Conzre~s ~ould also bcco~e more 
COt!:pliceted becnu;1e three diff~rci"lt a~encies 
would be responaible for obt~init'3 fund~ 
affectins the indivi~ual facilities and sitca. 

~ 

The technie31 c.:2.p.:2.bility of the individtJal 
contr.!ctors to nceocpliJh procu1:-.·~atic o:,jcc
tivcs \.JO:Jld be ses:.:•cnted and le;,:s effective. 

The pro3ram of intcrn~ttonal cooperation in the pc3cc• 
ful uses of ato~ic c:cr~y, ad~ini~tered by the Co:~ission, 
bas ~ade and is co71.tinui:-3 to ~.l!~e i::-.r>rc:laive cor1:ribu• 
tiC?n.3 to ft.:::~ric~n forcl:;n p~licy and foreii;ll trnr.!a 
objectives. It hll3 been lc:.:-c~ly :;ucec:.oful in liu-:itin3 
the prolifcr~tio':l of n:1clc.u- vc:.!ponll, and ha:3 rc!>ulted 
in foreizn s3lC'!l llnd cc:-tt.ract~ for tha future sup:>lY of 
nuele.:u- t:.:l~eri~b to d.lte of $1.5 b~llio~1 ulth a fc:.r 
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greater potential .in the future. The saluta_~ effect 
and pot~~tial effect of this effort on this country's 
steadily ~orse~ing bal~~ce of trccla is cno~ous, and 
it Ghould n-:>t be jeopardized either by the lessenin3 
of our cap~bility to effectively continue this effort 
or by any action that ";culd uneerminc the forei:;n 
countries' confidence in such capability. Tha l:ey to 
the success of thi3 pro:;-:c.11 has beai.l a carefully inte
grated a='pronch \Jhich r,~al-.~s full usc of our levara3e 
in ofierin3 U. s. essistance a~d cooperation to· azhieva 
such difficult objectiv~:J as the acccpta~ca of the lion
Prolif<:r~tio-.1 Tr~aty e.n.d the cainten.4nc~ of c~f~ctive 
international safeguard~. This intesr~tad approach, 
anc.l the succe!ls \Jhich it 't.~s brou;s!lt, l;.,uld be c:~trct::ely 

difficult to c:lintain, if po.:t!liblc et all, if t~;.., l~ey 

compon~nts of th~ eoo?crative pro3r~s -- ur&,iu~ 
enrich::-~nt C!.lld reactor c!evelopr.:~nt -- l:ore ccpa~uted 
fro~ the Co~~is~ion's rc~ponsibility for the 3encral 
ad~inistration of the international ato~c en~r:y 
prozram. 

6. · l-lith rczard to the proposed transfer of the urc.nium 
enricb;~nt pro:;ra;:t, \:a ~criously qt.t;!Stion the efficacy 
of transferrin~ thi3 function at this ti::e. As you 
are a~7.7lt'e, the AcbinistrCJ.tion has c!ir(;:ctcd the Atomic 
Eac;!rgy Cc~ .. '!lission to operntc this funct:ton in a n!ann~r 
as clo~e as pos~ible to n cor:-.rr.srcial cntcrpri!;c ,;ith 
a vie'i·7 to~·7~rcl:J the evcntu:ll transfer of this fu::ction 
to private industry. A tran:..fer to ~nother e.::;cncy at 
this tice uould i~pede rather th~n accelerate such a 
transfer bec~use of the zre~tcr difficulty a ne·.1 c:~e~cy 
yould have in updatin3 C:o:-:·~stie and forei~n dc:::.::.nds for 
separative 't-:or!~, evah!atin3 cbanz~s i:1 tcchnolozy, 
coordinatin3 p~1er plant coustruction ~chaclules, ar.d 
various other fact~rs influ~ncin3 the r.~arketinz function. 

Possible Altcrn~ttvcs 

~C! believe that the Ad!:linistr.ation mizht l-lish to con!:lider the utiliza
tion of th'3 Cou:1cil on Environ.:::cntal Quality as the eoorJinatin~ 
or3anizction of the environr.•ant.:1l pro~r~::.:s bcin; carried on by the 
v~rious Fed~ral a::;cncbs r<lther than to tr<ln~fcr e.:.ch Dz;cncy's activity 
into a sb.:;l~ o1·~a~1iZC1tion v!.th :lo:r.c result~nt C:t~~lic.:Ition. f·=>r c::.::.::.:;>le, 
the trunsf~r of tl:::l niolo::;y ancl }!~clicine ?ro3rc,i1 \7ill not le::::::cn th~ 
need for the Atc::1ic Enorzy Coi:":!:.1is.::ion to r:-~intain so::·.e c:1pc.bility a."ld 
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the scientific disciplines required to n~2et its rc~ainin.:; prc.;~o.m 
responsibilities. In other \Oords, the. rcu.ainder of t~~c Atomic t:ncrgy 
co~~issiou ~ould Gtill be involvod in cnviro~~nt~l· problcm3. The 
S&!e situatio:l is true in the re~ctor products pro;:;rar:1, the sp.:;.ce 
prozra::t, the v.:tste rJa."lCISenent prograrJ, and, of course, the P..e:;ulatory 
function. 

Si~ilarly, considoration rni3ht be ~iven to establishi~3 a Council on 
Energy l·:C:ttcrs to coordinute all such pro3ra!".S bcir:::; cnrr:!.cd on by 
the various ag=ncies of the Fece~:al Govc~n::-ent. Convcr3ely, consid• 
erutio:t r.ii:;ht be eiven to utilizins tha strong e:d=ting capabilitic5 
'1ithin t!:c .:\tom:!.c I:nerzy Co~.::uiGsion to develop, ad!~inL>tcr, and tanage 
the rc:;ca::-ch and dcvclop::.;ent pro1rams for all sources l.,£ energy. 

In ccnclus ion, tl-:.e Atomic Enercy Co;::.:Jiss ion is an a:;ency that hcs many 
co:::plex and varied r:1issions. As v~ h.;~·;e tried to c:'::?hasize, these 
~issions are not conducted by independanti sel£-sufficia~t orzc~iza
tional entitle~ -- there is en essential interrelctionshi? as ''ell as 
an intcrd-.:!pcndenca a=on.:; tha Co:::-:-:ission 1 s "·nriou:; pro.;rc::-.:1. Als(.), 
the Ato:-1ic En~r~y Coc::!lisn ioil pro;::rnns such . .:lS ue s.po~1::; product ion, 
central ct~tio~ n~clcar power, ncval prcpul~ion ranctors, and biolo3y 
and ::t~dicinc reac.:lrch h.:1va been hi3hly r.ucc~ssful. A3<lin, tJa cannot 
overc:::phasi?.~ tha:: the si~::ificn~'l.t acco:-?lish~:ents o!:>t~incd from the 
agency's pro:;rc::!3 durin3 t:-:~ la~t t"t-1cnty years ~re attributable to 
the interJ~pcnde~c~ and intcruisciplin~4Y cc~a~ility of our various 
organizatio:tal entitica, includin;:; the indu.:>trinl contrcctors, uni-
_vcrsitias, and National L.:1ooratories. 

S!lould you d-asit·e any additional inforr.:.:ttion or uich to discuss .this 
r.~ttcr further with us, \-Te· shall oc pleased to do 30 at your carlic~t 
convenience. 

cc: Chairman (2) 
Com. Ramey 
Com. Johnson 
Com. Thompson 
Com. Larson 
General Hanager 
W. B. HcCool, Secy (2) 
Contr61ler (file) 
Dir. of Reguletion 

Cordially, 

Chairma-n 
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Summary of AEC Comments on Proposed Reorganization 

1. The proposal fails to recognize the integrated capability existing in 
AEC and the importance of the existing close relationship and inter~ 
dependence among the different parts of the organization. The proposal 
also ignores the tact that this has been the key to the Atomic Energy 
Commission's success. 

2. Tbe transfer of power reactor development would constitute a most serious 
setback to UJ.e future of nuclear power industry. All AtOJLic Energy Commission 
reactor development programs are heavily interdependent. Essential research 
and development facilities are located through the Atomic Energy Commission 
complex and could not function as effectively Without the broad base 
support which these faeill ties receive and share vi th other Atomic Energy 
Commission programs. 

3· 'l'he proposals fail to recognize that the Atomic Energy Commisaion has 
evolved a unique and highly· successtU.l form of management-through-contract 
ot a complex of interrelated Government-owned facilities plus large-scale 
reliance on the personnel resources and facilities of industry and universi
ties. All program segments of the Atomic Energy Commission are heavily 
dependent upon the existence .of this il:1f'rastructure. 'l'he same contractors 
and the same research facilities serve multiple atomic energy programs and 
seldom can be exclusively' assigned to a single program. 

~. The proposed transfer of the Division of Radiation Protection Standards 
reflects a possible misunderstanding of the purpose and function of 
this DiVision which essential.l.y is to translate overall federal policy, 
standArds, and guidelines (i.e., developed by FRC) into definitive 
regul.atory requirements applicable to the design and operation of AEC 
licensed facilities I equipment and products. Its transfer would require 
the Ccmmission to duplicate this capability in order to discharge its 
licensing and regulatory responsibilities. 

S.' 'l'he proposed reorganization would seriously jeopardize the effective 
utilization of the unique scientific capabilities and facilities in 
ex:1£tence at the Atomic Energy Commission National Laboratories. ' 

6. 'l'he successtul implementation of the Atoms for Peace Program which is 
carr1 ed out by our International Affairs Program, vould be materia.l.ly 
weakened by the proposed reorganization. 

1. In Vi.ev of the Administration decision to reorganize Vithin the Atomic 
Energy Commission to operate the uranium enrichment program as closely 
as possible as & commercial enterprise with & view towards eventual sale, 
it is believed to transfer this fUnction from the Atomic Energy Commission 

. at this time would illlpede the eventu&l sale to industr:r. · 

8. It is believed that the Nation • s problems on energy ~quirements and 
e1'\Y'i.ronment could be resolved tar more expeditiously and economical.ly 
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by retention and throUgh more effective utilization of a compact 
efficient organization such as the Atomic Energy Commission rather 
than restructuring the present organization int9 tvo additional units, 
both of which would be weaker in total. In fact, if the Administration 
vere to so desire the existing Atomic Energy Commission organization 
and facilities could be readily adapted to the development, administration 
and management ot research and development programs tor other sources 
ot energy. 'It is believed that this type ot. a reorganization could be 
accomplished with less cost, less dilution ot capabilities, more 
effective use ot facilities and might represent the most effective 
solution in resolving this country's problems on energy and environment. 

9· Consideration might be given to having the enVironmental actiVities ot 
a.li. Federal agencies coordinated by the Council on EnVironmental QuaU ty. 
Sim1larl.y, consideration could be given to establishing a Council on 
Energy Matters that would be responsibl.e tor the coordination ot al.l. the 
work ot the Federal agencies invol.ved in energy matters. 

10. The proposed reorganization voul.d result in the creation ot three agencies 
(2 new ones and a mw:b umaller Atomic Energy Coum1&s1on). Such o. 11tep 
vo~d substantially increase management and administra.ti ve problems 
both in controlling the contractors doing the vork and in obtaining the 
tunds tram the Congress to carry out the programs and would eventu.a.l.ly 
increase the cost to the govercment ot . ca.rrying out the same programs. 
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EFFECTS OF PROPOSED TRANSFER OF FUHCTIONS FROl-1 A.T!:C 

~e Atoiilic Energy Commission is widely recognized as a Federal agency which has 
been successful in carrying out its assigned mission. In cooperation with the 
Department or Derense, the Atomic Energy Co~ssion has provided the nuclear 
weapons capability which has served the nation's national security interests so 
errectivel.y. The defense of the nation has been enormous~ enhanced by the 
development or nuclear powered submarines and other naval vessels. At the same 
time, the Atomic Energy Co~ssion has led the way to many successful peaceful 
applications of nuclear energy. All this has been accomplishtd while protecting 
the health and &afety of the public and the environment. 

This nation is facing a rapidly developing energy crisis. Its so~ution depends in 
large measure on construction of atomic powered central station generating plants. 
About one hundred nuclear power plants are now in operation, under construction, 
or planned. In the near future it is e:>t:~ected that nuclear po-w~r will account for the 
major part of new generating capacity. Despite this progress, it is vital that a 
vigorous research and developme~t program b~ continued in order to improve technology, 
conserve energy resources, resolve the enviro~~ental problems now facing the country 
and meet the continually increasing demand for economic electric power. 

Substantial progress has been made in the application of nuclear energy to the nation's 
space program. ?luclear rockets currently under development are expected to play an 
important role ·in future space missions. rluclear energy has provided auxiliary power 
for space missions and can be expected to play &~ increasingly important role. 

The Atomic Energy Commission 1 s basic research programs have played an important role 
in the di~covery of new scientific knowledge and furthering the understanding of 
existing ~Jlowledge in the physical and biomedical sciences. These basic programs 
have also laid the base for many practical applications by Atomic Energy Co~ssion 
d~velopment programs, medicine and a wide variety of industrial activities. 

The Atomic Energy program has evolved from an almost entirely government-owned and 
operated enterprise to a broadly diversified enterprise in which government, universi
ties, and industry all have important roles. 

Under the existing integrated approach to development of atomic energy, the United 
States bas attained world preeminence ~n virtually all phases of atomic energy a.."ld 
has taken the lead in fostering international cooperation. The largest area of 
coopera~~ion has been reactor developnent as other nations, like the United States, 
strive to meet their rapidly increasing needs for energy. The Atomic Energy 
Commission, working in close cooperation with the State Department, has established 
effective-~rl~ing relationships with the International Atomic Energy Agency, other 
international organizations and all of the nations which have significant atomic 
energy programs. At the present time when there are important international dis
cussions on a variety of subjects, including cooperation in production of enriched 
uranil.l!D, there are important. advanta.ces in retaining the United States' integrated 
approach to atomic energy. 
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Why the Atomic Energy Has Been Successful 

From its very beginning, the Atomic Energy Cocnission has been assigned the basic 
responsibility for developing a.ll applications of nuclear energy, both peaceful 
and military. The combination in one agency of the several functions involved in 
the program for d.evelop:1ent and application of atomic energy has been an important 
factor in the outstanding progress that has been made. T'.aere is and alva.ys has been 
an extremely close relationship and interdependence among the different parts of the 
program and ha.ve•a.ll been mission-oriented. In carrying out ics responsibilities the 
AEC has developed an integrated capability vhich involves close teamvork among govern
ment employees end people vorking in facilities operated under contract by education~~, 
industrial, and other organizations. The broad assignment covering the entire spectrum 
of potential applications of atomic energy vas the basis for building an interdependent 
and interdisciplinary capability ranging from exploration for and mining of resources, 
to manufacturing operations, construction, research, development, and regulation. 

This integrated capability is perhaps best illustrated in the several AEC laboratories 
vhich constitute a basic source of AEC's strength. Included on the staffs of these 
laboratories are highly trained scientific and technical personnel in a variety of 
disciplines including biolo~, chemistry, high energy physics, plasma physics, 
matheD'.atics 1 ecology, engineering, and health physics. T'n.is permits interd~sciplinary 
attack on a vide variety of program objectives. Such en." interdisciplino.ry approach is 
essential to meet the requirements of each ot our programs. · 

Underlying the scientific and technical accomplishments of the AEC-contractor complex 
is a broad base of general and administrative support. AEC has pioneered in the 
development of special contractual arrang~~ents designed to obtain the benefits of the 
skills and experience of industry, universities, and other cooperating oreanizations, 
while providing for policy guidance and necessary government controls. AEC llas been 
widely recognized for its effective financial management system. Here too it bas 
been necessary to develop new approaches wllich take into account the ceeds and 
strengths of the contractors as well as the traditional government controls. The 
program knowledge of AEC 1 s technical staff and the special contracting a."ld financial 
skills are all brought to bear on the complex management problems involved in conducting 
a diverse research and development program. 

Deficiencies in Proposals to Tra."lsfer Functions of the AEC 

It has been proposed that a n\lmber of AEC 1 s most important programs be transferred in 
whole or in part to other government organizations. The follcr.rlng paragraphs co!mllent 
briefly concerning the deleterious effects of such transfers that can be anticipated 
not oaly on the transferred fragments but on the residual AEC functions. 

The proposal ignores the fact that the key to AEC's success in the rapid development 
ot atomic energy is and has'been the development of nuclear energy in its totality. 

The proposal would P\Ul away from AEC selected portions of its organization and 
responsibilities on the erro~eous ass~~tion that these are self-sufficient units. 
Successful functionin~ of such units is-heaVily dependent upon a cocplex system of 
operation and maaageccnt that requires major support by many other prozr~atic and 
non-progra.:ruuntic organizations Within AEC, both at Headquarters and in the Field. 
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The AEC has evolved a unique and highly successful form of manaeement-through-contract 
of a complex of interrelated Government-owned facilities plus large-scale reliance on 
the personnel resources and facilities of industry and universities. All program 
segments of the AEC are heavily dependent upon the existence· of this infrastructure. 
The same contractors and the same research facilities serve multiple atomic energy 
programs and seldom can be exclusively assigned to a single program. 

Tec~oloeies whi~h are vital for the development of atomic energy cut across progra~ 
lin~s. For example, the extensive amounts of scientific and eneineering data concerning 
enriched uranium and plutonium developed by the nuclear weapons program are of 
inestimable value for all Reactor Development programs and the scientists who developed 
such data and their facilities are available to serve all such programs. 

Commen~s Regarding the Effects of Transfer of Specific Functions 

Creation of a Division of Radiation Protection Standards 

Development of broad federal radiation standards and guidelines is and should 
continue to be developed by an outside organization (currently the Federal 
Radiation Council) with participation by appropriate agencies. The proposed 
transfer of this division reflects a possible misunderstanding of the purpose 
and functions of·the division. This division's principal task is to translate 
the basic policies and standards into definitive Regulatory requirements 
and criteria applicable to the design and operation of AEC licensed facilities, 
equipment and products. Development and promuleation of these detailed 
requirements require day-to-day contact with thos~ divisions responsible for 
the licensing and inspection of AEC licensees and could not be separated without 
serious icpairment of the Regulatory program. Its transfer would require the 
Commission to duplicate this capability in order to discharge its licensing 
and regulatory responsibilities. 

Transfer of B&~t Functions - Intensive research on the effects of radiation 
on man and the environment has been a vital basic component of nuclear 
research from the very outset. Started initially in support of weapons 
development, such research is applicable equally to other AEC programs. 
The proposed transfer of such research which constitutes the major portion 
of the Division's program, would have a devastating effect not only on the 
B&M program but upon all atomic energy development unless there was a complete 
duplication of effort. 

/ 

Proposed Transfer of Uranium Enrichment Program - In accordance with Administration 
direction, this major manufacturing progr~ is to be reorganized in anticipation 
of possible transfer to private industry or operation by separate Gover~T.ent 
corporation. Any transfer to another agency at this point in time would impede 
rather than.accelerate such a transfer because of the greater difficulty of 
coordinating power plant schedules, gro·Jth, domestic demand, ~~d modifications 
in both domestic and foreign demand brought about by changes in technology and 
various other factors influencing the marketing function. 
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It vould appear that the licensing function covering the operation of the 
enrichment plants would normally stay with the Atomic Energy Col'GI!lission unless 
some change is made in existing legislation. If this were not the case or if 
the legislation vere to be changed, there would presumably be same duplication 
in the licensing function. 

Proposed Transfer of Power Reactor Develop:Ient, "Other Energy Systems" and 
"Paci:fic Nortb·..;est Laboratories" - This transfer would constitute a most · 
serious setback to the future of nuclear power. The Atomic Energy Commission's 
reactor development program has been significantly successful. The water 
reactor technology bas t~~eu almost 20 years to develop a competitive commercial 
power plant. As a result of the Atomic Energy Co~ission's efforts with 
universities, laboratories and industry, about 100 nuclear power plants are 
nov in operation, under construction or planned. The Fast Breeder Program is 
at prese~t in a critical stage 'Jf develop:nent. T'ais program represents the 
Atomic Energy Commission's highest priority civilian power program. To 
trans:fer this function at this time would result in the loss of the inter
dependence of capabilities of laboratories and other Atomic Energy Commission 
facilities that so greatly contributed to the success of the water reactor 
program. In s\.IIll!lla.I"y, such a transfer could only serve to delay and make more· 
di:fficult the bringing of the operation of commercially competitive fast 
breeder pover reactors. 

All Atomic Energy Commdssion reactor development programs are heavily inter
dependent - this includes naval Reactor Propulsion Programs as veil as Civilian 
~eactor Programs. Much of the technology is common to all programs. Essential 
R&D facilities are located throughout the Atomic Energy Commission complex and 
could not function effectivelY Without the broad-based support which these 
facilities receive and sh~re with other Atomic Energy Commission progr~~s. 

The identification of Pacific northwest Laboratories for proposed transfer 
indicates a lack of understanding as to how and where Pmrer Reactor Development is 
carried out by the Atomic Energy Commission. T'ae following laboratories and 
major facilities are equally vital to Power Reactor Development: Bettis 
Laboratories, Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory 1 Argonne National Laboratory, 
National Reactor Testing Station, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Los Alaffios 
Scientific Laboratory 1 and this J.ist is far .from complete. 

"Pover Reactor Development" is not limited to "Civilian Reactor Prograz::ts. " 
Historically and in fact it also includes NaVal Reactor Propulsion Programs 
and Space Propulsion Programs. We do not understand what is meant by "Other 
Energy Programs. " 

Proposed Transfer of the. PlO\·TShare Program - This would be both counter
productive and i!Ilpractical because the technology on vrhich the Program relies 
is so dependent upon vrea.pons technology and facilities. The Plowshare pro~ram 
grev·out of research and development work at the Atomic Energy Commission's 
weapons laboratories. l/hile the applications are vastly different, the nuclear 
deVices used i'or Plovrshare and for weapons are so· similar (in some cases, 
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identical) that the technological development and production of Plowshare 
devices has been done in the weapons laboratories and has rerrained classified. 
It would be impracticable and exorbit~~tly expensive to develop a Plowshare 
device technology apart from the well-developed nuclear weapons technology. 
In carrying out Plowshare experiments and demonstration projects, also, the 
Atomic Energy Co~ssion uses the existing resources of the weapons production 
and testing facilities and testing organizations and the same health and safety 
reviews and precautions. 

Proposed Tr~sfer of the Controlled ~nermonuclear Program - The proposed transfer 
would be very prerr.3.ture. Th:5.s progra!il is still very basic research. rlhile there 
has been a significant progress, the CTR program has not yet reached the point 

· where it is ready for large scale engineering develop~ent or commercial 
application. It is being carried out at several AEC laboratories a~d at 
universities and is closely ti:~d in to other basic research at these installa
tions and makes use of their technical engineering and support organizations 
and facilities. 

Impact on Remaining AEC Programs 

Under the proposed reorganization it would be necessary to relocate the reactor 
development program, the uranium enrichment program, and the environmental research 
program of the AEC to several different components of two new agencies or to a large 
agency such as Interior. Such action vill only serve to fragment an existing 
efficient organization with a proven record of success and accomplishment to a 
degree where its effectiveness wuld be r.a.teria.l.ly reduced. Simultaneous, the 
new agency would continue to be dependent on many of the remaining functions. , 
Accordingly, it is clear that the new organizations could not operate as effectively 
as is being done at the present time. Moreover, it wuld involve considerable 
liaison or duplication of staff and effort. Finally, it is believed that the Nation's 
problems on energy requirements and environment could be resolved far more expeditiously 
by retention, and perhaps through more effective utilization by other agencies, of 
a compact efficient organization such as the AEC. 

Specifically, under the proposed reorganization the AEC would be left with the responsi
bility for the follqwing operating programs: 

a. Reactor Products Program {which includes the operation of reactors, 
chemical processing plants and feed materials); 

b. Weapons Program; 

c. Nuclear Space Program; 

d. Naval lfuclear Reactor Program; 

e. Part of the Physical Research Progra.11; 

f • A small segment of the Biology and 1-!edicine Program; 
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g. Nuclear Materials f.W1agement and Safeguards Program; 

h. International Affairs Program; 

1. Contain aspects of the Waste Management Program; 

j. Operational Safety Program; 

k. Security • Intelligence and Classification Programs; and 

1. The normal business and financial management activities. 

The Regulatory function vould also remain with the AEC; hovever, ve understand 
another task force is studying th~ question as to vhether this function should be 
separated fro-:n the existing AEC orgaaization. 

Tbe foregoing responsibilities require the AEC to have adequate support in the areas 
of health and safety and environ.'Uental matters. This 'WOuld require the building up 
of such capability in order to efficiently discharge the responsibilities left vith 
the agency because under the proposed transfer of functions most of this capability 
would be transferred to various segments of a large agency. 

It ·is clear that the proposed transfer of functions has failed to recognize the 
important and significant interrelations between the programs presently administered 
by the AEC. SOl:le examples are: 

a. The weapons program, particularly in weapons fabrication and test 
activities relies heavily on the support given by the biology and 
medicine program in its research efforts. It should be noted that 
much of the research a~d develop~ent effort in the biology and medicine 
field has a dual benefit because it not only is in direct support of 
the weapons program activities but also represents a significant 
contribution to the Nation's environmental research and development 
program. 

b. Tbe reactor developr:::ent program has significant interface with the 
Regulatory function in safety matters and the development of standards 
to be followed in the design, construction and operation of nuclear 
power reactors. The reactor development program of necessity must 
have significant interface in the areas of environmental matters, 
waste management, chemical reprocessing, safeguards, operational 

· safety 1 reactor products, and international p;rograms. . 
r ~-

c. The safeguards function, vaich is necessary not only to protect the 
Nation's security but also fulfill this country's responsibility under 
the non-Proliferation Treaty, to be carried out effectively must have 
close interrelationships with the uranium enric~~ent program, reactor 
developr:ent programs, che!llical reprocessing, waste management,· commercial 
nuclear power plants and chendcal reprocessi~g pl~nts, as well as the 
Regulatory progra.""&I. In addition to a domestic responsibility the A'EC 
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Safeguards Program is the central point in working '\lith international 
organizations and foreign g~vernments with which we have Agreements 
for Cooperation in not only safeeuarding the materials furnished by the 
united States but also in implementing the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

Impact on National Laboratories 

Another area which we believe the proposed reorganization "W''uld seriously reduce. 
the effectiveness of an ongoing function is the operation of the AEC National 
Laboratories. These laboratories have been among the Nation' F. most productive 
research and development organizations. Much of the success to date can be 
attributed to the effective canner such laboratories have been managed and 
administered by the AEC and the assignment of priorities of prcgrams being 
carried on in such laboratories as well as the relatively stablt.~ levels of 
financial support which the AEC has been able to provide under the existing 
organization. 

TO illustrate the difficult financial problems that would be created. if this 
reorganization proposal were to be implemented it should be recognized that at 
the present time over 51% of the funds at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory would 
be the responsibility of other agencies. In the case of Argonne National Laboratory 
54~ of the.present funding level would be the responsibility of other agencies. 
The impact ·on the other national laboratories would also be signifi"cant but perhaps 
to a lesser degree. In the event the other agency \Tere to reduce its support of 
any particular program this would·result in the potential loss and dilution of 
unique scientific capability as well as serve to increase the cost of the remaining 
programs. Under the existing method of operations vrhen laboratories experience 
management problems the .\EC has been able to deal with such proble~s effectively, 
in fact we believe far more effectively than if a particular laboratory were to 
have to rely on two or more agencies for prozram direction and funding. In 
conclusion it appears obvious th~t such a reorganization would: 

a. Create major funding uncertainties for the laboratories; 

b. Cause difficulties in the weapons, space and other programs 
retained in the AEC in assuring adequate priorities being 
given to the work as well as in maintaining the existing 
effective interfaces betlteen laboratory progra.'lls and other 
AEC work; · 

c. Make more difficult the problems of not only governrr.ent management 
of the laboratories but"also laboratory management of the programs 
assigned to it by the various agencies. 

·-. 

Impact on In-ternational A:f'fairs Program 

The program of international cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy -
the Atoms for Peace Proerem - was a highly successful foreign policy initiative of 
the Eisenhower Administration, and has been widely eciulated by other nations. 
Virtually all countries, both industrialized and developing, which have a serious 
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program or interest in the peacefUl uses of nuclear energy have established govern
ment departments or organizations with responsibilities essentially parallel to the 
present responsibilities of the Atomic Energy Commission in the peaceful. field. 
In addition, two important international organizations, the Interna~ional Atomic 
Energy Agency - vhich has responsibility for the application of the safeguards 
requirements of the Non-Proliferation Treaty - and the European Atomic Energy 
Community (Euratom) - the Atomic Energy Commission at the Common l•!arket - have 
been established as a direct result of the United States initiative in stimulating 
international cobperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. While working 
closely vith the Deportment of State, the Atomic Energy Com:ni:.:sion is unquestionably 
the focal point and source of initiative in the u. s. government for cooperation 
vith all these other foreign governmental and international entities. The Atoms 
for Peace program has capitalized on United States preeminence in the peaceful uses 
of nuclear energy to significantly advance a number of importan~ and high priority 
United States foreign policy objectives. By deliberately sharine:, one of our most 
advanced technologies with friendly nations we have gained important leeway and 
support for other u. s. government objectives, including the continuation of our 
essential m.ili tary nuclear pro gram, both in the field of nuclear weapons and 
nuclear S'..lbmarines. Perhaps most importantly, the Atoms for Peace program has 
been an essential element in the large successful effort to limit the proliferation 
of nuclear weapons. The willingness qf other nations to confine their nuclear 
energy programs to peaceful purposes, and the support for the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty itself, has unquestionably been achieVed through the leverage of u. S; 
assistance and cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. The key to 
this success has been a carefully integrated approach, combining the judicious 
extension of u. S. cooperation with the requirement for peaceful uses guarantees 
and effective safeguards. This success could only be jeopardized by a fragmentation 
of ~he Co~ission's responsibilities for reactor development and uranium enrichment, 
the principal ingredients of· the cooperative effort, among other agencies. r.rore
over, this complication would COI!le at the .very moment \Then the adllerence of most 
important countries to the Non-Proliferation Treaty remains most in doubt, and 
the integrity of the International Agency's safeguards system is under the sharpest 
attaek in a decade. 

The . Plowshare program is another important aspect ot: the "quid pro quo" on which the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty rests. In return for their pledge to relinquish the right 

.to nuclear weapons, other nations were assured of strong u.s. effort on the develop
ment of peacefulness of nuclear explosives in whose benefits they could share. The 
separation of Plowshare program from the Atomic Energy Com:nission administration 
~ould clearly complicate and cause doubt on the credibility of the fulfillment of 
this assistance. . . 

A second extremely important objective of the Atomic Energy Commission's international 
program is to achieve the m~mum possible economic gains from the export of nuclear 
fuel and equipment. There is no disagreement that the amelioriation of this nation's 
rapid~ vorsening foreign trade situation requires the aggresive promotion of the 
exports of advanced technology, capital intensive products in which our competitive 
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advantage is at a maximum. The Export-Import Benk regards nuclear power as second only 
to jet aircraft in its export potential a~ng individual products. The Industry 
committee on Electrical Generating Equipment of the National Export Council concluded 
in November 1969: "The consensus ~s that the most promising area for U. · S. sales 
is in high technology products such as nuclear.power plants and systems. This market 
was estimated to be in the order of $5 billion for u. S. furnished nuclear power 
plant equipment between now and 1975 •••. " The most striking conclusion reached with 
that immediate forceful government support is needed if u. s. companies are to main
tai~ an adequate.share of the rapidly growing market for nuclear power generating 
equipment. The report of this Committee went on to point out the vital importance 
to a. s. export sa:~s of ~aintaining and if possible strengthening present assurances 
on the long-term availability of enriched uranium on which u. S. type power reactors 
depend: 

~ue impressive success of the u. s. to date in the export nuclear n•~terials 
and equipment involving the sale of nuclear power equipment valued at $800 
million and long term fuel contracts totalling $700 million out of a total of 
$2 billion available for contracting under existing agreements, has been. 
achieved through a close triangular working relationship between the u. s. 
nuclear industry, the Atomic Energy Commission, and foreign atomic energy. 
organization. The necessity for these exclusively nuclear energy organi-. 
zations to channel a major part of their cooperative activities to tvro or· 
more new Federal agencies in the u. s., for whom atomic .energy and nuclear 
power would have become only one of many responsibilities, would inevitably 
downgrade and make less effective the existing cooperative relationships to 
the detriment of achieving u. s. objectives in the national security, poiitical, 
and economic fields. 
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they lost money as they did with the light water reactor {he mentioned several 
hundred million dollars in this case). He also indicated that they have a 
cost-type price of $275 million above which they would share additional cost 
with the utility. This doesn't appear to be too bad because if you subtract 
from this the $80 million that the Commission will provide and the $100 
milllion value of the plant as a producer of electricity at current market 
rates, it leaves only a $95 million discrepancy. 

At 3:10p.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1030 {notes attached). We 
discussed the presidency of the 1971 Fourth Geneva Conference on Peaceful Uses 
of Nuclear Energy and deci~ed that we would go along with the State 
Department's desire to recommend to U Thant that, since the presidency is 
scheduled to go to the United States this time, the choice should be the 
Chairman of the Atomic Energy commission. 

I sent a letter to Budget Director Mayo advising him of the results of a fire 
and safety review of all of our facilities to be certain that they meet 
standards for fire and safety protection. 

At 5:30 p.m. I flew to New York on the Eastern shuttle, arriving at 6:30 p.m. 
Bob Saputo of the New York Operations Office met me and drove me to the 
Century Club {7 W. 43rd Street). Here I attended the dinner for the Board of 
Directors of National Educational Television. 

Those present were Norman Cousins {Chairman), Richard E. Cross, James Day 
{President, NET), John Fischer (Vice Chairman), Mrs. Patricia R. Harris, Burke 
Marshall, Peter G. Peterson, Roger Revelle, Mrs. Allan E. Charles, Ralph B. 
Rogers, Edward A. Schrader, William Schuman, Herman B. Wells, William G. 
Bowen, John Hope Franklin, Everett Case {former Chairman of NET Board), and 
Robert Hudson (Secretary, NET). McGeorge Bundy was our guest and he spoke to 
us on the attitudes and future plans of the Ford Foundation with respect to 
NET. Bundy indicated that the Foundation will gradually fade out as the source 
of support for NET with the Public Broadcasting Corporation taking up the 
burden; however, the Foundation will continue its support until the 
Corporation actually increases its support to make up the difference. He also 
said the Foundation expects NET to work out a merger with Channel 13 {New 
York). He showed Cousins a letter, which Cousins read to us, from Hitchcock 
.{Chairman of the Board, Channel 13) to John Macy and Bundy. This letter 
offers a plan for NET to be absorbed by Channel 13 with Jim Day and his staff 
coming over to Channel 13 as Manager and operating staff. 

After the dinner and meeting I rode in a taxi with Mrs. Harris to the Barbizon 
Plaza Hotel. I checked into room 1115. 

Saturday, May 23, 1970 - New York City 

I had breakfast in the Barbizon Plaza Hotel Restaurant and walked to NET 
Headquarters at 10 Columbus Circle to attend the meeting of the NET Board of 
Directors. 

Present, in addition to those who attended last night's dinner, were NET Vice 
Presidents Appy, Catalano and Kobin, Finance Consultant Kennedy, Director of 
Information Services Jacobi and Director of Development ~1ack. 

Chairman Cousins started the meeting with a more complete description of his 
talks with Bundy, Bundy's views, and the background of the views of Channel 13 
in connection with the future of NET. Channel 13 wants to preserve its own 1.4J~. 



UNITED STATES 
UNCL. BY DIE 

IIGY• 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

COPY NO.· 3 ----May 22, ·1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1030 

3:10p.m.. Friday, May 22, 1970, Ch3.irman's Conference Room, D. C. 

L AEC 459/116- Uranium Enrichment Charge 

Staff may proceed with White House staff. Commissioner Ramey's 
dissenting view is noted. (AGMP&P-SECY) 

2. AEC 610/217 - Responses to Questions on Gaseous Diffusion 
Cooperation 

Approved. .(AGMIA) 

~3. AEC 881/125 - Chemical Processing of U.S. Power- Reactor Fuels 
Abroad 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

4. · AEC i247/14- 1971 Fourth Geneva Conference on Peaceful Uses of 
Nuclear Energy 

The Commission's views will be conveyed to the Department o! State. 
-:::{AGMIA) 

:' 

S. AEC 274/50 - Heavy Water Supply and Demand 

... - .. - ~ 
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6. AEC 1192/85 - PCM #352: Contract for Transportation Safeguards Study 

Noted •. (SMM) 

7. ·Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 358 

Noted. (PAR)" 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Quinn* 
Mr. Kratzer* 
Mr. McVey* 
Mr. Crowson* 

- 2-

3:35 p.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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identity. He viewed Hitchcock•s plan for the merger of NET and Channel 13 as 
a basical Jy good solution in which NET would be predominant except in the name 
of the organization, which would sti I I be Channel 13, and the diminished or 
vanished ro·le of the NET Board. Schuman took some exception to Cousin•s 
statement in that he was more optimistic, feeling that the NET Board could be 
essentially maintained. Cousins appointed a Board committee, consisting of 
Peterson (Chairman), Marsha II and Schuman pI us two Board members that they 
might want to co-opt to work with them. We drafted a press release describing 
this plan. 

We then proceeded through the remainder of the agenda. We discussed the 
unusual procedure of the Internal Revenue Service in having an agent at NET 
Headquarters to view a large number of 1968 programs in the public affairs 
area to determine if it is proper for a tax exempt organization to produce 
them (i.e.,·to determine if NET is illegally attempting to influence 
·legislation). There was considerable concern as to whether this is consistent 
with the First Amendment. We also adopted a resolution stopping this film 
viewing pending further investigation. Cousins appointed a committee 
consisting of Mrs. Harris (Chairman), Cross and Rogers to work with President 
Day on this question. 

I attended a luncheon with the Board and staff at the NET Headquarters. I sat 
at a table.with Day, Schuman, Mrs. Charles, Frank.lin, Bowen and Fischer. 
President Day and Program Director Kobin ~ade their reports. 

Following the meeting and luncheon I walked back to the Barbizon P"taza Hotel. 
At 4:30 p.m. Pete and Jane came by and we rode in his Volvo to the Hayden 
Planetarium, where we saw the five o•clock show. Then we took a walk in 

-~ 

Central Park, after which we drove to the Old Homestead Restaurant 
(established in 1868) at 56 Ninth A~enue. After dinner Pete drove me back to 
the Barbizon Plaza Hotel. 

~unday, May 24. 1910 - New York - Toronto, Canada 

I had breakfast in the hotel drug store and then took a taxi to LaGuardia 
Airport. I flew, with Commissioner Thompson and George Quinn whom I met at 
the airport, to Toronto on American Airlines Flight No. 381, leaving at 9:50 
a.m. and arriving at 11:10 a.m. We were met by Robert Ramsey (AEC Scientific 
Representative in Canada}, U.S. Consul General Allen B .. Moreland, Mr. 
Peterson, Julie Rubin ana Ed Bloch. I rode with Moreland in his car, along 
with Rubin and Bloch, to the Royal York Hotel where I checked into Room 9-102. 

I attended a luncheon in the Saskatchewan Room hosted by George E. Gathercole 
(President of Ontario Hydro). Others present were H. A. Smith, I. F. McRae, 
D. J. Gordon, Moreland, L. McConnell, R. J. Royer, Or. J. M. Hambley, Bob 
Ramsey, Irving Hoffman (successor to Ramsey), Commissioners Thompson and 
Larson, Ed a·loch, Julie Rubin, Abe Friedman, George Quinn, and Lorne Gray, w. 
B. Lewis, J. S. Foster, L. R. Haywood and G. A. Pon of the AECL. I sat at a 
table with Gathercole, Moreland, H. A. Smith, Lorne Gray, Theo Thompson and 
Bob Ramsey. 

After lunch I rode with Gathercole in his car, along with John s. Foster and 
Harold Smith, to the Pickering Nuclear Power Station on Lake Ontario (20 mi.les 
east of the Royal York Hotel). We were followed by the others in four cars. 
We first went to the auditorium of the Station•s Public Information Center 
where we heard a briefing by Larry W. Woodhead on the Pickering Station. When 
completed, there wi rt be four identical 508 MW heavy water nuclear reactors. 143 



These are now in various stages of completion with No. 1 scheduled for 
completion next spring. We then toured the Station in two groups. I went 
with a group led by Woodhead, which included Rubin, Thompson, Quinn, 
Gathercole, McRae, Foster, Gordon and Smith, and the other group, led by V. A. 
Harrison, consisted of Bloch, Friedman, Ramsey, Hoffman, Pan, Royer, Hambley 
and McConnell. After the tour we rode back to the Royal York Hotel in the 
same cars as we came. 

From 4:30 to 5 p.m. I attended a press conference in the Library Room of the 
Hotel. Reporters attending were F. L. Troyer (Canadian News Features, 
Toronto), D. Dilschnunder (Toronto Star), Gary Ralph (Telegram), Dave Cooper 
(Telegram), Leonan Bertum (WOFT Radio), Mart Bonell (Globe and Mail), Joan 
Keaver (Financial Times), Ted Fairhurst (KCEY Radio News), Leo R. Allund (Oil 
and Gas Journal), and T. M. Leamon (Toronto Daily Star). The questions asked 
concerned the status of the gas centrifuge development; the possibility of 
small countries developing this process for enriching uranium in the near 
future; my views on the _natural uranium DzO system; the long-range export 
market for nuclear power reactors; the ex1stence of a nuclear race between the 
nuclear powers and would I be out of a job if this problem were solved; the 
manageability of radioactivity associated with nuclear power plants; the 
continuation of underground testing; the status of controlled thermonuclear 
research; and the safety of gas from Project RULISON. 

Rubin and I t"hen rode· with Mr. and Mrs. B. A. R. Clark (Director, Harrison & 
Crossfields) to attend the reception and dinner hosted by the Chemical 
Institute of Canada at Mississauga Golf ~lub. (Attached is a list of the 
attendees.) I sat at a table with Dr. and Mrs. L. W. Shemilt (McMaster 
University, President-Elect, CIC), Mr. and Mrs. J. S. Dewar (Union Carbide 

·canada Ltd., Conference Chairman), Dr. Sidney Udenfriend (Director, Roche 
Institute of Molecular Biology, New Jersey), John Hall (public relations firm) 
and Miss Finch (Hall's fiancee). After dinner Dr. Norman S. Grace (Dunlop 
Research Centre, Sheridan Park, President, CIC) and R. Bryon Riegel 
(President, ACS) spoke briefly. 

I rode back to the Royal York Hotel with the Dewars, Thompson and Udenfriend. 

Monday, May 25, 1970 - Toronto 

I had breakfast with the morning speakers and meeting officers of the joint 
CIC/ACS meeting in suite 12-127. They were T. H. G. Michael (General Manager, 
CIC), J. S. Dewar, Dr. Grace, Dr. Riegel, B. R. Stanerson, -Wall, Udenfriend, 
and Dr. 0. M. Solandt (Chairman, Science Council of Canada). We then walked 
over to the O'Keefe Centre, Rubin and Friedman joining us in the walk. 

We assembled in an anteroom and then the breakfast group went on the stage. 
Grace opened the meeting and asked Riegel to introduce me. Riegel referred to 
my four careers (teacher, researcher, university official, and public affairs 
statesman). I spoke on "Energy and the Future." 

Rubin, Friedman and I then walked back to the Royal York Hotel. From there we 
rode in a special car to the Skyline Hotel where I held a press conference in 
the Paris Room from 11:30 a.m. to 12 noon. The reporters were P. Calamine 
(Southam News Service), K. Kelly (Canadian Press), J. Frazer (Financial Times 
News Service), J. A. Miller (Northern Miner), H. Champ (TV-Television). Also 
present were a large number of interested people from the Canadian Nuclear 
Association (CNA) Conference. 
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I then joined the head table group for the CNA luncheon and we went to 
International Room C where the luncheon was held. (Attached is a list of the 
head table guests.) Lorne Gray presided and introduced me, including 
reference to the fact that this was the 600th or 700th time this had been aone 
since I became Chairman of the AEC. I spoke on 11 Nuclear Reactors and Public 
Reaction ... 

Following the luncheon I rode with Lorne Gray (President) and D. A. Golden 
(Director) of AECL, in Gray's car, to the Constellation Hotel. Here, in the 
Norman Casey Room, we held a joint USAEC/AECL meeting, beginning at 2:30 p.m. 
(Attached are lists of those attending and an agenda.) 

Lorne Gray opened the meeting by noting the intention of having informal 
discussions rather than the briefing sessions as had been practiced in the 
past. He suggested the first general area of discussion be on public 
understanding and stated my speech at the Canadian Nuclear Association 
luncheon earlier today had fairly well covered the subject. 

Dr. Lewis identified one problem in Canada in which the absence of adequate 
publications in libraries seem to eliminate the opportunity for well-informed 
rationa1 p~ople to counter some of the sensational news about nuclear 
activities that are receiving attention. Lewis also stated that closer 
attention should be paid to ridiculous positions such as recently tabled at 
IAEA meetings in which use of rockets for high level waste disposal and ion 
bombardment to eliminate high level waste was supported. I expressed su~rise 
that either of these concepts was given any serious consideration but agreed 
to look into the possibility of discouraging such ideas being surfaced by U.S. 
representatives in international meetings. t~ 

Lorne Gray identified a problem encountered by AECL in Australia where U.S. 
industrial contractors were downgrading the Canadian heavy water reactor 
system. Gray stated any attempt by AECL to fight back would end in hurting 
nuclear power in general. He recognized the USAEC did ·not have any control 
over companies such as General Electric and Westinghouse but implied some word 
from the Commission might be in order to reduce or eliminate the problem. 

The possible problem of reactor siting along the U.S.-Canadian border was 
mentioned. Both sides agreed to raise the issue with their respective 
regulatory organizations. The AECL representatives seemed a little concerned 
that the more restrictive U.S. standards ·not be imposed on Canadian reactor 
siting. In a somewhat related matter, the recent FWQA temperature limitation 
specified for Lake Michigan was identified as something the Canadians would 
not accept. · 

A general question was raised by AECL as to how they might obtain improved 
support within the government for nuclear as well as other scientific 
programs. Ramey explained how the JCAE had been established as a watch dog 
committee but by close association and increasing knowledge of AEC activities 
had in the long run provided a source of support within the Congress for 
nuclear and scientific matters. The difference between the Parliamentary and 
Congressional systems may not allow the same potential for similar benefits in 
Canada. With regard to specific cutbacks in the Federal budget for Canada, 
the relative percentage of personnel reductions seemed to be the same on both 
sides of the border. One strong note of optimism was voiced by Dr. Mooradian 
but was admitted as largely intuitive. 
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NOT FOR PUBLIC.·\ T:vX 

tM~a.. BY DOE .. -.v. 

AGENDA 

tTSAEC /AECL Business Meeting 

Monday, 25 May, 1970 at 2:30 p.m. 

Constellation Hotel, Toronto 

There will be informal exchanges of views, not for record 
or attribution, on subjects such as: 

1. Public hostility to raC.ioactivity and to the siting of nuclear 
power stations. What lessons are to _be learned? 

2. Environmental effects of nuclear reactors located near the 
U.S. /Canada border. 

3. How ca.'"l. organizations such as USA:SC a...,_d AECL best 
satis!y non-tech.."lical politida.'"l.s an:d.laymen as to the merits .. 
of our programs and priorities? 

4. 'What are the effects of cutbacks in federal budgets pn ou: 
program and on R&D ge.'"l.erally in our cou.."ltries? 

5. Heavy· water production {particularly the situation at Glace 
Bay. 

6. The .? ourth Geneva C on!er ence in 1971. 

7. Should C a...,_ada be considering building an enrich.""n.ent plant 
to supply enrich..""n.e!lt to u.s. -designed nuclear power 
stations? · 
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Lorne Gray reviewed the present status of heavy water production in Canada. 
He stated all ties with Jerry Spivak had been terminated and indicated Spivak 
had been paid about $3 million in the process. The Glace Bay plant in Nova 
Scotia is still two years away from production but with the two other plants 
in Canada are essentially on schedule with the first plant ready to charge 
H?S gas. There was brief discussion on the possibility of AECL purchasing 
tne unused heavy water plant towers at SRP and this matter is being reviewed 
by staff. The possibility of AECL obtaining the 300 tons of D20 purchased 
by the Germans for their Argentine reactor was raised and also the 185 tons 
from Sweden for which AECL and the Japanese are competing for purchase. Lorne 
Gray raised a question about the Swedish D20 as to whether the USAEC would 
restrict resale of the material to a price no higher than its original 
purchase by the Swedes from the U.S. He noted similar restrictions were 
placed on AECL for resale of heavy water to Pakistan and India. No clear 
answer of the question was provided. A concluding statement about the heavy 
water picture was that AECL would continue to see a shortage of material 
through 1973 after which their total production would satisfy all reasonable 
requirements. 

A suggestion was offered that a new topic be added for discussion at the 
Fourth Geneva Conference covering organic reactors. There appears to be 
renewed enthusiasm in Canada for the heavy water moderated organic cooled 
system. Specific reference was made to an ~EI report in which the 020 cost· 
was quoted as $25-30 per kilowatt and it was explained this 'is the ~eason the 
HTGR looks better than the D20 organic reactor. The Canadians believe a 
o2o charge of $7 per kilowat is achievable and also stated an overall plant 
efficiency of 39 percent appears possible. 

Lorne Gray raised the question as to whether Canada should consider building a 
uranium enrichment plant using low cost hydro power in Canada. He made it 
clear this interest would only be reasonable if they could count on U.S. 
cooperation for available technology and if there were no embargo on sending 
the product into the U.S. I stated the Administration is presently reviewing 
the possibility of making the technology available abroad but admitted we have 
been mainly thinking of this assistance for countriei purchasing enriched 
uranium reactors. I agreed to factor the Canadian interest into our future 
consideration of this matter. 

Dr. Mooradian inquired about the availability of some specific information on 
activity transport and boiler crude transport that was reportedly available in 
the Navy reactor program. I agreed to look into the matter if the specific 
information desired could be further identified. 

The meeting closed with a general comment by both sides that the informal 
discussions had been very beneficial and Lorne Gray expressed the hope that 
they could be continued on as frequent a schedule as possible. No date for 
the next meeting was established but the general conversation indicated the 
next meeting would be in the U.S. about one year from now. 

Around 5 p.m. I rode back to the Royal York Hotel with Rubin, Bloch and Howard 
Brown. 

At 7 p.m. I attended a reception and dinner in the Nova Scotia Room, 
Lorne Gray. The same group that attended the meeting this afternoon 
present. I sat at a table with Gray, Golden, Foster, Watson, Bloch, 
and Friedman. After dinner Gray and I made a few remarks concerning 
excellent AEC-AECL relationship. 

hosted by 
was 
Larson, 
the 
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Tuesday; -May 26; 1970- Toronto- Washington, D.C. 

I had breakfast with Rubin and Ramsey in the Hotel's lower level coffee shop. 

Rubin, Brown and I rode in a special car to the Benson Building at the 
University of Toronto. Here, in the Sports Gym, I gave the opening paper of 
the joint AEC/CIC meeting symposium, 11 Twenty-Five Eventful Years... I was 
introduced by Jack Bulloff and spoke on 11 Twenty-Five Eventful Years--Entering 
the Nuclear Age. 11 Following my talk I was asked one question--by Leo Yaffe 
concerning the Soviet work on element 104. 

I had a brief visit with Joe Katz and then Rubin, Brown and I rode in our 
special car to the Toronto Airport. We were unsuccessful in securing an 
earlier flight and, thus, took our regularly scheduled flight, American 
Airlines Flight No. 314, leaving about noon and arriving at D.C. National 
Airport at 2:30 p.m. with an enroute stop at LaGuardia Airport. We were met 
by Henry Hinds and rode with him to the D.C. Office. 

At 4:30 p.m. I met with Professor Alexander Kwapong (Vice Chancellor, 
University of Ghana) who was accompanied by Dr. Edward S. Ayensu (Chairman, 
Department of Botany, Smithsonian Institution); Myron Kratzer and Justin Bloom 
were also present. This was in the nature of a courtesy call by Kwapong and 
we spent much of the time reminiscing about my trip to Ghana in January. He 
told me about the series of five lectures that Clark Kerr gave at the 
University of Ghana on March 1-5 and how well received they were. 

I received a copy of a State Department airgram (copy attached) describing the 
signing of the Memorandum of Cooperation between the U.S. Atomic Energy _ 
Commission and the State Committee for the Use of Atomic Energy which took 
place in Moscow on May 15. 

I received a letter from Elliot L. Richardson (copy attached) advising us that 
Project STURTEVANT has been withdrawn, at our request, from further 
consideration at this time by the Under Secretaries Committee. 

I received a letter from Tom Paine (copy attached) concerning the visit by AEC 
staff to NASA facilities in Mississippi and Louisiana. 

I received a letter from Anthony Wedgwood Benn (U.K. Minister of Technology ) 
concerning his recent meeting with us. 

I received a memorandum from President Nixon addressed to Heads of Executive 
Departments and Agencies (copy attached) concerning budgetary matters and 
requesting that we initiate an intensive program evaluation effort. 

The Commission received a memorandum from General Giller summarizing the 
release of radioactivity associated with the SNUBBER event. 

I received a memorandum from Enzi DeRenzis covering the FCST meeting held 
today which he attended on my behalf. · 

Eric, Suki an I hiked in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the 
Police Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 

Wednesday; -May- 27; -1970 - D.C. 

At 10 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1031 (notes attached). 
approved staff recommendations regarding regulatory and operating 
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THE UNDER SECP.ETA~Y OF STATE 

WASHINGTON 

OFFICE DIARY 

GLENN T. SEABORG I 
Chr USAEC.,.1961-7l 

FOLDER-PAGE 113 3 6 

1970 

Dear Glenn: 

As you requested in your recent letter, P~oject 
Sturtevant has been \·li thdrawn from further consideration 
at this time by the Under Secretaries Committee. 

I- agree that 
nuclear excavation 

. --is still an ortant ssu . 
p_,.'Secretaries Corruni ttee should take up this question con

currently with consideration of the other issues raised 
in NSC-U/DM 22 of November 5, 1969. Specifically, the 
development by the Atomic Energy Corrmission of the data 
necessary to evaluate the utility of various objective 
criteria in interim and long-term approaches should be 
co~pleted. These results should be reviewed by the 
Interagency Study Group to determine \·:hether these 
criteria are feasible. Additionally, the Interagency 
Study Group should prepare recommendations regarding the 
amendment approach and interim measures for consideration 
by the Under Secretaries CornrnitteeG 

Du·ring the bilater~l talks held during February in 
the Soviet Union, the technical experts concluded that 

-. . . . ~ . ; . ~ . -. .. ·. . ,: . :_ . ..: . . . - . . 

of course, also dependent on the 
completed by the Atomic Energy 

Cornm~ssion and the Interagency Study Group. I suggest, 
therefore, :that this work be completed as soon as is 
feasible •. Then it can be considered by the Under 
Secretaries Committee along with the "relative importance" 

The Honorable 
Glenn T. Seaberg, 

Chairman, 
u.s. Atomic Energy Commission. 156 
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question covered in the report of January 23, 1970, of 
the Interagency Study Group. Consideration of these 
matters can be scheduled as soon as all pertinent infor
mation has been studied by_the Interagency Study Group. 
This should be done prior to the next bilateral technical 
discussions with the Soviets in the fall. 

I will ask Herman Pollack's office to wo~k along 
with your staff in developing the necessary i:;:,_fornation 
and to coordinate the activities of the Interagency Study 
Group, so that all outstanding issues can be presented 
for consideration by· the Unc~r Secretaries Cornr.1i tte.e 
expeditiously. ~ 

With warm regard, 

Sincerely, 

Elliot L. Richardson 

,. 
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NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20S46 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 

Honorable Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chairman 
Atomic Energy Commission 
\Ya~lungton, D. C. 20545 

.... "L~ f~t-1t·1 Deyvu .. Chairman: 

MAY 21 1970 

WICL.BY~ 
.NeVIl 

I am happy to note that Dr. Kavanagh, Dr. English and several others of 
your staff are visiting our Mississippi and Louisiana facilities this 'vcek 
for the purpose of assessing their potential for possible use by the Atomic 
Energy Commission. 

Arrangements are w~ll advanced with the Coast Guard and the Bureau of 
Commercial Fisheries for location at MTF of certain of their activities; and 
a ·number of other agencies arc considering possible uses of MTF. We arc 
proceeding to complete and implement the arrangements for these and other 
planned uses of MTF as soon as possible. 

I have asked Mr. Willis B. Foster (phone - 962-4805) to serve as the pl'incipal 
contact point on this matter in NASA Headquarters. .Your people should feel 
free to call on him for any further assistance or information. I will, of course, 
be happy to discuss any aspects of this matter with you personally. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~~?-o~ 
T. 0. Paine 
Administrator 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 25, 1970 

MEMORANDUM TO THE HEADS OF EXECUTIVE 
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES 

. In my budget for Fiscal Year 1971 and in my Federal Economy Act 
Message, I have taken or have requested of the Congress 57 specific 
actions to save money by reduc.ing, terminating or redructuring 
Federal programs. These actiOJ~s were necessary bec:ause of our 
stringent budgetary position and because we regard it as our respon
sibility ~o make the best possible use of every tax dollar. 

Every Federal program -- including those of very low priority -- is 
of special concern to some special interest group. Such groups are 
now resisting our economy actions even though these actions are 

·clearly in the interest of the general public. As I said in my March 19 
.memorandum to you, each department and agency must now do all.it 
can to make a strong, cogent case for the Administration's economy 
measures -- both to the public and to the Congress. We must exert 
at least as much -- and sometimes even more effort to save the · 
taxpayer's money as we do to spend it. 

To make the most effective possible use of every tax dollar, we must 
. also institute a vigorous examination of every current program -
large and small -- to uncover those which can and should be modified 
or eliminated by executive action, and those which should be altered 
by the Congress. 

Program evaluation is one cH your most important responsibilities and 
is key to this effort. As the President's Advisory Council on Executive 
Organization has emphasized, each agency must continually evaluate 
its own internal pro·grams while the Bureau of the Budget gives special 
attention to the evaluation of interagency programs. In addition, the 
Bureau of the Budget stands ready to provide your department or agency 
with any assistance,in systems analysis and program evaluation that you 
may need. 
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In general, the kind of program evaluation for which I am calling 
involves three steps: 

First~ critical examination of the objectives of the program. Is the 
objective valid today? What is .the relative priority of the objective? 

Second, an analysis of the effectiveness of the program. Does the 
prograr11 adequately serve its target population? Do,.~s the program 
achieve its objectives in an economical manner? 

Third, consideration of alternative approaches to achieving the 
objective which would produce the same or greater benefits at the 
same or lesser costs. 

lam requesting that each of you initi~te an intensive program evalu
ation e.ffort and submit to the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, 
not later than July 1, 1970, a report on your findings. This report 
should: 

1. Identify and briefly describe each a~tivity that is relatively inef
iective or of low priority; 

Z. Suggest corrective action, including the administrative or legis
lative steps necessary to obtain the desired results; and 

3.· Estimate the outlay and budget authority savings that could be 
realized for the fiscal year in which the change is proposed, and the 
full year savings expected under the recommended action. 

Your suggestions and others will be carefully considered as the Fiscal 
Year 1972 budget is prepared. I will expect the Budget Director to 
keep me informed on the results of these actions as we proceed through 
the budget formulation process. 

The present outlook for the 1972 budget is one of continued stringency. 
I! we are to keep expenditures down -- and yet free sufficitmt funds for 
new initiatives --we must all make a very tough evaluation of current 
programs. I request your full cooperation in this very important effort. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

LIMITED ACCESS ·r 
COP-Y-NO. (._; ----
May 27, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1031 

9:55-a·, m., Wednesday, May 27, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Agenda for the Weeks of June 1, 8, lS"and 22, 1970 

·Approved. {SECY) 

2. AEC 610/212 -Gas Centrifuge Technology (See also Commissioner ·Johnson 
and Larson's May 21 Memorandum re Gas Centrifuge Process Development 
Plan) .. 

Early ~onsideration of staff views is re0 uested. (AGMP&P-SECY) 

3. NTS Events for the Week of June 1, 1970 

.Noted·. A report on.. information release policy is reauested. 
(AGMMA-Pl} 

4. Executive Session Items 

a. Reorganization Study 

b. . Discussions with White House staff and BOB re Criteria for Separative 
Work 

c. AEC 132/168 - Establishment of Divis!on of Waste and Scrap 
Management -- Approved. (AGMA) 

5. AEG 1128/9 - AEC's Phase Out of Work at Evendale 

Approved with a re0 uest. (DC-AGMR) 
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6. AEC 1170/14 - PNL Contract Negotiations· 

Approved. (DC) 

7. AEC 180/84 -·comments on"FWQA Report on Waste Management at NR TS 

The letter to Secretary Hickel is deferred and the letter to Dr. Carver 
i.s approved with changes. Commissioner Thompson will meet with 
Department of Interior Officials. (AGMO-Rosen) 

8. AEC 460/143 -Recommendations 9 through 17 of the Administrative 
Conference 

Approved su?ject to Commissioner Ramey's review. (GC-Fremling) 

9. Report on Power Plant Siting 

Commissioner Ramey said he·would circulate the draft report tomorrow. 
(Fremling-SECY) · . 

10. AEC 783/167 - Draft AEC Interim Operation Procedures for Impfementing 
Section 1 02(2) of .the "National Environmental Policy Act of 1969" 

Approved with changes •. (AGMO) 

11. Mr. Price's May 21 Memorandum re Implementation of New Interim 
Guidelines from Council on Environmental Quality - Preparation of 
Detailed Statement 

-Approved subject to review by the Commission Environmental Group. 
(ADRA-Ros en) 

1Z. Commissioners 1 Meeting with SINB Today 

Noted. 

·13. Dr. English's April 27 Memorandum re Proposal to NSF from ORNL 
(See also Dr. Weinberg's April 20 Letter) 

The General Manager's Report on the status of-this proposal and procedures 
for approval of similar future proposals is noted. (EAGM) 

14. AEC 87/130 - Financial Assistance Payment at Oak Ridge 

Noted. (AGMO) 

- z- . 
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15. AEC. 532/94 - Texas Tokamak: Turbulent Heating Approach to High 
Temperatures 

Noted. with a request. (R) 

16. · Mr. Fowler's May 22 Memorandum re Status of AEC/National Heart 
and Lung Institute (NHLI) Negotiations Regarding Artificial Heart 
Program 

Noted. The Commissioners are to be informed of the results of the 
June 8 discussions and requested consideration of transmittal of a 
letter to Dr. Egeberg, Assistant Secretary for Health and Scientific 

· Affairs, HEW. (ID) 

17. General Manager's Report on the AEG Survey of NASA Facilities 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

-.3-

11:15 a.m. 
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implementation of new jnterim Guidelines from the Council of Environmental 
Quality. We also approved the PNL contract with Battelle on the basis of the 
progress that staff made in their recent negotiations. In an Executive 
Session, we approved the establishment of the Division of Waste and Scrap 
Management to which Commissioner Thompson now agrees. 

At 11:15 a.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2419. We approved the draft 
agreement on IAEA safeguards development at selected U.S. facilities (AEC 
197/123). 

At 11:30 a.m. Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson and I, Bob 
Hollingsworth, George Kavanagh, Howard Brown, Milt Shaw, Algie Wells, Ernie 
Tremmel, Julie Rubin, and other staff met with members of the Policy Committee 
on Atomic Power and the Reactor Assessment Panel of the Edison Electric 
Institute to discuss the recently issued EEI report, 11 Reactor Assessment Panel 
Report... Those present were F. M. Warren (Chairman, and President of Portland 
GE), W. L. Cisler (Chairman of the Board, Detroit Edison Company), G. Kinsman 
(Senior Vice President, Florida Power & Light), R. L. Gilkeson (President, 
Philadelphia Electric Company), Sherman R. Knapp (Chairman of the Board, 
Northeast Utilities), B. B. Parker (Executive Vice President, Duke Power 
Company), R. T. Person (President, Public Service of Colorado), and W. ·Webster 
(Chairman of the Board, New England Electric Systems) of the EEI Policy 
Committee on Atomic Power; J. L. Everett (Chairman, and Executive Vice 
President of Philadelphia Electric Company), J. A. Tillinghast (Executive Vice 
President, American Electric Power Company), J. Dean Worthington (Vice 
President, PG&E), R. J. Coe (Consulting Engineer, Yankee Atomic Electric 
Company)~ and H. A. Wagner (Executive Vice President, Detroit Edison Company), 
of the EEI Reactor Assessment Panel; R. H. Logue (Chairman; from Philadelphia 
Electric Company) and J. F. Davis (American Electric Power Company) of the 
Reactor Assessment Panel Working Group; and W. D. Crawford (Managing Director) 
and J. Kearney (Secretary, Policy Committee on Atomic Power) of the EEI 
staff. Warren opened the meeting and then called on J. L. Everett who 
described the report. A salient point is the report•s recommendation that 
there be only one LMFBR prototype plant. We also discussed the problem of 
funding for one or more prototypes. I summarized the meeting by indicating 
that it wouldn•t be possible to make an immediate decision on this issue, but 
the Commission had profited from hearing the views of those present. 

I hosted a luncheon for Dr. T. Keith Glennan, Harry Smyth•s successor as U.S. 
Representative to the IAEA, in the Commission Dining Room. Glennan is going 
to the meeting of the Board of Governors to be held in Vienna in June as an 
understudy to Smyth, who is retiring at the end of August. The purpose of the 
luncheon was mainly to acquaint Glennan with some of the problems of the IAEA, 
such as its role in the NPT safeguards function, the controversy over the 
expansion of the Agency•s Board of Governors, problems in the financing of thP 
Agency, etc. Others present at the luncheon were Commissioners Ramey, 
Johnson, Thompson and Larson, Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, Myron Kratzer, Abe 
Friedman, Bill Yeomans, Howard Brown, Harold Bengelsdorf and Julie Rubin. 
(The announcement of Glennan•s appointment was announced by President Nixon on 
May 29. Copies of Smyth•s letter of resignation to the President and the 
President•s acceptance are attached.) 

Fromn 2:30 to 3:30p.m. Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson and I, 
Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, Howard Brown, John Erlewine, Joe DiNunno, Harold 
Price, Cliff Beck and other staff met with members of the Southern Interstate 
Nuclear Board. Those present from SINB were D. Eppelsheimer (Chairman), D. 
Whittinghill (Vice Chairman), P. Turnham (Treasurer), Robert Gifford 165 
(Executive Director), Sterling Cole (Federal Representative), H. Worthington 



.De~ Mr. President: 

-.:a..av .. 
. MVII 

.THE RE:PRC:SE:NTA';"iVE 
0,:: THE: 

UNITED STATZ::S OF AMC::R;CA 
TO iH.E: 

INTE:RNATIO!'IAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY 

April 23, 1970 

In your letter to me ·of June 7, 1969, yot~ kindly 
.corr~ended ne for my service as United State~ Representative 
to the Interna~ional Atomic Energy Age~cy, and req~ested 
me to continue in this post, ~vhich I had held since 
June, 1961. · 

Preventi~g the spread of nuclear weapons and proilioting 
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy have been my primary 
concerns for the last twenty-five years. For this reason, 
I have deeply appreciated the opportunity to serve· in this 
key post. 

In 1961, when I \'las first appointed, the IAEA \'las nnly 
four years oJ :l, still uncertain ho\v to carry out ,§.ts tasks, 
and torn by bitter political controversy. · Since that tiille, 
an increasing spirit of cooperation iri the Board of 
Governors, particularly arr,o:lg the represcnta ti ves of the 
r.tajor povrers 1 has dev~loped the I.P.EA into a remarkably 
effective organization, which enjoys the confidence of rr.ost 
of its member nations. 

. I am proud of my contribution to that developllie~t, 
especially the stre~gthening and increasing use of the !AEA 
systew of international inspection of nuclear ~aterials. 
I am_grateful for, the support of my efforts, over the last 
ni"ne yee.rs 1 by the Depart.nent o= State 1 the Atowic E:1e:cgy 
Corrur.issio~, the .roint Co:"igressional Corr...-nittee on Atowic 
Ene~gy, and the Arms Control and Disarma~en~ Agency. 

' With the International Atomic Energy.Agcncy ·fully 
established and i~crea~i~gly experienced iri the field o~ 

internatio~ai 

T~1e P~esident, 
~h~ :·::1i "te Rouse. 
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interna tion_al inspection, ·it was a.ppropr ia te ti;'la t the 
framers of the-Treaty for the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons should designate the IAEA as the 
organization responsible for inspections under that 
Treaty •. 

The Treaty for the Non-Proliferation-of Nuclear 
t-leapons car.1e into force o!l Harch. 5, 19 7 0 ." The task 
of n~gotiatin; the necessary agree~ents between the 
IAEA and the parties to the Non-~rolifeLation Treaty 
is a formida.ble one, 'l.vhich 'l.vill take many years. 
The IAEA Board· of Governors is currently laying· the· 
ground-\·lork for this task, and, by the ter:ws of the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty,·must complete its basic plan 
before September 1, .1976.. · · 

I therefore req·uest, Mr. President, that you accept 
my resignat.i.on as United States Representative to the 
International Atomic Energy Agency, to take effect not 
later than Au.g-.:.st 31, _1970. ·· 

I ir~.tend to continue to devote. my energy and 
attention to the non-orolifera tion of nuclear \·lea pons 
and the promotion of the·peaceful uses of nuclear 
energy. I \vill be glad to assist you, r.1y successor, or 
others in the Governlr,ent in these matters in c>~ny 'l.vay I 
can.· 

Yours r~spectfully, 

: ·, ''. ~ 
: ~~0~'./ ?,{ (_·,~/_;~tt: ~~~ 

. /'t<- I . 7.. u· ·~ ~l 
Henry DeWolf Smyth · V 
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Dear z.-u-. A."':l.bassador: 
. 

THB .WHITE HOli'SE 

WASUI="GTOX 

May 14, 1970 

UMCL. BY DOE 
.. NOV 16 

In acc~pting your resignation as United States Representative to 
the Internatio~al Ato~~c Energy Agency to be ef~ective upon a date 
to ~e detcr.nined, I wish to express on be~alf of ta~ United States 
Gove~~e~t our sincere gratitude for the e~f~ctive a~d dedicated 
.manner in 'tfhich you have represe~ted this nation du.rL'lg the last 
nine critical years •. 

T"nis has been a period during which international cooperation in 
the peaceful utilizaJ.;ion of atomic energy has beco:.1e a fi~ reality 
of i~ternatione~ li~e. Your successful leadership in adva~cing the 
vie\-TS Of this Goverr~r::ent in Vie::ma ar.d in narr.:.onizing the attituC..es 
o"£ Ir.any o·t;her gover:-..-r.ents has shmm how the skill"£ul r:tanage;::ent of 
mutual scientific interests can o:f'cen help overco:-:e prooler;~s 'tvhich 
othervrise · mit;ht arise "£ro:n divergent :political attitudes a:nong the 
nations of the world. 

An active mind and a constructive personality such as ·yours, te~pered 
by r-.aturity e..:1d sou11d judg:::ent de::,on.strated through y~c.-:::s of expe-:::ienc.e 
in this field, are too valuable to be .allo,.;ed tile privilege of 11retire
ment" in any final sense. I vrould not be willing_ to concur in . your 
resienation \Tere it not for r:o,y confidence that I and otner senior 
officials of the Govern~ent can feel free to call upon you fro~ time 
to time for advice and suggestio~s regarding our national science 
policy and the rr.obilizatio:1 of international support to't·Tard corr:.:on 
scientific objectives in the fUture. 

I wish you a.'"ld Mrs •. ~Sm~~ .. 't·Tell .in the years a.."-lead as you continue 
your active interest-in public affairs and international scientific 
cooperation. 

~ne F.onor~"ole F.en-:..--y De~·:olf Scyth 
United States ~e?r~sentative to the 

Intcr:~tional Ato::~c Energy ~ency 
Depar~~~~t o~ S~a~e 

Sincerely, 
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(Representative of Governor Russell Peterson of Delaware), L. Quarles, 0. 
Smith and C. Edwards. Among the items discussed were power plant siting and 
operations; management and control of high level radioactive wastes; AEC-State 
advance planning coordination; AEC-SINB-Southern Governors' cooperative 
efforts; process radiation; technology transfer; manpower and training; and 
transportation. Gifford was especially insistent that our poI icy for di sposa·l 
sites for high level radioactive wastes be modified so that State sites could 
serve this function as wei I as Federal sites. 

At 3:30 p.m. 1 met with Mr. Antonio Dias Leite, the Brazi I ian Minister of 
Mines and Energy, who was accompanied by Brazi"lian Ambassador Mozart Gurgel 
Valente and Carlos Eduardo Paes de Carvalho (Second Secretary, Brazilian 
Embassy). Myron Kratzer, Rafford Faulkner, and Bi 11 Yeomans also sat in with 
us. Leite told me that he became Minister of Mines and Energy at the time 
when former Minister J. C. Cavalcanti was visiting in the United States (in 
November, 19b8) during which visit Cavalcanti was made Minister of the 
Interior. Leite said that he found himself in continual disagreement with 
former Brazilian AEC Chairman Urie·l de Costa Ribeiro and hence rem~ved him and 
appointed Hervasio Carva·lho in that position. Leite said that he and Carvalho 
are recommending that a U.S. type water-cooled reactor be chosen for the first 
Brazilian nuclear power station. This is a 500 MWe station for which a site 
between Rio de Janeiro and Sao Paulo has already been chosen. The actual 
decision wil"l be made very soon. I ass~red him that we are very interested in 
Brazil's nuclear power program and are very willing to cooperate with Brazil 
in fueling U.S.-type enriched uranium power reactors and that·we are ready to 
modify our agreement for cooperation with Brazi I to make this possible. 

1 received a letter from Chet Holifield advising that he would like to discuss 
with us the matter of pending patent applications concerning lasers and the 
generation of a controlled nuclear fusion ·reaction (copy attached). 

I received another Jetter from Holifield (copy attached) asking for the 
Commission's views on what can and should be done to safeguard expensive 
AEC-owned equipment and other facilities now situated on or near the campuses 
of various educational institutions. He also as~ed us to identify AEC 
contracts with colleges or universities involving security-related activities 
and advise them if we are making any special plans with respect to the renewal 
of these agreements. 

Helen and I. together with Commissioner and Mrs. Ramey. Commissioner and Mrs. 
Johnson. Commissioner Thompson. Commissioner and Mrs. Larson and Mr. and Mrs. 
Bob Hollingsworth. hosted our annual reception for the scientific attaches of 
foreign countries in the Colonial Room of the Mayflower Hotel. (Attached is a 
list of the invitees.) 

We then attended a reception give by Indonesian Ambassador and Mrs. 
Soedjatmoko in honor of President and Mrs. Soeharto of Indonesia in the East 
Room. Mayflower Hotel. 

Thursday, May 28. 1970 

At 9 p.m. I met in Room ·1112 with Pub.lic Information officers, representing 
the AEC field offices and AEC contractors, who are in Washington for their 
annual meeting. I spoke to them briefly about the new challenge that faces us 
in the field of the pub.lic image and credibility of the AEC and admonished 
them to re-examine their methods of operating. particularly in the area of 
secrecy where we need to try to be as open as possible. (Attached is a list 169 
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JOINT COMMITTEE ON ATOMIC ENERGY 

WASHINGTO!'I, D.C. 20510 

May 27, 1970 

Honorable Glenn T •. Seaberg 
Chairman 
U.S. Atomic :.::nergy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear ·Dr. Seaberg: 

.J(;HN O. ,.A!:TCF\.::. 1:.1-. 
VICC: CHAi RMA."'4 

RICHAitD a. RUZ:.O.:~. ::::.'\.. 
CUN'TGN ~. Al"..:..:.:-f:.::.s. N. Mot., 
ALBU'IT GCRL, T;...to~ ...... 
H::M~o!Y hll. JACK~C.!'>', 'I.'A::H .. 

GCOR.;C D. All-\Z ~-. VT. 
WAU-..A.C:C F. C!':M.:.llT, &.."-:'AH 
CArt:.. T. evATIS, t.O.:;QR. 
HUkill& COTTON,·N.H. 

On December 12, 1969, members of the Joint Committee staff were 
briefed by Atomic Energy Corr...mission personnel about pending patent 
applications concerning lasers and the generat1on of a controlled nuclear 
fusion reaction. The AEC personnel were Franklin N. Parks, Rolar..d A. 
Anderson, and Robert L. Hirsch. However, neither the Committee :meo
bers nor the staff have been officially informed of any subsequent actior..s 
taken or contemplated by the AEC or the patent applicants . 

. 
Unofficial reports and rumors brought to my attention indicate tl-:at 

there are significant differences of opinion between certain AEC 1abo:::a.
tory personnel and the patent applicant about the origination of the process 
covered by the patent application, as well as the technical validity of t1:e 
process as describ~d in patent applications. Also, I am advi.sed that the 
patent applicant has been a consultant to the AEC a!ld to the Departme:J.t 
of Defense a:nd in such capacity has had extensive access to the theories, 
hypotheses and research of these agencies germane to the substance of 
ti::e: patent application. Moreover, I have been advised that the theory, 
as outli:ned in the patent application, was recently run through an AEC 
laboratory computer. 

I beli~ve the Committee should be completely informed about these 
eve:1ts. I and the other members of the Joint Committee have supported 
a:1d obtai:ned the authorization of hundreds of millions of dollars for con
trolled fusion research over the years. It is, at the very least, distressing 
to conter.-:plate the en1\ire CTR discipline be;ing put in a position of eco:.:or.:'lic 
disadva!'ltage relative to an individual or group whose mab source of i:.::or
mation has been from research funded by t..~e United States Gover.:une:.:t. 
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I would like to discuss this entire matter with the appropriate AEC 
and laboratory personnel at any early date. 

Also, I would appreciate receiving any docum.ents which .are available 
for a background review of t~e matter before having a discussion. 

• Sine ~-e.ly yours, , I 

/, I . I'~ . . / ' / . 
· n"" /.\' j· -· ··-, I. · . / >. 
,V' I I . • · · f /' ~~(f~.>.\'- ~, t-"Ly.-... · ~'-····c:.·l__. 
Chet Ho1ifield 

1 

Chairman i 
/! 
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~WAR:;) .J. a,..\U.:S:R. ~ DlRI:CTOII JOINT COMMITIE:E ON ATO:-liC ENERGY 

WASHINGTO:-l, D.C. 20510 

. May 2 7, 19 7 0 

Honorable Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chairman 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washbgton, D. C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Seaberg: 

.IOHH 0. PAS":"O?.£. r..1., 
VICE CrtAI:=tMJ..N 

R:CHARO D. kU:~c:..:... CA. 
CLJ:":TC,N P. At~:.;:R.:..;:;, t.;., !',;;;:,.c.. 

A:..t.:£fi."T GCi(;:, TC: ...... 

Hf:Nfol'i twe. JA:::K~c;.~~. \'/A.~H. • 
GCORCZ O. A:Y.:.-.;, V': • 
WAL..L.AC£' F. =t.N:~Ci.". ;.r.A..-f 

CARl.. T. CU:'IrriS, N~3--. 
'HORRI$ C:.C.TTC..N ..... H. 

There are serious signs affecting the likelihood of continuing as 
heretofore two general practices which, for many years, have benefited 
our country, educational institutions, their faculty and science sredents, 
and the entire scientific community. I refer, individually to (1) the place
ment on college and university premises of expensive items of Gove:::-r ... -: .. "" .. e.:rt
owned plant or equipment for ·research, development, or training pu:rpcses, 
.and (2) contracts by Federal agencies for the services of educational insti
tutions for security-related work in the weapons program. 

I am deeply troubled by incidents such as 'the recent events at :\ew 
Yo:-k Ur.iversity threatening the _destruction of an AEC-owned co:rr..put.;;:: 
costing over $4 million. It seems to me the executive and legislative 
branches of our Goverrunent cannot ignore such incidents and the incre:as
ing porten:s for the possible outbreaking of such oc.currences at a nu.rr:b.er 
of campuses. My concern is considerably magnified by my awareness o:: 

·the budgetary stringencies which these days limit the availability of feC.eral 
iunds !or !abrication or procurement of needed new facilities such as co~-
puters, :-esearch reactors, and other expensive items. As you well know, 
it is becoming more and more dii!icult to obtain sufficient funds for our 
research, development, and training needs, without the added expense 

a~d burden that vandalism brings. I would very much like to have the 
Corr..Ir.ission1s views, at an early date, on several basic but L.--nportant 
que·stior..s. First, what can and should be done to safeguard expensive 
AEC-owned equipment and other facilities now situated on or r..ear the 
campuses o! various educational institutions? In this connection, I 
would very much appreciate a listing of the pertinent schools, the types 
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and dollar values of AEC-owned plant or equipment ·now at these schools 
costing $50, 000 or more, and the other related AEC costs for opcrati!:g 
and maintaining the facilities, including personnel costs and the costs for 
power and maintenance. Second, in regard to future contemplated place
ment of facilities at educational institutions, what added factors should be 
taken into consideration in the light of the possibility or probability of 
vandalism? What are the reasonable alternatives with respect to future 
courses of action by AEC? 

I have deliberately limited the scope of my present inquiry; I recog
nize that my questions and concerns are also largely applicable to other 
Federal age:1.cies and that senseless destruction can indiscrhr..ir:.ately affect 
not only Government-owned facilities, but school property as well, includbg 
equipment acquired through Federal grants. 

Regarding the practice of contracting with educational institutio:1.s 
for security-classified work in the weapons field, I have read with interest 
the recent report by the Special Committee on University Research at 
Livermore and Los Alamos, chaired by Mr. Paul E. Zinner, and the 
personal addendum by one of the seven committeemen, Mr. George vr: 
Wetherill. I would like to have the benefit of the Coi!ll'nis sion.1s views on 
this report in context of AEC 1s importar:.t missions to -..v:-:ich the Liver::::nore 
and :..os Alamos Laboratories make major contributions. Consicierbg tb.e 
opinions and recommendations expressed in the report, what planning by 
the Commission is now or will soon be underway in connection with the 
extension of the co:1tracts which, as I understand it, come up for renewal 
on September 30, 1972? Please identify all other AEC contracts with 
colleges or universities involvL"1g securhy-related activities, and advise 
us as to whether the Commission is making a:1.y special plans with res?ect 
to .the renewal of tcese agreements? It seems more than ever prudent to 
assi!me that tur:1ing over the control of vital weapons laboratories to ge!:era.l 
academic faculty a:1.d student groups would scarcely be consistent with the need 
to safeguard our common defense and security. 

This matter is vital to our National weapons developme!lt pr~ograr:1. It 
merits an executive meeting with the Com...-n.ission as soon as you are prepared. 
Please have Mr. Hollingsworth make the necessary arrangements with 
Captain Bauser. 
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HOS'rS: * indicatpc regrets 

Chairulan aud Hrs. Senb,,r·g 
Cow.miss ionel" and l•;rs. l:.arr.ey 
Commissioner amt Nrs. Johnson 
Co~~iscioner Thompson 
Comn1issioncr. and l·!t's. L:.:.1:son 

El·rBASS IES 

ARGF!II"TIN:\ 

Z.ir. Uario. Compora, Coun:clor (Poli.ticnl Affairs) 

A'GSTRf.! .. IA 

f.fr. e.nd Hrs. Pete.: Croo!::s, Ator.1ic Eneq;y Attache 
* Hr. and l·lrs. Lander R. Scott-llogC!rs, Acsistant Atm11ic Energy /;.ttache 

Dr. a11d t·1rE. Gerald llj.11tcregg~r,. Cot.tr.:nelor 
Dr. and Z..t:~. Peter Nie~;net', Third Sccretetry 

DELGim1 

* Dr. and l·t:s. Louis Grovcn, Scientific Counselol" 
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* Dr. and lirs. Athos da Silveirct Ramos, Scientific Attache 

CJ,)·!ADA 

t-r.r. &n.1 1-'irs. J. Uard Gl.·ccrMocci, CounscloL' (Scientific) 

CZ~CHOSL O".J;'...K.TA - . 

11r. and Hrs. A!'ll:onin l-1~nko, Second Secretary (Scientific .Aff:::.5.rc) 

CHINA 

Y1Z'. c.nd Hrs. U::rtin Hong, Hinioter (Econo::tic) 
* 1-.lr. and 1-~rc. Cht'istcph~1.· Tang, Co:xn~rcial Attt.;.che 

Affair~) 

1-fr. ancl l·~rs. Anl~er K. A. H~r.:::eu, Scientific Co~.ms.~lor 
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Mr. and HrG. Kcrl H. R~nta, Scientific Att.s.che 

FRANCE 

Dr. and Hrs. Haurice Levy, .Scientific Coun.selor 
1-lr. an1 l1rs. Pierre Villaros, Attache (Atomic EnerBy) 

GRR11A~X 

Hr. and 
1-b:. and 
l1r. aud 

l1rf> • 
Hrs. 
Hrs. 

Carl J .. r,hu~Q1, Counselor 
Uolfgcng Opfcru:n.nn, Counselor (Scientific Affe.i~s) 
Volker Knoerich, .first Sccrete.ry (Scientific) 

GREAT nRITAIN 

Hr. and Hrs. Clive 11. Rose, Counce lor 
11r. and Hrs. P.a.rold s. llee!::E: • Counselol· (Defence) 
1-ir. and l·:Xs •. Lal.,l·ence ..T • Hicldleton,·First ::;ccrct~l·y 
Hr. and l!rs. John s. v. Andrelvs, Attache· (-:',.tom:i.c Energy) 
Hr. end Hrs. G~rnld Goldn.:;>•, Ui(.AE I,aia:::on Officer 
1-'..r. and l·:rs. Dougla.s Batley, II 

Hr. and Hrs. Istvan P.cn;sonyi., Third Secretr~ry (Scientific) 

IHDIA 

Hr. and Hrs. Shc,rad s. H~r<!the, Hf.nistcr (Eco.nomic) 
Hr. and Hr~. Kuld:i.p S.:thdev, Firet Secretary (Eco&lomic) 

Hr. Noel Dorr, Firzt Secretary 

ISRA.EL 

Dr. and Hrs. Avrah"-m H~rmoni, Scientific Coun:.eJ.or 
Mr. and H1·s •• Teruh:tct Kafkcf:i, Att<!chc (Science) 

ITALY 

* Dr~ and Hrs. G~etano Lanzano., CHEN Rcprcsc·.1tative 
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JAPAN . ---
Mr. and Hrs. Shinichiro Asao, First Secretary . 
Hr. and 
Mr. and 

Mrs. 
Hrs. 

Takashi Ishikatva, First Secretary (Scientific) 
Takao Nakajima, Second Secretary (Scientific) 

KOREA 

Mr. Hong Tae Choi, Counsel<.ir 

MEXICO 
Mr. Julian Saenz Hinojosa, Minister 

NETHERLANDS 

Mr. and Mrs. Herman C. van Vierssen, First Secretary (Scientific) 
*Mr. and Mrs. Louis M. A. Proost, Second Secretary (Scientific) 

Mr.· and Hrs. R. E. Van Dijk, Assistant Scientific Attache 

NORt•!AY 

* Mr. and Mrs. Thomas J. Ronneng, First Secretary 
Mr. and Mrs. Sigurd Endresen, Second Secret·ary 

PHILIPPINES 

Dr. and Nrs. Cristino Lazatin, Science Att.sche 

ROHAN IA 

Hr. and Mrs. Gheorghe Plosca.ru, Third Secretary 
Mr. and Mrs. Mercea Hitran, Fourth Secretary 

SPAIN 

*Mr. and Hrs. Tomas Chavarri, First Secretary 
*Mr. and t1rs. Fermin de la Sierra, Industrial Attache 

SOUTH AFRICA 

Dr. ·and Mrs. Ronald G. Shuttle'tvorth, Counselor (Scientific) 
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Mr. and Hrs. Rolf Audre.:l:::son, Sd.eutif5.c Attach= 
Hr. Ander~ Olender, Second Secretary 

SHITZEllLAND 

Ur. and l·irso Ch~rles Huller, Counselor 
Dr. and Hrs. Charles T<wcl, Scienti.:Hc Connt;elor 
Mt·. anc1. Hrs. Georges-Andre Grin, ScicntiHc l:.ttC:.che 
Dr. and ltcs. Rej_nbold Steiner, Counselol· Sp~ce Affair~ 

Hr. and Nrs. Valentin H. Ka~encN, Cultural Connselor 
l1r, and Hr:s. Yeveeniy A. B-:!lov, Scientific l:..ttnch~ cle~ignc.te 
11r. and N.r.s. Viktor s. Evl<"!nov, Scientific Att.achz 

EUil.A.TG:-1 --
Hr. and 'Nrs. Ctti:'t. Hcidcnr.eich, Dil:cctor, Eu:;:c:-:>enn Communities 
1-ir. and Hrs. Ivo Dubo:J.r., As at to the Director, " 
Hr. and t·:rs. Georgio Bogcio, Scientific Asst to the Dii:'ector, 

Lin:i.son Office 

II 

*Dr. and Hrs. Jc~sse D. Pet·kinsou, Jr., E:-:ecutiva S~cret·nry 
Dr. am1 Ucs. K:lrcclo Alor.r.o, D~puty Director, Dep.:.:ctrr.rmi: of Scientific Af[c.irs 

·l·fr. and HrG. Rodolf a l·!onr.<n:et, Sp~ci".U.st: 

Hr. and Hrs. H. DaVroom, vlashington, D. c. repl·esentativc 

Mr. and 1-Irs. Curl L. Klein, Assistant Secretary for t·Tate.: Quality and Rcccc.rch 
Dr. Fred Singer, Dcpt.t~y Aosi5tnnt Secr.etary for Sc:i.cntifi.c Progr~1.1s 

* Dr. and t·~rs. Chung-ruins t·7ong, Director, Office of Salina Hater 
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ACDA 

Mr. and Hrs. Philip J. Farley, Deputy Director 
Mr. and Mrs. Charles Van Doren, D~puty General Counsel 

DOD 

Dr. and Mrs. Carl Walske, ASD(AE) 

NASA 

*Dr. and Mrs. Thornas 0. Paine, 

JOINT CO:tvli'1ITTEE l1EHBERS 

Mr. and Hrs. Chet Holifield, Chairman 
Senator and Hrs. Pastore, Vice Chairman 
Mr. and Mrs. Melvin Price 

*Mr. Wayne N. Aspinall 
Mr. and Hrs·. John Young 

* Mr. and Hr.s. Ed Edmondson 
Mr. and Mrs. Crai~ Hosmer 
Mr. and Hr. John B. Anderson 
Mr. and Mrs. t-Jilliam HcCulloch 

* Mrs. Cath~rine Hay 
* Senator Richard B. Russell 

Senator and Hrs. Clinton P. Anderson 
* Senator and Hrs. Albert Gore 
* Senator and Mrs. Henry M. Jackson 
* Senator and Mrs. George D. Aiken 

Senator and Hrs. Wallace F. Bennett 
*Mrs. Senator and Mrs. Carl T.· Curtis 

* Senator and Mrs. Norris Cotton 

JOINT C0Ht1ITTEE STAFF. 

Captain and Mrs. Edtvard J. Bauscr 
Mr. and Mrs. George_T. Murphy 
Mr. and Hrs ~- John Reich 
Mr. and Mrs. Gerald Fain 
Mr. ·and Mrs. Seymore Shtviller 
Mr. and Hrs. James Graham 

BOB 

* Mr. and Hrs. Dwight Ink 
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WHITE HOUSE 

* Dr. Henry Kissinger, Assistant to President for N~tional Security 
Mr. and Mrs. Peter Flanigan, Assistant to the President· 
Dr. and Mrs. Lee DuBridge, Science Adviser to the President 
Dr. Clay T. Hhitehead, Staff Assistant to the President 

*General and Hrs. Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 
Mr. ·and Hrs. William Kriegsman, Staff Assistant, The Hhite House 
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Barlow·, Special Assistant to President 
Col. and Mrs. Robert Behr, Senior Staff, National Secu1·ity Council 
Dr. and Mrs. Hubert Heffner, Deputy Director, OST · 
Mr. and Mrs. S. David Freeman, Director Energy Policy Staff, OST 
Dr. and Hrs. Norman Neur_eiter, Office of Science and Technology 

STATE DEPARTI'i:ENT 

*Mr. and Hrs. 
* Mr. and Mrs. 
* 1-fr. and Mrs. 

*Hr. and Hrs. 

Mr. and Mrs. 
*Dr. and Hrs. 
*Mr. and Mrs. 

Mr. and Mrs. 
Mr. and Hrs. 

*'Mr. and Mrs. 

Dr. and Mrs. 
Mr. and Hrs. 
Dr. and Mrs. 
Mr. and Mrs. 

AID 

Alexis 
Martin 
Joseph 

Samuel 

Johnson, Under Secretary for Political Affair 
J. ·Hillenbrand, Asst Secretary, European Aff~ 
J. Sisco, Asst Sec,, Near Eastern and South 

Asian Affairs 
DePalma, Asst Sec, International Organization 

Affairs 
Herman Pollack, DireGtor, SCI. 
Henry D. Smyth, Ambassador to IAEA 
Christian Herter, Jr., Director and Special Asst to 

Sec, SCI-Environmental Affa:i.r: 
Donovan Q. Zook, Director, SCI-Atomic Energy 
Nelson F. Sievering, Director, SCI-Scienti~ic Affair: 
Abraham Katz, Director, OECD, Bureau of European 

Affairs 
Robert Loftness, Deputy Director for Technology, SCI 
John P. Trevithick, Deputy Director for Programs, sc: 
Robert Liimatainen, Foreign Affairs Officer, SCI 
J. Daniel Phillips, Euratom Desk Officer 

* Mr. and Mrs. Joel Bernstein, Asst Administrator, Technical Assist
ance 

Mr. and Mrs. Glenn E.. Sch,vt..~i tzer, Director of Science and Tech
nology, Technical Assistance 

Mr. and Hrs. Arthur B. Vieregg, Po"ver Branch Chief, Office of 
Capital Development and Engineer·· 
ing, Near East and South Asia 
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EXPORT-INPORT BANK 

*Hr. and Mrs. Henry Kearns, President and Chairman 
Mr. Walter C. Sauer, First Vice President and Vic~·Chairman 
Mr. and Mrs. Torn Lilley, Director 
Mr. and Mrs. Hilliam S. Bal~erston, Chief, European Division 

WORLD BANK 

Mr.. and Mrs. S. Jagannathan, Ambassador (Economic) - India 
·*Mr. and Mrs. Hario Piccagli, Assistant Director, Engineering 

Projects Department 
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z'oN'1'rJ>.CTOF. REPHZSENTATIVES ~mo l'liLL ATTF.1ID PUDLIC D~Forum.TION MEETI?1G 

MAY 2€-2B, 1970 

Richard t1. Adams, Assistnnt Director, Argonne 11at.ional Laboratory (CH) 

£d~tard D. Aeb!scher, l!ead, Informiltion Services Dept. i Oak Ridge 1\ssociat(.~d 
Univ~r3itics (OR) . 

GeorgeS. Caldc:s, Jr., Public Relations, duPont, Wilmington (SR) 

Hurvcy I. Cobert, Director of Public Relations, Union carbide Corp. (OR) 

Norbert J. Dornbach, Public Relations Officer, Brookhaven llat. Lab. (Bn) 

l'l. E!!trnatt Dreesze11 1 Hanager, Information and Security, Ames Laborfl.tcry (CE) 

Ronald L. Ginger, Hanagerncnt Infornation & Systa!!'.s Dept., l-1onsanto Research 
Corp. · (hL) 

G·arland Ladd, Atomics International, Canoga PCI.rk, Calif. (SJ\n) 

Carl l"l. Larsen, Director of Public Information, national Accel~rator Lcb. 
;(CH) 

Felix Owen, Atomics International, Canoga P..ark, Calif. (SA!.j) 

'l'o:-:t H. Sprague, Manager., Public Relations, Aerojet General· (ID) 

Dave A. Sundberg, Director, Public Information Office, Oak Ridge !lation~l 
Laboratory (OR) 

Delbert· Sundberg, Department Head, Office of Public Relatj.ons, Los F~lamos 
Scientific Laboratory (AL) 

Carl Thien, Brookhaven 1-lational L:1boratory (BR) 

Kal l1agenhoim, Puerto Rico Nuclear Center (OR) 

t·lillia.'n Watts I Corrmunity Relations-Public s~rvices, Battelle !-tcnorial 
Institute (RL) 

Daniel l-tilkes, ~.ssistant to the Director, Public Information, Lawrence 
Radiation Laborntory, Berkeley (SAH) 
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of those scheduled to attend the annual meeting.) 

At 10 a.m. I met with Dick Elliot (Public Information Officer, Albuquerque 
Operations Office) and Hazel Whitaker (DIT) to discuss Elliott's book for DTI 
on the Weapons Program, particularly the balance in the book between the Los 
Alamos and Livermore Laboratories. 

At 10:15 a.m. I called Richard Hamburger, Division of Peac~ful Nuclear 
Explosives, and talked to him in the absence of John Kelly. I told him I am 
considering the preparation of an article or speech on the Plowshare program, 
particularly in the 1960's during the time I have had responsibility for it. 
I asked him to talk to Kelly and consider coming up with a draft; however, the 
starting point should be an outline. I said I wanted the whole picture 
covered, including underground as well as excavation, some allusion to the 
problems we had getting the OK for CABRIOLET, etc. 

I had lunch with Dan Wilkes, Julie Rubin and Stan Schneider at the Longworth 
Cafeteria. After lunch Wilkes and I walked around Lafayette Park. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Ambassador to Romania Leonard C. Meeker in my office; 
Mel Abrahams and Julie Rubin were present. The purpose of Meeker's visit was 
mainly to bring each other up to date on the status of U.S.-Romanian 
cooperation in the field of the peaceful uses of atomic energy which, in 
general, is going very well. Ambassador Meeker described the disastrous 
floods in Romania and their effect on the domestic food supplies for the 
co~ing year as well as the impact on foreign trade in foodstuffs. The U.S. 
has sent in two 707s with beds and hospital supplies. The Romanians will need 
new seeds for this year's crop as over a million acres of planted ground have 
been washed out. 

With regard to the recent visit to Moscow by President Ceasescu, Ambassador 
Meeker's information is that the visit, although brief and apparently 
unexpected, was a planned visit of Communist Party leaders. The Ambassador's 
best guess is that the meeting didn't cover the floods or Warsaw Pact 
maneuvers, but that Ceasescu complained of Romania's treatment at the hands of 
the Soviets particularly for the short supply of coke. Generally, the 
Russians continue to put pressure on the Romanians to fall in line but a 
consummation of the pressure, such as occurred in Czechoslovakia, is not 
anticipated. The Romanians are prepared to endure this pressure and look to 
the U.S. for assistance, such as cooperation with the AEC, in this effort. 

It was noted that the Romanians will let us know in several months of their 
thinking on a research reactor on a less expensive scale than that initially 
suggested. It was agreed that nothing should be done until such time as plans 
are more definite. 

Ambassador Meeker was of the opinion, in response to my inquiry, that the 
Romanians would .purchase an enriched uranium reactor from the Soviets and a 
heavy water reactor from the West, probably the U.S. if it could be arranged. 

Briefly discussed were the latest developments in the sale of a heavy water 
plant by Lummus Company, the possible purchase of a PDP-9 computer by the 
Institute of Atomic Physics, the participation of U.S. scientists and 
commercial exhibitors in the AMPERE Colloque, and the efforts to assign 
Romanians in the nuclear research field at AEC facilities. It was agreed that 
we would continue to foster cooperation through all of these avenues. 
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I sent personal regards to Professors Hulubei and Ursu. 

I sent two letters to Russell Train (Chairman, Counci I on Environmental 
Quality), one sending him copies of the interim procedures adopted by the AEC 
in implementation of Section 102 of the National Environmenta·l Policy Act of 
1969, and the other transmitting a copy of our notice of proposed rule making 
concerning our implementation of this Act. 

I sent a letter to Secretary Rogers (copy attached) advising him of Euratom's 
serious difficulties in its efforts to begin safeguard negotiations with the 
IAEA in connection with Article III of the NPT. 

In the late afternoon I presided over the eleventh annual Lawrence Awarqs 
Ceremony at the National Academy of Sciences. The recipients of the awards 
were Dr. James W. Cobble, Purdue University; Dr. William J. Bair, Pacific 
Northwest Laboratory; Dr. Joseph M. Hendrie, Brookhaven National Laboratory; 
Dr. Michael M. May, Lawrence Radiation Laboratory, Livermore; and Andrew M. 
Sessler, Lawrence Radiation Laboratory, Berkeley. In the course of my remarks 
I gave recognition to a number of those present--the relatives of the 
recipients as wei I as to Dr. Lee A. DuBridge, Congressman Chet Holifield, 
Senator Wallace Bennett, Dr. Norman Ramsey, Robert Frosch (Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy), former Commissioner Gera ·ld lape, former Commissioner Loren 
Olson, Carl Walske and Chuck Dunham. A reception followed in the Great Hal I . 

Lawrence Award Ceremony, National Academy of Sciences; May 28, 1970. 
L to R: Professor James W. Cobble, Mrs. Cobble, Seaborg. 184 



. . . 
UNITED STATES 

·ATOMIC ENERGY COrv1MISSION . 
UNCL BY I 

NOV II 

Honor4:1ble Hillirun P. Rogers 
Secret<try 
Depm:o.·wnt of State 

Dear Bill: 

WASHINGTON. D .C. ZOS45 

MAY 2 8 1970 

As you are a~vare:, Eurato:n h'.).S run into serious -difficulties in its 
effo: t:s to o:::tain a mandate from the Europenn Co:..:r:un.ity Council of 
Hinist~:r.s to br!gin safegu<>rcJ ".legotiations uith the IAEA i71 cormecticn 
with / .. rt~. ~l!! III of the l:i'T. I believe this problcn has beco:ne !;Uffi
ciently grc>·:c that wq. should consider a possible effort on the part of 
.the Uniccd States to sth1Ulate a resolution baforc the Council's n~xt 
meetin::; on Jt•.ae 8-9, 1970. 

I Ci:."l convin::.cd that anv further protracted delay in tha start .of 
Eurato:l' s nr:gotiations. \..'ith the IACA not oaly uill delay t!-!e conclusion 
of a satisf.?.cto::y a~ree:ncnt betHecn these t~.:o or;p:.nizaticr .. 5 (on \.Jhich 
the ratification of the i"7T by Gen1.:my and the other Ccz.r.;,.unity member 
states is clc:?endent), but also r.1ay be seriously dctrir..entc:l to the 
over~ll p~ospe. cts for succes5ful i:.1plem~ntation of the !\PT. This is 
hec!iuse several !":.e:.r st~tes scch as Jcpan and .Australie., . are rel~tine 
their c;.:n acr.io~s to the outcc.~e of the Eur~tc::-.-IAEA neeotiations. 
Extensive celay in a clecision· by Jopan and other key states to ratify 
the NPT co•Jld, I believe, per.:1anently jeopardize the likelihood o£ their 
acceclin~ to the Treaty. 

The diffic~tlty, of course, stc.ls fro::1 the position tal~en by France. 
The French are ta1dn~ the position that the character of any !.l;EA 
verification a3re~nent nec£:ssc::.rily \-till modify t!te basic ch:uacter 
of the Ecrato:!l safeguards syste.""J and that this, in turn, pr'='·:ides 
sufficient zrounds to justify French 'titht.!ra~-·al frc:t ::tc? .. ndutory Eur4:ltc:n 
controls. This po:>i tion is cnc::.ccep table to the other fi•.rc FuJ;ato::t 
.countries and the matter reportedly is to be discussed agai~ by the 
European Council of ~-!in is ters on June 8 a."ld 9. I unders t~nd t'h.:,t, if 
the forthcc:ling Cocncil neetint; is unsuccessful, the entire issu~ may 
be deferred until oc:{t Fall with the pro~t·ect that any IAEA-Eurato::n. 
negotiations t::ay not begin for t1any oore :1onths, if at all. 
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Honorable W, P, Rogers 2-

Given this situatjon 1 I would like to ur~e that you hive serious 
consj:der.:ltion ·to appro~ching the French on this matter, at a hich 
level, to elicit a clarification of their posj.tj.on and to cor.um.micate 
our sense of concern about the continued delay in the initiation of 
negotiation~ betm~cri Eur.;ttom and the V£A. I believe that this could 
be done not in a critical ~anner nor as our appearin~ to be a special 
pleader for European Cro .. -:-;unity institutions for \..'hich the French have 
little regard 1 but rather on the. basis of the cor:1mon interest l1hich 
we and the French ~hare in encoura~inB adherence to the NPT, 
especially by Cerr.1any. !t \o7ould see::t to me that the French might 
prefer a direct and forthri~ht expression of our vie•·:s on thin issue 
rather ~1an by lc~rning of cur concern throu~h others. 

I \o:ould -..,~lcOl;le t:eceivinh your reactions as to whether you believe an 
approach along t~ese lines would be appropriate, It is ~y view that 

· .this is a matter of not only conside>rable i."".lportancc, but also of 
substantial urgc:1cy. I believe, as alre~dy noted, th<tt ~;e \orould h<lvc 
the maxim~ beneficial effect if ~e raised thin issue with the French 
prior to the June 8 Council of Hinisters r.~eeting. 

In the· event you deC!!! it desirablet I would be prepared to supplement 
any initiative that you ~ight wish to take along these lines with an 
infornal approach of a si..":lilar n<lturc to ~~r. Hirsch who is ny 
counterpart in the French Commissariat for Atomic Energy. 

Chairman 
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Lawrence Award Ceremony, National Academy of Sciences; May 28, 1970. 
L toR: Dr. Andrew M. Sessler, Dr. Wi I liam J. Bair, Dr. James W. Cobble, 
Seaborg, Dr. Michael M. May and Dr. Joseph M. Hendrie. 

Eric, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going along the White Horse Trai I and Cross lrails 3 and 4, 
past the Police Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 

Dianne went with her class by bus to visit wi·l liamsburg and Jamestown, 
Virginia. They left about 7 a.m. and returned at 10:15 p.m. 

Friday, May 29, 1970 - HOLIDAY 

Eric and I played 9 holes of golf at the Chevy Chase Club. He shot 65 and I, 
50 . 

I spent a good part of the remainder of the day reading AEC papers, work ing on 
speeches, etc. 

Saturday, May 30, 1970 - MEMORIAL DAY 

We had our annual hike to Old Rag. Helen and I, Dianne, Eric, 
(Lynne's friend), and Paddi 's friend, Bob Stanley, rode in our 
Novey, his friend John Merri I I, Lynne, Bi 11 and Jody Cobb rode 
to our meeting place at the Old Rag parking lot near Nethers. 

Paddi Ben son 
car, and Larry 
in Larry' s car 
Here, at 18'7 



various times, the other members of our party arrived. We took some pictures 
and then started on our hike in groups. 

Helen, Jane freeman, Renee Schneider, and Jean Temple drove in our car to the 
gate at the opposite end of Weakley Hoi low Road and hiked up the back side of 
Old Rag. lhe rest of us hiked up the front side and we all assembled at th e 
top for our I unch . The group consisted of John Merri 11; Larry Novey; Bob 
Stanley; Paddi Benson; Lynne and Bi I I Cobb; Jody Cobb; Glenn, Helen, Dianne 
and Eric Seaborg; Orvi 1 le and Jane Freeman; Howard and Janet Brown with 
Mary-Patrice, Mary-Michael, Mary-Carolyn and John Christopher Brown and two 
neighbor children, Mary Rita Guay and Katie Altoff; Stan and Renee Schneider 
and daughter Amy; Ralph, Lorraine , Donna and Nancy Lubin; Truman and Jean 
Temple; Robert, Joe ·I-Ann, Krista, David and Julie McFarren; Phil and Eleanor 
Lautenschlager; David and Didi Mahoney; Ann Neibert; George Sakalosky and son 
Paul; Chris, JoAnn, Becky and Johnny Henderson; ·loni and Jeanette Joseph; 
Mary Ann, Bob, Teri and Karen Frey; and Abe Friedman and daughter Abby, a 
total of 54 peop .le. 

We met Dr. Weyl, Wi !fred Mann's daughter, and a number of others in a group on 
the way . 

Old Rag Hike; May 30, 1970 . 
L to R: Glenn and He len Seaborg. 

When we returned to the Old Rag parking lot after finishing the loop hike, we 
discovered that the group consisting of Lynne, Bi I I, Jody, Larry Novey, John 
Merril I, Paddi Benson, Bob Stanley and Dianne was missing as was lric. Helen 
drove back to the other end of Weakley Hollow Road to try to find Eric as we 
had learned from the Browns that he was headed in that direction . Eric had 
made the loop hike twice and thus had caught up to the Browns on his second 
time around. He told them that he was going to meet his mother at this 
opposite point . However, after waiting there for an hour and a half he hiked 
back along Weakley Hoi low Road to the Old Rag parking lot . His mother, having 
failed to find him , drove back and met him there. 

Orville ~reeman and I called the ranger at Big Meadow, talked to the ranger's 
wife and told her about the missing people. We called fr om a residence in 188 



Nethers whose number we left. Soon we received a call from Larry Novey at 
Skyland, saying they had taken the wrong turn and hiked the Old Rag Fire Road 
all the way up the hill to Skyland. All eight of them crowded into a car 
driven by Alfred (Fred) Ward, a court reporter, and his girl friend, Ginger 
(strangers to them) and rode to Thornton Gap where we met them. Ward then 
drove Larry Novey and John Merrill to their car at the Old Rag parking lot, 
where they camped for the night, and also drove Paddi Benson and Bob Stanley 
back to Washington. 

Helen, Dianne, Eric and I in our car and Lynne, Bill and Jody and the Freemans 
in their cars proceeded to the Freemans• place at Bryce Mountain Resort near 
Bayse, where we had dinner and spent the night. Mrs. Shields, Jane Freeman•s 
mother, was also there. 

Sunday, May 31, 1970 

We had breakfast at the Freemans• and then all took a hike up to the top of 
the nearby hills to view the ski slopes. 

A number of our party went swimming in the nearby community pool and then we 
had lunch at the Freemans •. 

Helen, Eric, Dianne, Bill, Lynne, Jody and I drove back to Washington. 

189 



Monday, June 1, 1970 - Germantown 

At 9:55a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1032 (notes attachea). We 
discussed our comments on the conclusions and recommendations of the second 
report of the Interagency Power Plant Siting Study Group. We also noted the 
advice from the White House and the Bureau of the Budget that they insist that 
the proposal to shut down the PPA be carried out and its continued operation can 
not be supported by the NSF. 

I received a phone call from Peter Flanigan who told me he has received my very 
persuasive letter concerning reorganization and that he has put it in front of 
all the people who are considering the matter. He said the current status of 
the program has been resolved and, like most things in government, it is not 100 
percent one way or the other. An Environmental Agency will be set up as an 
independent organization whose sole responsibility will be to protect the 
environment. ~~ncluded in that will be the standards setting section of our 
Division of Radiation Protection Standards as it deals with off-site safety. 
All on-site licensing authority will remain with the AEC. In this connection he 
said it may be necessary for AEC to employ some additional personnel to carry on 
certain functions necessary for our continuing responsibility in this area and 
that there will, of course, be some duplication of effort. The idea of taking 
part of Biology and Medicine from AEC has been dropped. As for Natural 
Resources, it is his understanding that the President will say that it is being 
studied and that no current plan will go forward at all. Flanigan said that 
Doug Castle should contact Julie Rubin, who would direct him to the right 
place. I said I suppose that we could get additional information from Will 
Kriegsman if we need it, and he said that is right. 

Senator Ralph Yarborough (Texas) called me to say that the Senate has passed a 
resolution creating a Commission on the Study of Cancer. This Commission has a 
budget of $250,000, much of it supplied by Mary Lasker, who is also on the 
Commission. The deadline for the submission of the report is January 31, 1971; 
however, they.are hoping to have it earlier. They have been talking to Robert 
F. Sweek of our Division of Reactor Development and Technology to assume the top 
position, i.e., Ex~cutive Secretary of the Commission. Only $30,000 is allotted 
for this position, and he is currently earning $34,810 at the AEC. They would 
like to have Mr. Sweek as soon as possible on a temporary loan basis; also they 
would like AEC to pay the difference of $4,810 (although it would only be half 
this amount since the assignment would last only about a half-year). He said he 
has talked to Senator Pastore about this, and there seems to be a precedent for 
taking such action. I said I would look into it. · 

I had lunch with Bob Epple, John Burnett and Justin Bloom to discuss the writing 
of encyclopedia articles on the transuranium elements for which they are giving 
me some help. 

I called Senator Yarborough and told him the AEC will agree to the detail of 
Robert F. Sweek and to the payment of salary differential; however, I asked him 
to put both these requests in a letter to me, which he said he would do 
immediately. In passing, I mentioned it will be a little difficult to get along 
without Sweek because he holds a central position in our Reactor Development 
Division. Yarborough said he appreciates this; he does not know Sweek, but the 
people in New York say he has exceptional executive ability and that is why they 
want him. 

Ed Gardner came in to see me as sort of a personal courtesy call. He retired 
from the AEC five years ago. He expressed some disappointment that he was not 
given a Distinguished Service Award at that time. 190 



UNITED STATES 
. UHCL. BY DOl 

NOV II 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COPY NO. 
20 

-----June 1, 1970 

·INFORMATION MEETING 1032 

9:55 a.m., Monday, June 1, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

1. May 25 Memorandum from the President re Evaluation of Current 
Programs for Outlook for FY 1972 Budget 

A staff report is forthcoming. (OC) 

2. · Commissioner Ramey's May 27 Memorandum re Interagency Power 
Plant Siting Study Group Report (See also May 28 Draft Letter to David 
Freeman, Office of Science and Technology) 

Approved with changes. (Fremling-RDT) 

3. Commissioner Johnson's May 27 Memorandum reStudy of Transfer of 
Adjudicatory Functions 

Scheduled for Executive Session discussion on Wednesday, June 3. (SECY) 

4. Reorganization Item 

To be scheduled for discussion on Wednesday, June 3: (ADRA-SECY) 

5. May 28, 1970, Projection of Commissioners' Commitments and Scheduled 
Cotnmission Meetings, June 1970 through August 1970 

Noted. (SECY) 

191 



6. . AEC 213/159 - Tritium Transfer and Inventory Reports 

Approved with a revision on Page 5. {SMM} 

7. AEC 604/137 - Basic Radiation Protection Criteria: NCRP Report 

.Approved. (OS.:. RPS) 

8. Reorganization Study 

9. AEC 1219/26 - Pr'oduction Reactors: Criteria for Standby Status 

Approved. (P) 

· 10. AEC 620/68 -· AEC Claim for Laboratory a:pd Office Equipment 

Approved. (GC-Rubin). 

11. AEC 412/68- Consolidated Title VI Civil Rights Act Proceedings: Delegation 
of Authority 

Approved. (GC-As_st. to GM) 

12. AEC 1247/15- Geneva Conference: Use of Closed Circuit TV 

Mr. Kratzer will discuss with Director General Sigvard Eklund in Vienna . 
. (AGMIA-TI) 

13. AEC "783/166 - Proposed Comments on H. R. 16427 and H. R. 16609 on 
Establishment of Marine Sanctuaries 

Approved. (GC- Rubin) 

14. AEC 568/154- Unauthorized Access to Weapon Data 

Approved for signature by the General.Manager. {S) 

15. AEC 1309/43- Mandrel IV: Event Data 

Approved. {AGMMA) . 
Mr. Tesche reported staff papers on test venting and press releases are 
forthcoming. 

-·2 -· 

192 



16 .. AEC 809/158 - Proposed Computer Export to USSR 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

17. :AEC 89/219- German National: Proposed Assignment to LASL 

. Approved. Revised approval procedures for assignments to the Meson 
!acility·at LASL are requested. (AGMIA) 

18. AEC 1037/80 - CTR: Proposed US- USSR Exchanges 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

19. AEC 353/27 - ACIRD: Proposed FY 1971 Membership 

Approved. (ID) 

20. AEC 603/150 - PPA: Proposal to Continue Support at Low Level 

The BOB reaction is note.d and the letter is to be revised.. (R) 

21. AEC 1037/79 - Report on US- USSR High. Energy Physics Exchan~ 

Noted. (R) 

22. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 359 

Noted. (PAR) 

23. Comrn:issioner Ramey's Report on the Texas Law Review Group Study 

A meeting with the .Commission will be ~cheduled in mid-June. (Fremling-SECl. 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

(Commissioners Johnson and Larson's approval is noted.) 

- 3 -

11:15a.m. 
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I called Secretary Finch, but he was still away from his office due to illness. 
I, therefore, spoke with Mrs. Gulatt regarding Dr. Stephen Quigley•s letter of 
May 4 to Secretary Finch, inviting him to be the main speaker at the 50th 
anniversary of the ACS Division of Chemical Education, at Snowmass-at-Aspen, 
Colorado, July 20-24, 1970. Mrs. Gulatt said that this is one fequest they are 
holding for the personal attention of Mr. Finch when he returns to the office, 
which they hope will be soon. She will add a note to the letter, calling the 
Secretary•s attention to the fact that I called about it. 

I received a memorandum from Chuck Reicha~dt (copy attached) giving details of a 
French nuclear explosion that occurred on May 22, 1970. 

I received a letter from Tennessee Senator Albert Gore asking for a detailed 
report concerning any reallocation of funds within Oak Ridge and any 
reallocation of funds away from Oak Ridge that may have taken place as a result 
of the strike underway there. 

Tuesday, June 2, 1970 - D.C. 

At 10:30 a.m. I was interviewed by Gianluigi Poli of RAI Corporation (the 
Italian Radio TV System), who mentioned that he had studied about some of my 
scientific work when he was in school. Others present included Lester Borman of 
RAI, Mariano Latini, Franco Proto and Pippa Demitri, RAI cameramen, and Sid 
Schwartz and Joe Fouchard of DPI. Poli asked about the growth of nuclear power 
and the breeder program, what lies ahead in nuclear power, the extent of AEC 
involvement in Plowshare, especially GASBUGGY, and the AEC•s position on some of 
the fears which have been raised about nuclear power and about Plowshare and 
what means are taken to protect the public. 

I had lunch at the University Club with John Flaherty, Willard Rockwell 
(Chairman of the Board, North American Rockwell Corporation), Jay Whethe (Vice 
President for Power Systems, North American Rockwell Corporation), R. J~ Watson 
(Assistant to the Vice President, AI), and Julie Rubin. It was mainly a social 
occasion with some discussion of the government-industry fast breeder program. 

At 2 p.m. Jim Ramey brought in and introduced Joe Tom Easley, Managing Editor of 
the University of Texas Law Journal, who is one of a nine-member team of the 
University of Texas Law Journal which will conduct a study of the AEC in 
connection with preparation of an article planned to be published in the 
University•s Law Journal in the forthcoming academic year. The group•a apparent 
interest is in the administrative procedure by which decisions are reached in 
th~ implementation of national atomic energy policy. 

I sent a memorandum addressed to Henry A. Kissinger, Lee A. DuBridge, James R. 
Schlesinger, David Packard, General Earle G. Wheeler, Elliot L. Richardson, 
Gerard Smith and Richard Helms (copy attached) enclosing a brief description of 
the current status and future prospects of U.S. technology in both the gaseous 
diffusion and gas centrifuge fields as requested by the NSC staff. 

I sent my biweekly report to the White House (copy attached). 

Eric, Suki and I hiked in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
venues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the 
Police Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 
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912625 

~q.;fi;neral lv)!nag;r? -~L-
/ .. ~-~..,_ .. ..,._ 

FRENCH NUCLEAR TEST .. . / 

The second nuclear explosion in the current French Pacific test 
series occurred in the atmosphere at 1830 hour~ GMT (1430 hour~~s~-
EDT) on May 22, 1970, above Mururoa Island. 

_ct_~· 
l)~\P-

The first French nuclear explosion in the current s~~ 
at 1800 hou s Gl.fl' (1400 hours EDT) on May 15, 1970. ~ 

·--- -"\) .. . 

The next test is expect~d on or about May 29, 1970. 

(.,\,...,b.. .-l't,--. ~ ...SL.
Charles H. Reichardt 
Director of Intelligence 
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Henry A. Kissinger, Assistant to the President fo~ National Security Affairs 
Lee A. DuBridgc, Science Advisor to the President 
James R. Schlesinger, Assistant Director, Bureau of the Budget 
David Packard, Deputy Secretary, Department of Defense 
General Earle G. Hheeler, Cl:lairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Elliot L. Richard~on, Under Secretary of State, State Department 
Gerard Sntith, Director, Arms Control and Disarmanent Agency 
Richard Helms, Director, Central Intelligence Ag~ncy 

· "DESCRIPTION OF THE CURREl\"T STATus· AND FUTURE PROSPECTS OF U. S. Q.'..SEOUS 
DIFFUSION AND GAS CENTRIFUGE TECHNOLOGY 

It will be recalled in his letter of April 16, 1970, Dr. Kissinger raised 
four questions conce.rning the joint Stete Department/AEC paper favoring a 
new program for international cooperation in the gaseous diffusion field 
which was forHarded. to the President under Hr. Richardson's letter of 
r'ebruary 26, 1970. Answers to these questions have been prepared by the 
State Department and the AEC and are to be fon1arded by the Department o:f 
State to Dr. Kissinger under separate cover. 

To supplement the information contained in those ans•-1ers, and at the 
request of the NSC staff, the AEC has prepared a brief d<:!scription of 
the current status and future prospects of U. S. technology in both th~ 
gaseous diffusion and gas centrifuge fields. I am transmitting a copy 
of this su:nmary to each of the acidresse~s under cover of this m~morandun. 
We would appreciate it if each of the addressees \o~oul<l assure that this 
_c;J_ocument receives ver1 limited distribution • 

.. , __ 

Enclosure: 
Description of Current Status and 

Future Prospects of U. S. Gaseous 
Diffusion and Gas Centrifuge 
Technology 

~up~;·. 
Chairman 
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The: :-:.1y 1969 "Forecast of Nuclear Po...,er Crowth". prapo1rcd by the AE~, projects 

nuclear power plants using enriched uranium totallinc 150,000 ~le domestically 

and 97,000 1-twe in the foreign free world (excluding the U.K.) will bt: in operation 

at the end of CY 19SO. The uranium enriching requirc~cnts to meet this projacted 

nuclear power growth and supply all Government requ~remcnts (based on an 0.2% u-235 

uils assay), iS" estimated as fo.Uows in thousands of separative work units (MS\o.TU). 

Total 
1980 - !.ill. FY 1970-1985 

31.915 50,880 393,100 

The existing capacity of the three gaseous diffusion plants at full power level of 

6.100 megawatts is 17,000 ~~\o.~/yr. The AEC has identified additional 'areas of 

pl.:tnt improvement for the existing gaseous diffusion plants and also for new plant 
"'· ':. 

~dditions.· Active development and test progra:s are underway to assure that 
I . . 

these i~entified imrrov~ents would be realized when installed and to seek further 

gains in the process. By installation of a c~scade i~provement and power uprating 
I • 

pr~gram:(ro~er increased to 7,400 ~l), SO% additional capacity can be'obtained . 
during the period 1975-1980 (to a level of 26,000 MS\o.~/yr~ at a unit cost of 

about $17 per separative work unit. We are confident this additional·aain in 

" capacity is the cheapest incremental capacity attainable anywhere in the worlcl. 
e 

Further, this gain in capacity is 2.2·3.5 time~ what European FORATOM group 

(eGuivalent to the U.S. Atomic Industrial Forum) estimated would be needed for a 

£ur0j)ean tl:an~ .13{''-1980;·. ~IJf'Cfitional gain:; in capacity in the U.S. would be cx-
i' ..:a a . ~ a .&& t ,.. --.... 

pcc:te!d:. Cr-= ·a cont-inued development effort. These imp.rovcmeAta~·;owhich ~ noted, 
o;: +: . -·. :. . .. p !¥)('!" . ' ~-...... ~· 

can dso be ... ·aopplied··~o·"Gew· plan~ additions, make the on of a 
P.f, .••... a: eo .. s ,,,•. 

new. process for enriching uranium, auch as the aas ccn'f'r ely .. ··- ....... ~ .... -
,ef.,f:~;~~~~.};;r~:· . !te··~~~.~.urrcnt plana are based OD the use of the tPI!S~O\!S., 

a,.aSSFICA'TlON CANCELLED 
WITH DELETIONS 19 8 
8Y AUTH RliY M 001/0C 

~~~ 7 ?~ u 
D4'' 

,;.,~ l.tu .. 



~i~r~slon process even in new pl~nt ~dditlons. 
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It is csti~~tcd th~t new plant c~p~city would require a lead time for design and 

.:.,:'ls:ruction or the diffusion and supporting po~ .. er plants of approximately six 

yc=:s. With ~uthorization of the cascade improvemenc progra~ and the cascade 

";n·3 :in; pro£ram ~carting, in F"! 1972, a. decision on C:onstructio"'\ of new capacity 

,,,...>uld be required in FY 1975. 

~~·assure th~t the United States maintain~ its le~dership in enr~ching uranium, 

t!\~ AEC program also involves the exploratic.'" of new processes suc:h as gas 

c~ntriruge. The AEC h•s expended approximately $160 million on gaseous di£fusion 

dcvelopr::~nt and plant test work over the last 20-year period and about $30 ~illion 

in process development on the centrifuge. The Com=ission, since 1960, has 

~x~~n~~d its progra~·~n the gas centrifuge eo~~ensuratc with technical progress 

~:'IJ substantial gair.s have been achieved with laboratory units. 

~~cent develop~cnts in the prograQ indicate th~t the gas centrifug~ may have the 

ilOt.(:nti.ll to becoze COCli)etitive with gaseous dif-fusion by the ti::1c decisions on 

~c~ plant ca,acity .1rc projected to be required (FY 1975). The gaseous diffusion 

p:uccs:: do.:::: h:.ve a li"cit ba;ed. on thcrr.lodvn~liC efficiency -·hcre~s no such 
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d~rnonstr~tion effort to ~ssure th~t such reduction~ cdn be obt~incd in ~ routine 

m:~ss m~nuf:~ccuring proci!ss. In compo:~rison, the projections for the go:~scous dif· 

fusion proc<!.ss are bo:~sed on 20 years of continuous opcro:~t.ing experience :~nd must be 

c:onsid~r~d as 01lready r~liablc • 

• ~lti'l.:lu~·it th~ fina.l costs to develop and substantiate- the actu.1l potential· of the 

~:l:i c:~ntriiu~.e proc.ess cannot be accurately predicted, the AEC has estimated a 

pro~~3m. which if successful in all phases, would be sufficient to prove out 

the p~~formanc:e and econo~ics of tha process. The cost of the steps co~~e~plated 

:acou:1ts tc about $100 cillion and the progra:n includes the following featurt:'>: 

l. Continuation of the developt:~.ent of higher capacity, lower unit . 

,!ost Qachines. 

2. Construction and operation-of the Equipment Test Facility for 

reliability testing of groups of mnc:hines. 

3. Construction and operation of the Components Preparation Labor~to~ies 

for development of cass production techniques, primarily for the 

unique components. 

4. Construction and operation of a Demonstration F.1cility to prove 

out the process in a producticn environment. 

!~e ov~rall objective of both our &aseous diffusion and gas centrifuge devalop~e~t 

'rogra:~s is to adva_!lce t:he technology, including fi:"::ling up the ecor.ocics, on 

both ~rocesses as rapidly as feasible to enable a p~opcr selection to be. ~~de at 

the tl~e decisions are needed (~bout 1975) on ncv pl~nt additions. 
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th~or~tical limit ia evident with regard to the gas centrifuge process except that 

I 

, .. ociated with the availability of lll.2terials for high speed operation. (Projected 

lmprov~m.:nts. in gaseous diffusion technology will permit the process to operate at 

ab.:»ut ~01. of the practicable limit of its efficiency.) It was the advancement in 

inJ~strial capability on materials and other related technology at high speeds that 

reopened the interest in the potential of the gas centrifuge process for enriching 

uranium. 

The esti~ated cost of separ~tive work by the gas centrifuge process, on ehe ·basis of 

recent de•.telop::.ents which have increased .the separative work capacity per u1~it by 

37"1., indi.catc:a~ that the cost of separative work by the gas c.entrifuge process could 
-. 

with further development be in the range of $18-$20 per separative work unit, 

d.:p.:nding on whether purging of ea~h wait proves to b~ necessary. This CIXlpares to 

$~1 per separative work unit by additions to the gaseous diffusion plant at Paducah 

and to $25 per separative work unit for building an 8.750 metric: ton plant at a new 

site (all fi~ures are based on assumption of 4\ mill power cost and l4.57i annual 

capital charge). It will be seen that the pot.ential economic: margin in favor of 

the ,as centrifuge, if optimistic assumptions are realized, is a comparatively mod~st 

one. Moreover, much further work needs to be done to reduce cost of the potential 

levels and prove out the reliabili;y of the process. while the diffusion process is 

bued on long established, highly reliable technology which itself has some potential 

!or further ~rovement. In particular the reliability (long periods without failure) 
; 

characteristics of the centrifuges and the cost of manufacturing units continue to 

present major uncertainties. The main effort now 1s to determine if extrecely lar&e 

numbers of centrifuges can be operated with high reliability and manufactur~d at 

low cost. There ia ~·need also to effect a ten-fold reduction in the cost of 

fabric~tinz the m4chincs. This will require_a determined engineering and 
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UMCL· BY DOl 
MOV86 

.AtC ~IWbfKLY STATUS i'WPO!\T FOR JUNE 2 lil70 
----------------------~ --------~----

1. A ~ori.shoi·' fC~.r pr~J.oninnntly black c-ol logos gnd 1.mi ver;.i !:i ~~ 
will ~e helJ at Oe1J.= Ridze, Tennessoc • ~uri~~ tho surJr.=o-r o! 
l:J70 U:ilJur Af.C and HE?i spon5ors~dp. Or~pm.lz~d \lnd~r thr! 
tl::et:le •ririr,rter education's ReS?OL.Se to t..ho t{(l('!Q$ of Sceif~ty 
in the 70'.!1., 11 the pri:;nry tdtt liill he to acqu&int teAchers 
And sdr:l nis trators \!itt pott\nti:t 1 new Coven1m~nt and. 
privatf' resoc:.-rees for stren~th!:!liug teachi!lz and r.:senrch. 
T;'ds \'rorksf. i p will cont i.r.ue tho pro~rrf!.lil s t~rted 1~.st y::!!T 
~ben it \:~s conducted for eu~inecrin~ Rnd n~tural sciences 
faculty of six schools. In 1970. 3cssions will bo open to 
all predc~inantly bl~ck institution~. and ~~rtlcipatio~ 
will be ~roadancd to includ~ !aculty in the ~UE~ni~ic$ nnd 
social scicitCt'::+. A t-:lta! of S~} arc cxp«:c:t~~,.! to at. tend t~o 
scss ion$ for fa<:ul ty aurin~ .June· a -~July 3 and J'uly 6-31. !l:l~' 
)t.i art:! "xrected to attcrlci tvo sessions for ~:~l~inist:r~ter:1 
durin;; June lS-1~ a11d July lu·l-4. . . 

2.. R~vcr~ud Eillt Crii;ut~ vi~ite~ -A!;C's 03k Ri.:l;a pla::t on 
:>.Jay Zl. ti~ ~a~ ~rii:.ft:d crt its :lC'tivitit:s a:~d tourccl sene 
ol t:-.o fac ili ti~s. l!~ ~me froo.. •i..-:~r~y IuoXl'illo v.hore 
he \iRS cc:ttd:;~,;tiug a ten·d:$.)' c::russ.doo -

l. t;·,~ Ch&il't~tan auJ, thrco ot:-.or COJt:..t1\ission(:rtc. p~rtic ip«! ted in 
a joiut n~eting of tho u.s. AnJ Cmnadiun ~to~ic enargy 
4Jcncie~, ~~ic~ ~ns ~cld in T~ronto ou t~r 2S abJ Z6. 

4. A !£ries of four one-hour lectures or discussions ar¢ 
boia~ arrak!~t.:d by Ccnt;rcss~e~i •:os~cr aJ:.d holificld for 
i1.o ter~s ted Con~rcss~en. :md their s t3.£ f. lh~ discuss ic:·ntJ 
are princi?ally al~cd at ans~~rinr. qu~stions pos~~ to 
Hos!:er a~;.d Holifield fron offices that hav~ a nucl~!sr 
plant x;lanr,cd Ot' comni ttt'!d in their di:.;trict. 

The fir5t 1r.aetlng is scht,dulod l~r June 9 in the R~yburr1 
bu i ldi n 2' and ~ r~qu~st i1es been made ~ha.t C!Hlir~:m S..!3 tor~ 
be pres;nt tO ~ake ~ few TC~arks and set the rrepc~ tone -
far th~ f~llow~~n discu~~ions. 

5.. An ~Ttic.le on nuclcal" -waste !i:liHt~e~'h'!nt is CXtlCCtcod to he· 
putlisi•cd 1~ P3T;;.lJc (t:-,c eag:\Zir..~ su;.:.-~let:e!lt for Su:.d:l:f 
ncw~~a~crs). -xb~prcvid~d tnis ~rticle ~f~er an insceurate 
story Oll •~s te dis:~osal at AEC • :s Haaford f~cili ty app~are:l· 
i.u. the April Zo lssuQ o£ 1'ar5cl~. Several ncwsp~;;yrs have 
CO\Tried r~butt~l artlc:l~sto t~ Ar·ril zc, stocy. 
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6. Ton u.s. nuclear reactcr specialists will visit the 
USSR for two wc~ks duTing th~ l2ttor pnrt of June 1~70 • 

. This ~ill follow a visit to the u.s. by ton Soviet 
reactor $r•~clalists in Nove:nher 1969. 

7. The J.fc~e~Tandum of Cooporation bet\ic~n tho USARC and tbe 
USSR State Atomic Enorgy Com~itteo (SCAB) has now been 
si~:ned hy t~e P.rc s ic.l~nt of SCAn. Chail·l!lan Sea borg hs.d 
alr~ady sign~d it fo~ the u.s. 
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Wednesday; ·June 3; 1970 - Washington - Newark, N.J. - Washington 

At 9:50 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1033 (notes attached). We 
discussed the transfer of AEC authority to set effluent standards to the 
Environmental Protection Agency and decided that this would be discussed in more 
detail in a meeting to be held this afternoon. We also discussed the possible 
appointment of Ralph F. Lumb (President, Advanced Technology Consultants 
Corporation, Wallinford, Connecticut) as Russell Wischow's replacement as 
Director of the Division of Nuclear Materials Safeguards. 

I received a copy of a letter that Alvin Weinberg sent to Chet Holifield (copy 
attached) regarding converting AEC's National Laboratories into national 
environmental laboratories. 

I received a memorandum from President Nixon addressed to th~ Heads of 
Departments and Agencies (copy attached) advising of several changes in the 
Interdepartmental Committee for Voluntary Payroll Savings Plan for the Purchase 
of U.S. Savings Bonds which should result in a more efficient operation of the 
Federal Payroll Savings Plan. 

I received a memorandum from President Nixon approving the proposed "Amendment 
to Agreement for Cooperation Between the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of the Republic of Indonesia Concerning Civil Uses of 
Atomic Energy." 

George Sakalosky and I flew to Newark, New Jersey, on the Eastern shuttle, 
leaving National Airport at 11:30 a.m. and arriving in Newark about 12:30 p.m. 
We were met by Ken Buchwach and Paul S. Allen, members of the Rutgers College 
tlass of 1970. We were driven to the Rutgers campus in New Brunswick in a 
Rutgers University campus patrol car driven by Sergeant Ralph. We were greeted 
by Mike Freeman, Senior Class President, and son of the Orville Freemans, and 
were escorted on a short walking tour of the campus. · 

We had lunch in the Queen's Campus Mall with Orville, Jane and Mike Freeman, 
Miss Penny Bisk (Mike's friend) and Orville Freeman's mother, Mrs. Shields. 

About 1:50 p.m. Mike Freeman escorted us to the University President's office, 
where I prepared for the forthcoming Class Day exercises. 

At 2:10 p.m. the class and faculty assembled at Old Queen's Gate for the 
Processional, which began at 2:15p.m. and proceeded across Queen's Campus Mall 
to William the Silent, an area directly in front of and adjacent to a large 
statue of William Shakespeare. 

Class Day exercises began at 2:30 p.m. and the "Greetings from the Class of 
1970" was made by Paul S. Allen. An address was then given by the Class 
President, Michael 0. Freeman, and comments were made by Mr. Leonard Weinglass, 
LL.B., who spoke about various inequities of justice he thought were associated 
with several confrontations over the past year between young activists and the 
"establishment." He compared such injustices with events in the early history 
of our country. Mike Freeman introduced me for my talk, "Activism--But What 
Kind?" 

After the activities I spoke briefly with the Freemans and posed with them for 
photographs, and then George and I were met by Sergeant Thompson who drove us to 
the President's House for the Reception. We were met by Mr. Karl Metzger, 
Secretary, Rutgers University. 
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UNCL.BYDCDI 
NOVH 

UNITCO STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. tOS.CS 

LIMITED ACCESS 

COPY NO. 20 
June 3, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1033 

. 
9;50 a.m., Wednesday, June_3, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. May 27 Memorandum from the White House re Agency Activities 
Affecting Minority Groups_ 

The G~nera1-Manager will a.esignate staff liaison, (SAGM) 

2. May 25 Letter from University Presidents re Meeting ·ori'June 8, 1970 

Commissioner Larson will attend. (Griffin-SECY) 

3. AEC 1000/150 - Nuclear Safety Review Procedures for Navy Satellite 
Mission 

Approved. (SNS) 

4. AEC 102/51 -Recent ORNL and BNL Proposals to NASA 

Approved. (AGMR&D) 

5. -·AEc 180/85 - Waste Management: Letter to Senator Frank Church 

Approved with changes. (SAGM-Ruhin) 
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6. Executive Personnel Appointment 

The Chainn.an' s office will check with the White House, and Comm:j.s sioner 
Johnson and staff will see Chairman Chet Holifield. (Rubin-SAGM) 

. 7. Report on Strike at the Nevada Test Site 

8. C01nmissioner Johnson's Letter to Administrator, BPA, re N Reactor 
Advanced Steam Payments 

Approved with a change. {O'Donnell} 

9. Cn1nmissioner Ramey's June 1 Memorandum re Commission's R•)le in 
Disarmament and Anns Control Efforts 

Discussed. Commissioner Ramey said he would consider this matter 
further. 

10. Transfer of Radiation Functions to EPA 

Discussed and scheduled for further consideration this afternoon. {SECY) 

11. Executive Personnel Appointment (Regulatory) 

Approved subject to Commissioner Thompson's review. · {PER-ADRA-SECY) 
{Com.missioner Thompson subsequently reported his approval. ) 

12. Executive Session Item (Commissioner Johnson's May 27Memorandum) 

Discussed arid to be rescheduled. {SECY) 

- 2 -

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

10:45 a.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS:. 

Chairman. Seabor g 
Commissioner Ra1ney::~ 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

>:•Partial Attendance 
::<>:<Attendance by Topic (s) 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Ryan 
lvir. McCool 
M:t·. Fremling::• 
Mr. Price::<~:• 

Mr. Henderson~::::~ 
Mr. Kavanagh•:c>:c 
Mr. DeRenzis •:<>:< 
Mr. Dix•:<~:• 

- 3 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Com1nissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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OAK RIDGE NATIONAL LABORATORY 
. WICL. BY DOC 

NOVa& 

bee: A. Gore 
C • Ho.st:~)r 

S. .ET'~lj.sh 
\~. Jolm.son 
c. Ic.rZJon 
J. rlX::-cy 
G. &"'--'lb:.>l:-g~ 

Office of the Oire'E-:.orTlw;.:rgson 

OPERATED BY 

UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION 
NUCLEAR DIVISION 

~~ 
~ 

POST OF"F"ICE BOX X 

OAK RIDGE, TENNESSEE 37830 

~he Honorable Chet Iblifield, Chn.il'1~'ln 
Joi·at Ccr.rli.tt.e~ o::1 Jl.ta:lic Em'!l~CY 
T:t'l:: cr..:pi to.l, n.J.~l3 
\·i:1o!-;.ll13t.O!l1 D., C .. 

D~r lb.•. Uolii'leld: 

I nr.JJ?:..'cci3.te the o::9port't.U1i ty to recc:"""v" yottl." :rr~n.1r. vicltS a'bo\lt t12:tio::.1!l.l 
cmriror.;re':.'nt~l lc.boretm:·ics; I !_."l.:"lrtict,.lm·J.y \--alue the o~n.."lc·:::;z r1i th l:hlch 
you nrc liill.in.:~ to con-.;cy the::.e vic:;~;:;, sSncc I bclimre this bo:.pc2ks yotu• 
basic cc:1fick21cC in tb.e inte.:-7ity and ccr:Jpetcncc of ey collce'..glles o.wl rzy ... 
sell' at tho C::.k Ridge ll~tionn.l. IMbOl'.ltOrJ. 

I really b~l~.cNe th~rc is not mur.:h on lih:i.c.i. \re c.Uscc;l·ee. You r.rc O~)})ascd 
to co~vc~l·tin:; ABC's li:ltior~'ll L:1borato:dcn into C:'l.tion:ll Ctlvil·or..::cnttU. l..:lb-
Ol'tl/~ol·ies; co 0.::1 I. As I hnvc s:1id on inrl'L-'J~e;.·ablc occ:o.cionss the c~ntr2J. 
l .. crairdnj problem of nucJ.~:- en:~rQJ • th~ c!.e:vclop~nt or the S<:\.~c, cr.:ono:.:U.
cal, c.nu cllcn.p breeder, or a.ltorna.ti vcJ.y the c.chi e-vc::~ent or p:cacti cal con ... 
trollc<l i'~i0211 is still unso.lvod. U.1til this GO~ is rcac.hcd1 1J:C ~ust dc
plcrJ its rcsc-urccs h~avily t~~ .. ·=u·(l achiCVin"J i·~. I c~"l only hope th~t omTL 
ir.· c;ive:a the J.'csom.·ccs to tlOYC as n..:;zrc:isivcly ac the tcchaolC~GY e.:Llo:;s in 
achic-.rJ.n3 th5.c c.iu. I believe the country's nlnost sin:~e~:,U.ni.lcd cor.l":llt
t:eut to 1'::\st 'br,!edcr re::?.Ctor!j, and its corrc~;~.>or:din3 imb:Hi t'./ to ottppol"'t 
nlte!-n:~.tivcs, p.J.rticuln.rly t3c o:>:'..tcn coJ.t breeder, is nn Cl'l'or \ihich I 
hope the Joint Co:~r.i ttc:::: can ~or:!3ho'-r correct :i.ll th.e n~t-to~ .. <list.·mt rutm·c. 
Eut even if the molten E'~lt :·e~ct,.,:::- l'CI~ins poorly ftulcled, OE:IiL \rill do its 
bent to a~:;.;ort om.~ countrJ' 3 cf::'ol"t, on wh!lte\"Cr D~lo it r::J.y be, to ncllievc 
tha ulti.t:n.tc GO:U. or incxho.u:Jtible ll\l.c~lcar cnel"GY'• 

Ac you kno.r, I hold thin Vi~-r very stron3ly. lio~-lcvcr, I also believe, os 
the JC:\~ bcD.e""ted '\-rhcn it S?Onr:orod Section 33 of the 1$67 f..::-c1-:C!:!cnt, th:\t 
rruch ~J.ant c.:-:1nts in tll2 1;:J.tio:1:ll. L:l.borotor1c3 th::l.t c!'.n O!ld ou,::;ht to be 
bl'ouc~ht to be:.~tr on the cnvi::-o~nt. Further, -o.cy cor.;.tribut5.oll ~ic miG!lt 
w..ke to the cn·nronrJ.~nt •,:ould, ill the forc~ccnblc :rutm·c, involve only a 
G~?.ll FU~t oi: O:i:":;.iL. I IX:r.l.ind you that (!c:::!)i tc the r:u:;:.xn·t cf JC•\.;.~ 0.:1!.1 AZC, 
0!-:lL tot::ty h~G 63-:> fc-Jar pCOlilo tl'.nn it hZld jw3t 29 r:.mths nt~o. L:lo!:.cd o.t 
in th~::: ;.x~r!i~cctivo, the issue i::: n~t th:lt or buildi1-:-3 cr~irc~; it is rr.:.th~n· 
prcvont~in3 t:1c e:dntilu ntructuro fi'o:1 cl"\£lblin,:;. 
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~,'ls Honoroble Chat Holifield 

Thus, \.za both a.e-ree that ORlf.L ca!l and should carry oul; E:m\'ironrnent!ll studies, 
to \thatevc~ eh"tCl'lt thio ru2.lte.J ae11se, o.nd collSistcnt ul t.h our priol" and. ovcr
l'ldlll.-1 co::~lit.::.~:l'lt to nu·:ll~~ cnerr~· In tills rct>poct, I vie'rr our curront 
OF:.!l'L ilwolv~!:1'::trl:i \lith the env-lronr.:cent - throt'3h. ne;£:..'1cicll su-:::!1 as r~-JlY'~, 
lUlPC.I\.1 n:JF, Inm, ru-1cl othe1•::~ - as bai113 li ttlc dif'i'erent 1':ron1 om· coi..:i'"Ji tL".ent 
to, c.!ly1 deoaltin;J oj.• civi~ dcfcmoa. 

lf011 ottl' \70rk. ill cJ.co:lJ.tl115 nnd civil <lcfense has tD..u,zht us one sicnii'ic,:..nt 
lCS!lO!l: t.h~~ to ma1;.e s. ron.l :U-.. ixlct on J?!"Cble:..-::~3 as co::1);llex o.s ucaoJ.til~.~ or 
ci viJ. doi'em;c, it i G ir;:J;Jo::.•t".f.lnt uot. to conf.il1o the l>roblcn~ too n::.rl'O~!l:r t.o 
begin uith. :en dcsalti:Q3, I thi.11h: our u:-c.o.t contr:lbuticn h.J.:J b~c-11 to lo~k 
c~t th!3 cncrm,.. cou1•ce a.Dd tho ucn~lting o.m--::1.1.\ltu:: to~othcr, not sep:1.rate:t..v 
and in i:w1'ltion. This h:-h3 a:Uat:ed us to sen certrd.n ra.tionalimtlc•!.13 tha.t 
I 'b~l:i.cY;;! e\ra:led em.·ly \Jorlmrs in t~e field. I call this 11 r~irrc·~;"l.'atior.& ~:.t 
t.!:.e \\Ol'ki.r..3 J.eve~" of 1>X'ohlc:J.S \!hich becoc:.:! fl'~gt:ls.-;ntud nt the bure:.: ~~c:~·<l.t.ic 
le:i~J.. It o.;;l:)unt~ to otu:- oi1::vlY not n;-;orld.ne on c.lenu.ltin~" but bee~ ll.S a 
dcsn.1:1..-i~ ln.l;ori!.torJ, l:ith a.lJ. tha coi'l.eroncc t..'lat tn.r~ ir::-plics. 

Our exrj~::-:.l.erlc·~ ln ei\1.1 cl:::~enf!G hn.a tau:;ht un the so.!f'.a lc!~son: ?.l'ofessor 
l:i!;l1Cl"1 lb.·. l3:..·esco, c.nd t!l~h .. Gl'OtT'~ h!l.ve bec~~l c..bJ..e t.o ir..:yose a certain co
h~re;4c:a on tho \thole cntaZ'l.,rinc b~r vil--t~~ of their hr!ViD:1 :i.n·/cctir~at~;:l 
socic.l c.s \:~ll us tcdmolo,Jicetl r.~p:-:cts of civil cle:rcnse. To sepa.ro.te 
ouch t'.S)~cts nl""'c.iflciu.J..ly, :-\.3 is uq;.;::l-lly d::mc, ilould h=1ve fP_vcm our ~oup 
~ Jl:',,_~h nru:ro-:.-;131~ nnd, I thinJ.;., sl~llolJ-~r np:;,:t-eci:3.tion o-r ci vll defense tllm'l 

l-l~ r.:m h~vo. I belicvo Our' cm~&try \tould hnv~ been the p~orel'" for this • 

. Sltlilr~::.. .. :ty, as \le thi11.k or the envil·.:.n:;:.."mt, \:.~o rcrtll?-o tha.t to ti-."'Lkc th<~ l:il1cl 
o.r it..""IXtct en the problc~"l "<1\! beliaY"-! '~a arG cr:.ptc.•:blo of r..:.::ll~:i.nc, 1 t ls il:~pcr-. 
t:;!.rJt thnt \10 vie-,t the pl·obl('::l bro!ldJ.¥, j;hllt \te intog:rato econo~lic, de~
gr-aphlc, o..~:d other nocird ~.ctors vi th the tcch.r1ic:J.l !'.J.ctol'S• This ho.a 
bcc:n om .. c,ppl·o-.~('11 in clc:;;n.ltjJ.i.J CL"ld in civil c.i:~fcns~ - and I m:i.(;ht say in 
nt:clear el~Grr=t i tu~J.t ( 1-.~1ere ou: I.:l'l:oro tory is involved in all:.'Ost a·tery 
:fl!u~e o.L l"l&acci\U. ll'tlclca.r a::veloi:·:.;.-.::ut,) • Thus 01\HL1 \!hich is prir.J..'ll"ily a 
nuclco.r on~rror lllbor<l.tory, is n.lso - to a. de~rec - ~ des~lting U\l1oratory, 
o. ci Yil cle:l'c'l.1t:ie lr.born:'-.;o::.-,{1 a b!.W3ic &cic-nce .l-"1bora.torJ 1 ~nd C..'l environ• 
re:rt-~1 bi.,orntory. I ~ce no illcor..3i&tency oot• . .,een our O!):Pl"v:lch to the 
cuv-iron"·cnt e.nd Otr.t" e,;;pro~cllc.~ to m:~ other nc-.1 i'icld3 \zi:crc ue ha\'\3 con• 
tribut<:d coherently. - \ 

I bali~ve the ot.epo orr:n. ia nO".i tnJdn.:r, to exp~"'ld its cnviro1z::..:mtal I:lission 
must be s~ted vcrr:J oha.rply frou the pl'Ol?Oml.l contained in S. 3-'~10. 
l~atur\11ly1 cur thir.kin~ ttbout \\'I~a.t \:a ou,-;ht to do no:-; lu:J ba.en infh:~nced 
by th~ Ar[~onne Confcl·encc on tlni vcrslti c5, U:~tion'l:t L:lbOl"',torics, nnd ~·hn' s 
ErrJ"iro~~etlt t-.t '1hich you cpol~c, by the l:m.:;U!.l~e o-r Scc-l;icn 33, :1nJ by the 
Uaticne.l AC'JJ.c~;.v of' ~CiC."lCCS &t\K~ 011 lnsti ttrtiorul for r'.i'fc~ti \'C 1-;:..!lo.;;e
r:~"lt or. thr..t En·-l'ironrr:ent. But onr pl·cncmtly propo.sed, ru.t.bor s::ull, stC'J~ 
thotv."l i.rJfluorlced b'J OUl"' bro~d~r vim:o, a.re just tl!.o.'\·t: s::;;.::.ll stc.'l)S tlmt 
ce~m to r~ to be se11Giblo in their olm x-irrht. 1\"h~t they ru~un-c to is ill
posing ccherctr. c t'.lld L'loti va. ticn en our rotl1cr scp:ll•nta l)ic~ces of (:..'1Viron-
~....nt~l rc:lca.r~h. · 
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The Honoru.bl.r!. Chct l!olli"icld ""~·- J.hy 281 lr;T/0 

As f'or S. 31110 i tseli', :r confc.:.s to &<:>:::10 of yom• rdf:gi vh')[;S. You !;.scm to· 
r.ce the possibility o:f a scientific clit5.sn q>rin;_:ir:~ '-''? in lu.l)oratm~:I.es 
tll:l.t ft.l·c us I-'0-:·:crful as· those con'cE:!::~">.lr'J. t.:::~J. in S. .)L~lO; you question tho
efficacy of the social r::chmc;;!~l in thene p:.~.~oblems; you 6v.:.n qu~:.>t:tou 

lihcthor ~ocic,J. problcni£. vi"'.:.h bi~ J~cchnicnJ. co..t~>_po:::\'!l1t:;, nui.!ll ut3 the en .. 
virol1ll~ant, CD...U be _hel.:ped Yelvy much by ~CJe~o ... technolor;icuJ. :Jnstitute.:.h 

} ... 1..1.. thc$C n:::-c p::!rfcctly lf.:i t.ir;nte c.onN;l'l.1f:l1 thou;~'i1 the l:iJ.:..c or ri:a.noni.nG 
tho.t J...t::d to So 31:.10 lm:~ b(~8n :revic\r~d by ~~l?vc:n:-al c.U.r:t.:iw;;u1.r;hed scienti~~·cs, 
inclustrio.J:i.nt~ c.nd cdt':::r~toro, ancl hD.z bccm found. CC::1Y.i.l1cin:; t.o r:.:..~ny of 
thc-.:n.. J';.ecam>e :t r~.1.J.iz·~ t~~~1·0 n~c r:~.n:r cor~'pJ.cxi t:i_ef.i, I h2.YC cc:ttiml~d to 
cnco1.n·,"'~e c'i..:lr.:.cu.::>nicn of the icl·~.:\ amo:1g ou:" ~enior t.t~i'i'; I csn n::~ouro you 
'Ul:::.t tho r~~~pous~ I. h~vc th~~i·6by clici te:d i& honest 0-'1<1 touch ... ·!.d ndod. 

l·tf oltD. vie.-..r 15 thn.t r •. 'lt:ton.c:tl cnvirom::..snhi.l lo.bor~tori(~:l tmc:h as {l.re en
'\'iml~.,;ed in S. ,31-~lO pl·ob:::hJ.y n.~·e ll GO"Jc~ id..-::u., but I c::~moJ~ pro·.r~ thi::>. I 
\!ould hor>£~ lihe-n hc.:n."in0G on t!1£~ f.JUbj(:ct t~·co llcJ.d. t.lr1.t tl1erc 'ii.).l bG publtc; 
discll.:>r:;ion oi' tl1c r~:::..ttm~, m·111 th~t ouc 0.1': t.!}i~ can cor.:G a. b<:~lnnc<~cl vic\~ r.~ 
to ho:-1 s~ri.our;ly the idsn. t:hou.lct be bl:.e::'.i.• But cnti::.:eJy a:prn:·t fro!'l f. y!l'J, 
I thinl:. the v~riouc :i?<. .. del~J-1. latorD.toricn th::~.t hn.voJ G(l':;~~hil1~ to cont.:d'but.c 
to the (m.vi:mrJL::c:n-1; sJJou}.d. t~ c::·:;:r:.rc?.;ed. to In1:e 'ND.rttcvc:- contl·:iJJt.:timl .. ~1:..·;7 
c~h Thell' e;.::ncJ~i~n~c (o.nd :C cc:::.·taJ~nl'r 0.~ l"ot. h?..ve in L")ind only .;,:1at o·.~il;I, 
... ,~ ..,.)~-~ c'1o) 0,,..,.:.+. to b~ V'>Y~y },,j..,-,<'-ul in ;:t'~ ,p._,,. t·\l"" C•J'•rrt.,...,y •>.« t·)· ··1~.-;. .r-1''"t.~·.r,·L·· ~~_)••~ t.\ \'l,:;..l..t Y '\,;o \,;.oo... , .... ...,,L_.,I_ . " b "\~V-l•"\..,;li • V ~., _ .to '-<\:0 •4.,. .IJ .J. V ..l. -• .J. •J.'I.,;. 

ste::p::; r~·o to be tc1-:.rm.. Abo·te o.J.l, I b~J.ien~ ::-.n OJ:'>2-i.1 <::.~.l.d. Y::::!prvju:iiced <XI:.ti·· 
tu~l.e is nceJ.od at t::.io .st~.;1c. Do n::.lly oi' t:~o l?l:'ObJ.r:·,:·,s ~;:·d.ch h:.:.~::H;::.: uG 110~1 

hn.va such crt'ron;; oce:io.l co~rponentc th8.t it see::<~ to r.:::. qt<.i.t<! J5>:.cJ~{ ·un. t 
neu :i.notrtTJ~~ntn.J,itie.;; ult.h e:-:-pDl·tiso in ~;od.~l ncie:·lc.::s r;.;. \i~ll ;~~; te~h

nolozy- ou,1ht to be uGc:i'u..l.. An I &·:~ld bcf·o~·c, I C;}.lmot p::.·c.v;; tl15.::a r.tatcr.:-:!ut 
on n J)l'iC.!"i grO\mcll;; but; r4F..!i thcr C:<-!1 I di.:;:,p·oyc it. I lw;;e onl.y th:>.. t th~ 
CJ.'c;t".rr..2nts both pro o.nd c~n Cf!ll be brov.z,!.1t out., th':'.t ~o;·:l0 cJ.~p~r:l.r·:~r;.t.G liiJ_l 
bo tried_, ".nd tr .... 'l.t avent.-u-"!l..ly om· country C:f.'~l1 clccido \Jbcthcl· this ls a use"" 
f'ul :ro:1cJ. to follo:·t. I l.-:1.mr i'rc:1 lo::G ncc~·,-:;linta:uc~ ·.:5. th ~;c.u i:.J:f.l.JG I co..n <.:ott:-rt; 
on. you to ;ri thholcl z.\ .fi_:c~l~l juct;::-.ent on thj.s 1;;.1.ttr:r 1.'J'ltil vu,riou:> inue:r;cncl..::ut 
vic:~a have hccn l.."tid buf•:>::'e Con.zrens o.mJ. tho publ3.c. 

I 'liloul:l be r_.u~h houorerl if' you t."'uJ.d vlsit OmiL c.nd. lot. U!J r:hoi·l' yau lJha~ \IC 
have b1:::!en d;~5.n; ill the e-r.~viron:\ent. I think you ·,:J.ll fi:1d. tl:-;'1-t He are t::\ki!JJ 
Section 33 sortouzly, nnd th::,t ';e. ate co.p~~blc of r;;~1"..i::!G even o 1 eo.tcr contl•i ... 
but.io::s nto the protccticu ol.' the :pt!bJJ.c h·:;o.lth· and zui:ct:/'. 

I \::u.rc to r:.o.y that thin e~d!:'!.nge, tho'J.1h it h::'.s .so:::.(!timcn been }'-'J.in:C'ul to 
111'3 1 hC!..o enr:.blcd .::a to l;.n.ow you even bc".;tcr· th:lll I h:J.ve in the :!_)t:.st, c.nd it 
hn.s I't~:i.nfore:cd. iiY' rcspe<::t fol, yom• C:.ec.JJ.c;:!:tion to the c::tu~e of nu~lear cnorr;y 
nnd. the '·:el·~'::t.xe or our CO\.~.!"!ti':t• I relieve this dcd.icat.icn to i.'l-;B.t you bt;
licve i~ r1.:;ht-, yot:x -:.Tillin~~~eos to E:.A"';Cnd yew: :i"tlll encr~ie:; thereon, c.nd 
to t1nc!.·~J.':Jt.'1.nd nll fi.lcots oi' :::.n insn~ set:; n; VrJry hish st~ndnrd. th.::.t I hope 
all pt~hllc e<:1wv-ant3 c~n <..'r:!lDP .. tc. 

Sinc•3rcJ.y youxs, 
ORIGIN!.!.. ZIGU!::D OY 

ALVIN 1.4. WEINSERG 210 



THE WHITE HOUSE: 

WASHINGTON 

June 2, 1970 

MEMORANDUM TO THE HEADS OF DEPART11ENTS 
AND AGENCIES 

By Executive Order, whit:h I have signed today, I have made 
severaJ changes in the Inte.::-departmental Committee for 
Voluntary Payroll Savings Plan for the Purchase of United 
States Savings Bonds. These changes should result in a 
more efficient operation of the Federal Payroll Savings Plan. 

" 

Savings Bonds have long played a vital role in the management 
of the national debt by non-inflationary means. The more than 
$52 billion now outstanding amounts to neal'ly one-fourth of the 
_privately held portion of the debt. 

This Administration is dedicated to sound financial management. 
'I urge each of you to give you1· full support to the Payroll Savings 
Plan. 

~·BYDOE 
HeY• 

211 



10389 

UIICL. BY DOE 
NOVH 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 2, 1970 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

SUBJECT: 

DR. GLENN T. SEABORG 
CHAIRMAN 
ATOMIC ENERGY COM~HSSION 

Proposed Amenrunent to United States-Indonesian Atomic 
Energy Agreement 

The proposed "Amendment to Agreement for Cooperation Between the 
· Government of the United States of America and the Government of the 
Republic of Indonesia Concerning Civil Uses of Atomic Energy 11

, which 
you submitted for my approval \vi.th your letter ·of May 20, 1970, has 
been reviewed • 

. . Pursuant to the provisions of Section 123b of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and upon the recom1nendation of the Atomic Energy 
Commission, I hereby: 

a. Approve the proposed Amendment, and determine that 
its performance will promote and will not constitute an 
unreasonable risk to the conunon defense and security 
of the United States of America; and 

b. Authorize the ex~cuti.on of the proposed Amendment on 
behalf of the Government of t.he United States of America 
by appropriate c...1thoritie s of the Departn1ent of State and 
the Atomic Energy Commis sian. 

Richard Nixon 
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Rutgers University Commencement; June 3, 1970. 
L to R: Dr. Mason W~ Gross, Dizzy Gill~spie, Seaborg. 

At the Reception, I sat at a table with Dr. Mason W. Gross, President of the 
University; Professor Rolfe H. Herber, Department of Chemistry, and Mrs. Herber~ 
George Segal, sculptor and honorary degree recipient, and Mrs. Segal. 
Sandwiches were served. Pete and Jane Rubenstein arrived at the President's 
House and had a bite to eat. 

Around 5:15 p.m. I assembled with the President and Deans of the University in 
the garden of the President's House, where we were photographed by members of 
the press and school photographers. Pete and I were photographed together with 
President Gross and Robert Dodd Lilley, Executive Vice President of the American 
Telephone and Telegraph Company. 

We then went by bus to Rutgers University Stadium to participate in the 204th 
Anniversary Commencement of Rutgers University. 

After the Processional into the Stadium, which began at 6 p.m., The Reverend 
Bradford Sherman Abernethy (Rutgers College Chaplain) gave the Invocation. The 
Rutgers Glee Club sang the National Anthem and President Gross delivered the 
"Charge to the Graduates." I was given an honorary degree of Doctor of Laws, 
and my escort was Or. Archibald S. Alexander, a member of the ACDA in 1969. The 
other honorary degree recipients were William T. Cahill (Governor of the State 
of New Jersey), Franklin Taylor Jones (Executive Secretary, the Commission of 
Higher Education of the Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary 
Schools), Robert Dodd Lilley (Executive Vice President, AT&T), George Segal 
(sculptor), John Birks Gillespie (Composer, Trumpeter, Singer, Orchestra 213 
Leader), Salvador Edward Luria (Sedgwich Professor of Biology, MIT), Hugh Newell 
Boyd (President and Publisher, Home News Publishing Company), Thomas Grey Wicker 



(Associate Editor, The New York Times), Charles Willard Heckel (Dean, Rutgers 
Law School), and Mart1n~yerson (President, SUNY at Buffalo and 
President-Elect, University of Pennsylvania). 

After the commencement ended I was driven by Sergeant Ralph, in the campus 
patrol car, to the President's House. There, I met Or. and Mrs. Irwin W. Sizer 
(MIT) and Dr. Salvador Luria (MIT) who were to ride with us to the Newark 
Airport. During the ride to the airport Or. Luria talked about his "escape" 
from Paris on bicycle just hours before the Nazis entered the city. He also 
discussed his association with Dr. Enrico Fermi and other notable scientists. 
While waiting in the airport lobby to board the plane, I met Dr. Alfred 
Schneider, (Director of Nuclear Technology, Allied Chemical Nuclear Products, 
Inc.) and Dr. Kenneth Osborne. 

We returned on the 9 p.m. Eastern shuttle which, however, was delayed on the 
runway due to storm conditions. We took off at 10:20 p.m. and arrived at 
National Airport at 11:05 p.m. 

Attached is a copy of an article on gas centrifuge technology which appeared in 
· today's Wall Street Journal. 

Thursday, June 4, 1970 - D.C. - White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia 

At 11 a.m. I met with P. v. Crooks (Atomic Energy Attache) of the Australian 
Embassy; Myron Kratzer and Julie Rubin were also present. Crooks wished to 
follow up on the copy of the recent letter we had seen from Timbs to Crooks 
about required assurances from the U.S. Government about the availability of 
enrichment technology. The Australian Government is in the evaluation phase of 
their first nuclear power plant and, in changing their initial views from 
permitting only a natural uranium system to now considering enriched reactors, 
they are asking for assurances of the ability to provide their own enriched 
uranium if this becomes desirable. I explained to Crooks that we may not have 
the answer they desire by July 15, and he suggested that as a minimum we provide 
some indication of the present status of this consideration and an outline of 
how we may eventually proceed. This will keep the door open for further 
consideration of enriched reactors and, with the help of our friends in 
Australia that favor the U.S. system, this can be used to combat the opposing 
forces. Crooks mentioned a recent trip to Canada and the decision to let the 
Canadian dollar seek a free market level that would have a detrimental eff~ct on 
the cost of the 020 reactor system. I agreed to try and keep Crooks informed 
of the status of our consideration of the transfer of enriching technology as 
our decisions are made. 

I had lunch with Lynne at Bentley's on Eye Street, after which we went shopping 
at Casual Corner on Connecticut Avenue where I bought a slacks set for Helen as 
a present for our 28th wedding anniversary this coming Saturday. 

Julie Rubin and I left the office about 3 p.m. and rode to Dulles Airport with 
Henry Hinds. On the way we heard that a TWA 727 plane (Flight #486) from 
Phoenix had been hijacked and was coming into Dulles. We arrived at Dulles Page 
Terminal just as the plane was landing--about 3:40 p.m. Here we met Hugh 
Robinson of the Manufacturing Chemists Association. A large number of news 
reporters, cameramen and TV cameramen (perhaps a total of 100) arrived very 
soon. We learned that the plane was hijacked by an Arthur G. Barkley and that 
he was demanding $100,000 ransom. The plane was refueled under the supervision 
of a James Jones. Russell Ellis was the Washington TWA General Manager on th~ 14 spot making decisions. He arranged for the money, actually a total of ~ 
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Nucle{u· Spread? 
A Con1n1ercial Process 
For Enriching Uraniun1 
Poses vVeapons Peril 

Gas Centrifuge Technology 
Of Eur~pean Group Also 
lVIay Bring 'Cheaper Power 

'You Can't Stop 'fechnology' 

By Nr:tr, UL:IIAl' 
. 8to.fJ J:rporlcr· oJ Tm:: WALL STil&E.T IOUR!'AL • 
THE HAGUJ.:-Mnarlcn Boor:;aart Is a taci

turn Dutch scicntisl-lurncd-induslrialist who, 
like many a comp:1.ny president, wears a con· 
sen:aliYe suit, worrit>s about his new plant's 
start-up costs and watches the competition. 

It's his company's prodt:cl that sets him 
apart-an C'nginC'ering breakthrough in the 
very he:11·l of atomic cne1·gy..:..uranium enrich
ment. H the cliscO\'CI'Y succeeds commcrcin lly, 

'as the British, Dutch and \\'est German gov-

l emmcnls a :·e bctlin:;- it will, It will cast lons
p~lilical und economic shadows. 

I Prof •. Boorsaart Is president of Ultra-Centri
' fuge Ncthcrlnndz, N. V.F. (t!CN'), the Dutch 
. third of a new thrC'e·go\·crnment company ere
. ated to exploit the top sccr<:l gas centrifuge 
method of enriching uranium. The apparent re
cent masterinci of thi.s technique by Prof. Boor
gnarl an.J other Dutch, Brith:h and German 
scienti!.t~ portends cheaper atomic power and 
an end to European dependence on the U.S. for 
reactor. Cuel, nuclear experts say. 
Blgr,cr Xuekar Club? 

Shattering the U.S. dominance of a world 
atom fuel market e:xpected to reach $1 billion a 

·year soon is only part of the story, however. 
Devclvpmenl o! the relatively inexpen!'ive and 
easily concealed gas centrifuge' raises the pos- '• 
slbili•v ?f a new !<pread or nuclear weapons. 
"ViltiJally all the n:ttlons of Europe, certain 
Middle Ea:;tr.rn countries, 8outh Africa and 
even some South Ame1ican nations might· be 
considered to have nuclear capabilities if the 
gas centri!uzc and it.s technolo;y were to be
come wldcsprt·a<l,'' wams I'rof. John Beck· 
man, a nuclear lJh)'l'icist at the University o! 
London. 

'l'hose who have been wonclcrin;• how much 
of a hrcakthrc.u~h I'rof. Boorgaart and his 

I Brili:.h · :mel German counterparts have 
1 achic\·ed ~ol a b:·oad hint in ~larch. Their 
thrN' gO\'('I'nmrnls signed ;~n agreement to 
pool 1 c~c·t:r,·r·:. Cot· commerri:1.l produ<.:tion of 
cnrkh"cl \lr;lllil.m. Sma II qu:mtitics o! ccntri
fu:;r.d ut·aJ.iu:o· will r:(• t•n snlc In l9i2, the Brit· 
Ish ::overo,,,l('t·.t announced. The agreement 
nh:ro J>l'<.oVi.J.,,, t<Jr ful~Jrc ::~1(:3 ot centrifu:;:e 
knov:·hCJI'.' <•r. well 11:0 tile mad1ines themselves 
to <>lhc:r n:•IIO•l~ on A commercial basis. 

Duldl worker:. now at·c finishing o. (;h·;ibi
•link fence around a low concrete and &lass 
plant in a foJ·mcl' cow pa~lur'l! outside Almclo; 
about eight mile's from the German border. 
Manufadu1·e o! ccnlrifue;c operations bcgau 
there last month. 
l•'umls l~rom Imlu~l.ry 

Among the ind!Jslrial backC'rs of the govern
ntcnt-controllcd VCN' in Holland are N.V. 
Philips GloellampC'n·Fabrickcn and Royal 
Dutch Shell Group ($1.2 million each). In Ger
many, Farbwerkc Hocchst, A.G., . the giant 
chemical company, and Gclsenkirchenc:r Berg
werks, A.G., the coal, oil and electricity con· 
cem, arc Investing In Uranit, the German cen
trifuge firm. I'rivate Investors In Brilich Nu· 
clear Ji"uels, the eompn.ny to be controlled by 
the Britich government, l1aven'l been named 
yet. · 

At the heart or the projen Is an invt'ntion as 
·sfmple in principle as lj dairy cream separator. 
Its application to atorilic pl:y;;ics first was sug
gt'slcd in 1919. 'l'o understand its potential im· 

I pact in the world's laboratories and. f(>l~c~;;n of· 
. Cict's, one must understand the scJcntifJc and 
: economic hurdles it is designed to surmount. 

The key to harnt-ssing atomic energy lies In 
boosting the 0.7% proportion l'f Tj-235 atoms 
found in natural uranium to bcLwt..en 1.5% and 
4% for reactor fuel or over 90% !or weapons • 
The !'roblem is to sC'parate the fissionable U-
235 isotope from the chemically identical but 
slightly heavier U·23S. · 

· Outside Russia and China, only five ·plants 
exist In the world cap:tble of such uranium en

; rlchment, the most closely guarded secret in 
, weapons technology. All or these plants were 
I originaliy built for malting weapons, but only 
·three, the U.S. Atomic Ener~y Commission 
· (AEC) plants at Oak Ridge, Tenn., Paducah, 
·Ky. and Portsmouth, Ohio, are large enough to 
'enjoy economics of scale suited to commercial 
'I production. High costs have priced the two 
. smalle1· plants at Capenhurst, England, and 
Pierrelalte, France, beyond hope of competing 

'commercially. . . . . . 
l\Inking "Hex" 
. All five plants use the gaseous di!lusion pro
cess for enrichment. Uranium Is con\•crted into 
ura.'lium hexafluoride gas.("hex") and pumped 
through a st>riell of some 3,000 porous barriers. 
At each barrier, a little more o! the heavier U· 
238 is screened out until the U-!?35 reaches the 
desired concentration. 

The British, Dutch and Germans now say 
they can accomplish this with a ccnlri!u;rc, a 
method tried but discarded during the World 
War II drive to manu!acture an atomic bomb. 
Their technique calls for whirling "hex" in a 
drum at undisclosed but undoubtedly tremen
dous rim speeds-at least 800 miles an hour. 

Under centrifugal force, the heavier U-!?38 
gravitates to the outside like milk in a dairy 
sepamtor and hex rich in the lighter U-235 is 
extracted from the center. A full-scale centri
fuge enrichment plant would consist ot 
many thousands o! centrifuges linked to· 
gcther in a series of "cascades." 

Engineering problems knocked the centrl· 
!uge out of the A·bomb race and held ba.cl; its 
development In the U.S. thereafter. Heavy, 
.tough n1atcrials are needed to withst:md the 
highly corro!'lvc hex. Dcsizning bl'arilt~s to 
withstanrl co!Jtinucd ni;;h·spt'ed op<'ration also 
pro\'cd trouhll'somc. Experimental centrifugl's 
often exploded w1·ec!dn~ htb•>rutorlcs, and a 
frustrated Am~rican scienli~l once dubbed 
them "Catastrophic /.utomatic Disas~cmblins-
Machincl!," . 

nut It is now e\'ldC'nl that Dutch, Brlli:;h and 
Cel'nHlll ·~<cientists h:J\'C sol\·ed lhC'~c proulcms 
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and uu::lncssmcn are wllling to back a move to 
the protluctlon line. 

At stalte commercially Is a vast market. 
AEC c:;limatcs su&~;cst that It will reach about 
$1.1 billion world-wide by l!'SO, based on exist· 
fng and presently planned re:lctors and current 
uranium enrichment prices. B1'iti~h authorities· 
estimate the European market alone at some 
$4W millivn by 19(;0 and probably more if 
prices rise, as many think they must. 

At stake politically Is the U.S~ pollc}• of 
tr}·lng to prevent the spread of nuclear weap· 
ons by limiting enrichment te('hnolo~y to the 
nuclear "club." As long aJ;o as l!lGO, the AEC 
Jet U.S. Industrial !lrms peel' into its classified 

, files on the centrifuge And undertake research. 1 
·But In l!lG7 it abruptly withdrew the permis· · 
sion, "ln the interest of national security." So 
long as t:;ascous diCCu;,ion remained the only 
practical enrichment technique, the U.S. do
minance In uranium enrichment In the Free 
"'orld seemed safe. 

lt was protected by certain c·conomlc facts 
oC life. To achieve economies o! sc:tle for com
mercial production, a gasrous dif!usion plant 
must have :1. cnpacily or at least 5,000 to 6,000 
tons or srparati\'e work. a year~ That kind oc 
plaJ1t prob:>..bly would cost about $1 billion to 
build totln.y. Both the capacity and price are 
far beyo1!d lhe .needs and resources of any Eu
ropean nation today and even all o! Europe for 
a few )·cars to come. sav Brili~;h authorities. 

:. J.toreO\'er, one-third to one-hal! Of the COSt O! 
! diffusion enrichment lies in its tremendous 
'electric power requirements. Power costs in 
F.urope are rou:;·hly 175% ot those tor the AEC 
pla.nl:::, so no gaseous di!fu!:ion plant in Etilropc 
could l1opc to compete with the U.S. plants, 
even If it could be built, British authorities con· 
cede. 

The g-as centrifuge threatens' to change all 
·ws. Actual co~t estimates and laboratory re· 
suits arc as highly cb~si!ied ;.s the technology 

.ll.selt. F:ut Pro!. Boorgaarl, a thrifty man who 
i inl:s his name on his paper coffee cup !or 
reuse, insists th;~,t the Dutch, at least, have 
broken thr centrifuge cost barrier. "We are 1 
con~idcnt we can beat the U.S. price" for sep-. 
arate wo:·k, he says with a smile. 

Capital cost per 1mlt of capacity won't be 
the ccntrlfuc;es• winning feature, however. 
British :tuthoritics think this could actually be 
as much as l50t;D hit:hct· than for a gaseous dif· 
fusion ;Jiant. . 

The first advantage of a centrifuge plant k 
that it nrcds as little as one-tenth the electric 
·powtr ~cr ton o! scp:~rative work as a d!!!u
sion 1-!ant. Second, It will reach oplimum 
compctili\'c <:ost efficiency at a. much lower ca· 
pacity than 't di!!usion plant. 

Only 11. few experts J;now the latest labora.-: 
tory cost estimates, Rnd they won't disclose; 

I 
th<!m. But British officials estimate a plaut o! : 
600 to 1,000 tons annual !ICpllrlltiVC WOrk capac-. 
.ily (·ould compete, whll!' a P..oyal Dutch Shell 
o!.!'icial eslim:llcs 1,000 to 2,000 ton!! ·would be 
the smallest prllctical plant. 
Who 18 Ui~hl? 

Based on a11 estimate by Prot. Boor:;:a:~.rt 
that the inws:menl required foro a. ccntriru:;e: 
plant would run "between ~100 to $150 per kilo
fTil.m o! ~cp:u ?.tivP worl; capadty," thls would 
m<':ln U•at a. commer('lal centrifuge plant 
ml;:ht coneelvably be built for as little As $300 
million. 

A pos:.lble but unlikely l'£'ason for the differ-

I 

lng llritlsh and Dutch estimates of the size of 
plant needed to compete Is that they have 
agreed to be impr,•cisc fot· security reasons. A 
more likely explanation is that they have sim· 
ply obtained different laborator)' results. Nc"'O· 
tiations leading to the tri-nation aJ;rccm~nt 
have been canicd 'on !or lwc years, wilh each 
party keepin::;- secret the details o! its own cen
trifuge knowledg-e, a negotiating p1·occss that 
on~ British official has call('d a "Dance o! the 
Seven. Veils.~· Says Prof. Boorgaart: "It's 

, really a kind ol poker game. You negotiate 
without really knowing what the other side 
.has." 

But all pa1·tics agree that sllll another ad
vantage o! the centrifuge will be its industrial 
flexibility. The design o! eac!l component in a 
dlffusl.on pl;~,nt must be larg(:ly geared to the 
capac1ty of the plant. A cenlt ifuge plant, how
ever, can be increased in capacity at any time 
simply by adding on new "ca·.cadcs" of centri
fuges as needs and finances d;ctate. This offers! 
the ideal way to meet Europe's relatively 
small but rapidly growing atom fuel needs, ex-

. perts say. . ,, 
To some, however, these advan:ages have 

l!'cir sinister aspect. A recent AF'; report to 
CIJngress warned: "The gas centrifuge techno!. 
ogy Is particularly sensith·e from th~ stand
point \l( proliferation beca.use it lends itself 
mo:e readily to smaller-scale facilities that are 
ea."11e1· to conceal and operate clandestinely. "A 
U.~. Embas.sy ot!icial in London says, ''Sure, 
were worrtcd about this backyard A-bomb 
business" · . 

1. · Gasc-~us diffusion pl~nts are 'aimost lmpos;: 

I
' sib!~ to hid~ because of their tremendous size, 
J'O\~ cr rcquu·ements and the heat they exhaust, 
wh1ch C\\n easily be detected by an in!1·ared 

I 
sensi.ng satel_lile. The !ivo builclings of the 
AEC s Oak Ridge plant cover 105 acres of floor 
space. The plant requires some l,iOO me"'a
.watts of electrical power and uses 400 million 
, gallons of cooling water a day. 
. By cont~ast, some scientists say, a centri
fuge opcrallon, uneconomical to be sure~ could 
be housed in a warehouse, producing small 
amount:s o! weapons-w-de uranium unde
tected. 

The Britisl1, Dutch and German govern· 
mcnts say. that their agreement would limit 
sale of thc1r e~1·iched uranium, centrifuges or 
t~chno.logy to signatories o! the nuclear nonpro· 
Uferallon treaty. Such sales decisions would be 
governed by a ~oint committee on which each 
ot the three nat1ons retains a veto. 
llloney and Drains . · 

The nonproliferation treaty, however, pro
yidcs on_ly !or the inspection of known nuclear 
mstallat10ns and the materials cntcrin"' and 
leaving them, with an eye to lnsurin"' that none 
are diverted to wc:1pons usc. The British and 
Dutc~ con.!'ede th:~.t such inspection can't cover 
the diversion of know-how. . 

1 . What 1l Israel or the United Arab Republic 
e\'en as s!gncrs of the treaty, should seck t~ 
buy centrifuges or a lkcnse to build them? 

. Sources close to the Duteh Foreign ~Iinlstry 
say th~t govel'!lmcnt would "be very hesitant to 

:do busmes.s'' In 11uch a siluatic•n 
' Dut ~olh the Brili.,h and th.e Dutch reject 
the prohteralion question as lnraely Irrelevant 
"An~IJOdy could de\'elop a :;as ~entrlfuge It h~. 
applied enou;;h monc>· Rnu brains to it. You·· 
cannot ~top technology. Th~re can't be nny rea.J 
safeguard agaln:;t secret rentri!uc;c develop
ment," !lays Prof. Boorgaart. 

Indeed, the Dutch government believes the 216 



Japanese have already centrifuged small 
amount.s of uranium In a labo1·atory and that 
the Australlnns, Bt'lgians, Ilalinns and French 
arc hard at worlt on the proces!;. Talks have al· 
ready been held, in fact, with the Italians and 
El'lgians, who wanl to join the tl·i·natiou orga· 
nlzation. Arie de Goede, former !inam·..e direc· 
tor tor centritu:;-c dc\·clopmcnt In Holland and 
now a member of the Dutch }l:trliamcntary. 
committee for atomic aCfairs, believes it Is 1 

only a matter of time before Italy and I:elgium 

1

. 
arc Jnvolved. 

Given the inc\·itability of centrlfu:;c dcvel· 
opment, assert British· and Dutch of!icials, a 
multinatlon projcH pro\·ides the safeFot control. 
"IC It had been merely a matter of financing,": 
says one source clo~e to the Dutch govern· i 
ment', "we could have arranged somP. other! 
way. The main purpose !or the three-nation ap·: 

, proach was political. 'fhe go\·emment !eels 
:there Is greater Insurance that the centrifuge 
;will be put to usc Cor proper, peaceful purposes 
'under tri-natlon control than It It was devel· 
oped Independently by nations going their sepa· 1 

rate way." ·j 
Says )fr. de Goede, "It would be too bad to· 

limit this to just three nations. The bigger a 
corporation we ha\'e and tl1e more nations are 
lm·olved, the safer It will be." 
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$100,750--$25,750 from a local Dulles bank and $75,000 from a Leesburg bank. He 
had Captain Billy Williams fly down from New York in a. Cessna; he is the pilot 
with overseas flying experience who had handled the Rome hijacking episode. 
Williams picked up the money and then went on board. Since it was impossible to 
convince the hijacker to release the passengers, Williams and the crew took the 
plane aloft about 4:35p.m. 

We then went aboard the du Pont plane with Robinson (Winder, pilot, and Train, 
co-pilot) and took off on our flight to-Lewisburg, West Virginia, leaving at 
5:10p.m. and arriving at 5:45p.m. We were met by Mr. James G. Morton of the 
MCA staff and rode with him to the Greenbrier Hotel at White Sulphur Springs. 
Here we were met by William Driver, President of the Manufacturing Chemists 
Association (MCA). I checked into room 1037. 

I attended a reception for the Board of Directors of MCA. Here I met William c. 
Foster, George H. Decker (MCA), Raymond F. Evans (Diamond Shamrock Corporation), 
Earle T. McBee (Great Lakes Chemical Corporation), Clifford D. Siverd (American 
Cyanamid Company). Harold E. Thayer (Mallinckrodt Chemical Works), John T. 
Connor (AI lied Chemical Corporation), Herbert D. Doan (Dow Chemical 
Corporation), R. C. Swain, Kenneth H. Hannan (Union Carbide Corporation), Harry 
B. Warner (B. F. Goodrich Company). Wesley R. Koster (Department of Commerce), 
Robert B. Semple (Wyandotte Chemicals Corporation), John 0. Logan (Universal Oil 
Products Company), John L. Gillis (Monsanto Company), David E. Dawson (E. I. du 
Pont de Nemours & Company), C. B. McCoy (President, duPont), Edward J. Bock 
(Monsanto Company), Carl A. Gerstacker (Dow CHemical Company) and Roger W. 
Gunder (Stauffer Chemical Company). 

We then went in to dinner. 1 sat at the head table between Siverd and Driver. 
Others at the head table included Warner, Koster, Decker, Connor, Semple, Logan, 
Gerstacker, Thayer: Foster, Gillis. Dawson and McCoy. 

Siverd introduced me and I spoke on "The New Alchemy," preceded by some humor 
and a description of the plane hijacking that we had witnessed. About 900 
people were present at the dinner. After dinner 1 met Professor and Mrs. Eugene 
Roc how. 

After the dinner Rubin and I took a walk with McCoy. He showed us the sulphur 
spring. the Greenbrier golf Club House, including Sam Sneed's score card for the 
round when he shot a 59, the indoor swimming pool, etc. 

Friday. June 5. 1970 - White Sulphur Springs - Germantown 

Rubin and 1 had breakfast with a number of members of the MCA Board of Directors 
including Siverd. Thayer. Driver. Bock, Hannan, McCoy. Evans. and McBee. I 
described briefly the present situation with respect to civilian nuclear power 
and nuclear energy for space uses. 

We then rode to the Lewisburg Airport with Driver, Morton and Robinson. We flew 
with Robinson to Dulles Airport in the du Pont plane, leaving at 8:55 a.m. and 
arriving at 9:40 a.m. Henry Hinds met us and drove us to Germantown. 

I had lunch with Duane Turner. Dan Miller. Julie Rubin and Justin Bloom to 
discuss the history of the 200 Bev Accelerator that Turner is working on for 
me. After lunch we took a hike around the Seaborg Trail. . 
At 3:05 p.m. I presided over Information Meeting ·1034 at which we heard a report 
by Commissioner Johnson and Hol.lingsworth on their meeting this morning with 218 



Congressman Holifield on the Uranium Enrichment Directorate. 

Donald Bostock (Director, personnel) sent me a copy of the Executive Order which 
establishes the Presidential Citizens Medal (copy attached). 

I sent a letter to Harry Smyth conveying our best wishes and appreciation for a 
job well done in view of his approaching retirement as U.S. Representative to 
the .. IAE.A (copy attached). 

·-
At 5:25 p.m. I received a call from Dwight Ink who had just finished a long talk 
with Holifield about the reorganization plan for the new Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA). Holifield is not bitter over the defeat of a couple 
weeks ago. He is willing to approach it objectively and to see whether 
something could be worked out. Holifield is fishing for some kind of mechanism 
that will insure the drawing upon the top expertise of the country. His problem 
is where to get the technical expertise to back up the standards that are put 
into EPA? He is not satisfied with the Federal Radiation Council; he is willing 
to consider another arrangement, provided there is some way of assuring 
technical expertise. Ink told Holifield he would call me to see whether there 
is any way that can be worked into the plan. Ink suggested that we come up with 
one or two options that we could discuss, and which we might then sell to the 
White House. I said we would give it some thought. Ink said he feels we have 
approximately 10 days for negotiating; then the wheels start to turn. 

I told Ink that Hollingsworth was up to see Holifield earlier this afternoon 
regarding UED. He said that Holifield told him about the appointment; 
Holifield's position is that he is not likely to support such a large number of 
people as 25, but the basic notion of breaking up the Accounting that ~ay is 
something he will go along with, subject to their scrutiny and double-cffecking 

~ by GAO. I asked Ink whether Holifield actually said that, and Ink said, yes, 
but maybe he shouldn't be telling me that. He didn't say how many people he 
would go along with. I asked whether Holifield had said anything about the 
criteria, and Ink said, no. Ink said he agreed with Hollingsworth's assessment 
that the moment Holifield feels they're trying to ram something in on him, he 
will object to everything. 

Ink doesn't think Holifield relishes being in the position of appearing to 
oppose it, if he can in good conscience find a way to support it (EPA), and he 
will insist on technical expertise. If the Federal Radiation Council goes, then 
there would be one expert and one secretary available in addition to the AEC 
Radiation Protection Standards group; Joe Lieberman would be going in, but Ink 
didn't know in what position. I asked whether he knew who would head it up; he 
said he did not. 

Helen, Dianne, Eric and I had dinner at Justin Bloom's (11600 Georgetowne Court, 
Rockville) with Justin, Robbie and Mark. Eric went with Mark to hear him play 
with the school band in a concert held in the auditorium of Mark's school 
(nearby). 

Saturday, June 6, 1970 - D.C. 

Dianne spent the morning at the office with me. About 12:45 p.m. we left the 
office and went to lunch with Justin Bloom at the Buttery on Eye Street. 

Dianne and I went to a fair given by the Elbrooke Church in a field on River 
Road near its junction with Wisconsin Avenue. Eric had a booth where he and 
Scott Luria displayed his snakes. 
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THE. PRESIDENT 

Executive Order 114.94 
ESTABLISHING THE PRESIDENTIAL CITIZENS MEDAL 

By virtue of the nuthorit.y vcslcd in me ns President of the UniLcu 
S~n~, it is orclereu as follows: · . 

. ·. · St:anoN l.Jl/ cclal c.~tabli.~ltecl. Thl~l'reshlcntial Citizens l\fcdal (hct·e-
• indter re!erreu to as Lhr.lfc,laJ), tt1gt•thcr with nceompanying ribhons 
and nppurt<'nnw·cs, is h<'r<'by cl'lahlishNl for the purpo~c of recog
nizing citizens of the United Stales of A~ncdcn. wl11> )un·e pcr!onucd 
uempln.ry deeds of service for their country or their fl'llow citizl'ns. 

SEc. 2. A 11!arcl of t!z.e lll cdal. ( n.) The ~[<'thtl may be bestowed by 
the l'rcsidrnt upon nny citizen of the Unill•d titntes nt the sole disrre
tion of tho President. 

(b) The nnnounccment of the gnmtiug o{ the )feclal .:.nd the pres
entation ccrcmonies_may take place nt any time during the year. 

(c) Subject to the provisions o! this order, lhe )fedaJ may be con
ferred posthumously. 

St:c: 3. l>esz"gn of tl1c .Medal. The Army Institute of IIcrnldrv shnil 
prepare for tho approval of the !'resident a design of the ~fcdal, 
citation, nnd ribbon. 

Sro. 4. P1·io1• onlc1·a. The <:!';tnLlishment of the Medal slmlltlr t operd 
ate to terminat.c.nny other mcd:~l nnd this order shaH not be dremcd 
to supersede the whole or any p~rt of nny other Executh·c od<'r. 

. cJ?_:Lr~ 
. .,. ,. TnE Wmn; IIous}:, 

· . . N01Jcmbcr 13,)9G9. 
(F.R. Doc. 6!>-13GGl; Filed, Nov. 13, lOG!>; 1 : 45 p.m.] 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. -20545 

. ·UNCI.. vrt.DO& 
NOV II 

Ambassador Henry D. Sm}•th 
S Lafay~tte Road West 
Princeton, New Jersey 08540 

Dear Barry: 

JUK 51970 

In view. of your approaching resignation as u.s. Representative 
to t~e IAEA, I wish to express the deep regard which I, and all 
of us in the Commission, have for the outstanding leadership you 
have provided in that position for the past nine years. -

Your association with· the Atomic Energy Commission has been a 
close one over a period of many years and has been marked by 
unusually distinguished service on the domestic scene in both 
the academic and governmental areas. As u.s. Representative to 
the IAEA you have extended this to the international area where 
I have personally witnessed during the nine General Conferences 
in which we have participated together, the highly effective 
relationships you established with the many political and scien
tific leaders of other countries. 

·Their esteem for your judgment and integrity has been a genuine 
tribute to you personally and bas also enabled the United St~tes 
to Qaintain its position of leadership in the IAEA. It has eon• 
tributed i~easurably to the smooth functioning -of the Agency 
and its effectiveness in promoting the uses of nuclear energy for 
peaceful purposes. 

My colleagues and I have valued the opportunity we have b~Jd in 
working with you to achieve'your objectives in the Agency. Out• 
standing among these has been the widespread application ~f Agency 
safeguards to ensure the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. A solid 
basis for the application of an effective system has been established 
as the Agency moves to implement its responsibilities under the 
~reaty for the Nonproliferation of Nuclear Weapons. This is an 
achievement of considerable merit and one in which you can take 
justifiable satisfa~tion. 

221 



Ambassador Henry D. Smyth ··2-

I know that the depth of your interest in nucl~ar energy will 
continue to.keep you active in the field and that we shall there• 
fore maintain contact. In the meantime, I wish to convey to you 
our best wishes and appreciation for a job well done. 

Cordially, 

Chairman 
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After this I took a hike with Suki in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trai 1 to Cross Trai 1 3, then 
back on the Black Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4 past the Police 
Headquarters, and returning to our starting point. 

Helen and I attended a picnic dinner of the Independent Agency Wives at the 
Wilfrid Johnsons in Potomac. Among those present were Mr. and Mrs. Frank 
McCulloch, Mr. and Mrs. Harrison, Mr. and Mrs. Willard Deason, Mr. and Mrs. Carl 
Bagge, Mr. and Mrs. Albert Cole, Maurine Finnegan, Mr. and Mrs. Leonard Sutton, 
Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Friedberg, Mr. and Mrs. Merrill Whitman, Mr. and Mrs. 
Orville Lerch, Mr. and Mrs. -Jerome Kuykendall, Mr. and Mrs. Robert Boyd, Mr. and 
Mrs. Kenneth Cane, Mr. and Mrs. Larry Gilbertson, Mr. and Mrs. Russell Adams, 
Camilla Stueck, Mrs. Clarence Larson, Mr. and Mrs. Gerald Tape, Mr. and Mrs. 
William Burkhalter, Mr. and Mrs. Howard Fensterstock, Mr. and Mrs. Larry 
Walrath, Mr. and Mrs. Gerald Brown, Mr. and Mrs. Whitney Gilliland, Mr. and Mrs. 
Harold Scott, Mr. and Mrs. Everett Hutchinson, Mr. and Mrs. Edward fvlcDermott, 
Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Tuggle and the Wilfrid Johnsons. Helen and I sat at a 
table with the Carl Bagges, the Frank McCullochs, the Gerald Browns and Camilla 
Stueck. Bagge and I had an interesting conversation about our Swedish 
backgrounds and we reminisced about Swedish songs. 

Before going to the John sons we had left Eric and Dianne at the Can.arys 
(neighbors of the Johnsons) where they had dinner. After our picnic dinner we 
picked them up and took them home. 

President Nixon announced today that he is bringing Robert Finch (Secretary, 
HEW) to the White House on a full time basis as Counsellor to the President and 
that he is appointing Elliot Richardson (Under Secretary of State) to the 
position of Secretary, Health, Education & Welfare to replace Finch. 

Sunday, June 7, 1970 

I worked on my speeches, 11 Science and Technology Rededicated, .. the commencement 
address for Michigan Tech on June 13, and 11Reminiscences Concerning the 
Discovery of Radioisotopes used for Medicine, .. scheduled for the Society of 
Nuclear Medicine symposium being held on July 10, and the 11Future of Nuclear 
Energy in Space, 11 scheduled for the Commonwealth Club in San Francisco on July 
24. 

I took a hike with Suki in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trail 1, back south on 
the Black Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, and returning to our starting 
point. 

Helen and I attended a cocktail reception given in honor of Anne and Carter Good 
by Charles and Kay Hufnagel (4240 Nebraska Avenue). I learned that Carter Good 
was a UCLA graduate of 1934 and, hence, a classmate of mine. 

Helen and I attended a reception given by Ambassador and Mrs. Hubert de Besche 
in honor of Prime Minister Olaf Palme at the Swedish Embassy Residence (3900. 
Nebraska Avenue). In my brief conversation with Palme he said he hoped that I 
am satisfied with the progress that Sweden has made in furthering the cause of 
safeguards to prevent nuclear weapon proliferation; I said I am. I told him I 
think he did a good job on 11 Meet the Press, 11 a show that I saw this afternoon, 
which seemed to please him. Among those we saw at the reception were Judge and 
Mrs. Luther Youngdahl, Blake and Deanna Clark, the Carl Bagges, the Horace 
Josephsons, Soviet Ambassador Anatoly Dobrynin, Phil Handler, Bo Jonsson, and 
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the Rolf Andreassons (Scientific Attache, Swedish Embassy). We had a very 
interesting talk with the Youngdahls, reminiscing about his role in performing 
Lynne and Bill's marriage ceremony for which the second anniversary will be 
observed a week from this coming Monday. I talked to Ambassador Dobrynin who 
urged me to accept Chairman Petrosyant's invitation to visit the Soviet Union 
this summer or fall. 

Monday~ June 8, 1970 - Germantown 

DuBridge called me at 8~45 a.m. He said he has been going over lists of names 
to generate candidates for the AEC chairmanship, and he wants to check a few 
names with me. These names had been put into his hopper "by a number of people." 

1. Chauncey Starr. Industry as well as university experience. Knows atomic 
energy business. Vigorous and articulate. 

2. Gr. Richard D. Delauer. Second in command at TRW. Has been on PSAC 
panels. Spoken highly of for his imaginative ability in business 
administration. Caltech graduate. 

3. Dr. George E. Solomon. Vice President in TRW. Caltech graduat~. 

4. James Hillyer. RCA. 

5. Roger Heyns. I said Heyns is good, but I wonder whether we shouldn't have a 
scientist or an engiDeer. DUBridge said that he had submitted this list to 
Flanigan, and Flanigan didn't cross his name--or any other--off the list. He 
was strongly considered for NSF~ but they felt it was really important to have a 
scientist; the AEC, however, has had both scientists and non-scientists as 
chairmen. 

6. General Bernard (Ben) A. Schriever. USAF, Retired. 

7. General Terhune. Retir~d. OuBridge asked what I would think about having a 
young retired general, such as Schriever or Terhune (who was Schriever's deputy 
during the days of the missile build-up, and who is now in industry). I said I 
wouldn't recommend it; I don't think the scientific community, or the JCAE, 
would like it.· DuBridge agreed. 

8. Paul Blasingame. At General Motors, directing their military operations. 

9. Dr. H. Guyford Stever. President, Carnegie Institute of Technology, 
Pittsburgh. I said he might be fine. 

10. Roy Ash. President, Litton Industries. Caltech trustee. Good engineering 
background. 

11. Or. Robert W. Cairns. Hercules Power Company. Recent President of ACS. I 
said he's quite good. 

I said that Cairns or Stever might be fine. Starr might have a problem--he has 
been in industry backing certain kinds of reactors, etc. DuBridge asked whether 
I had any names to suggest. I said I would like to give it a little thought. 

I asked about the time scale. He said that depends on what I may want to ~o. 
If I were to leave in a year or so, the renomination process might be awkward. 224 If I could stay on for a while, that would be better. But he gathers I want to 



get back to the University of California one of these days, and the JCAE knows 
this, and one or two of them mentioned they want somebody who will be on for the 
next five years. But if they come up to the June 30 deadline and nobody -
appears, then they would ask me to stay on for the time being for as long as I 
could. If they could get a top-notch person right away, that would relieve me 
and would give them assurance for the future. He said he gathers that a year or 
two would be about all I would be willing to consider, and I said that is 
right. The question there would be whether to face some congressional 
opposition to an interim reappointment. 

I asked about the status of our recommendation for the Fermi Award. He doesn•t 
know; he simply forwarded it to the White House with his endorsement. I said 
our nominee is Norris Bradbury; and, if approved, we would like to make the 
presentation at a retirement function for him in Los Alamos in August. He said 
he would start a check. 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 406 (notes 
attached). We discussed the terms of the transfer of the AEC environmental 
standards function to the new Environmental Protection Agency. 

At 11:05 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1035 (notes attached). 

Holifield called to talk about the reorganization plan which will place the AEC 
radiation protection standards function and the Federal Radiation Council under 
the new EPA. He said he does not like this plan at all. He said he hadn•t been 
satisfied with the way the FRC worked, particularly since the Wirtz affair. He 
thinks they made a mistake when they set up the Council on the basis of Cabinet 
representation. A survey of the Subcommittee on Military Operations showed that 
over 53 commissions or councils have Cabinet representation; obviously, Cabinet 
members cannot function on all these commissions or councils so the actual work 
is left up to the staff members. Then, when a strong man like Wirtz comes in 
with his own agenda, he can cram judgments down the throats of the other 
members. Holifield thinks we can overcome or improve this 'method of operation 
by changing the FRC membership to people like those that serve on the NRCP. He 
is thinking along the lines of a committee like the ACRS, which would be 
composed of scientists drawn from the NRCP. Some quick legislation could be put 
into effect so that, after the reorganization plan goes through, the FRC would 
be in a better functioning position statutorily. If the plan doesn•t go through 
it would be a better procedure in any event. 

I said I think the plan will go into effect within two weeks which wouldn•t give 
much time for legislation; he said it will have to lie before the House for 60 
legislative days and he thinks they could get something through by then. He 
asked me what I think about it. I said I am thinking in terms of an advisory 
committee and recommending that ~o the White House people working on this. I 
said that if such an advisory committee were created these other functions might 
be part of the whole package. Holifield said they cannot create new functions 
unless they are based on statute. I asked if that means they couldn•t set up an 
advisory committee and he said he couldn•t pass on that. He said he has his 
staff working on his idea and he wants to know how I feel. I said I am probably 
in general agreement but think it should be done in a way that would not suggest 
I am in it officially. He said he would be seeing Tompkins this afternoon and 
also wants to talk to Lauriston Taylor. ·I asked him if he would be attending 
the lecture tomorrow morning, and he said he would. 

At 12:30 p.m. we had a special meeting to discuss the language that would 
establish an advisory council of environmental radiation protection standards in 
connection with the new EPA. 225 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. Z0545 

June 8, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 406 

9:55 a.m. Monday, June 8, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown. Headquarters 

1. Oral Report on Dresden 2 Operating Problem (ADRA) 

2. Proposed Language for Tranderring AEC Environmental Standards 
to Envi.:-onmental Protection ·Administration 

Approved with changes for further consideration at 12:00 noon today. (AD.RA) 

3. AEC 783/168 - AEC Comments on Interior Department's Comments on 
Se 624 and S. 1805 

Approved. (Rubin) 

4~ Topics for Commissioners' June 11 Meeting with the ACRS 

Nucleonics Report will be discussed with Dr. Hendrie on June 10, 1970. (SECY) 

11:05 a.m. 

12:00 Noon, Monday, June 8, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

1. Proposed Language for Transferring. AEC Environmental Standards to 
Environmental Protection Administration 

Approved for discussion at the Bureau of the Budget this ai·ternoon. 
Staff will circulate the approved version and will develop names for 
the Advisory Council. Mr. Bloch reported Mre Wegner, Naval 
Reactors will telephone Dr. Waiske. (ADRA). 

w. B~ McCool 
Secretary 

1:10 p.m. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COPY NOc 3 
~-----June 8, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1035 

11: OS a. rn., Monday, June 8,_ 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

1.. Luncheon Meeting Thursday, June 11, 1970 

Sched;.lled (SECY) 

z. U.S. Deltf!ation to 14th Gene1·al Conference of the IAEA, Vienna 
on September 22, 1970 

The Chairman and Commissioner Larson will attend.. (SECY-AGMIA) 

3.. Staff Report on KMS Proposal 

The Chairman requested early consideration. (GC) 

4.. Mr. ·Rubin's Conversation ·Today with White House Staff re The Directorate 

Revised Criteria will be scheduled at the Commission Meeting em· 
Wednesday morning, June 10, 1970. (SECY) 

' 5. Executive Session - Commissioner Johnson's May 27 Memorandum 
re Study of Adjudicatory Functions 

Discussed and to be rescheduled. (SECY) 

· 6.. AEC 29/15 3 - Draft Letter to GAG 

Aoproved. (Rubin) 
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7. AEC 289/73 - Proposed Patent Application re Lasers 
( 

Approved with a request. (GC} 

8. - AEC 620/69 - LeDoux and Company Employee v. General Electric 
Company 

Approved. (GC) 

9.- AEC 783/169 - Proposed Comments on H. R. 17436 rc National 
Environmental Data Bank 

Approved. (GC} 

10. AEC 901/541 - Three USSR Nationals:_ Proposed Visits to LRL-Berkcley 
and Livermore 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

11. AEC 881/126 - Revised u:;6 Conversion Charges 

Approved; Commissioner Johnson requested a periodic review. (AGMP&P) 

12. AEC. 320/19 - ORNL: Correspondence Concerning MSR1 s 

Disc;~ssed and to be rescheduled for Executive Session Discussion .• (SECY) 

13. Pending Contractual Matters Report Number 360 

Noted. (PAR} 

14. May 28 Memorandum from C. L. Marshall, Director, Division of 
Classification re Silver Anniversary of the Committee of Senior 
Reviewers 

To be rescheduled~· (SECY) 
.. , 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

11:45 
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I had lunch with Ed Bloch, John Abbadessa and Julie Rubin. We discussed the 
situation with respect to the budget for FY 1971, particularly as it concerns 
Senator Ellender and the Senate Appropriations Committee. We also discussed 
Ellender•s talk on his trips to the Soviet Union which is scheduled to be held 
in the AEC Auditorium this evening. 

At 2:45 p.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2421 (action summary attached). 
We approved the letter to the Under Secretaries Committee .asking for approval 
for the general plan for the FY 1971 underground nuclear test program, 
designated EMERY. We also approved the paper authorizing the expansion of the 
Cf-252 marketing program, including lowering the price for Cf-252 to $10 per 
microgram in order to test the market for the first production reactor high flux 
campaign, known as Cf-I. 

I received a memorandum from President Nixon addressed to Head of Executive 
Departments and Agencies (copy attached) advising me that Transportation 
Secretary John Volpe will serve again this year as Chairman of the Combined 
Federal Campaign for the National Capital Area, and requesting that I serve 
personally as Chairman of the combined campaign in my organization. 

I picked up Senator Allen J. Ellender (at 3900 Connecticut Avenue) in my AEC car 
and escorted him to the Germantown Auditorium, which was completely filled with 
AEC staff. Here I introduced him, describing his committee assignments in the 
Senate, etc. He made some introductory remarks and showed his movies, 11 The 
Faces of Russia ... This was followed by a period in whjch he answered 
questions. He made a strong plea for better understanding between people in the 
United States and the Soviet Union and for substantial cutback in expenditures 
for military purposes. After the ·lecture I escorted him back to his· apartment 
in my AEC car. The purpose of this exercise was to persuade him not to cut the 
AEC budget so drastically as he threatens •. 

Tuesday, June 9, 1970 - D.C. 

At 8:30 a.m. I attended the first session of a lecture series on Nuclear Power 
and the Environment, in Room 2216, Rayburn House Office Building. This was the 
first of a series of lectures on this subject, scheduled at the suggestion of 
Craig Hosmer and Chet Holifield, to be held for four consecutive Tuesday 
mornings. Holifield, Hosmer and I made some opening remarks. I mentioned the 
lack of understanding of nuclear power, our need for energy for residential, 
industry and environmental clean-up purposes, and the need to choose between 
alternative sources, taking into account economics, availability, the 
environmental aspects, esthetics, and other considerations. I briefly mentioned 
the participants in the series--Milt Shaw, Clifford Beck, Lester Rogers and 
William Osborne. 

I had lunch at the Longworth Cafeteria with Julie Rubin, Stan Schneider, and 
George Sakalosky, followed by a walk around Lafayette Square with Schneider and 
Sakalosky. 

At 2:30 p.m. I was interviewed by Anthony (Tony) Ripley of the New York Times 
for a series he is doing on the AEC which may turn out to be crit1c~ He asked 
me a number of questions on the AE~ weapons function, the turnover of the 
enrichment function to industry, the possible dismemberment of the AEC, the 
attitude of the AEC toward a continuing arms race, etc. John Harris and Julie 
Rubin were also present. 

At 3:15 p.m. I met with Mike May and Roger Batzel. Mike asked me what my honest 
opinion is concerning the continued association of the Livermore and Los Alamos 231 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

June 8, 1970 
Approved ___ _ 

EJB 
E. J. Bloch, Acting General Manager Date. _____ _ 

ACTION S~~RY OF MEETING 2421, MONDAY, JUNE 8, 1970, 2:45P.M., ROOM A-410, 
GERMANTOWN, MARYLAND 

SECY:SBR 

Commission Business 

1. Minutes of Meeting_ 2406 

Approved, as revised. (SECY) 

2. Proposed Language for Transferring AEC Environmental Standards Function 
to Environmental Policy Administration 

Approved. (ADRA) 

3. Agenda for June 10, 1970 

4. AEC 1333/1 - FY 1971 Underground Nuclear Test Program 

Approved. 

Commissioner Johnson requested staff provide a comparison of the number 
of devices tested in FY 1968, 1969 and 1970 with that to be tested in 
FY 1971. (AGMMA) 

5. AEC 1284/11 - Request for Authorization to Expand the Ca1ifornium-252 
Marketing Program 

cc: 

Approved. 

The Commission requested: 
$10.00 per microgram; and 
reduction of the price of 
broadened market. (P) 

Chairman Seabor~ 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

(a)~the price of Cf-252 from Cf-1 be set at 
(b) future consideration be given to possible 
Cf-252 to reflect lower costs and to test a 

OrlHlnol ~ane<' 

w. a. McCoo& 

w. B. McCool 
Secretary 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 4, 1970 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

HEADS OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES 

Secretary of Transportation Volpe has agreed to serve again this 
year as Chairman of the Combined· FederaL Campaign for the 
Natic..nal Capital Area. He did an outstand~ng. job as campaign 
chairm.an la..st year and I am pleased that he is willing tc- serve 
again. 

As in past years, this fall's campaign will combine into one single 
drive the campaigns of the United Givers Fund, the National Health 
Agencies, and the International Service Agencies. In this one drive 
we will be seeking to do ou; share to meet the needs of more than 
150 local, national, and international health, welfare, and social 
service agencies. 

The voluntary charitable organizations perform services that are 
·vital to our community, our nation and the world. The Combined 
Fe~e.ral Campaign offers Federal personnel a unique opportunity 
to help hundreds of voluntary organizations by one gift once a year, 
a gift made easier by the availability of payroll deductions .. I know 
that Secretary Volpe will have your wholehearted support in this 
endeavor and I hope you. will com1nend the campaign with its payroll 
deduction feature to Federal employees and military personnel in 
your organization. 

I request that you serve personally as Chairman of the cor"'bined 
ca..~.npaign in your organization and appoint a top assistant as your 
Vice Chairman. Please advise Secretary v·o1pe of the person you 
design".te as your Vice Chairman. 
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Laboratories with the University of Ca'lifornia; and I said that, in balance, I 
think the relationship should continue, but I am more flexible on this than I 
would have been a year ago. 1 said I will watch developments carefully during 
the coming year and could possibly change my mind. May also told me that Jack 
Gofman has been writing such libelous letters that it has reached the point 
where he feels that he must terminate his relationship with the Livermore 
Laboratory. He and Batzel are going to talk to Gofman and express this as their 
intention unless he promises to desist. 

I received a copy of a letter that Commissioner Ramey sent to Ed Sauser (copy 
attached) advising the JCAE that nine students from the Texas Law Review are 
beginning a study of the AEC. 

I sent a letter to Howard Vesper (Chairman, GAC) (copy attached) providing 
comments on the recommendations contained in their May 6 letter (copy attached 
on May 12). 

I sent a letter to Idaho Senator Frank Church regarding waste management 
activities at the NRTS (copy attached). 

I received a lette·r from Secretary Rogers (copy attached) in response to the 
letter ·I wrote him on May 28 concerning the difficulties the European Community 
is experiencing in obtaining a mandate for the safeguards negotiations with the 
IAEA. 

Argentina got a new military government early today after the Armed Forces 
ous.ted President Juan Carlos Ongania~ the general they tnstalled in a coup four 
years ago. Not a shot.was fired, and 'life went almost as usual for the three . 
million residents of Buenos Aires. 

Helen and 1 attended a reception given by Mr. and Mrs. Samuel E. Neel for Miss 
Mary E. Nee I and Miss Katherine H. Wilson at Anderson House, 2118 Massachusetts 
Avenue. We spoke to John. Graham, among others. · 

We then attended a reception given by Puerto Rico Governor Luis A. Ferre and his 
son and daughter-in-law at the Sheraton-Carlton Hotel. We spoke to Secretary 
and Mrs. WaIter Hicke·l, among others. 

Eric, Suki and 1 took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trail 1, back south on 
the Black Horse Trai'l to Cross lra1 Is 3 and 4 to our starting point. 

Wednesday. June 10. 1970 

I participated along w1th Indonesian Ambassador Soedjatmoko in the signing of.an 
Amendment to the Agreement for Cooperation with Indonesia at the State 
Department today. Also present were Eleanor c. McDowell (Treaty Affairs) and 
Winthrop G. Brown (Deputy Assistant Secretary) of the State Department. 

Thursday. June I I, '1970 - D.C. 

At 12:10 p.m. I received a telephone call from Tom o•Toole at the Washington 
Post. He asked what my plans are, since my term expires June 30. He said there 
are an kinds of rumors: that 1 am going back to California, that I am not 
going back, that t•m going to head up the new superagency, etc. I said I just 
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~i..BYDO& 
NOvae 

JDr·: 2 1970 
) 

C~ptain Edw~=d J. Bauscr 
E~:ecuti~ve :::>irccto::: 
Join~ Co~~ittcc on ~to~ic Energy 
Con~r~sG of the Unitud States 

Dear Ed: 

hs :you b1o;: ;::;. 
R~·;,.ricu is r.m·.' 
:.lissie~.. 'l'hc 
Zt1r.·~-~~cr \·:i tl'l .:t 
printcS i11 an 

g::-ou;,:> of n.l.!'1'~ stuCc:1t .. .s f:=o::~ u~e ?c:~Zts LcY~~._:r 
bcc,;ir~1i.1~; a st.~dy c..: tl~,:! .. :: .. -:.c:--;i~c~ Z.r~::.:. ... s_~i~/ Co:-:~
:::;tt.:.:.ly will extend t:":..·o~..:'/~:J\.:..t :;·.o:::; t. o£ ·::.~:c 
rcl-~ort u:1tl rcco=-=,,::~.::!.:.t:io::s ~:-~pc:;ctcC: to ~;e 
f.:::.:l=ly 19 7 .i. ;l~sur~. of t.hc F~c~./iC\·,·. 

On ;.:u.y 2S the Dir\:!ctor of P.ct;ula.tion I elc G~ner<ll COU!:.Scl, 
.. rn:z.' assi!:itant ~:1d. I :..~ot \,,i~til Joe 'ro;::;. .Eu~lcy, i~~.:tna<;in~; !.:'-.1i t.or.
of t...1.e ·:~xas Lo:.'.t I:3vic\·l .:-.!'" •. ~ lcade~ c£ the: <::.roup co~:c:'.lst.Li-=; · 
t.""lc r.cvic~·. Duril1g t!1is :r~cctir1g ~ ·:;:. 2~s 1=.:::1 :;l.-vvi~cc. us !,.~, i tl~ 
in:fo~ .. J.t:.io~~ rcs·~~dinc; t..11u :~·:-:lr;·~ur~ ~:Z :~~s :;:-c::r;, i.::.~. z:.;:-c:.:;.s 
of i:.1.tcrcst .:ll-.d t!lC .:.t.!??roac:"1 to ! .. >:..:; :fc):.lc'p·.,f.:=d i1! .t.::e: st.'..:..:~:t"~ 
:r· ~·c enclczina for ·;cur i:1::orrau "~ic:1 ~ co~'./ of r~ot.0~ 
S ""'''"'':'>r.; ·.·.:n- o•~- -~~"".c. , .. ~.;o.,.... •·'~ ... :-, '.'·-· ··~,-1 · •J ~i. .. uC.... ---.:::.• ':J w.• \..4. .... ..., .... ~ .... ""'.., •• "'' J- ~.l .. ·- • l..:,...:..;.....;._\.,!..1. • 

·sUbzet1uentl:l", E::.zlcy fl!"ld l~i~ cnti.;:~: srot.::~J \-:~.rr~ bri(;f~(l b:zr 
r:1e, Eo·.·:~rci Ero•.-!n, l·.s!:>isto.r.t:. Gcnc!:'.:!l ;·:.::!:12.Jcr, ~~c! J:::.ck C:::-.;::~.,i:ord, 
!~ssi!Jtz:.nt Director fo~ ~ragi:~~t.:~i:1':' St.Dr~d~rd.G, f,i.\.risi~:~ o: 
Reactor !:ie\lclo?:::.Cl~t ar~d 'j?(:C~•l1olo~·:;", ~:d ct~-:cl:' :-:1~:-:;.!Jcj__"".s c: 
~"le <~cr:.Gral 1·1UJ~ascr' s st.~J:f {.0:1 J~lne 2) [;r.cl ~:!c Re:~;u:;_:~ 4~:v::-:· 
stZl~f (0::1 Jur~o ·~) • Si:i!rt:il'"!.~J .. ~~i~ \·.1CCk, -~!'.e ~-~ ·.-.u-. .. ie:l"lts ·.;ill. 
be scr!1 e.:iuli~g i~• -:e:rv·ic'.rs \•J i -::.h vur iouz :2~ ::; ·;;z, ~ f :-:;t";::l.·r::r;: .:~r;d, 
I u~c.lcr:;'.:and., i.:ith. J'CAB s\:~f~. 

~·:c Hill ;~ccp you infor.:::~:..d of dovclup:~.cnt.:> ns the ~tuG:: 
pror;;rcs:::es. 

==~:-! c l . 

Sinccr..:-;ly, 

/ (I • 
1':/ I·~ .. ' 

l· 
J ~~(! t; 'f • !~ . .:.;;:e y 

Ccl~'\..":li .sf.; iunc r 

Distx-iJ.;t:tion :· 
~1~ail:r::ztn .Sc(l~)org 2 

Cor-:-,ln. ,J"ol1;1!:io:1 
Co:;tr:l. 'i'hoD:)son 
Co:·;1.'TI. L<.t:::.s on 

Secrct.'1ry 
l)i.l:-. of l~c:g. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
. WASHINGTON. D.C. 10S4S 

JUN 9 1970 
OFFICE UIARY 

GLENN T. SEABORG 
Chr USAEC. 1881-72 

FOLD£"-~' AGE 114 U 7 3 

Mr. Boward G. Vesper, Chairman 
General Advisory Committee to the 

u. S. Atomic Energy Commission 

Dear Boward: tl"-" - &:. .. G.. .A c .--Lt 04J I .,._ c.. J - ". 

7 
Supplementing my letter of May 15/this is to provide our comments on the 
recommendations contained in your le:ter of May 6 following the 112th meeting 
of the General Advisory Committee bela in Washington on May 4, S and 6. 1970. 

Executive Session on Reactors 

The Commission is gratified that discussion on new and advanced reactor con
cept• has resulted in a better mutual understanding between the Committee 
and the Commission on this important matter. 

Yeapans Briefings 

With regard to the situation concerning weapons delays, we wish to provide 
aome additional information that was developed aince our meeting. 

For the B61, the major delay in the present build was caused by the fire at 
the Rocky Flats production plant. The present build will be completed 
according to a new schedule late this calendar year. The problem of a 
possible further delay concerns various options for an add~on build of the 
161 Mod 0 tactical bomb. Tbe·re are several tions pr 1:»ei 

t of Def · 

t 1a highly doub t unds 
other options will be forthcomins. 

In the ease of LANCE, the AEC bas recently notified the DOD that it would be 
able to support the deployment of the first LANCE battalion overseas in 
Sept~er 1973. In contrast, the Army had, at one time, desired nuclear 
capability for the battalion at Fort Sill by June 1972 but we understand 
that thi£ requirement baa now been deleted. 

PuDding and Safety Problems in the Weapons Productio~ Complex · 

With regard to the serious problem involved in the significant expenditures 
needed to improve the safety and assurance of continued availability of all 
~'fieuities, including the weapons p~~d~ction comolex_~ we have informed 
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the Director, Bureau of the Budget, of this problem and hope to meet with 
him and his ataff at an early date. We plan to discuss the matter with the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy after the meeting with the Director, BOB. 

Intelligence Matters 

Subsequent to the Intellig 
know, the French detonated a 

15 197() in the 

Cas Centrifuge Program 

Charles A. Sommer, as you 
device in the South Pacific 

The Commission appreciates the interest and comments of the Committee on 
this program and shares your assessment of the progress of the past fe\~ years 
iD d~veloping centrifuges of higher performance. We plan to continue to 
devote effort to this program in accordanc~ with its importance and to assign 
it an appropriate priority in preparation of our budgets. 

With respect to the possibility of additional participation by industry in.the 
gas centrifuge development, and the associated questions of timing and pro
cedures, the Commission bas, a• you know, initiated staff study of these ··· 
matters. We will be considering this subject in the coming months and will 
be pleased to report to the Committee in this con~ection at your future 
meetings. In order .to clarify a possible misunderstanding, it·should be 
noted that the Commission is considering possible industry participation 
only.on the basis that gas centrifuge technology would remain classified. 

Research and Development Review 

The Commission is pleased that you consider the research and development 
programs, reviewed for you by Dr. English and his staff, to have compiled 
an impressive record of accomplishment. We agree that an overriding problem 
facing all Divisions is the severe budgetary constraint. 

We welcome your support of continued pursuit of the program of Plowshare 
basic research and development of Plowshare explosives. We also intend to 
pursue a program of underground engineering experiments consistent with our 
financial and with any other constraints that may arise. 

The Commission also believes that the Division of Biology and Medicine has 
been responding to the challenge of enviroDD~SDtalists; first by having carried 
on important programs for many years which now provide valuable information 
to respond to questions; and second by currently reorienting some aspects 
of its program, even within constrained funding, to attack pressing problems 
~•t recently emerging. 
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With regard to continuing operation of the Princeton-Pennsylvania Accelerator 
beyond FY 1971, the Commission has concluded it is not in the overall pro
gram interests to continue to operate this machine. A prime consideration 
in our decision vas the recognition of the need for the maintenance of a 
good balance among the various portions of the Nation's high energy physics 
program within the limited resources and funding available. 

We appreciate ~our comments reg~rding the work of the Isotopes Development • Division, and note your comment regarding the results of the budget squeeze 
on the program of the Division of Nuclear Education and Training. We welcome 
any thoughts that you may have regarding other ways in which training of the 
required numbers of personnel for an expanding nuclear power industry may 
be supported. We have found tha~ some in nuclear industry feel a responsi
bility for ad ~ training but not for education. Some segments of industry 
cooperate with universities but resulting support for graduate study has 
been meagero '!'lte degree of urgency may be judgmental for the next year or 
two, but we are concerned because the effects of cutbacks in education are 
frequently felt years later. 

Awards. 

The Commission bas discussed bt'iefly the sugges_tion the Committee made 
regarding the establishment of a mid-range Atomic Energy Commission award. 
We have in re~ew your comments in connection with the possibility of other 
desirable changes in. our procedures for recognizing outstanding contributions 
to the Atomic Energy program and plan to discuss this with you at our 
July 2Q-22 meeting~ · 

. 
We are looking forward to the next meeting of the Committee which is to be 
held on July 20. 21 and 22 at the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory in Livermore, 
California. 

Cordially, 

Chairman 
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IJNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISS;QN 
UNCL. BY Doe 

NOVa& ' 

Honorable Frank Church 
United States Senate 

Dear Franltt 

WASHINGTON. O.C:. 20545 

Since receiving your letter of May 1, 1970, Co~issio~er Thor.:pson and 
m~bers of the AEC staff have had the opportunity to ceet with you and 
your assistants to discuss waste management ~ctivities at _the National 
Reactor Testing Station. 

~~ong matters discussed were some of the reco~endations of the recently 
issued report of the Federal Water Qual"ity Adr.:inistration. · As you "t.:e::r.e 
informed, AEC is not in accord with a number of the FI~QA report findings 
and reco~~endations. We have recently completed detailed co~ents on 
that report and have furnished you a copy. 

As you know, the AEC has long supported an activ~ research a:-.d develop
ment program on methods for managing and disposing of radioactive t-:c.ste:s. 
This program has resulted in the d~velop:r.c:r.:: of SE\Veral effective process-es 
for reducing the volume of high leYel liCiuid w:.s::es and converting th:=r:1 
into solid fo~s suitable for ship~cnt and long terr.: storage. Just abou~ 
a year ago the Co~ission announced a proposed policy tt~t would require 
high level wastes from corr.=ercial fuel reprocess~ng plants to be solidified 
on site and to be shipped to a Federal repository for storase. Such a 
policy is possible because of the successful technological developments 
resulting from the AEC's R&D program. That program has also included 
extensive P~D on the best methods for long terc stora3e of solid wastes. 
After years of study and experirn=nt the Co~~ission has concluded that a 
salt mine would provide effective long ter::t isolc::.tion of solid radioactive 
wastes from fresh water aquifers aad from the biosp~ere. In FY 1972 AEC 
will seek authority to establish a de~onst~ation radioactive waste repository 
in salt which will store both high level solid wastes from fuel reprocessing 
plants and low level alpha p~rticle emitting wastes (alpha wastes) such as 
the Pu-contacinated wastes fro- the Rocky Flats Pl~nt. 

~nen the salt ~ine repository is fully operative, AEC plans to store not 
only currently generated alpha wastes but also to excavate, process and 
ship such wastes which are being temporarily stored at NRTS. A nu~ber of 
years will be required to co~pl~te the transfer of such wastes fro.-r. KRTS 
which we hope to star~· within th~ decade. The proposed tr~nsfer of such 
wastes is not because of any near term hazard to the aquifer which 
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underlies NRTS, the public or NRTS employees. Transferral to an under
ground repository appears to be the best method for a=taining the very 
long-term isolation of these wastes fro~ the biosphere. 

We will keep you fully informed as our waste management plans continue to 
develop and will be happy to discuss-them with you. 
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June 8, 1970 

Thank you for your May 28, 1970 letter on the 
difficulties the European Community is experiencing 
in obtaining a mandate for the safeguards negotiations 
with the IAEA. 

I agree with you that this is a serious cause of 
concern. I believe, however, that it would· be prematuz·~ 
to approach the French just now. 

As you point out, protracted Community delays in 
reaching agreement on a negotiating mandate may have 
repercussions on the decisions of key non-Community states 
to ratify the NPT. ·However, the IAEA is itself just 
gearing up for safeguards negotiations and it is not clear 
that the Community's delay is as yet impeding prog·ress 
towards the implementation of Article III, or towards 
widespread adherence to the Treaty. 

Moreover, the Commission mandate is basically a · 
Community problem, and it would be to everyone's advantage 
if it could be resolved by the Community without outside 
intervention. 

The Honorable 
Glenn T. Seaborg, 

Chairman, 
Atomic Energy 
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. 1 It seems-certain, however, that the Community 
~as no£ reached a final impasse and still has several 
possibilities for coping with the problem internally. 

It would perhaps be overly optimistic to expect 
that the issue will be resolved at the June 8 and 9 · 
Council of Ministers meeting.. I .expect, however, that 
the meeting and its aftermath will provide a clearer 
picture of the conflicting member ate sition 

ssible. areas for c ise, and 

We anticipate at least two more Council of Ministers 
meetings during the s~er, following the June 8 and 9 
meeting. I propose that members of your staff and mine 
carefully review developments during this period and, on 
the basis of that review, discuss the advantages and 
disadvantages of an approach to the French at a later 
time. 

With best personal regards, 

Sincerely, 
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Signing of Indonesian Agreement for Cooperation; June 10, 1970. 
L toR: Ambassador Soedjatmoko, Eleanor C. McDowell, Winthrop G. Brown and 
Seaborg. 

don't feel I should comment at all. He then said that the last time my term was 
up, I stated that I did not wish another 5-year term, and asked whether that was 
correct. I said that at that time I had said I didn't want a 5-year term, and a 
2-year term was available, which I accepted. He asked whether I have changed my 
mind about a 5-year term; I said that's the part I don't want to comment on. 

Friday, June 12, 1970 - Washington - Chicago - Houghton, Michigan 

Dianne, Eric and I flew to Chicago on United Airlines Flight No. 375, leaving 
National Airport at 8:30 a.m. and arriving at O'Hare Airport at 9:15 a.m. We 
were kept on the ground for about an hour and finally found a docking place at 
10:15 a.m. Carol Flaumenhaft met us and we all rode to Argonne National 
Laboratory with Mr. Wright, an Argonne driver. 

We went to Joe Katz's office to go over the program for the day. I then went to 
Carol's office and worked with her on the Met Lab Section C-I history while 
Eugene Flaumenhaft (Carol's husband) escorted Eric and Dianne on a visit to the 
Biology Building. Later I rode with Joe and Carol to Argonne Park where we met 
Eric, Dianne and Eugene and had a picnic lunch with members of Joe's group. 

After lunch I returned to Carol's office to work with her on the history whfle 
Eric and Dianne were shown the ZGS, the work on the artificial kidney (they were 
each given one by Finley), and some of the work in the Chemistry Building, with 
Joe supervising the tour. 243 



Carol and I went to the AEC Chicago Operations Office to look at Met Lab papers 
in the Archives. Here I met John Martins (Head of Technical Publications, who 
started at the Met Lab the same day that I did--April 19, 1942), Mrs. Dorothy 
Adams (Mr. Pettitt's secretary--E. Newman Pettitt is Classification Officer and 
head of Archives), and Mrs. Sophie Stephens. After this we returned to Carol's 
office to continue planning her future program. 

About 4:45 p.m. we left the Argonne Laboratory Chemistry Building, and Eric, 
Dianne, and I rode with Joe, in his car, to O'Hare Airport. It was raining and 
the tollway was very congested. We had a bite to eat at a snack bar and Joe 
left us about 6:30 p.m. Our North Central Airlines flight, No. 297, was delayed 
because the crew hadn't arrived and due to air traffic congestion·; so we didn't 
take off until about 8 p.m. After a stop in Oshkosh, we arrived in Green Bay at 
9:10 p.m., an hour late, and then were delayed there an hour and 20 minutes 
waiting for another plane to connect with ours. We called Helen to report our 
status. We left Green Bay at 10:30 p.m. and, after a stop in Menominee, arrived 
in Hancock, Michigan, at 11:30 p.m. We were met by Larry Chambers (Manager, 
Communication Services) and Dr. Romig _of Michigan Technical University, and by 
John and Sheila Seaberg and their son Eric Jon, Donald Seaberg, and Mr. and Mrs. 
Walter F. Hansen (Sheila's parents--he is Managing Editor of the Houghton Daily 
~i l h g Gazette).. We all (except Chambers and Rami g) rode to the Hansens' (Oak 

where we met Christine Seaberg and where we all spent the night. We 
talked for about an hour before going to bed. 

Saturday, June 13, 1970 - Hancock - Houghton - Ishpeming 

We had breakfast in shifts at the Hansens'. After breakfast a Jim Hansen called. 
me; he is Principal of Doellie School, a rural school near Houghton, and a 
member of the Ishpeming High School Class of 1931. He lived on Michigan Street 
in Ishpeming, about two blocks from where we lived, and since I would have been 
a member of the Class of 1930, we may have known each other. 

Eric, Dianne, and I rode, in John's car, with John, Donald, and Eric Jon on a 
tour of Michigan Tech, Houghton and Hancock. We had a look at Old Quincy, the 
original copper mine established in Houghton in the early 1840's, also a 
construction job for which the firm of Gjelsteen and Seaberg is the architect, 
and Suomi College (a Finnish college in Hancock). 

We returned to the Hansens and I was interviewed by Carl Peterson, a reporter 
for the Daily Mining Gazette. His questions covered my personal career since my 
family left Ishpeming, my duties as Chairman of the AEC, and the advances in the 
peaceful uses of nuclear energy. He took a picture of me and of John, Donald 
and me (first cousins). We also took a picture of all the cousins with my 
camera. 

All of us, except Mr. Hansen, rode over to the Student Union on the Michigan 
Tech campus, where we attended the Commencement luncheon. I sat at a table with 
Dr. and Mrs. Raymond Smith (President of Michigan Tech). Julius J. Harwood 
(Chairman of Board of Control, Michigan Tech, who is with the Ford Motor Company 
1n Detroit), Mr. and Mrs. Russell Hoyer (Member, Board of Control, and President 
and Chairman of Upper Peninsula Power Company, whom I had met previously), Mr. 
and Mrs. Hag a (Board of Contra 1), and Mr·. and Mrs. Pearson (Board of Contra 1 and 
friends of Rudolph and Edith Ericson when they lived in Iron River). I also met 
Andy Lovell and family, Chet Guiliani (whom I met at the MCA dinner on June 4) 
and family and Mr. and Mrs. Oliver Winn. These peopl~ were all introduced by 
President Smith who also introduced me and asked all my relatives to stand. 
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Cousins at the Hansens 1 before Commencement; June 13, 1970. 
L toR: Back; Eric Seaborg, Seaborg, John Seaborg, Donald Seaborg; Front; Eric 
Jon Seaborg and Dianne Seaborg. 

We then drove back to the Hansens to spend the time until Commencement started. 
We rode to the Hockey Rink building to attend Commencement, Mr. Hansen, Dianne, 
and Eric Jon staying at the Hansens. The stage party robed in a room near the 
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front of the building. I marched in the academic procession to the stage. 
President Smith presided and, after some opening remarks and the introduction of 
members of the Board of Control, the Co-Valedictorians (Keith Apelgren and 
Thomas Greenlee) and the Salutatorian (Thomas Ala), he introduced me for the 
Commencement Address, "Science and Engineering Rededicated." 

Following the conferring of degrees in courses, President Smith conferred 
Honorary Doctor of Engineering Degrees on me and Howard Barkell (President, 
Phelps Dodge, New York City). Board of Control Medals were presented to John H. 
Carson, Chester Giuliani, Russell M. Guttshall, Jr., and Oliver H. Winn and to 
James S. Magoffin (in absentia). 

My relatives and their in-laws present were: John and Sheila Seaberg, Donald 
Seaberg, Christine Seaberg, Mrs. Walter F. Hansen and Gordon, Helen and Scott 
Swanberg, Elmer and Helen Marie Swanson, Jerry and Viola DeGabriele, and Elsie 
Sundlie. 

After the commencement ceremony I met with my relatives and then we all went to 
the reception at President Smith's house. 

We all had dinner at the Hansens' which was followed by an hour of talk. 

After this, Gordon, with his son Scott, came by and Eric, Dianne and I rode with 
them to Ishpeming on Highway 41. At Ishpeming we drove through town by "Old 
Ish" statue, my father's and grandfather's home at 639 E. Division Street, the 
old Brownstone machine shop where my grandfather worked, the house where I was 
born on new York Street and my family home at 802 Wabash Street. We then drove 
to the Wonderland Motel on Highway 41 where Eric, Dianne and I checked into room 
No. 6 to spend the night. 

Sunday, June 14, 1970- Ishpeming, Michigan- Washington, D.C. 

Eric, Dianne and I had breakfast at Smitty's, just a few blocks down Highway 
41. Here Gordon Swanberg met us, turned over the keys to his station wagon and 
left the wagon and Scott with us. We stopped at the Wonderland Motel long 
enough to check out, then I drove Eric, Dianne and Scott to Smitty's in Negaunee 
on Highway 41. Here we viewed the murals of scenes in Ishpeming and Negaunee 
which were painted by Bill Swanberg (Scott's brother) and two of his high school 
friends. Bill will start at Northern Michigan University this fall. We then 
drove back to Ishpeming to Scott's church (at the end of Duncan Street) where he 
was to serve as altar boy at the 10:30 a.m. services. 

I then continued with Eric and Dianne; we drove by the National Ski Hall of Fame 
and took pictures, visited the Seaberg family graves at the cemetery where we 
took pictures, and drove by Mud Lake, our old house at 802 Wabash Street and its 
neighborhood, the old (presently abandoned) golf course, the Old New York 
Location, Cave Bluff, the Swedish Mission Covenant Church, Hoisset's store, the 
High Street school, my old grammar school, the "Old Ish" statue, downtown 
Ishpeming, etc. 

We then drove down Division Street to the residence of Mr. and Mrs. Carl Lemin 
(624 E. Division Street). (We had met him at Smitty's at breakfast and he 
invited us to his home.) Since this is just across the street from my father's 
and grandfather's home (639 E. Division Street) we visited there, outside and 
inside. We talked to the owners, Mr. and Mrs. Oscar Kurin, and looked 
throughout the house including the upstairs bedroom where my grandfather died in 
1908. I photographed Eric and Dianne in front of the house and I photographed 
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Henry Seaborg's signature on a rock behind the house. 
me know if he ever decides to dispose of the house in 
jeopardize its continued existence and he promised to 
second occupant since my father and Aunt Lillian l eft 

I asked Mr. Kurin to let 
a manner that might 
do so. He is only the 
there in the 1911-1913 era. 

639 E. Division Street, Ishpemin g, Michigan; June 14, 1970. 
L to R: Dianne and Eric Seaborg. 

We then visited the Lemins in their home and saw their marve lous rock 
collection. He gave us a prehistoric rock hammer (found near Rockland Pit), 
6,000-8,000 years old, used by copper miners to break rock from copper ore. 

We drove down the street to the Bell Memorial Hospital and visited Edith Ericson 
in room 314. She was having lunch and looked quite well despite her 92 years 
(birthday, March 14). We remini sced and she identified a picture of Chris, 
Sophia, and baby Libbie Seaborg that I had brought alon g. Dianne fainted while 
we were there, had some nausea but recovered very soon. Edith was very happy to 
see us. 

We then drove to Gordon Swanberg's (627 Duncan Street) where we joined about 50 
relatives and in-laws for a pasty lunch. Those present were Jerry and Vi 
DeGabriele; Greg and Linda DeGabriele; Carolyn DeGabriele and her boyfriend, 
Fred Hume; Chris DeGabriele; Tony and Edie Moon and their children, Michael, 
Michele and Danny; Mr. and Mrs. Harry C. Green; Ali ce Fitzpatrick; Patricia 
Fitzpatrick and friend, Jim DeRoche; Alice and Levi Jylha and children, David, 
Mark, Elizabeth and Karrie; Helen and Bill Peterson; Elmer Swanson and Helen M. 
Swanson; Amarylee Thompson and Teri Lee, Den is e, Karen, Kat hy, Scott and Mark 
Thompson; Ben, Verna, Gordon and Sus an Chinn; Elsie Swanson Sundlie; Gordon and 
Helen Swanberg and John, Willi am, Scott and Carol Swanberg; Eric, Dianne, and 2 4 '7 



I--a total of 48. We took a number of pictures, i ncluding the whole Seaborg 
fami ly i n one and my mother's re l atives in anot her. Sue Braff of the Min i ng 
Journa l (11 5 So. First Street, Ishpeming) took pictures of Eric, Dianne, Alice 
Fit zpatrick and me, of Bill Peterson and me, and of the two family groups (she 
wil l mai l me the negatives and prints of the latter two). We then visited 
together some more. and waterme lon was served. 

At Cave Bluff, Ishpeming, Michigan; June 14, 1970. 
L toR: Karen Thompson, Dianne Seaborg. 

A number of people had left by 3 p.m. when Eric, Dianne, I, Teri and Karen 
Thompson rode with the Petersons to their home on New York Street where we 
dropped off Mrs. Peterson. We again saw my bi rthp lace on New York Street, which 
was owned by Captain Burling at that time, when my parents rented the upstairs 
area. Bi l l Peterson drove us to the Cave Bluff area where we all visited some 
of the caves I used to frequent when I lived in Ishpeming. We also rode up to 
the top of New York Bluff where my father (and I sometimes) and his friends used 
to gather on summer evenings. We met Mr. and Mrs. Alden Ostlund (at the Cave 
Bl uff area), who said they have a picnic picture taken at Teal Lake Pageant 
Grounds that includes me; they will send it to me. 

Bill Peterson then drove us back to the Gordon Swanbergs' where we met my 
cousin, Phil Larson (up from Esc anaba), and his girl friend. We also met Peter 
Polini (Helen Swanberg's father) . I learned that Mrs. Gregory (Linda) 
DeGabr iele's parents, Mr. and Mrs . Lewellen Rivard, are living in the former 
Henry Seaborg residence (1115 N. Fifth Street). 

Helen Marie Swanson gave me an old plate purchased in Braastad's Store in 1904. 
Elsie ga ve Eric two neckties and Dianne a little sewing kit and a necklace. 
Scott gave Dianne a quartz mineral-bearing rock. 

After visiting a while longer over coffee and tea with those remaining at the 
Swanbergs', Gordon, with Scott, drove Eric, Dianne and me to the Marquette 
Airport. Here we caught North Central Air l ines Flight No. 294, leaving about 5 
p.m. After stops at Iron Mountain, Green Bay and Milwaukee, we arrived at 
O'Hare Airport in Ch icago about 7:30p.m. Because plane departures were being 
delayed, we headed directly for the American Airlines Flight No. 70 gate (this 
fl i ght had been due to leave at 7:15p.m.) and managed to get on stand-by and 248 



then on the flight which left about 9 p.m. after a long delay while in the 
plane. (We had been scheduled to leave Chicago on TWA Flight No. 292 to 
Baltimore at 9:30 p.m.) We were met by Carol and Eugene Flaumenhaft at the 

. airport because they had been scheduled to have dinner with us. They were 
generous in their understanding of our desire to proceed directly to Washington 
and helped us by phoning the AEC operator in Washington so that a driver could 
meet us according to our changed plans. We arrived at National Airport about 
11:15 p.m. Henry Hinds met us and drove us home, where we discovered that Steve 
had just arrived from California. 

Monday; ·June 15; 1970 - Germantown 

At 10 a.m. Commissioner Larson and I, together with Del Crowson, Abe Friedman, 
Bill Yeomans, Julie Rubin and other staff, met with the following Japanese Diet 
members: Masao Maeda (Director, Special Committee on Development of Science and 
Technology, House of Representatives), Yoshikazu Kitagawa (Chairman, SCDST, 
House of Representatives), Haruo Kino, Yoshitake Sasaki, Hironori Inoue, and 
Mikio Ohmi (Directors, SCDST, House of Representatives), Tsugio Ishikawa 
(Member, SCDST, House of Representatives), Takao Fujimoto (Parliamentary 
Vice-minister, Science and Technology Agency, Prime Minister's Office), and 
Masaoki Terashima (Specialist, Planning .bureau, Science and Technology Agency). 

I gave the opening remarks. Their leader, Masao Maeda, ·responded as did Sasaki 
and Ishikawa. Ishikawa emphasized Japanese dissatisfaction with the degree of 
guarantee against nuclear attack provided in connection with the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty. They all spoke of their concern with the intrusion of 
the IAEA safeguards in their nuclear industry. Fujimoto asked about the 
additional enriched U-235 that they will require soon, and I said that our staff 
is prepared to negotiate this question immediately. Fujimoto gave me a little 
transistor radio as a token of his appreciation for my visit to Japan in March. 
He participated in our joint meeting at that time. 

At 10:45 a.m. I presided over Information Meetin~ 1038 (notes attached). We 
discussed the BNL proposal for a technical support organization for energy that 
was presented at a recent OST meeting; this would be modeled after the BNL 
support organization for the AEC safeguards group. We also discussed the 
exchange of correspondence with ORNL concerning their report on MSR's; 
Commissioner Larson and I expressed some concern over the possible impact on the 
freedom of action of the laboratories. 

At 12:20 p.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2423 (action summary 
attached). We authorized the staff to negotiate with the State of Kansas for a 
long-term storage site for solid radioactive wastes at the Corey Salt Mine near 
Lyons, Kansas. 

I had lunch in the small conference room next to my office with Julie Rubin and 
Justin Bloom. 

At 1:40 p.m. the other Commissioners and I attended a briefing on the FY 1971 
weapons test program. We heard illustrated presentations by Mike May, Harold 
Agnew, Harry Reynolds, and William Ogle. Agnew made a pitch for the use of 
tactical nuclear weapons to achieve certain limited objectives in Vietnam. 
emphasized that there will be increasing pressures to cut down on the nuclear 
weapons budget, including the number of tests, in next and subsequent years' 
budgeting process. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UHCL. BY DOl 

NOV 86 

WASHINGTON. D .C. 205.(5 

COPY NO . d 
June 15, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1038 

10:45 a . m . , Monday, June 15, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headouarters 

1. June 10 Letter from Charles E . Odegaard, President, University of 
Washington, Requesting Meeting with the Comnlission 

To be scheduled. (SECY) 

2 . June 9 Memorandum from John Price, White House, re Coordination 
of.Public Actions by Federal Agencies on Drug, Food Additives and 
Related Materials 

An A E C liaison will be designated . (ADRA) . 

3 . AEC 320/19- ORNL Correspondence Concerning MSR's 

Noted. 

4. Meeting with Director, BOB, re Fire and Safety Facility 

5. AEC 1309/44 - Event Data for a Portion of the Mandrel IV Program 

Approved. (AGMMA) 

6. NTS Events (See General Giller 1 s June 11 Mem.orandum) 

The delay in Arnica is noted . (AGMMA) 
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7. AEC 532/97 - Proposed Letter to JCAE re Laser-Induced Energy· 
Release 

Approved with changes. (Rubin) . 

8. . AEC 1083/151 - XVth International Conference on High Energy Physics 

AEC supported attendance is to be held to .less than 100. (R) 

9. AEC 979/90 - IAEA Study Tour in the U . S. and Canada 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

10. Mr. Quinn's June 13 Memorandum re Draft Opening Statement for JCAE 
Hearing on .June 16, 1970 

Approved with changes. (AGMP&P-OC-Congr.) 

11. Internal Release re Recent Press Statements 

To be prepareq for the Chairman's signature. (Rubin) 

12. AEC 1209/9- Concrete-Polymer Program: Recent Funding by Other 
Government Ag encies 

Noted. (ID) 

13. AEC 152/272 Proposal for BNL Technical Support Organization for 
Energy: Notes on BNL-OST-AEC Meeting 

Noted. (AGMR&D) 

14. AEC 1022/4 - Status of AEC Construction Activities 

Noted. (PI} 

15. AEC 152/273 - Diffusion Plant Power Reduction to Relieve Civilian 
Shortages (See al::;o Mr. Quinn's June 15 Memorandum} 

Noted. (AGMP&P) 

- · 2 -
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16. AEC 780/49 - AEC Citation 

To be rescheduled . . (SECY) 

17. AEC 767/29 - 1970 Enrico Fermi Award . 

Approved. (SECY) 

18. Secretary's June 12 Memo randum re Emergency Procedures for 
AEC- DC Offices 

Revision s are requested . (SECY) 

P_RESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 

. Com.mis sioner Thompson 
Conunissioner Larson>:' 

*Partial Attendance 
>:<:<~Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B . McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr . Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Kavanagh::!<::!< 
Mr. Vinciguerra::!'* 
Mr. Tesche:(<::!< 
Mr. Abbadessa:(<:{< 
Mr. Jones':'::' 
Mr. Carlson*::!' 
Mr. Peterson*::!' 
Mr. English>!<;'< 
Mr. McDaniel>:<>:< 
Mr. De Re nz is':":' 
Mr. Friedman>:,,:, 

Mr. Quinn':'* 
Mr. Hobbs>:<>!< 

- 3 - . 

12 : 30 p.m . . 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

UNCL. BY DOl 
NOvae 

WASHINGTON. D .C. 20545 
June 16, 1970 
Approved ________ __ 

REH 
R. E. Hollingsworth, General Manager Date ____________ __ 

ACTION SUMK~RY OF HEETING 2423, MONDAY, JUNE 15, 1970, 12:20 P.M., ROOM A-458, 
GERNANTOWN, MARYU .. ND 

SECY:FG 

Commission Business 

1. Aeproval of Minutes of Meetings 2413, 2414, 2415, 2416, 2417, 2418, 
2419 and 2420 

Approved, with revisions, subject to Commissioner Ramey's comments. (SECY) 

2. AEC 558/16 - University Reactor Support 

Approved. 

The Commission requested that no public announcement be made. (NET) 

3. AEC l9q/73 - Proposed E~tension of Contract for FMPC, Fernald, Ohio 

Approved. (DC) 

4. AEC 180/87 -Solid Radioactive Wastes: Long-Term Storage in Central 
Kansas Salt Mine 

Approved. Commissioners' comment3 are to be obtained on the press 
release. (AGMO) 

(Commissioner Larson's comments are to be obtained on these decisions). 
( Griffin/SECY) 

_. 

.rr .. 
)h>:~ 

,/· 

cc: / !/ ... 
Chairman Seaborg
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

::·~~ :-·.-:'. ;._:.. ;:;_: ·?:~ ~ ') 
k. B. Mcco~l. 
Secretary 
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At 3:15 p.m. Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson, and I met with the 
following Gas Centrifuge Contractors to discuss progress in the gas centrifuge 
program : James Crawford (Executive Vice President, Garrett Corporation), Daniel 
Derbes (Assistant Division Manager, AiResearch Manufacturing Division), Lee 
Woodworth (Assistant Chief Engineer, Turbomachinery & Fluid Power Systems, 
AiResearch), James Renhult (Gas Centrifuge Program Director , AiResearch), Jesse 
W. Beams (Professor Emeritus, University of Virginia), Ralph H. Lowry (Gas 
Centrifuge Program Director, University of Virginia), Paul Vanstrum (Vice 
President, Nuclear Division, Union Carbide), W. J. Wilcox (Technical Director, 
Production, Union Carbide), D. M. Lang (Operations Analysis & Long Range 
Planning Division, Union Carbide), E. C. Evans (Gas Centrifuge Program Director, 
Union Carbide), and R. C. Armstrong (Assistant manager for Operations at Oak 
Ridge) . Other AEC staff included Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, Joe Hennessey, 
Frank Baranowski, George Quinn, Ernie Tremmel , and Julie Rubin. Vanstrum, 
Crawford, De rbes , Lowry and Beams presented a very exciting picture of progress 
in which the price for separative work, by the middle 1970 ' s, could be in the 
range of $15 per kilogram . We also discussed the problem of when industry 
shou ld be brought into the picture more broadly , with the usual disagreement on 
the t ime scale . 

I received a letter fr-om the NSC Under Secretaries Committee {USC) advis i ng that 
the AEC's general plan for the FY 1971 Underground Nuclear Test Program (EMERY) 
will be the subject of a meeting on June 25. 

I received a memorandum from Elliot Richardson advising that Alex Johnson will 
become Act i ng Chairman of the USC pendi ng the arr i val of Richardson ' s successor . 

. 
Cra i g Hosmer wrote me a letter (copy attached) thanking me and the Commiss ion 
st aff for the effort s we put forth to bring off the f irst in the series of 
Congress iona l nuclear seminars this week. 

I sent a letter to Dave Packard (copy attached) indicating that we hope to 
obt ain advice from the DOD in early summer of each year on nuclear weapon 
stockpile projections for use in the final stages of our budget review. 

Attached are copies of newspaper articles that appeared over the weekend 
concerning the reshaping of AEC, the increase in the price of enriched uranium, 
and other problems besetting the AEC . 

Brendan and Joe Canary had dinner and spent the night with us. 

Tuesday, June 16, 1970 -Bethesda -D .C. 

Eric , Joe Canary, and Scott Luria took the train from Silver Spring to Harpers 
Ferry with their bikes to start a bike trip north along the C & 0 Canal. 

At 9 a.m . I presided over Regulatory Meeting 285 in Bethesda (action summary 
attached). 

At 11 a.m. Commissioners Ramey, Thompson, Larson and I, together with Bob 
Hollingsworth, Ed Giller, John Vinciguerra and Vic torso, met with Budget 
Director Robert P. Mayo, James R. Schlesinger, Fred Schuldt, Dan Taft, John D. 
Young and Sam Cohn of the BOB in Room 248 of the Executive Office Building. The 
purpose of the meeting was to discuss our urgent need for funding to make it 
possible to alter and add to our nuclear weapons complex in order to protect it 
against fire and to assure the health and safety of the public. A total of $464 
million is needed of which $119 million can be deferred and $90 million funded 254 



· coMMinF.CSt CR,AIG HC'SMER 
MCMDCR OF CONGrtCSS 

C.C.rFOHNIA · 
JOINT COMMITTE'£ ON 

ATOMIC ENET:GY 

~Ott~rczz Of t{Jc 'attftcb states 
~]ottf>e of l\epresentntiuc~ 

Wnll'uinnton, i9.<£. .20515 

II:ITERIOR ANO mSUI.AR AFFAIRS 

· .June 11, 1970 

Dr. Glellrl T. Seaberg, Chairman 
U.S. Atomic Energy Cornmission 
Washington, D. C. 205"-15 

Denr Glenn: 

On behalf' of Chet and myself, I want to thank you and the 
Commission staff for the fine efforts you put forth to bring off the 
first in the series of Congressional nuclear seminars this week. 
Y.le were both very pleased with the presentation and thought Milt 
Shaw did a fine job in handling th~ material and the questions. 

Although we were a bit disappointed \vith the sparce turnout 
of Members (21 had indicated they would attend), I think you can tell 
from the attached list that many offices were represented. The 
list showed that two memqers (Congressman Blackburn of Georgia 
and Landgrebe of Indiana) and 37 staff members attended, repre
s~nting a total of 34 Congressional offices. 

And while we wish more Members had been there, we all 
· -rc:cognize that, by and large, the A. A. 's and other staff people are 

the ones who write the speeches, statements and answer con
stituent letters. 

In sum. I thought the morning was a considerable success, 
and we look forward to the succeeding programs. Based on the 
success of the first one, I am hopeful of further good audi~11ces. 

CH:jmy 
Attachment 

With best regards, 
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.·UNCL. BY DOE 
NOV86 

CONGRESSIONAL SEMJNAH QN "NUCLEAR POWER AND THE ENVIRONMENT"· 

SESSION I 

June 9. 1970 

MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE 

Rep. Ben Blc.ckburn (Ga. ) 
Rep. Chet Holifield (Calif.) 
Rep. Craig Hosmer (Calif.} 

::~ Repo Earl Landgrebe {Ind.} 

MEMBERS REPRESENTED 

::• Rep. George Andrews {Ala. ) 
::<Rep. 'V ayne Aspinall (Colo. ) 

Rep. Jonathan Bingham (N.Y.) 
Rep. Richard Bolling (Mo. ) 

*Rep. \V. E. (Bill) Brock (Te! .. :.) 
Rep. Gary Brown {Mich. ) 

*Rep. John Byrnes (\Vise. ) 
*Hep~ ·Don·· Clausen (CaJif.) 
*Rep. Silvio Conte (Mass.) 
. Rep. James Delaney (N.Y.) 

::• Rep. Edwin Eshleman (Pa. ) 
Rep. Daniel Flood {Pa. ) 
R.ep. Thomas Foley (Wash.) 
Rep. Robert Kastenmeicr (Wis. ) 

*Rep. A1 ton Lennon (N. C. ) 
Rep. Clarence Long (Md. ) 

*Rep. Joseph McDade (Pa.) 
*Rep. Robert McEwen (N.Y. ) 
:::Rep. Catherine May (Wash.) 

Rep. Bradford Morse (Mass. ) 
*Rep. Rogers C. Bo Morton (Md. ) 

Rep. Bertram Podell (N. Y. ) 
*Rep. Albert Quie (Minn.) 

Rep. William Randall (Minn. ) 
*Rep. Hm\rard Robison (N.Y.) 
:!• Rep. Paul Rogers (F1a.) 

Rep. David S3tterfield (Va.) 
Rep. John Saylor (Pa.). 
Rep. Neal Smith (Ia. ) 
Rep. Lionel Van DcerJjn (Calif.) 
Rep. William· \Vidnall (N.J. ) 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UHCL. BY DOE 

NOVas 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

Honorable David Packard 
Deputy Secretary of Defense 

Dear Dave: 

'"··· ~:..tl, 1 s ~;a 

In my letter of April 6, 1970, I indicated that the AEC hoped to obtain 
advice from the DoD in early sumcer of each year on nuclear weapon 
stockpile projections for use in the final stages of our budget review. 
Inasmuch as the internal review of our FY 1972 budget begir.s July 1, 
1970, we urgently need a current DoD projection of r.uclear weapon stock
pile requirereents by weapons system and by fiscal year, through FY_l979 
·if possible~ Your advice would be most useful to us if it could be 
available as soon as possible after the first of July but certainly no 
later than August 1. 

The AEC staff has been examining possible future stockpile configurations 
in an effort to as.scss AEC weapons production and stockpile support capa
bilities in connection with our budget preparation. 'Ihe staff is pro
viding data fr~ this examination to the Assistant to the Secretary of 
Defense (Atomic Energy) for his consideration in analysis of future 
stockpile requirecents. We believe this information can serve as a 
basis for further discussion of nuclear weapon stockpile requirereents 
as they affect the AEC budget. 

While a projection of the nuclear weapons stockpile tbrough FY 1979 is 
obviously not required for estimating FY 1972 budget requirements for 
weapons production and develo~ent, such a projection is required for 
planning near term actions related to the production of special nuclear 
materials, especially if defense requirements for those materials should 
change significantly from those provided in recent years. · 

··· ·cor~ially, .. 

(Signed) Glenn T. Se~bQrj 

MA:PA&S ------

oc· 
-------------------Distribution: 

(See attached sheet) . P ________ _ 
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WASHINGTON POST 6/15/70 

AlEC 
D:nrunng flea_vy Fire 

. Vlsn~rcen1Cnt wns n while 
. fin coming, but it c:~me a lit· 

I tlc over a year ago !rom 
AEC physld~ls .Tohn H. Gr,£-

1 mnn nnd Arthur H.. 'fnmplin, 
: who in thcil· studies or the 

.... thnn IJ!'. KOl'l Mr•TI(I\Il, 01rcc•. 
tor o£ the Health Physics ell
vision at the A E.G's Oak 
Hicl~c laliorntory, hns :,aid 
publicly tha.t GoCm<•n nnd 

ny 'fhomns O'Tool~ 

' rndiation thrcnt concluded · 
that the ~uidcline of 0.17 
rads was ten times too high. 

W••h•n•l"'' ro•' !Hnrr Wrllrr Few So ExllOSed 
One or the most succcss.- <)ne 'PUblished. repo~t last • "Few people arc exposed 

Tamplin deserve to be· 
heard. 

One result or nil this was 
that a complete irl\'csti~a
tion of radiation ;::uiclclir.rs 
was ordered by fCJ.rmcr Sec-; 
retary Robert Finch. But Cui n;:encirs in Wnshinaton. week said the ABC would to this dosage in :.my ~iven 

ill ~;uddenly cmcn::in~ ns one lose. its weapon testin~ to ye~1r," Gofman told the Joint 
or the most bciC'nJ,!nercd the Penta~on and most of Committee on Atomic En
hr:uwhcs oC the Ce<lt•ral guv. ils hborntory rescllrch (such crgy earlier this year, "but 
en11nent. as· the Oak Hidge National i{ our entire populnllcn 

· Gofman and Tamplin have 
had a more dt'vastalinr, im·, 
pact outside the federal ju- . 
risdiclion. 

. \[fer ~·rnrs or lh·int! in a 
h:~lmy kincl of polilicnl im· 
munity, the Atomic Ener~y 
C'iommission has come unciC'r 
tlw sa me sm·t o! .1 11-ou t :ttl
sault thnt politicnl nctivists 
h:t\'r. made in the p:~st. Cew 
YC'ars on polluters, lhe Pen· 
t:~,:on and larJ::c contro\·er
slnl projects like the super
SIIHic transport. 

Amonr. the chnri:cs bein: 
flung at the AEC: · 

\: Hs undergl·ound, trst pro- · 
S.:ram is irresponsible and 

. n,'rdless, sen·in;:: no other 
Plll'pose than to maintain 
th~ Pentagon's stockpile oC 

Laboratory and the Brook· were exposed to the rmlia
hnven National Laboratory) tion nllowcd hy our national 
.to other government ngcn- guideline we could expect at 
cics. lenst 16,000 additional 

"There 1!1 no pllln under deaths every yenr in this 
eithe1· serious or non-serious . country from cunccr nnd 
con~ideration," a top White leukemia." 
House source said, "to breal' Gofman nnd Tamplin 
up the AEC, to move its cited · exhaustive evidence 
weapons pro~ram to the !or their cluim, Including a 
Pentagon or to t:tkc away : study done by· the AEC on 
its laboratories." · · the long-term effects of ra· 

But while the White ! Cli<ttlon on bctt~lc dogs. 
House hlls no pl:ms to bt·cak i Defenders of the exposure 
\lP the AEC, it docs plan to · guideline had lon~ argue>u . 
move the. AEC's regulatory ··that there existed a radi:t· · 
functions into the soon-to- tion "thre~hold" which acted 
l1e-crcated Environmental r.s a protective shield 
Prt'tection Administration against small doses of radia· 

ntomle Wt':tllons :1l ab .. ul·clly -which is to be a cntch·llll tion, but the studies on rein· 
hiJ:h lcvC'ls. Its research is .r.upcr-agcncy to fight the . tively long-lived (12-13 

mounting problems of pollu· ·years) beagles suggested no <'xpcnsivc, time·consumin~ 

n11d oftrn fruitless. Its pet · 
)'ower projects thrrntrn to ; 
)lnllutc the c:1rth with radln· 
lion. Even its mnnc.late is al· 
l"~cd tc1 be wron::-it has 
hccn rcgulalim~ the sam~ 
l'rograms it has been or
dered to promote. 

ni::ht or wro:'l::, these : 
t.•hargcs are tarnishing the· 
AEC's public ima;e, espe· 
dally in the Cone:rcss. 

"The Atomic Ener~ Conl· 
mission has bccn a sacred 
cow," declares Sen. Allen El· 
lender (0-La.), chairman of 
the powe1·ful Ap:'lropriations 
Committee's Public Works 
Subcommittee. 

tion. • such thing. 
ltctains One Power · NevP.r released formally 

to the public, the bca~~le 
study showed that ns little 

1 
.as 0.23 rads. of exposure per 

The way things sta.nd now, 
the Al~C will keep only its 
power to set safety stand· 
ards for atomic power reac· 
tors, which is more an cngi- yenr from radioactive plu· 
ncering function than :1. reg~ tonium injections was 
ulntory one. enough to double the num· 

"The AEC hlls not be.en ber of bone cancers in one· 
comfortable in the regula· third of the docs by the 
tory part of its business," a time they w<.>re 10 years old. 
White House official said. Increasing the dose to 0.27 
.. It hasn't worked very rnds caused cancer in two
well." thirds ·of the dogs at aee 

The chic! difficulty with · ·nine. 
the AEC's reguilltory power "The beagle data," GoC· 
comes fron1 the ~uidclincs it man concluded, "should ccr· 
and the Federal nadiation tainly sound the de:>.th knell 

, Council have laid down on 'fo1· the threshold conc~?pt." 
"Nohody's d3red to touch the amounts of radiation • The AEC pointed out nu· 

lt, and it strikes me that. it's pe~ple. en~ saCely tolerate in merous errors in their con-
. b d tool· a good thcu- hCetlme. elusions but in its zcnl to 

·lime some ~ Y . •, Fer years, the s;uideline discredit Gorman and 1.'am· 
look at. the1r aHalrs. . . l1as been what th~ AEC calls plin, the AEC has m:magcd 

In !net. the Nixon lldmlms- · a "con~;crvative" 0.17 rads to win them more friends 
tralion is in the midst o( per year, which is the rougb th:ln enemies. 

. takint: a ~ood look at. tllf ~quivalent of the radialion a No {ewer than three con· 
AEC's ari:~irs lln<l has a • · person micht re'ccive !rom grcssional committees (in-
rclldY decided to ma~e ~orne . two che$t x·rays h1 a year's eluding Sen. ~1uskie's innu-

. chn~!=CS at the comnu!'Sion. ... ti~~~ ... .:_ ..•. .:.- ............. _ ···-- ential Air and Water ?ollu· 
· tion Subcommittee) have 

·• called the two physicists in 
; to testily, r.nd no less a light 

The state of Minnesota . 
has taken No:·thcrn States 

· Powct• and the AEC inlo 
court in an attempt to set its 
own radiation standnrds for 
an atomic planl hcim: built 
on an island near l\linncapo
lis, and two wcel~s a:;:o the 
state of Maryland moved to 
impose its own stricter litn· , 
its on the radi:ttion that · < 

. could be discharged by B<tl· · 
timorc Gas & Electric into 
_Chesapeake nay. 

Only a week ago, ;,rary-
land's action •,•:as endorser! 
by Sen. Charles E. Goodt•ll 
{R-:::-.r.Y.), who said he will in·' 
traduce legislation to mncnd 
the Atomic Energy Acl, · 
wb.ich lluthorizes only the 
AEC to set radiation stand
ards for power plants. 

"The AEC lacks the eapz:.. 
bility to judsc the factors 
•. ~ :~CfectinC nuclear tJ!ant 
lieensin~." Sen. Goodell 
said. "The states should be 
permitted to set their own 
standards." 

One ,of the more pc-rsi$t· . 
ent AEC critics has bl•cn · 
A:aska's Sen. :\like Gran~l. 
who h~s challcn~ecl the AEC 

. on everything from under
ground bomb tPsting to radi· 
oactive waste disposal. 

"The invisihlc contamina
tion of our environment is 
underway," Sen. Gravel sa.id . 
in a recent speech, "and it is 
goin~ to accelerate at a 
dizzying pace if nuclear 
power rcact01·s spring up all 
over the world, if commer
cial nuclear explosions be· 

·-· ··-·---------"':"""'.,..: 
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:: ·· come routine and If ~u~lenr · If the AEC r.cts lhrotlf,h 
' :bomb tests continue." the year without hcmg . 

. . scratched by Sen. Ellender, ! 
.. It is t~Je helow-gt.ound it will still have to face an '• 

bomb tcslm!;! that gr~eves lnvestir,nf.ion this .. summer 
Gravel mo~t, nnd he IS al- by nine editors of the Unl· 
ready mnkm14 p!nns to cnll • 'l or Texas Law Rc· 
t h Arc 1 r ·e tl I' 11' verst Y ' · · e '• Je Ot . lC 111 tc view who nrc bclnf.! spon· 
Works Subcommttlec to nn· sorcd by Halph Nnrlcr's Ccn· , 

. swcr cllnrr.cs thnt. l_ts under- tcr fot• the Study or Rcspon· ~ 
· ~ ~round tcsls, spcc:ftcnlly tho 1 1 aw 

: · 1~ sl~ots that leaked radla· 
8 

vXm'ong other things, said i 
t1on mto th.c atmosphere In .Toe Tom Ensley, the 1.'cxns ; 

: • the la~t SIX year\ n;tght University law student lend· . 
• ~av~ violated t~e- Nattonal ing the group, they will .• 
, . Envtronmentall ollcy Act of study the AEC's relations 

19G!J. with the Joint Committe:e on r The man who might prove Atomic Energy, the Bureau ·, 
i · to be the toughest thorn in of the Budget, t:hc White · 1
o< the AEC's side is Sen. Allen ! House and the rest of Con- · 
·::. Ellender, who as chairman r,ress. They will also look < J 

~. of the Public Works Sub- into .atomic power plant op· 1 

•:: committee took jurisdic- · erations, radioactive waste : 
L.· tion over the AEC lc:st year disposal methods, the Plow-. 
i-···when Chairman Sen. Rich· share program and their ef.; 

· ·•. ard Russell CD., Ga.) reorg- fccts on the environment. 
:. anized the Appropriations If that isn't enough, the 
· Committee. AEC might also be looking 
.. Sen. Ellender admits he · ior a new ·chairman this . 
; - knew little about the AEC year. 
'· when he began hearings last A Dcmo~rat who came in ' 
f · fall, but he cta'ims to have witnPre~fctr=nC!kiiti~~- D_r. 
:'''learned a greot deal since. Glenn Se<Jhnt." hos been 

"I've looked into the at· c1l<~irii1ii'n !or the last _n.i!le 
omic rocket, the reactor re· yea-;:;,-inrtthcre arc persist-
scnrch program, the undP.r· ent rC'ports tbat he will not 
ground testing and all of It," stav on- when his present 
Sen. EJlender said one day tw~·year term expires July 1 
last week, "and it strikes me · of this year. 
'that they ought to go n little -whether or not~rg 

· · · slo\ver on things. Sometintcs will be rcploccd against his · 
·.a lot of money is wasted in own wishes is a matter that 
order to try out the theories remains to be seen. 
of some people. "It's a matter that's being . 

"Now you take Piow-: considered," a White House · 
share," peaceful uses of at- source conceded last week. 

· omic explosives, he went "The discussions are under- · 
. on. "Plowshare is a good . ytay." 
• · program, but lt depends on . ___ ... . .. . .. _ . . ... 
' . what you apply lt to. For ex-
· .. ample, when they dug a cav- : 

· lty under the earth ln Colo- · 
rado to store gas (Project . 
Rulison) they found the gas 

1 
:was contaminated. 'fhcy .'· 

: can't use that gas." 
. Wouhl Cut Funds 

' 6en. Ellender said he bc-
1ievci::_\11eAEc··~c-n·ds too 
nlii'Ch monl'!y, and tliml<s its 
buclg'ctTor11ScaiYearl971 

.: can be cut by as mUCh- as 
;'~1ilhon. 
{. ~~e things are 'more 

· importent than others," he 
said, "and it strikes me that 
we ought to begin to provide 

, funds ior thinr,s that :u-e 
~ most important." . , __ .;......;.... .., 
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,· 

.P~JEC K11Jicit~eases t]ne ·lPIL'UJt<ee ~f[ liJIL~aJlllJPJJJ.liTl1l 
~·- (3 . . . . 

. ~Y Thomas 0 :oolc ,..!~an n~J01!.!n.~h!ch Com-llncre?sc would put the AEC inl~nediatc opposition to the price 
WaohJngton~tM. Wrtter miSSioner James· T. Ramey a position where it would make mcreasc from Congress, where 

The Atomic Ener·gy Co.mmis- voiced a rare -c.l1ii'Sef!t-;Hicfive.._ a sizable profit from its en- the Joint Committee on Atomic 
won has rnis~d the price ?f m:lr!._~~!'·~".Y-ol~cJ:to-in~i~1!f<[t.~~ij richcd uranium sales. Energy scheduled a hearing for 

. enriched uramum !or nucle.tr Pl'fce of rcactor-grndc uramum , . . . . , . . 
- we reactors 11 move that is b .,.2 70 k'l . t \\ lulc the N1xon admmrstra. next Tuesr:ay on the pnc~ m-po r . , y ;;> • per 1 og1 am, o . . . I · 
expected to anger Congre::s $28.70. The move would havclt10n has proposed a plan to sell crcni;C, . ' 

. and pal'ts o! privr.to industry. lhc cffcct · · of Immediately the AEC's cn!'iched uraniumj The AEC enriches ur:mium 

.,; '· · ad~ing $10 · inilli~~ . to the'business ~o .Industry, Rameyl~or powc~ reactors at H; plants 
pt·rces · private. uhlltlcs pny went on, 1t 1s "premature to jll1 Oak. R1dge, Tenn., PtJ<!~·~ah, 
each year for reactor uranium. set up the disposition" of these !KY. and Portsmouth, Oti1o. It 

Ramey said .. he opposed the plants by putting them on at.had leased the uranium to ii_l
pricc increase at this time .profit-making basis at this' clustry until l~st yca_r, when 1t 
partly. because he believes it isltime. · . . !began to sell1t outl'lght. . 
prematu1·c and partly because "I think we might eventually! In 1969, the AEC 1>old S61 
,il sets a bad precedent for sub- want t.o dispope of these :million worth of . enriched 
sequent price increases that plants," Ramey soid, "but Ijurnnium to private industry 
could malcc atomic JlOwer less,don't think it's possible to doland now hns c.ontacts to sell: 
competith·e with power fromlso for at· least a. couple of more than $1 ·billion worth ofi 
coal, oil and gns. ,·· years." · ·. · . · enriched uranium over the I 
i·:· Ramey argued that-~the price , Besides.Ran1ey, there was lm- next 30 years. ' : ·. : ' · 
,. ~·:,I.·. •• ,I • .:": ... :l~"'d., .• ~·i\1,~:.""~·.,,~ ' • •• o. ,'"' . • . 
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H A ~~ EJ LlH LVill.J: 

'A New Agency r/ou!cl Dcal
1 

With All Encray :::orms, ! 
but r~ot \ViU1 Weaponry I 

1\~i}l YORK 'l'IEES JUNE 12, 1970 

Woul-d sen Pl2-nts . I 
·He unsucccssiully urged that _ . 

·the SJascous diffusion pla;jts at h~d come for the d!sm~mbcr-
. Co··.,:.,,.; of.,. tT~ .· ·. o~k "'rdch'! Tenn., Portsmo;.;th, r:i'P.!1T0rtFi~(:-::-i~0 rl:''.1!1ec:,; 

.. - ., r..,.. ~ C> • ld --------- ,_____ I 
Ad · · ·t t' . . .1 Ohio, and Raducah, Ky., b<! so "Disrn£'_!J]_her:nrmt:! !'::.2-" 

mm1s r:J .on sou1ccs 1avelt . ~t irc•.,.·try D~'Anr!Ar~ rl· t'"· -,••'s(;nt 0 'J)l"l\'u C '•! ,....,,") • .._11 . . L .'l ) L'-~ l ' '-• 

made it ~lear th:::t they he- Tbc three plants ue usc~ to str.tlcl:ili:C, .'" li< ~~ur;-;;;,g<,;ocy's. 
ltevc atomic energy has comc,:;cpar::te fissionable urar.Iur')rClf.~!:!LJ.!.~r:nn~:.£U,..;z.~.:.r.:!::ncc! 
of age :::nd sh?uld b~ co:-sidered i 23;?· from t;ranium 238 an~l wcrs anQ_;:dli~i~v ~~~- P.(;l ~-!.!.!f~~;!-.;.:on~:! 
on a competitive basts with other! btn!t by t11e Governmen .. at a. the _.nc, 11 to• cr.~!!.!:!.a. r ... 

' · cost o,• ,."?':!-billion. The Con-I sc.~rrj' l() m::int.1in 1:1_,~ cnun-cner~>v ~-onrccs · · "''v · . . • • . • "-----. ----.-
•• •>- ' , • :, •• ·., • .,,·gressional Joi:-.t C~mmtttc'?. or,; try~~. nrntj_C!.'.L..;.!.!_4!.'.!2'.2.L,C~m-
lhc A.E.C. !~;.o.tganrz •• tt?n, 11. Atomic Energy,.wluch mo:mor~lpetUJD.!J.....}YJ..!.!LtiJ~'-ii~.!ll.on 

~roposed bv tne President,/ . . . h ·r-1 and t hP rnmm1~sron 's r~cilc,ral 
. tl" COffii111''SIOl1 ''S so ill' ----------~---,.. d would be sure to touch o:·f a ·~· ,_ •. . .. ,. ' , •1· ·- \lad: of burl'aUCi'<:CY CG.iliJ,n't: 

• 1 • • 1 , • 1 . C bloc"ed Lll~ p.opos... 1 t ,. , • aooncie• 
m:tJOt' .po.tttca oa .. t e m on1· In ~ s'co~d n1ove Mr. Nixon! ·0 o,nt;t '· ~- . ·-:- D s 

. . . · . J 14 
c u" ' , ,.. · '\nv re:.Jr~~!nlZD.t!Cn,· 1 r. ~~a-gress. Tne conunJSSIOn JS 0:1~, decided Ja~t w-=c!-: to as:( .... on-! b ~ --'-;-.-~-;--c t.·

1
-c

1
· :, ~ ve ta 'be 

• . ~ . . d 1 h' .• • D' . . fl o.!! S•t!O. \.' J. ''" -of tn~ most. :n,Jucnt!al Fe era, gres.s ~o s. th tn? l":!SIO~ ~· .. c:or.e-ii1. a "~'·FV ul"i('L,.£!.19.. n?t 
_1.S s·t-U u"'l'._CQ agenclCs, With strong ·support ~ad12t10n Pro,;cctwn Sca~d,.~~~: de by cicv~J_~prr:cm 01 tnc !:q_u1d 

.!':':!}!.U.S!) s ;-! li- on C::nitol Hill. I ron: the A ...... c. to. _the ndi I m(;tal hrc-.::oc;- re;.:CLO!' pro~r,un. 
• .. ·~ . · . Envn·or.mcntal ProtectiOn Agcn·j ., _ 

·Pentagon Wculc! Tc.ke Over 
i'v1ilit2.ry Programs-Fight 

in C6t~gress Foreseen 

The_ Pre:sJ~entl:J.l stuny ~on:cs cy, which is designed to corrc-l Cooled by\. ::.ic. • 
at a time w .. cn the corr:mJSSion: late the handling of pollution 1 The present commerc1ally 
is under ·attack by cnviron- 2nd environmental pr?b~cms. built reactors arc wa~cr cooied 
mcntalis•s. the State of ;\Ilnne-

1

1 
The tr:Jnsfcr woula mvolve -nd provide cncr"y from man· 

Sot., P"'~c ,., 0 n .. 1 cv,, .only 20 Federal employes nne! ~· , a. " ~"' t'--t .... --" e "r u s .. nc \!1., 1_, .t. - 'ltm ''"'> .. r.ar_c Jso,o._.~ ''" 
some of Its own scicnllst:::. of the commission's double role makes up only 0,7 per cc:-.t or 

. - • . . lwou u answer some en lCism • ·•V• • '' • • ' • 

The prop.;sal under study is .as promotc1· and policeman of natural uranium. Ai:l~o~t :11! of 
heiievcd to be ·a rccommcnda-1 atomic energy. ·the rest of the elcn:.ciit fOL:nd 

'" ·- i ..,_, - -J (.~ 

Dy ANT;:{O:'-JY m~•LEY I tion of the Preside~t's ~dYisory, 1 Icica is Op;JOsed . in nature is ura~lum 23~, _w!1::::1_ 
s~oci!.l to Tl:< :;cw Yor< •·:r:.cs . , Council on Exccut1ve Or-r Ti::e chairman of the joint win not susta:n. a cn~l:l re : 

WASHINGTON,~ ~unc _11 ~ gar.ization, heac!ed by Roy L.: co:nmittee, Represer.t.:tive Ch~t i action. . ! 
. Tile Nixon Adm:r.;str::t:on IS .:\sh, president of Litton Indus-, Holit:ie!d, Demo_.::ra~ of Cah-·

1 

Sir.::e tile supp!y of the rarei 
seriously coi'lsic!crlng a plan to t . i forn12. oppo.:;es tne tdea. iso•o~" is limi"ed t:-. ~ A E c : ~ 1 

· · E ·o • ncs. 1 "I viould noi- b·~ -"avo.-~bly in- ' .-~ ' ' ' ..... · · ' ·. ·-: J)rc:-.k up the Atar:uc ·.n~'oJ: President Nixon made it! •. . to <;;.;1 ~~t1i~·;, thel\vor:-:ir.;; to develop "- brE"~C!Crj . . d "l::tk" I" ::1·o· .l~.cur.ea _,,., ..... , . . . . 
Com:msswn an ,r_el• · ~. '·· ',1clear that the Ash CO!.tnC: .;

1

A.E.C. •• he said i:~ an intcrvi.::w.,th<:t not on:y co;:st!:r.e~ nc:c:~cari 
-a:~ a;;e~1cy c!c:l.m:; With a!.: fora~ed i:-~ April, lfi59, w~u!d iVfr. 'i-Ioli:'icld plans hearings j fuel but •. a!so l?:·o.~:t:_:.~s. r~:e!~ ~;:~:! · 
fo:r:·.s or e::1crzy. 

1
have a free hand to !col;: mto on the proposal. . _lrcntly, ,nere 1::. J:c ... :; ~P-~··~··-.,. 

Ac!m ·,.1;s7'-,·~·~·on St1urccs s=t~d "11 'S o" t•11 ,., ·evc·u· .. ·1ve ~-rec-n'Nhile ·the Administra .. !cr,. r~sc~rch c1nd _d~~\Tl~p::1..;:l:.. tC? 
• ~ •· .. u... • ·a areo.1 1 ..... ~"' \,> "'· • ' 1 ,. • • • • _, • ..., 

the p:c~os~l ;~·~~~~ s::~I~";hc :b:·anch ~nd to re_comm~:1d rc_- i\~~ ~f ~~,!~~T~~';g:~~?aniza.! ~g~'~{~f. ~vi~~~tw\~~~t~!~:r:~~~~~~~ 
comrr.1ss.on s r ... It.~.y _P-J_,:,_ms :structurmg r.:-ga:-alcss o, tradJ-, As one official put it: !h.,

2
t 1:-nd tr:-~':'sron:1 u.r;;n:ur.-: _2.-.S 

to the Dcpartmcr.t c; D~:e:lse :tion. "Does it ma:-:c sense for' an! into p!utor:iu~il 230. P_::::o!~:u:n 
and many of its rescat·ch ::c-

1 
Its recomm.?nda.tio:;s bv~ al· : ager.cy bt:i!t around a sin,e;ic[ c;m b~ 1;scd as a fuel. m w::t.::r· 

tivi'ies to t!:e Natio.-:al Science rt'ady led to ·•p creation of a techno!O"Y to continue for-

1

1 cooled reactors. . ; 
• d· : · ••. · •· '; ,.,.. ,.,.. d ever?" o The A.E.C. recog:1:z~d the 

Faun nt.on. • •h b. new Om c.: of :'-.lanao_.m ..... all ' F~ said tl':e subject was I r:ecd for a re::ctor h:·eeder in 
. - The A.E.G: woula ... ~n • ,C: 3udget: 1~1". Nixon an~ounced . "bd~ter than a fircc~a.c:,er." . I the cariy. sixtlc~ a::1d !i~a~ci::~iy 
broadened Into an .0\ er a.llyesteraay that Secre.a.-y of A s:mil:lr proposmon to dis-: su!);)ortca a p:!Ot p~OJCC., tne 
energy age::1cy. One problem 'Labor Georg~ ?. Shultz would :n::ntlc ·~h~ age1~cy was COl!· I Enrico Fermi Pl:l:1t a:: LJgoo::_a 
it would deal with :s the .::lee· be the directo:- of the new siderc:d and rejected by ?:-cst-!B.;ach, ;\rich., south or De•::o:::: 
tr:c nower s:,o::;.;;e. ·.v:~ich I agency. . c!cr.t Kennedy in the ~2.~lYjThe pl?:~t has n.:vc:. wo~:.::;;.c. 
h · ... 1 -r· t't·e East· T:1e Atomic Energy Comrms· nln.:-tecn-sixties because or L'1C•and sutrcrcd a p2.r.Jal mel,-· t rea tens .nuc 1 v • ... · Hl '7 •o · - , h t · "'ea·ed it 

with ;lOWe< brownGL!ts this ~~~~i~~as c~{,f1~~;" c~;,trc~-. o·:_~r e,~~~/da~en~~;tc. ne ' ' jd_own o~_the _.r~ac;~r~~ore whe:1 
s:.u:1mcr. the nation's nucrcar _homo p.o- <:-e:~Lor" S:~w Ash Stu~:y flrlsit op-.::~tc"t.ln ;;.~~~~i ~~~n·'s 

rfhe full dimensions Of the dnction. Since then, It has prC· ~ " , . , .,. . .,· ., OWC\'Cr, ne ~- "'.: •;~• • 
, • · · · d d w··"pO·'S bv the t.;ns of; Glenn T. S, ~~~!lo"'-£,l·.:.!.!..:J.;m problems arc be.1veeu .o be reorganization p.n:1, \';men IS uce '"'· ·• • • : .,.., \r~!'1'1 1 -- .. -~·"v C0n'-"S· h · , --d c! • 

1 t ;10u~~nc•~ ~:-~d l•as become' o. ·'-·.:......:. •. ~-·-.!..:...~_-'--' - oncs or mcc amc_, ..... estgn,· Stl'll und·~.· ~tud,_:, 2.l'e not c car. • ,, .• I v -· •• • • ~ 'Mr~ ]')"I ~. r1 ·- ~M tn· I 
~ ~ d~ 1 • • ' 1. 'd in devclooin": SIC..~-"-'· ~ -~ -"'-'"::.-.!!:.. .... ' not concept. 

Oil nas :tncl co:. I 2.re r.ow the ",ep:~- 1:1\ ~ '~ "er.cratind· sta':l tcn~:.::::L..] :~;;(_b~!29~"'LJ>&.:-•. ·--
' "' h D • t r· n_ucl .. ~, cl.:~;tnc o • " or· t."e A.--· .... Cc,·,·.1n::s~:nn's rcn. ort Provi::1ccs of t c epar.r.~cn o .. .• 

1 . twns. •··"· .., 0 - t·J"' sn'·-- ":"~mnPn-·he rn·cr:o,.. while cectnc s: Mr I\i"on became ........ ··· '''" ' ·-· Cont'do 
"' ~.. • .. ' • • _ : t.. ·~cc • • • · ·"' .., , .... t , i d[L~I,ins. 

1 power ::-c~ulatiOn IS u .. c.cr i.lle. Prcstden... he has m .. cu.: c'',0 ! ~-no' ·lr· IJe t''OU":1t th .. ti·ne: 
.... • 't:" I I' t ,!uce tl'~ A't"" sr r.,.,_,\,l;.: I• ,..... ~ ' jurisdictio:t or tnc • cucra i moves .o re-. . . • ·~· · 

. Powcr Comm!ssion. scope or o;.cr2.t:on. .. . ;.. . .. . I 
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power to set Ji:nits bclov; those. 
set by the A.E.C. ,. 
. The co:nmi:;sion argues that · 
:t has pre-empted tl~c power 

, to regubtc this field and points 
·out that normal emissions from 

con"rcssional Coni'lict /such plar.t.s arc usually_ o~·,ly 1 
"' per cent ot the p~escnt lan:~s. 

!he Joint Congrcssio~al Com-1. A~ the University. or Cali
nultcc, once almost u:1qucs- · rom!a Bc;·!.;cley, · antl'::ar stu
tionccl ia its authority, has !clc:nt:; have bcco;nc aw<'.rc th:::.t· 

't'-~ tl!ll·v·-s:···y o~'""a•cs th" two found its territory invaded by' "". '" ' P'-" .' . ''- . 
. . I m<nor we.::po:1s dcs1gn !abo: a-

other Conr;rt!ssiOnal commzt·'jtc .:,s 0 ,· ··,c· • E "· t"" I~,,.: 
111..·~ • i.I~ ........ 4 ,\,... ,..... -u. ' I 

tees. rcr:ce Radiation L~bor.-:wry, ·at 
. Senator Mik~ Gr:::ve! of/ Live:rrnorc, Calif., and th.:: L?s 
Alaska, a determined foe of the: Alamos Scicntiiic Laboratory m 
:'li;Cncy's new underground test ~cv~ :v:cxico. . , .. 
arcn ior big \':~a pons on Am·l L1ve:m~e , 1s only -.0 mH;s 
,_.,,_~ .· _ ~ .. ~d b .. , •. from tne .ocr;;clcy campus, a •. d

1 
Cul•n.~ !~Janel, ha.:o s.cea: . ~~·"!on April 15 sav<:ral hundred 
Ito rcvzcw nuclear tc:.ti:'l!r 'st· u.;~n~" d-·,.nonstrated at the I ' I . . 't• ....... r ... ~. ....... ~ ""'•" 
iar~:.und t l(l JOint .:o:n~:1 .• e·.:: .. .n:~ l'!c:borarory. 

lcf;orts ha\'c ~c:1::·a~~a-~/an~~~ . Oni! of tl~e: ~pcal-:.::~s at . the 
1 be~ ore ·the: s ..... n.a .. c ro.! ~.;.z;l .""~ . ral1y \'las. }~ugn De\'l!ttt tlH~O .. 
jl.:ttzon.~ Com:mttc~ ana the S~J-~ rctical pllysicisi: at the kbora
com;iuttcc :m Air a:-~d w~,~r tory. 
Pollution of t_hc Senate Puulzcj ·' Two oliler Livermore scicn
\Vorks Comrm.:tec.. tists Dr. John W. Go!'::1an ar:d I 

Some joir:~ committee ~;.cm- 1 Dr .• ~rtiJur Tamplin, hav.: qucs
.bers ar~d ,,:des have laoeled:tioned the adequacy cf pre::;cntl 
:some critic;~ of the ato;11ic cn·•~,·dia'ion nrotcctlon standards! 
er;:>.y progra:n "lwok.s." . . . li:~ te~ti~ony befo:-c ·Congress 

Asked v:hy the_ cr•t:c1sm and stirred e:xlcnsive public 
bvik:d up, one starf 1~1:-m rc- i,:md scientific rcac~ion. 
plkd, •·we've r,<>t a rC'b:t!css:-
arcu::~ in t:~is cou•.~rv WJ<,1 a 
~1:.$0~histlc p~-;ycho!oil~~~~l ~~uilt 
com?!cx that s:!ys wc'v e got to: 

I
' oct rid of all nucicr<:. wc:.;::o:1s."; 
<> Tha att?.cks have c::~tct.:d' 
largely 0:1 :he levels of r<:dio· 
activit\' . emitted by nuc:~ar 

lpc\'.:er.plants and the hot water 
:they dischar~e into rivers and j 
lakes. 

Coart Chn!ki1~e 1 
!v!inncsota, join~d by more: 

than :! dozen states, 1',::t5 t=..~<\Cn! 
the matter t:> court, ch<Jicn2bg! 
r:.di:>.tion cr.1ission li:nit.> 0:1 a i 
pl::nt almost comp!c:cd ncarj 
Min:1capolis. ·rhcy w<:nt tl1e' 
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. UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

June 16, 1970 
Approved __________ _ 

HLP 
H. L. Price, Director of Regulation Date ·------.....,.--
ACTION S~~RY OF REGULATORY MEETING 285, TUESDAY, JUNE 16, 1970, 9:00A.M., 
ROOM P-118, BETHESDA, MARYLAND 

SECY:SBR 

Executive Session 

1. Reorganization Item 

Comnission Business 

2. Minutes of Regulatory Meetings 282, 283 and 284 

Approved. (SECY) 

3. AEC~R 18/51 - Proposed Amendments to 10 CFR Parts 40 & 150 - Safeguards 
Reporting Requirements for Source Materials 

Deferred. (SECY) 

4. AEC-R 18/50- Petition for Reconsideration of Commission's Denial to 
Exempt Cufflinks Containing Depleted Uranium 

Approved.· (RPS) 

5. AEC-R 30/100 - Proposed Amendment to 10 CFR Part 34 - Inspection at 
Maintenance Programs for Radiographic Equipment 

Approved. (RPS) 

6. AEC-R 2/85 - Amendment to 10 CFR Part 50: Quality Assurance Criteria 
for Nuclear Power Plants 

. .', 

Approved. (RS) 

7. Report on Urban Siting 

Commissioner Ramey requested preparation of a report for early Co~mission 
consi(!i:ration. (RS) 
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11. L. Price June 16, 1970 

8. Report on General Design Criteria 

The Commission requested preparation of a report. (RS) 

9. Report on Sensitized St~inless Steel 

The Director of Regulation will draft a proposed rule or guide for 
Commission review that would provide guidance to industry. 

Com~issioner Johnson's comments on the action items above will be obtained. (SEC! 

.. ~~$ ... ~ . ~ ... ·• cc: ~ ·.·"" ... 
Chairman Seaborg 
Co~nissioner Ramey 
Co~missioner Johnson 
Commissioner l'hompson 
Co~missioner Larson 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 
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from operating costs, capital equipment and general plant projects within FY 
1971. This still leaves 49 line items which will require authorization as well 
as funding, totaling $258 million. This can be.divided into two groups--one of 
highest priority, totaling $106 million, which would even justify consideration 
of a supplemental request for FY 1971 and the other totaling $152 million. I 
described this situation very briefly. Vinciguerra amplified on it and Giller 
described some of the specific projects that are required. Mayo and his people 
seemed to understand the importance and urgency of making these changes, but 
Mayo indicated that the budget would continue to be tight in FY 1972 and that it 
isn't clear how this additional funding could be provided. He said that despite 
the low ceiling on our FY 1971 budget and the projection for our FY 1972 budget, 
it might be necessary to accommodate this requirement within those ceilings 
although he indicated that this should be studied very carefully and then they 
would get in touch with us. 

I received a call from Stan Blaszek (FBI) who said they are updating the 
security clearance of Dr. Emanuel R. Pi ore at 'the request of the Office of 
Science and Technology, White House. In response to his questions, I said I 
have no reservations whatsoever about his integrity, having known him for many 
years. He asked whether I had seen Piore recently, and I said that I had 
recently attended meetings and dinners with him. 

I had lunch in the Commissioners• dining room with Julie Rubin, Justin Bloom, 
Stan Schneider and George Sakalosky. · 

Fred Tesche and Glen Wiltrout of DMA came in for a few minutes to discuss 
arrangements for Norris Bradbury's retirement ceremony in Los Alamos on August 
28 and 29. 

Jerry Tape dropped ·in to talk about the BNL proposal to establish an energy 
coordinating center. He gave me some of his viewpoints on this matter and also 
what he has learned about my future. 

Attached are some notes that Julie Rubin took during today•s JCAE hearing on the 
new uranium enrichment criteria and the proposed price increase for separative 
work. · 

I sent a letter to Tom Paine advising that AEC concurs with their recommendation 
that the same nuclear safety review procedure be used for the Pioneer and Viking 
RTG's as was used for SNAP-19/Nimbus and SNAP-27/ALSEP. 

I sent my biweekly status report to the White House today (copy attached). 

Brendan Canary spent the night with us. 

Wednesday, June 17, 1970- D.C. 

Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson, and I, together with Bob 
Hollingsworth, Harold Price, W. B. McCool,. and Julie Rubin, met in one of our 
policy discussion sessions at the Dolley Madison House. We discussed mainly the 
new reorganization move to transfer the radiation protection standards function 
from the AEC to the Environmental Protection Agency and the broad question of 
the possible future removal of the entire regulatory function from the AEC. I 
emphasized that we should be as cooperative as possible with the former and that 
we should perhaps look forward to the possibility of the latter, by ourselves 
setting such a removal date, for example, July 1, 1972. I didn't receive much 
support for this suggestion, but staff will prepare an outline identifying the 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMfv'l!SSJON 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

June 18, 1970 
UMCL. BY DOE 

NOV 86 

·c~ OF' THC CHAIAMI\N 

Hre Chairman: 

I have included belO\'l some notes taken during the 
JCAE heari!lg on ~1)~_1.§ covering the ne~., uraniu.."TT· enrich
ment criteria and the proposed price increase for separa
tive work. These notes, as you will see, are my impressio~ 
of key statements.rnade by the principal characters. The 
details will appear in the official transcript. 

Those present on the JCAE side at the start of the 
hearing were Holifield, Hosmer, Aspinall, Pastore, 

;;.::,.; 1 ,Anderson, Aiken and Gore. 

Holifield's opening statement indicated they would 
first hear from AEC witnesses and later would receive 
testimony from the GAO and, subsequently, comments by 
industry and 6ther interested witnes~es. 

Johnson \vas able to get through about half of his 
~repared statement befor~ being iriterrupted by Holifield 
and Hosmer with rather caustic statements about why there 
were any plans to sell the diffusion plants. Hosmer was 
particularly caustic in his· COffil."'l1ents about the enti·re 
hearing being a waste of the JCAE's time, the Commission's 
ti.L-ne and th~ tvhi te House Is time. 

Pastore stated in a brief position before leaving 
that if the purpose of the new criteria was to prepare for 
disposal of the plants to private industry, the c~iteria 
\·las unnecessary at this time as the Congress had not 
decided whether to permit the plants to be turned over to 
industry. 

Aiken followed a line of inquiry about \-lhether we had 
asked if anyone was interested in· buying the plants. He 
seemed quite surprised at the reply indicating there was 
no near-term intent to dispose of the plants. Included 
in Aiken's line of inquiry was a question about the 
present value of the plants. 

In responding to Aiken's inquiries, Johns9n volunteered· 
that many people· thought a goverrL'nent corporation \·las the 
best transitional phase between government .and private· 
ownership of these facilities·. · 
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Holifield referenced the A. D. Little study under 
contract to the White House as part of the plan for early 
disposal of these facilities. 

Hy personal impression up to this point vms that defense 
of the Administration and AEC position was very \'leak. Also, 
little assistance was provided to Johnson by any of the 
Co~~ission staff present. 

Holifield made quite a lengthy speech about the 
reason for raising the pri_ce and the ne\v criteria in 
relation to an attempt~to-sell the plants to industry at 
a bargain price. Included in Holifield's speech was a 
stat~ment that an increase in nuclear fuel prices would 
result in an across the board increase in fossil fuel 
prices and a resultant increase in electrical cost to all 
consumers. 

Johnson attempted to respond to the general criticism 
up to this point by stati~g it was impor~ant to show private
industry \vhat costs and prices would be· involved for 
future expansion of the enrichment facilities. This only 
result~d in cor:unents by Hos·mer and Holifield tha·t 
challenged the need for any action at this time leading 
to planned disposal of the plants. It also provided ~n 
entree for statements by Holifield and Hosmer about the 
need for the CIP/CUP progrw~ and the relation of present 
Administration actions to the Dixon Yates affair. 

There follmved a discussion about "reasonable compensa
_tion" to the government and its relationship to the criteria. 
Also, the pr~sent ceiling charge and the contingency factor 
\.;rithin this charge were· reviet'led. The intent seemed to be 
to provide a record challenging the legality of including 
profit 1 taXeS 1 inSUranCe 1 etc·. 1 aS a part Of any government 
cha~ge for services. · 

Johnson was finally able to finish the last half of 
his statement at about 3:30 p.m. 

Gore read a letter to the President into the record 
requesti~g cancellation of plans to increase cost of 
enriched uraniura due to its contribution to. present 
inflation. He also subsequently read a reLated statement 
that amplified in. greater detail the basis for his let·ter. 

267 



- 3 -

Hosmer stated that if our increased price and new 
criteria plus rcluc'cance to go forv1ard with. the CIP /CUP 
program \vcrc due to our havl.ng to satisfy a foreign 
market, we should take immediate steps to permit con
struction of enrichment plants abroad with foreign capital. 
He included in this comment a challenge to Ra..ll.cy 1 s position 
about protecti~g centrif~ge information. · 

Ramey offered support for his dissent by indicating 
the price increase and new criteria were premature. H6 
suggested AEC should have authority to use revenues and 
bonding authority for expansion of the present facilities. 
R.:>JUey" also suggested that if the ne\-1 criteria \verc ~dopted, 
the debt equity ratio should be more along Phil Sporn's 
concepts of 90-10% versus the so-so~. · 

Thompson tried to take some of the heat off of Johnson 
by explaining his ra·tionale for voting with the Cor~'Tiission 
majority in· support of the new crite~ia and price increase. 
His main theme was to provide demonstration for priva'ce 
industry of the true economics of diffusion plant O?era
tions. The Conu-ni ttee vlClS not too receptive to any viet."ls 
including Thompson's that opposed their obvious position 
on the subject. 

Holifield attempted to obtain a statement fro~ 
Johnson ab6ut the specific source in the White House that 
directed the Commission to pursue the nmv criteria route. 
Their attempts were unsuccessful. 

At Hosmer's request, Hennessey took the "~di tness stand 
and parried several questions about the relationship o£ 
profit and reasonable compensation to the goyernment. 
Hosmer seemed to be trying to get Hennessey to state that 
government costs represent re.asonable co:noensation and 

·that profit Has not permissible. Hennessey appeared to 
win the debate by insisting that profit was universally 
rec~gnized as a part of reasonable co~pensation. 

During the course of the above exchange, there seemed 
to be attempts by Holifield and Hosmer to· establish some 
basis for challenging the Administration's objectives in 
the new criteria~ ~olifield at one point indicated they 
may pass a resolution for approval by Congress to prevent 
the President from proceeding as planned·. It tv as· aemi tted 
the President could veto the resolution and Congres5 may 
have to override the veto. ·A second possibility ".vas 
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suggested that utilities or other interests could challenge 
in· the courts the legality of the new criteria under the· 
Atomic Energy Act and obtain an injunction against the AEC 
or the Administration for imposi~1g the new criteria. 

The hearing was concluded about 5:30 p.m. \·lith a 
notation that ~AO testimony would be heard at 2:00 p.m. 
on June 17. 

--£~ 
.. ·.· /):-'"// 

,-· .. ·' 
'~·_,. Julius H. Rubin 

Special Assistant 
to the Chairman 
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AEC nt~!E~LY REPO~T roR JUNE 16; 1~70 

l. ACC h~s. r:.vi.sc-d its Cl"i"eri3 for c:!eter:::i~1inp, the d•~r~e: !or 
ur:l:~im~• r.Hric2:nc.n't services. As ~ r<.:st:lt tt'!.e chnrt.:"& for 
e~rictiu: ~r~~iu~ ~ill ~e i~creased !rc~ S26 to S2i.7D per 
~ilo~r~~ unit of sc~~rcto work. this ura~iua is enric~cd 
ir~ A.LC .r~cilities for use irt r~uelear ~~c~:er ;!::.~ts as ~ 
~-.-rvi~e i:·r ~l~ctric: utility cc:!c:crns iu t;c.:.!-. tr!c U.S. ;~.nd 
.fvr.: i £:U ccu:1trics. T.'1c n¢;..- cri tcria ar~ based c~ t~-.e 
Prcsi~,;;r.t. ~ s \i~cir.io:;. (~u~nouz..ced on t?cv~n:ber io-. l:;j6:J) tr,at 
t~~ ~~v~r~~~ilt's ~~ric1~cnt plants shculd be Oferatcd in ~ 
~~n~er ~nat ~Qrc clcsely a~Groachcs a cc~n~rcial c~tcr~ris~. 
·!-. ~~ i:\cr..:aseJ. c.hsr~(,! is t~:crcforc based Ol1 tl;.c es ti1::~ t(:d 
~ ... ~st ci i\rcvh~in,g tl:tis sc~rvice i!! n new plant ti&.at would 
~~~ allva~cc:;d tc:;:rmolo;y a:hl be dc.siga~d &u-.ci cpcr:ltod f~r tLe 
r.:r~=~t'y fUr~:oS~ of ~eetiu_g CCii'T.Z\!rCl:!l l:.UClcar rower :"C(.(.l.dTe
t~'-:ltS. 'l"Lc .a!:rsu.~::tio:J.s used in det,rrduitl!! tll.c ir:.crcas.;;d 
c:, .:.r~~ (such ::IS dcbt-cqui ty rt:tio~ ~ r~ teS Of retl.n";-l C:l. 
i;;·;~;;tt'~Cl1t. nnd ~llo~:mccs foT t:ixes and insuT~~cc) arc 
~=s~d on ~hat the Co=~issicn believes ~ould be apvropri:te 
i~r a !'rivate industrilO.l_ enterprise. the Joir.t Cc:."l:!ittc-e 
c::. At(!!r.iC tr;-err;y h:s s<:he:Julcd hcaring.s on these ~-a.tter!: t.m 
... ,''! 'J..!; c 16 • 

7.. :- :c is ~-~c~:e-rating in 2 p~o~rn:'l to .stren~thei'l "-"n~ine(:rin~
r,~ucstic·~ At six trttditienttll},. Nc~rc. schools t~at aff-:;r 
.. ·:~rees in encino~ring. Effort$ ~rc bein~ E3~0 to o~~~i= 
~l:;. ~illi.:tn fro::. r.riVlt~ ·inJu~tn· !or a {our-yeer prC~T~:'ll 
~~si~~cd to d~ublc the annual total of Nc~ro en~in~eri~~ 
~r:!.du~t..:-:> (\~hicil in li~oS-f,g -.·:is only 314 in. th¢ cntir~ J.S.) .. 
Six sc~~.cols (Eca.-a.rd~ Nort.:·, C~rolinn A&T ~ Prairio Vi-e~ k:4_;.~, 
Sot.~ti~erl~, Tellncsscq St;t(:- ~ :tncl Tu~lo-_r,-;c) h:sve for~~d a 
c~:-.sortit.u:l th:&t is scc~inf. SU?i'Ort frot: najor i:;.Justr1Al 
ccr~nra~ion5 that ~av~ AEC c~~tr~cts. A~C is sorving ss 
i .. ter:.-.~di:.ry b::tw(;~!l the c:onsortii;:;. Q.:t\"1 i:lJl:-3 try. 

l. l'•H·~~ ill·_i:liC3ti~.ns ·fiJr nuclear pO'k'r rlant liccns~s ~rt: 
curr~~tly involved in pu~lic h~~ri~gs i~ whie~ p~titi~~s 
to i~t~rvenc h~v~ been grautcd. (Liccnsi~£ hearin;s are 
e~=~~uct\::cl oy an .Atogic S:lfvty and J..ic\.~~·,si:xg ~GarJ 10 ioldci~ 
is 41~--~0L£tc;l oy ttc i:o~missio~.) (a) r:~c neariag Gfl tLi; 
3.!~~lic.at.io:t by Ncrthcru Stt.n:cs P-o·.:.cr CG111r·any to ope:r~te 
its ;.;o_,4t~cello pla~t. ~ear Hilln~arolis, rcsu.::~d. or~ Ju;~:,; 1!-. 
Cor.scn·c."tion.ists are U.~crv~ning to oppose issusnce of th-e 
lic(:nse. lhis nla:nt is involv4:d i~ tho~ State o£ .Hinilc.sot~ 's 
'.~t:t~:nt.i~:l ·th.at ·states have the aut~ority to a.do-pt st£Hl.:.!:lrds 
fnr c.o:ltrol.li~g role:;.sos of radiaticm lly nt:cle:lr pla.r.ts tha"t 
:rc ~cr~ ~trinrcnt tban st3nd3rds set ty the Federal Covcra-
~e~t. {~) r~e~~ will be a pub~ic hearin~ to co~sidcr t~~ 
sn~lication of Cousu~ers Fovbr Compa~y for a license to 
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4. 

s. 

6. 

1 .. 

3. 

~ ., .. 
. .. 

c~er~te its Po.lisa.das pl;!nt on the castel"n s~'o-re ::-f L::!'7~c 
~achi:~~n nt'ar South !!t:ven~ Th~ !1~ar1n;~ Hi 11 ~~.o:in Jun<' 23 
in Kaln;:\;u:oo. Fis~H~rmen 's as!:ocifi.t~lon.t; !'.ll.! co!'lS:t:iriNl'ti\-:m 
groups ~To expected to int~rvccne. (c) ·n~~ he~rin;::: h.:ts 1ltien 
past~oned on ~he applic~tion by t~nz Isl3nd Lig~t!~s 
C:C!'!pnny to build the ShorcJ;~~ n~clcar vl:mt on lr.m~~ !~13nd 
~~··~A 1 ~bA ~~~ ".t·v~e~lv ~tn•t•s ~Ano-t~ ·~n"·~y ~1 1~-,~ .. .!,.1'\.ol=.i...... ,~,:.~ r-.:..'"" •> ."1'... ..... •. ·~ -\A--.. Jl.\w- ,~ ... ~ • .; .. oz. ... - ... t .1. 4 ) -· ~., 

"'o 3 ~"a· ~.• ... r,.?- ?/I 1~7~"' '"o 7 ) "Ooet..,.."'n,..~! .... -> ~l..,. ... ~_.., .. ...,""'t ... • ".:. .... • J~ ";r. .... i' .• :,.. ~J, }>~. • ~ - ~··'-t;.r .. '-t- ....... ,....~~. -~""~" .... ~ 

of the i~t~rvc~o-r {the Lloyd liar~·or Stu~!y frou-p). the }Jt~:lrin;o;; 
bad t-e-en sc:ileduled to 'begin H~y 2S. N'o n'!}J date h:s tr~en so~. 

In a refer~ndu~ en nuclear pc~er~. citizons cf ~u~e~o, Cr~pon, 
... ........ "' ... ,"" -·o·""'~ «-o ··'"".J..'"'V "1n"'l."l ,.., ... ~\ ... ~-, 1("17A .. ,.." ... ,.~~ ............ C...,""1 " .&.\;;'\......:- ... ~\..-.,.• ~ ..._.._~ '- ,.,."' "", '"-•• \. "I""'"~~, .... J •t . _, ,., ;-,.r''""4l ... • . ..a.o~.~. '-" ".J,.t..] 

p-:cvl<:~t.~s!y nuthal"i zed. {or cons tl't~ct.ion of n nuclc:lr gcnc~rn:tin?. 
pl~nt. The vot~ (11,750 to lO,S~2) follewed reports in tLe 
~.,~en ... ~T':'!.""~ ""f "" t~lt. o--,.., ... .,- .... ,,. t,.,"" ...... 1 ........ t...,. r...... T ... h,.., ror-.,.,.~ ... .a..v;r..: \io: !'_t_...,~ .._, ""- ~"" JJ.l.IV!3..:0•.l?~ "''' .f' U.Jol4,. '"} oi' ... VV•io.l6o .... 1 L .. : .• < •• ~. 

t;";·ddt he g~vo at a. ii!G~ti:ng of tho City Co~mci 1. 

-~,- n.o ... O..,.~'".,~i .. ntio"""l '"nl"t.., ,,. 4 .-.).l.•n ........ ,.. t~r.l·" .., ....... '1-.,,.:n- ,...,_.,.,.,.,c.t"'.·-•·~-a., .... ·t..~ .. '-.. , ... •1-•-'" ~w •..&,., ~~ .:~ n_...,, .. ~'"\.i ........... ..,:.,..._.. .... •v~ ... ~.t':: •~ ,_. ..... 

(n) A ~~<2.ll Cf'ficg o.f En vi -rm;:-:"~e:n.t a1 Aff" i !"5 tm.Jcl' th(; Gene:-~: 
~snft~cr is being or~~ni:eJ to provtdo ~dvicc nnd a£5istsnce 
!tr:d se!'ve as a foe~ l ~oint foi' co:ntncts t·d th o1;t s ic?.•~ ·::Ol"g<mi-
z<::tiorts on ellvironr.:~:mtol ~~-:.ttorz.. (~·) v·:1l"icns actlvitics · 
rc-l::tcc! to :t!U'l.ai!in;; racli.~ttctive ,.,,.~ste :m·J scr:t~ that hav~ 
pr~viotlsly teen sssi~n~d to !Oev~r<!! C.iff~}=~~it <!ivisic·ns a:r~ 
nooc,; be in; consolidntl~d wi "thin 4t ne~.ll' Division ~{ 1'-!~st~ SL~;;! 
Sc-rar r.·~n~ge~ent. 

Attention of th~ prezs continues to be focnsed en Ate. (~) An 
::.rticlc l1:1s t.e~n DrCtl~l"ed for \~ic:Call !s on nm:lcn.r ~c:t:ivlties 
in Colorc.do, with. Gl'~T'ha!>is on ur~nfii!.1-r!ini:nr, 11 ~ill t2.ilin~;.s • 
t ' •. • ...... J"• ,_ r-l 'f' 1 t d ~ • t ..... , -~···~ ( no tJ.Te n.M ~ate .·:oct...y ... ;.1 ... s p an ·> an 1 rc·JCC: •{t.i~ . .L,~·,, a 
n;:.tur:J.l gas sti;:\t!lation cxperl.mer:t). (h) An ~rtic!c "n the 
foc:r,y Fl.::ts ;"Pl:l:n.t ~1rittcn by Rryco Nclsc.n of tt:C' tc;; ~nzclcs 
1il"!es Chic~ro Bureau o.;.:';'cDrs in t!!l) June 12, 1;)7D7-iss-..·:c-of
Si:f1]n·co. (c) Envircn!!icmt :sagszirtc plnns to inch;da an :l!"ticle 
en -plufoniu~ in--fts-4

Septe.~her isSUi.•. {d) The Nov: Ycrk 7i;o::es 
2r.d the Wl'tshin;::tcn Post. rocentl;· car-:-!~·;! f~ st.uie·-·st6ii(i's on 
the ~rol:·f~-:~s--of'~-tlie·-.a.n-e ~ntt i'ts or'.Z:m!z~tion. z ,. 

1\. ~rcuT> from fho .r~r·ano~c Diet vis i-ced {.;:i!C <'!n Ju .... ~~ 1.5 to 
discuss stl£'eguards undor tT1c X~nprol i feraticn Tr~aty. 

P~~ is tan ATIC C!'l~i!"!!!ttn I. H. ns~:m.i is ~~pected to \"~'.i sit th!! 
t'SAEC ona clay during Juna 22 ·7.4 tt' discuss a bi latc:-:!1 
a~reen~nt: tc obtain fuel for a nuc!.,n.r po~<'r sta.ticr:- in ---~--····-···----

P~kista.r.. 
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pros and cons. Commissioner Thompson raised the question of the best method of 
proceeding should we receive authorization and funding for only one prototype 
reactor in the fast breeder program; we agreed that I and others would draw up 
plans from which we might choose in the event of such a contingency. 

I had lunch with Julie Rubin at the Longworth Cafeteria, followed by a walk 
around the George Washington University area. 

At 2:45 p.m. the other Commissioners and I and staff met with Dwight Ink to 
discuss the reorganization plan involving the transfer of the radiation 
protection standards function to the Environmental Protection Agency. We 
discussed changes in the draft Presidential message to Congress covering the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in the wording of the Presidential directive 
establishing the EPA, and in the wording of Holifield's suggested legislation 
establishing an advisory committee for the environmental radiation standards 
program. 

I received a letter from Lee DuBridge (copy attached) in which he suggests that 
we investigate using excess foreign currencies for cooperative research projects. 

I received a letter from Chet Holifield (copy attached) concerning the 
discontinuance of the PPA.ana suggesting that more emphasis be given to keeping 
the remaining productive high energy physics facilities in operation rather than 
making extensive changes or erecting new facilities for a selective few. 

Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past t~e 
Police Headquarters and returning to our starting point. ·~ 

Brendan Canary spent the night with us. 

Thursday, June 18, 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:15 a.m. I met with Dr. Keith Glennan; Julie Rubin was also present. He 
gave me a complete report on his observations as an observer at the recent 
meeting of the IAEA Board of Governors in Vienna, from which he returned a 
couple of days ago. He believes that we should have a better planned program of 
positions for negotiation with respect to the NPT safeguards and that we should 
have, in general, better planning for the meetings, including the annual General 
Conference of the IAEA. He would like to have Labowitz and a secretary assigned 
to him in Vienna and is thinking of either Sievering or Yeomans to take Verne, 
Lewis' place. · 

From 10:35 to 11:50 a.m., Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson, and I 
met with Mr. Constantinos Doxiadis, Mr. Harold E. Horn and Mr. Paul R. Porter of 
Doxiadis Associates, Inc. Also present were Mr. Robert M. Paul (Special 
Assistant, Office of Plans, Projects, and Evaluation, HUD), James C. Bressee 
(Director, Civil Defense Research Project, ORNL), Ed Bloch, Harold Price, Joe 
DiNunno, Julius Rubin and others. I made welcoming remarks. We then discussed 
nuclear power plant siting, thermal effects, standards for radioactivity 
release, reprocessing and radioactive waste disposal, and air pollution. 

I then hosted a lunch for Ooxiadis and his associates. Others attending were 
the Commissioners, Ed Bloch, Harold Price, J. Crawford (ROT), Joe DiNunno, Saul 
Levine (DRL), Mr. Paul, Mr. Bressee and Stan Schneider. We continued further 
discussion of the future planning of population centers and the need to take 
environmental considerations into account. 2,1~ 
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NOV Sfi 

THE WHITEHCUSi:: 

WASt-IINGION 

• June 11, ··1970 . 

Dear Glenn: 

The t..:'nited States owns the equivalent of more than a billi::m 
dollars worth of "excess i'orcigri currencies", a portion ci 
which are potentially available to Federal agencies £or s~..:ppvrt 
of cooperative scientific research abroad. These currencies 
become available through specific Congressional action on 
s?ecial fordgn currency program appl·opriations and their usc 
d.:>es no~ adYcrsely affect our balance of payments. .At present, 
cx-::es:; currencies are available in India, Pakistan, Poland, 
Yugoslavia, Egypt, Tunisia, Morocco, Ceylon, Guinea, and 
.Burn1a. 

Several of these countries l:.ave flrst-rate research people ...... ~.o 
are eager to work on cooperative projects of interest tc U.S·. 
agencies. In Yugoslavia, ~4ich I.visited last fall, 1 can perso~ally 
attest: botjl·to the quality' o-f' the work ar.c.l t.he enthusiasm. oi the 
::ocie~::ists for more coopcr,fltion with the U.S. 1 understand tbat t!':..e 
situation is sim.ilar in Poland and India. More limited, but.ncne
::hel.::s s realopportt:.nitics in cc..rtain fields e..xist in Egypt, ?akistr..r:., 
Tunisia, Morocco, and Ceylon •. · Guinea aro.d Burma are presently 
poor prospects. The limited availability of excess currencies in 
Israel precludes t..'le initiation o! any new work there. 

I believe you will find th<lt properly designed, scientificall]" 
meritorious projects can be useful to your agency's mission and, 
iror.-: the standpoint of foreign policy. I know that the Department 
oi State finds these programs o£ great value to our overall relation
sr...ips with these nations. 

...;., 

You may want to have your international affairs people and tech:llcal 
program people look into the chances for specific projects and, 
subsequently, to includ~ _a&. necessary requests in yo~..:.r budget 
estimate submission; for FY 1972. I wot:.ld note that arnou."'lts re~ues~eC. 
!or foreign currencies are not counteq a;:..:linst anv overall nlannir.o-
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fi~u~~..--::; given to agencies to guide preparation of their budgets. 
You \\ill find that the critical element in obtaining the Special 
Foreign Currency Appropriation is the dcvclopmer!t of specific, 
n1.critorious projects which can stand the test of both BOB and 
Co:.gressional scrutiny. Norman Neurcitcr of my sta££ can 
ad\-ise your staff further on project development as may be 
required. 

The President has frequently mentioned his interest in mutually 
b\!:leiicial scientific cooperation with other countries. The 
developm.ent of scientifically sound projects in countries where 
e......:cess U.S. -owned currencies can be used for payment of obli
ga:io:ls represents a contribution to that end. 

Honorable GleiL.'"l T! Seaberg 
Chairman 

·Atomic EnergyCommission 
Washington,· D. C. 20545 · 

· Since:ely, ,_, 
. .-/ 
~ 

-~/.1 ., 
/.• /i ,JI.z.__ 

. .... -'.. -"\./ .. 
;:'~--i:;ee A. DuBridge 

· .Science Adviser . 
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UHCL· BY i;)OE 
NOV 86 

June 17, 1970 

Honorable Glenn T. Seaborg 
Cha.irmana 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
·washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Glenn: 

I have read with regret, i..'"l. your letter of June 5, 1970, the final 
decision to discontinue all funding for the Princeton-Pennsylvania Accel
erator (PPA) after fiscal year 1971. While I fully recognize the squeeze 
t::.;;.t tight budgets are causing across the e'ntire research and develop
ment spectrum, I still consider that a better course of action wouldhave 
been to keep PPA going at almost any level of activity rather than force 
a shutdown. 

The AEC is s:upposed to serve as the executive agent of the Federal 
Government for the financial support of the Nation's high energy physics 
program. Now I do not consider that the AEC has abrogated its steward
ship by deciding to stop funding PPA, but continued funding limitations 
li.ke· those imposed ui the fisc~l year 1971 Presidential Budget could lead 
to a recasting of the AEC role in high energy physics. 

I would like to assure you that the Committee will do all it can to 
demonstrate support for the high energy physics program, particularly 
funding requests for the 200 Bev accelerator at the National Accelerator 
L~boratory. However, the Committee will also very critically examine 
the balance among future requests for new obligational authority for 
orerating costs, capital equipment, and construction projects. It wou.ld 
seem to me that more emphasis should be given to keeping the remaining 
productive high energy physics facilities in operation rather than making 
extensive changes or erecting new facilities for a selective. few. 
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I had a telephone call from Dr. William Hanford of the Olin Corporation in New 
Haven, Connecticut. He said that because of the problem of mercury effluent in 
streams they are looking for techniques to remove mercury in parts per billion. 
In looking around for possible places where there is knowledge about getting 
metals down to this level, he thought of the AEC. He asked if I could direct 
him to anyone they could talk to in this respect and I referred him to Spoff 
English. 

From 3 to 3:30 p.m. I attended a meeting of the National Council on Marine 
Resources and Engineering Development in the Roosevelt Room of the White House. 
Present were Vice President Spiro T. Agnew; Dr. Lee A. DuBridge; Dr. William D. 
McElroy, Dr. Thomas 0. Jones, Or. Thomas Owen and Dr. J. L. McHugh (NSF); Dr. 
Thomas 0. Paine and Willis Foster (NASA); U. Alexis Johnson and Herman Pollack 
(State); Dr. Myron Tribus and Rocco C. Siciliano (Commerce); James R. 
Schlesinger and Glenn Schleede (BOB); Dr. Sidney R. Galler and Dr. I. E. Wallen 
(Smithsonian); Secretary of the Navy John H. Chafee and Captain C. A. K. 
McDonald (DOD); Fred J. Russell and Howard Eckles (Interior); Dr. James H. 
Cavanau9h and Dr. Ernest Tierkel (HEW); James M. Beggs and Admiral Chester R. 
Bender (Transportation); Maurice Williams and Glenn Sweitzer (AID); Russell E. 
Train (Council on Environmental Quality); E. L. Dillon, A. D. Clift, T. K. 
Treadwell and C. S. Barden of the Marine Council; and Julie Rubin (AEC). 

Vice President Agnew opened the meeting by reading some introductory remarks, 
which included progress since the last meeting. He mentioned the nine meetings 
of the Council's Committee for Policy Review (CPR) and the reorganization based 
on the Ash Council recommendations, which have resulted in the creation of the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Natidnal Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Agency (NOAA)._ He described the composition of these two new agencies. He then 
called on McElroy to report on the International Decade of Ocean Exploration. 

McElroy described the history of the International Decade of Ocean Exploration. 
and the participating countries with the help of two charts. He mentioned that 
there are five advisory groups. The Vice President asked how many countries 
have been invited to join; McElroy said that 60. invitations have been sent and 
26 acceptances have been received. 

The Vice President then returned to the report on the CPR by Dillon. Dillon's 
report followed very closely the written material prepared for the meeting. The 
Vice President then brought the meeting to a close by calling for support of the 
President's reorganization plan. He added that if the plan doesn't work, it can 
be changed. 

Commissioner Larson and Bob Hollingsworth dropped in to tell me the results of 
their meeting with Tennessee Congressman Joe Evins to discuss the status of the 
Uranium Enrichment Directorate and of John Flaherty, who will head it up. Evins 
took a very hard line and said that he would oppose the establishment of this 
Directorate. He indicated that this is a very hot political issue and would 
determine the fate of some people in the elections this fall (he was referring 
to Tennessee Senator Albert Gore, who apparently can use his opposition to the 
Directorate to great advantage in enhancing his otherwise somewhat marginal 
prospects for re-election in November). Evins also indicated that Arizona 
Congressman John Rhodes is very opposed to the establishment of the Directorate 
and has so advised the White House. All of this further complicates an already 
difficult situation. 

I sent a memqrandum to Will Kriegsman enclosing a suggested revision for one 
paragraph of the draft of the President's message on environmental 
reorganization. 276 



I sent a letter to Chet Holifield (copy attached) concerning recent developments 
in the area of laser-induced thermonuclear energy release. 

Carol Chelander called today and said that she has decided to spend the summer 
in Washington and to accept our offer to stay with us. She will come in by 
plane on Saturday and apparently thinks she has fair prospects for securing 
employment. 

Dave called Steve this evening and indicated that he is enroute home from 
California by train and wanted to be met by auto in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, so 
Steve arranged to pick him up there tomorrow afternoon. 

Friday, June 19, 1970 - Germantown 

At 10:50 a.m. I presided over Information meeting 1039 (notes attached). We 
decided to give AEC concurrence in the early ratification of Protocol II to the 
Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (attached is a 
copy without enclosures of Under Secretary of State Elliot Reichardson's 
memorandum requesting this). In response to Senator Ellender's request, we 
decided on the manner in which reductions of $100, $150, and $200 million in our 
FY 1971 budget would be allocated. We learned that the strike of some 4,500 
Union Carbide employees at Y-12 and. ORNL has been settled. This strike began on 
April 15 and numerous members of Congress and others have written in order to 
put pressure on the AEC to force Union Carbide to settle; we didn't interfere, 
but allowed i~ to be handled in th~ normal manner with the assistance of the 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service. 

At 12:20 p.m. I attended a briefing on the Geneva IV Conference p~oposed AEC 
exhibits given by Edward J. Brunenkant and supporting staff. 

I had lunch in the cafeteria with Vic Schmidt. It was a social occasion and we 
discussed the present status of our families, particularly as they have changed 
since the last time we rnet. Vic is here, as usual, as a consultant with the 
Office of Regulation during the summer months. 

I sent a report to Budget Director Mayo (copy attached), identifying and 
estimating savings resulting from reductions or terminations of lower priority 
activities, as requested by the President's memorandum dated May 25, 1970. 

I sent a letter to Congressman Joe Evins in response to his letter of June 11 
informing him that the labor dispute and strike at ORNL and the Y-12 Plant in 
Oak Ridge has been settled. 

Dave arrived home about 5 p.m. Steve picked him up at the train station in 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 

I took a hike with Dave and Suki in Rock Creek Park, going north on the White 
Horse Trail, going to cross trails 3 and 4, then past the police headquarters 
and on toward the starting point at Oregon and Nebraska Avenues. 

Saturday, June 20, 1970 

I caught the 8 a.m. Eastern shuttle to New York, from Washington National 
Airport to LaGuardia Airport, arriving about 8:45 a.m. On the way I met and 

277 



nonor2ble Chet Holifield 
Chairm.:1n, Joint Cou:~ittce 

on Ato:nic Ener;;y 
Congress of the United States 

Dear ~!r. Holifield: 

In your lette1.· of ~1-sy 27, 1970, you inquired about rccen~ dcveloprr.ents 
in ~he srca of _l<.lser-inducc.d thermonuclear energy release. Both the 
Ls\:rc:-1~!e Radiation Laboratory and the Los Ala:nos Scientific Laboratory 
h.:;.ve· mot!~ted r:1ajor efforts on the scientific problems germane primar:i.ly 
;:o the \\·capons api)lication -- the importance of which could pote::1tially 
ovcrs!i.::.do·.-.• all others, at least in the short term. We would be pleased 
to arrange a briefing at your convenience on the status of the laboratory 
efforts should you so desire. 

There are a n~~ber of problems to be faced in the general araa of laser
indt>c.ed thernonuclear energy release. Besides the difficult te.:hnical 
problc:r.s which must be studied to determine if these processes are 
fe;1sible. let alone economical for com:n.~rcial purposes, there is the 
adGitiono.l co~plication of several recent p<>tent applications by KHS 
lr.dustrie:s (KHSI), which claims certain rights in this area. \·!e \dll, 
o:!: course, take whntever action may be in order to protect any of the· 
Con~ission's interests in that respect. · 

Tht::rc is also involved in the KHSI matter the need for consideratio;J. of 
the restrictions imposed by classification and security requir~~nts 
upon the conduct of otherwise desirable private rescarch having ncn
I:lilitary objectives and potential long-term public benefits. i·r2 will 
probc:.bly need to consider also whether, in a situation where e Federal 
agency hes acquired reliable information under a classified progrc:m 
involving substantial expenditures of public funds, there may be sotr;<: 
obligation to provide information which m.:1y be relevant to ~.'he manage-

. tr.ent -decisions of a private company consider.ing investment of private 
funds in the field. 
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Honorable Chet Holifield - 2 -

During the p.:1st six-month period, the Commission and its st.:1ff h.:1ve 
bien gathering pertinent f.:1cts and studying each elerncnt of this . 
problem. At present we are at an interim state in these matters but 
'-"C are p1·.-.,c0cJ:i::~~ :1s r:~pi.dly as \ole c.1n to establish a course of action 
.,.,ith t·esp~ct to ti1e 1\l'!SI n;atter. ~~e will keep you advised of the 
status of this matter and will be most happy to discuss the situation 
further with you and your staff if you w~sh. 

Cor.diall~, J 1'/ s .-' 
/~~~ I 

. Ghairman ( 

·10 
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UNITED STt,TE~ 

ATOM!C ::N:=:::\GY COMM ISSICN 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

LIMITED i\CCESS 

INFO?.MATIO~ MEETING 1039 

UNCL.BY DO! 
litVM 

co::-""Y NO. ----
Jur~c 19, 19/C 

10:50 a.m., Fridco.y. June 19, 1970, Room A-458,· Gt:!::.-m~.nto..-;:-1 He~dq-..:a:rt'::_::,.:._ 

l. AEC 1 52/2'1'4 - Notice of Rulcmaking on "Practical Value'! 

Approved with a request. (GC-SECY) 

· 2. Rec.Pooint:nent of Dr. Hendrie to the ACRS 

Approveci. (SECY) 

3. Age~dc. Io:: the Weeks of June 22, 29. July 6, c.nd 13. 1970 

Approved. (SECY) 

4. M?y 28 Memorandum !ro!:'l. Mr. Marshall. Div!sion of Classi£icatic:1 
re Silver Anniversary of the Com:.nittee oi Senior Re,·iewe:.~s· 

Approved. (SECY) 

:::>. NTS Events (See General Giller's June 1 i Memorandum) 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

6. AEC 780/49 - Revisions to AEC Citation ar.d J\"o::::ninating P:::-c.,c.eclurc~ 

Approved. (SECY) 

7. Revised Statement o! the Law!"ence Award Criteria 

ApprovC'd. (SECY) 
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' .. .:.·.! :.·. Labowitz' .Turic 1 ') M~C4!.10ra.ncluni ~:c: US 1\<"':.hfica.tion of Protocol II 
Lans~ct 

Appl'O':'cd with Con1mission~r Thompson not voting .. (SAD} 

9. AEC 1311/49 - Savings Estimates: Proposed Letter to the BOB 

Approved \vith an. addition. (Rubin-OC) 

10. Cc::trollc::.·:s J'..:r:0. 18 :?\{cr::orandum rc House App::.·opriations M~rk-up -· 
l ·:71 Bt!d~et: (S~e also Controller 1 s June 18 Note Transmitti:lg Tables re 
Senate ReC\!CS ted Reductions) 

Sta£.: 1nay p!·oceed. (OC- PI) 

11. A:SC 334/60 - NTS Test Announcement Procedure.:; 

Approved. (PI) 
( 

12. AEC 22/17- U'.:ldating of I 0 CFR 14 - "Administrative Claims Under 
Federal Torts Act" 

Approved. (GC) 

13. AE C ? 83/173 - Comments on S. 782, "Bill of Rights" f. or Fe de r<'•l Emnlcyec.s 

Approved. {GC-Rubin) 

14. AEC 783/174 - Comments on S. 3354 re National Land Use Policy 

Deferred to Monday, June 22. (GC-SECY) 

15. Sta££ Re'.:lo'!."t on Settlement of the Oak Ridge Strike (See AEC 534/87) 

16. AEC 23/103- Pronosed·Exnort of Soi::al Reader a.nd Comp-1'!:er to USSR 

Approved. (AGMIA)' 

17. _t._::,:c 1239/ll - HEPAP Me~bcrship for FY 1971 

Ap:;n-oved. (R) 
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lS. _t..:SC 102/52 - PronosNl OR0:T .. Wo:-k for EUD: Ur-ban Gro'l.vth Pat.te :n;s 
R~..~ s . .:,<::.. rch 

Approv.:!d. The Joiht Com:-nittee is to be informed. (AGMR&D) 

19. Pl·es~ ... nt<'-Hon by Mr. Doxiadis to HUD a:1d Others 

To be che.::kcd. (SECY) 

20. ::2-:S C 26 7 I~ l 0 - BNL Pror.:osa.l for Fi vc- Year Stu~y of.At:-.rJosphe ric 
F~"'~C\? sse s 

? . 
-1. 

Nct~d. (AGlvlR&D) 

P.:::nC.:ng Cor:.tractt-:.al Matter-s Renort No. 362 

:-~oted. (PAR) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

12:00 N 

3 -
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P.RE~S!:: NT: 

Cl~ .. ~i:rjn~:'l s~al)org 
Cor~:,;.!'li s sion" :- 1\.~rn~y 

Cvl'."..~i:; sicner Johnson 
Con~m.issioner Thompson 

· Cr.'l1'.:11i:; sioner LarsO!"l 

.. 
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Tt·H.: UNDCR SECRETARY. Of STATE: 

WASHINGTON 

Ju11e 10, 1970 

Dear Glenn: 

Fi~tecn of our Lat. in i\rncrican allies have brought into 
force thee-Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Heapons in 
Latin America, \vhich in rn<:my \vays complements the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty. As you knm-1, Vice President. 
Humphrey signed Additional Protocol II to that Treaty for 
the United States on Aprill, 1968. This Protocol \·18S 
ci~signed ~or adherence by nuclear weapon st_ates: v1hich are 

- not eligible to sign the Treaty itself. It has been signed 
and ratified by the United Kingdom. 

Prior to the U.S. signature, the issues involved in 
U·! S. adherence to the Protocol \vere carefully revie\·1ed by 
the Departments of State and Defense, the Joint ·Chiefs of. 
Staff, the Atomic Energy Commission and the Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency. All such departrnents.and agencies 
concurred in the decision to sign the Protocol with a 
statement which Has designed to clarify our ·understanding 
of several points under the Treaty on \·1hich our reviev1 
indicated that clarification was needed. The Department of 
Defense requested, hmvever, an opp·ortunity to revieH the 
matter again prior to the submission of the Protocol to the 
Senate, to assure that any relevant experience under the 

The Honorabl'e 
Glenn Seaborg, 

Chairman, 
Atomic Energy Commission. 
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Treaty following our signature Hould be taken into account. 
It is the purpose of this letter to afford that opportunity, 
as 'Nell as to seck concurrence in the updating of that 
portion of the statement dealing \-lith peacef-ul nucl'ear 
e:x"P los ion services. If you agree the1t early ratification 
,,uuld be desirable, we 'tvould then p1an to propose to the 
President that he submit the Protocol to the Senate at .this 
session. 

To facilitate consideration of this matter, I enclose 
(1) a brief surrnnary of the sig:.-iificant U.S. inter.E'sts. that 
,,'Ould be served by ratification of Additional Protocol II 
in the ncar future with a statement similar to that·made·on 
signature; and (2) a more detailed paper d~scribing the 
Protocol and the underlying Treaty, includl.ng their status, 
the issues that 't·lere co11sidered by the Executive Branch in 
connection with the decision to sign the.Protocol, and 
relevant developments since such signature. - . 

I personally believe it vmuld be advantageous for the 
Ad1ninistration to act on this matter noH. Announcement of 
·a dc'cision by the President to s'eek the advice· and consent 
of .the Senate to ratification of Additional Protocol II 
v1ould have a. favorable impact at h9me and abroad, and would 
reinforce our position on the non-pro'lifcration of nuclear 
't·1Capons. If v1e should delpy action unduly, questions might 
be ~aised both here and in Latin America concen1ing the 
failure to follm·l up the U.S. ·signature of Additional 
Protocol II. · · 

I understand that the staff of the Senate- Committee on 
Foreign Relations· has periodically inquired about 'tvhen this 
Protocol 't-lill be submitted to the Senate, and indicated the 
expectation that it would be favorably received. 
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If additional information on this matter is desired, 
please contact the Acting Director of ACDA, Mr. Philip Farley. 

Sincerely, 

Ellio~ L. Richardson 

Enclosures: 

~·10 explanatory papers. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENEI~GY COMMISSION 
UNCI.. BY DOl 

JfOVN 
WASHINC'rON. IJ.C. ?.05·1:; 

Honorable Robert P. Mayo 
Direetor~ Dureau of the Budget 

Dear Nr. Nayo: 

This. report is in response to the President's memorandum to the Heads 
of E.-<:ecutive Departments and Agencies dated Nay 25, 1970, 1·equcsting, 
by July.l, identification and estimates of savings resulting fro-:n 
:r.eductions or terminations of lo\o7qr priority activities. 

'£he items identified belolv Here developed after a vigorous and pene
trating ex<ll.nination of every current program activity, large and 
small, in keeping with the President's request. It should be 
emphasized, ho\-lever, that such a t·evie~., \-lould have been conducted in 
any event on the initiative of the Co1nruission as part of its estab
lished program reviel-T procedures \-lhich occur 011 a formal basis each 
spring and fall, and are supplemented on a day to day basis \olith Com
m}.ssion action on program staff papers developed in the normal course 
of bu!!iness. Thus, the fact that we \-lere able to identify the items 
listed belol-1 is not because ineffective or lol-T priority items ,.,ere 

-heretofore undetected, but rather reflects the completion of develop
ment projects or the accomplishment of program objectives as expected 
~1i,th the passage of time • 

.... Also, I am sure, in vicu of your p.1rticipation in the AEC: 1 s budg0.t 
review for the past two fiscal ycnrs, that you arc aware that the 
Comnission's problem is not the identification of loH priority activ
ities but rather the inability to conduct very high priority activities, 
in tenns of national goals and objectives, because of the inadequacies 
of the Connnission budget, 

l"ithin this framel·lork, there is tabulated belo,., the act5.vity termi
nations ancl curtailments, the identification of which "~>laS requested in 
the President's memorandum. 

Procurement l')f Uranium Concent~ - In keeping with the ur<mium 
supply situation, \-le arc allOllling to expire at December 31, 1970, 
our contracts for procur.mnent of ut·anium concentrates. Estimated 
procurements for FY 1971 under those contracts amount td . 
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$16,616,000. Using that figure as a base, .onr estimated FY 1972 
budget outlay <md budget .:luthority savings nnd the annual S<.lvings 
thereafter will be in an equivalent amount. 

~urcmcnt of Plutoni':!,!!! - tvc are allmdng to expire in FY 1971, 
o}lr commitment to procm~c plutonium from priv~1te pouer reactor 
o'perators for \-lhich $1,320,000 is budgeted in FY 1971. Consequently, 
outlay and budget authority reductions in FY 1972 and subsequent 
years will be in that 1mount. 

Chemical Separation of Spent Reactor Fuels in Priv<:lt:e Facilities 
The Commission is terminating its contrnct ~-lith Nuclear Fuel 
Services, Inc. for the c~emical separation of spent reactor fuel 
elements. As a result we anticipate budget outlay and budget 
authority savings in FY 1972 and subsequent years of about $2.0 
million annually. 

Nuclear t·!eapons Supplemental Test Site Program - As we approach 
meeting our development objective for a nuclear ·\·larhead for the 
anti-ballistic missile, l.re are. phasing dmm and Hill eventually 
terminate the supplemental tci~ site activities initiated under our 
\·7eapons development program. As a result ~ve anticipate budget out
lay and authority savings of about $700,000 in FY 1972 l-lith another 
$30.0 million reduction planned for FY 1973 and a further reduction 
gf $10.0 ~illion the ne~t fiscal year, for an aggregate annual 
reduction in excess of $40.0 million, 

: CiviHan PoHer. Reactors ~'rog~ - In v:i.C\-l of the hfgh priority the 
Commission places on the Liquid Netal Fast Breeder Reactor concept 

_for nuclear civilian power, the Corrnuission has been steadily 
"reducing the level of its support for a number of other nuclear 
po\\'er concepts. In keeping ~.~ith this policy, thP. Commission is 
either terminating or allowing to expire cooperative activities 
with domestic utilities and Canada and is terminating its super 
heat reactor BONUS progrmn, ther-eby effecting budget rcdu.~tions in 
FY 1972 and thereafter of about $6.8 million. 

·Physical Research Program -- Princeton-Pennsylvania Acc-.~_1 era t_C2!_ -
As you knoH, the Corranission :i.s terminating the operation of the 
Princeton-Pennsyl~ania high energy accelerator in FY 1971. As a 
result, there.> \olill be a $2.0 million reduction in the FY 1972 budget; 
hoWC-!Ver, to continue operating this facility Hould have cost in 
excess of $!•. 0 million annually nnd thc1~cfore tit is latter <~mount 
reflects a more accurate cstim.:Jte of the CllH1ll.11 savings resulting 
from this close-do\-111 action. 
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~~i.t~-~sistm1Ce P.:t~entf: n.i.chl~~!]Ll - l~hile finding it 
necessary to continua co1mnunity assistnnce payments to the former 
AEC conm10ni.ties of Oak Ridge and Los Alamos, the Commission \v<ls .:1ble 

·to negot).ate a tcrminRtion of: such .:1ssi.stm1ce payments \vi.th the com
munity of Richland·, Hnshington. As a result FY 1972 savings and 
arinual savings thereafter will approximate the $3,713,000 budgeted 
in FY 1971 for the final payment to tl~e n.ichJ.and sdt.:lol district. 

Progr<'~m Reductions - In addition to the above progr~1 terminations, 
there are a number of program reductions lve plan to effect in 
FY 1972. lve lvill be pleased to identify and discuss these reduc
tions with your staff. 

The foregoing reduc't:i.ons, after becct.1i.ng fully cffectiveJ l·!ill aggregate 
savings i.n excess of $70.0 million annu11lly, and 5.n our judgment offer 
meaningful evidence of the Commission's strong desire to cooperate fully 
in meeting the President's objectives for budget reductions. The Com
mission will be pleased to discuss this further with you as you may 
desire. 

Chairman 
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. .:)en&te Resuest.:,d - Possible Reduction Cases - In Thousands 

Operating Ex?enses Obligations (See pg. l) 

Equipment 
Co:n?U te r s •• 0 •••• a •••• 0 0 • I) • a • 0 ••••• 0 ••• 0 •• 0 0 0 0 0 0 " 0 0 •••• 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 

General Equipment •••••••••••••••••••••••••.,•·····•••••••e••••••~~~•• 
E(lu ipEr.ent. Obligations •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •••••••••••. •. 

?lant 
(5) !·!c..ste M,anageme'nt Projects .......... ., ., •••••••••••••••••••••• ., o •• 

Gaseo~s Dif!usion Support Facility (AE) •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
'W~~?OnS facilitieS modifications •••••••• .. •••••••o•••••••••••e•••• 
(3) Hodificcitions to Reactors· .••••.•••••••• · ••••••.•• · ••••••• ~~~ •.•••• 
(5) J .. cce lerator Improvements ••••••••••••• ·., ••••.••••••.••••••..•• 
General Pla;.t ?rojects .•....•..••• ; ••••••• ., •••••.••••••••••••. ." .• 
68-2-a Naw l~capons Production •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
65-4-£ 200 £cv ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
66-5-h Y.eson 

··········································~·······.,··· 

.Gross Obliga.tlona ······•·•••••••••••••••••••o••••••••••••e••••••••e• 

Deduct Revenues •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~. 

Total Ap;>ropriations R~quast (NOA) oe••••••••••••oao••••••••••eooooo 

J/ Reduction by House Appropriations Committee, 

11 Includes $8,500,000 reduction by JCAB, 

- 2 -

Con-
President's gressional 

Budget Reductions 

$2,238,857 $ 56,927 

38,324 
135,426 ' -700 
1731750. 700 . 

19,850 
5,000 

10,000 
5,000 
4,000 

42,000 
17,000 1o,ooo !I 
65,000 
101500 

178,350 -·- ·- . 101000 

2,590,957 67,627 

227,957 

$2,363,000 $ 67,627 

3/ Includes $3,880,000 red~ction by JCAB and reduction of $5,107~000 of unobligated FY 1970 funds. - ----- . .. .. . 

Budget Additional Reductions to Total 
with $100 Mil. $150 Hil. $20.:> Mll. 

Reductions U32 1373} ~$821373~ !$132 1373} 

$~;181,930 $ 27,373 $ 60,230 $.86,360 

38,324 -o- -0- -0-
1341726 . -0- 61143. 12 1013 

" 1731050 -0- 61143 ___!.L.Gl3 

19,850 -0- . -0- -0-
3,000 -0- -0- 5,000 

10,000 -0- ·3,000 5,000 
5,000 -o- l,OCO 2,000 
4,000 -0- -0- l,GOO · 

42,000 -0- 2,000 6,000 
7,000 -0- -0- -0-

65,000 5,000 lO,OCO 15,000 
101500 -0- -0- -0-

1681350 51000 16 1000 34.000 

2.523,330 32,373 82,373 132,373 .. 
2271957 -0- -0- -0-

$2,295,373 L32._ll_l !_J!4.Jll . 1132,373 
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~.ava:.oa ••• 
S~nate Requeated • Posaib1e Reduction Cases 

(In Thousands) 

Rau·Materials •• ., ; ••••••••• '·',., •• , ,., , • , • , ~,,, ~,,,. •,,,, ••••••• , ••• " 
Sp~ci3l Nuclear Materials 

Electric PtJwer , , • ·, ••••• ,., • •• ,, •• ,, •• , •• , .,. •• , •,,, • • • •. • • •. • •. • • • •" 
N R~3ctor ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·~-•••••;,,,,,,,,,,,·,,!'''' 
.-~ Reactor •••••••t!•••••••••••••••••••••ott•••••••••••••••••••·•••••' 
S.af~gui:rds , • , •••••••••••• , , , •••• , , , , •• , ., , , , , , , , • •.•.,, ••••••• ,, ••• , 
All Other , , •• , • , •••••••• , , , , • , ••• , , ••• , , , o,, •• , •••• ,,, ••• ,,.,, •• , • 

Total Speciol Nuclear Materials ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Weapons · 

Production , . , • , ... , .•.• , , • , •• , , •• , , , , , , , , •,,,.,,,,,., •• ,. • •••• , •• ,, 
Rctcarch & Development •• , , ,·,., •• ,.,.,,.,, ••••••••.••• , •••• -~ .••••.• , 
Testing •••••-••••••·····•••••••••••••••••••••••o••••• .. ••••••••••.,•• 

Total Weapot)s ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Reactor Development · 

U·f:BR ••••• ~ ••••••••••••• ; , • • •••••• • •• , • ..... • • •. • •• • • • • • •••• • • ••• · • • 
D.:!r.-;o Plant (including GSO) ••••• ~, ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• · ••• 
Other ••••••••• • : • •.•••• · ••• :., •••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• ~ • .__,.·. 

Rover •.•••••••••••••••.••• , ••••••• , •• , • , , ••• , • , •••••• , •.••• , •• , ••• , 
Space Electric .••• ~ .-••••• ,, ••.•• , .••. ~., •••••• , ••••••••••.••.•••.• 

Civilian l•uk\:r . •• , •.•••• ~ •••••.•• • •••••••• ,, ••••.• ; , •• , • , ••••• • ••••••• 

Navy ••••••••.••••••••••••••••••!•'•••••••••.•••.•••••••••••••••••••••. 

Total ReactOr Developmen~ , •, •••• , •., •• , ,· ,., ••.••• · •••• ·• ••••••••• .-•• 
J'hysiea~ Research ••••••••••• , ••••.• , , ••••• :, • , • , ." ••••• , ••••••.•.•••••.• 
BiOlogy & Hadic:i:te ••••• · ••••••• e •• ~ •••••••• ,, •• , •••.••• ,· •••••••••••••• 
Training, Education and Information ••••••••••••••••·•·•···~··••••••• 
Jsotopes .•.•••••.••• : •••••••••••••••• -~-·~··••••••••••••~••••~••••••••• 
rloYshare • • • • • • .- • • •. • • • .t • •, • • •,, •, • •, ~ • e'e • •,,,, o • • • • • • •·• • • •, • • • • • •.• • • 

Co=t.--nunit:ie:s . ••••• '. ~ •••••••••••• ; ••• ••••, •• •• ~ •••••••• ••••. , ••••••••• 
Pegulation ••••••••••••••••j·~······~•·•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pr..,grAo Direction • , ••.••••••••••• · •• ,, •••.•• , •. ._ ••••••..• , •••••• , • , .••• 
Security •••• ; ••••••.•.••••• : •••••••• • .•••• , •, •• --~ •• .- • ..••••••••• ,, •.•• 
Cost of Work for Others •• ~ ••• ~ •••••••••.• , .•• ~ ••• ·; •••• ~ ••••••• ~ ••••• 
Sel(;:-.; .. c;;.U ~esourceoJ (GSO) •••••••••• • ...... 1 e.,. •. • • • ••• • •.••••• ·"• •••• •. 
Op .. -·. :::~:!). Ohl1g3t1ona ••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••.• 
£·~\:.ipm..:::nt Obligations (see Page 2) ••••••• •• ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Plant Obli~~cions (see Page 2) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Crvss Oblieations •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·••••••••••• 
De due~ Re"Je::nuaa ••••••••••• · ••••••••• " ••••• • •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

.Tot-31 A?propria.:iona _Reqcest (NOA) •.• ~ ••••••••••••••• · ••••••••••••••• 

~ 
co .-. 

Presid3nt 1a 
Budget 

$ 1S,016 

88,778' 
26,867 
23,150 
4,200 

205,523 
348,518 

361,400 
2l;8,860 
231,500 
841,760 

85,000 
36,000 

105,439 
226,439 
43,000 
33,395 
76.395 
29,200 

132,000 
161,200 
461;,031; 
274,430 

88,300 
12,780 

6,000 
8,000 
7,844 

12,672 
111,128 

8,370 
24,246. 
12,7)9 

2,238,857 
173,750 
178,350 

2,590,957 
227,957 

$.2..-JQJ J)O_Q 

Con
r:ressional 
Reductions 

Budget 
t~ith 

Reductions 
$ 18,016 $ 

2,000 86,778 
26,867 
23,150 
4,200 

204,523 1,0(101/ 
3,00~ ' 345,518 

12,5ooY 

26,ooo!l 
1,300 

540 

--cooo 

500 

400. 

1. 

829,260 

85,000 
10,000 

104,139 
199,139 
43,000 
32,055 
75.1355 
29,200 

132,000 
161,200 
436,194 
273,4:;0 
88,300 
12,780 
• 6,000 

7,500 
7,844. 

12,672 
110,728 

8,370 
24,2'46 
1,072 . /11,6871/ 

56,927 
700 

10,000 
67,627 

2~181,930 
173,050 
168,350 

2,523,330 
227,957 

. $2. ?95.,..)_21 $--ll.-6.21 

Additional 
$100 }111. 
($32,373) 
$ -0-

500 
-o-
-0-
-0-

1,500 
2,000 

4,000 
-0-

4,000 
• ~.ooo 

-0-
4,000 
2,500 

. 6,500 

2,000 

-0-
8.500 
1,000 

-0-
-0-
-0-

2,100 
-0-
-0-
-0-. 
-o.,. 
-0-

- 5,773 ·. 
27,373 

-0-
_5,ooo 
. 32,373 

-0-
$c_12 ,)71 

Reductions 

. 

$150 M:!.l. 
(~82,373) 

$ -0-

500 
-0-

12,0GO 
-0-

21 320 
J4,&20 

5,000 
-0-

~00 
11,000 

.:.o-
4,000 
2.500 
6,2.QQ. 

3,'000 

2. (i'Q'Q 
11,500 

3,000 
1,000 
1,000 

500 
. 2,600 

-0-
-0-

1,000 
'. . -0-

-0-
i3,lll0 
.60,:!30 

6,143 
16,000 
82,373 

-0-
$_~>7'? 
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to Total 
~200 !-:i.l. 
($132,373) 
$ ·-o-

2,100 
-0-

12,000 
-0-

~.Q. 
24,020 

12,000 
-0-

6,001) 
18,000 

-0-
4,000 
2.500 

___i.SOO 

_§_.400 

2.000 
lt., 900 
3,000 
1,000 
1,000 
. 500 

·2,600 
··0-
-0-

1,000 
-0-
-0-

20, Jl,O 
86,360 
12,013 
34,000 

132,373 
__ -_0:. 
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talked to Kim Il Hwan (President, Korea Electric Company) and Kim Chong Joo 
(Vice President, Korea Electric Company). They are in the United States to 
complete arrangements for their loan with the Export-Import Bank, to talk to 
Westinghouse officials, to visit the Connecticut Yankee plant, etc., in 
connection with the 595 MW nuclear plant they are building for 1975 operation. 
We discussed the present economic competitive position of nuclear power. 

_I took a taxi to the NET headquarters (10 Columbus Circle) to attend a special 
meeting of the NET Board of Directors to discuss the proposed merger of NET and 
Educational Broadcasting Corporation of New York (Channel 13). Present were 
Norman Cousins (Chairman), William G. Bowen, John Hope Franklin, John Fischer, 
Mrs. Patricia Harris, Sidney P. Marland, Jr., Burke Marshall, James Day, Mrs. 
Allan E. Charles, William Schuman, Edward A. Schrader, Herman B. Wells, Peter G. 
Peterson and NET Vice President Robert Hudson. The meeting was called to order 
at about 9:40 a.m. by Chairman Cousins. He called on Peterson, Chairman of the 
Nominating Committee, to give a report. Key points were the identity of the new 
enterprise, the composition of the Board, the national character of the 
programming, and questions of long range assured funding •. 

Our committee obtained assurance of $70 million funding over the next five years 
from Ford and PBC, with some assurance from Bundy for support for the following 
five years. Agreement to call Channel 13 by the name "WNET" was obtained. The 
proposal on board membership is that the public announcement would say that all 
members of both boards have been invited to be members of the new Board (20 from 
Channel 13 and 19 from NET). There would also be a National Programming Board 
with Cousins as Chairman. An immediate press conference, to include Macy, 
Killian, Bundy, Cousins, Day and Hitchcock, will be held followiog approval of 
the merger by both Boards; later a prestigious dinner would be held in New· 
York. Channel 13 Chairman Hitchcock will be the Board Chairman and Day, the 
Chief Executive Officer. 

Peterson then handed out copies of correspondence (dated June 19, 1970) that 
formalizes key aspects of the arrangement that he and his committee have 
succeeded in negotiating. We then asked Peterson and his committee members, 
Marshall and Schuman, to withdraw to draft a resolution approving and describing 
the conditions for consolidation of the two boards. While they were doing this 
we conducted the other business on the agenda. We all agreed to serve on the 
surviving board or National Programming Board, or not, as might be desired by 
Cousins. 

We had lunch and at the end of the lunch Peterson•s resolution was presented. 

Before leaving NET, I called Spilhaus at the AAAS and told him about my 
telephone conversation with Bill Golden yesterday and described how essentially 
negative Golden is toward the merger of Science Service and AAAS. Spilhaus was 
appreciative of my call and said he would do his best to convince Golden and the 
Board of Directors of AAAS during the meeting now in progress. 

I caught the Eastern shuttle that left at 2 p.m. and arrived in Washington at 
2:59 p.m. 

Eric and !_played 9 holes of golf at the Chevy Chase Club. He shot a 7~, and I 
a 59. 

Carol Chelander arrived by plane from San Francisco to start her s-ummer stay 
with us. Dave picked her up at the Bethesda air terminal. She is going to take 
a summer job in Washington. 
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Spilhaus called me at home and said he had had some difficulty overcoming the 
opposition of Golden, but that he had succeeded in getting the AAAS Board of 
Directors to pass a resolution endorsing the merger of Science Service and 
AAAS. A committee, with Bentley Glass as chairman, has been appointed to effect 
this. He will have Dael Wolfle get in touch with me or Sherburne to start 
things moving. 

Sunday, June 21, 1970 

Eric and I played 9 holes of golf on the back nine at the Chevy Chase Club. He 
shot 62; I, 56. 

3825 Harrison Street; June 21, 1970. 
L to R: Carol Chelander, David and Dianne Seaborg. 

I took a hike with Dave and Carol in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, hiking north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trail 2, then 
south on the Black Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, and back to our starting 
point. 

We had a Father's Day dinner with Lynne, Bill, Dave, Steve, Eric, Dianne, Carol 
Chelander, Helen and me, at which I received a number of presents from the 
family. After dinner we showed my recent slides--Old Rag, Houghton, Ishpeming, 
etc.--and Dave's slides covering his trip to the Grand Canyon. 

Monday, June 22, 1970- Germantovm- D.C. 

From 9:25 to 9:30 a.m. I tape-recorded some statements on the transuraniun1 
elements featuring Ghiorso and co-workers at Berkeley, being produced by Voice 29 3 of America. 



At 10:05 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 410 (notes 
attached). We discussed further the details of the reorganization and the 
allocation of new responsibilities to the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Information Meeting 1040 (notes attached) followed at which we discussed a 
number of Commission papers. 

At 11:30 a.m. Commissioners Ramey, Thompson, Johnson, and I, together with Ed 
Bloch and other staff, met with representatives of Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc . 
The NSF attendees were Robert N. Miller (President), W. H. Lewis (Vice 
President), T. L. Conti (Financial Officer), E. D. North (Director, Technical 
Administration), C. R. Cook (General Counsel) and B. G. Bechhoefer (Counsel to 
NFS). They described for us their long-term plans for expansion of their West 
Valley Plant and showed us that their investment will be so large that they will 
not begin to show a profit until the 1980's. They also described their process 
for waste disposal at the plant and reiterated their preference for deep well 
disposal. They said that the AEC policy of disposal of solid waste at a federal 
site gives them problems because it is difficult to estimate the cost, which 
they need to do for their customers. I told them we would do our best to firm 
up our policy on waste disposal and cooperate with them on the estimation of 
cost, but indicated that our tentative policy is indeed a program of solidified 
waste disposal at federal sites. 

I had lunch in the cafeteria with Alex Van Dyken, David Richman, John Burnett 
and Justin Bloom. We discussed the preparation of a paper on heavy isotopes 
production. 

After lunch I went through some 35 volumes of the Manhattan District History 
(from the AEC Library), in order to make an assessment of those parts that will 
be useful for my project on the history of the Metallurgical Laboratory Section 
C-I. 

John Connor (Chairman of Allied Chemical of New York) called and in my absence 
left the following message with my secretary: They have a problem involving a 
chemical plant--ARAD CHEMICAL--that is under construction near the Dead Sea in 
Israel. They own 50 percent of the equity of the plant, and the Israeli 
Government owns the other 50 percent. The Israeli Government is putting 
pressure on Allied Chemical to produce at this plant, in addition to the 
chemical products, a supply of uranium. This raises an extremely difficult 
problem for Allied. Although the plant won't be in operation until later this 
year, the Israelis want an answer as soon as possible. Mr. Connor would like to 
have a couple of their vice presidents come down to discuss this. (An 
appointment will be set up.) 

Dael Wolfle called to ask whether Spilhaus had talked to me, and I said he 
called me after the AAAS Board of Directors meeting on Sunday (June 21). Wolfle 
said that he has talked with Sherburne. He doesn't know how fast they will move 
on the merger; however, there are certain details they would like to start on 
right away, and he will take these up with Sherburne. During the 3-month 
interval between Wolfle's departure and Bill Bevan's taking over, Phil Abelson 
will be in charge. Abelson and Kabisch (Dr. William T. Kabisch, Assistant to 
Executive Officer, AAAS) would like to go over and talk to Science Service; I 
said I think that's fine. When Sherburne visited AAAS he spoke of some new 
community programs that were being considered. AAAS feels they will be taking 
on enough when they take over Science Service and, therefore, would prefer not 
to start immediately with new projects. I suggested he talk to Sherburne about 
that. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

June 22, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORlv!ATION MEETING 410 

10:05 a.m., Monday, June 22, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

1. Staff Repor.t on Status of Environment Reorganization Plan 

Mr. Henderson reported on his weekend discus.sions with Mr. Ink, BOB. 
on the new drafts of the Reorganization Plan language transferring FRC 
functions to the Environmen+:al Protection Administration. Preparation 
of a draft letter of understanding is requested and Commissioner Ramey 
will try to join the meeting with Chairman Chet Holifield today or 
tomorrow. (ADRA) · 

PRESENT: 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

10:25 a.m. 

COMMISSIONERS: STAFF: DISTRIBUTION: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 

·Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Henderson 
Bloch 
Hennessey 
Rogers 
Ryan 
Erlewine 
Rubin 
Griffin 
Kull 
McCool 

Commissioners 
Dir I Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UNCL. &Y DOE 

.NOV 8~. · 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

LIMITED ACCESS 

COPY NO. 3 -=---"June 22, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1040 

10:25 a.m., Monday, June 22, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

. . 

1. Mr. Don Whittinghill's Call to Commissioner Thompson re SINB Meeting 

Mr. Whittinghill is to be invited in to meet with the Commissioners. 
Commissioner Thompson will call him today. (AGMO-SECY) 

2. Sandia w·o.rk for SNS {See Gene .. al Manager's June 2 Letter to 
Dr. John H~"'!nbeck) 

3. AEC 820/53 - Temporary Operation of MTR 

Staff will proc:eed on the basis of the discussion. Commissioner Thompson 
dissents from the decision. (AGMO) 

4. AEG 783/174 - Comments on S. 3354 re National Land Use Policy 

Appra"ved. (GC) 

5. AEG·l80 /88 - Siting of Commercial Fuel Reprocessing Plants and Related 
Waste Management Facilities 

Deferred. (SECY) 

6. AEC 213/160 - Rewards~ for Information Concerning Diversion of SNM 
to Unauthorized Use 

Approved. (GC) 
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7. Executive Session Personnel Item 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabo rg 
Commissioner Ramey 

· Commissi.oner Johnson 
·Commissioner Thompson 

l 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

·Mr. Bloch 
·Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Griffin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool' 

· Mr. ·Roberts* 
Mr. Erlewine* 
Mr. Kavanagh::.'< 
Mr. Klein* 
·Mr. Sinclair* 

'- 2-

· 11:25 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
Generai'counsel 
Secretary 
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said there would be some appropriateness for this in view of the merger, but 
that is not the primary reason why they would like to do this. I said I would 
think about it seriously again (I have been asked to be a candidate for the AAAS 
on previous occasions) and would let him know. 

At 2:25p.m. I met with Dr. Ishrat H. Usmani, Chairman of the Pakistan Atomic 
Energy Commission, along with Abe Friedman and Julie Rubin. It was primarily a 
courtesy call, but we did discuss the matter of safeguards, and he again 
expressed his concern about India's intentions in the field of nuclear weapons. 

From 3:45 to 4:15 p.m. I met with Peter Flanigan in his office at the White 
House, with Kriegsman also present. Flanigan opened the conversation by 
recalling that I had agreed to stay on for a short time after the expiration of 
my term on June 30. He said he has checked this possibility with a number of 
members of the JCAE and they all agree this would be better than my leaving. 
Also, although he realizes I have made many efforts to deter such 
representations, a number of people from industry have made strong suggestions 
to the White House that I be reappointed. In view of my reluctance to continue, 
he said they have made some attempts to find a successor but have come up with 
no one who would be as satisfactory a solution as my staying on. He summarized 
by saying that, therefore, they are asking me to stay on for an additional 
period, to be determined at my own discretion, but perhaps something of the 
order of six months or a year. I said that this could probably be regarded as 
consistent with our previous conversation, but that I would want to check with 
Mrs. Seaborg first and that I would let him know tomorrow morning. In the event 
my decision is favorable, they would send my nomination up to Congress . 
immediately. I suggested that if I did stay it would be advantageous both to me 
and the White House if I could have more frequent contact, presumably through 
him· (Flanigan). He agreed readily to this and we arranged that I would try to 
have lunch with him more often and see him more often as problems arise. 

We then went on to talk about the political problems that have arisen with 
respect to the Uranium Enrichment Directorate, the increas~ in price for uranium 
enrichment, and the new criteria for uranium enrichment. He told me about 
Hosmer's visit last week and the strong terms which Hosmer had used to indicate 
that the Administration is foolish to try to press a fight with Congress on so 
small an issue when so many other things could be lost in the process. I 
described to him Congressman Evins' strong adverse reaction to the Uranium 
Enrichment Directorate and to the appointment of John Flaherty in any capacity 
that might be related to this concept. Flanigan said that under the 
circumstances, with so much that might be lost if we went through with it, it 
would be better to hold the Uranium Enrichment Directorate in abeyance, say for 
about five months, and to place John Flaherty in some such position as Assistant 
General Manager, where he would have no duties connected with the uranium 
enrichment function. With respect to the price increase, Flanigan expressed 
concern that the Administration could be criticized that this might be 
contributory to inflation, and suggested that the National Commission on 
Productivity might rule that this is an inappropriate time for such an 
increase. In that event, the new enrichment criteria would have much less 
meaning and probably should not be pressed at this time. I agreed that this 
mi9ht be a good solution to the dilemma that has been increasingly facing us in 
th1s area and that we should proceed on the bases outlined. 

Attached is a copy of a communication from Herbert G. Klein of the White House 
addressed to all PIOs enclosing a report (copy attached) of the Fact Finding 
Commission sent to Vietnam recently by the President to document the best facts 
available on the operation in Cambodia. 
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U.S. ATOMIC ENERGY COMM. 
DIVISION Of 

PUBLIC !NFORMA TION MEMORANDUM FOR ALL PIOs 

As you know, the President recently sent a committee 
o~ eight from Congress, three governors and Counselor 
Bryce Harlow and myself to Vietnam to document the 
best facts available on the operation which has been 
conducted into the sanctuaries of Cambodia. 

The Congressmen ~ere salected by chairmen of the 
two armed services comm.:i.ttees, Senator Joht:. Stennis' 
(D-Miss.) and Representative Mendell Rivers (D-S.C.). 
The governors represented the three governors' 
associations. 

The report submitted to the President summar1z1ng the 
findings of the committee is enclosed. The observa- . 
tions are the result of intensive interviews and briefings 
with top ~erican, South Vietnamese-and Cambodian military 
leaders, enlisted men from the three countries, and 
civilian leaders including President Thieu, Prime Minister 
Lon Nol and Ambassador Bunker. 

The one committee member who did not sign the report was 
Senator Thomas Mcintyre (D-N.H.) who contributed to the 
formation of the paper but preferred to issue a separate 
statement. 

This report already has been sent to Cabinet members. 
I would appreciate it if you would reproduce the report 
and make it available to sub-cabinet ma~ers. 

Herbert G. Klein 
Director of Communications 
for the Executive Branch 
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At the request of the ·President, our group undertook a whirl-

wind journey to Southeast Asia, leaving Washington,. o.c~ on June 

3, 1970. 

From June 5 thro~gh June 8, we met in South Vietnam and 

Cambodia with senior o.s. and South Vietnamese civilian and mili

tary leaders and with American and ARVN soldiers in the field. 

We visited ·villages and hamlets. We met with enemy defectors. 

We ranged into active battle areas. We visited with Cambodian 
. 

~.,: · soldiers. We were at liberty to see and talk with anyone we 
~ ~ !' 
e ·~ ~ ~wishe~ in r~gard to any aspect of the war. •i.: 

~ g :~ S~me· of the. group concentrated on the pacification program 
uls -. '· z 0 • ,,, 
I( Q 
U Ia.: z 0 
0 ).. 
~ 
I( 
u 

~ 
; ~ 

went into battle areas. Others visited Cambodia's 

While 

e visit was much too brief to be conclusive, most of us are 

the following broad points. 

1. The Cambodian operations are militarily successful, 

certainly for the short .term. Huge quantities of enemy arms, 

equipment, ~unition and foodstuffs have been captured. More 

th~~ 10,000 of the enemy forces in Cambodia an estimated one-. 

fourth of the total.-- have .been destroyed. Enemy command and . 
logistical systems have been disrupted. Especially in the III 

and IV Corps ~actical Zones, the enemy's capability to conduct 

large-scale operations within S~uth Vietnam has been substantially 

reduced for at least six to eight months! The confidence and 
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morale of South Vietnamese forces have be~:;;;~~~~~~y~~~ 

their proven mettle in battle and -- as one top u.s. leader 

reported to us--- as they have dem9nstrated a capability for 

combined force operations not deemed obtainable for at least 

two more years. 'lUte American servicemen we encountered also 

responded enthusiastically to this combat initiative. 

We are agreed that the attack on the sanctuaries has 

produced important immediate dividends for the u.s. and South 

V:t.etnarn. 

2. We are most favorably impressed with the leaderstdp 

of our own and ARVN military forces, and with the competence 

and dedication of State Department personnel in Sa~gon. 

Ambassa~or Bunker and General Abrams are extraordinarily able 

and effective leaders for our· ·country. Our troops· in the field 

· are magnificent. 

le Military planning in Saigon, as in Washington, is 

firmly set on the removal of American forces from Cambodia by 

the June 30 deadline set by the President. All leaders we met 

with agreed that, due at least in some measure to the Cambodian 

operation, the scheduled u.S. troop wi thdra\.,.als cari safely and 

surely proceed. We conceive and hope that in coming months an 

acceleration of withdrawals may even.become possible. Some 

ARVN forces will l~kely remain in Cambodia for an additio~~l 

time to complete the very arduous task of locating enemy caches 

and removing or destroying the captured materiel. South· 

Vietnamese leaders, both military and civilian, disavow anY.J02 
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intention to position ARVN troops permanently in Cambodia or 

to allow any of their C~T~odian activities to impair the 

Vietnamization and pacification programs within South ~ietnam. 

They firmly state, however, that an enemy attempt to re

constitute the sanctuaries will provoke an ARVN re-entry. 

4. u.s. embroilmunt in a wider war in Cambodia is not 

contemplated or expect~d by any of the top American or 

Vietnamese leaders we consulted on this trip. To t.lie"contrary, 

all of these leaders fre~~y acknowledged the fact that June 30 

is the deadline for the removal of all u.s. ground forces, 

including advisers, from Cambodia. ARVN forces will no.t be '?:t.:; ·~ 

employed in Caa-nbodia, according to our authorities, without '· {jj 

the consent of the Lon Nol government.. We are assured ~at 

u.s .• support for ARW forces will not be allowed· to underwrite 

-adventurist efforts·iri·carnbodia by the ARVN at the expense of 

our objectives for South Vietnam. 

5. There is noteworthy progress in the military and 

civilian aspects of Vietnamization, auguri~g well for u.s. 
disengagement and the long-term viability of South Vietnam. 

On the military side, 115,000 Americans have left, and 

150,000 more are to come home by next May. The Vietnamese are 

pridefully taking their place. Ne were greatly pleased by the 

confidence -- indeed, eagerness of Vietnamese military 

leaders to assume their expanding role, despite the consequent 

marked reduction in u.s. casualties and the sharp increase in 
303 
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top American leader described it to us is no~-r wholly under 

Vietnamese mili teu:y direction, our 9th Division having been 

withdrawn. Other important military areas have been moved 

under Vietnamese direction, including the defense of the 

Saigon area. Vietnamese military training has been increased 

by 30 percent and their military trainees in the u.s. tripled, 

including especially Air Force pilots -- a skill at which the 

Vietnamese excel, according to reports volunteered by a number 

of our o~.rn military leaders. 

On the civilian side of Vietnamization -- the pacification 

program -- progress is also encouraging. Our meetings with . 
province and hamlet chiefs and our visits to representative 

villages were particularly re~arding in revealing the crucial 

role.of local cour~ge ~~ leadershi~ in regaining control in 
~ . 

this .nation so long undermined by subversion, terrorism,. and 

war. The Vietnamese Popular Force· units, roughly com?arable 

to our civ~lian components, are sharply on the incre3se. Some 

350,000 of the People's Self-Defense Force are now armed, 

forcing the Viet Cong to wage war on the people as dell as on 

regular military units. Territorial Security Fore~~, now more 

than 500,000 men, are attaining a 3-1 weapons capture ratio 

today as contrasted to a 1-3 ratio only two years ago. The .. 
roads, the w~terways, the railroads are improved and are in

creasingly secure in ever wider areas. Enemy recruit~ent in 

South Vietnam is sharply down, so that ~lmost three-fourths of 
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enemy combat strength in this· region no>v consJ.sts of North 

Vietnamese -- a ~roportion almost cxactl~ reversed from what 

it was in eurlier ph'ases of the war. Enemy defections were 

almost ·40, 000 _last year, and our leaders anticipate tens of 

thousands more this year. Elections have been held in over 

90 percent of the.villages and hamlets and other important 

elections are near at hand a presidential e:ection next 

year, half of the Senate this fall, and.44 provincial councils 

this month. President Thieu .is pressing for more:! election 

improvements, including a run-off requirement for the 

presidential election in 1971, and is attempting to develop 

coalition groups to reduce the political party proliferation 

in South Vietnam. 

Noteworthy, indeed, we believe, is the ~ontinuing enthJJsiasrn 

of village and hamlet chiefs to stand for election despite the 

ob~i.ous perils of these leadership positions targeted by the 

Viet Cong. In IV Corps we learned that despite an assassination 

rate of 8-12 a month, 82 percent of these 16,000 elective 

officials chose to run again, and SO percent of them were re

elected. Significant also. is the fact that the ne\o~er leaders 

a.,·c. younger and better trained. 

In sum, we have both seen and felt an increasing vitality 

and confidence in this hard-pressed country. We share the 

conviction of our leaders in Vietnam that the present prospects 

arc more promising than at any previous time during our long 

involvement in this war. 
305 
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6. We were pleased especially by reports given us by 
.. 

our own leaders and President Thieu on the "Land to the Tiller" 

·program, which rromises to have a revolutionary social ·and 

economic impact throughout this country. This program, signed 

into law by President·Thieu on March 26, is devised to end 

land tenancy and ultimately will distribute 2.~ million acres 

-- 60 percent of the cultivated riceland in Vietnam -- to more 

than 800,000 rural families. Next month a series of two-week-

.training programs will b~gin for 4,000 village officials wno 

must administer this program. President Thieu expressed_ great 

enthusiasm for this·far-reaching effort both·for its intrinsic 

merit and_ ·for its countervailing influence against Communist. 

land-redistribution propaganda. Our group co~mends his 

initiative and shares his enthusiasm. 

7. Despite the heartening advance of Vietnamization, the 

improved operational capabilities of the RVNAF, the potential 

of land reform, the severe logistical embarrassments of enemy 

forces, the immediate tactical success of the Cambodian opera

tions and the gathering s;re~gth of the Vietnamese political 

s~ructure, we ·must not exclude the possibility of significant 

setbacks in the progress we have noted in Vietnam. Historically, 

there have been heartbreaks there, and this young republic 

will douctless suffer more of them as an implacable enemy per

sists for an indeterminate time. An important indicator in 

coming months will be the manner in which the Republic of Vietnam 
306 
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measures up to these adversities. F:r.om the indications avail-

able to us, we deduce that the South Vietnamese have ·the 

tenacity and coutagc, and now hopefully have the time, to win 

their long struggle for survival. 

8. Particularly for those among us who have been 

. previously in Vietnam, the evidence of progress, military, 

economic, and political 1 is plainly evident. The clear im-
. . 

pression we carry away with us from this brief but intensive 

survey is that at last in So\.\th Vietnam one can discern a 

genuine prospect for self-defense, a strengthening promise of 
.,. 

political viability, .and a. growing spirit of confident nation-

hood. We prayerfully hop~, and most of us believe,. that ali 

of this will be enhanced by the bo~d move in·to enemy havens in 

Cambodia. 

9. On leaving this tormented region, we conclude that 

the objective of our countrymust continue to be neither military 

viccory nor an indefinite continuance of our participation, and 

assuredly not an enlargement or broadening of our military role 

ir, Southeast Asia, but rather an orderly withdrawal of American 

personnel in phase with ~he mounting capability of the South 

•Jietnamese to assure their· own security and lead their own lives 

in their own way. 

App'roved by: Governor John Love 
Governor Raymond Shafer 
Governor Robert McNair 
Senator Howard cannon 
Senator George Murphy 
Senator John G. Tower 
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I took a hike in Rock Creek Park with Eric, Carol and Suki. We started at 
Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 
and 4, past the Police Headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Tuesday, June 23, 1970 - D.C. 

From 10:05 until 11:10 a.m. commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson and I, 
together with Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, Joe Hennessey, Howard Brown, Chris 
Henderson, Les Rogers, John Vinciguerra, Algie Wells, Joe DiNunno, John Harris, 
Julius Rubin and others, met with the Texas Law Review Group that is currently 
conducting a study of the Atomic Energy Corrnnission. Members of this group 
meeting with us were Joe Tom Easley, Charles T. Ashworth, Judy M. Cunningham, 
Patricia A. Elliott, Emily M. Calhoun, William T. Jacks, RobertS. Bickerstaff, 
Jr., Daniel A. Hyde, and Robert E. Walls. I welcomed the group and asked Mr. 
Easley to begin with any corrunents that he might want to make. He described the 
study, saying they. had chosen the Atomic Energy Commission as the agency that 
best su1ted their purpose because of the diversity of its operation, its 
somewhat unique character and the certain degree of glamour involved. After 
Easley's statement the meeting continued with a number of questions from 
individual members of the student group; these covered such areas as the Uranium 
Enrichment Directorate, Plowshare, the controversy between the AEC and the State 
of Minnesota in the setting of radiation effluent standards, etc. 

I called Peter Flanigan and in his absence (he was up on The Hill) spoke with 
his secretary, Margaret McFadden. As I promised Flanigan yesterday, I said I 
was calling to let him know my decision regarding reappointment. I asked her to 
tell him that he can go ahead ~ith it. 

I had lunch at the Longworth Cafeteria with Julie Rubin, Justin Bloom and Stan 
Schneider. 

From 2 to 3:30 p.m~ I attended the Executive Hearing of the JCAE on 
Reorganization in Room H-403 of the Capitol. JCAE members present·were Chet 
Holifield, Craig·Hosmer, Wallace Bennett, Wayne Aspinall. Others present were 
Dwight Ink, Commissioner Ramey, Doug Castle (of the Ash Council), and Harold 
Price. The purpose of the meeting was to explain the reorganization which 
creates the Environmental Protection Agency and which, in the process, includes 
the transfer of some 5 to 10 AEC people for the non-occupational radiation 
protection standards function to the new agency. We described in some detail 
how the transfer would take place and answered questions by the Corrunittee 
members. Holifield emphasized the need for legislative backup to insure that 
there would be competent scientific advice on which to base the standards. 
Although there were some differences of opinion, in general, I believe, we 
obtained clearance from the Joint Committee for the new setup. 

I talked alone with Holifield about the Uranium Enrichment Directorate and the 
new criteria. He said that he was informing me confidentially that he may 
introduce legislation to set the criteria as he wants them, on a statutory 

.basis. I asked him to remain as flexible as possible on this because I 
understood that the matter was still under consideration at the White House and 
certainly is not set in concrete. I also indicated that I hoped he would remain 
flexible on the Enrichment Directorate itself and Flaherty•~ duties, and would 
suggest to Evins that he also remain flexible on this because I have a feeling 
this is going to turn out all right from our point of view. I told him that the 
Joint Committee should expect some information soon from the White House with 
respect to my reappointment as Chairman. 
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At 3:45 p.m. I attended the Senate confirmation hearing for Keith Glennan as the 
U.S. Representative to the International Atomic Energy Agency. The hearing was 
conducted by Senator Clint Anderson as chairman, with Nebraska Senator Carl 
Curtis present as well as Congressman Chet Holifield by invitation. I made a 
short statement in support of Dr. Glennan in which I mentioned my acquaintance 
with him for 20 years and his superb professional qualifications based on 
responsible positions in government, industry and education. I mentioned the 
growing importance of the IAEA in connection with the implementation of the 
safeguards responsibilities under the Non-Proliferation Treaty and, after a 
reference to the distinguished service of Harry Smyth, I indicated that the AEC 
looked forward with pleasure to assisting and supporting Dr. Glennan in his new 
position. 

I talked with Glennan after the hearing and told him that the assignment of 
Labowitz and an additional secretary to Vienna offers difficulties because they 
would come within the restrictions on the total number of government personnel 
assigned out of the country. I indicated that this matter should not be 
resolved until after Kratzer•s return to Washington. Glennan indicated to me 
that he is choosing Richard Davies of the State Department as a replacement for 
Verne Lewis~ 

I received a letter from Henry Kissinger (copy attached) in reply to mine 
regarding development of a prototype detector for determining the presence of 
multiple warheads under missile shrouds. 

I took a hike in Rock Creek Park with Eric, Carol, and Suki. We started at 
Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 
and 4, past the Police Headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Wednesday, June 24, 1970 - D.C. 

Joe Hennessey dropped in and told me that he is planning to retire in about a 
month, having reached his 60th birthday. I told him that this might create 
severe political problems with respect to the White House designation o.f a 
replacement and that I would like to think it over for a while and then talk to 
him again, possibly along the lines of his staying for a little longer. 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1041. At a special session 
with Algie Wells we discussed the letter that we received from Northern States 
Power Company Chairman Earl Ewald (copy attached) protesting the prolonged AEC 
public hearing proceedings for the licensing of the Monticello Nuclear 
Generating Plant. 

I had lunch with Lynne in the Black Tahiti Cafeteria on K Street. We discussed 
David 1 s problems with respect to his seeming unwillingness to work at the Zoo 
(where he may be offered summer employment) and possible bases for it. 

·At 3 p.m. I was interviewed by Don Rothberg of the Associated Press in the 
presence of Jim Cannon (DPI) and Julie Rubin. Rothberg asked questions on the 
controversy concerning radiation standards in which the AEC is involved, the 
rumored plans that the White House is going to suggest reorganization of the 
AEC, the prospects for Plowshare, the levels of radiation standards, etc. He is 
writing a series of four articles on the AEC for the Associated Press. 

I received a copy of a letter to Assistant Secretary of State for European 
Affairs, Martin Hillenbrand, from Ambassador R. Schaetzel of Euratom (copy 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Julle 22, 1970 · 

Dear Glenn: 

Tha?k you for your letter of May IS, 1970, regarding 
developr."lent of a prototype. detector for determining 
the presence of multiple warheads unrler missile 
shrouds. I welcome your assurance (.)f AEC 
assistance in this important effort. 

A paper is being prepared by a group wor~dng 
under the ShLT Ve:.rification Panel on problems 
and policies for on-sit~ inspection generally. 
Since this matter of the detection devices and the 
broader is sues of the effect on U.S. security of 
permitting Soviet inspection of U.S. fadlities is 
involved, it would be helpful if you could designate 
a representative from th.e AEC to participate with 
that group. 

. Best regards, 

f~--
Henry4. Kissinger 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chairman, Atpmic Energy 

Commission 
Washington, D. C. 
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UNITED STATES 
. UHCL. BY DOS' 

. · NOV 86 . 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COPY NO. 3 
June 24, .1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1041 

9:55a.m., Wednesday, June 24, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Dedication of the Administration Building at Oak Ridge, Saturday, 
June 27, 1970 

.Mr. Sapir:ie will represent the Commission. 

2. Co~missioners' Executive Session Meeting with Allied Chemka1 Cc~pany 
Officials 

Scheduled for 2:30 p.m. , Monday, June 29, 1970, Room A:..41 0, Germantown. 
(SECY) 

3. Commissioners' Meeting with Atlantic Richfield Company Officials 

To be scheduled. (SECY) 

4. Staff Report on KMS Industries Proposal 

To b:e··scheduled the week or' July 6, 1970. (SECY) 

5. AEC 1333/2 - Underground Test Program Data for a Portion of Emery I 

Approved. (AGMMA) 

6. AEC 901/549 -Soviet Nationals: Proposed Visits to ORNL and BNL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 
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-
. 7. Restrictions on Urani\lm Imports 

Commissioner Johnson will discuss with White House staff. (O'Donndl-SECY) 

8. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 363 

Noted with a request. (P) 

9. Chairman 1 s Discussion with Mr. Peter Flanigan, Assistant to the Presjder~t, 
re the Directorate 

10 .. June 15 Draft Report "Nuclear Power in the South" by the South~::-rn 
Gcvernors' Task Force for Nuclear; Po;.ver Policy 

Circulate-d for review. (SECY) 

11. General Counsel's Report on JCAE Views re Notice C"l a Finding of 
Practical Value ~ 

~ 

12. AEC 152/275 - Coal Industry Views on Tight Coal Supply Situation 

. . 

Scheduled for discussion on Friday, June 26. (SECY) 
.. 

13. Commissioners' Meeting to Discuss Commissioner Johnson's 1\.1ay 27 
Memorandum re Transfer of Adjudicatory Functions, 11:30 a.m .. , 
Friday, June 26, 1970, Commissioner Johnson's Office 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

14. Dr. Mike May's Recent Discussion with Dr. Paul Gofman re Public 
Statements 

1.5. Northern States Power Company June 19 Letter re the Monticello Hearing 

A reply is requested. (GC} 

W. B. ·McCool 
Secretary 

11:00 a.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS·:-

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Comm:i s s ioner- J ohn.s un 

Commissioner Th~mpson 

*Attendanc;:e by Topic (s) 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
.Mr. Hennessey 
J.\lir. Rubin 
Mr. Griffin 
Mr. Kull 
!vir. McCool 
}Jlr. F. A. Johnson::~ 

Mr. Friedman"~ 
Mr. Quinn>:: 
Mr. Wells=:~ 

-· 3 -

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commission~rs 

General Mana.ger 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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· UNCL. BY DOf 
NOV 86 

N 0 R T H E R N S T A T E 5 P 0 W E R C 0 r.1 P A N Y 

M&NNEAPOl..IS. MINNESOT~ 0:5401 

II:AAL EWALD 
CHAI .. ti!JI!IAH Otl' ... M~ IIIOAIIID 

June 19, 1970 -

Dre Glenn T. Scaborg, Chairman 
Uni b~d States Atomic Energy Commission 
Washi~qton,·D. C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Seaberg: 

This letter is prompted by the extraordinary AEC public hear
ing proceedings concerning the licensing of the !•!onticello 
Nuclear Generating Plant. These proceedings, '1:lhich have just 
been recessed for the second time, are likely to result in 
substantial. costs to Northern States Po\·J'er Comp<:my and its 
customers, and to expose the people in our service area to 
the substantial risk of a cur'tailment of electric pm·mr with 
conscq~ent hazards and losses •. Delay or curtailment of serv
i6e from Monticello requires excessive use of old generating 
'plants vlhich poses serious environmental considerations. 
Indeed, but for. the coincidence of an extended strike of the 
sheet metal workers at the site, both of these very likely 
eventualities \vould be currently attributable to the delays 
encountered in the licensing procedure. 

If the delays encountered in this licensing procedure are 
duplic<:lted in connection \·lith the other nucleur po\·.rcr plunts 
scheduled for com.rnercial ser:icc in the next fcv-1 years, it 
can safely be asserted that the splendid promise of n·..1clcar 
power will have had u very short life. Without regu~d to the 
competitive cost advantages and the en~ironmental protection 
advantages of nuclear pO\ver, no electric utility vli th any 
sense of its responsibility to assure a reliable powc1:_.gcn-. 
erating system could rely on the .timely availubility of new 
nuclcur po,ver generuting plants. 

On Januu ry 10 of this year the Advisory co.nm1i ttce on Reactor 
Safegu"rds rr_.r: ··ludcd that the Monticello Plant could .be 
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operate·d \vithout undue risk to the health and safety of the 
public. \•n1ile certain final details were left to be resolved. 
\'lith the regulatory staff, it took the AEC untilMarch 11, 

.. 1970, to decide to hold a public )1earing on its mm motion 
and to anna.1nce such dec;!. sian. This· delay in initiating the 
public heal:'"lng procedure automatically put off tha public 
hearing until April 28, 1970, a date so close to the sched-· 

.uled plant completion date that unusual procedures would have 
been required to permit a license to issue following such a 
hearing in ·-a timely manner, cons is tent with plant compl<:: t.ion. 

We thereupon proceeded \·lith a motion for authorization to 
load fuel and conduct low pov-;er startup tests - activities 
which carry no pot.ential for harm to persons or property off
site and activities with respect to \vhich none of the inter
venors' contentions \-Tas reasonably related. The regula tory 
staff, \vhich by this time had concluded that the full power 
license could be issued upon completion of the plant, concurred 
in the motion. The motion was denied by the Atomic Safety 
and. Licensing Board, not pn grounds of safety, but because 
the regulatory staff couldi1' t decide hm., to respond to a 

.subpoena for AEC inspection reports. At this time, May 1, 
the f.irst adjournment of the hearing took place. 

When the adjournment was declared, NSP decided to proceed 
with modification of the furnace-sensitized stainless steel 
components in the Monticello reactor. 'This program, which 
had been under consideration for some time,. was un.dertaken 
at this time because of the recess in the hearing. '.rhis work 
has now been completed and l!el~ been approved by the ACRS and 
the_regulatory staff. 

Finally, tvTO \'leeks after the subpoena \'las issued, the staff 
on May 8 agreed to furnish the inspection reports subject to 
certain very appropriate deletions, i.e. information of a 
proprietary na·ture, c~rtain names of ·individuals; namcs·-o'f 
.other plants, and identification of certain internal AE'C 
'guides and memoranda.' On or about June 2 the rcpor·ts, with
out th~ deleted material, were actually mnde avnilable and 
the hearing was reconvened on June 15. Iri reply to objections 
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bythe intervenors as to the deletions, NSP securec.t pennission 
from its con·tractors, whose proprietClry data \'lCrc included 
in the deleted information, to make ~uch data available to. 
the intervenors on a confidentia! basis \vhich would not pre:
clude their• use of the material for the only purpose for 
which it may have been .properly requested, i.e., ·to conduct 
cross-examinCltion. The intervenors rejected the offer pro-
claiming their abhorrence of secrecy. If they were to see 
the deleted proprietClry matcri~l, the entire public must see' . . 
it too, they claimed. This, of course, would dest.::cy. the 
value·of tqe proprietary data to its owners. 

The Board, in the face of this' patent mischief, refused to 
determine whether the intervenors would in any way be pre
judiced, and professing to perceive a principle of lm-1 at 
issue, announced that it \'lould again adjourn the hearing 
pending a determination as to whether it has jurisdiction to 
further consider the matter of the deletions and as to \'lhether 
the intervenors have any rights to the deleted material. 

In the end, the Bo~rd announced that it vlOuld send these mat
t.ers .to the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board for 
resol\.{tion before again convening the hearing. This, appar
ently \'lill produce another delay of several \'leeks, at least. 

Public hearings on the location and licensing of nuclear pov;er 
plants, in principle, are desirable. They provide a means 
for public participation in decisions affecting the health and 
safety of the public. But the hearings huve to be scheduled 
and conducted in a manner whlch fully recognizes all of the 
publJ.c interests involved in· power plant installations. In 
doing this, means have to be developed to distinguish between 
the headline seeking dissident, the true representc:ltives·of 
the public, the competent and the incompetent. If not, the 
penalt:ies to society could be lurgc indeed~ 

_The intervenors in· the Monticello hearing arc three college 
graduate students, a high school student, and two lu.\vycrs 
altcrnu.ting in representing a group of citizen~ conccrn~d 
about the invironment. 
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A review of . the more than fourteen hundred pa·gcs o~ testimony 
. already accumulated at the public hearings would "disclose 
·that there hus not beeri.identified any single aspect of the 
plant or its operation which requires modification in the 
interest of.public safety. 

·rhe three college graduaLe students, who may be capable in 
their fields of specialization, have no expertise in nuclear 
pO\<ler. They have been permitted to extend the hearing unnec
essarily \V'hile enjoying the rure opportunity to 11 play lawyer .. 

. Whe~l the hearing \V'as reconv~ned on June 15, more than t\'lo 
months after reference \'las made to the Operations Ivlanual in 
the intervenors' presence at the prehearing conference on ~ 

April 7, and despite numerous references to it in the FSAR,'. · 
these intervenors requested the right to revie\V' the Operatfons 
Manual. The request was characterized by the Board as late 
·"in -the extreme". The Board is currently considering the 
appropriateness of the inclusion of this six-volume document 
in the record. 

The high school student, cquld contribute little to the safety 
··_review process and has presently withdrawn from· the hea-ring, 

and the two attorneys purporting to represent the citizens 
. . ' 

group and their witnesses have contributed no technical or 
·safety commentary \'lorthy of consideration. 

·unless the rene\'led motion presented by NSP to the Atomic 
Sufety and Licensing Board before the second adjournment for 
authority to load fuel is promptly granted, the hearing pro
cess will surely delay starbup of the plantafter it is com
plete and ready for startup.~ This assumes thut curr"'nt labor 
difficulties will be resolved in the near future. Delays due 
to the regulatory process in the startup of the plant after 
it is complete and ready for fuel loading will have at least 
three major advers~ effects upon NSP and the public it serves: 

1. Reduced reliability of electric pO\-ler supply by rec1yccd · 
generating margin and lowering of c·oal. reserves in -the 
Upper Midwest. 

2 •. Increased costs to NSP and its customers in excess of 
$1; 100,000 per month •. 317 
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3. Increased detrimental effects on environmen~tal quality. 
·from electrical· generation by older fossil-fueled plants 
not presently equipped with modern emission controls. 

Such delays will also cause. the Cener~l Electric Company to· 
incur addit-~onal costs of $500,000 per month of delay. Au
thority to load fuel "~.'li thout delay follovdng completion of 

·the Monticello Plant is needed to ameliorate these adverse 
effects. 

·Ever:. if the rene\ved motion for fuel loading authority is 
. granted, any delay in reconvening the hearing ,..,ill result .tn 
the same adverse consequences to the public interest when 
the fuel loading and low pm'ler startup testing program are 
concluded. 

Strong and innovative leadership is required nm<~ if the li-. 
censing process is not to break do\-m entirely. I urge you, 
as promptly as practicable, to convene a task force ·of inter
ested go~ernmental and private persons, including, ·if appro
priate-; leg isla tors and members of the judiciary, to consider 
hm.oJ the present regula tory '_t:>roces ses can be improved and 
.modified to reduce delay and uncertainty without compromising 
the legitimate interests of the publico Delay in proceeding 
on this matter will undoubtedly seriously impede the develop
ment and utilization of nuclear pot..·Ter. 

Because of the relationship o'f rnattet!r"'··in this letter to is
sues now subject to the hearing_process, ·I recognize that you 
may wish to place this letter in the public document room. 

Sincerely, 

$a4-L64a£~ 
. EARL EHALD 

cc: Commissioner James T. Ra~ey 
Conuuizsioner l·lil·frid E. Johnson 
Commissioner Thcos J. Thompson 
Commissioner Clarence E. Larson 
Chairmnn John N. Nassikas 
Congreusman Chct Holifield 
Governor Ilurold LeVander 
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Honorable Martin J. Hillenbrand 
Ass't Secretary for European Affairs 
~~r~rtm0nt of State 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Marty: 

June 16, 1970 

Commissioner Haferkarnp recently asked to see me to discuss 
a new initiative he plans to take on the uranium enrichment 
question. Haferkarnp gave a clear indication that the ti~ely 
expression of US willingness to cooperate within a European 
Community framework on a comparative study of diffusion 
and centrifuge technologies could be crucial to the success 

·of the Commission's attempts to lend some rationality to 
European efforts in the area of isotopic separation. A copy 
of the pertinent memorandum of conversation is enclosed.-

I thought it might be useful to review the state of play in 
E~Fope once again in light of this latest Commission approach 
ana the recent French proposal to carry out a US-French 
feasibility and preliminary economic study of a European 

. gaseous diffusion plant based, at least in part, on US technolcs;::.:·. 

France has behaved in a peculiar fashion on most nuclear en~rgy 
matters these past few months, the more so for a country that 
allegedly is trying to win friends and influence people on 

.gaseous diffusion cooperation. France has bitterly frustrated 
her Euratom partners, above all the Germans, who had hoped for 
rapid progress on a reasonable mandate for Commission negotiatic~ 
of the Euratom-IAEA verification agreement called for by the 
NPT. The French have dragged their feet in living _up to the 
pledges, made at the Hague Summit and EC Council meetings last 
December, to undertake a good faith attempt at devising a long 
term research program to be carried out by a reorganized group 
of Euratom research centers. They also have maintained their 
legalistic argument that the Euratom Treaty chapter providing 
for the operation of the Euratom Supply Agency is no longer 
valid, despite the fact the Commission has suggested treaty 
modifications that accord with a great many of the French 
desiderot~. · 
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It "is only in the uranium enrichment field that the French 
allegedly have discovered a European vocation, making high 
level statement~ in support of Community undertakings in this 
field. As a practical matter, though, they have quietly 
pressed the Germans and Italians on a bilateral basis for coopera
tion on diffusion while doing little in the Euratom working 
9roups to promote the Commission's proposal for a Community
based study. Similarly, as you know, they have approached 
the US on a self-elected, bilateral basis, purportedly on 
behalf of their Euratom partners. I believe it is fair to 
conclud~that the primary French interest is in mounting a 
plausible alternative to the Dutch-German-British tripartite 
gas centrifuge project as a means of either beating or joining 
it on the best terms possible. Consequently, US and French 
interests, while similar in some respects, appear to be 
quite dissimilar on the basic issues. 

Presumably, the US ~s interested primarily in encouraging an 
orderly rather than chaotic competition in Europe between 
diffusion and centrifuge technologies. This would tend to 
minimize the risks of nuclear proliferation and maximize 
the chances for a US share in the future European market. 
Both in terms of overall political considerations and specific 
tactics, it would seem our objectives would best be served by 
supporting the Commission proposal. Any action we might take 
at this juncture in even appearing to lend added status to the 
French position in the nuclear field on a bilateral basis 
would be totally inexplicable to the other Community member 
states and the Co~mission. Moreover, it undoubtedly would 
be counterproductive in furthering our point of view in the 
enrichment field. 

Turning to the prospect for success of a Commission proposal 
as described by Haferkamp, it is true that until now the 
Commission has been unable to get the member states to come to gri?s 
with the problem in a Community context. The Dutch and, to a 
lesser extent, the Germans have used delaying tactics in order 
to assure that there was no interference with or delay on 
organization of the tripartite project. They also may have. 
feared being locked into 3. definite commi ttrnent to a follo\v-on 
co~mercial scale plant on a Community basis which might be 
contrary to important national commercial interests. ~·le under
stand the British may have encouraged their tripartite partners 
in pursuing these tactics. I realize there are other econo~ic 
and technical factors which may have caused some temporary 
erosion of Europe~n, especially German, interest in the early 
c~nstruction of a large scale enrichment facility, whether it 
t(: based on centrifuge or diffusion. But thi~ rnn1A .:-----· 
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instead of diminish---the- -attractiveness of a us offer which 
provided an opportunity for an objective, phased analysis of 
cc.npeting technologies prior to a decision to build a plant. 
Needless to say, a concrete US initiative would exert a 
sufficiently strong attraction to energize the Italians and 
Belgians--no-less the French:--in support of a Commission 
proposal. 

I will admit that the Dutch are likely to hold firm to their 
singular interest in the centrifuge technique since they see 
it as a potentially substantial source of revenue. But should 
it bec~rne crystal clear that they have been isolated and 
outflanked, the Dutch are apt to agree to expand their currently 
exclusive interest in a tripartite or national centrifuge 
program. I believe this is the best the US can hope for under 
existing circumstances. 

A final point relates to the specific response ,;hich should 
be made to the French proposal,. beyond any interim reply of 
a noncommittal nature which may be made pending a final hTiite 
House decision on the NSC Undersecretaries Committee recon'.mendatior: 
I feel we should politely but firmly indicate at the appropriate 
time that the US believes the revised Commission proposal:offers 
the best vehicle for accomplishing our mutual goal of bringing 
about an objective, orderly competition between technologies · 
in the enric~~ent field. Any inference that we might consider, 
as a fallback alternative at a later date, US-French bilateral 
or extra-Community cooperation on diffusion could only serve to 

'promote this far less palatable result. 

Best regards. 

Enclosure 

Memcon 

Drafted:POL/REKaufman: bwl 

cc: Chairman Seaborg 
Amb. Watson 

Sincerely, 

J. Robert Schaetzel 
Ambassador 
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attached) concerning U.S. cooperation with Euratom in diffusion and centrifuge 
technologies. 

I took a hike in Rock Creek Park with Dave and Suki. We started at Oregon and 
~ebraska Avenues, hiked along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the Police Headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Thursday; June-25; -1970- D.C. 

Dr. Leonard Sagan (Palo Alto Clinic), together with Justin Bloom and Stan 
Schneider, dropped in to see me. We discussed the general controversy that is 
raging over accepted levels of radioactive effluents for nuclear power plants. 
I expressed appreciation for the help he is giving to the AEC in putting this 
issue into proper perspective. 

Justin Bloom and I had lunch at the White House Mess. We sat at a table with 
Paul McCracken and Hendrik Houtakker of the CEA. The conversation was mainly of 
a social type and revolved a great deal around northern Michigan since Paul had 
learned of my Ishpeming origins as a result of reading my Michigan Tech 
Commencement Address. Kriegsman dropped by and told Bloom and me that the 
status of the Uranium Enrichment Directorate, the price increase and the new 
enrichment criteria is more up in the air than would be indicated by my 
conversation with Flanigan last Monday--apparently a White House reassessment is 
taking place in view of the more recently growing feeling that the opposition in 
Congress may not be as serious as i~ seemed last Monday. 

From 4 to 5:30 p.m. I attended a meeting of the NSC Under Secretaries Committee 
to discuss and obtain approval for the FY 1971 Underground Nuclear Weapons 
Testing Program which has the code name EMERY. Present were U. Alexis Johnson 
(Acting Chairman); David Packard (DOD); Admiral Thomas Moorer and Major General 
Bowley (JCS); General Cusman and Mr. Ratliff (CIA); Philip J. Farley (ACDA); 
James R. Schlesingerl Fred Schuldt and Dan Taft (BOB); Dr. Lee A. DuBridge and 
Dr. John Martin (OSTJ; Dr. John Northrup and Dr. Raymond Smith (DASA); 
Commissioner Thompson, Ed Giller, Commander Richard E. Peterson, John Kelly and 
I (AEC); Russell E. Train (CEQ); Verne Fryklund (ARPA); Henry Loomis (USIA); 
Arthur Hartman, Herman Pollack and David Biltchik (State); and Colonel Richard 
Kennedy (NSC staff). 

Alexis Johnson presided; he called on me and I gave an opening statement. I 
summarized the number of tests and their general type, described the favorable 
results of the MILROW test and described the AEC policy of compliance with the 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. We will prepare specific environmental 
statements for all tests over one megaton in yield, all tests conducted off the 
Nevada Test Site, and all excavation experiments; in addition, we will prepare 
an annual environmental statement on a fiscal year basis to address all 
underground tests at the Nevada Test Site. 

I then called on Giller who described in more detail the various categories of 
tests and the new trends in testing. He suggested a possible modification to 
the approval process for nuclear testing that would be on a semiannual rather 
than a quarterly-basis. 

John Northrup then described the DOD portion of the program. At the end of 
these presentations Johnson raised the question of the environmental problem and 
the involvement of the Council of Environmental Quality. I stated that we 
welcome this involvement and think of it as being potentially very helpful. I
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year: (1) the general one, (2) that for the CANNIKIN shot, and (3) that for the 
ADAGIO shot. 

Johnson then asked Train for his comments. Train said that the Presidential 
order requires that the AEC submit environmental statements. In general, these 
environmental statements are required from departments and agencies throughout 
the Government and any individual one may or may not be acted upon. If the 
Council of Environmental Quality advises that it has objections, then these are 
submitted to the President, and in the case of underground testing, copies would 
be submitted to the AEC and to the Under Secretaries Committee. 

Train's statement was followed by a lively discussion of the role of the 
Environmental Quality Council. It was clear that Train is somewhat apprehensive 
lest the Environmental Quality Council be placed on the spot. I made it clear 
that they will be in a difficult position because they will inevitably have to 
share some of the pressure that heretofore has been absorbed solely by the AEC. 
Train, after this give and take discussion, finally said that he isn't sure just 
what the public role of the Environmental Quality Council would be in this 
matter and that he will talk to the White House (presumably John Ehrlichman) 
about this in order to evolve a plan. 

I called attention to Giller's suggestion that the approval process be changed 
to a semiannual program submission and the Under Secretaries Committee approved 
this change. 

I received a memorandum from the President addressed to Senior Administration 
Officials (copy without enclosures attached) concerning the Administration's 
proposed revenue-sharing plan, asking us to become familiar with the basic 
elements of this plan and to make known, at every suitable occasion, the 
Administration's strong desire to secure its enactment in 1970. 

I attended a "wetting down party" given by Craig Hosmer (in Room B-339, Rayburn 
House Office Building) in recognition of his promotion to Rear Admiral in the 
Naval Reserve. 

Helen and I attended the reception (in the Lincoln Ballroom) and dinner (in the 
Jefferson Ballroom) given at the Washington Hilton Hotel by the National Rural 
Electric Cooperative Association. We met the President, Lewis Strong, during 
the reception and had an interestin9 conversation with him. We sat at a table 
with Mr. and Mrs. Charles Robinson (Counsel and sort of Executive Officer, 
NRECA), Mr. and Mrs. John A. Carver, Jr., (Commissioner, FPC), Albert B. Brook 
(Commissioner, FPC) and Mr. Harrison (member of the NRECA board, from Georgia). 
After the dinner President Strong introduced the officers of NRECA and guests 
from various government agencies. He gave me a particularly nice introduction 
which resulted in a standing ovation. This was followed by a movie on the 
recent annual meeting of the NRECA. 

Friday; ·June·26; ·1970- Germantown 

Before dawn this morning Pete and his friend, Jane Rubenstein, arrived from New 
York in his Volvo. They are here to participate in Jan Faul 's wedding on 
Saturday; Pete will serve as an usher. 

At 10:15 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 411 (notes 
attached) and at 11:10 a.m. over Information Meeting_l042 (notes attached). ~~ 
discussed further the wording of the proposed le9islation that Holifield is 5 
planning to introduce in connection with the Env1ronmental Protection Agency, 



THE WHITE HOUSE UNCL· BY DOl 
ettv• 

WASHINGTON 

June:24, 1970 

1v!EMORANDU1.-1 FOR 

SENIOR ADlvlli''HSTRATION OFFICIALS 

SUBJE€T: Revenue Sharing 

This Administration ca1ne to office at a time when many Americans 
were irustr"'tcd (often justifiably) with the performance of existing 
governmental institutions. Vic have, therc::fore, p!'oposed bc..;:ic 
changes in the domestic policies of the Federal Governrn.ent. The 
~-'\C:~-:•inistration 1 s new domestic policies~ taken together~ co::.stitut<::. 
a strong effort to reform major p:·ogra:n systems, renew our feder
alisrn, :.nd strengthen the capacity of governmental instit"~.:tions -- at 
the national, State and local levels. 

Last August, l submitted to the Congress a proposal for sharing a 
portion of Federal revenues with St.::.te and local governments. This 
innovative program is designed to extend Federal assist;:.nce to these 
governments in a broader, fairer, and less conditional m.ar..ner. 

Over the years this mechanisln will have a substantial economic and 
political effect on ou~ Federal. system. 

The arguments in favor of revenue sharing arc as strong as ever: 

1. Vle have a serious 11fiscul n<ismatch. 11 The Federal 
governn1ent has the superior revenue-generating sys
tem. The other lc\ els o£ government have the major 
domestic expenditure requirements. T:he Feder<:tl 
government has lon~ recognized this discontinuity 
between public needs and resources. So farJ we have 
chosen to bridge the gal") th:-ough the mechanisn1 oi 
categorical grants-in-aid to State and local governments. 
Next year, nearly $28 billion will be spread over 500 
separate and uncoordinated aid categories. 
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2. W c need to design bcL;.:!r system.s for. delivering 
Fcclcral.program assL';-nce and better methods 
of fiscal.as sistance. Revenue sharing represents 
a valuable and necessary supplement to our exist-
ing fbancial assistance efforts. L"lcreascd resources· 
and additional decision-n1aking responsibility will be 
transferred to States and localities. Local discretion 
and flexibility will be encouraged. Citizen discontent 
over the inability of t..'-le Fedez:al government to deliver 
services ef£ecb.vely provides strong incentive to de
centralize son1~ governmental dccision-n1aking. 

3. The revenue capacity of State and local government is 
severely strained --despite their considerable efforts. 
D.J::bg t."J.e 1960s, clle States made over 300 increases · 
i:l major taxes, .ei~"1e:: enacting new taxes or raising 
rates on existing ones. Property taxes are very high 
:h1 many areas. These governments need financial help. 
The simplest, rnost direct, and fairest way to provide 
t."lat help is through revenue sharing. 

4. Adequate provision of basic public services is a matter 
o£ high national f-riority. Revenue sharing is directly 
::.-csponsive to this need. We loa!~ to our States and 
localities to provide th.csc services, and revenue sharing 
funds represcnt vital support fo::.- our domestic programs. 

5. ~ericans not only are frustrated with the p.:!rformance 
of governmental institutio:1s, but also with t.'-le unre spon
siveness of these institutions to local concerns. The 
individual citizen can have the largest im.pact on F.Jblic 
policy through his State ·and local governments. By 
strengthening t.l,.ese governments, revenue sharing can 
enhance individual ~ontributions to public decision
lnaking. Through revenue sharil1g an important measu::e 
of political power is returned to the people. 

I war .. t to emphasize the in"}.portance of revenue sharing in our total 
domestic policy. Revenue sharing is t.."J.e fi."lancial heart of the New 
Fe'deralism. 
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Under the New Federalisn1, major aims arc 'to defi:le more clearly 
functional re spopsibilities an1ong levels of government and strengthen 
govcrmnental institutions at all levels. Wclf~\re, for example, is 
appropl."iately a national responsibility. In addition to providing 
equity and dignity for the poor, the Family Atisistance Act will· 
relieve State and local governments of rapidly rising costs for 
welfare. 

In are3's which are prilnarily State-local re.sponsibi.ities, revenue 
sharing and other rneasures which the Admini~;trilh')n has aclvar.ced 
will strengthen the capacity of States and localities ~o make decisions 
which reflect their own priorities and needs. 

In the first full year of the Fan.:ty Assistance Progra1r, fiscal relief 
for states and localities willl?c nearly $600 million, in <'~ddition to the 
curre::1tly estimated-reveii·"'"u~-sharing prograrn of $1 billion .. 

I encourage all of you to become familiar with the basic elements of 
the Administration's -revenue sharing proposal and to make known, 'at 
evcor.-wr suitable occasion, our strong desire to secure its enactn1.ent in 
1970. A very brief description of reve!lue sharing, along with major 
questions and answers, is enclosed. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 411 

UNe&.. av DOl 
NCWII 

June 26, 1970 

10:15 a.m., Friday, June 26, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

1. Draft Bill re Environmental Reorganization Plan 

Approved with an addition. The legislative history of Section 274 of the 
Atomic Energy Act is to be researched. (ADRA-GC) 

2. Draft Letter from the Director, BOB, 'to Secretary Laird and Chairman 
Seaborg re Enrivonmental Protection Administration 

Approved. (ADRA) 

3. Mr. Price 1 s June 25 Memorandum re Issuance of Safety Guides 

Revision and transmittal to the AIF and others as a draft for comment 
are requested. (DRS) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 11:10 a.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 

~::Attendance by Topic ( s) 

STAFP. 

Mr. Price 
Mr .. Hennessey 
Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Shapar 
Mre Rubin 
Mre Griffin 
Mre McCool 
Mr. Hollingsworth~:~ 
Mr. Bloch':~ 

Mr. Ryan':~ 
Mr. Kull':~ 

Mr. Beck':~ 

Mr. Case':: 
Mr. Hanauer':: 

- 2 -

DISTRIBUTION 

Commissioners 
_Dir /Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 

·Secretary 
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UNITED STATES 
UICCL. BV DOE 

NOVa& 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COPY NO 3 
--~--

June 26, 1970 

INF.ORMATION MEETING 1042 

11:~0 a.m .. , •"riday, June 26, 1970, Room A-458, Gcrmccmtown Headquarters 

1. June 19 Letter from GAO rc Proposed Change in Enrichment Charge 

A draft response for consideration Monday, June 29 will be circulated 
today. (GC-SECY) 

2. Senate Appropriations Committee Hearing, 10:00 a.m. , T\lesday, 
June 30, 1970 

The· Chairman will testify. Commissioner Ramey will invite Senators 
Gore, Aiken, and possibly others to attend. (SECY) 

3. June 19 Letter from Mr. Richmond, BPA, re Steam Payments 

Staff will follov.'. (P) 

4. Agenda for the Weeks of June 29, July 6, 13, and 20. 1970 

Approved. (SECY) 

·. 
5. NTS Events for the Week of June 29, 1970 

Noted. (AGMMA) 
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6. AEC 780/50 - ABC Citation 

Dr. Jane Hall will be awarded the Citation in a ceremony at Los Alamos 
October 5, 1970. (SECY) 

7. Letter to the General Advisory Committee re the AEC Citation and 
Lawrence Award 

The Corr1missioners' comments will be addressed to Mr. Rubin today . 
. (Rubin-SECY) 

8. AEC 1193/23 - Emergency P)~ocedurcs- D. C. Offices 

Approved. A drill will be scheduled the week of June 2.~. (SECY) 

9. AEC 89/224 - Soviet Bloc Nationals: ·Long Term Assignment 

Approved for an as f;ignment of up to six 1nonths. (AGMIA) 

10. 1vf.r. Fried1nan's June 26 Mcmorandurn re Proposed Guest Participation 
at LRL-Berkeley by Czech National 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

11. AEC 89/223 - Dutch National: Proposed Assignment as Consulta11t to LASL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

1 t.. _:1\.EC 152/27 5 - Coal Industry Views on Tight Coal Supply Situation 

Staff will prepare letters to Secretary Hickel, Chairman Nassikas, and 
Mr. Dave Free1nan. (RDT) 

. 
13. AEC 320/20 - Draft Letter ·to JCAE re Molten S2.1t Reactors 

A revised letter transmittinG the report and Admiral Rickovcr' s June 25 
memorandurn is approved. (AGMR) 

14. AE C 459 I 119 - Commitments and Capability for Enriching Servj ce s 

To be rescheduled. (SECY) 
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15. AEC 152/276- Coi·resporidence \vith FPC re Power Reductions 
• 

Noted with a request. (AGMP&P) 

16 .. AEC 532/98 - Question Regarding Recent LRL Hiring 

Staff,..may discuss with .Mr. Zuckert as noted. (GC) 

17. AEC 534/88 - Rocky Flatf; Plant - Potential Labo:r Dispute and Strike 

Noted. (LABR) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSION£ RS: 

Chairman Seaberg 
Cornn1.is sioncr R<u.1.1cy 
Commissioner Johnson 
C01nmissioner Thornpson 

~cAttendancc by Topic (s) 

~ 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Schoenhaut 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Griffin 
·Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Tes che~:~ 
Mr. Friedman>!< 
Mr. Kavanagh::: 
Mr. Shaw':~ 

Mr. Fors sell':~ 
Mr. Hobbs':~ 

Mr. McKinney':~ 

- 3 -

_12:05 p. 1n., 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Co1nn1.is sioncrs 
General 1v1anage r 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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which would require the agency to consult with scientific experts in setting 
their radioactive effluent standards. We approved the concept of inviting Dr. 
Iva Zvara to work at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory for six months. We 
decided to confer the AEC Citation on Jane Hall. 

I called Joe Hennessey to ask him to stay on as General Counsel for another year 
or so. He said he would be happy to do that. 

Peter Flanigan called regarding the 11 one year 11 part of my reappointment. He said 
that the appointment would be 11 0ne year in a general time scale--it could be ten 
months, or it could be fourteen months. 11 He said that, after discussing it at 
the White House, it has been agreed that I should tell this to JCAE.Chairman 
Holifield confidentially, and that I should also state that if Holifield would 
like to ask me this during the confirmation hearings, I would be happy to 
answer, or if he thinks it would be more appropriate, I would be glad to 
volunteer this information. At any rate, the White House feels it is important 
that he have this. information. He then asked me to go ahead and call the JCAE. 
He said that the nomination will be going up to the Hill shortly. He said that 
the White House has a little problem with Pennsylvania Senator Scott's office, 
who in turn has some difficulty with George Bloom, Chairman of the Public 
Utilities Commission of the State of Pennsylvania. He asked me to call Bloom. 
Flanigan agreed that I could call both Senator Pastore and Congressman Holifield. 

I called George Bloom and he immediately reminded me that we had met at the 
Peach Bottom dedication. He then mentioned that he's a cousin to Justin Bloom 
of my staff (his father and Justin's grandfather were brothers). I invited him 
to come down and have lunch with us sometime. He said he has had a call from 
Senator Hugh Scott's office, saying they have put a hold on sending my name to 
the Senate for confirmation. Scott wanted to check with Bloom since he is 
Chairman of the Public Utilities Commission in Pennsylvania. Bloom said he told 
Scott that he knows nothing that would be adverse to the confirmation; in fact, 
he had nothing but compliments about my ability; however, he did agree to check 
with his staff and some of the utilities, which he did yesterday. He said that 
every one of them had nothing but glowing repo~s. He said he has not had a 
chance to report back to Scott but would do so immediately. He then said he did 
want to tell me about a situation involving a lawyer of the AEC--Joseph Gallo. 
The Duquesne Light Company, which supplies electrical power from Shippingport, 
has come in with a request for a rate increase, and Gallo is one of the 
complainants. However, Gallo has not confined his interest to the rate 
structure of the AEC only, but he has joined up with the attorney for the City 
of Pittsburgh. Bloom said he doesn't feel that Gallo should be 11 the general 
counse 1 in the whole rate case •11 I said I haven't heard anything from Gallo 
about this, and Bloom said he figures that probably was the case. Bloom also 
mentioned that he used to be Assistant to Pennsylvania Senator Martin--Senator 
Scott's predecessor. 

I had lunch with Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch and Julie Rubin to discuss the 
general status of affairs. 

Will Kriegsman called to say that George Bloom has called Senator Hugh Scott and 
Scott has been in touch with the White House to support mY reappointment. He 
said that they're preparing the paperwork for the President now, but he doesn't 
know when the announcement will be made--maybe Monday (June 29), but he will let 
me know. He said it's a technical matter now; preparing the papers, getting the. 
President's signature, etc. 

Lewis Strauss called to say he has heard that I will be renominated to continue 
on as AEC Chairman and he wanted to offer his congratulations. He has heard 334 



about what seems to be a breakthrough in the controlled thermonuclear program. 
He asked whether I would send somebody over to brief him next week. I said I 
would be glad to do that and we agreed that somebody would be there at 4:30 p.m. 
on July 1. 

At 2:40p.m. I received a call from W. K. Panofsky (Director, SLAC). He called 
regarding the investigation that is going on at SLAC as a result of a letter of 
allegations from a member of Congress. He is very concerned because the report 
will identify people, name names, etc., whereas the individuals will not have 
broken any university regulations, but merely marched in protest of the war in 
Vietnam. He thinks AEC is going to catch some real blasts in the Bay Area 
press, whether it's justified or not. He raised the question whether we could 
identify only those individuals directly involved with rules violations; others 
would be referred to anonymously as Mr. X, Y and Z. The fear is that the 
purpose of the investigation is punitive rather than investigatory. I said that 
it has never been done before to refer to individuals anonymously and, 
furthermore, the JCAE would immediately ask for the names; therefore, the only 
thing that would be accomplished would be that a little time was bought. I said 
he could give the assurance that so far as I am concerned and the AEC is 
concerned, there isn't going to be any retribution for genuine non-violators. 
He didn't feel that this would hold for Congress. He said he would be holding a 
meeting on this at 1 p.m. (west coast time). I said I would talk to Vinciguerra 
and would call him back. 

Vinciguerra and I then called Jon D. Anderson (Director of Inspection) and told 
him of Panofsky's fear that this investigation will be a witch hunt and, as a 
result, his suggestion that, except for real violators, individuals be not 
named, but rather referred to as X, Y, and Z. I said it's a very hot issue. 
This is all tied in with picketing against Cambodia, etc., and the radicals out 
there are casting AEC in the light that this is a punitive investigation, and 
even that the union is an issue. The AEC can really become besmirched in the 
process because we will be portrayed as interfering with the political beliefs 
of the people at SLAC. Vinciguerra made essentially the same points. 

Anderson insisted firmly that he couldn't say at the present time whom it will 
be necessary to mention. He has a letter from a Congressman, enclosing an 
anonymous letter of allegations. He said that his investigator is checking out 
the allegations point by point. He will be back here a week from Monday (July 
6) to write the report. Nelson and Anderson will be going over all the 
information and will be absolutely certain the report is as accurate and factual 
as they can possibly make it. He said he couldn't promise any more than that. 
The facts will be put into a report to reflect the investigation; when it is 
required that certain individuals be named, then they will be named; but if it 
is not necessary, they ordinarily don't use names; the names have to have some 
pertinence. I said that this sounds very inflexible and shows no concern for 
the reputation of the AEC. 

I then called Panofsky back, and told him we had looked into the problem. I 
said we can assure him that only names that are relevant, and in minimal 
numbers, will be included in the report. Panofsky's concern is that the 
judgment as to relevance is the judgment of the Division of Inspection. I 
pointed out that the Division is semi-autonomous. 

I said he could state that our Division of Inspection, which is semi-autonomous, 
has been handed a letter with certain allegations contained therein. They are 
going through it sentence by sentence, like they have done hundreds of times 
before, all over the country, in every laboratory, time after time. But we ca~ 
assure them that the investigation is conducted fairly. No one has ever been ~35 



fired, nor has any retribution been taken, so far as the AEC is concerned, 
except where there is real wrong-doing; at that point the matter would be at the 
Commission level. Where punitive action has been taken, it has almost always 
been a case where somebody has gone behind the scene in contract negotiations, 
been involved in stealing, etc., but never anything like what is involved in the 
present case. We can assure the people that nothing unfair or political wi I I be 
done as far as the AEC is concerned. Panofsky asked whether he could say that 
he has the assurance of the Chairman of the AEC, and I said yes. 

I ca 11 ed Jane Ha 1·1 
the AEC Citation. 
presentation would 
there. 

to tel I her that the Commission voted today to confer on her 
She expressed her deep appreciation. It was agreed that the 
take place at Los Alamos··-on October 5 or 6, when I am out 

1 received a letter from Herm Po.llack telling me that he concurs in Dr. 
Glennan's appointment of RichardT. Davies to replace Verne Lewis as Deputy U.S. 
Representative to the IAEA. 

Saturday, June 27, 1970- D.C. 

I worked in the D.C. office for a couple of hours. 

I then went home for lunch and immediately thereafter took a group picture of 
the kids (Peter, Lynne, Bill, David, Steve, Eric and Dianne) for our 1970 
Christmas card. 

Fami Jy Christmas picture; June 27, 1970. 
Eric, Steve, Dave and Pete Seaborg, Lynne and Bi I I Cobb, Dianne Seaborg, and 
Suki. 

In the afternoon Helen and I attended the wedding of Pete's and Lynne's friend, 
Dan raul, to Roberta (Bobbie) HeIler at the Episcopal Church on the corner of 
Wisconsin and Massachusetts Avenue. Peter served as the chief usher and Bi 11 
took a number of pictures; Jane and Lynne also attended the wedding. After the 
wedding weal I attended the reception at France's Restaurant in Georgetown (1214 
30th Street). Here we talked to Jan Faul's father and mother, Roberta's father 
and mother, and a number of the other guests. 
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Helen and I then co-hosted, with Mr. and Mrs. Ted Sherburne, the farewell 
reception for Mr. and Mrs. Dael Wolfle in the Far East Room of the International 
Club (1225 19th Street, N.W.). In attendance were Dr. Allen V. Astin, Mr. and 
Mrs. Willard Bascomb, Dr. and Mrs. Leonard Carmichael, Lynne and Bill Cobb, Dr. 
and Mrs. Bowen C. Dees, Dr. and Mrs. Lee DuBridge, Dr. and Mrs. Thomas D. 
Fontaine, Mr. and Mrs. J. Ward Greenwood, Dr. and Mrs. Louis Graven, Mr. and 
Mrs. Milton Harris, Mr. and Mrs. Nathan S. Haseltine, Dr. and Mrs. Caryl P. 
Haskins, Mr. William M. Hines, Jr., Dr. and Mrs. George W. Irving, Jr., Dr. and 
Mrs. Kenneth B. Littel, Dr. and Mrs. Thomas 0. Paine, Dr. and Mrs. William T. 
Pecora, Dr. -and Mrs. Arthur S. Roe, Mr. and Mrs Aaron Rosenthal, Mr. and Mrs. 
Paul Scherer, Mr. and Mrs. L. C. Shomo, Dr. and Mrs. Ronald Gordon Shuttleworth, 
Mrs. Stanley Shuttleworth, Dr. and Mrs. Waldo E. Smith, Dr. and Mrs. Bradford R. 
Stanerson, Dr. and Mrs. Gerald Tape, Dr. and Mrs. Frederick Wall, Mrs. Alan T. 
Waterman, Dr. and Mrs. James E. Webb, Dr. and Mrs. Logan Wilson, Mr. and Mrs. 
Oliver Schriver, Peter and David Seaborg, Jane Rubenstein and Carol Chelander. 

In the evening, Peter, Jane, Steve, Bill, Lynne, Dave, and Carol attended a 
dance program at the Sylvan Theatre. 

Sunday; -June-28; ·1970 

I worked on my speech for the Commonwealth Club of California, 11 A Nuclear Space 
Odyssey, .. which I will give on July 24, 1970; on my article in the Gmelin volume 
on the occurrence in nature of transuranium elements; on the Seaborg-Corliss 
book, 11 Man and Atom; 11 and prepared for Tuesday's testimony before the Senate 
Appropriations Committee regarding the AEC FY 1971 budget. 

Monday; ·June·29; ·1970- Germantown 

At 10:05 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1043 (notes attached). We 
decided to give the AEC Distinguished Service Award to Kennedy C. Brooks, 
Franklin N. Parks and Forrest Western. We discussed Hennessey's draft legal 
opinion on the uranium enrichment services criteria which states that these are 
consistent with the wording of the Atomic Energy Act. 

I received a call from B. R. Dorsey (President, Gulf Oil Company) in San Diego. 
He said Gulf is going to announce some organizational changes out there today 
and he wanted me to know about them before the official announcement is 
released. He said they have felt for a long time, in connection with GGA, that 
they should separate power reactors and the fuel business from electronic 
control, government defense and that sort of thing. At the same time they want 
to utilize their knowledge and skills to get into the environmental systems 
business. What they have come up with is a sort of parent organization which 
will be known as the Gulf Energy and Environmental Systems, Inc. This new 
company will be headed by Art Rolander. Under this will be two 
subsidiaries--Gulf General Atomic, headed by John Landis, and Gulf Environmental 
Systems, headed by a Gulf man named Redd. There will also be two divisions 
under the parent company: one for electronic control work, headed by Charles 
Sherwin, and one for defense sciences, headed by Victor van Lindt. Zane Johnson 
will be going back to Pittsburg in an executive capacity and will direct all the 
San Diego functions including GGA. He said that as far as AEC is concerned, 
things will go along about as they have been and they will be in a position to 
give us as much or more attention. He said they were very pleased with the 
manner in which things were done under Zane and that they are looking forward to 
their next opportunity in connection with the 1,100 MWe nuclear plant •. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COPY NO. -----
June 29, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1043 

10:05 a.m., Monday, June 29, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. An·angtynents for the Commissioners'· Meeting with Allied Chemical 
Company Representatives this afternoon 

2. June 25 Letter from BOB Responding to our May 21 Letter re Commission's 
Intention to Recover Full Cost of Regulatory Licensing Program and 
April 7 Letter re Request for Additional Positions for the Regulatory 
Program 

Noted. In staff review. (OC} 

3. Senator Aiken's Query to Commissioner Ra1ney re AEC Hearing_ on a 
Finding of Practical Value 

<;ommissioner Ramey will call the Senator. (Fremling) 

4. AEC Distinguished Service Award (See General Manager's June 23 and 
Director of Regulation's June 2 Memoranda) 

Messrs. Parks, Brooks, and Western. are approved. (PER-SECY) 

5. AEC Citation Ceren""lony for Dr. Jane Hall, Octobe'r 6, 1970, at Los Alamos 

Scheduled. (SECY) 
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6. AEC 889 I 4 - Procurement of Nickel PO\w:ler in the Cascade Improven.1.ent 
.Program 

Approved. (P) 

7. AEC 459 I 119- Commitments and Capability of Enriching Services 

Noted. Staff will prepare a clarifying letter to the Joint Committee. (P) 

8. AEC 891225 - Change in Procedures for Aliens at LRL-Livermore and 
LASL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

9. AEC 901/550 -Six Soviet Nationals:· Proposed Visit to ANL 

Approved with the addition of Brookhaven National Laboratory. (AGMIA)' 

10. AEC 1083/152 - IAEA: 1970 Symposium on Liquid Metal Fast Reactor 
Safety Engineering 

Noted. (AGMIA) 

11. General Manager 1 s Report on the Strike at Rocky Flats 

12. General Manager's Report on Co12_gressman Joe Evins' State1nent at Oak 
Ridge, June 27, re the Directorate 

13. S-enate Appropriations Committee Hearings on AEC Appropriations for 
FY 1971, 10:00 a.m., June 30, 1970 

14. Mr. Hennessey's June 26 Memorandum re Validity of the Revised 
Uraniu1n Enrichment Services Criteria 

The White House is to be informed .. (Rubin-GC) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

11:15 a.m. 

(Commissioner Thompson's comments will be obtained on the 
decisional items. ) 
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I had lunch at the Longworth Cafeteria with Julie Rubin, Justin Bloom and Ted 
Worth of the National Science Foundation. After lunch, Rubin, Bloom and I took 
a walk around Lafayette Square and then we visited the top of the H Street 
building with McCool and McKinney. 

Alfred Strelsin called me from New York, just to ask how things are going. He 
plans to attend the IPA (which he has just joined) Convention in July and hopes 
to see me at that time. 

At a follow up to the phone call from John Connor last Monday, Commissioners 
Ramey, Johnson, Larson and I, together with Bob Hollingsworth, Joe Hennessey, Ed 
Bloch, Abe Friedman, Bob Thorne, Julie Rubin and others, met from 2:30 to 3:30 
p.m. with David Bradford (Group Vice President, Allied Chemical), Brian Farrow 
(Vice President and General Counsel, Allied Chemical) and Dr. Robert Loftness of 
the State Department. Bradford and Farrow described the difficult situation in 
which Allied Chemical finds itself. They own 50 percent of Arad Chemical with 
the Israeli Government owning the other 50 percent. Arad is building a plant to 
produce phosphoric acid for worldwide sale and the Israeli Government, on behalf 
of the Israeli Atomic Energy Commission, has asked to extract the uranium--about 
50 tons per year--from the phosphoric process stream~ They feel that the 
Israeli Government will do this whether or not Allied given permission. It is 
obvious that Israel would use this uranium to fuel their Dimona reactor which, 
at present, is fueled by using uranium purchased in France. Thus, under this 
arrangement, Israel would have a source of uranium not subject to safeguards and 
not subject to any commitments to France. The Israeli Government has asked 
Allied to sign an agreement permitting this operation to take place and Allied 
would like advice from the U.S. Government as to what th~ should do. I said 
that the AEC and the State Department would look into this~and let them know as 
soon as possible. 

We received from the Vice President'.s Office for our attention and consideration 
a copy of a letter (copy attached) directed to the President by Governor Daniel 
Evans concerning unemployment in the State of Washington. 

I took a hike in Rock Creek Park with Suki. We started at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the 
Police Headquarters, and returned to our starting point. 

Dave, Carol, Steve, Eric, Don Schuirmann, and anothe~ of Dave's friends went to 
the Meriwether Post Pavilion to· see The Who. 

In the late afternoon Pete, Jane and Dianne visited Fort Washington. 

My reappointment for a five-year term as Chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Commission was announced from the Western White House at 9 p.m. tonight. 

Tuesday; ·June 30, 1970 - D.C. 

I attended the Senate Appropriations Subcommittee hearing on the AEC FY 1971 
budget. Senator Allen Ellender (Chairman) was present, as were Senators Milton 
R. Young, John 0. Pastore and Alan Bible at the beginning, and later Senators 
Albert Gore, Mike Gravel, Gordon Allott and Clifford P. Case. Gravel and Gore 
left after a relatively short stay and Pastore left toward the end of the 
hearing, which lasted about two hours (10:10 a.m. to 12 noon). Present with me 
were Commissioners Ramey and Larson, Ed Giller, Vic Corso and many other AEc 341 staff as well as Carl Walske and Roland Herbst of DOD. I read my prepared 
opening statement and then Ellender turned to Giller who began an explanation of 



UIIQ.. BY DOE 
NOVH 

OANIEL .J. EVANS 
wOVERNOR . 

STATE OF WASrliNG-rON 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

OLYMPIA 

The 1-!<:~~or:iblc ltich:lrd H. Ni~on 
I'.:-csic!cnt of t:hc U•1itcd States 
·!-:'!<:eetrti~c ·Of!tt-e -of the ·1l:rcsidcm1: 
1600 Pcnnsylv~ni:J. .t'Nenue, U. l-7. 
1·!2.shin~to~l, D. c. 2o:,oo 

.June 23, 1970 

ThC' State of t·lashinzt;on. hns ful_ly suppol.·ted· your pro3r:J!':1.S to. br5.:;t~~ 
1:hc inflationnry spiral under control. llc are also painfully ~n:arc of tho . 
f<lct that if inflation is r.ot CC'lntrollcd ::s Euch as onc-h~l~ of the <ldclit1.C·l~<.l 
re:vc,m~c~ forcca~t to be received in the state during the next M.cm.rliu::1 cc:ulc.l 
be u~cd to suppol·t higher p1.·icc·s and wr:.ges. Curtnilecl spenM.r.s h~s, of cc~•!'e:::, 
resulted. in an increased unemplO)"li!=:nt level across the cc:.1ntry, but tr1 e i;:;pnct 
on l:~sh::.ngt(•n S~c:.:.: is so fa:r grc~i:er than on the rest of the n~tion th~t: I t•m 
co::-.~pcllcd to c:.~i~ !or your asf:istnn:::e. 

In J-jay, · the unCt;iployt:lent rate fo1· the n:'!.tion \-:Cis at 5. 0 p::rcunt, 
l:hile fo~ the State of l-!ashington the cc.r;:p.1rable 1·ate l!L!.S 68 percent hi~hcr 
:&t S.l:. r~rccnt. The City of Seattle hnd a 1·ate d(,uble th~t cf th~ ~r.tiotl at 
10.0 1=•crcent and Taco::-.~, ou:- third lar~cst ci.t:y, h~d a rate of 9.1 percent. · 
Fe~ the third cc~f:ccutiYc mo:-tth, u~· :.rc told that the unc;:.;ploy;;1cnt r::.tc in· 
Uashingtc::-t St::.te 'l~s the hishe:st itl the nation and indicatio:ls so fr~.r in June 
are· thct the z:.p '·lill \-Iiden. 

l~c arc wor~inz every conceiv<lble c.pproach to dcvelol' jobs fer the 
citiz~~· :0 of this state. We" :u:e nC!liev;.ng so:r:e modest success ::.nd above ~11 
are s::rivinz to rn:lintain a healthy citizen attitt.tde to~·~ard the future of t~1c 
stnte :!!~d the country, l! most difficult task in vie•·1. of our high uncr.&plor~;;~nt. 
Our total effort ccn be easily neeated by some planned federal actions but 
also cc:1 be irr,;.-.~nsely enhanced \o7ith your help in the follo~;i:l$ are~s. 

Fir:.t, I u •• c!erstand th.:~t the nc;,T Fc~eral :&uildinz in Seattle has 
cleared all of toe -technical hu1·dles and approval has Lcen recc::r&:t~nc!cd. If 
app:-cv~l could b~ accclel·nt'ed and top priori'i:y .:-ssi~ned to a:t·!~ruin~ the CCia .. 

tracts, this \o:o~lc! be a re.:l ar.:ist to both th~ stute and the City of Sc:!.~tle. 

The Federal govcrr.r:~nt hns :!nnounccd the closure or curtanr.~-..t l'f. 
aclivit:ies at tile B~:mgor. .1\i;:nunit:ion Dcpt~t:., t1la S:mdpoint l!av<ll Air Stction, 
the ".Lc:-;;~·tlo B:;se at l~c:ypor~, t~~ P.T.c~crton J:av~l Shir:y~:-d, the Brc.::~r.:rton 17.:-.ve:.l 
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I'af~..:' ·~:o 
"the linnol.";.,blc Rich.-rd H. Nixon 
'Ji.tnc 23, 1970 

Suprly Center 1 1!!\d F::~h·ch:i.ld Air Force Base. It 1~ e:;tir.-.nt:cd t:hnt 2 ,SOC· 
dit·cct c;·:\plt)yccs \:ill lose their job:; \~ith a sP-cCI;H1:lry effect c,£ c,:~:.:-J.(;y;·:c>~nt 

reduction::: o£ ~c lc&lst that t1:.~ny.more employees in the sc:rv:i.ce in:.iust:d.cs. 
I ·~~s~~ th:'lt tl1ci:c reductions be po~tpon~d until a subst:~ntinl turnr~rou:-.rJ in 
the cconcn1y c::>.n be se,en. 

Wtjor porti.ons of the .f.tcl~~5.c Encrr;y Com:'ilisdon' s l!~nfo~:d f«ciiity 
in En~tc::n H;tshin.r;to&l hnve been shut do~m O\•er the psct: t\~v or thr.::c yc<:.l:t; 
'~hich h.as 01: \:ill contribute substa.ntir;lly to our un.::;mplo:,·•~•(.mt pr<•!1le:.::·:. I 
ask tbnt ~n)• .further 1.",-~,luction contcr:1plntcd by tlH~ AJ:;C at thct fc::cility b~ 
"P<'~tpc-ncd ·at i.cnst until t!u: c:cono:uy is in a c;.1~h. strcnz,!r position to ch~;m:b 
the inp:1ct. 

There arc Co1:ps of Ensir,ee:r projects np?roved for CO!!ll)l~t5.cn ";7ithin 
the State of l!r.shillZtOtl tot.-lling over ~8.5 titilliC'tn that: h<w~ been. frozen. 
I ask that the::;(! be released :'\nd c:;:pcdit.ed ~s rapidly en liC;ssible. 

I hnvc se:nt letters to Sccretzn.l 'o£ the Inte~ior l!:i.c!~cl ~nd S!!C~:ct~~)' 
of l.zric•,ltur.{': Ua1:din indj.c~tin::; that the Uol·th Cros:.~ Stet<: iiir;h~·:;~y ht He.ch;.. 
i:~!;;ton \!i.J.l be comf~lct:cd on~ ycfll". nhe:!c! of S(':h~~t.!trie aiid .th::t \:c D~i.\~t procr:;::.l 
on dc\·clo?inz nnc1 builtlinz the facilities adj<:cent to that h5.zb\·:~}·. I t.m,:c1:
$tand that the.: u. s. rol·cst Sar'licc ~rtdo the l:nti0:1al Perk Scl·v~.ce h:'lVC dC\'Clc.·r>·~d 

. plnns for tltesE: f:.c:i.litie:s, and I urs~ their it.r.::..1edi::\te e.pp;:ov:.l E'.nd i<.:~lc~:iCt'lta

tion. 

Finally~ I ar.k the.t every effort be made to e.ccel~rate i.:hc stnfHt~C 
of Fcde:l:nl r.11r,::.on X and th~t every c"o:i.sidcrat:i.on be s:tvcn to r~cruiting th:,t 
st:~.ff f:-on th~ very cc•:::pctcr.t but une:mploycd. citizen~ of this stc:te. l"iot: · 
only \.:ill thit. p1.·ovid~ jc!.lr. so~ncr th:m a~p::tl.·cn.tly rlanr.cd, but ,.~ill Also p:-c,
vidc clo!:cr and 1nore efficient fe:dcrr~l lini~Oil for fcde;-al prcgrans tb~t .!!.i."{': . 

CSi)(:cially il'.:p~rt~!'ll: in these difficult tit.:cs. 

7he ti::=ht money situ~tion h~:~ severely t·eciuccd hc;usir•S stn~ts .. :~·lich 
. h:ts" h<1c! a gr\:lt:i: effect 0!1 the forest l>roducts' industry, one of oc:.· key eco
no!'.!ic $cctors. l·he Emcrzency llOi:!~ Fin~ncc Act c,f 1970, if it pns~c~s thl! i!ouz~ 
Clf ~c;-t"er.antati.·:~s, should signific~r.tly :u;sist thir. .indust~y. I he:.ve ,n·it:tcn 
to ou1· Co:\3l'C·:>sio;-:Al D~lcgation and asked th~t th~y suppo.:t: this Act e:.nd. th~ 
other ~rogr~~~ and legislation outlined in your Ju:ic 17 1 1970 1 ccs:;::.zc to the 
natic·:~. 

In our cffo1:~s to correct O\.tr serious U1'\e~.ploy:".lcnt: proble:l'~, I thir.k, 
nbovc ~11, it is vit01l that the nation or the state not be vie~.;o~d ns an cco:1~·~1ic 
cnt~stro·phc. At the s~:n.1a t1.t'!le, it is csscnti~l thot our p~oplc knc;:r th~t t·:,.· 

are doinz ell uc can ar:.d I do ea.rn~stly solicit yo1.:r ~ssistance. 

a Sincc:-ely.,, ('""'\ 
--·~··• !..J\ .;;.:.~ ...... A ,,.. ~ .• • • ..., .-. ,\....~J'v .. ~ v"--,. vvvv;..·~,.,.-y- \ . . 

· · D~nicl Q.:_!:.J.!anD . 
· Governor 
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the mechanism by which the requirements for nuclear weapons are determined. 
This resulted in a broad-ranging discussion which included criticism by Ellender 
of what he termed 11 insatiable demand for more weapons .. and some defense by 
Pastore of the need to keep abreast in this field. Walske explained the 
procedures whereby DOD requests weapons from the AEC. Case questioned us on the 
CANNIKIN test at Amchitka, asking why its yield could not be revealed, exploring 
the danger of earthquakes, etc. On the whole the discussion was broad-ranging 
but not as bad as our appearance before Ellender during the spring hearing. 

-
I had lunch with Julie Rubin, Justin Bloom and Stan Schneider at the Longworth 
Cafeteria which we followed with a walk around Lafayette Square. I ran into Ed 
Welsh during the walk and he brought me up to date on his present activities in 
the consultant field. 

The Washington Post carried two versions of my appointment today (copies 
attached). The-eirly edition which goes to press in the early evening said it 
was expected ·that I would be reappointed while the late edition carried the news 
that I had been reappointed. 

I received a letter from Dave Packard (copy attached) endorsing the suggestion I 
made in my letter of June 15, 1970 that there is a need for early nuclear weapon 
stockpile projections in the budgeting program. · 

I called Dan Moore at the International Platform Association to inquire what 
role he wished me to play at their convention next month. He said he would like 
me to make one of the important introductions at the banquet on Thursday, July 
30. I asked him to let me know as soon as possible whom I would be introducing. 

He said he hopes Mrs. Seaborg and 'the kids could attend the convention - as 
guests. 

I asked how he resolved the question of the next president of IPA. He sa~d he 
has called Wernher von Braun, but he was out so he left word with von Braun's 
secretary that he would like to talk to him about the IPA presidency, but he has 
not· had the call returned. He said he would probably write von Braun, and he 
might refer him to me. 

Moore said he read in today's paper about my reappointment and he offered 
congratulations. 

I sent my biweekly status report to the White House today (copy attached). 

Carol, Suki and I hiked in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska 
Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trail 2 then south on the 
Black Horse Trail and across on Cross Trails 3 and 4 and returning to our 
starting point. 
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WASHINGTON POST 6/30/70-
···j 

l 

· Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg is ex~ : 
pected to be r~::omin:tted as.·. 

:chairman of the Aton>Jc 
I 

!Energy Commlssion sometime 

I by Presid<.>nt Nixon this week. 
. w:1ilc Seaberg himself de
clined to oomr.1cnt on whether 
he would be re::omi::ated, 
sources c!osc to the · White 
House sald the President 
would :!Sk Seaborg to stay on 
as AEC d:airman when his 
current two-year term expires 
at midnight tonight. 

Chairman ior the last· nine 
years, Seaberg has been 
-backed for renomination by 
Congress' Jpint Committee on· 
Atomic Energy and by the at-
omic power industry's two .. 
most formidable lobbying GLE~"N T. SE.o\BORG 
groups, the Atomic· Industrial · t • · ·~ 
Forum and the Edison Electric • • • s aym: on ·· ·· . ;; 
Institute. . . . • · . . "' . • :· 
· There were rumors last •

1

. California, Sea borg · was . 
month that Seaberg might not brought in as chairma.l} of the · 
seek another term, but ap~D.r- AEC by President Kennedy in 
ently he s!mply had not made 1961 . • : . .. .· .: 
his wishes known t.o the White I · · · · ·. : ·~ · ·· · · ·~ 
House :lt the time. . · Two years agu, he w<~s o~- · 

It is also understood that!' fered a fi\'e-yezr lerm by Pres
the industry groups waited ident · Johnson; which he 
until last month to show their turned down. He accepted in
support for Senborg. ., · J stead his . cur~·ent two-year 
·~ A regtstercd Democra~ ... rom term.. . .. . . . . .. 

· ........ ~· .... --..... ..:. .... :. ...... ·.~:. .. > .. :...:..-........... -... ~ _..;.. ··--
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From s.,vs Dispatches 

SAN CLE:VIE:\""TE. Calif., 
June 29--President Nixon 
ilominat~d D1·. Glenn T: Sea
borg tod:ty to a -new five-year 
term · as ch::irman - of the 
Atomic Ener~y Commission. 

In June, 19~3. wnen his :pre
•vious· five-~·e3r term nesred 

I, completioa, Sea 'borg accepted 
oniy a new two-ye:lr tcr::1, ce
cl:!ring, "I couldn't in good 
..-:onscicnz~ accept .a five-year 
term, !or fin:,::cial considera-
tions and other perscr.al rca-
so~s." _ _ 

Se<!borg, 58,' lives in Wash- : -
ingtor:, with his- wife and six -
children. His s<llary is ~30,CCO 
a year. 

Chairmin for the last nine _··: GLE?-rn' T. SE/.30RG 
years, s~aborg bas been -, ... - . • . 
~ . • •. s .. :ljlnZ on_ 'uackcd for renomin<ltion by; . 
Ccn;,:ess' J~int Committee on 1 his wishes known to the White 
Atorr.1c Energy and_ by ·the ::t-,· House. at the time. - · • -
omic po•,ver. ind:.tst::y's t_WO It is also understood that 
most form:dable lobbymgl the ·industry "rouns waited 
groups, the Atomi_c In~ustri~l until last m~nth to s!:ow their ! For~m and the Ed1.son .::.lectr!cl support for Sc.:lborg. . 

1 ~nst1tuta. . - _ · . - · A register<:d Dem-ocrat fro::n 
I There were n:mo::-s ;. last, Cal!ior::ia, S~aborg was 
; month that Scabor~ might not I brought in as c.hnirman of t.!1e 
szek another term, but apl)ar- AEC by President Kennedy in 

: ently he si:nply had not m:ad~ lf:Sl. _· . · _ /. _ "l ·-

~' .......... -'~•-'-~----· ·~::-:· _, ,_·:·-''""·-'-~ W./'t.;,·J.I· t-,c-!", • -· ....,c 7C 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301 

Honorable Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman 
U.S. Atom1c Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Glenn: 

JUN 2 9 1970 

~he need for early nuclear weapon stockpile projections, as expressed 
in your letter of June 15, 1970, is very evident to me. We shall cer
tainly endeavor to assist in every way possible. However, we are just 
commencing a review of various force adjustments brought about by the 
President's fiscal guidance. DoD decisions regarding weapon systems 
and other requirements for nuclear weapons will thus most likely be 
made during August. In the interim my staff will be available to work 
informally with the AEC staff for planning purposes. When our decisions 
become definitive, we shall transmit a total stockpile through FY 1979 
to you. 

sinc•rt 
~VJ)'
_OE~.UT:'( 
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I 

ADC BI~,;EEXLY STATUS REPOF~T FCR JtmB !0, 19 70 
-·--·--------~--·-·------- ...... ..,.. . ..,._._._,...,_ ..... _ -- ...... -·. -··- ··.~----·--

1.. (:n June 24 tho Hoose passed n.~. 18127 ts.:zldng AJ1C 
appro,rintlons for Fiscal Ye~r 1971, without n~end~cn~ 
of the net ion by 1 ts .ttppro-pri r.th,ns Cor::n1 ttcc. Tht' 
S 1, 965. SOiJ ~noo provi<;ed by the House for Ope-Tat ing 
Expanses includ~s tho unbud~otcd increase of $11.5 
r.dilion in t}~e- /\ut~ori:ation /\ct. offs~t by t!i(' 
reductions or ~16.1 ~illion in th~t Act. Addition~l 
re<:h.sctir.:.ns o! ~-10.fi tnillio.r~ were if:adc:- without ~l"i':":juJ:lce 
to th~ ite~s, base~ pri~arily on &nticipatcd s1ipp~~o 
nn~ savin;s in planned operntlnr propra~3 ($~5.7 ~lllion) 
f!n.J estii:.atcd yc~r·cnd. cerryover of vnoi~litntf~<i bal~nccs 
($$.1 ~illioc). Also rrrviJDJ vns $3G~,lc6,ooo for Plant 
Mid t:api tAl i;<luip1rcat p 1·oprescntin:; en increase cf ~ & 
million ahc-vc th~ Prl.'tsid .. ..,nt "f'S ht:d~et req~t~st. This 
inc:rcltS:;! ls the n~t rcsul t of cl~crcr;sos for ucarrons 
plant constructicn (~10 ~illion) ~ncl rlowstnrc ~quipment 
(S .. 7 ~Pillion), and lncreas~s for t~·e C:1scat.!c 1;:-.j':ITlWOJ>e~t 
Pro~l't:Y..~ (~l.f,.l t~illion),- n ra~.:in~:oic!t..)n• facliity at 
Ar~oniie :;atiOJ1;il L::tb~ra.tt"'TY" (~2 y_,illioo), r.~,d desipl funds 
for s nuclc:tr science_ in.i'c.r7:&tlNt center at Oak. }!i~:gc 
(~ .b l~~illl(ln). I:ct.rinr:,s tin titis· };ill t·.y t1H~ Son~tc 
A • 4\o• .,. • • ~ 1 • ~\pproprl ~ .. :1on:; '~Cii!t:.l ttee are scn.t'au c~-. to roS,iJ::€" en 
June 30, ancl thil will prt"l~zttly u~ tl·a~ f'in:!l s<:-:ssion 
be f(n:e the Lill· is nlportcd to th~ SCl\Ate. 

'2. 11r. l-:orr ls f.ri!cl:,\ll"Y, lii re-ctor c-! I.os .\lnr-~os Sc lent i fi c 
Lllboratcry, \dll recelve the f·tlri co. r~r~i Award in Lcs 
..C.lw~_os) r:.e\; ~ .cxico, em. f.ucus t 29 ~5 port of a :;n.:i'l i::: 
cerc1:·ony pl~!fl!"!Cd in hcnor of ~tis retir~r'cnt, Hhich 1dll 
ceca~~ Qffoctive en Ze?to~ber 1. 1~7u. 

3. The S~Ar 3A nuclc3r pow~rcd rrsncrator is no~ in its t~ntb 
y(;ar in or::,it. l.rn.t;,c!lt-d on June 2·;>, 1";61, t~'.is r.lutC~:'liUH-2~~ 
p<H·:t.>:Tt:d t!evi Ct'l is tho first raciofs.otor;iC rcl~(~TUtOT in sr~c;:. 
It KDS Je~itned tD produce 2.7 ~otts of electricity a~d 
continues to {uncticn o~ the ~A¥y's oJdcst ~~vi~ationnl 
~c:tclli t~, 'k"Zlich still trr,n:;rdts sip~~ls re~ularly hut is 
no lcn~cr in opcr~tionnl u~~. ~ tot~l of saven ~NAP 
r;c-neratorSJ ha~·e been StH:ce~:;fully lau.nChr:'!<:i in Si"rlC~. 

4. The inteT!\t. ti enel 5ynposi ~:'.\ on En vi t:on~:<':nt el ,\r.pects of 
~~ucl~itt' Pot.(cr :,tatior!S • W,liC;l ~-ill l:e spoa~cr~!! by ths:! 
lntcrnatioaal Ato~i~ Encr~y Agev~y· in co~~oratlon ~ith 
the tSAi::Ct Nlll include l\'Or~ thr..!l 5~ parH~rs by ~1:Jl'ticiJHlnts 
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fro::~ at least 10 countries. Tho S)"l'IH"t~in~ will he beld 
/.ugust 10·14, 1970, at Unitc.d Nations Hcndq\.\nt·.ters in 
New Yort City. · 

S. A site noar Lyons, Kansas, tontatlv~ly bas been selected 
8S AEC r s fi 1·st S:ll t Vtine repository for rv.clioacti\re \$':1Sto. 
1'ho repository l<!ould be used for dc:-:-oon~trntil•~ the safety 
Of lonr~·tCT!.l ~tcraga of SOlid hi~h·levol OJ!d lone-liv~rl 
lor:-level TGJiouc:tivc t:astcs. T!.:{:~ "t:Pstc vill bo pl.:tc:cd 
in sclt for!:"'~titlr.s ~l!'r:r-oxh:?ntely 1 ,r;OO · f.cr.:t l~iHlcrgrN!nt.l 
after lwvinr. been sor.lcd in t~c·tallic cont.(thwrs. 1:1~ 
project hos-hcen discussQd intensivelv vith Stvtc o!ficinls 
in K:·ms c;s • · • 

6. . The heat·ing on ColU'l..1~ it\ iJ~li \""ersi ty' s ~f'T'li cntion for a 
license to operate ~ s=nll (250 kilowatt) Tri£a research 
rc~ctor 5n New York City i~ scbcduled to reopen on 

1. 

u. 

Jul: .. 10. l)ur1ng recent r;ont'hs there hn\"c bcon ttllc,:!;t~.cm!: 
th::t tho cpernticn ci this rc·~u:tor liculc subject the 
co~~unity to hn unn~c~s~ary risk, ~n~ the ~~v York City 
Cotmcil hcs. held hf::1rl1~r;s on ;m o-rc!insnco bmming reactors; 
within the City ll~its. 

A draft cnviron~cntttl stntc~ont on CA~NJKI~ (a urcposed 
und~rgrcnmd nuclear !'.:vapons test :tt .Arr.chi tkn. in· autu~n 
lg71) h3s Lacr. provi~ku t:o Ul<- CC\uncil t"n Environ~e1;tal 
Quc:l i ty, s!i rcqui t'Cd by t~c Na.tio1~21 i.nvironr~=~ tnl Policy 
· t r l('~.r .... !. t • ' .. · t .. ,..".J~'l't ···: ,._ i J\C o. ~"·dJ. i•ie s n~.cr.:..cn". snys t.t;."t \..:~•"' .... ,, \'li;,lC .. t s 
c~r-ectccl to yS.cl~ sc~~\~~.!h:?.t nor~ th:n the .one '"~f:aton 
i·!IL~Wt: tf:$t cond·ucte!l at ;~~chitk!l in Octc•~4!-r El~9, i!? r.ot 
expected to h~ve nny ~~jor in~act on tho ~nviron~ent. A 
nct.ice has t~cen l'Ht~li!hed in ti"Jc FedeTnl ~e::-:!ster that the 
state't~nt is avnllahle in the Atc·-r.w;jrc Jocui:innt T001i1. 
Thore has been opposition to AEC's· test prorr~~ 3t A~cbitka, 
and the stntc~cnt ~ay attr~ct soce publie attention. (Sec 
l'.EC 3ih"t!ekly Stntus ft.!port:s. Octo1.!c;r i. 196~; ~<c. 2; 
.... t.. 10 lf" 10 ~- 0 ' l • il 6 1"' ":'1 ~· 4 ) ,-:arC;• , .J • l·lo. v ~ anc. .,pr , ;} , \), .:ao. • 

~~on~ ~rticlos about AEC now b~ing prcvsred for public~ticn, 
the l.:ulletln cf Atc~ic Scientists is o~ectt'd to lncltde in 
1 ts Se·ptc;·r,cr '"'fss:ie-~u aiticfe ..... by :::r~ ... lahn C:of~:tn and 
Arthur Ta~plin, outspo~en opponents of Fcd~ral rndintion 
protection s t~i.ncl3r,h;. AEC is pr-.,p:\ring a rcsr-c·nse to tJ-.i s 
article. An As$ncint~d Press soric$ by ~on roth~or~. who 
spont four weeks inv~stir~tinn AEC,.is oxrcctod to ho~in 
~npearin~ in ~id-July. This-week tho Nc~ York 71~~~ is 
cxpcet~d ~G t-~ein a serie-s c{ 'lr~ iclc~ -ry A!it1~cny-:~~rpley 1 3 49 
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~ho }..l~.s l·C(•n in ~·lnshinP.ton inte:rl7i~;.d.n~ offici~l~ n~out 
,~_tc. ~:cc~ll :s sc.y~ th;) tlrticle a.lit)ut Al::C acti··ti r.ios in 
lolora~rc;·-·cscu ·-:.l;t: r. i ~\H:.k 1 y Statuz r-~t'-':;rt, J\.t:·,a 16, 19 7 tl, 
]':o. (1) '!>d 11 eei t!u~r be e~tcn.sivrJly l"t.'t•ise-d or .not 
publist~d st nll. .i\j'1C $t~:d"f dl~CWJ!•(,cl th.i!:. c;rticle ll.'ith 
,. " ... t 'it ,. ".~ 11' ; t" t '"n~ i.t!!iuln~~ on c(• ·or o._ .--:c;..a. s -po ... n .l.nr: \lll sor.:-~ 

snr iCllS fln.xs. A t a.l f:Visrorl--p-r-o~r:;;·:: hy ti;.~ t:es t iu~'.nO'J!iC 
i~rc·a-Jcn!. ting CoEtp:!ny on th~ nucl c::tr as~ects: of c~w iron~ 
montnl pollutSon hn~ b~e~ tcntBtiv~ly $chcdulod for 
N~vc~bcr~ · 

9. To hcl~ r.>cct vubllc (l~~limdg !c;;-; r:lo:ctricity, .~.nc hns 
a!;r\.·~:.i to r.:otit.lC"'"') po;.:t'r consu~·pt·ion !·y th!.~ 11rnniu"ZL 
cnri c":~r-·~at pl t'l!ltS t'r ahout 450 ~~t~~w<lt ts durint: July. 
~.~~rust, a•·cc.l Sc~t,,:.~hct... lhC\Se rcdu:;tions, dcv~lc;:cd in 
cnnjt!nction \o:it}l C;o Fe-.l\~ral Fo·,;"r (<;;:.mJ~sio~. wc:r(! 
l.'{"qu~stod t~y the '~tili t.i~ :o t'n~t !,;t;:??lY tht ... pt.n~ .... r cmd 
shotJ Itt lJ~lp ·tu r~llcn ... tl pot en ti~:ll cri ticnl short.nr.{~~ of 
(tl<.<Ctl'ic:i ty. 
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Wednesday; July 1, 1970- D.C. 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1044 (notes attached). 

Julie Rubin and I had lunch with Kriegsman at the White House Mess. We talked 
about a number of subjects of current interest. 

I mentioned that we have received a report that Ehrlichman had stated this 
week or last before the Federal Executive Council in San Francisco that one of 
the AEC reports is pretty useless to the White House. It is not clear whether 
this is our biweekly report to Flanigan and DuBridge or possibly another 
report originated by Howard Brown to Klein on the public information side. 
Kriegsman stated he would look into the matter and mentioned there has been 
some question in the past whether our Annual Report is serving a useful 
purpose to the general public. I stated this is quite an important document 
from our viewpoint and we receive many compliments from recipients. 

We talked at length about the uranium enrichment situation. Further 
discussions within the White House since my discussion of this with Flanigan 
on June 22 have led to a changing point of view in recognition of the 
developing feeling that the problem of congr-essional opposition is not as 
formidable as it seemed. Thus, although the uranium directorate concept will 
probably be dropped, the White House thinking is to stand with the criteria 
and establish Flaherty in a position as assistant to the General Manager with 
duties that would include a look at the uranium enrichment picture under the 
new criteria and how it should.be managed. With regard to the price, they 
would also stay with the present plan for increasing it to $28.70 after 
testing the political impact, if any, in the Tennessee elections. This would 
relate to publicity for Tennessee Congressman Wi1liam Brock who is running 
against Senator Albert Gore and would be an attempt to counter any favorable 
campaign publicity Gore might have achieved because of the proposed price 
increase. 

Kriegsman cautioned that this thinking about the price change and its 
relationship to the Brock campaign and the other positions of the White House 
in the uranium enrichment field would have to be very closely held if it is to 
be of any use. Kriegsman said that he and Flanigan are seeing Hosmer on this~ 
matter next Tuesday afternoon at which time they will try to enlist his ~ 
support for these White House concepts insofar as possible, perhaps offering 
him the advantage of announcing any AEC change in the involvement of industry 
in the gas centrifuge development when such change in policy is adopted by the 
AEC. Kriegsman said the White House will let us know as soon as definite 
decisions are made on these matters, possibly sometime next week. 

In connection with the Brock campaign, Kriegsman stated that he has been 
informed that power reactor hearings were scheduled in Tennessee and might 
generate a campaign issue that would benefit Gore. He suggested we defer any 
hearings until after the election if this is feasible. I agreed to· look into 
the matter, see what hearings might be scheduled and what would be involved in 
any change in the schedule. 

I mentioned the possibility of interviews by the Washington Post with me and 
other members of the Commission about the uranium enrichment criteria. 
Kriegsman suggested they be avoided or stalled if possible but, if conducted, 
that our position be in support of the criteria and price increase. Any 
questions about the Uranium Enrichment Directorate could be treated by 351 
admitting that congressional action affecting the budget would prevent our 
establishing the separate organization originally conceived but that Flaherty, 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2054!5 

UNCL.BY801 
NOV II 

INFORMATION MEETING 1044 

COP.¥..NO- 3 
July 1, '1970 

9:55a.m., Wednesday, July 1, 1970, Chairmap's Conference Room, D. C . 
• 

1. Washington Post Reporter Interviews with Commissioners 

2. Emergency Procedures - D. C. Office 

.3. Rcvrganization of Gulf General Atomic 

I 
4. Commissioner Johnson's Comment"on BPA Response re Cost of 

Atomic Power 

5. June 25 Letter from Berkeley SESPA re Conference on Science and War, 
August 6, 1970 

For review and reconsideration. (AGM-SECY) 

6. June 11 Letter from Dr. Lee DuBridge re Exce~s Foreign Currencies 

St_a!f_-i.s preparing recommendations. A response to Dr. DuBridge is 
requested. {AGMIA-OC) 

7. Commissioner Johnson's Query re Status of LMFBR Report 

Noted. (RDT-SECY) 

8. Agenda for the Weeks of July 6, 13, 20 and 27, 1970 

Approved. (SECY) 
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.9. AEC 1299/13- Prop.osed Legislation to Clarify the Commission's 
Authority Relating to Safeguards on Source Material 

~pproved. (GC) 

10. AEC 688/120 - Fall "Open House" at AEC Headquarters 

Approved. The Weekend of October 10-11., 1970, will be checked. 
(AGM~SECt) 

11. AEC 459 I 120 - Proposed. Letter to GAO re Uranium Enrichment Criteria 

Approved. (GC) 

12. AEC 549i38 - ORNL Publication of Results of Irradiation Testfng of U02 
Fuel Pins DE:signed for MPRE · 

Noted. (C) 

13: Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 364 

Noted with a request. (DC) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

- 2 -

10:55 a.m. 
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in looking at the management of enrichment activities under the new criteriaJ 
would achieve the overall objective. 

Kriegsman advised me that the necessary clearances for the reappointment of 
Howard Vesper and Bill Webster to the GAC and the initial appointment of Rolf 
Eliassen to Steve Lawroski's pending vacancy were essentially cleared. He 
suggested that I make certain that Vesper and Webster would accept 
appointments when offered. 

Kriegsman stated my confirmation papers might be on the afternoon plane due in 
from the Western White House and he has already alerted Ed Sauser that they 
would be forwarded today or tomorrow. 

I. received word from Chuck Reichardt that the French have conducted four 
atmospheric tests in the Pacific. The first occurred on May 15 in the 
vicinity of Mururoa; the second occurred about 500 meters above Mururoa Island 
on May 22; the third test .occurred about 500 meters above Fatagaufa Island on 
May 30; and the fourth occurred over Mururoa on June 24. 

We forwarded the Opinion of our General Counsel on the revised uranium 
enrichment services criteria and charges to the General Counsel, GAO, who 
requested our views on the legality of the proposed charge (copy without 
enclosure attached). 

I wrote a letter to John McCone in response to his with which he forwarded a 
copy of his letter to Lewis Strauss expre~sing concerns about the Ash Council 
recommendations as they might affect the AEC (copies of correspondence 
attached). 

I went for a hike in Rock Creek Park with Steve and Suki. We started at 
Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 
3 and 4, passed the police headquarters, and returned to our starting point. 

Steve drew No. 103 in the national draft lottery today for his birthday, 
August 14. 

Thursday~ July 2, 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:20 a.m. I called Dael Wolfle, Executive Officer of AAAS, to discuss the 
possibility of my accepting the nomination to run for the president of the 
AAAS.· Dael told me that Dick Bolt, if he accepts, would be the other 
candidate on the ballot with me (if I accept). 

Past presidents of the AAAS include Mina Rees (1971), Athelstan Spilhaus 
(1970), Bentley Glass (1969)~ Walter Roberts (1968), Don K. Price (1967), 
Alfred Roemer (1966), Henry Eyring (1965), Lawrence Gould (1964), Alan 
Waterman (1963), Paul Gross (1962), Thomas Park (1961), Chauncey Leake (1960), 
Paul E. Klopsteg (1959), Wallace Brode (1958), Lawrence Snyder (1957), Paul 
Sears (1956), George Beadle (1955), Warren Weaver (1954), Ed Condon (1953), 
Det 1 ev Bronk ( 1952), Mather ( 1951 ) , Rog_er Adams ( 1950). 

The Board of Directors of AAAS consists of 13 members, including President, 
President-Elect, Chairman, Treasurer, Executive Officer, and eight elected 
directors. The present board composition for 1970 is as follows: 
(President-Elect yet to be determined), Mina Rees (President), Athelstan 
Spilhaus (Chairman), William T. Golden (Treasurer), William Bevan (Executive 
Officer), David Blackwell, Richard Bolt, Lewis M. Branscomb, Phyllis Parkins~55 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHING,TON. D.C. 20545 

UKCL.BV- .· 
.. NOVII · 

Hr •. Paul G. Oembling 
Genera 1 Counse 1 
U.S~ General Accounting Office 
Washington, D. C. 20548 

Oea r Kr. Demb 1 i.ng': 

This is in response to your letter of June 19, 1970, whicn 
discusses: (1) the rev:sion of our Uranium Enrichment Services 
Criteria \\:-dch the Co11111rission intends to establish and which, 
In accordance with Section 161 v. of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, has been submitted for review by the Joint 

·Committee on Atomic Energy (JCAE); and (2) the charge which 
the Commission intends to establish pursuant to this revision. 
You have requested our views·on the legality of the proposed 
charge ana any comments we may wish to offer re.gard i.ng this 
matter. 

The enclosed Opinion of our General Counsel concludes that the 
revision of the Uranium Enrichment Services Criteria and the 
associated charge will, upon establishment, be 1e~a11y valid 
under Section 161 v. of the Atomic £nergy Act of 1954, as amended. 
It further concludes that the Criteria need not contain specific 
references to the intent stated in the JCAE Reports: that the 
Commission "consider not only the Government's cost in providing 
enrichment services but also the national interest in the 
development and utilization of nuclear power. 11 Rather, the 
Opinion considers that these are guidelines which were intended 
to be considered in any event by the Commission in establishing 
charges that provide reasonable compensation, regardless of 

·whether they are repeated in the Criteria. 

Your Jetter states that the.eharge for enrichment services 
which the Commission. intends to establish appears not to be 
based on the ~ost to the Government of providing such services. 
Neither th~ Act itself, nor the Congressional intent, requires 
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Hr. Paul G. Dembling . . - 2 -

that the charge be based solely on the Government's cost. 
Rather, they pro~ide flexibility as to the basis for the charge, 
requiring only reasonable compensation and the consideratio~ 
of two guidelines, the Government's cost in providing enrich
ment~ervices and the national interest in the development 
and utilization of nuclear power, in arrivi~g at a 6harge. 

The Commission utilized these guide) ines in the formulation 
of the present and the revised Criteria and will contiriue to 
consider them in its implementation of the Criteria. On the 
basis of our analysis, we consider that application of the 
revised Criteria will recover thE Government's projected costs· 
In providing enrichment services. Should the revised Criteria 
because of changed circumstances present the possibility that 
their application would not afford full recovery of the 
Government's projected costs, the Commission would consider 
whether it would. be appropriate to revise the .Criteria or 
whether it is in the national interest in the development and 
utilization of nuclear power to retain them even though full 
cost recovery might not be achieved. · 

Finally, it is our view that reasonable compensation may be 
based on 11value11 as well as cost, and a logical basis for 
determining the 11value11 of enrichment services from the present 
plants is the cost of similar services in new facilities 
established on a commercia.) basis. 

We shall be pleased to provide any further assistance you may 
require. 

Chairman 
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UMCL· BY DOl 
NOV II 

July 1, 1970 

Dear J ohl"l ~ 

I apprt!ciatad very 1~1.uch yolir letter of Ju:1e 22 
and its enclose~· copy ·of your nota _to Le\·;is ~:t;rata-'s 
desc.t·ibillg your conversation. with Roy ADh. 

I agree strongly with you that a reorganization 
along the linea originally examine:d by thc·Lsh Couacil 
would l>a a nlistake. I thi:r.k thilt ycl!r cc.:1versation 
~'lith A~h should be very helpful as a restraining 
influence in connacticn \:lith any furth6!r rccommencations,. 
if any, that the Ash Council mi,Jht make. 

. As you may have notaci in the;: news media, I have 
agreed to accapt reappointment D)' PresiC:cnt Ni:·wn to 
a."lother term as Chair.-:lan of the Ato:i•ic Enr:rvy 
Cummission, my last term havir.g_cxpired yesterday. 

\~ith ;.,tarmcst personal regards, . 

'l'he nonorable John l\. }icConc 
612 South Flower Street 
Los ~~gelcs, Calif. 90017 

GTS .1•1J 
Gen. Files 
NcCone 

Cordially, 

(Signed) Glenn T. Seaborg 

Glenn T. Seaberg 
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.JOHN ALEX M!i CONE · 

812· SOU1'H F'LOWER STREET. 

LOS ANGELES 90017 

J'une ZZ, 197 0 

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 

Dear Glenn: 

UMCL· IIY DOl 
. NOV81 

After reading the New York Times article 
on the reorganb:ation of AEC, I became very dis

. turbed. I assume the article brought concern to 
you fo.r the reasons that I was concerned. I was 

· determined to make an issue of the changes in 
AEC responsibilities at the White House and else
where if the report was accurate • 

. · . However, before doing anything, I contacted 
:Roy Ash. As indicated in the attached letter to 
Lewis Strauss, this straightened out the matter. 
I pass this o~. for your confidential information. 
Should you have any views on this subject, please 
drop me a note or give me a ring on the telephone. 

With warm personal regards, 

The Honorable Olen 
Chairman 
The.Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 
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.JOHN ALEX M~ CONE 

~U2 SOUTH F"L.OWER STREET 

LOS ANGELES 90017 

~L.BY'DOE 
NOV 86 

Juno ZZ, 1970 

Dear Lcwic: 

Yeaterday I reached Roy Ash on the telephone. This 
~a.o my first opportunity to speak with him as he has been 
traveling and, tl-.e1•eforc, unavailable. I n"lentioned the New 
York Tin"lea report on the reorganization of the Atomic 
Energy Commission and asked if his committee had made 
any c;uch recommendations. 

Roy responded that hie committee had or were making 
rt";comm.endations on oc.wcral o£ the regulatory bodies but 
at'ter having examined the a!!airs of the Atomic Energy 
Commioaiol"l and talked with several who were now active 
in the AEC, they had concluded to make no recornmendationtl 
whatooever concel·n~ng the reorganization o! the Corrm1isaion 
or a reallocation of the responsibilities currently assigned 
to the AEC. 

Ach rnenti.oned that the t\vo princip~l is~ues· which 
had been b1·ougbt to his z..ttention were the responsibility for 
the development and cont1·ol of weapons and secondly, the 
con!licting AEC responaibilities for the development of pov-:er 
reactors and safeguarding the public intere'st by controlling 
tho licensing of the reactors that they developed directly or 
Indirectly. 

I told Roy that these two issues had concerned everyone 
·~vho had been associated with AEC since its incept~on. I said 
that it always appeared logical to me to separate the dcvelopi~g 
nnd licensing responsibilities not only with power .(eactors but 
with other operations involving radioactive materials. I went 
on to e:tate that the military had long sought total respcmsibility 
!or dev<.:lopment and control of weapor.s and I felt any ouch 
chanee which would redirect this responsibility and take it out 
oC the hands, o! the civilian agency would be a cerious mist~.ko 
!or reasonc that I would like to disc\t.::s with him in considerable 
detail. 
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. .JUl'lO 22, 1970 

I mentioned you and otatcd that your conco rn 
_ pD.rallolcd mine. · 

.l?.oy then assured me that while they had no intention 
o£ tampering with the AEC at the pJ.cfJent time, i!, by any 
rc::rnotc poasibility, his committee decided otherwise, they 
woul~ certainly contact both of us and give us an opportunity 
to diucucs the subjects in depth before they formulated their 
opinions o~ prepared their recommendation&. 

I am confident that Ach. will respect hi:; commitment 
to me and, therefore, plan no further action at this time. 
While I do not know Ash well, I sit on two boards with him 
c.nd~ therefore, see him !rom time to time although he ic 
a very bul!y man running Lytton Inductries on 011e hand and 
serving the government on tho othot·. 

Needlc,;s to &f?iy, I am greatly relieved. 

Turning aside the above subject, I was delighted to 
have a vicit with you on the telephone and to learn that you 
and Alice are well and enjoying your lovely Virginia surround
ings. Theiline and I are here in San Marino until mid-July, 
then w~<3w!ll spend six weeks or so in our home in the Highlando •. . .. 

~in· Seattle. She joins me in sending both you and Alice our 
· af!ectionate ·regards and our very best wishes. 

Sincerely, 

Lewis L. Strauss, Rear Adm USNR(Ret.) 
Brandy Rock Farm 
Brandy Station, Vir~iilia 
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Leonard M. Rieser, Kenneth v. Thimann (Directors), plus two more directors yet 
to be elected. 

I asked Wolfle about Blackwell, and he said he's good. He's new to the board, 
having just come on this year. He has made a good impression on the other 
board members. He represents a different group and a different point ·of view, 
but he is not extreme, and he has not posed any problems. 

AAAS has about 130,000 members. 

Wolfle is leaving town sometime on Tuesday, but he said that when I make a 
decision about the nomination, I should call his secretary, Catherine Borras. 

At 9:30 a.m. I met with Samuel S. Vaughan and John A. Ware (Editors) of 
Doubleday and Company, Inc. They wanted to discuss with me the possibilities 
of my doing a book of an autobiographical character but which would include a 
great deal of the type of philosophy exemplified in a speech they had read, 
"Science, Technology and the Citizen" that I gave in Stockholm last 
September. They also mentioned an interest in my experiences at the 
Metallurgical Laboratory during the war and my experiences as Chairman of the 
Atomic Energy Commission. I told them.that I would be willing to think about 
it, to begin to plan the outline for such a volume and perhaps even begin to 
do some writing but that I didn't want to make any definite commitment 
involving the signing of a contract, a time schedule, etc. I mentioned my 
autobiographical chapter in Irving Stone's "There Was Light," with which they 
were familiar since it is a Doubleday book. They will re-read this to see 
whether this gives them any particular ideas as to the scope of the book they 
are discussing with me. 

I called Howard Vesper to ask him if he would accept another term on the 
General Advisory Committee if the White House should wish to reappoint him •. 
He said he would be happy to accept another term if it is offered to him 
because he enjoys it and feels that he has something to contribute. He said 
he was very delighted to learn that I am going to stay on as Chairman--it is 
good news for him and for the rest of the country. 

I was interviewed by Charles Owens of McGraw-Hill for an article for 
Electrical World magazine. His questions were connected with the current 
env1ronmental controversy concerning nuclear power and the future of nuclear 
power in general. 

I had lunch with Julie Rubin at the Longworth Cafeteria after which we took a 
walk around Lafayette Square. 

I received a copy of a telegram from the State Department to the SALT 
Delegation (copy attached) concerning the SALT negotiations. 

Helen, Dave, Steve, Eric, Dianne and I drove to Skyland Lodge in Shenandoah 
National Park. Pete and Jane followed with Stan, Renee and Wendy Schneider 
and met us there. 

We all had dinner in the Skyland dining room. Our group spent the night in 
rooms 100 and 96 in Craigin while the Schneiders were in room 101. 

Fridayj ·July 3~ 1970 - Shenandoah National Park 

We woke to a beautiful sunny day and all of us had breakfast in the Skyland 362 
Lodge dining room. 
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After breakfast we hiked south on the Appalachian Trail. Helen and Dianne 
drove along Skyline Drive, parked at various parking areas and overlooks, and 
met us at corresponding points along the Trail. We met her at the Hawksbill 
Gap parking area where we had our lunch. We continued hiking south after 
lunch, with Renee joining Helen and Dianne near Rock Spring Cabin, which we 
had just visited. (Helen and Dianne had stopped at Rock Spring Cabin 
Overlook.) We continued south and joined Helen, Dianne and Renee at Fishers 
Gap parking area. We then all rode back to Skyland Lodge and reached our 
rooms just as a deluge of rain began. 

After occupying ourselves in various ways until dinner time we all had dinner 
in the Skyland Lodge dining room. 

We then drove to Big Meadows in our two cars (Seaborgs and Schneiders) and 
attended the campfire pro~ram. It was packed to standing room capacity and 
consisted of a general sl1de lecture on Shenandoah National Park, its animals, 
flowers, plants, etc. 

After this we drove back to Skyland Lodge. 

Saturday; July ·4; ·1970 - Shenandoah Nat tonal Park 

We all went up to the Skyland dining room where we were joined by Lynne and 
Bill and Ted and Helga Roth for breakfast. 

After breakfast the Schneiders, Pete, Jane and Dianne went to Luray to visit 
the Luray Caverns. The rest of us (Dave, Steve, Eric and I~ Lynne and Bill, 
Ted and Helga Roth and their great dane Loki) hiked north on the Appalachian 
Trail to the Pinnacle Picnic Grounds where Helen met us with the car for a 
picnic lunch (she had hiked part of the Trail at stops as she drove to meet 
us). Then we rode back to Skyland where we met the Schneiders who had just 
returned from Luray. The Schneiders, Pete, Jane and Dianne had lunch in the 
Skyland dining room. 

Helen drove Ted Roth, Pete, Lynne, Bill, Steve and Eric to Fishers Gap parking 
area where they connected with the Redgate Fireroad for a hike. to the Roths' 
farm located on road No. 628 below Turkeypen Gap. 

Jane and Dianne went horseback riding with the Schneiders at Big Meadows. 
Helga, after spending some time with us at Skyland, drove the Roths' car to 
their farm. When Jane and Dianne came back from their horseback riding they 
rode with Helen and me to the Roths' farm where we arrived about 7 p.m. Here 
the Roths prepared dinner for us using their outside grill. We toured the 
farm which the Roths have operated as an animal research center in the past 
and still do to a reduced extent. They are taking care of some 15 monkeys of 
various kinds, including 3 baboons of their own. Their establishment is known 
as Roths' Animal Research Care, Inc. 

After dinner Dianne, Jane, Pete, Eric and Dave went horseback riding on the 
Roths' two horses, Rebel and Beau. Beau, a 25-year old, was especially gentle 
with Dianne. Just as we were leaving we met Mr. and Mrs. Kuhn (he is an 
artist) who are living in a recently converted Episcopalian church in one of 
the hollows on the west side of the Shenandoah Mountain, not too far from the 
Roths. The Kuhns are the parents of six children. 

We drove back to Skyland, arriving about 10:30 p.m. 
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Sunday, -July-S, 1970 - Shenandoah National Park - Washington, D.C. 

We all had breakfast in the Skyland dining room. 

We checked out of our rooms, after which we split into two groups for our 
hikes. Stan, Renee, Wendy, Pete, Jane, Dianne and I started from the 
Limberlost parking area and hiked on the White Oak Canyon Trail. Pete, Dianne 
and I hiked to White Oak Falls but the others turned back before they reached 
the Falls. Pete caught up with them and he and Jane and the Schneidirs hiked 
back to the starting point and left for Washington. 

Helen drove Dave, Steve and Eric to the start of the Cedar Run Trail where 
they started the loop hike of Cedar Run and White Oak Canyon Trails (i.e., 
opposite direction on White Oak Canyon Tr a i1 from the one we took) • He·l en 
went to Big Meadows to get luncheon supplies and met Dianne and me at the 
Limberlost parking area, where we three had lunch. 

Steve, Dave and Eric arrived at the Limberlost parking area about 3:15p.m. 
and, after they had a bite to eat, we drove home to Washington, arriving about 
6 p.m. Pete and Jane had arri~ed home about an hour earlier, having ridden 
with the Schneiders. · 

We had dinner which Pete and Jane picked up for us at the Hot Shoppe. 

Carol returned home about 8 p.m., having spent the weekend with her aunt and 
uncle in Bl~cksburg, Virginia. 

Amy Ballou spent the night with Dianne. 

Monday; July 6, ·1970- Germantown 

I called Bill Webster to ask whether he would be willing to serve another term 
on the GAC, if appointed by the President. He said he would be happy to 
accept reappointment, provided it didn't mean that he would have to stay on 
indefinitely. At some point he feels he would like to be able to resign and, 
therefore, he would not like to be committed irrevocably. 

At 10:45 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1045 (notes attached). We 
discussed O'Toole's article in yesterday's Washington Post, which charged the 
AEC with unfair treatment of John Gofman and Arthur Tamplin, and an article in 
today's Washington Post in which Ralph Nader charges the AEC with harassing 
Gofman and Tamplin (copies attached). We decided to prepare a press release 
that will point out the care to which AEC has gone to be fair in its treatment 
of these two individuals. We approved a revised cost estimate of $102.847 
million for the Fast Flux Test Facility project. 

I received a phone call f~om Chet Holifield who said he is quite concerned 
about the Gofman-Tamplin publicity yesterday and today. He is apprehensive 
that Senator Edmund Muskie will announce a public hearing on this, and he 
wants to serve him with a hands-off warning. Holifield has heard that we're· 
having a press release prepared, and he said it might be well to state therein 
that, at the request of the Chairman of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, 
the AEC is making a full report of this whole matter to that Committee. He 
also said that we have to think about a public hearing on this matter, and it 
should be held fairly soon. AEC and the Livermore Laboratory would be called 
on to make statements. Gofman and Tamplin would also be asked to testify. He 
wants to show that they have not acted in the normal manner of submitting 365 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC EI..JERGY COMMISSION· 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2051.5 

INFORMATION MEETING l 045 

UMCL.BYDOIJ 
NOV II 

COPY NO. . :J: 
-'---

July 6, 1970 

10:4!> a.m., Monday, July 6, 1970, Room A--458, Gcrn1antown Hcadq1.1;trtcrs 

1. J\1ly 5 Washington Post Article. "Two Physicists B\.1cking AEC on Safety 
Repol~t S~1ueeze". and J\1ly b Washington Post Article "Nader Charges 
.P.EC H<1rasscc.l Two Scientists" 

Staff will prepare a E:tatcmcnt. (AGM- PI~ 

· 2. Mr. Robert: Mi11er's, President, NFS, Conversation \vith the Chainllan 

3: J\1ly 2 Letter from. Chairman Chet Holifield, JCAE re Joint C01nmilte:e 
Hearings oil Gas Centrifuge this week. 

Staff is preparing testi1nony. (AGMP&P) 

4. SECY- 9 - Statement on Nuclear Excavation for Transmittal to the Ca-;12..! 
Study Comn1is sion ( CSC) 

Approved with changes. (PNE) 

5 AEC 671/33 - Contract for Operation ·of NRTS, Idaho 

Approved. (DC) 

6. AEC 460/146 - u.s. Offer to Host Annual Meeting of IAEA/ENEA 
~son Group on Thermionic Electrical Power Generation 

Approved. (AGMIA) 
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7. · Mr. Kratzer's Oral Report on IAEA Safeguards Discussions in Vienna 

8. SECY -10 - Revised FFTF Project Cost Estimate (See also AEG 588/95 -
FFTF Project Cost Estimate) 

:Approved with Commissioner Thompson not voting. (RDT-SECY) 

9. SE CY..: 5 - Staff Report on Potentialities for a U.S. Nuclear Desalting 
Demonstration Project 

Noted. (RDT) 

10. SECY -8 - Study for NSF on Superconducting Power Lines 

Noted with a request. (AGMR&D) 

11. SECY- 6 - Penetratio11 Exercise at NTS 

A briefing for the Commission prior to notification of the Joint C61nmittee 
is requeste~. (AGMMA-S-AGMA) 

12. AEC 1336/1- High Level Briefings on Weapons Development 

A briefing for the Commissioners is requested. (AG11M.A) 

13~ SECY -1 - "0" Clearance Status of Former AEC Commissioners 

Approved. I will check AEC records. (SECY -S) 

14. NTS Events for the Week of July 6, 1970 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

15. Projection of Commissioners' Commitments and Scheduled Commission 
Meetings, July 1970 through September 1970 

I 
I 

Noted. Readjustm·ent of the schedule for Commission review of the 
Fiscal Year 1972 budget estimates is requeste'd. (SECY) 

16. Projections of the Growth .of Nuclear Power 

Staff review is requested. (AGMP&P) 

- 2 -
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17 .. Mr. Corso's June 29 Memorandun1 for Record re Staffing, Regulatory 
Program. 

Noted. (_PER) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chainnan Seaborg 
Cbm1nissioner Ramey 
Comn1issioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Cmnmissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 

·Mr. Brown 
Mr. Schoenhaut 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr.· Harris>:• 
Mr. Kelly>:• 

·Mr. Erlewine~~ 
Mr. Kratzer* 
Mr. Kavanagh>:• 
Mr. Shaw>:c 
Mr. Coleman* 
Mr. Vinciguerra* 
Mr. Riley~:• 

Gen. Giller:.:c 

1.1:45 a.m. 

-DISTRIBUTION: 

Comn1is sioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Sec1·etary 
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· .•:··~By Thomas O'Toole ~-._. .. tory) not t-o testiiy," Gofinan letin. His reply criticized· 

: WashiMt~n Post stat! wi-t~er the Atomic Energy Commis· Stcrnglass, but he pointed . 
When physicist Arthur sion. out that his own estimate of~ 

Tamplin. walked into his of- . .,''I used to ! be a·· group the number of in! ant deaths : 
fice .one day last _week, h~ ·le.ade~ ·with 12 people and. a from fallout \vas more like! 
found his secretary in tears.. . budget · · of more thim 4000, not 400,000. ·,, ·::j · 

"She to1d me she'd beer.i $300,000 a year," Tamplin Gave Lower Estimate _ :} 
.fired," Tamplin said . from said wistfully the other day.. ''TlliS ~ Dlad'e'. ~he AE~~ 
··the · Lawrence Radiation · · "But I guess you can't ·he a mad," 'l'amplin said. ''They·~ 
Laboratory · in Livermore,~ group leader if. you don't . ·were promotii1g the notion : 
'Calif. "She'd been with me ltave a group." ',:.·.:~ . that fallout ·had been com< 
seven years, and she told me . While the · A~C insists pletely har·m!ess.".~ : ... : .. ·: :: ~ 
that afternoon she'd been· that budget cuts have cost r · Tamplin .said 'that his in~~:: 
laid off." . ·. ·Ta~nplin his group, Tamplin . · terest. in the whole idea of· 
· That _same day, Tamplin thinks. there are other rca- . atomic. radiation perked up · 
"'as told tl1at t\•,·o of the · sons. · . · · .. 
" · :at this time' and that' he·.: 
three . physicists still .a;. ne!usins- to Quit h·avelccl to the state~ of Ver· 

. signed to him were being "The}· want. me. to quit,'~ 
moved tci other jobs, a shift. 'he said, ''but rm not going 
that 'l'amplin said left him to quit. That would make it_ 
with. .the lonely feeling he . too easy for ,them. 'l'hey're 
was. no ioneer ·wanted at· going to have to fire me."· 

. mont and l\Iinnesota to give.: 
what- he felt was a fresh • ·· 

} viewpoint to the question· of·. 
·: radiation dischat·ge froll'! ·nu.- _. 

clear power plants., · _.; .. · ·: 

Lawrence Radiation Labora- · An obscure physicist who 
"The· laboratory was v·ery · 

disturbed about these two· 
tt·ips," Tamplin said. "TheY. 
did not want me to go~" ·. 

tory, which is run by the has never had any, kind of .. 
University of California for substantive. acclaim, Tam~ 

John Gofman;. who is an 
associate director of the. · 

.. ,. 

·.,. -·--., 

· .. - ---·• plin and a colleague of his 
named John Gofman are· in 
the midst of a dispute that 
prori1iscs to be a miniatm·e 
version of the battle fought 
more than a decade ago be
tween the· Atomic Ene!'gy 
Commission and the late J. · 

· LaWrence I:adiation Labora- · 
tory, said that . be joiricd 

1 forces with Tamplin when · 
· he saw that the AEC did not 
. like the way Tamplin was. 
talking about nuc!enr.power. 
· Gofman said that he had · 
. been invited to gin! a paper .. 

<1 '':··-

Robert Oppenheimer. 
W h i 1 e Oppenheimer's 

fight concerned the use of · 
atomic weapons, Tamplin's 
and Gofanm's involves the 

· use of atomic ·power. 
,~ The AEC, of course, is all 
L·for atomic power. Gofman 
• ·and T<implin insist they're 
! not against it, but they ha\·c 
. been. writing, lecturin~ and 
1
:tesUfying 'for inost of the 
·past ye~r against th.e radia
. tion dangers posed by the 
·growing · use · .of atomic 
"POWer plants . across . the 
country. 

It all began, says Tamplin,. 
when University of Pitts
burgh scientist Ernest 

on radiation to a convention ·· 
of electrical engineers. in· 
Sail Francisco last October. · 
Gofman said he went to . 
Tamplin ariel suggested they · 
gh·e a paper togcthcr. 

Their paper was on the .. . 
lo\;t·dosage radiation people··· 
can . expect in the e\·eryday . 
cciursc . of their lives. 'l'hey • 
concluded in the paper that 
the radiation guidelines laid 

• down by the Federal Hadia-
tion Council were not strict 
enougb, the first time anY· · 
body-. 'had seriously c.t.ues- .. 
tioncd these standards and a 
charge that was picked up 
by at least one wire service 
and one West Coast news- · 

Sternglass wrote an article paper. . · · 
in the April, 1969 issue of A week later, Gofman and 
the Bulletin of the Atomic Tamplin were invited to tes- · 
Scientists in which he. tify in Washington before 

the Senate Subcommittee on 
; claimed· that fallout from at- Air and Water ·Pollution,· 
· mosphcric testing of atomic headed by Sen. Edmund . 
. weapons had killed· 400,000 · ·l\Iuskie (D-:\Iaine), about the . 

infants in the United States. . potential hazards of· atomic . 
Tamplin said he l\'as · power plants. · · < <" ··;-: l ::· 

. · "We· were urzed by Dr: •. 
··asked ·by the AEC to answer Michael i\Iay (directot• of the 

the Stern~lass paper, which Lawrence Radiation Labora- · 
: he didin a letter t~_the.Dul·· · said.~'\'(~ were told that the. 



.'.1\Iuslde commi((C'e didn't U!;
- .dcrsl<md r<cdia~ion, r:nd that 

·· · ai1y tL·stimony WC' might give 
woulct lilir.lcad the commit

,:·· tee.''. · 
Go:man ar.d T~mpHn tes- · 

tified :lnyway, r,i\•ing :\·Ius
. ·kic'!': suhcommlttC'c l:'s~.:n
·>tiall)• t11e s:tr:1<' stm·y the-y'd 
·.·given at tllc Siin Francisco 

- . <'Onvcntion. One result o! 
1 thc-i1· test iJno!·,y wns a "white 
J P:tPl'r" i:,su(·d hy the AEC, 

refutiu:! the-ir ch;;rg<'s about 
rncli <•ti on. 

'\'h-::a Gorm:,n and Tmn· 
: . plin 1•ct'urncd to Cc.lifol'llia, 
: thc·y w<'rc ;:sl;f'~l to submit· 
;. any pr•pl:'r.; th;:v mi;;hl writ1~ 
1 on · nuclear p;;,\·cr to the 

· clit·eclor of thl' l:>.TJorattll'\' 
. before they were puhlbilc·d. 

· The ·cxp!:lll:tt.ion they were 
r,il·c·n fo:· this was that the 

• dircC't(,r v:nntcrl a ch:mce to 
reply to <lny c!J«rges they 
might ltl~tke in llw papers. t 

Tamplin \'.Tot:: :t p:!p(•r he . 
wnnted to gil•e at the Christ
mas ·meeting cf thC' A!neri-

,· cun A~.:oc:iation fCir the Ad· 
· vancenwnt or Science in 

Boston. He submitted it to 
the <!irec[or'3 office, "nd :;:ot 

·; it bnck, he says, with nll but 
· a few words pencilc'd out of 

the· tc·xt. 
·. ''He w:ts told," says:Gor: 

·. rnan, "thnt- if he wonted to 
: 'give a paper Ji:.:e that he. 

writer aml pay !or his o·.n1 
travel." 

Gofmnn said that . he 
stormed into- the c!il'cctor's 
office to . obj cct to such 
treatment and was told that 
he shouldn't fc(•l had :(bout 
a "little censorship." . 

· '"Think oi wbat it wouid 
·be Jike," · Gofman · said· he 
.was tnlcl; "if \ve clid what the 

. AEC. told us to do.'~ 
Goimrin was as~cd not to 

mal~c an issue of the Tam
plin' paper, but he refused. 
He c:~lled the chairman o! 
the AAAS session where 
'fiunplin \\·:ns to present his 
pap<'r and told h!m Tamplin 
W<:s being censored by the 
loboratory... · 

Hattie Lines Dr<>.wa< 

'I'amplin \vas told he couid 
go to Boston and gi\·e his 
pape~·, but l;y this ·time the 
battle lines were drawn. 
Wl:en he wanted to go to 
Sanla Barbara to present a 
simil<~r paper to tl!e Center 
for· Dcmocratic Instit.i.ttiuns 

came in from Washington 
and th.:y did not make 
pleasant l'E.'<:cling. The lab 
was told to cut its programs 
by about 10 per cent. 
"' One of tile first to ·be cut 
\';as Gof:nnn, who was asked 
to reduce his 12-man staff 
bv t\\'o--which he willino·Jy 
did. : . '-'. 

"I did not consic1er Uiis a 
reprisal," Go!ru:m said . 

. . "Other people \\'ere cut just 
as hard, ar1d in some cases a 
lot h::rcler." 

One of the people cut the 
hardest was Dl', Tamplin, 
who lost c.igilt of his 1~ re
search r:;~sistants in a .sinzlc 
cut two months n,eo. Wht"n 
th;1t was done, Tamplin was 
called into the office of Dr. 
noger :n:-.tzd, associate 
director of Lawrence. 

"What are you planning to 
do?" Tamplin said B"tzd 
asked him. · 

."I'm pl:wnin;: to continue 
the work I've been doing," 
Tamplin said he told 
Batzel. 

last l\I11rch, he was docked 'l'hcn .lL"X ralls 
three da.vs' t>ay. Tamplin said the finttl ax 
· "They were so. zealous fell a few days ago, when two 
ahout it," Tamplin i·cmcm- of. his t!m~e rem::inin;; rc-
bcrs, · "that. they e\·en search assistants were t-rans· 
chot·gcd me fe>r S:!turday fcn·ed out of his lab and 
and Sunday.'' The Iabora- when his secretary was laid 
tory later · rcscincl'ed that ·off. She later found a job 
ord.:!r. · elsewhere in the laboratory; 

Early this ycnr, the budz- but Tamplin hiis uot been . would have to zet his own· 
·sccr~l.::ry, l1is ?Wn type-
__:_ ___ --- -··--· ... :· 

ets for the .r\EC laboratory gi\·en another sc~rctat·y. 
_. ___ v :~ ~'> ,:!...___~!_ c"2;_j·.:: __ 7.·"-e:.~- • 7 o :. 

Tnmpiin considers SO!llf.· 

thing th:-tt happened to him 
a month aeo even more seri
ous lwrassmenL He ~aid he 
had worl>cd up a· preface to 
a ·handbook the l?.uon\tory 
w:1s about lo circul:ltc on 
weapons fallout, only to dis
co\'ct· ibnt his pref,iCC \Vns 
deleted from the hnndbooks 
\vJ.1en 700 were mailed ot;t 

:last month . 
.) .. , .. 
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Washington Post, Monday, July 6~ 1970 

.... •";:·- ..... ---
I 

. Ralpl1. Nader, t11c consuuwr said the AEC is tr~·ing either 
ad\·ocatc, C'allcd on Sen. Eel- to eet rid of the: two sdt-ntists 
innnd A.· 1\Iuskic (D·i\bine) or "at least render them voice
y<.>stcn1<•Y to ill\'cstigC!!e re- less. 
port~ that the Atomic En('rgy "Should the a"ency s~Jccccd 
Co1~1mission . is. r~t~liating 1 it will be ever ~narc dif.ricult 
2~;unst two SCJC!l~Isl_s who for Congress to persuade gov- . 
h<tve w::med of r<1d1atwn ha.z· er11ment cmplo~·ces to per- · 

. ~rcls :.t at?mic power planls.. form as free citizens in tim~s I' 
N<Iclcr, 1n a Jetter to l\1uskJC, of ('risis cr times of ncerled de· ~ 

. · . . . .- Jib(!l'a!ion and testify before I 
various committees," Nader 
said. 

· 1\hiskic is cl!airman of the 
Senntc Suhcommi!tce on Air 
and Water Pollution, before 1 
which the scientists had tcsti-

' fied about radi.:ltion I1azards 
durin<: :1. 1!169 hearitJg. 

A story in The Washington 
Post Sunday rcp..,rtcd that the 
two men, Arthm· Tamplin :md 

1 
John Gofman, ha\·e com
pl:lint'd o! n!temptrd censor
ship and reduction oi their of·! 
ficc staffs at the Lt:wrcnre Ra· 
diation Laboratory in Liver-; 
more, C<tlif. The laboratory is I 
operated by the University of : 
California for the AEC. I 
- Research assist::nts were cut I 
from Tamplin's staff and his' 
sccrl'!;:ry was laid off last j 
week. . 

Dr. Roger Batz~l. associate! 
dircctot· of the labo1·atory, de·: 
nied charges of harassment, i 
"When we comp.ared 'l'am-, 
plin's worl~ with other work i 
we derided his just didn't i 
measure up,'' he said. "We i 
m~tde the <lecision to swi.tch j 
his people to a hi~h£'r prioFitr: 
area. With respect to l1is ~ct'rc-! 
tarr, he l1~s had a luxury in: 
the· past that we had not p1·o-j 
\'ided other peoplt> in his cli\'i· .

1 sion." · 
Batzel at'knowl£'dgcd l1c has i 

spoken with Gofman about: 
making allt'gccll>· "personal" j 
atfncks on other physicists.; 
"\\'c han' not tried to muzzlt>: 
his scic·ntif!c ,·.iews," Batzel: 
sail?, "Lul \:c fr:c-1 that ;whc·J'C l 
he get; prrsnnn1 WI! will han~j' 
to take a look nnd see if I1c 
has IJlnybc cone too far." . .. ···-· ....... ··-· -......... I 

I 
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papers, etc., and he would want the record to show their absences from the 
Livermore Laboratory in connection with travel and speeches, also whether 
government funds were involved. Also, he wants us to be clear on the 
organization at Livermore and where Gofman and Tamplin fit into it. 

I had lunch with Myron Kratzer and Julie Rubin. We discussed Glennan's 
request for Labowitz and a secretary in connection with his position in Vienna 
(which we will try to fulfill), my letter from Petrosyants inviting me to come 
to the Soviet Union this summer (which we will regret with postponement to a 
later time), my forthcoming trip to attend the 14th General Conference of the 
IAEA in Vienna in September (in connection with which I plan to visit France, 
Germany, England, and possibly Yugoslavia), and the possibility of my 
preparing an article for publication which would describe my recent Asian trip 
and emphasize the need for some kind of a regional organization to coordinate 
the nuclear research of Asian countries. 

At 2:10 p.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2425 (action summary 
attached). We discussed the matter of industry participating in the gas 
centrifuge technology, including the Larson-Johnson proposal that industry be 
brought into the process of manufacturing centrifuge bowls. I suggested that 
it might be better to attack the problem more broadly and give industry the 
general information as to where we stand on gas centrifuge technology, and 
said I would like to think about this further and come back with a more 
definite plan. We discussed in a preliminary way the matter of making a 
choice between General Electric and Gulf General Atomic on a contract for the 
development of the thermionic reactor. Klein said the decision is close but 
he leans toward General Electric. I suggested that we contfnue this. 
discussion in executive session at a later meeting. We appr6ved the 
investigation of the bedrock facility for the storage of liquid radioactive 
waste at Savannah River. 

I received a letter from Lee OuBridge (copy without enclosure attached) 
advising that OST is interested in coordinating a program of research in the 
health effects of environmental agents and asking me to designate someone who 
could meet with them on this subject. 

Carol, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters and returning to our star~ing point. 

Tuesday; ·July·?; ·1970 - Germantown 

Justin Bloom and I met with J. Robert Bromberg (Vice President) and Jerry 
Elverum of TRW from 11 to 11:30 a.m. Bromberg brought us up to date on the 
work at TRW that I had viewed during my visit there last July 17. He 
expressed concern about the diminishing support for the TRANSIT RTG program 
which could lead to its demise at just the time when it is showing so much 
promise. 

I had lunch with Ernie Tremmel, Julie Rubin and Justin Bloom. We discussed 
possible plans for ·bringing industry into the gas centrifuge program. I will 

.explore further a program for giving industry access to this information on a 
phased basis. One of the problems here will be the criteria by which 
industries will be chosen for this role. Following lunch Bloom and I hiked 
around the Seaborg Trail. 

Alvin Weinberg dropped in to see me from 3 to 3:30 p.m. Our discussion 372 
centered mainly around his troubles with Chet Holifield, including Holifield's 



UNCL.BY-. 
NOV. 

UNITED STATES 

AT0~,11C ENERGY COMMISSION 
July 7, 1970 

Approved __ _ 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2054$ 

REH" 

Date __ ~~~----------
R. g, Hollingsworth, Genera) Manager 

ACTION SlJr.[}lARY OF 1-!EETING 2425; HONDAY, JULY 6, 1970,·2:10P.N., ROOH A-410, 
GERHA~TO\m, MARYL.<\ND 

SECY: SBR 

Co:nmission Business 

1. Hinutes of Nceting 2421 

Approved. (SECY) 

2. AFt: 610/218 - Industry Parti.c~tion "in Gas Centrifuge Technolog_y_(See al..!!£ 
~610/21.2 & Ccrr:,1lissioners Johnson 1 s & LRrson 1 s Hay 21 Nc.morandu:n) · 

Discussed. To be rescheduled. (SECY) 

lhc Cc~oission r~qucsted circulation of: 

a. Cc>Jr,missioner John.son 1s Tables; and 
b. the bar ch:1rts comparing the current program with the 

Johnson/Lorson proposal and Alternative II. 

3. ~EG 180/76 - R;d_~~~..£_tive. ':@st:e St0_!£1S_e Faci.lity at S:w:tnnah River 
i~,~<> also Ar0;_ 1.80/39 & AEC 180/92) 

Approved. (P) 

·Cc;r~~lissione·r Thompson requested staff consider tLlC possibility of 
T;mova1 and solidification of cesium-137 und strontium-90 from 
.:.orr.mcrc i::t 1 pov1er re<1c tor W.::! s te s. (RDT) 

Di.so.:;ussed. 

(P) 

S. f:EC l?..Q/88 .:._j)itin~ of Con;r.1c:rdnl Fuel Re~~~:ssi!:g Plants & Rel~t<?d_l~ 
H~nngun~.nt Facilities (SlOe a l.::o Con:,uissioncr Thompson 1 s June 22 Ncmor::md_LJml 

Discussed. To be rc.::schedulE:d. (SECY) 

The Com.-:liss ion req~e::s tc,d preparation of:· 

a.· a new State.r.1cnt of Consideration and a t"lOVised rule, as discussed; 
b. a draft press rclcnsc; and 
c. a le:tter to the JCAE. 

(RDT/HL/RPS) 

373 



R. E. Hollingsworth 
Action Summary 2425 

-2-

6. AEC 1000/152 - Cont!ECt Board Report 

Disct.Jssed. Commissioner Johnson did not participate. 

The Commission requested: 

July 7 ,_ 1970 

a. staff consider some combinatiQn of contractors; and 
b. this matter be rescheduled for an Executive Session. 

(SNS/DC/SECY). 

7. ~J~ 532/99 -Staff Evalua.tion of KHS Proposal 
AEg 53?./100 - Interim Report o.n Prc'!ctical Laser-Pellet Fusion Reactor; and 
SECY - 2 - Revised Laser Clns~ifica·tion Guidance 
JS~e also Co:::missioncr Ram-ey's June 9 Ncraorandtl!!!l 

Deferred. (SECY) 

,/ 
cc: ,"~'-". 

Choirm~n Seaborg .· 
Comrniss j:oner Ramey 
Comrni.5sioncr Johnson 
Co:runi:;sioner Thou1pson 
C(\mmissioner Larson 

·t.[. B. HcCool 
S~crctary 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND iECI-INOLOGY 

UNCL.BV .. 
NOV II 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2050G 

, June 29, 1970 

Dear Dr. Seaberg: 

The Office of Science and Technology is particularly con
cerned that the Federal Governn~ent should support an 
appropriate level of research effort in behalf of the health 
effects of environmental agents. What constitutes an 
appropriate level in absolute tern~s is, of course, subject 
to son~c debate. Fortunately,, however, tliere do exist 
sorne guidelines in the form. of recent studies by various 
advisory·groups and hy the Governn~ent itself. 

The agency which would be most preoccupied with this 
subject is the Depa1·trnent o£ Health, Education, and 
Welfare. At the same time, there are some related interests 
in certain of the other Government agencies. Many o:f the 
curren~ activities of the Division of Biology and Medicine 
o! the AEC \\'Ot1ld certainly fall jnto this category. 

A well articulated and coordinated progran~ for these research 
activities would seem essential. I have asked Dr. Burger 
of my staff to meet with an appropriate representative from 
AEC, along with his counterparts from other agencies to 
consider and encourage a prog,ram of research in this area. 

I would recom1nend that consideration be given to planning 
for these activities to cover the period of both Fiscal Years 
1972 and 1973. 

The Council cin Envil·omnental Quality has asked to participate 
as observers in this planning exercise. 
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2- . 

It would be helpful to us to have the name of son~eone who1n 
you would like to designate to 1neet with us on this subject. 
Finally, I have included a copy of an outline of suggested 
research needs in this area. I offer it.. purely as a document 
to stimulate ·sori~e thought and to give direction to a dis- . 
cussion of this area, 

Enclosure 

D1·. Glenn T. Sea borg 
Chairtnan 
Ato1nic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

. Sincerely yom~s. 

~ 
Lee A. DuBridge 
Director 
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adamant opposition to the Muskie-Baker bill, which would create national 
environmental laboratories. I agreed with Weinberg's suggestion that it might 
be best if he could convince Senator Baker to postpone hearings on this bill. 
We also discussed the impending NSF support for work on environmental problems 
at Oak Ridge and the sensitive relationship of this toward Holifield's 
attitude concerning JCAE jurisdiction over the work at AEC national 
laboratories. 

At 4:15 p.m. I was interviewed for about 20 minutes by George Herman of CBS 
for a program in connection with the 25th anniversary of the first nuclear 
weapon test at Alamogordo, New Mexico on July 16, 1945. (Attached is a list 
of the questions he asked.) 

Phil Abelson called to urge me to agree to have my name submitted in 
nomination for the presidency of the AAAS. He said that the biggest demand on 
my time would be in connection with the four meetings a year, lasting abut one 
and a half days each. I finally agreed, and asked him to notify Dael Wolfle's 
secretary and whomever else at AAAS should be informed. 

I received a letter from Alexis Johns~n congratulating me on my reappointment 
as Chairman. 

Dave, Carol, Suki and I went for a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at 
Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 
3 and 4, passed the police headquarters, and returned to our starting point. 

Wednesday; -Jply-8; -1970- D.C. 

At 10:05 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1046 (action summary 
attached). We approved the appointment of Henry Nowak as Director of the new 
Division of Waste and Scrap Management. We considered the draft FY 1971 
environmental statement on the overall NTS underground nuclear test ·program~ 

At 11 a.m. Commissioners Ramey, Johnson Thompson, Larson and I, Bob 
Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, Al Labowitz and Julie Rubin met with Phil Farley, 
Deputy Director, ACDA, to receive a briefing on the status of the SALT 
negotiations in Vienna. He said that the most recent U.S. position boiled 
down to two alternatives: (1) a limitation on strategic missiles with a ban 
on MIRV's, including inspection to detect any illegal MIRV testing, with a 
single ABM capacity to defend Washington and Moscow, known as the National 
Command Authority. Inspection would be a central part of this whole scheme; 
and (2) a general, phased cutback in nuclear missiles with a limitation on the 
ABM but with no ban on MIRV's or inspection other than inspection by national 
means. The Soviet position is to favor a limitation on missiles and a 
limitation on the ABM, but they are against the MIRV ban, the ban on testing 
of MIRV's and the consequent on-site inspection. They think it is too early 
and too ambitious a project to think in terms of reductions in the numbers of 
missiles at this time. Farley said that the compromise position that is now 
on President Nixon's desk includes a limitation on the total of land-based 
missiles, sea-based missiles and intercontinental bombers to about 1,800 to 
2,000 with no control or inspection of MIRV's and no inspection other than 
that made possible by national means, together with a limitation of ABM either 
to the National Command Authority or a zero level inspected by national means. 

I then attended the tail end of a meeting of the ACS Committee on Chemistry 
and Public Affairs in the Board Room of the ACS Building (1155 16th Street), 
which was attended by Frank A. Long, Robert W. Cairns, Theodore Cairns, 377 
Herbert Carter, Lloyd Cooke, James D. D'Ianni, William Hanford, Milton Harris, 



l. Does ABC _plan obsqrvance of Trinity? 

2. \·lherc 'Here you on J'uly 16, 19,15? 
d.._,.~ 

3.. t·lerc you as1a:ce of .. test?. Did yo'.l expect it. 
to succeed? licw did you hear of its success? 

4 e 1'1hat kind of em.o'd.ons \vere e.xprcs"sed at the 
ne·.m? 

5. Where were you on nugust 6, 1945? 

6. Had you knm:n that the decision against: the 
Frank feport was made? 

7. Did· sc:tenti.sts h<tVG a feeling of uh2.t the 
conse.quence~;; of their inc.1i vidual uorJ~ i10l.lld be? 

. -P.. . .s;.:~yth s2..id the secJ:·ets of bo:-t1b could not 
be kept. Is this true? 

t::/.. •• 
9. Did you think of11 !~ussians as next to gi.:~t 

the bomb? 
UP 

10. Did~first blast produce divisions among 
'·scientists? 

O.v-
11. ~·las the talk •::bout .... promise o£ the atom 

believed by all scientists? 

12 o Docs it surprise you that ".'ie l~u-Jted 25 yc<:\rs 
since th~ first nuclear blast? 

13. Was July 15 really ~ lan6nark in your opinion 

UlfcL.ay
Novss 

or V?as the 'I•JOrk bt~forc and after more significant? 
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··=· ·:: .. . . 
•.:.· · .. 

· 14. ·In looking back. hm·l do you think atomic 
energy· h~s gone? 

.·15. I gather that :'z'OU have no regrets in. 
developing t.he nuclear '\'leapon. 

~ . . . 
. . 

- G.T.S. 
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UNITED STATES 
UNCL. BY DOl 

NOV aa 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON. D.C. ZOS~S 

.. . 
INFORMATION MEETING 1046 

COPY NO. 3 
JulyS, 1970 -· 

10:05 a.m., Wednesday,. July 8, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Washington Post Reportel" Interviews with the Commissioners 
·' 

2. AEC 610/218- Industry Participation in Gas Centrifuge Technology; 
AEC 532/99 - Staff Evaluation of KMS Proposal; and, 
AEC 1000/152 - Contract Board Report 

Scheduled for consideration, Monday, July 13, 1970. (SECY) 

3.' Commissioners' Luncheon Meeting with N.ASA Officials, July 20, 1970 

To be scheduled. (SEC1:) 

4. Commissioner Thompson's Ju:ly 2 Memorandum re Manuscript by 
Me S. Weschsler 

Staff comment and discussion with the ACRS are reouested. (ADRA-SECY) 

5. Draft Testimony for Centrifuge Hearings 

Approved. Additional comments may be addres·sed to staff. (P-Congr.) 

6; SECY -4- Information on NPR for JCAE 

Approved. A copy of the BPA report is to be furnished the Joint Committee. 
(P-Congr.) . 
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7. Mr. Fowler's July 2 Memorandum re Status of AEC/National Heart and 
Lung Institute (NHLI) Negotiations on Artificial Heart Program. 

Staff may proceed. (ID) 

8. Appointment of Director,. Division of Waste and Scrap Managemenf 

Approved. (PER) 

9. SECY-19- Draft FY 1971 Environmental Statement on NTS Underground 
Nuclear Test Program 

.. 
Comments are to be addressed to staff. A letter to Acting Under Secretary 
of State Alexis Johnson is requested. (AGMO-SECY) 

10. SECY -20 - Heavy Ion Synchrotron; and, 
SECY- 32 - Proposed Heavy Ion Accelerator Facility 

' Noted. (AGMR&D) 

11. SECY- 21 - Management of UK Barter Plutoniu~ 

Noted. (P) 

.12. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 365 

Noted. (PAR) 

13. Senators Ellender and Bible's Visit to Peachbottom this month 

14. Appointment of Mr. Roger Hibbs, Union Carbide, to the National Energy 
Panel 

15. 1970 Reorganization Plan for the EPA 

16. Briefing on Apollo 13 Safety Review Board Report 

To be scheduled. (SECY) 

17. GAO Report on the Uranium Enrichment Criteria 

To be checked with White House staff and scheduled for consideration on 
Friday, July 10, 1970. (OC-SECY) . 

- z -
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18. Possible Lawrence Award Nominees 

Suggestions are to be directed to Commissioner Larson. (SECY) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

10:55 a.m. 

STAFF: DISTRIBUTION: 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. -Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Hollingsworth 
Bloch 
Hennessey 
Rubin 
Kull 
Schoenhaut 
McCool 
Morris* 
Baranowski* 
Thorne* 
O'Neill* 
Fowler)(< 
Mott* 
Cole* 
Erlewine* 
DiNunno* 
Tesche* 
Douthett, NVOO* 
Kelly* 
Hack* 
Kratzer* 

- 3 -

Commissioners 
General Manager . 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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Charles Overberger, Joseph Stewart, Richard Carpenter, Stephen Quigley, 
Richard Kenyon, Bert Stanerson and James Stack. 

I then went to lunch with the group at the Madison Hotel (in Executive Chamber 
No. 3). After lunch Chairman Frank Long called on Bill Baker, who joined us 
at lunch, to describe the impending reorganization to form the new National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. Long then called on me and I 
described the continuing budget stringency in the AEC, the new Environmental 
Protection Agency and the degree of AEC involvement, the false reports about 
the dismemberment of the AEC, and, at Frank's request to discuss some aspect 
of science and society, I described my January trip to Africa and my 
forthcoming article in Science calling for the help in African science by 
American scientists. As a result of this Kenyon suggested to me that there 
also be an article covering this in Chemical and Engineering News and he will 
send someone around to talk with me about 1t. 

Jane Rubenstein, Suki and I went for a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at 
Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 
3 and 4, passed the police headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Thursday; ·July 9; 1970 - D.C. 

I called Will Kriegsman to inquire about the results of yesterday's meeting 
with Hosmer inasmuch as I have a 10 a.m. appointment with Bob Warner of the 
Washington Post. He said they met last night and there is no change. We will 
go ahead with the uranium enrichment criteria and put the plants on an 
economic basis so that the charges are fair and equitable. He said, "We have 
no plans at this time to sell the plants." Hosmer isn't happy, but he went 
along. Also, Hosmer went along with putting John Flaherty in charge of 
uranium and enrichment programs. I asked whether there are any problems with 
our indicating that the Directorate is being put off at this time, and he said 
there are none. When the decision is made to sell the enrichment plants, all 
the relevant parties will be brought in; Justice will have to concur on 
anti-trust, as well as the JCAE, and others. So, without all this 
concurrence, it just doesn't make sense to try to sell at the present time. 
He said that Hosmer seemed to indicate they have looked into the possibility 
of legislation and decided against it; they are not going to fight it. I 
asked about the price increase, and he said that would, of course, go into 
effect. I mentioned the Evins problems concerning the Flaherty appointment. 
I said I don't know whether I should go see Evins. Kriegsman said to play it 
by ear. 

From 10:15 until 10:45 a.m. I met with Robert (Bob) K. Warner of the 
Washington Post, along with Julie Rubin and Bob Newlin (DPI). Warner and 
Morton M1ntz-are doing a story on the uranium enrichment picture, and are 
going to interview Schlesinger, McCracken, Flanigan, people in the AEC, etc. 
His questions were along the line of the rationale for the new enrichment 
criteria, the status of the concept of sale of the enrichment plants, and the 
predictions for future capacity of nuclear power. 

I had an interview with Llewellyn King, Washington editor of Nucleonics Week, 
in the presence of Julie Rubin and Bob Newlin (OPI) from 11:05 until ll:ss-
a.m. The questions ranged over the matter of my reappointment, the 
accomplishments in the nuclear energy field during my tenure as Chairman, and 
the problems that face us in the future. In the course of th~ interview I 
stated positively that I am in favor of some kind of a cooperative arrangemen~8Jr 
with European countries on uranium enrichment, provided it takes into account 
the proliferation danger and is carefully worked out. 



Together with Martin Biles (Director, Division of Operational Safety) and John 
P. H. Kelly (also of Division of Operational Safety), I went to the East Room 
of the White House to participate in the President's Safety Awards ceremony. 
It lasted from 3 until 3:15 p.m., and was presided over by the new Secretary 
of Labor, James D. Hodgson. The awards were presented by White House 
Counselor Robert Finch. Robert C. Seamans of the Air Force, Thomas 0. Paine 
o~ NASA, and David Williams of the Civil Service Commission received regular 
awards and responded with short thank-you remarks. Counselor Finch then 
presented Honorable Mention awards to Mr. James Tew of the Government Printing 
Office; Mr. Howard Habermeyer, Chairman of the Railroad Retirement Board; and 
to me for the Atomic Energy Commission as a group. 

I had lunch with Julie Rubin and George Sakalosky in the Longworth Cafeteria, 
followed by a walk around Lafayette Square. 

At 4:30 p.m. I met with Mrs. Earl (Barbara M.) Hubbard and Colonel John J. 
Whiteside of the World Future Society. They described to me their planned 
Committee for the Future of the Center of American Living (174 East 74th 
Street, New York, New York, 10021) which will try to establish moral and 
financial support for the concept that man should learn how to live in space. 
They have in mind colonizing the moon, and after that, planets such as Mars. 
They are going to talk to Tom Paine and Wernher von Braun about this, as well 
as to a number of other people. I expressed some doubt as to the feasibility 
from the standpoint of man's inability to withstand weightlessness, radiation 
in space, the cold on the dark side of the moon, and the heat on Mars. I 
said, however, I would discuss .the concept with Paine and von Braun after they 
have talked with them. · 

Attached are copies of the announcement today by the Vice President proposing 
the establishment of a National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administrati"on (NOAA) 
and an Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and of the President's Message to 
Congress describing the organization of the EP~ and NOAA. 

In the late afternoon we had the heaviest rain in the history of 
Washington--about 4.6 inches--which tied up traffic considerably and delayed 
the ride home. 

Friday; July·lO; 1970- D.C. 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1047 (notes attached). We 
discussed a letter we received from Senator Muskie (copy attached) and a 
letter he had received from Ralph Nader (copy attached). We decided to send 
Senator Muskie a copy of the report we are preparing for t.he JCAE on this 
matter. We also discussed the matter of Dr. Rabi's attendaRCe at the 
forthcoming General Conference of the IAEA and decided that I would again take 
this matter up with Congressman Holifield. 

Regulatory Information Meeting 413 followed (notes attached). 

I had lunch in the Commissioners' dining room with Justin Bloom, Stan 
Schneider and George Sakalosky. 

From 1:30 to 3:30p.m. I participated in the Society of Nuclear Medicine 
Symposium, "Human Aspects of Nuclear Medicine: Goals and Prospects," in 
Sheraton Hall at the Sheraton-Park Hotel. This session was presided over by 
Congressman Chet Holifield. I spoke on "Reminiscences on the Development of
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OFFICE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT 

.waahington, P. C. 
UNCL. BY DOl 

NOV 81 

For Release: PM's of Thursday Contact: E.· L·. ·Dillon 
· July 9, 1970 . (202) 3 95-3444 .. . . \ . ;' . . 

. . ·= ~ - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - -.· .... . - . . .. ~ . 

Vice President Spiro T.. Agnew, as Chair~an of the National Council 
on Marine-Resources and Engineering Development, state.d today that tv.'o :' 
important reorganizations proposed this morning by the President hold great 
promise for the United States in the fields of marine science and environ
mental quality. 

The Vice President said that the Administration is proposing the 
establi~hment of a National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
in the Department of Commerce, and an Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) to enable the United States to deal effectively with mounting problems 
of land, sea and air pollution and to ensure vigorous and effective leadership· 
for the Nation's oceanic and atmospheric programs. · 

The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration proposal would 
bring together: ' · 

the National Oceanographic ··Data and Instrumentation Centers, 
presently administered by the Department of the Navy; 

the National Data Buoy Project ·of the Coast Guard; 

the Environmental Science Services Administration, 
Department of Commerce; 

most elements of the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, 
the marine mining programs of the Bureau of Mines and 
the marine sports fish program of the Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries an~ Wildlife--presently under the Department 
of the Interior; · 

the Office of Sea Grant Programs of the National Science 
Foundation; and 

the U.S. Lakes Survey program of the Army Co_rps of 
Engineers. 
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The Vice President said that the·'iss~e of Federal organization for 
the marine sciences has been of intense interest to the u.s. ocean com- . 
munity in recent years, and that with the establishment of the proposed . ,_. 
NOA_A, the Nation's civil marine activities will acquire the critical mass . 
needed to move the U.S. ocean program forward effectively. The inclu
sion of civil atmospheric and meteorological programs in the new organi-

. zation will insure a comprehensive approach to environmental research, 
_development, surveys and services at the Federal level. He noted .that 
the Commission on Marine Science, Engineering and Resources had advised 
that: 11 The oceans and marine-related activities must be viewed in the con
text of the total land-air-sea environment, 11 and that the Commission had. 
counseled "How fully and wisely the Vnited States uses the sea in the. 
decades ahead will affect profounc;lly .its security, its economy, its ability 
to meet increasing demands for food and raw materials, its p0sition and 
influence in the world community, and the quality of the environment in 

. which its people live. 11 

The Vice President said that the NOAA proposal emphasizes the 
importance given by the President to wise and rational use of the oceans 
and environ~ent both nationally and internationally. 

. . 

· The proposed Environmental Protection Agency will include the 
water pollution programs of the Department of the Interior; the air pollu
tion and solid waste management programs of the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfar~; the pesticide standards programs of the Food apd 
Drug Administration; the pesticide control programs of the Department of 
Agriculture; and the radiation standard setting programs of the Atomic Energy 
Commission and the Federal Radiation Cou·ncil. With the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Vice President said, the Administration will unify 
presently fragmented efforts to improve environmental quality; the new 
agency will riot only set standards but also enforce regulations against 
pollution of the Nation's air, land and waterways. 

Both reorganization proposals, he said, reflected the Administra- . 
. tion' s many months of intensive study of the Nation's priority needs and 
goals in the fields of marine science and the environment. The President's 
Advisory Council on Executive Organization played an important part in the 
development of the proposals, and the recommendations of the earlier Com
mission on Marine Science, Engineering and Resources had been of consider
able value, he said. 

The President's reorganization plans have been sent to Congress 
pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 9 of Title 5 of the United States Code. 
The plans will go into effect following 60 consecutive ·days of the Congress 
in session if neither the House of Representatives nor the Senate disapprove · 
them by majority vote. . 3 B 6 
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During the coming months, the Vice Preside.nt said, the President 
will look to the National Council on Marine Resources and Engineering 
Development to assist hi.i:n during organizational transition and to ensure · 
that marine sciences needs and interests of those Departments not directly 
affected by the proposed reorganization are taken properly into account. 

The National Council on Ma·rine Resources and Engineering Develop
·ment was established by the Congress (Public Law 89-454) to assist the 
President in the development and coordination of national marine science 
policies and programs. The Council membership is as follows: 

Chairman: 
Spiro T. Agnew, The Vice President 

Members: 
Willi~m P. Rogers, the 'Secretary of State 
.John H. Chafee, the Secretary of the Navy 
. Walter J. Hickel, the Secr.etary of the Inte.rior 
. Maurice H. Stans, the Secretary of Commerce 

Elliot L. Richardson, the Secretary of Health, Education 
and Welfare 

John A. Volpe, the Secretary of Transportation 
Glenn T. Seaborg, Chairman, Atomic Energy Conunis sion 
William D. McElroy, Director, National Science Foundation 

Observers: 
Lee A. DuBridge, Director, Office of Science and Technology. 
George Shultz, Director, Office of Management and Budget 
Paul W. McCracken, Chairman, Council of Economic Advisers 
Thomas 0. Paine, Administrator, National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration 
John A. Hannah, Administrator, Agency for International 

Development 
S. Dillon Ripley~ Secretary, Smithsonian Institution 
R~ssell E. Train, Chairman, Council on Environmental Quality 

Executive Secretary (Acting): 
E. L. Dillon 

II II II II 
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Office of the White House Frt>~s f.ecretary 
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THE W!-J!TZ HOUZE 

FACT ~HEET 

The President is submitting to the Consress today Reorg&.niza.tion Plans Nos. 3 
and 4 of 19701 establishing the Enviro~r.1ental F rotection A3ency (EFA) aa a 
new, independent agency witlun the Executive Branch, and the :National Oceanic 
and Atmosphe..-ic Administration (NOAA) in the Department of Commerce. 

ENVIRONlviENTAL H~.OTECTION AGENCY 

The EF'A brineo together in a single ol·ganization the major Federal pollution 
control progra:ns now eXisting in four separate agencies and one interagency 
council. The creation of the EF'.A fulfills the President's pledge of February 10, 
1970, to recommend improved administrative machinery to u-:eet the current 
pollution crisis. · 

The mission of the EPA will be to oreanize the fight against environmental 
pollution on all integrated basis which acl.nowledges the critical relationships 
between pollutanta, forms of pollution, and control techniques. Under the present 
organization, pollution control activities are conducted by rnany departments and 
agencies. Each is typically concerned with a single pollutant or source (radiation, 
pesticides), a single environrnental••Jediu:.-., (air, water, food}, or a limited 
aspec~ of the t9tal problem (health or economic effects, aesthetics}. This 
fragmentation of effort baa reaulted in confusion and overlap, aor.'le delay in the 
:recognition of ne..-1 problems, and the continuance of inefficient management 
techniques. It haa effectively inhibited any comprehenaive exar.,ination of the 
total effecto of pollutants by man, plants. animals, and ecolozical systems. 

The creation of EFA will have the following advantazes: 

It will upgrade the effectiveness of the Federal Govern."'i'lent' s 
major pollution control p~ogl"ams • 

• ::'.. It will provide a eer.tral focus for an evaluation of all pollution
related activities of the Fe:ieral Government. 

It will serve to upgrade the i.-..portance .,f envirom:;ental 
considerations and pollution pro3rar.1S within ~1e Federal 
Govern.-nent, and over a period of time tend to have a 
air.1Uar effect on prog:;.·a.'"!l priorities within l:tate an.:i loc:,al 
governments. 

It will clarify industry responsibility by p~ovidinz consistent 
standards and a si~le enforce1".)ent agency. 

State and local pollution control agencies will be able to 
look to one Federal agency for all their financial support 
and technical assiatance. · 

It will insulate pollution abate.-.1ent standard-netting from the 
promotional interests of othe:i." departmenta. 

The EF A will have an estimated FY 1971 budget of $1.4: billion and 5650 
per aonnel, and consist of the followinz: · 

The Federal Water Quality Adr.,inistration (FV/C:A), now in 
the Department o£ the Intedor; · 
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tho National Air Pollution Control Admi • .:st:.· ... tion (NAFCA), 
now in the Department oi Health, Education, and Welfa.rc; 

pa.rts of tho Environmental Control.Aclministration (Bureaus 
of Solid Waste Management, V!~ter Hygianl) and a. portion of 
the Bureau of Radiological Health), also from ,HEW: 

• J . . 
the pestic::tdos r-esearch and staudard-:-sottin(; prograra of the 
Food and Drug Administration,_ HEW; · 

tho pesticides reg~tration authority of the Departneni: of 
Agriculture: 

authority to perform genenll ecological research, from the 
Council on Environmc~al Quality (CEQ): 

certain pesticide research authorities of the Department o£ 
Interior; 

_the environmental radiation protection standard-setting 
function o£ the Atoluic Ener3y Commiasion; · 

tho functions of the Federal Radiation Council (FRC). 

NATIONAL OCEANiC AND ATl..-lOSl?HERIC ADY ... U\"!STRATION 

NOAA bringo together in a. single adminiotration the major Federal programs 
dealing w!th the seas and atmosphere. These programs :Presently exist in four 
departments and one agency. Ths creation of NOAA will improve the overall 
manaaement of programs dcaling \vith the three-fourths of the earth covered by 
the oceans. 

The miosion o£ NOAA is to orsa.llize a unified approach to the p;o:oohlcms of the 
ocean and the atmosphere and to create a. centi!r of strength within tho civilian 
sector of the Federal Goverrunent for this purpose. Although each of the units 
which will compri&e NOAA presently carries out oceanic function:; .according to 
its particular •nission, the lack of overDll planning and systems a.ppronch haD 
resulted in an impetus towards oceanic ruft:~irs wh'ich has b~en r.ouch less than it 
should be • ....... 

The NOAA will have an estimated 1971 budge~ of about $Z70 million and over 
12,000 personnel and will consist of the following: 

The Environmental Science 3ervicos Adminiztration, already a. 
part of the Depa1·tmont of Commerce; 

most o£ the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, now in tho 
Department of tho I:lterior: 

the Marine Minerals Technology Program of the Bureau of 
Mines· in the Department of the Interior: 

the marine sports fishing program o£ the. Bureau o£ Sport a 
Fisheriea and Wildlifa ia the Departmen: of the L"ltcrlor; 

the Office of Sea Grant Procrams of the National Science Fouudatioo;..; 

elcmenta of tht\ United States Lal~e Survey o£ the Department 
of the Army. 

MORE. 
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Upon the establishment of NOAA, the followin3 prog:.:arno will be t:z.-ansferred to 
it by executive action. (No legislative authol'ity is requh·ed to effect these 
transfero): 

The National Oceanographic Data and Instrumentation 
Centers of the Departm~nt of the Navy; 

tae National Data Buoy Frograrn of the Department of 
Transpo;:tation. 

The President will request, upon approval of the plan, that the Secreta~y of· 
Commerce eotabli:;;h a National Advisory Committee for the Oceans and Atmos~ 
phere to advise hlm on the progreos of governmental and pdvate programs i.n 
achieving the nation1 o oceanic and atmospheric objectives. 

II II II 
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UNITED STATES 

. UNCL. IV DOl 
. ~ov •• 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

INFORMATION MEETING 1047 

COPY NO. 3 
July 10, 1970 

9:55a.m., Friday, July 10, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C .. 

1. June 25 Letter from Robert F. Class, Commander of American Legion, 
re· Resolution on Environmental Affairs 

To be discussed by the Commissioners' Environ~ental Group. (Rosen-SECY) 

2. U. 5;. Delegate to the 14th IAEA General Conference 

3. July 8 Letter from Senator Muskie re Nader Letter on Washington Post' 
Gofman-Tamplin Articles 

The reply is to attach ·a copy of our report to the Joint Committee and that 
report is to .include a statement on the Gofman-Tamplin thesis. (OEA} 

4. AEC 1036/113 - Newspaper Articles re SLAC 

5. Reorganization Plan No. 4 of 1970 re the Environmental Protection Agency 

To be circulated. (SECY) 

6. Draft Article for the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists re the Tamplin Article, 
"The Current Irradiation Effects Controversy, Pauling, Sternglass and the 
AEC" 

Discussed. (SECY;.PI} 
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7. Agenda for the Weeks of July 13, 20,. 21 and ·August 3 

Approved. (SECY) 

8. NTS Events for-the Week of July 13, 1970 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

9. ACRS Consideration of the Wechsler Manuscript on "The Radiation
Embrittlement of Pressure Vessel Steels and the Safety of Nuclear 
Reactor Pressure Vessels" 

10. "General Giller's July 7 Memorandum re Dr. Norris E. Bradbury's 
Retirement and Award Program 

The Commissioners' suggestions are noted. (AGMMA-SECY) · 

11. Distinguished Service Award Ceremony Arrangements 

Commissioners Ramey and Larson will present the awards. {SECY) . . 

12. Topics for the Commissioners 1 July 20 Meeting with. the General Advisory 
Committee 

Noted. (SECY) 

13. SECY -33 - Withdrawal of Request by Kenneth Ford to Work on 
Thermonuclear History 

Noted. (SECY) 

14. SECY -55 - Draft GAO Report on Uranium Enrichment Criteria 

Approved. {OC) 

15. SECY -39 - Project HARPIN 

Approved. The statement is to include a reference to AEC opposal of the . 
project. {AGMMA) 

16. SECY -52 - Draft of Electricity Environmental Coordination Act of 1970 

Ap~roved. (GC) 
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17. SECY -37 - H. R. 17161, A Bill "To Amend the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 196911 

Approved with an addition. (GC) 

18. SECY-35- H.R. 15578 and H.R. 15780·: Proposed Legislation to Amend 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 

. Approved with ari addition. (GC) 

~9. SECY-36 - S. 3687, A Bill "To Amend the Federal Water Pollution Control 
·Act" 

Approved with a change. (GC) 

· 20. SECY -38 - Amendments to 10 CFR Chapter 1 - Correction of Citation of 
Authority 

Noted. {SECY) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Ch~irman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic {s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Tesche* 
Mr. Stokely::: 
Mr. Fouchard* 
Mr. Schoenhaut* 
Mr. Yore* 
Mr. Thorne* 

- 3. -

11:00 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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COMMITTE£ ON PUBLIC WORKS 

WASHINGTON. D.C. ZOSIO 

July 8, 1970 

Dr. Glenn T., Seaberg,. Chairman·· 
Atomic Energy Commission 
\iashington, De C .. 

Deal"" Dr. Seaberg: 

Enclosed is a copy of a letter I have received from 
Ralph Nader concerning a report in Sunday's ~·!ashington 
~ about Doctors John Gofman and Arthur ·r~"nplin of the 
~~ence Radiation Laboratory in California. 

I would appreciate receiving at your earliest pos
sible opportunity comments and other pertinent information 
or .. the allegations contained in this letter and the article. 

Enclosure 

---~~cerely, {) , 

c:_ • I c=-• \ \. 

~--;~~
Edmund s. 1-:uskie 
United States Senator. 

-:> 
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. . 
The Honorable Edmund A. Muskie 
Chairman, Senate __ Subconnnittee 

on Air & Water Pollution 
·united-States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Muskie: 

July 5, 1970 

Today's Washington Post carries a highly disturbing report of 
allegntions thnt the Atomic Energy Commission is pursuing a squeeze
out of two scientists at its Lawrence Radiation Laboratory 
(Livermore, California) for delivering technical pape~s and testi• 
mony on radiation standards, including those. affecting nuclear 
pat>1er plants, ltlhich differed from the. official A·.E .c. position on 
this serious environmental intrusion. 

As far as can be determined, the two scientists, John w. Gofman 
and Arthur R. Tamplin, have been accused of no wrongdoing, no 
violation of A.E.C. regulations and no scientific dishonesty. 
Actually, the available indications are that Gofman and Tamplin have 
been accused of heresy by an agency so committed to the promotion 
of atomic energy that it has insisted that radiation risks be 
treated more as articles of faith to be intoned than propositions 
to be examined continually. In its dual and ultimately conflicting 
roles ·of safety and promotion, the A.E.C. has been knm~ to obscure 
the r~sks, assuage the public ana>assume that public access and 
public ·evaluation of the benefits and costs of nuclear power 
technologies are deferrable luxuries to be permitted, if at all, 
nftcr a fnit accomrli. In pursuit of its positive vision--very 
cheap energy--the agency has suffered from acute astigmatism toward 
the inappropriateness of a cliquish technocracy keeping the public 

· at bay and dissenting or potentially dissenting scientists wrapped 
in invisible chains for fear of"status, researcfi or job loss. 

The internal democracy of any bureaucracy--corporate or 
"governmental--is essential for maximizing public interest policies. 
In a government agency, discouraging or suppressing scientific 
freedom and entrenching a 'party line' position, deprives the 
Congress and other public institutions of the information needed 
to evaluate the agency's performance. Such rigid parochialism 
soon imnairs the very agency that envelopes it. Presently, the 
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A.E.C. is concerned with what it terms unreasoned assaults on 
nuclear power technology by those concerned with safety in.the 
local communities. Much of this travail could have been avoided 
had the A.E.C. earlier practiced a·more open, participating policy 
toward its scientific and lay publics. 

• • 0 

·As Chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on Air and Water 
Pollution, you invited and heard in November, 1969, the testimony 
of Gofman and Tamplin. This testimony stated that "the most· 
crucial pressing problem facing everyone concerned with any and 
all burgeoning atomic energy activities·is to secure the earliest 
possible revision down~vard, by ~·least~· factor of tenfold, of 
the allowable radiation dosage to the population from peaceful 
atomic energy activities." These two A.E.C. scientists then 
proceeded to present to your Subcommittee what they believed was 
1'hard evidence" and "the estimated disastrous consequences to 
the health of the public if this recommendation receives less 
than immediate, serious attention." 

It appears that those in charge of the A.E.C. disagree with 
these views. The proper response is to engage these scientists 
on technical grounds and not follow the old bureaucratic ploy of 
running them out of the agency due to budgetary cuts. The 
nuclear poHer 'hawks' within the A.E.C. are not being exposed to 
such focused, cataclysmic budgetary reductions and censorship • 

. The ability of Congress to invite witnesses employed by the 
government to testify freely without risk of such retaliations 
is cr~tical to the exercise of both its legislative and over

·Sight functions. There is little doubt that the A.E.C. is. 
determined to rid itself of Gofrnan and Tamplin or, at least, 
render them voiceless. Should the agency succeed, it will be 
ever more difficult for Congress to persuade government employees 
to perform as free citizens in times of crisis or times of 
needed deliberation and testify before various Committees. 

Unreasonable restraints or pressures on such witnesses by 
their agencies is all too prevalent in Washington. Recent years 
have seen similar situations in many other Departments and 
agencies. Each episode that is ignored by Congress only encourages 
the more restrictive self-censorship by civil servants who would 
have spoken up but despaired. It should not take a great act of 
courage for these government employees to make a statement of 
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. -
truth or conscience. If subtle or uncontrollable means can be 
used by agency leaders to ease dissenting or outspoken employees 

·out of these jobs, then there .is no need for open due pr·ocess to 
be observed with all that implies for burdens of proof and 
effective defenses by the accused •. 

The Gofman-Tamplin case is not just a technical disput_e. It 
is fraught with serious questions about· the role of citizen know• 
ledge and participation in technologies which provide him with 
both benefits and risks. Congress is the foremost, but not 
exclusive, representative of these citizens. As Chairman of the 
Subcomnlittee which invited these two scientists, yo~ have an 
interest in keeping the flow of information about environmental 
hazards and their silent vi?lence free and full to your Sub• 
committee in the forthcomingmonths of increased controversy over 

; · these grave problems. 

There is also a more precise protection·which any Committee 
of Congress should accord·any witness who is unjustly treated follow
ing such testimony and partly becausetef such testimony. I am asking 
that you initiate an inquiry into the A.E.C.-Gofman-Tarnplin matter 
to ascertain on the record the facts pertaining to this alleged 
mistreatment of scientific witnesses and undermining of scientific 
freedom • 

. . Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

Q~~ 
Ralph Nader 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

July 10, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 413 

11:00 a.m., Friday, July 10, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Amendments to Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 

The Office of Management and Bu·dget is to be informed the staff comments 
·have been discussed with the Commission. (ADRA) 

2. Mr. Price's July 7 Memorandum re Sensitized Steel in Operating Plants 

Approved with changes. Staff is to discuss with Commissioner Johnson. 
(DRL) 

3. Mr. Price's July 7 Memorandum re Outline of Possible Rules Changes 
Relating to Conduct of Hearing at Operating License Stage 

Staff recommendations will be scheduled for consideration on Wednesday, 
July 15. (Chm. AS&LBP-DR-GC-SECY) 

4. Mr. Price's July 8 Memorandum re Proposed Reply to NFS Letter 
Dated June 24, 1970 

A revised letter is reQuested. Expeditious consideration of a response to 
---N-~S query re high level waste disposal is reQuested. (ADRA-RDT) 

5. Mr. Price's July 8 Memorandum re Coordination with Department of 
Interior on Hudson River Basin Compact Act 

Noted. (ADRA) 

W. B. McCool 
e 

Secretary 

12:05 p.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

. 
Chairman Seabor g 
Gommissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Partial Attendance 

STAFF: 

Mr. Price 
Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Bloch::c 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Shapar 
Mr. Wells 
Mr. Buck 
Mr. McCool 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
Dir /Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 

t 
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Some Medically Useful Radionuclides. 11 My talk was very well received; in 
fact, I was given a standing ovation at its conclusion. Following my talk, 
there were talks by Roger Egeberg (Assistant Secretary for Health and 
Scientific Affairs, HEW), Frederick J. Bonte (Professor and Chairman, 
Department of Nuclear Medicine, University of Texas Southwestern Medical 
School at Dallas), Alexander Gottschalk (Director, Argonne Cancer Research 
Laboratory and Professor, University of Chicago), and Texas Senator Ralph 
Yarborough (Chairman of the Committee on Labor and Public Welfare). 

I met with Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch, and Julie Rubin from 4:25 until 4:45 
p.m. to diScuss plans to set up John Flaherty in a new Assistant General 
Manager's position. This would be as Assistant General Manager for Plans. 
His responsibilities would include Paul Fine's Division of Operations Analysis 
and Forecasting, Bill Slaton's Division of Plans and Reports, and Roger 
LeGassie and his Program Analysis function. In order to compensate for the 
removal of Slaton's and Fine's divisions from George Quinn, Fowler's Division 
of Isotopes Development and John Kelly's Division of Peaceful Nuclear 
Explosives (presently under Spof English as Assistant General Manager for 
Research and Development) would be moved under Quinn, Assistant General 
Manager for Production. 

I sent a letter to A. M. Petrosyants (copy attached) concerning his 
forthcoming visit to the United States in October. 

Commissioner Thompson called me at home about 6:45 p.m. He said he had just 
received a call from Roger Batzel who was very agitated as the result of 
another confrontation with Gofman. Thompson suggested that I call Batzel. 

I called Roger immediately; he told me that Gofman, in this latest 
confrontation, demanded that all of Tamplin's people, including his secretary, 
be restored to him, and that if this were not done within 36 hours, he, 
Gofman, would take some drastic irreversible action. I told Batzel I thought 
it would be impossible to comply with such a demand on such a time scale 
(which would mean by Sunday morning, July 12), and that he should make no 
attempt to do so. Roger told me about the long meeting Howard Brown had 
participated in with Gofman and Tamplin during his visit this week to 
Livermore, and we agreed that the Commission would listen to Brown's report on 
this meeting, after which we might give Batzel some guidance as to future 
courses of action. Apparently Gofman is also demanding the right to have 
public forums for debate on levels of radiation, etc., at the Livermore 
Laboratory. 

Helen and I attended a reception and dinner (white dinner jacket) in the 
Cotillion Room and in Sheraton Hall, respectively, of the Sheraton-Park Hotel, 
in connection with the 17th annual meeting of the Society of Nuclear 
Medicine. We sat at the head table next to Chet and Cam Holifield. President 
George V. Taplin (UCLA) served as the master of ceremonies and introduced the 
head table guests. Cam took ill near the end of the evening and the 
Holifields were forced to leave. Dr. Joseph Sternberg of Montreal described 
the plans for the First World Congress of Nuclear Medicine and Biology, to be 
held in Montreal, August 30-September 4, 1971. (In the course of the evening 
he invited me to be the opening speaker--August 30, 1971--at this Congress). 
A special award, consisting of a plaque, certificate and a check for $5,000 
was given to Benedict Cassen of UCLA, the presentation being made by Dr. 
Seeds. Following these activities, there was a program of entertainment, 
including a presentation by Mark Russell, the political satirist. 
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Saturday, July ll, 1970- D.C. 

I spent the morning at the office, and then returned home for lunch. 

I called Thomas O'Toole of the Washington Post to tell him how pleased I was 
with his article in this morning's Post, "~Geologists Find No A-Test, 
Quake Tie." I said that there has been a lot written on this subject, but 
this is almost the first piece giving "the other side." I thought he had 
given the subject a very fair treatment, and I wanted him to know that I 
appreciated it. O'Toole said he had spent some time with Dr. John Healy of 
the U.S. Geological Survey (mentioned in the article) and O'Toole was 
convinced that Healy and Dr. P. Anthony Marshall have made a long and 
exhaustive study. He heard that Emiliani who did the story a year ago might 
have been connected with the Howard Hughes people (according to Healy). 

O'Toole then went on to say that he had explained to our Public Information 
people last week that he had talked to Roger Batzel and had included all of 
Batzel's comments into his Gofman-Tamplin story, but that portion was bitten 
off in the composing room that night; that was a mistake, and it was 
overlooked in the editorial department. He said that was unfortunate because 
Batzel's remarks gave the story some balance. I mentioned that both Gofman 
and Batzel were students of mine, so I feel particularly unhappy about the 
present situation. We're trying to do everything that is right, and 
curtailment of free speech is not something I would ever condone, but it isn't 
always easy to make that come through. Also, it's difficult to get the whole 
truth out into daylight. 

A little after 2 p.m., Helen, Dave, Steve, Eric, Dianne, Carol Chelander and I 
(in the Chrysler), followed in Pete's Volvo by Pete, Jane Rubenstein and Fred 
Doolittle, Dave's friend who graduated as valedictorian at Davis this spring, 
drove to Shenandoah National Park to the Pinnacle Picnic Grounds. From there, 
Dave, Eric, Carol, Fred and I hiked north on the Appalachian Trail and, joined 
by Pete and Jane at the Meadow Spring Trail, we continued to Thornton Gap. 

At Shenandoah; July ll, 1970. 
L toR: Eric Seaborg, Dave Seaborg, Carol Chelander with Suki, Pete Seaborg, 
Jane Rubenstein, and Fred Doolittle. 

Helen and Dianne rode in the Chrysler back to Thornton Gap to meet us, with 
intermediate stops at the Meadow Spring Trail and other points. We all had 
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dinner in the Panorama restaurant at Thornton Gap, after which we drove to New 
Market and checked into the Knoll Motel on U.S. Route 11, North, where we 
spent the night. 

Sunday, July 12, 1970 

We had breakfast at the Southern Kitchen, a restaurant in downtown New 
Market. We then visited the New Market Battlefield Park and viewed the movie 
and exhibit of the Civil War Battle of Boy Heroes, which took place in May, 
1864. 

We then drove to the Massanutten Visitors Center at George Washington National 
Forest, where we met Ted and Helga Roth and Lynne and Bill. We drove into the 
Massanutten Forest a few miles, parked the cars and hiked the Scothern Gap 
Trail toward Duncan Knob. We then returned to the cars, where we had a picnic 
lunch. The Roths, Lynne and Bill, together with Pete, Jane and Fred, left us 

At Massanutten; July 12, 1970. 
L toR: Carol Chelander with Suki, David Seaborg, Ted and Helga Roth, Lynne 
and Bill Cobb, Eric Seaborg, Pete Seaborg, Jane Rubenstein, and Fred Doolittle. 

at this point to return to the Roths' farm, where they had a swim in the 
Roths' pond, followed by dinner, after which Pete, Jane and Fred drove back to 
Washington, reaching our home about 9 p.m. (Lynne and Bill returned to 
Washington about the same time with Mrs. Roth, having spent the weekend at the 
Roths' farm in their own little cottage there.) The rest of us took the walk 
along the Story Trail, which tells the story of the Massanutten Mountains. We 
then went back to the Massanutten Visitors Center, saw the slide shows and 
exhibits and took a walk along Discovery Way, a nature trail. We then drove 
home in the Chrysler, arriving about 6:30 p.m. 

Monday, July 13, 1970 - D.C. 

I presided over Information Meeting 1048 from 9:55 until 11:05 a.m. We 
discussed the plan to create a new position for John Flaherty as Assistant 
General Manager for Plans, with supervision of the Division of Plans and 
Reports, Division of Operations Analysis and Forecasting, and a new Division 
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INFORMATION MEETING 1048 

9:55a.m., Monday, July 13, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. July 8 Letter from Senator Muskie inviting the Chairman to Testify 
before the Air and Water. Pollution Subcommittee on August 3, 1970 

Commissioner Larson will testify with Commissioner Ramey 
accompanying him. (Congr. -OEA) 

z. Draft Reply to Mr. Bogart re the Proliferation of Nuclear Power Plants 
and Projects of AEC which will increase Radioactivity 

R~quested . (SECY) 

3. Organizational Changes 

The Chairman will see Congressman Evins. (Bloom) 

4. Draft Article for "Bulletin of Atomic Scientists" 

Approved with revisions. (PI) 

5. J .CAE Executive Hearing on Gas Centrifuge, 10:00 a.m., Thursday, 
July· 16, 1970 

Scheduled. (Congr. -SECY) 
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6. July 8 Joint Memorandun~,!rorn Commissioner Ramey a-nd Messrs. Won£! 
and Smith re Discussions with Mexican Government Officials on 
Continuing Joint U.S. Mexico Studies of Nuclear Power and Water 
Desalting for Southwest U.S. and Northwest Mexico 

Follow-on letters to Secretary of State and-Secretary of Interior will 
be sent. (Ritzmanri-Dloom) · 

7. SECY-27 - AEC Staff Comtncnts on. NSSM 57 - A Review of U.S. Civil 
Defense Policies 

Commiss.ioner La1·son is designated. {AGMR&D) 

8. AEC 1311/50- Guidelines Covering R&D Work for Others 

Commissioner Larson will review with .staff. {AGMR&D) 

9. SECY- 56 - Tour of National Accelerator Laboratory 

Approved. The Joint Committee is to be informed. {AGMIA) 

10. SECY -65- Procedural Changes in Alien Visits and Participation 

Deferred. {SECY) 

11. SECY- 31 - AEC Participation on the Electric Power Council on the 
Environment 

""· Approved. (OEA) 

12. SECY -66 - Response to JCAE Lettei· re Battelle 

Approved. A copy is t_o be sent to Senator Jacb:;on. {Bloom-Congr.) 

13. Fast Reactor Team Observations on Trip to USSR 

14. SECY -57 - Comments on the Draft Cannikin Envi'l'onmental Statement 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

- 2 -
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15. Call from Nucleonics Week to Commissioner Johnson's Office 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Col'X)..Illi s sioner Thompson 
Comrnis sioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
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Mr. DeRenzis* 
Mr. Dea.l* 
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Mr. Harris* 
Mr, Foucha.rd~~ 
Mr. Friedman* 
Mr. Ycvick~~ · 
Mr. Kavanagh~( 
Mr. Friedman* 
Mr. Werisch* 
Mr. Shaw=~~ 

- 3 -
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Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel· 
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of Program Analysis. Accompanying changes to go along with this were also 
discussed. (See attached memo from the General Manager, "Organizational 
Changes.") We agreed that I would discuss these changes with Congressman Joe 
Evins. 

I attended a meeting with Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, Thompson, Larson, 
together with Hollingsworth, Shaw, Kavanagh, Friedman, and others, with the 
members of the French Senatorial Commission on Atomic Energy: Yvon Coude du 
Foresta, Andre Armengaud, Pierre Giraud, Roger Houdet, Robert Laucournet, as 
well as Gerard-L. Gerolami (Chief of Foreign Senate Finance Committee Staff) 
and Pierre Villaros (AEC Attache, French Embassy). Du Foresta and I made some 
opening remarks of welcome and appreciation, after which Shaw gave a briefing 
on the U.S. nuclear power program. This was followed by a number of questions 
from the Senators on the relative merits of boiling water reactors and 
pressurized water reactors, the factors that led us to choose these as our 
main line of development, our policy with respect to uranium enrichment 
services, the competition between nuclear and fossil fuels for the production 
of electricity, etc. 

I attended a luncheon given by French Ambassador Charles Lucet, at the French 
Embassy, for the visiting French Senatorial Commission on Atomic Energy. 
Among those present were Yvon Coude du Foresta, Andre Armengaud, Pierre 
Giraud, Roger Houdet, Robert Laucournet, Gerald L. Gerolami, Pierre Villaros, 
Herman Pollack (State Department), Donovan Q. Zook (State Department). 
Following the luncheon, Ambassador Lucet spoke a few words of welcome, to 
which I responded with a word of appreciation for the Ambassador's 
hospitality, recognition of the interesting and worthwhile meeting that we had 
with the French senatorial group this morning, and a description of the long 
and fruitful collaboration between France and the U.S. in the field of 
peaceful uses of atomic energy. · 

I presided over Commission Meeting 2426 from 3:15 until 6:30 p.m. This was an 
unusually interesting and important meeting in view of the items discussed. 
We discussed, in executive session, the difficult question of choice of a 
contractor for the thermionic reactor work. The choice lies between Gulf 
General Atomic and General Electric. The Commissioners tend to want to 
combine these two, with G.E. as prime contractor and GGA as subcontractor to 
develop the fuel element. Hollingsworth favors a single contractor and, 
hence, making a choice between the two; Thompson, Larson and I favor GGA 
because of their strong competence in the fuel element work, while Ramey 
favors G.E. because of its stronger competence in reactor development work, 
these competencies being determined by the report of the contractor selection 
board. I suggested we hold over the decision until a later meeting. 

We then discussed the matter of industry participation in the gas centrifuge 
development. We concluded, in what appeared to be a unanimous compromise 
position, that we would invite a representative group of statesmen in the 
nuclear energy field to a briefing on the status of gas centrifuge technology· 
as a first step in lifting the barriers of secrecy from industry. 

In the presence of a larger group we discussed the KMS matter. We explored 
the possibility of a no-fund contract to allow KMS to proceed with the 
development of the laser pellet fusion reactor under the cloak of secrecy. We 
didn't reach any conclusion. Ramey, and Thompson also, tend to want to cut 
off all work by KMS in this field. The discussion was carried over for 
continuation at a subsequent meeting. 
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UNCL. BY DOl 
NOV II 

UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

ORGANIZATIONAL CHANGES 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

JUl 15 l970 

.To consolidate and strengthen the overall planning functions and to 
provide a focal point for planning in related areas of uranium stock
pile disposition and long-range planning related to uraniu~ enrichment, 
I propose to make the following organizational changes: 

a. Establish a new position of Assistant General Manager for Plans 
to plan, direct, and coordinate AEC activities involved in 
program planning, analysis, evaluation and reporting, including 
the development of policy alternatives for the conduct of AEC's 
uranium enrichment activities in a manner which approaches more 
closely a commercial enterprise, and studies of the ultimate 
disposition of the gaseous diffusion plants. 

He will supervise the Division of Plans :and Reports, Division of 
Operations Analysis and Forecasting, and a new Division of Program 
Analysis formed from the staff of the present Assistant to the 
General Manager for Program Analysis and certain planning functions 
and positions from the Divisions of Raw Materials and Production. 
The functions and positions from the Divisions of Raw Materials 
and Production to be transferred are those associated with in
ventory management and planning for the disposition of natural 
uranium stocks and long-range planning of uranium enrichment 
activities. 

b. Redesignate the Assistant General Manager for Plans and Production 
as Assistant General Manager for Development and Production. He 
will have responsibility for the coordination and direction of AEC 
programs for evaluation of raw materials, production and processing 
of special nuclear and other special materials; research and develop
ment in the production and use of radioisotopes and other byproduct 
material, and in the application of peaceful nuclear explosives. 

He will supervise the activities of the Divisions of Production, 
Raw Materials, lsotqpes Development, and Peaceful Nuclear Explosives. 
The latter two Divisions will be transferred from the Assistant 
General Manager for Research and Development. 
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Commissioners · - 2 -

c. The Assistant General Manager for Research and Development will 
retain supervision of the Divisions of Research, Biology and 
Medicine, and Nuclear Education .and Training • 

. . 

Enclosures: 
1~ Organization Charts 

. 2. Functional Statements of Division 
of Operations Analysis and Forec~sting 
and of the Assistant to the Genera~ 
Manager for Program Analysis 

3. Functions to be Transferred from Divisions 
of Raw }1aterials and Production 

4. Effects of Transfer of Some Functional 
Responsibilities from the Divisions,of 
Raw Materials and Production 
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CURRENT FUNCTIONS 

OFFICE OF TIIE ASSISTANT TO THE GENERAL ~tANAGER 
FOR PROGRAN ANALYSIS 

Plans, coordinates, and directs the development, implementation, and installa
tion of an AEC Program Analysis System and related procedures. Initiates, 
coordinates~ and monitors special analytical studies. -

DIVISION OF OPERATIONS ANALYSIS AND FORECASTING 

A. THE OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR establishes or recommends internal organiza
tion, functi6nal assignments, policies .and procedures as required to 
carry out the functions of the Division; and directs execution of estab
lished. policies and procedures by the Division. 

B. THE ECONOMICS BRfu~CH: 

1. · analyzes the economics of production, distribution, and use of • 
nuclear materials. . . 

2~ evaluate~ economic aspects of AEC programs and policies in both 
domestic and foreign fields • 

. C. THE ENGINEtRING BRANCH: 

1. analyzes ihe engineering development or processes and the design· 
~nd operation of facilities to produce o,r use nuclear materials. 

2. ~valuates the optimum utilization of facilities and materials in 
implementing AEC programs. 

D. TilE HATHEMATICS BRANCH: 

applies special mathematical techniques to analyses of all aspects of 
the production, distribution, and use of nuclear materials and correlates 
the results of such analyses in terms of AEC programs. 

E. ~E PLANS A~~ FORECASTS BRANCH: 

collects data on planned production, distribution, and use of nuclear 
materials, makes forecasts as to future supply and demand for such 
materials, and evaluat~s the adequacy of programs to meet AEC objectives. 

F. THE TECHNICAL POLICY BRANCH: 

analy~e~ new technical developments, trends, and objectives resulting 
from research on military civilian applications of atomic energy and 
evaluates the impact of the results of such research on AEC programs 
and policies. 
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UNCL~ BVJtOE 
. .NOV ai 

TRANSFER OF PROGRM·f~·ft\':l~IC RESPONSJTIIJ,ITIES -· 
TO Tm: ASSISTA~T GE~:ERAT ... Ht'.NAGER FOR PLMmiNG 

In order to proyide additional analytic capability, especially in the area 

of uranium stockpile disposition and long-range planning-related to uranium 

enrichment, it will be necessary to transfer existing personnel from the 

Divisions of Ra\-1 Haterials and Production to the net-1 o·rgani~~ation. 

Specifically, the fo llot-ring_ fllnctions would be transferr~d to the new 

organization: 

(a) Inventory management and planning for the disposition of natural 

.uranium"stocks (U30s) located at the Grand Junction Office • 
. 

(b) Analysis of·plans and schedules leading to the disposition of the uranium 

stockpile_ excess to AEC programnatic needs. 

(c) Technical and econCimic analyses of the effect_ upon long-term planning of 

uranium enrichment operations, especially as they relate to operation of 

uranium enrichn1ent activities in a manner more like a commercial enterprise. 

(d) Development ·of policies and coordination of long-range planning leading to 

the eventual disposition of uranium enrichmant facilities. 

(c) Developing policies pertaining to industrial participation in the enrichment 

function prior to disposition of enrichment facilities. 
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UNCL. BY DOl 
NOV86 

F.FFr:CTS OF TRANSFER OF SONE FUNCTIONAL P-.ESPONSITIILITIES -----
FROM THE DIVISION:- OF RAH l·IATERI1\LS AND PRODUC'.i'ION 

·There will be little impact on the Division of Raw Naterials as the transfer 

--
will involve only about one m::m. All other functions of the current Division 

:·of Raw :Haterials program with responsibilities for resourc·e evaluation and 

industry liaison would remain unchanged. 

Within the Division of Production, the effect should be of a minor nature. 

The ar.1alytic and planning funct~on to be transferred, as it specifically relates 

to uranium enrichmenr activitie~would involve about two or three men. ~he 

other functional responsibilities of the Division of Production· in the management 

of uranium enrichment services and materiais would remain unchanged. In 

particular, the Division's responsibility for: overview of uranium enrichment 

contracting, optimum use of available inv~ntories of feed stocks for uranh1m 

enrichment, ncar-term operational planning, pave~.· procurement, and budget 

justification, program direction of gas centrifuge R&D, and general program 

direction.ot the Oak Ridge, Paducah and Portsmouth operations would remain 

unchanged. 

The Divisions of Ra\v 1-laterials and Production will provide support, as required, 

to assist the ne\v organization in r.q,rrying out. its planning functions. The 

Divisions will provide inventory and stockpile data necessary to support material 

planning studies. Also, it is expected that the resources of the Atomic Energy 

Commission Combined Operations Planning (AECOP), located at Oak Ridge, HOUld be 

utilized from time to time in• support of the planning and ane1lyticat" studies 

performed by the new organization. 
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Tuesday~ July 14, 1970 - D.C. 

We learned this morning that General Leslie R. Groves died last night at 11:15 
p.m. after suffering a heart attack about 10 p.m. It is fortunate that we 
succeeded in arranging for the presentation to him of the Atomic Pioneer Award 
earlier this year. I issued a statement to the press (copy attached). Also 
attached are copies of the obituaries from the Washington Post, the Evening 
Star and the New York Times. ----

I was interviewed, from 10:15 until 11:25 a.m., for an article in Nuclear 
Industry magazine by Tom Bauman and Jack Christie, with Charles Joslin as 
photographer, and Al LaFrance as stenotypist from Alderson. Stan Schneider 
and Bob Newlin of DPI were also present. The questions covered a wide range 
concerned with the past, present and future of nuclear power development, 
environmental problems, the future of the regulatory function, the future of 
the AEC itself, policy with respect to gas centrifuge development, a number of 
other policy matters, the future of our research program, and a number of 
personal questions concerning my own views and future. 

I had lunch with Howard Brown and Justin Bloom at the World Buttery on 18th 
Street. Howard brought me up to date on his visit with Dr. Bibb at Livermore 
last week in connection with the the letter from Ralph Nader to Senator Muskie 
and the Thomas O'Toole article in the Washington Post alleging that Gofman and 
Tamplin were having people taken from the1r group-as-retaliatory action; this 
is an interpretation of the Laboratory's action in cutting Tamplin's group way 
down. He will present a draft report for Commission consideration which will 
be submitted to Holifield and Muskie in response to their requests. 

I met with Tennessee Congressman Joe E. Evins from 2 until 2:15 p.m. in Room 
H-143 of the Capitol. I told Joe that the Commission has reexamined the 
matter of the Uranium Enrichment Directorate and has had further talks with 
the White House and has decided not to establish such a directorate. I told 
him we are going to consolidate program planning, analysis and evaluation, 
including the long-range planning for our uranium enrichment activities, under 
an Assistant General Manager for Plans, who will be John Flaherty who was 
initially selected for the proposed Uranium Enrichment Directorate position. 
Evins seemed quite pleased with these developments and said he would offer no 
obstacles. We went on to discuss the problems with our FY 1971 budget that we 
are having with Senator Ellender. Evins pledged help here, saying he thought 
he could exert influence on Ellender since there were some projects that 
Ellender wants and over which Evins has considerable influence. I also 
mentioned the science education building at Oak Ridge, and reminded him that 
the money would have to be apportioned by the new Office of Budget and 
Management, even if it is authorized and funds are appropriated by Congress. 

Algie Wells brought Dr. Robert M. Lazo in for me to meet at 3:40 p.m. He is a 
prospective member of the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel. 

At 3:30 p.m. Congressman Evins issued a statement to the press saying that he 
had been reassured by me that Administration plans to sell and transfer 
gaseous diffusion plants to private interests have been called off by the 
White House and the Commission. This, of course, is his own interpretation of 
our meeting this afternoon in which the main thrust of my statement to him was 
that the plans for a separate Uranium Enrichment Directorate have been dropped 
and we plan to set up John Flaherty as Assistant General Manager for Plans 
which will include planning for the future of uranium enrichment. I called 
Kriegsman since I knew the White House would be disturbed by Evins' statement 
and learned that this was true. He conferred with Flanigan and then called me 
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0 NOTE TO EDITORS A...~D CORRESPONDENTS: 

FOR IMHEDIATE RELEASE 

. ; 

Chairman Glenn T. Seaberg of the Atomic Energy 
Corr~ission today issued the following statement concerning 
the ce·at."l of General Leslie R. Groves: 

"The narr.e of Leslie Groves and that. of the Hanhattan 
Project--the code name for the nation's tvorld Har II nuclear 
weapons program--were synonymous. For three critical years 
he directed the most awesome proje7t in the history of 
mankind. 

"General Groves always said that 'It was a calculated 
risk which paid off.' And it paid off because of the 
General's great tenacity, vitality and wisdom. He knew how 
to ~~ke the right decisions at the right time. 

"He was a constant source of amazement to all of us in 
the :-:anhattan Project because of his ability to handle a 
va=iety of complex details \·lith a minimum of confusion. He 
had the deep respect and admiration of his staff for his 
ability to organize and to get things done. And he had a 
prodigious rnemory.and often confounded his staff by recalling 
names, dates, and incid~nts buried in the f~les. 

"It was just this ~ast February 27 that I had the 
pleasure of attending a cerer:lony at the t~hi te House during 
which President Nixon presented General Groves with an 
Ato:r,ic Pioneers A'l.-rard, along with Dr. Vannevar Bush and 
Dr. James s. Conant. 

"Twenty-five years ago this corning Thursday, the world's 
first nuclear explosion took place at Alamogordo, New 
!·!exico, and that ancni vcrsary serves to remind all of us 
of the great de!)t which the Free t·lorld owes to the work of 
General Groves." 

7/14/70 
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Gea. Groves talks iD Aucast, 1941, wltb two sclutbta 
iD the Mauhattaa Project: Sir James Chadwick (left) 

.ft. WulllllftoD Pal& 

of . Gnal Brttabl. aad Dr. BJchard C. TolmaD, end· 
aate deua of th CaJltoi'Dfa ~tate of · Teclmolo17. 

Leslie ·R. Groves Dies at 73 · . -• 
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Gen. Leslie· Groves Dies; 
Led Atom Bomb Project 

By RICHARD SLUSSER · · .. 
Star Sid Wltler 

Retired Army LL Gen. Leslie 
R. Groves, 73, chief of the MBD
hattan Project that produced the 

· first atomic bomb, died in Wal-
ter Reed General Hospital Moo

. day after . a heart attack. He 
: lived at 2101 Connecticut Avenue 

NW • 
. ··GeD. Groves supervised the 
· piogz'am of the ManhattaD Engi
. neer District at Oak Ridge, 
TeDD., HaDord, Wash., and Los 
Alamos, N.M. His work was so 

· secret that his reports to superi
ors were made verbally. 

The three-year experiment to ; . 
produce the bomb was a $2 bil- LT. GEN. LESLIE R. GROVES· 
Uon ealculated risk. . • 

While working as deP\}ty chief He rethd from the Army in 
of CODStruc:tioD of the Corps of • . ; 
Engineers, Gen. Groves, then a He was borD in the maase of1 

eolODel, was summoned for the the Fir&t Presbyterian Churcla in: 
1 project. Th~t December he ad· Albany, N.Y.; shortly before his -

1
· 

·Vised President Franklin D. father went iDto the Army as a 

1
1 Roosevelt that the cost would be chaplain stationed at Vancouver 
, great, ~ that work should be- Barracks. The family remained 
j liD- · there while the father was in 
. It had been teamed iD · the Cuba, the Philippines aDd in 
• United States from three refu- CbiDa duriDg the Boxer rebel
; gee Hungarian scientists that in lioa. 
successful exper'imeJ!ts in Bertin The family later lived on var
the Germans had split the uraDi- ious ~ in the West. Gen. 

· um atom. · Groves' wife, the former Grace· 
Gen. Groves selected the Wilson, to whom he was marri~ 

name Manhattan En gin~ Dis- in 1922, was the daughter of an I 
trict for the project aDd 1ts al- Army officer with whom his fa-
Ded d&lelopments. • ther had served in Cuba. 

Gen. Groves received the Dis- Gen. Groves attended the UDi· · 
tiDgufshed Service Medal for his versity of Washington a year,· 
work in developing the bomb. then entered Massachusetts llr-

Last February be was honored stitute of Technology in 1914. 
by President Nixon with the Two years later he entered the 

I
· Atomic Pioneers Award, created U.S. Military Academy, and 
especlally for him Dr. Vann was- commissioned in the Corps . 

. lvar Busb IDd Dr. James B. eo. of Engineers in 1918. In 19.19 he 
iJIIDt, the three top men in early toured World War I battlefields. 
~ atomic development in the Unit- Other assignments included 
ed State!. surver wort on a proposed in-
.__ --·- _ _ • ter-oc:eaDie canal m Nicaragua, 

in research on anti-aircraft 
seari:bligbta IUid allied equip- 1 

ment. 
Besides · hfs wife be leaves a 

10D, Army Brig. Gen. Riebard 
B. Groves, also of Washington; 
a daughter, Mrs. John Alan 'Ro~ 
luoD of Syracuse, N.Y., and 
liVeD grandehildreD. 

Services will be at 11 a.m . 
. J'riday iD the Ft. Myer Chapel, 

·' with burial in ArlingtoD Ceme
teey. 

Tbe family. requests that ex
DI'USioDI of sympathy be iD the 
!orm of eontributiona to the 
Superintendent's Fund, U.S. 
Mllltary. Academy, West Point. 
N.Y., or· to the Army Distaff 
l'oalldatlon, IDf·• 6200 Oregon 
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Gen .. Groves of>Manhattan Project.-.Dies 
I '; ' ., .. • . .' ____ ..... --: • - .. .:.t,. 

Continued From Page :1, CoL 6 

tHe atomic bomb research, ·ex
perimentation 'and manufactur
ing facilities that stretched 
from Washington and New 
York to Oak Ridge, Tenn., Los 
Alamos.. N. M., and Hanford, 
Wash. · 

Wearing civilian clothes, he 
criss-crossed the country, per
suading such industrial giants 
as E. I. duPont de Nemours & 
Co. to . take an active part in 
the production of fissionllble 
materials. Hundreds of priv.ate 
contractors were intimately in· 
volved in the secret project. 

General Groves watched 
over the details of secUring and 
processing the radium and 
other materials used in the 
bombs, and he supervised de
velopment of the devices that 
carried· the nuclear loads and 
triggered them "over Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki, Japan. . . , 

Ultimately, he even had the 
final responsibility for decid- Lieut. Gen.. i.esDe R. Gtov. 

1 1
: I 

ing that it would be Hiroshima
1 
____________ j 

and Nagasaki, and not other 
Japanese cities, that would be 
subjected to mass death and 
destruction. 1 

Although many of his scien-! 
tific colleagues in the Manhat-1 

· tan Project raised deeply 
troubling moral questions with' 
themselves over their involve
ment in the atomic. bomb pro
gram, after the war, General 
Groves never wavered in his 
belief that making and using 
the bombs had been his coun
try's correct·course. 

"The atomic bombings of 
· Hiroshima and Nagasaki ended 

World War II," he wrote in 
1962. "There can be no doubt 
of that. While they brought 
death and destruction on a hor
rifying scale, they averted even 
greater losses-American, Eng-· 

. !ish and Japanese. No man· can ! 
· say what would have been the 

resijlt if we had not taken· the 
steps that . were necessary to 
achieve this end." . 

Kept Out of Polities 
, In· light of his background, 
General Groves was not an al
~ogether likely choice for one 
of the mo.st gravely important 
assignments of the war; which 
he received in 1942. Until that 
time he· had been regarded as. 
not much- ·more than an effi- i 

' cient plodder, and he did not i 
play Army politics. 1 

Leslie Richard Groves, whoi 
was born in Albany on Aug. 17,; 
1896, was named for his father.[ 
a Presbyterian minister who be-j 
came an Army chaplain shortly' 
after his son's arrival. The 
Groves lived where the Armyi 
sent them-Cuba, the Philip
pines and various posts in the 
\v"estem states. 

At 17 the future general en
tered the University of. Wash· I 
. ington, where he spent a year. 
Then, after two years "at the 
Massachusetts Institute of Tech-

• nology, he was appointed to 
the United . States Mili. 
tary Academy. In 1918, having 
graduated fourth; in his class, 
he was commissioned a second 
lieutenant in the Army Corps 
of Engineers. . 

He did not become a cap
tain until 1934. In the years!. 

· intervening, he attended various 
· service schools to complete his 
civil engineering education, and\ 
he served in Hawaii, Nicaragua, 
WaShington, and at several! 
Army posts. 

In July, 1940, when h ewas 
promoted to the rank of ma
jor, he joined the War Depart
ment's general staff. With the 
outbreak of war the following 
yaer, he became Lieutenant 
Col. Gf!lves, and was soon put 
in charge of supervision of con· 
struction of training camps. 

' Part of his job was overseeing 
completion of the Pentagon. 
1 Like many regular officers, 
ColonEl• Groves was eager for 
service abroad as a commander · 

.. 
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--· 
ot combat · troops, · · and in 
September, 1942, he was of. 
fered such ail assignment. But 
he needed the approval of his 
superior officer, who told him 
he could not leave Washington. 

"The Secretary· of War has 
selected you for a very im

. portant assignment. and the 
!President has approved the 
, selection,'' General Groves 
! quoted the superior officer 
years later. "If you do the job 
right, it will win the war ... 

Secretary of War Heniy L. 
Stimson soon informed Gen· 
era! Groves, who was promoted 
to brigadier because of the im
, portance of his new job, that he 
was ch05en becauSe he had 
earned a reputation for 

; "ruling with an iron hand, 
iwhich will come in handy." 

General Groves, who con
fessed he · knew little about 
atomic physics. quickly learned 
a lot. 

For some years, he was told, 
such renowned scientists as 
Neils Bohr, Enrico Fermi and 
Ernest 0. Lawrence had been 
at work on the problem of 
utilizing the tremendous force 
locked. within the atom. Byl 
1942, · several scientists were 

. working on means of using the 
explosion of the atoms of metal 
uranium, a lustrous whi~ sub· 

·stance derived from pitch
! blende or camolite, to create a 
, lethal new weapon. 

In a report to President 
Roosevelt on how an atomic 

I 
bomb· might . be feasible, Gen· 
eral Groves wrote: "I realize 
that the human race in its 
better moments might wish that 
this thing would . be impossible, 
that we · would fail; but • . . 
there are also elements in the 

, human· race that would J:~Q_t 
hope that, and maybe . they 
would find out how to do it." 

The President's reply was a 
scrawled "0. K., F. D. R.," and 
General. Groves and his rapidly· 
bUilding army of civilians and 
military men went to work in 
earnest. 

. Rapidly, the Manhattan Proj· ' 
ect grew, until, by 1945, more 
than 6001000 scientists, tech· 
nicians, mechanics, construc· 
tion workers, soldiers and other 
personnel were concentrating 
creation of the supersecret 
weapon. ·. 

Oppenheimer a Problem 
: General Groves, as expected, 
ruled all with an lron hand. 
His passion for elaborate se
curity measures - all of his 
own reports· to the President 
and other superiors were made 
verbally - became legendary. 
Sensitive scientists, accustomed 
to working at a leisurely, schol· . 
arty pace, squirmed under his 
restrictions and demands that 
~· work 18-hour days, aince 
he <lid so,ltimself.. 
· Throulbout moat of hia adult 

\ 

life, General Groves was a 
chunky, heavyset man, with a 
tendency toward paunchiness. 
He was just under 6 fet tall 
and he tri~ to keep in sha~ 
playing tenis. Although fle 'ivas 
businesslike and tougb-tallOng 
at work, on social occasions 
he was soft-spoken and geniaL 

One of his thorniest prob
lems was the case of Dr. J. 
Robert Oppenheimer, whose se- · 
lection as director of the Los 
Alamos laboratory was op- : 
posed by General Groves's own i 
security men on grounds Dr · 
Oppenheimer had, years before· . 
associated with Communis~ 
and other Ieft-wingers. . 

Gener~l Groves chose Dr. 
Oppenheuner for the job any
way. Years later, long after 
Dr. Oppenheimer . was tripped 
of his security clearance be· 
cause of his .opposition to de
velopment . of the hydrogen 
b?mb, ~n~ral Groves praised 
hun and saJd he still considered 
him to have been tpe best man· 
for the Los Ahnnos JOb. 

It was near Los Alamos, at 
Alamagordo, N.M., that the 
first atomic bomb was tested 
at 5:30 A.M., .July 16, 1945: 
General Groves wrote of it in 
his book: 

"My first impression was one 
of tremendous light. and then 
as I tW"Ded, I saw the now 
familiar fireball: As [we] sat 
on the ground looking at· this 
phenomenom, the first reac
tions were expressed in a si· 
lent exchange of bandsakes. 
We all arose so that by the 
time the shock wave arrived 
we were standing. I was sur· 
prised by its comparative gen
tleness . • • but the light had 
been so much greater .than any 
human had previously exi»en·' 
enced." ! 

The decision to use larger' 
bombs on the populations of!' 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki was 
made by President Harry S.' 
Truman, at the urging of Gen- 1 
era! Groves and most of his· 

· colleagui!S in the Manhattan! 
Project. (The Nagasaki bomb 
~which killed 45,000. people, was 
dropped Aug. 10, 1945. 
. General" Groves opposed t!urn
, ing over atomic development to 
. the civilian-run Atomic Energy 
.commission after the war,V:(e 
!believed that there was great 
: pote~tial for peaeetime use of 
,atom1c energy, but that because 
:other nations, notably the SO.: 
i viet Union, were seeking to per.' 

!
feet atomic weapons, control of 
atomic secrets and materials 
should remain in the military. 

~·. --~----··-----,.,-

Joined Remington Rand -~· 
He left the Army in 1947 to 

become a vice president in 
charge. of research for Reming-1 
ton Rand in Connecticut. He re- • 
tired to private life in 1961.. 
Last · Feb. 27, President Nixon 
presented him with an Atomic; 
Pioneers Award. · ;: . 

Tribute to General Groves; 
came from Dr. Glenn T. Sea
borg, chairman of the A. E. C., 
and a key scientist in the orig
inal A-bomb project (he was 
a co-discoverer of plutonium, 
one of the origin~ nuclear ex-
plosives). : 

"For three critical years," Dr. 
Seaborg said, . "he directed the 
most awesome project in thei 
history 'of mankind. He was al 
constant source of amazement · 
••• He had the deep respect and 
admiration of his staff for his· 
ability to organize and get 
things done." . · 

General Groves Is survived 
by his widow, the former Grace 
Wilson, whom he married in 
1922; a son, Brig. Gen. Richard · 
H. Groves of the Army Corp of 
Engineers; a daughter, Mrs. 
John A. Robinson; a brother, 
Dr. Owen G. Groves; and seven 
grandchildren. 
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back; we agreed that we would not issue any press statement at this time in 
refutation of Evins' release. 

I sent my biweekly status report to the White House today (copy attached). 

Carol, Suki and I went for a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon 
and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 
4, past the Police Headquarters, and returned to our starting point. 

I watched the All Star baseball game being played in the new Riverfront 
Stadium in Cincinnati, which the National League won in twelve innings by a 

·score of 5 to 4. 

Wednesdayi ·July 15, 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1049 (notes attached). We 
approved the reorganization which puts Flaherty as the new Assistant General 
Manager for Plans and approved an announcement describing this action (copy 
attached). We also approved answers to the questions (copy attached) posed by 
Larry Bogart (National Committee to Stop Environmental Pollution) in 
connection with my forthcoming confirmation hearing. We also discussed the 
draft report being prepared by Brown and Bibb, concerning the allegations of 
censorship by Tamplin and Gofman, which has been requested by the JCAE and 
Senator Muskie. 

Justin Bloom and I had lunch at the Cosmos Club with Milton Harris and Gordon 
Bixler of the ACS. Harris and Bixler outlined the progress they are making on 
the preparation of an ACS report covering the role of chemistry in the 
economy--this is a project of the ACS Committee on Chemistry and Public 
Affairs. They asked us to set up a task force that will gather material in 
this connection covering the nuclear industry, and we agreed to do so. 

After lunch Bloom and I accompanied Harris to the Washington International 
Tennis Tournament being held under the auspices of the Evenint Star at the 
public tennis courts at 16th and Kennedy Streets, N.W. (nearhe-rarter Barron 
Amphitheatre). We saw the young Mexican collegiate champ from USC, Mayo, beat 
Clark Graebner, a former U.S. member of the Davis Cup team, by scores of 6-4, 
6-3. 

Charles Robbins called in connection with an idea he and his wife Pauline have 
in connection with the IAEA Symposium at the U.S. in August. He and Pauline, 
with the idea of getting more publicity for the meeting both here and 
overseas, would host a luncheon in honor of me and invite some 20 to 25 of the 
more important correspondents to the U.N. They would also invite any 
Commisioners attending the meeting as well as AIF directors Bill Gould, Lou 
Roddis, Merril Eisenbud, Chauncey Starr and Harry Slater. Some time would be 
allowed for questions. They thought it would be more effective to hold the 
luncheon at the U.N. and he asked about using the dining room assigned to the 
AEC for Monday, August 10. I said the idea sounds fine to me, that Monday is 
the only day I would be available and that I would check it out with the other 
Commissioners to be sure it wouldn't strike anyone adversely. I said I would 
be back in touch with him by Friday at the latest. He told me the Forum has 
invited Constantinos Doxiadis to talk on environmental and community planning 
at the annual fall conference but he will be out of the country at that time. 
He asked me to recommend someone and I said that Athelstan Spilhaus would be 
excellent and told Robbins how to get in touch with him. 
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1. The· Cc~:d.ssion h.as t.tccided to aba.ndo.;l t~o plutoniun. 
t:~ro!J.~icti·:;.;:~ rl":·:t-:tors located 3t its ~ichl;md, ~asl'.in#;ton, 
proJuctica sltn. Ihc Jccision is ba~~d on a review of 
potential rlutoniun rcq~iromects and prouuction cars
bility, b~th active and rescrvo, ~o ~cet those require~ 
mont.s. 

2. 

l. 

·rnf.! reactoTs to ba abnr.u.ioned are two of the s-;..,allest and 
oldest units that hnvo been in s~utdown-,tanJby status 
for a ~uz~cr of yo~rs. Fivo producticn r~actors • three 
at the Sava!lnnh .J:iV"c:r J'l(ll~t ir, Socth Carolina n.."it.l two at 
f.ichland - are currently in active service. lt!ld five 
suitable for st~rtup are in standby st~tus should the 
neod ari~o. 

AEC issued a statement co~~entin~ on alletntions hy 
l:r~. Jo}Jn Gofman and Ar1:hur T:J~Piin, scientists :1't .. A.EC's 
Lsvrenco ~adiaticn Laboratory n~ Liver~~ro, California, 
that pressure. is Lcini exert~d to stop them from crit~ciz· 
ing AEC policies and FcJcral r~diaticn protection stnnclnrds, 
including runitivc reducti~ns in AfC support for ren~arch 
projects unciar ~Le lcatlership of.th<:se t-uo ~cicnti!Tts .. Tho 
ALC stat.;rnaJ:t, relca:;od 011 July 7,' said that nci t!Hn· t~e 
AfiC nor the L~!:>ortttory ~ wtich i~ opora ted l~y t!t~ t.~ni v~rs i ty 
of Californie. has nhriti~cd th~ir !recJol!l to speak out on 
!~sues rutd pcint8d out t~at the two scientists have not 
see~ed inhibited in ~Akin~ public critici~~s. The AEC 
st~te~cnt also explained tho nec~ssity to absorb su~stantial 
cuts in 1 ts overall lJio:-.;.@\!i~sl research rro£ra1:=t and to nhift 
e1::ph~sis to cort~ln }.oy tccLTticnl areas, suc~l tU tbc onviron
~c~tnl effects of wnrm ~atcr Jisch3rgcd by nucl~ar power . 
plents. 

A book 4bout the ~cdlcal effects of f~llout from nuclear 
weapon tcstiJ!b, nuthorf.fd by !-r. i.!rncst Stern~~l~ss of tho 
tnivcrsity of Pittsburrh. is expected to ~e putlis~aJ in 
October ty Alfred Knopf. Accordin~ to ttdvtlnco pu'!Jlicity, 
tt:.c: boo~., ontitl~d ''T:to Stilllcr!l Future,·• t~ill contend 
tbnt auclenr testin~ is rcsronsibl~ fer tho decrease in 
tho docl inL1~ rate of i.r.fan t -r;ortal i ty in the t;. S. :; i11ce 
1950 and h~s caused 400,000 infant dcgths and 2,0oo.noo 
stllll:.i rths. Ti:e Pt>bl ic Peal th S-c:rvic~, in a p:.:t>li~h(.!d 
analysis of previous ~tate~~nts by Jr. Stcrn~l~!s on 
inf~nt and fetal ~ortality~ c"ncluJcd thnt ·'tho dntn 
prc~senteC. Jo not ~J'Iponr to iuJicnte :ln)" r<!lntionship 
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b"tween t.he chango in Tate of decline of infant Gortnll ty 
and -tho deposition of fallout in the United States.!• Tbe 
fo~mittee on ~nvironmcntal H.azard.s of the A~eric:&n Acades;y 
of Fcdiatrics also issuod a s~atc~ent repudiating both his 
&nalytical cethods and hi~ conclusions. 

4. Senator Schwcilcer has filmed a TV fnterYiew with an AF.C 
bio~edic:al scienti~t (Dr. l'tillia:t ~i~b) for a report ~o 
his eonsti tucnt.s "n the effects of nuclear pover and. other 
radiation. A!3.C SOUf.!.ht this interview after Jr. Ernest 
Sterngla.ss (see NQ. l abov~) n~pearcd with tho Senator ort 
another fil~od program. Another TV pragrnm on nuclear 
po~er is oxp~ctcd to be ·prouucod by WRC in Washington for 
s~cving. at a date not yet datDrminod._ 

5. A rcp~rt on rlutoniu~ concentrations in soils and sediments 
around ~EC's weapon cor.?onents plant at Rocky Plats. 
ColorAdo, has been received frc~ that State's Dep~rt~~nt of 
tho Health. tased on survoillnnco infar~stion c:oll&ct.od by 
the Colorado nealth Cep~rt~~nt and ~nalytcd by the u.s. 
Public; Health Servicc•s· Southl!ostern iladiolo~ical Health 
Laboratory» tbs report states the followin~ conclusion: 
"• ~·. No public ~oalth hazard nov exists from past 
releases frora the Roel:y Z::l11ts plant. It would be ir:rpos.,. 
sibl&, however, to esti~nte any hazard ~hich existed in 
tho past.!! Tho D~-pnrte~t'!nt pla~s t& c:ontinu" air, soil, 
and watGr surveillan~o in tbo area of the plant. 

6. Consol1d4ted Edison's I~dian ~clnt nuclsnr pouer plant 
(iJni t 1), in ~cstche~ter Cot.mty, New York, is expected 
to be ~ut of operation until ~id-S~ptenbcr or later. . 
This plant, which was shut down on ~:ay 20 to repair the 
cooling ~ystc~. repTescnts aoout three perc~n~ of Con £d's 
genora.tinr, Ca!l&Ci ty. Located on the Hudson ;a 'rer, the 
plant had beon oporatin.l:t uncler a prcvis ional !'.l~C lic'!nse • 
and the utility has applied fer a full··tcrm 11conse. 
Congress~an Ottinnsr 11nd tt~e hev Y()rk St.ato Cov~rrn·il'!n.t 
ha.vo bcum r.rantcd por:;ission to intcrvcno in hearin1ts to 
seek codiiication of the. !)ro~osed llccnso. · · {U:a.tcs f~r 
the hoarin~' !lave not yet been- schedul@d •) ~~eanwhJ.le ~ 
the Al~C--will conduct a study o.£· the effects of the- plnnt 
on the o~olagy of the. fiudson. . ·. · -·: .. 

,:,- . 

7. ~ouse1'_Vation_grcups_hav~ petition~d .. ~ECto ~rd~r ea halt 
on· con_s-truct~o_n of the ·nuclcnr ·:~ower~plant ·at 'C:alv~rt 
Cliffs-, ·Maryland, 1iy 3alth:oro Gas ·anJ: I!loctri"C: _tornpany 

I! ·~·' '-· ·-• .,.. •• ~ •. ., :.• ~~-·-~ : .. , .. \,,. ,,_ -:.·- !.~ ':· .... ~.- ·.~ . .f.::;..; ~ i.,~ ~:.c.~ .... .;. '..,.:.,.; •. ._ ~ _ 
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pon~ing a rovie~ by AEC of t~o potential environoental 
con!equcnccs. The p0titicners - the Calvert Cliffs 
Coordinating Comuittec (which repr~sents various loc~l 
~roups), tho National i'iilt~life h.•(!erat!on, and the 
Sierr11 Club - aro COl!cerned about the ~ffects o{ ra,Jia
tion alttl thor"R:al disch~r2~~ on the Cl1esnJ'eako Bay. In 
issuing a water uso penni t to tile utility, ~·arylnnd 's 
D'epartt:!ent of Water ::tcsources ll1d t~rl radiatiott <!isch:arr.es 
to ahout one percent of the levels allOK3ble undor AUC 
standards and thermal disch:rges to a maxi~u~ o£ 90°F 
without a rern:is$iblo ~ixing :one. 

8. 1~~ first wo~an to r~ceivc the AEC Citation is Dr. J~~e H. 
uall, former AssistDnt Director of the Los Aln~os Sciontifie 
Labor~tory, who r~tir~~ fro~ tae Laboratory on June ~0 bet 
continues to servo on the A£C • s (;eneral Advisory Co:r.nltteo. 
Chair~an Seabor: ~ill present the a~ard in ~ cer~~ony at 
Los Al~r.-~os, ."Unl M~xic.o, on October 6. The A!!C Citation is 
a1w:s.rdcd for contributions to the ·nucle~r energy pro}:ra~ by 
pueple in Govcrnmcn't n:zonc:ios ot!::.cr th:1n AE.C. emplo)~ees of 
ASC contractors, and other privattJ lndivicluals such o.s 
r:c~bcrs of inJustri:~l. cducat1on3l, an<i research organ!· 
zat.ions. 

9. During the £irst half of 1970. pl:tns to.bttild nine nueloar 
goncratin$ pl:'.nts with a tot:tl caracity o{ S.43S :~~E \it1T~ 
announced by electric utilities. ,\s of June 30 the stat•..ls 

·of nuclenr ro~er pl~tts in the u.s. is 16 op~rahle {5,074 
~~'E), 54 bein~ built (43,757 ~~~E), and 43 plnnn:)d (-10,180 
N~E) w for a total of 113 plants (a9,011 ~%E). 

10. Hearings in executive sossion on technolo~lcal advances 
aff~eting the nas centrifuf;e'! ~rocess for tH!Tit 1lin;: 
ur:tniuP. .sre scbcJulou to be hcl\1 ThursJay .. July li; ~ lJy 

. the Joint Com~ittc.Hl on Att::t:ic En"r~y. This subjoct nrnso 
durinz the hearin~s on Jun& 16 about tho increased charges 
for uraniuZR enrichr.-.ent. and the CoF:~ittoe has aaled the 
Cof.'~is.sion to testify aho11t how possible- future develol'· 
mcnts in g:ts centrifl!J!e teclmolo>~Y nnd programs 12ight 
affect the futur<:~ of the Ccvcr:lment 's .. caseot.Js diff~sion 
enrich~oot facilities. · 

l 



UNIT~D STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. %05~ 

CQPY NO. 3 
July 15, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1 049 

9:55a.m., Wednesday, July 15, 1970, Chairman's Conferenr.e Room, D. C. 

1. Death of General Leslie R. Groves, USA 

Flags at Headquarters will b;~ flown at half mast from 12:00 N today to 
lZ:OONFriday, July 17, 1970. (SECY) 

2. Chairman's Confirmation Hearing, 2:00p.m.~, Thursday, July 16, 1970 

3. Meeting with the CTR Laboratory Directors 

·Deferred. {SECY) 

4. DSA Ceremony for Mr. Parks 

Rescheduled. {SECY) 

5. Agenda for Friday, July 17, 197 0 

Revised. {SEGY) 

6. · Executive Per s onne 1 Appointment 

Approved. The draft announcement is approved with a ~eletion. 
(PER-PI-Bloom) 
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7., SECY -74 - Draft Answers to Questions Regarding Nuclear Power; and, 
Availability and Utilization of U.S. Reserves of Nuclear Fuels 

Comments will be addressed to staff. (OC-SECY) 

8. Commissioners 1 Meeting and Luncheon with NASA Officials, 11:00 a.m. , 
July 29, 1970 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

9. July 13 Letter from Congressman Blatnik re Hearing on Reorganization 
·Plan No. 3 on July 23, 1970 

An alternative hearing date will be requested. (GM) 

10. Senator Baker's Query to Commissioner Ramey re Testimony on the 
Baker-Muskie Bill on Environmental Laboratories 

Com~~ssioner Ramey will call Senator Baker and Mr. Hollingsworth will 
call Chairman Chet Holifield, JCAE. (Ritzmann-GM) 

11. SECY -76 - Draft Report to JCAE on Tamplin/Gofman Allegations of 
Censorship 

Changes and reconsl.deration Friday morning, July 17, 1970, are requested. 
(AGM-SECY) 

12. SECY -65 - Procedural Changes in Alien Visits and Participation 

Deferred. (SECY) 

13. SECY -81 - Response to Australia on Cooperation in Enrichment Technology 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

14. SECY -84 - Review Period for Draft Environmental Statement on Underground 
Test Programs 

Staff will attempt to obtain acceptance of a 30-day comment period. (AGMO) 

15. Rocky Flats Union Delegation Meeting with the JCAE 
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16. SECY -72 - Participation of University of Illinois Professor in Joint 
Cern-Soviet Experiment at Serpukhov, USSR 

Noted. (AGMIA) 

17. Suggested Questions and Answers for the Gas Centrifuge Briefing of the 
JCAE (See Mr. Kull' s July 13 Note) 

Noted. (P) 

18. SECY -75 - Power Cost Increase 

Noted. {P) 

19. SECY -67 - Egual Employment Opportunity Situation in Eastman Kodak 
Company 

Note·d. (Asst. to GM) 

20.. SECY -49 -.Testing Genealogy Charts 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

21. SECY -77 - URA Acouisition of Computer Eouipment 

Noted. (DC) 

22. July 15 Wall Street Journal Article reStatement by Dr. Edward Teller, 
11Secrecy no Longer a Security Asset" 

23. June 25 Letter from Robert F. Class, Commander of American Legion, 
re Resolution on Environmental Affairs 

Pr~paration of a reply is reQuested. (OEA-ADRA) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

12:20 p.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

. 
*Attendance by Topic (s) 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Abbadessa 
Mr. Bloom 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Vinciauerra"r: 
Ml·. Harris>:; 
Mr. English* 
Mr. Burr>:; 
Mr. Erlewine>:; 
Mr. Friedman•:; 
Mr. Baranowski* 
Mr. O'Neill* 

- 4 -

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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Fcm·. -HQ.27 ( 1-66). 

A.Et:-0201 

UHCL. BY DOl 
NOVH 

UNITED ,.STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

HEADQUARTERS • 

TO: Principal Staff, Headquarters 
Managers of Field Offices 

ANNOUNCEP..1ENT NO. 86 

DATE: July .15, 1970 

SUBJECT: CHANGES IN HEADC<UARTERS ORGANIZATION FOR PLANNING AND 
DEVELOPMENT 

A reorganization approved by the Conunission at Information Meeting 1049 on 
July 15, 1970, will become effective July 20, 1970. The changes are designed 
to consolidate and strengthen the overall planning functions and to provide 
a focal point for planning in area~ of uranium stockpile disposition and 
long-range planning related to uranium enrichment. The following changes 
are involved: 

1. A new position of/Assistant General Manager for Plani is established 
to plan, direct, and coordinate AEC activities involved in program 
planning, analysis, evaluation and x:eporting, including the develop
ment of policy alternatives for the conduct of AEC's uranium enrichment 
activities and studies of the ultimate disposition of the gaseous· 
diffusion plants. 

He will supervise the Division of Plans and Reports, the Division of 
Operations Analysis and Forecasting, and a new Division of Program 
Analysis headed by Mr. Roger W. A. LeGassie. This new Division will 
be formed from the staff of the present Assistant to the General 
Manager for Program Analysis and certain planning functions and posi
tions from the Divisions of Raw Materials and Production. The functions 
and positions from the Divisions of Raw Materials and Production to be 
transferred are those associated with inventory manageme .. t and planning 
for the disposition of natural uranium stocks and long-range planning 
of uranium enrichment activities. 

Mr. John J. Flaherty, former President of Atomics International, has 
been appointed to the position of Assistant General Manager for Plans. 
Mr. Flaherty returns to AEC following some twelve years in the private 
sector of th·e atomic energy industry. Mr. Flaherty's first association 
with the atomic energy program began in 1943, when he served with the 
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U. S. Engineers at Oa~ Ridge, Tennessee. In 1948, he was named 
Assistant to the Manager of the Chicago Operations Office. In 1953, 
Mr. Flaherty was appointed Manager of the San Francisco Operations 
Office. A year later, he was appointed Manager, Chicago Operations 
Office, the·post he held until he resigned in 1957 to join private 
industry. 

2. The position of Assi:>tant General Hanager for Plans and Production, 
held by Hr. George F. Quinn, is redesignated as Assistant General 
Manager for Development and Production. He tvill have responsibility 
for the coordination and direction of AEC programs for eva! uation of 
raw materials, production and processing of ~pecial nuclear and other 
special materials; research and development in the production and use 
of radioisotopes and other byproduct material and in the application 
of pe&ceful nuclear explosives. 

3. 

"::·· 

He will'supervise the activities of the Divisions of Production, _ 
Raw Materials, Isotopes Development, and Peaceful Nuclear Explosives. 
The latter two Divisions will be transferred from the Assistant 
General Manager for Research and Development. 

The position of Assist~nt General Manager for Research and Development, 
held by Dr. Spofford G. English, Hill retain supervision of the Divi
sions of Research, Biology and Medicine, and Nuclear Education and 
Training. 

~ f J uV~-x-"-d 
General Manager ~. 
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Questions Regarding TI1e Prolif~~ation 
of .Nucleat' Po'I'ICL- PlCl.nts and Pr0jccts of 
the AEC Hhich \o/i11 I ncrcasc IVHlioacti vity 

v' 1. 11hy has the AEC p crrni t ted the l.i.:~nsins of scores c f large 
poH·er reactors in the absence of any operating e.:q}e:'ience with 
full-·si zed prototypes ? 

V 2. Why has the AEC not c~nducted t~orou~h research on the safety 
of large reactors, as urged by ; he Ad vi ..;\)~·y Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards ? 

v3. Vhy hav~ no comprehensive epide:r:i.logical ""tudies on the effects 
of nuclear \veapons ·:e~ ~ ing fall(; n t: been c:· .·:--i ed out, as promised 
in 1963?. 

/4~ 

v' 5. 

v6. 

./7. 

Why should the large reactor~ being authori~ed be licensed as 
"commercial" if th~ p!iblic cann• ·t reccver damages over $560 
million in the event of an accident, unde~ the Price-Anderson 
Act Extension of 1965? · 
Why has not the AEC reported the unfavoral-.. !.c e<.;onomics of 
nuclear power ? 

1-/hy has the AEC not provided Congress \·:i th a long-term sclrcdu1 c 
of ultimate financial requir~ments to carry out proJects, 
initial a.ppropria tions for ~...-hich are sought in FY 1971? 

Ho\-1 much of the AEC expenditures for the past five years have 
been for puhl :i c rel at.ions; ~~'hie h.· th~ P:resid•:-nt hc.s <'.sked. 
federal agencies to reduce ? How much is allotted for 1971? 

~/8. 1vhy has the AEC not accepted the challenge of Livermore scient-' )1 ists, Drs. John 1-l. Gofman and Arthur R . .Tamplin, to di·scuss the 
.c.. ~<...0 adequacy of AEC radiation &1.1idelines in an open forma ? 

., 

/9. 1\That have been the total e.>..-penditurcs for ··readiness to test 
f) · DC in the atmosp:-.~::..~c" prog:::'ams ? l:1-1y is this necessary in vic'h'· 

1 rr ,_ \,/ of us greu. t :~~4\.l il~ numbers tiAici sup criori t~- of nuclear \veapons? 

vlO.In vie1.; of the gro"tving exchanges w·ith the Soviet Union is 

1., -·· 

12. 

scientific kno,.;ledge in atc-mic matters, "t.:hy arc huge sums st~L 
spent for "security chccks,1w 

'·lhy have no specific protccti ve measures - such as underground· 
ing- been taken to safeguard reactors on the.outskirts of 
major cities, when an act of sabotage or an attack by para
military groups \vith conventionnl \veapons could be so dcvasta't· 
ing ? 

Why has the great peril to d~nscly populated areas posed by 
large a~ l?_rought forth no adequate emergency pla!Ls? 

., .. C"~\"'·•·"(" .l, • 
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I received a telephone call from William T. Golden who said he has spoken at 
length with Phil Abelson and also with the AAAS auditors regarding the Science 
Service-AAAS merger. While the auditors did not make a detailed study, a 
quick study presented a problem so great they didn't think it worthwhile to go 
any further at this time. The result of the audit shows that the Science 
Service liability is about $800,000 more than AAAS understood it to be at the 
time of the Board meeting. The reason for this is that Science Service has 
not set up any reserve for unfulfilled subscriptions of Science News, which 
accounts for about $600,000. The other $200,000 represents losses incurred 
since the first set of figures was received from Sherburne. It now appears 
that Science Service will have to come up with $1 million in round figures 
before AAAS will take it nver. Both Golden and Abelson feel it would be 
imprudent for AAAS to do otherwise. He also said that Abelson feels a great 
deal would have to be done with the Science Service staff; he doesn't think 
Ted Sherburne could ~e of much ~se. 

Golden did make one suggestion. He said it might be that some other magazine 
would be interested enough in the value of the subscription list to take over 
this obligation. He said that if some disposition could be made of the 
magazine, AAAS could take on certain parts of Science Service without serious 
financial problems--the talent search, for example. He said the magazine is 
losing .$100,000-200,000 and about 40,000 subscribers per year. To hold even 
and secure 40,000 new subscribers takes about $200,000 for promotion 
expenses. I said this is indeed a big blow and asked him if he has talked to 
Sherburne about it. He said no, he has tried to get in touch with Bentley 
Glass and Athel Spilhaus but has been unsuccessful in both attempts. He 
suggested that I talk to Abelson first and then Sherburne. 

I called Abelson who said he hates to see Science Service go under but that, 
under the circumstances, it would be a financial burden to AAAS which itself 
doesn't operate with any substantial surplus. He said if AAAS took on Science 
Service with its existing problems jt would throw the whole operation into a 
deficit. I said there is not much chance of raising a million dollars but I 
would like to talk to Spilhaus about it and also to Ted Sherburne to see what 
light he can throw on it. I asked him what the value of Science News might be 
in the event we decided to sell it. He said that a fair value, if you could 
find a buyer, might be on the order of $500,000. He also said that in terms 
of selling advertising and getting money out of it emphasis should be placed 
on recruitment among industrial types. He said that if either Sherburne or I 
want to go over the financial reports, he would certainly be available. 

I then called Sherburne who said their auditors never included the unfulfilled 
subscriptions as a liability and they went on the assumption that as long as 
they were in business there was no problem. When I mentioned wanting to talk 
to Spilhaus, he said he didn't think that could make much difference at this 
point. He said we need to raise some money and mentioned the two or three 
hundred thousand dollars that the Sloan Foundation might give us. He also 
said that Sloan will give AAAS $250,000 as a dowry if the merger goes 
through. He thinks other foundation might give some money if AAAS would get 
behind it and push. We talked about the sale of the magazine. He said 
Sherago might be interested. Sherburne also thinks that if we could come up 
with $500,000, AAAS would take it. We agreed that he would get in touch with 
Abelson and Golden to see if they would support some fund raising. 

I wrote to Alan H. Akol to tell him we will be happy to rent him our home in 
Lafayette and I look forward to seeing him during my visit to the Bay Area 
during July 22-24, and to the Metropolitan Club supporting Herman Wouk for 
resident membership. 434 



Attached is a copy of today's Congressional Digest which announces that the 
Senate section of the JCAE will hold hearings on my nomination on July 16. 

I went for a hike with Suki in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
passed the Police Headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Diane Leggett and Fred Doolittle, along with Lynne, had dinner with us--Helen, 
Dave, Steve, Eric, Carol and me. Dianne was away on a campout. 

Peter and his friend, Jane, returned to New York this afternoon. 

Thursday~ -July 16~ -1970 - D.C. 

I appeared on the TODAY Show at 8 a.m. with Peter Hackes in the Channel 4 
Studio on Nebraska Avenue under the auspices of Edwin Newman, Barbara Walters, 
and Joe Gargiola. The questions centered on the Gofman-Tamplin controversy, 
radiation standards, the Plowshare program and thermal pollution. (Copy of 
transcript is attached.) 

From 10 a.m. until 12:15 p.m. I participated in an executive hearing of the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy on the gas centrifuge process. Present were 
Congressmen Chet Holifield (Chairman), Craig Hosmer, Melvin Price, John 
Anderson, John Young, and Ed Edmondson and Senators Clinton Anderson and 
George Aiken. Also present were Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, and Larson, Bob 
Hollingsworth, John Abbadessa and others. The purpose of the hearing was to' 
give the JCAE a report on the progress that has been made in the gas 
centrifuge process for the enrichment of uranium. Baranowski made the main 
presentation with the help of prepared testimony and charts. 

I took this occasion to tell the members present that the Commissioners are 
making a re-evaluation of the role of industry in the gas centrifuge program 
and will probably brief a number of statesmen in the nuclear industry field, 
including people with a broad overview of our program, as a first step toward 
acquainting the nuclear industry with our gas centrifuge process. I said that 
industry will need this information in order to make an assessment of the gas 
centrifu~e in comparison with gaseous diffusion when the time comes to build 
new uran1um enrichment capacity which will undoubtedly be done by private 
industry and not the government. At the end of the meeting Holifield showed 
some of us a letter he has received from Kelly, head of International Union 
No. 50 at Dow Chemical in Rocky Flats, in which Kelly, in effect, accuses the 
AEC of strikebreaking tactics. Holifield asked that the AEC brief him and 
other members of the JCAE on this. (This briefing was scheduled for this 
afternoon just prior to my confirmation hearing.) 

I had lunch with Commissioner Larson, Bob Hollingsworth, Ed Bloch and Justin 
Bloom at the Roger Smith Hotel in order to discuss the Kelly letter and other 
pending matters. 

At 1:40 p.m. we met with Holifield and Congressman Wayne Aspinall in executive 
session to explain to them our procedures in connection with the Rocky Flats 
strike, pointing out that these would not constitute strikebreaking. 

At 2 p.m. my confirmation hearing was held in the JCAE open hearing room. 
Senate members present were John Pastore (Chairman) and Clinton Anderson. 
Congressmen Holifield, Price, and Aspinall were present by invitation. I made 
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Legislative Proceedings 

UNITED STATES 
ATOMIC ENERGY CO~INISSION 

OFFICE OF CONGRESSION1\L RELATIONS 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

DIGEST OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

Vol. 116, No. 119. Julv 15, 1970 

BILLS INTRODUCED - The following bills ~~ere introduced and referred as follows: 
S. 4085 (Sen. Allott, R-Colo., for himself and others)- to establish an Office of 

Technology Assessment for the Congress as an aid in the identification and consideration 
of existing and probable impacts of technological application; to amend the National 
Science Foundation Act of 1950; and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration. Sen. Allott said the underlying feature of this bill is to equip the 
Congress with a new office in the Library of Congress to assist in formulating judgments 
on matters relating to scientific developments. (p. Sll336) 

H.R. 18469 (Rep. Daddario, D-Conn.-, for himself and others) - Technology Assessment 
Act of 1970 (identical to s. 4085); to the Conunittee on Science and Technology·. 

H.R. 18474 (Rep. ~urphy, D-N.Y., for himself and ot~ rs) -requiring that each Member 
of Congress be notified of the intended· di.spos it ion of federally o1~ned real property in 
the district he rep~esents; to the Committee on Government Operations. 

H.R. 18488 (Rep. Udall, D-Ariz., for hLmself and Rep. Reid, R-N.Y.)- to promote and 
protect the free flow of interstate commerce without unreasonable damage to the environment; 
to assure that activities which affect interstate commerce will not unreasonably injure 
environment~ rights; to provide a right of action for relief for protection of the environ
ment .. from unreasonable infringement by activities 1~hich affect interstate commerce and to 
establish the right of all citizens to the protection, preservation, and enhancement of the 
environment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H.R. 18491 (Rep. Kuykendall, R-Tenn., for himself and others) - to amend the National 
Environmental Policy Act of "t969 to provide a program for honoring industry and other 
private efforts to contribute to the maintenance and enhancement of environmental quality; 
to the Committee on Nerchant Marine and Fisheties. 

NOMINATION OF DR. SEABORG - Rep. Pastore announced that the Senate section of the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy will hold hearin~s July 16 on the nomination of Dr .. Glenn T. 
Seaborg to be a member of the AEC for a term of 5 years expiring June 30, 1975. Sen. 
Pastore inserted a biography of Dr. Seaborg. (p. Sll347) / 

,...-;"':/ 

REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. 4- Sen. Randolph (D-W.Va.) inserted an article from Government. 
Executive entitled "At Long Last: Unified Gover!linent Research on the Air and Sea." The 
article details the basic proposals contained in the plan to create a National Oceanographic . 
and ~tmospheric Administration. Sen. Randolph said that Sen. Hollings, Chairman of the 
Oceanography Subcommittee is expected to hold in-depth hearings on the reorganizatian plan. 
(p. Sll357) 

SALT TALKS - Sen. Harris (D-Okla.) said that while he is pleased that agreement on the 
limitation of ABM systems and strategic missiles and bombers will be sought at the SALT. 
talks, he feared that failure to include MIRV's in the initial negotiations will foreclose 
the possibility of a long-range verifiable arms control agreement. He inserted an article 
by Chalmers Roberts from the Washington Post in which Mr. Roberts discussed the President's 
goals for the talks. (p. Sll3tR) 

THE ABM - Sen. Fulbright. (D~!'.rk.) _inserted an article from the Reader's Digest by 
Henry Cabot J.odge in which Mr. Lodge argued in support of the Safeguard system. Sen. Fulbright 
said that at the last hearing in the series on "ABM, ·MIRV, SALT and the Nuclear Arms Race,,. 
held by the Subcommittee on Arms Control International Law, and Organization, the two witnesses 
who testified, Sidney D. Orell, Deputy Director of SLAC and Marvin Goldberger, professor 
of physics at Princeton University, were asked to prepare comments on the article by Mr. Lodge. 
He inserted the letter from the witnesses who disagreed with the conclusions of Hr. Lodge. 
(p. Sll371) 

NATIONAL MATERIALS H-I. ICY - Sen. Cooper (R-Ky.) im er ted an address by Sen. Tloggs (H -De 1.) 
at a seminar on National Materials Policy sponsore~ by the Engineering Voundntion Kcscorch 
Conference. Sen. Boggs spot:..e on the need for a mat'erials policy nncl the important role that 
a National Conunission on Materials Policy would play in articulnting such a policy. (p. Sll394) 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR EDUCA'ITON - Hep. Flood filed a confl'rence report on JI.R. 16916, 
mnking npproprin t iom for the Office of Eclu.·a t ion for the fisc a 1 yenr l'nding June 30, 1971; 
II.Rept, 91-1306. (p. 116719) 436 



---:...------------------------------------------------~~~·~'--------
RAD.IO-TV MONITORING SERVICE. INC . 

. 3400 WISCONSIN·AVENUE. N.W. ·:- WASHINGTON, O.C.: 20016 ·:- 244·6662 

PROGRAM: DATE: 

TODAY SHOW JULY 16, 1970 UNCL.BYDGI 
NOV II 

E<TATION OR NE'T'.NORK: TIME: 

NDC TV 7:00 A\f., EDT 

EDWIN Nm~?·!f.N: It T.light be said that the nuc~car atomic 
era be g.:.n 2 5 ycu.l·s · ngo today ~d th the e:-=plosion of the 'test bcmb 
in New NDxico and Glenn Se~borg who h~d something signif~cant to 
do with th::t will bo our n~:;t guest. !oday 0~1 NBC. 

NE~'IH .. t..N: Today is the 25th annive:r!.ie.ry of the fi:rst 
explosion cf an atonic bo~b in a test at Alemogordo, New Mcxicoo 
By ccincidci:.ce, th~ !:l&-:. in charge of that bm:to pl·oj ect, Manhnt tan ~ 
Pl·oject, Gcnoe:.~al Leslie G:-!'c;res dj.ed on ~!onday night. To a):ar;;,ins 
what's happened since Gen~ral Groves's team of scientists exploded 
the first bombp N3C News ~orrespondent Peter Hackas will inter~i~w 
Ch • G" S . .. . A • ... ,..• • . . '. h. " a1rm~n ~cnn eaoorg oz tna tom1c LD$rgy ~cmm1ss~on ln ~as ~ng,on. 
Pete. 

PETER HACXES: Gcod morni~g Edwin. Dr. Sc~hoi.·g, as you 
kno~-1, t•:o of your o·:m scicr;tists h~we r.ov.nd~d ths el:-~rm =-~~cently 
about tho c.£iects o:E nucl~~r po~·u:~. They f:ay that liliC nctivi t:l~s 
could be c~u5ing as roeny es 32,000 extra c~ncer and lcukomia ca~~s 
e&ch year. Is there any substznce to their chaTge? 

GLENN SEABORG: That would be Jack Goio~n and Art Tar~plin. 
Jzck Gofm~n, by th~ li:sy, '.:t~s my ?1'-...D student. 

HACKES: So you k:1ow him rathet· well? 

SEABOP.G: Yes, and he's well trained. 

Well, I think !t's not goner&lly nppr~ci~~ed wh~t the 
as:n.!::tptions ~I'c th~t Gofnan and T"'-:~plin m~:r.-e. 1'h.cy r:.u~ke ·the n:;st~mp
tio.!1 thc=.t e·;~ry Ar.;;ric<l?., n.l.! 7.00 1n:.llio:"L A::-:ericsns are exposed to 
the 4Ua:t~ .. mul!l set by the A!;C s tamJ.ax-ds. -~oo:.d this is ltot true. In 
fact, th~ 'r!t'.)' the plcnt.s arc· op~r;?.ting, the nuclear po:·mr plants 
~ra operating tod~y, not a single pc~son is ezoosed to this ma~i-c .. . T, h -. tw:n. o:-.'.i!llZSlO>l~r atowpSOil a:> stto~.ptcd to make a.n es-timate 
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based on the actual way in which the plants operate and the 
mnximurn exposures that people migh~ get, and th~s ~eads him to 
calculate th~t less than one ~ddit~onul cancer aea~h per year 
would come from the result of opcra~ing plants now operatingp 
under construction, or planned. · 

I~CKES: There hn~c been charges incident to these 
charo-es, that the AEC has punished th:::se tNo c:ri tics. \fno.t are 
thei~ status as of today? .-Huve they been muzzled? 

SEABORG: Oh, I don't think so. They're still working 
for the laboi.qatory. They 'vc made C.oze:u.s of s;;eeches and I G;!i n 
stron~ believer of freedom oi scientists to speak on beth sides 
of ~n"'issue, zs you might Hell iuag:i.ne. A.~d I don't 'think they 
have .been punished. -.& 

HACKES: As fa-r ~s yot·.' :r-~ -~~~ce:rncd tnen, · they're pcr
foctly free to stay on with AEC and thai~ pro~o~ional prospects 
&i:e still ~s til~y 1:i~l.ce? · 

SEABORG: Well, this isn't ioi' ~c to deter-m~.n~. They're 
subj c:ct to tho l"e~:.IJ.\;1'~ic~1S of the l~bcl·ato:-:·y in 1:rh.ich they i'!Ol'k. 
I }·no··· tha,. f-~1·1, ... ~;~,,. tl1,.. nl· •• ,.,.. .... ;- ... - o<= th,... 1~ho ... 0 ,.0""'"" h"1A '1)'"'-~--. U ~~ 4. \olo e·A .:-.'-' , •• ~.._./ ;..., U .t.·~, .. ~~~~ .!.. 4.,. . ..,. ,...,,.:,.!_. /.-:.,..,...._ o&/ •:. .. ~ \a;Ooe.•Aa\ 

quito concerned thnt th3y have indulged in personal attacks, beyond 
h . .1: • \ d 'h' ... • h' .. t e po1n~ o~ prcp=2~ty. Jn t~1s, ox course, 1s so~et11nz ~or 

the l~borato~y to d~termine. 

SE..Il.BORG: Yes. A number of biologicel sci~ntists d:ls ~
avrca with that thas1's. Ho~.~AYA? th~ \~o~~c ~~n?ryv ~"m"i~~i~~ ~~·~ Q •(;.•.3 --' .. ,._, ~· •• c-·~ _ .. ., ...... ~; :..------ .... -c.• -"'-·t..--

itS ~t::w,...,dr-··qds ~o:r ~~d.;at.io:1 b .. ~!:j('~ c~ tl'f-\ r:~~~d,~'~rns oi ~ .. ~...,~ r:~.,.,~"'='.r1 
• • ....... ~- • - a-. .. - -·- ..... - .. o-..~~o. '*'-"" .... - .. ~. .. '-J ... w\o.:'.•-'- "" 

Rad:t~t:.on Counc:i.J. and the Intcz-nci:io=cl Co::':lission for Rscli~ t.7~~m 
Protection ~~d tho Naticn~l Council fo~ Radiation Protec~ion, end 
so foTth, 0:1 tha ::;c1·o th'!'oshho~~d ~ssU:.'""Dtion ~ th-~~ th~:-o is ;;;.;;tus11 v 
no level of radiation bclc~ which thc~e is some effect. · ' 

P:ACKES: We 'rorill ccntim.!e our discuss:..on of nuclear 
radiation, its pluses and minus~s in just a monent. Right now 
this is Today on NBC. 

BACKES: Toc.by t:~r1cs t!1c 25th annivcrsnrt of tho first 
nuclc~r oxplosicn ev=r. W3've been discussing nuclear cnar~y 
ui th. D:.·. Gl~nn Sc:lborg \'Tl!o i~ th·J he:. a. o£ the A~cmic Energy- Ccr.l
cis~1on. Dr. S3nborg, r?cently thc~o have baen new chaTgos placed 
aEa~n$t tho so C:J.lled cv11s of nt:.~J.caL" po:wr pl~nts by the ccn
scrvntionizts nnd the cnviron~~ntalists, charging that thormal 
polJ.u tion and tridiu::t \tas tc nro quit~ a ser;.ou5 factor. Wh}" can • t 
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a 1-tay be devised, fo1' example, to eliminat~ the th:rcat of warm 
tl~ tcr and its possible hazn:rds being roturncd to ths river? 

SE.ABORG: First, I should say that waste heat is not a 
uniqlle cnar~cteTistic of a nuclear poi,Iel" plant. Any th~rmal plant~ 
coal burning pl&nt, gas b~~ning plantr gives right to soma waste 
h~at. !n the case of the present fil"St generation nncleaf powe1· 
nlent, there 1 s a little ~ore waste heat than the~c is.with the 
fossil bu::·nine plar..ts, but this ~Jon • t be the case ui th th~ sd
vc.nced nucloa~ ... po~!fe;..· plan~~::; of tJ1-o fu~:t12·e- -tho b-.:ced~r rc::ctors 
and so fol'th. To a:nsHor youi' question spccificc.lly, ;·rays c~n be 
dcvi~cid to t~ka cnrc of t!1e ~ast0 he2t--cooling tcwars 9 holding 
Pon ·~ nn1 •h~n~r n~ tl•~~ ro-• An~ a1~o ~n ~~~,/' i~~~~~-cr ~A:r (1.,,, ~ ••• C,. C. •..t.•;.,:,.;.o ,_,_ -•U. .. ~' ,\, 1.. o r.._. ._.. _ _. !) .!..J. 1.<<..'-:AJ -lL;:J -··A~··-'-''"'' ... 1.. ..;:> 

. . b "' ' . 1 h ,. . . ~ ~ • go1ng to prove po~sl ~e ~o use tn2s waste 1c~t _cnex~c~al~y, l.D 
the noT\~horn p~rt of the U~1it·~d St&~es 't"9 k~~ep t~r~:i.:3l\·'!?.ys open, to . . 1 1 , ..... 'if • ...,. ..,,_. ··.r.· .. l.nc::e.:lse n.gr::.cu tura prou.uc L.l.On P ana. '·n ~qu.., t:Ul. ... u:;.'~, .&:J.~_;'l p-ro-
duction ~nd so forth. 

HACKES: l'ihy then a=.-en' t nuclcZlr pm,rer plants being 
de)signocl 'dth the cooling to:<tei.·s? 

SEAJ30RG: Oh, they Sl"C in nany pal"ts of the United Sta.teso 

HAC.KES: Docs that add · · e · 61 sl.gn:t..x..lcan~.. .. y to the cost~?. 

SEABORG: It 2cldr. 'CO the ·cost. It's s cost th~.t cano 
b a ~ol"'r''-'t"C!1 U'"·11i'"'"i"" ... "':"'""' '"'O;':'r. "'o coo1in"' .:-o··;""··""c !:!n•l ;.,.., - .,. \,;-~ - o (..---t.-~.;;, ,.:...,.C Q .;..,-'i,;,) ~ ... · •• J, t-, f.,. II....., .... ..., c.:.;.••""t.) ... .:,,. 

so~e cn~csp the holding ponds which th~t's even be~ter, when they 
h<lve .... 

HAc t".F.S •• Tt"h th h ... h f- rl.en oy n~e ~ ~ spcce • 

. 1-'J\CY.ES: Anothe~· c:riticizmll 5.t s~e;ns to E~., D~. s~abo!·g, 
tha:'s bzen rai~ed, that might possibly hava.en effect on th9, no 
called, atoms for p:zc~ prog?~a, arc tha cbjectiocs, fo~ axa~ple, 
to thc.us3 of nuclear c~plosiVeG. W~ all thought wo would, p~~haps, 
get &:tothcr Pan:-.:1a C~nc:d dug cut by nuclca~!· e:.qlosives, "t'!;:l.i::l!_ notor 
turn out to be not quit~ ~s bcn~iiciZll as t•Je tho~ght .. : 

SEAJ;OP..G: \'!ell, I l·:ot\1dn't s:~.y th<!t. ·I would s·ny that 
WC hc:.vc d·~i.relC!JCd c:t. p:,·o3!T.m hCl'~, VO"'J:"f car&::fu11y ~:ll'l"icd en·~: i end 
th .. t ~ ........ ,1 b'"" "b1-. '"o ""n 1 ·-.-.. "'~·c p-· ... ~1"'- ... ,..,. .•. ,..h ... ...,. ... ...,...,. ................ .r:~· -=.. n(.; .~ .. '-- W c.. _ ..... ..., &.. - .,l .. r{'\; '-'-"' · & ....,..,~ .':,...6.;.l.3 .-1.!.(.. A,~~:.;;.:Jt,.l~~b· -!,.'-r ~~f-!,l,Q-

2.CtiVO t~cb::-is, nnti so :fo:..·th ~ in the cas;; of t.he~e c:rat~zing ~hots 
and th~ undcrgL·os.!nd cnginecl'"ing cpp1i!:~tio:r.~.s in nuc1cn? CJ:~plosivcs. 

HACKES! And uhat Clbout the effect of·radioactivity 
r.ctting into the ga~ deposits, for cAampla,. ~hat are unleashed in· 
l~ulison? 

·. 
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SEABORG: That's one of the purposes of the Rulison 
test, to check the ex·i:e.n'c of this CL:"'ld as thJe goes on~ \·re :P.Iill 
develop cleaner and cleaner e~p1osives ·that will minimize this 
offecto .The g~s will not be used, obviouslyp if it presents a 
hnz<J:rd. . .. 

• . h , HACKES: Do you thi:ak that the tJ.:me nu.g t come, D:r. 
Seaberg, when it would be beneficial, as has been proposed, to 
split off th~ bo~b-making, the war-hoad feature of your cporation 
to the Dcfen$e Dopc::.ri::rw.ont, and you tske the peaceful uses? 

SEi'.TIORG: No, I don't think so.. I think thr:.t th~ 
principle of th~ civilian control for th~ nantlf~ctu?e 1 the design, 
the tosting of nuclear wanpons is a very good one~ and one that 
He should continue into the lndefinite iut~rc. 

HACKES: Th~nk you ';o:.'y much Dr .. Glenn Soabo1·g, ..,;ho 
heads th3 Atcm::.c Er..ci:gy Co~mis!jion, fc~ tal!dng with us on this 
ZSth anni'· . .:ers~.i.."Y o£ the first nuclea:t e:l-:plosion... Nmi, back to 
To<iay in Ns~1 Yo:d\.. 

NEWHA..N: D~o Soabo:. .. g, '\:rho's n m~n I lm.m·: because I've 
intC4Vi•~i1ed him nyseJ..'f, Of COU'Z'S~, is a Z~>n.OUS Chemist p ~,nd, h~d 
a lot to do i:fith the f~~ct that tho plutonium ~~o.-.'!--! im nt•t a 
fanouz cl':.:::lis·t--;,:ras, in efft~ct, availebl(j ioz: ttsc fo:r c:-~nlozi,,.c 
Pu~poe~~ }-liP D"~~~n~1 con~-4~1·~in•l to ~~~ ~~-h ~h~6 h~~r 4s - ~"";;)• -,;;,) .,. ...,_.;':..1-"'~.. .. ... 4.--.:,J.,},.,_.,.,,., ..,ll.•.., ~i,.;,.'wC. - ~(., L.J.ol.i. ... • -• 

th~ auc1.c~r nz~:!, is n v~~y ci2nificD.n.t one. H~ ~:as also a fcmcus 
tc:~d1c:r., Hs ::~ught r.1:-my celebrated. scicntis~s. He has his o"?m 
p~4t in histo~y. 

BARDAR:\ l'TA!.T:SRS: ·rhe responsibility of tht;!. sciGnt.i.st 
for developing things that n~= usGd fo~ pc~co, o~ nct;for poa~e, 
the sciant!st struggles uith all through life. 

NEW·1AN: I don't thinl~ Dr. Se<lbo~g s~ruggled t•iith that 
very r::uch. H~.3' s a m~r.s. v.ho k::.1m-:s his 011n m:t.nd. 
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an opening statement expressing pleasure at my reappointment. There were a 
few friendly questions, including a number from Holifield that touched on the 
lega"Jity of any letters that I might have signed during the period since July 
I when my previous term expired. Commissioners Johnson and Larson made fine 
statements of support of my renomination and Commissioner Thompson submitted a 
statement for the record. 

Anthony Ripley's articles appeared in the New York Times today (copies 
attached). They turned out to be almost hatchet jobs. The White House was 
disturbed by the quote attributed to me: "President Nixon's not much 
different. lhe over-all thrust continues." This was distorted completely out 
of context. 

Eric, Suki and 1 took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Nebraska and 
Oregon Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters and back to our starting point. 

This has been another big day! 

Friday. July 17. 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:35a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1050 (notes attached). We 
went over the final version of the report to Congressman Holifield and·Senator. 
Muskie concerning Gofman and Tamplin. We also discussed the testimony that I 
or another Commissioner will give before the Subcommittee on Executive and 
Legislat1ve Reorganization of the House Committee on Government Operations·on 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1970. It is scheduled for next Thursday when I 
will be out of town, and we are trying to change the date.. we received a copy 
of the GAO legal opinion on the new uranium enrichment criteria which 
indicates that it is very doubtful that these new criteria are legal and that 
under these circumstances they should not be adopted without further action by 
Congress. This will lead to great difficulty with the White House. 

With Ramey dissenting, we decided to submit this question to the Department of 
Justice to get their views. 

At 11 a.m. 1 attended the funeral of General Leslie R. Groves in the Fort 
Meyer Chapel, which was ful I to standing room only. The ceremony was simple 
but moving. Mr. and Mrs. Ken Nichols were present as was Lewis Strauss. 

Justin Bloom, Stan Schneider, George Sakalosky and I had lunch at the 
Longworth Cafeteria. 

After lunch I prepared a possible press release that the AEC might use to 
clarify the misinformation that is appearing as a result of the release that 
Congressman Evins made last week; this is for possible use early next week 
after it has been carefully considered. 

California Senator George Murphy called to advise that the Committee voted 
favorably on my nomination and that it was placed before the Senate at 11 a.m. 
today. The Senate may act on it today, but could wait until Monday or Tuesday. 

At 3 p.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1051 (notes attached). We 
tentatively decided to explore using a combination of General Electric as 
prime contractor and Gulf General Atomic as subcontractor, if possible, for 
the contract to develop the thermionic reactor. The question has arisen 
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re,~. YORK 1'DiES JULY 16~ 19?0 

!__~_tomic Power: -A Bitter Controversy! 
Rapid expansion or any iJThe undc:-g:"ound test pro·' But the practice f:ac!ed ·~v~r 

Dy A='~Ti:C~Y ~-:!Pl.£1" Ciovernme::1t progr:tm alw:lys ~ram-23 announced tests so time as the c~ances ob a;_t,~ai•Y 
s~--~'"'r:o~:•<•·'l:.::~•'"~'"' c:cates resistance, backc;s of far this year comp:~re~ to t~O'firing the weapons ,;_"'.:.n ~0 

Dl-::-\VE~. J:..ly 1!1--Fcr the th~ nation's nuclear pro- c!::!tectcd frcm the. Sovrct Umo.njscem .r:l?:'e .,re:r:~;e. t.:·~~:, 1 }·:: f;~ .• ·:, ... , ·'~--· • ._, '-~n,·,·nr·..,.. t: • , b ,·5 less than vttal. There ts
1
commrss1on .unc .... ms •• r.,- ~("~1-~ ··"~ •· ''~ "'·••'-'- "'·'" .,~,~ ' .... nr·•ms m:l.in•:tirl If On•y )'- · · l'ttJ J' to the m"it~ry ,I:· 

, •• , ··-·~,- •• .,~ ••• # .. -· ·• • • • • hardly C\'Cr a fa1lure ana 1 cia supp 1cr • .•· "'. · th 0
• •".: n-~•c;;.., a.,c --> :.:-:.s cisn:pt!ng public mcrt1a. Tne' d to con tim:~ at such a' pace. in"' orders ..e.nd dehv\:rm~ ! ~ 

.:l~o tv~o:row. t~c po\~~:-;u! need fo; a strong nuclear- ne~Thc ~ommission and the a:-?.'1s free of c!iarge fro::-. lt... 
:L:;! ''r:c,;-unc;:.cst;or.·:d J:ttt::-· -s."lield speak!> for itself, they joint committee, which are sup. I sep~rate budgeJ. r.rv:ses civi:ia~ . 
c::ts til.Jt h:!.\'c g:·own U!> say and public discontent posed to present both the good The A.E.C. s .P; •;h.;t t·'n·•s' 

..t t' · •• • · • • and ccfensc worn; •· ·· ,. •· .., :~:oun.... :1:s n1.1=-n s :~to:::1c c\·er the ne\v power projects and the bad sides or any nu~ t C'·nt·ac•ors in :
1
:i 50 

.,. '-~r •# ...... " ·. • .• :-~ f .~-'d · • · 1 1 · • t d •o st'f'c d'1s· money 0 "' ' • • .s.~.::~.,..~ .. r"' o~ .•. ., c .... " w1U suol:mle once peop.:; rca· clear projec •• ~n • .1 • . t tcs .. Jt Is a· skeletc.n burcauc· 
cnto t!'.e c.'f.:or~ivc by a ris- izc that the plants are safe. sent, . suppressmg or 1gnonng ~~y with only 7,ooq ~mp!oyc:s.: 
i!'lg ::>u:,.lic cl:~:ncr for rcfCii:l. \\'ell-planned . and beneficial •. negative reports. . . • Most of its S2.3·hll~on ,oudg-~ 

: .. ,.~ f• ··-~ · . . . . Both the A.E.C. and the JOtn. ct is farmed out to l2o,CCu.con· B .•• ~., 0 .cr. er:Jo ... u .. 3! :I.C· But d~CUSSJOnS With nu• · t deny all 
0

e those· loves at 223 COil""eS .. .,.. • .,1 ...... ~. . . . h h t the commli. cc · • tract emp J ~o · cu~-•IO!"'S or C:!.t.: .~s .... :..s, c:.J· ctcar crlt!cs t roug. ou cha·"es 'They say that the nu-
1 

• • • d S3S b -· 
1·-: d : "'u · · ·· th t their 1 '... · b ch and unrvcrstttes an U::.l· p.:,.ty a:t .n_.,,erc.."lce 0!::-e coun~ry marcate • a clear program has cen tc ·1 

be:::~ scum!~ o·•~• a !:1:-c::ct dissatisfaction goes deeper. nlcally excellent: non~olitical.;nc~Xt;crsitics under comr.!is· 
r:!n~c of sub;c::t3 by· sd~r.· Some concede the. r:eed for extremely co_r.sctous o. ·.~are~ sion conttacts carry out a wrdc 
tists, ·politic:i:m:s, p.:::.ce a. strong nuclear shlhl:, shlcld and,. reSJ?O."~tve to legt•lma.e range of research an'! develop· 
"~ouos envi~onm~ntat•-·s do not: rna~y feebl t t a _pub.tc cntiCISm. me!'lt and, in some mstc..nce~. 
.. · • • • c. ..::.. has Ion::; sr:~cc een s ron.. Moreover, defenders of the mana e A £ c laboratories. Prt· 
and lay~~n concerr.~d aiJcut enOll"h. Virtually all . agree A.E.C. say, much of the criti· t g · tations do most of 
hcJ!ch a"d saf!::y. Wlthi:l the t..~:tt .. atomic energy IS the· cism comes. from discredited·~~e ede~~~~ment and prod;.;ction 
1'\i;;:on Ad:;,i:t~'tr::tic:l nu1·c:" or.!y answerto future poweldr scientists, from writers with a work Facili~ies once co~~piet· 

d lt"ouoh many woe · e .. · fi · .. d · ' h -co-~•ni"'"tior. pla:ts are r.~ s, a " c . • . d''f flarr .or sc1ence- 1ct:on an ed arc opcra•ed by one o:- t lf 
• 'co•· -- • • · about c!e\'eio;>m" It ~. er- f " I ti " ac'f's• ' •. f · It. 
bci::<> co~slde:e<!. go b · ,. o th all rom re cr. ess P • • ~. . other, dependmg. on u~ct:o · ~-~ . . • ent!y. \V'n~t nn.,s e~.: So goes the charge and coun- The Savannah R1ver wc::;>or.s 

. ~~e gro\'m:g- con .. rcvcrs:,- • to!;eth~r JS th~ cofvJc •• ob'l . terchargc. It was not always !ant in Aiken, s. C., for exa:n· 
:o!'!'.cs at a ti:::e w:-ten th~ tf1at th: mechan;s:n~ ~~~~ • this way. Rarely. if ever before ~le is run hy E. I. du Pont de 
A'r.d.;: :t:::~r~ Co:":'rr.iss:c:l·. he con.r~l of ~~~~~c · gy have representa!rves of nucle~r l'\e~ours; ~ S6·million. lincr.r ac
-d t"·• C - .. ·,sslo,...,l Joint . have ~ro.'-cj,n d •t:cs• specific develo;:nent had ~o defend their celerator IS operated by the 

a.. •·:- o ..... c • ··"" _. t:' Arno .. g e crt · work m such VIgorous terms. University of Minnesota. :?vwer Co::-.~::~c~ on }.tO:-:l!C -n· c."'argcs are th~se: •. role ~s Perhaps that is becau.se the P* !ants are turned over end:-c!y 
c:~;:, t::e two :;;overr .. -n~:-::~1 C:The A.E.C. s dual Jiccm:tn gram was born dum_1g a \~:tr fo rivate companies with the 
to.::c-: th~t co:::rc! ;.::-.~=•~::. s both P!'?motc~, a:1c!r~cts is a and brought to matunty dunng A.lc. paying part of the costs 

1 ··-u--~s .,.e of :~tomtc. cne . .,y P ..l h . a cold war. • d 1 ent. . I 
v::o: :n:c.·~ar rc, .. · '-~ ' -· co:l~lic• of interest, h.te avmg Th b"'"·n,.in"' of the nuclear or eve opm ' 
p:.:::::.::::l;:; ovc: ~ !:~~!::-~~CiW:l, c!~: ;,;anuracturers in charge a"'e i~ A~l~~ri~a ~an be traced to Thhe tr.U.rc~ lacrgc;,~ot·a~concto:"~~;~~~~ 
f • · ·-·' r"O'"' e··· o · F''od and Dru .. o • 

1 16 19 
•• are t c nro:'l a. 1 ,... • ,;!!"·:'.:::.::r.;r.~ "'··~ -'· ·~ ·' or tne · .., 0

. a partiCUlar dale-Ju Y , ,o. t' n wht'ch "'Ot ~317·-·,·, 1 ;0:1 in' . . ,. . .. t r n th h r· ro •• "' ... • ..... n:.:1si< ~ o: zw;r.:c a?i>-l<:a· Aar.mas r-a ro • · . d try It was on that day at t e 1rst 
196

( .. t.looe un•vers•ty of Ca llfor-~o~s ;"c: ilo~h p:!~c~ .:md \·;~r. C:Tne nucl~ar pow~!;n u~ov: ato:n~c bo:r.b. was explode~ in nia ~t B'erke!;y, which go: 5294· 
Fro:n a few cx~~:irr.c:a:tt b:ought to hf«:dby has vymoved the .New Mextco desert. . million, ant! the Sandia Co~po· 
.-:,. ·~ . ...... • . :·, : crnrnent subs1 y, Tne excellence of the sc1ence . ubsidiary of Western :no .••• -·e.~ctnc p ........ s Ca! ••• n frol':l S:-:lall plants to huge ones a"d e"'ol·neerin..,. was such that ratton: a s : t $?' ' . 'I . r· .t. '!-> ' •· k it •· .... 0 ElectriC whtch "0 _,.., .. :\1 • t:O.~ c:::ly nme:c"n- :: :cs. t •. c with little effo:t to ma ·~ the weapo:l worked the first . • o, 

Govr:rr.rr.~:~t a:".d priv~:e cte:tr to th<! pu!:lhc tha~ ~ossl_ble time it was tried. The next two • 110.~A E c ·people arc ~er.crai!y 
"WC" com,::nics • l:Z'.·~ hzzards increase Wit s:zc. were dropped on Hiroshima i · · ·• · .. 

1 ~~~\'"~ fn th~ l=:st rc-. ..- y:!:..rs Also. t~e large plants are ~n- and Nagasaki, bringing the wari~he \_VOrst m~o~:d .~ca.ds~~~flj 
· ~ . . . ,.. econo:-:ucal. wi·h Japan to an end. 1are JUst ma .. ag.,;.S, sat . • 

to C;s::::.::sh .:nor..: t."':.~ 1 ~0 C>:\uc!ear j)Olicy is run la:-ge- After a bitter Congressional.gan:; K. H. Pa!iofs~r·. d::~c!ori 
:l:c::-.ic-c!ectnc ~!:?.!'l.i:~ ~.~~~ ly by insi~c~s. who .~ave gr'?wn fight over whether the Army;or Stanford UmverslLy s, ~~_:; .. ~r, 
s: .. tes. At the s~-~ ti.~e. !f.,e i:npa:ie:1t wtt:t pub.Jc quest~on· should keep control over atom-. Ac~elerator Center, w.1.~.~ .s 
.o\.E.C. h:1.s b~~ zeari!:~ 71.:;# i::~ anc! ha\IC bccom.e excessive- ic energy efforts, the CDngress ~ntm;ly fundt;d b~ the ·~·.-,_._c. 
: ··--~~ 1 ~~· ..... i:l· ly p:ctectiv~ of the:r programs. in lS<6 set up the Atomic En- Thetr opcrat1on 1S dccc •.•• c.l·: .ts '· ... ,.o:ts p ....... s ...... . . . th nucl"ar r ed .. ' 

· .. D , n"' r: '"Scu~r:tts:s m . e ~ er"v Cornmission to "Ua:-antec tz · : c:c:;s~ t:.e ~.c:.se ~;>a ~- ':1"~":-:t=:l !l:t.\'C conslstcntly un· c1·,":1··1·,an CO"trol .. • T'nou~h much of the pc:b!icj • ' ~ s .. r::. ""-·c : • o · ' & d" • ... • , · :::-.c:,: :> s~-:-:>.y o. • -•'-.:.· d .~ ... ~t::-:tatcd the n~.<s o. ra I· • ,. . ;knowledge about atom1c cn~:gy 
r.:.:c:c:tr wd;hca~. r~;.v:t!:c!y 3~:'o~, 'i; ord~r to p1.:sh wh:tt Suppl:er or The l'r.iht1ry 'is focused on weapo~s. power 
bv 3!.~:>s: 3CO ;::e:- cc:tt. they ha\·e seen as the benefits There was a time in the late plants and Projec~ P10wsha;:e. 

• of nude:tr power. 'forties and th~ c:uly 'fifties an attempt to . fmd pca~~rul 
· t;Much c~o;rrcntnuclcarweap· when ~ontrol of weapons was uses for atom1c. ~:~p!o~1ons, 

ot".s research. an adequate ar· taken literally by the A.E.C. and mt!ch 9f the Comrn.tss1on -~ .und
senal for the r.a!io:1's defense it hac! men stationed at airfields in.,. goes into proJects !::-;e Dr. 
!:avin:; a!rcady be.::n ~rcated, and ot;t aircraft ca:-riers with .Pa .. nofsky's. 
has l:::cor:1c an e>:per:stve and the on.y kcr to the storeroom . . 
ftighteni.."lg waste of time. . where atom1c arms were kept. 

Cont•d. 
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1 

1~·~ c::::·.t int\'<!o•k~d wcap- 1,\.E.C. to press new bombs :mdl· 
G:t.'i nro<:i:.:::inn p!:.;tts C!f _thc 1•w:~rhc:td~ on the military whic!t, 
:\[.:-;::.1 it~ E1;cr;:y C:.>mmtsszon, :tt the tunc, was very slow .o 
sc:ttwrcd tro:a Colorado tolchan~c from one weapons sy:>- 1 

. Flo:-;~:.:, ~~:c. c~'::·cntly un~cr-ltcm to another_- J 
. e;G:::..; a S.>:-..-r.:ll:mn_ cx;Jans:on.l !"he _ su_bmarmc-launchcd Po-i 

-r:~c ex::-:1 prcl::JCt!On, thou~h 1 ians mts~;lc grew fmm the sam_ej 
:~c commis~ion d::cs not co~iirm i. ;:?mpct:ti~m. no. t from any offz-

1 
it b~.::ws;: wc:tp:ms work IS sc- .c;JI requm:me;'lt. 
r:-•~'- is the end pro,iuct. of dc·j "The d)mamtsm of the Ameri-1 
c:sior:s til ~o :,h,:ad wtlh thc:can nuclear wc:1pons pro~:-am 
S:;i~u:trd An:ib~!listics ;\1is-: is because the nnrmal channels' 
sil-~ ~ro.;r.<m a1:J t!1(.' multil]om:-,: were short-circuited," Dr. York! 
ro.:k1:t w;1rhc~;.d •':2 !!::d 1IiRV: said. 1 
(:O.·<::!i.i;>lc Indt>p:::-:dc~tly lar~ct-! The first atomic bomb was. 
cd ~e-~·ntry vc:::de). I built in 1~15. The: iirs:: hydro-: 

Ju r.Y 16, 1970 

I:~ Lnr.don, ti1~ I:ostiiutc fori ~~n bomb went off ii1 19.51. :ay: 
Str.!_~c;;:ic ~t:.:c!il!s _es~_im:Jted in i 1960, as on_e physicist put iC,iNo. 1 p:-iority must be "the 

· i\;;:::! t•;at' ~ac new un:rcd St:t;:c:;l wca.,on:; buzldm~ was a "co:;1-: . t f d ·Jc I 
\vc~;-:cr.s syst~i~~s i:1 the n~:·a; p:cteJ trchnolog)r in the s~:1s~: n~alr; ~nanc~ 0 a:'l assure " ·1 
fi\·c ycu~ cm.:!d r·.;is~ ti:c Amcr- i of. maximum and. minimu:·,;; terre:nt a~aznst nuclear att<tck; 
ic:l:'l :-:~.:c!c:t• ,·:a:-!1.::1d st:j);;ly! sizes" and ba3ic types of ex-:on tilis country," that sach de-! 
:m~l l~s jlrcscnt -1.~.3;; to 1 I.-; plos:ves. ; terrence centers on the- nuclear; 
:i?O- They c,:;.in:::.~::d ?rC$ent So-: s_:r.ce th<1t tir,~e. th~ few scl-! warheads a! :ned at our enemies,t 
>;e~ s!rer;2:!l <!: !.:&\0.. i enttsts who wtll tali' at at!' nd that test: no continues to! ..... 

s~=., r:g~rcs. ::owcvcr, arc, about. the ;>ro;;ram say thCY't~·y au· "'e\' dev:"'ces •o mcas·tre'! 
) ~: •• x·c- -·-at~-,-,. •··c·•no"•-:ha""' conce~tt"'ted on suc't'' '·• ~ ' ' ' ' '·' -··~ • s •• ·-.:."' " -~· ... , · ·• ·-= "·" 1 :t· : •• ·- ·~c. •a ro"c that• ·',c:>A d·•si~-cc! ·o wi:>·"' o·t•:•1t'nns a·s ""Cdic'in" wi•h more. :.c.r Cl_,cc,:. a.. • P • · : 
~ ~- .~.. • • ~ • • •· - ... - ,.. • ' <> •· s·oc1• "tied we~oons really• 
.v!:o~ cities and .cle.>troy an; precbion the exact force of an. • ;~-.. "· . 1· 

~r.e.~:;'s aoil!ty to m:~kc \\""lr.ie:-:p!osion, trying to ~ct a larger war"·~ . . .,. •. 
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>:u.::!c3r exn:osiv.:-s :or bat:!e-; explosion from lc:.s mate-rial,: Mu .. h or the force ·th-• ha~ · 
tic!d usc, cj!lcd t:t.c•lcal wcap·; dcs:gn1ng and trying out diffcr-c:.:rried the weapo;'ls program; readiness to resu:ne aerial tes~· 
ons. 2re knowa to he in the' enc n·.echar.k;!l for:Jts of bombs rorward comes from a political; !ng on snore nnuce tr t:!~ :::.ovtt::C 
tens of thau.sa:'l<!:i, ~hough the; and war!1cads and attcmpti;'l;;; a~ ·an"C"le~~ m" de by Pre·-;dent: t:nion did so flrst and. davelcp
ex:x~t nu:nher is ~ m:litary ·to change the fission-fusion ra- ; 1 od•; ... ·,_"' . _ ... ~: ' ! mcnt of cte·.-icc:s to mcasura So-
s-~c-:e•. 1 tios. ~~ Kenne } to Out am pa~s .. .,~: ~',viet cxolos1on3. 
He~ bert F. Ycrk.· 3Cting chan-' The A.E.C. finds these state-, the lirr.ited test ban tr.::<.ty m; This · arrange'me;Jt was held 

:clio:- of the· t;r.ivendty of Cai-! ments hard to eo:nmc:1t on soc- 1963. lbvio:ate l:r:ti! this vcar, whc:1 
fc.:-::.id :Jt San Dler,o, ~:ts ar;:uca;cifically, ba_causc of secrecy.· ! ·According to Dr. Tape, thc'?residcnt Nixo:->._order:d ac_~oss
befo:~ Con:!rcss ::::;a~nst ;\-!IRV 1 In Washmgto;'l, Dr. Scubcrd: Senate insisted on four conces-: the-board cut:; 1r, A.l.:..C. runds 
a::ci Safc;;u:trd. ::-~· also quC's-; said: "Tile whole annual bill' swns before it anproved the; in his efforts to trim Federal 
c:or:.$ :::c \':or:~ of kccpir.g theJor wa:-r.ead5 is $1-bi!lion. I: ;:-caty: a""ressivc unut::f"l'lJU11l.!:sncnding. But ~h'" Ct<ts we~e. 
t·,·::. w~:.;n.ns J:t;l:.o:a:iJ:-ies at r;:al!y do;"!'t think it's impor-' t~stin" ;hinh level of ;'ctivitY:sinall and, as Dr. S~:tJO:'~ said, 
Li; L":-;;~ore, Cail:· .• <.nJ Los Al:l-, tr,;'lt. It's so small compared toi ... ~ · Lll~" weap~ns laboratories, ai the thrust continue.>. .. 
-me:>. X:\1., :o:r.:;: at :>~~ch a fast:the tor:tl [military budget of: · ·· · · · 
p:~.:~. :$79.1 billiv~l- I 

'"'.'.i::;:;>ot:s d·:,;;~n is b thcj He said the commission was: 
bar<>::ue period." h<" sJid r.ot: b(.'in,g criticizC'd for coing too: 
lo~g a~o at h:... ho"1e in. La; r.ood a job. The numbers and: 
Jol!:!, Calif. "It. cOi!s iiale, c:ost.>: quality of its nuc!car weaponsi 
a J:)! ar.d ~:.-eps a Jo;:, of peop!e; have been exceptionally high,! 

. busy_.. · · r he said. 1 
Dr. York was c1:-cc;.;,r of thel Fre:derickR. Teschc, a civilian

1
• 

labo:-a:o:y at L:\·:::-:~ore andlwho serves as a.>sbtar.t direc-. 
Ia:~:." served a.:; D:!"ector of D..!·ltor of military applications ~ori 
!.-::~ Rcse:l.~C!l ~.r.d En;;inee:iq;. the A.F..C., rejected tl:e "ba- i 
for :.':e Pe:::~~r,~. · · j roql!e period" argu~1ent. t 
· T:'le A.E.C. b.:; cone· more: "If you a;::r9e witi1 tlw postu
tbn just p:ovi~e t.'-1.: milita:-y: 1:\te th:!t the l:l.bor:ltories a:e 
w!::O free n:.rc!c.!< warheaci.;: fi!lcd wit!t prct:y tor--f!i::;~t peo
fm:'!"l. i<s $e;Jr:.<.:: l:.ud~ct, hc:prc," he s::id, ."t!:ei1 it foliaws 
sai:!: i: h::s i'!:i the :nil:~a:y into; th;:.t you':-~ r.ot goi:1~ to keep 
ne·.,.· ~-·~·:tr;o~ s:.".>:.·rr.'. Ia Los ..S.~~n1::.s or :::. Liv~r:::orc: 

: .. !:l:·d~~ :O:I:c!c:~:- ·,•,,:~;Jfl!"ls b:::·!;:oin;! wi~h tf1c ioO cf chro:nc-! 
c;~:1:e .. ~n e:'l:! ;:l ;:s~!:/' h~: ;:l:1!'!n!! th~ C;.ii:s 111;:c!~ in HJ,i5!': 
s~::! •. :.-:·c:.~se· :ht·:--~ ·.•/:IS nO COr.l-f lJ:-.cier~:-our.d \.C:st:ns. is ~n I 

.. ::~t:~':.:-. · .. vi!h ~t::c:- \':c:tpons i:ucgral part of :he \•.:capons! 
S--··~- • fc· ,.,r·~~-- .. d-''•·· ,.,. 'pro"r"m C n ·- ' 'f·~-·J 1 
.~;::'"· .. :~ ... ; -t.:_~,;:;·'"" ··~•k•~·.•'':l·~ .. ! c-.. ...... 01 f!ll:»S·?:l o, l-...hoS,j 
lt.:.jo" 1'-:lo ... ~:-s r..d ;~c, r.J~e ,(J,\~.\C:). as ... ed wny tr.ere .are SO.. 
m:..~:~ c:::o:cc~ bc~·.-.-~(·!'l nuclc:::;mat::v: o~ L'le tes:.s, .h~'ild·.:outl 
w;,:~c.'lcs :.::d A:;::y ~.anks. ·rcopie~· · ·ct a· spc~.:h r:1adc · by 
: In·.;e~d. he s:;i•~. t!'.c:-c w;ls-rr,rmE.'r' Co:ilmission~r Gerald F.: 
~:ln:)~: .. ~:- fc:-o f .. ! c.-.,:r.~et!!icr.!TJpc. It \'lJS first Gclivcrcc.l in' 
.:!:.2.t ;:.lv~ t!':e \i:~:.;~:'!s <.!c;;i .. ~n-~r.pnl. l!JU!l, bet has !>ccn rc· 
!cr.~ :!~ _ cv .... =: ~.=-•.!a~~~ !::;lt!t'-th~: 'Nrittcn by pub!ic rclJ.tions nten 
:sc:.::.~:~:: n-.·a~ry ~e<v.-ce:l thetfor other A.E.C. oiiicials ·since 
! tv.-.'l_ !.::::,o::ltof.es. ! then. • 
I Tn;;.: r-.v.1::y • .he sald. led thcl <Ut s:atcs that this nation•s 

Cont'd" 
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• I 1 C!. .. ._, '"v • ..:. - .:. - v L-t-- '"" "e,.../ ..!.. • -'- - ..a. ..._, ......., · 

- - ' . . 1 "~o m<!mbcr cf the general. r:!dio~ctiv:ty arc or.ly now . _ _ . 
S~L".1USO oC it,; z,~::;:: n>t1:t:tl'Y;putlic has recci\'cd a rad:ation.showmg up. They have called! Cri~ic:sr:t has not been cen

hi~t,,ry. t~c Ato:;~:c Er.c:;)'! exposure, in excess o: pre-~· ;:ublicly for. an immediate, _1 O:: tcrcd on the powe: reac~r;r pro~. 
Cc.,1.1, ·1s<t'on ''l:i t~:~j't'o~:il'"'t scri!>ed standards as a result lold dec:rc::tse (to 0.017 or "':gram alone. . 

•• • • ~ •• .. •• • • •• ·J • '"RAD'') · tl t of a ··a ' h b ·' c .. • • ., 1 ··on·•. ·c ... ~i·)' an·!' of operation of any type of ci·• m iC a:nou~ r u! •. n t c current t;:,;;et G• :rc:a.;; 
ct.cu n.t~! .. :·~~: ~"\i· ,. _, ~~vili:ln r,uc!c·ar puwcr pl:~nt in!activity n0\'_1 consiJercd safclof Project Plowshr.re, th<: i:~
op~r~tcc m S:'-•,c•.~ :1u,· u~., -~'1" th<: Uni:cd States." jfor the ~ubl:c.. •. l~_cnr-old S!OO-:::il!ion _at:cmp: t(J 
puohc at ar:r.s .cn .. th and sap-: Though the statement seems:, If the .. wo sctcnLisg_arc cor-ptr.d ,pea;;cfu! uses re;;- undcr
plyir.~ oniy those facts it chose'rcassuring, critics pick it to 1 rc~t-and they conttn~e to !ground nuclear .explosions, saw 
t ~ r•hasc. f.,icc:es as not bcln ... P.ntircly•;-atse strong argumcr.ts m the tunds for d.g;;;mg ca:1als ar.d 

" ~ ·'-' ,.. "' 1 • • • b t• I m ~ -y · ' I 1 ,. • v 0 .,. , •. ·, .. n r.u'"''c.,.. Ol'l\':cr r,....,. .... k. •'No mcrr:bc,.. of the ocn-.ro.cc o, s'"ro:1g re u .. a-·,, ... , .r:aroors cor.1p cte.y e.tn~lnatcd ~' ' • • • • . ..... ..... • ·"" ""'' • • • • eo I • • t 1 t • 
;>:-cjc ;ts ;:~ 3! sta,~s. it is n~::ct· era! public" excludes those ;atcm_tc e_nergy P~OjCC s cou a i "'On th;! b<1sls of prio~[Ues,'' a 
ir.n .\::1<::-ic:!ns i;; t:-.eir i:o:nc working in the r:ucl·~ar ir.dustry,.b::: s:-::rp!y cu~t:ttled. . !White Ho~s~ aide s;;id, "it j'..L>t 

" . ... . ..,.. ,. h • .. ,. I ' "'--'t t ....... A '1:' C st~~"'t"O' as la'l'dn'• se" ~ t b ,_. tV\\·n..; and iS a.a\·:r.g C.l: ~:c!!.~Y t cy say; 'Cl\"l,tan nuc ear r 'tv u., , ...... ··~· \, -··"" •·? · i • '" ~,.I,t o · c.: sc:-:1e~u1~g 
ex;.>!.tinln:; ib~if in pt::-,!:c. :nowcr plants'• excludes mi!itary;both p:-o~noter of_ t .. o::;~ Pr.1J_ects [that was really urgent." 
. Vu:c:s i:t E:Jg::-nc, Ore., ap- ar:d research reactors; "in th·:::·:t:Jd <!s. pdge or the:r ... ~z:;:<:ty, J Plowshare's Proje:ct Rulison, 
nrovcd a bc::d i~;;ue fGr a nu-: •• d 5 • .. . 1 d .. 1• and w:tn. close to Sl.:.-oi_llwn Jan attcn~nt to bl::.st loose unC:cr
~lc:1r pb·.t 1!1 1 !i:)S. Thi~ year. '~~~~c ta.e~ ~exc u:,c~,-~' ?..'· invcs~e~ .in ti~_e!71 by pnvat: i?rou_n~ .ccpo~its of na.a::-a! ~as 
t"'~y ·~con .·1,_,_,d • ~,; •·c,t.•d 1•• !~··''" oversea,., .. nd fa.:lll.', . tr. com !)an:es. Cttllcs say, th" , rn tl"'!h rn<.::< forn~·ntrons has 
,.~ ·""' ' ;) ,._.-c.: ~··"""' • '"._ .. · • , I> T I' t* . .i") • ' •. out. ·· ;excess of prcscnbed standarl.!s Go Lllm:n- ;;mp m _qaes IC<ls ;brought heavy cri•lcis:n in 

h Co!c:2.,~o. Lie:.~~. Gov.!r:ti$es the question of who sets t~ke .. ~n rr.ore tha;, tncoret1cal :col.or;.idO. Critics s::y aay r.:!t
:.!:i:k Ho;;:l;; i:> m:t~in;; tr.~ cual··t!lusc star.cl:m!s and whether :>tgnmc:n;ce. . jural' g.o~ produced hy t;,e Ru!i-
m; .,.; ~... ~ • .,r;.1,~ ;..~.... ;- hie the\' arc adcq-.:ate. · Pctcnt:a!Jy more. dam:~gmg I son we !I will be tai- red w;•:t 

.~ .... \, ...... r ·· ·"" .............. ··' • . .:.~. ... . h , • 1 , .. ,~ ' • 
tc::;r.1::..1;gn a;:.lir.~i. inc::m;;cnt Critics main_ tam } at tncrc lo tne nuc ear powe::. progn:m ,;radio:.>.ctivity. The A.E.C. s:1.ys 
'Gov~ Jo;,n ,:,_ Love, c!l.?.:~1r." ha\'e bren 200 dr::t.1s, mostly wa:; a repor_t by Philip Spurn, ;the amounts of rac!fo:".cth·l::y 
lt1, ... f"' A E c h~s i:;cen c~re"'- from radi::.tion exposure. at retired prestdcnt and no'y a ;involved are not si:·nifica:.t. 
; 1 ;~ ... ~·;~d ,:~: ·0• M• ~n "···J'-;"-. 1·11 aton1ic ei:er")' n, !:mts· t!~at there consultant to the Amencan 'r .A Few 'iucl~,r "'cr 1··,i~s lt't·e 

~!).") -·· J;h~ ~... r..- !"\.Hoo ' n • • . '0 C I I • " ...,._ '-' ' ... 
!wJ\'S m~a:-.t to d~cc:ve." hav.r bcc_n _!lccidc.ltal .rc!e:.scs of Er~~tr~7- • O\~·er _omp<l~Y: 1! jLeo _9oociman. the t:nitcd Auto
! -i·h..! St.1,c of ~!inr.csotJ h:ts radto:tctt\'lty at :n:lltary re- re\ .cv. ... g tne c'onorntcs .. 0 : lmob;Ie \'/orkers'. exoc~t on 
"One to co::~t. c!!rcctly sup- search _rc:tctors; that ;n E:;~b!ld r.uck;;_~ f.IO\\ cr f?r the J~:n .. iato:nic e.:e:rgy, arc rciicVl'd that 
pn;·~d by !llino:s, :-.raryl:lnc!, ::n accrdcntal release of radto· Cor.lmt.tc? from January. LGS, I major controvcrsv h:H finany 
~lichi~an, Pcn:lsyi\·;;.ni:;.. Vcr- :J.ctiv!ty caused a .severe puh!ic to Dc(;cmoer, 1969, he_ reported , rcacbcd ir.to the· halls of the 
r._wnt and . \'-:isccn.-;_in. scckin~:hc.tltn cmergc~cy, and th:.t the ·•a rem~r!<:a~!e ar.d ommo~s rct:j-o\.E.C. He h;ts bcea atta~k.ing 
t:.;l:kr r;1d:a:10n cont:ols en a:s:lfcty staz:d::. ds set by the rogrcss:vn m the economtcs cr 1 the agency .or years :H"l nas 
m:clc:ar pi::nt th:;n :be A.~.C. !A-~.C. are madcq~atc. • our nuclear power tcchr,o!or,y." lb.cen a_ttacked in retu:n, at 
fe.:!'s arc ncccs•ary. A!tc~c~~er,' 1 he adequacy o, those >•and- • · • d tunes b:trerly. 
15 's:·Hes ha~·c "s::id t!:ey ·would !ard:> is now und!.'r re,·icw by Two years ago, ne r:por.e ·! Di;:;cu.;sing what he saw as 
cor.s:.::~r fc;;:nwin; :'.fi:meso~a·s: th~ Fedcrnl Radiation Council, nuclear power g~ncralton ap- :th~ nervat:s, dcf.:onsi\'c ,,_~itudl! 
Jc:d ;i i:: w:::s t!".·~ .::a~::-. Ia gr.1up of scvc~1 C:-.bir:ct offi- peared competitive with co.ll'of the aton~:c cn~rgy in~er~sts, 

I Crit:cs cJ:t:gc t~1.:- 'l~cicar.ccr,; he:;d~d by tne Secretary of and o<h!.'r fossil fuel plants.,1i\·!r. Goodm:u1 said: · 
p!.1a:s .. :;::~:~:~~~ ~ ,t;;t:·;.l~'.':diP.?:t!t~·~,Edu.~:t:on, a~.d. Welra;c: ~ow •. though the co~t. of co~! ~:·~!1~~ fe.cl thc;r \\'ho:d P•:~
a:r.o~.::ns o. ,,..;t.,:!~t.' 1t ... .l .. ,t:Attl:o ... ~.l tt." cour.ctl s reco.n nas nsen, the comne~mve pos:- f_,~s!On;l! c.treers are a. Ha ... e 
t!':::y o\·cr:1~::t !n!,c:; c.:tc !'i\'ers;mcr,<hi:tons are g<-nere:lly fol- lion of nuclear • power has. for the !ies they ha\'e been 
who::e wa:<:~ the:: \lso.:. t~:u;Iow~d. b~ the A.E.C., they are slipr,ed because of the uncx- telling over the years. That's 
h:J;::e amo;..:;:ts of ::!,~;o:;ctivtty:not bmdmg. pectedlv hi"h cost of buildin"!the heart of the matter. 

·in the j)!a::ts ::re ri,;;..:-' :::u! :h:!t; ~ Th~ s;udY:• orcercd by Robert nucl~ar n!a~ts. 
0

1 "Once they no longer have 
the p!:l~:ts :ue o-.·er~r~,;:~oted,•h. F1ncn wnen l:c was H.E.W ... Nuc!e:ir power plants prom-!thc!r halo-they're !10t God and 
inci:ic:en~ a::d cx;>;;n:,tve. • .• ,s~cretary, s~ems from a c.on-,iscci at a cost of 3.5 :nil!s pc:-·king and c_ountry anymore -

The jo:n: co~n::-::tt-~c. _wmc~ tro,·:rsey_ st:rred l:p by Artnur kilowatt-hour of electricity. hc:people bcgm to. say out loud 
he!d ~e:1ri::;:s 0:1 the. sai~ty of,R. 1ar;r.plm and Johry w.- Gof· said, ar<! runnin~ almost twicetthat the emperor has no 

;rcacl?rs in ~·wc::lb:::r .::r:j J~!~l.!-:man .. ooth A.E.C. sctcn.:tsts at~hat fi;;urc and slightly b~yond'clo~hes." . . . :; •. 
::r:;. !~cis t:u.: :nus: o.: t::e c~ttt·:the Lt\'crmorc .laboratory. I the price of coal-fired clect:·ic 

;cls:a is t::w:a~r:::ncc. I: ~:tCS! . A~ prc~cnt tne. al10wablc. r~·'.,.encratit~" plants. such costs, 
'ith~ co:r.:!:i~$tO:t's ex~:::tlc:~t,t!::a:on ao~age ror ~he puol:c,he said. ;e;,t future crders for 
satct:: rcco:d. Cm~::-:cr.:::cl rc-:at largo! fr?m. pea.cerul ato~ucinuc!::::lr plants tur:tb!ir.g by 
ac:~J:s c:.~nnt :,nd !~:::·;c ::nt ex-·cn~r~y act1v1t1~s 1s. 0.17 or ~l-o-c than t\•10 .... t1ir<ls in 1959 

'._ .r.·.,., •'·l'lo ; .. :~ .. ~,..~_: • .::.,,... , .. s···';.~ ·\D'• per p.-. .. ~~o~ ,~r "Car'~"' · ~·· ~ ~.. ~ · ;:>.•- ·"'"· ... ~ .J .. 1. Cu ......... ~. \\<i . "'· ~·~ •• ··" J ' ·I o·r--··•s "'t •he A. E c -~.,. -ot 
'...f • - C · • • d'"n \D" • f Uf). l ''-nt .. ..... "• ......... Q..,\;0 !J 

tr"·- :;:t A.;;.. . s;::~:~t:s.s. an . ".- :s an acrony:n or ,,J·r "a··:c .. '· riy wc•ricd They a 1·~ ,._.' .... ·~r- · .• • •. :. • :.. """' .:... :"\ l . · •·.,.~o A b- .... -:... "d Dn ~e,. •J' '"· ...... ~~· . . ... 
l
'n •· .'. ~·i:~·;.";l,~:·.1· ;•:0 •• ?·~~: ... _,r. :si<""·o·'~ r.Go.f·lsl~·nu(an .. ;. . .''.. .T':n"l:.., I deve!opm:; new types or reac· 

•'J • .•• .,. ..... ~:'· •· • • . , • • • "• • ·" w.. '" " ... 'to:s tho.t are excectcd to be 
I t·u• (1 ~ 0 "" l"" -~·•r·- •s atS:lV '"•t ·h~\' n·•vc CCm'• a·ros·c·· . 
I .... • .. ,_ ... -:! .. •• ·''·-··"" • l •. "''""· "'·. :" . '" .... ··':mo:·c economical and they look 
! .... , ...... ,, l ...... 1~-·~ .., ... ~ •Ar··-a·•- ·err·r..- I"' ••'t""~Lcs· o' . · · · · · 

1 •.'W···:·-· u .. ·~h·• "':·;. . ., ·:"" · .... ~~~ • ·•: _,,.h .. v •• .. -..c.,... ...... ~ · 1 : :or t!1c compctalvc no.s:t1on of 
1s;s:d •. s?:l~e ;~o· ... ·;;:;: rr~.~.t tl:e: r:sks to h~m01n:; _rrom ;nw lev-I nuclear plar:ts to im"O;·ovc as 
'lco::-,r.:ts5:cr.'s o·o\:n .:!n~u::1cr.ls. !e:s or rad;oact:vt:y. T.~ey say' environmentalists force coal-' 

An ex::r.;i:c lS u~ p!~C l!ltthc erro:s we:-c caascd oy rcly·J·ourn:n" p!~nts to install ex"nn' 
• h' .. f' \.. • •t, ~ • l • '( 0 .. , • • Ao "" • l"'w4""' 

0. 3. t •• :C.>: r~.;•l'.V .,O•i.C ..... c.m~ CO ne:w: )' :t prellr:tl:tarylsive sn•OkC·'i!te~ina equhm~nt' 
,;..,F_c:s rev;~· . ..: ot :~e n~dc<tr!"-rcstilts from lm.:dics .of a:llr.'lic ~ · · · • • .... .,.. '" .,_. 
'i:ic!::s::y !or l!t6:>. I: s: . .1:es· i.'1:!lor.:b \'ictims in Ja;Jan. where 
1part: · ··· .. · ·. ·' :-.: :· · . · lne\'tf cases of cancer lir:kcd to 

'.: .; ~ . 

Cont'd~ 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION· 
UNCL.IIY. NOV. 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

2n COPY NO. ____ •• 

July 17, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1050 

9:35a.m., Friday, July 17, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

l. Mr. Price's July l6'Memorandum re AEC Testimony before the House 
Subcommittee on Executive and Legislative Reorganization 

The review meeting at OMB on Monday, July 20,· 1970, at,! 0:30 a.m.,· 
is noted.' Commissioner Thompson will testify at the July 23 Heal'ing 
by the Subcommittee on Executive and Legislative Reorganization 
on Reorganization Plan No. 3 if the hearing date cannot be changecl .. 
(ADRA-GC-Congr.) 

2. Arrangements !or Commissioners' Attending the Funeral Services for 
General Leslie R. Groves; USA 

3. Agenda for the Weeks of July 20, 27, August 3 and 10, 1970 

Approved. (SECY) 

4. NTS Events for the Week o! July 20, 1970 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

5. SECY -92 - Employment at Shippingport 

No action will be taken. Commissi6ner Ramey requested a policy 
'analysis.. (S-GC) 
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6. Briefing for Vice President Agnew's staff on the Calvert Cliffs Nuclear 
Plant 

Messrs. DiNunno, Beck, and Rogers will plan to attend. (OEA-Rosen) 
"" 

7. SECY -103 - Revised Draft Report to JCAE on Tamplin/Gofman 
Allegations of Censorship 

Approved with deletions. (AGM) 

8. Chairman 1 s Participation in IAEA Symposium on the Environmental 
Aspects of Nuclear Power Stations, Ne\v York, New York, August 10, 1970 

Mr. Brown will call Mr. Charlie Robbins, AIF. (AGM) 

9. SECY -98 - AEC Comments on S. 3410: National Environmental Laboratory 
Act of 1970 

Approved with a change. (GC-Bloom} 

10. SECY -89 - H. R. 16817 and H. R. 17590: Coastline and Oceanographic 
Matters 

Approved. (EAGM) 

11. SECY -91 - Hungarian National: Proposed Participation in Research at 
Brookhaven National Laboratory 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

12. SECY-96 - German Heavy Water PlantJor Romania 

Noted. (AGMIA) 

13. SECY-97 - Questions from Citizens' Committee for Environmental 
Protection of Michigan 

Noted. (OC) 

14. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 366 

Noted \vith a request. (EAGM-Rosen) · 
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•. 

15. SECY -105 - GAO Legal Opinion on Uranium Enriching Criteria 

Noted. (GC) 

16. Mr. Hollingsworth's Report on .Telephone Query from Senato1" Jackson 1 s 
Office. 

PRESENT: 

COM:MISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Com1nissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Brown 
Mr~ Hennessey 
Mr. Bloom 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Price* 
Mr. Beck* 
Mr. Rogers* 
Mr. Mann:!; 
Mr. Shapar::: 
Mr. Burr::; 
Mr. DiNunno* 
Mr. Wells:'r 
Mr. Wilson* 

1G:30 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 

. Secretary · 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMIS~C~~ 
WASHINGTON. D.C. %05~5 

INFORMATION MEETING 1051 

3:00p.m., Friday, July:l7, 1970, Roomlll5, D. C. 

1. AEC Statement re Uranium Enrichment Activities 

COPY--NO. 
July 17,,1970 

3 

UNCI.. BY DOli 
NOV II 

Approved for discussion with the White House with Co~missioncr Ramey 
r.eserving. A Department of Justice opinion will be reauested (Co:nmissioner 
Rainey ·dissents): (GC-Bloom) 

2. Ratification and Confirmation of Decisions 

Requested as appropriate. (GC-SECY) 

3. Wire fron"l Lt. Gov. Mark Hogan, Candidate for Governor of Colorado, 
to Chairman Chet.Holifie1d re Rocky Flats 

4. AEC 1000/152 - Contr·act Board Report 
.. '. ~ , . . . 

Sta!£ will proceed. (DGM) 
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5. AEC 610/218 - Industry Participation in Gas Centrifuge Technology 
SECY -106 - AEC Actions Resulting in Cessation of Private Work on the 
Gas Centrifuge 
SECY -107 - Draft Statement on Ad Hoc Committee on Providing 
Industry Access to Enriching Technology 
(See also AEC 610/212 and Commissioners Johnson and Larson's 
May 21 Memorandum) 

Discussed and to b.e re~cheduled. (SECY) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Comtnissioner Ramey 
Commission~r Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Bloom 
Mr. O'Donnell 
.Mr. Rosen 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Baranowski* 
Mr. Kavanagh::~ 
Mr. Pender>:: 
Mr. Staebler::: 
Mr. Thorne;:~ 

4:25'p. m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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whether I should vote on as important an issue as this before my final Senate 
confirmation and, thus, the action was taken in a tentative way. We also 
discussed the method by which industry might be brought into the gas 
centrifuge program. Although we seemed to be in agreement on this at our last 
Commission meeting, a difference of opinion has arisen in that Commissioners 
Johnson, Thompson, and Larson feel that the role of industry should be limited 
to the manufacture of the bowls, whereas I feel that they should be brought in 
more broadly. 

Along with Commissioners Johnson and Thompson, Bob Hollingsworth, Ernie 
Tremmel and others, I met with Dr. Paul A. McKim (Vice President, Chemicals 
Division, Atlantic Richfield), Robert R. Chambers (President, Nuclear 
Materials and Equipment Corporation and Vice President, Atlantic Richfield) 
and Robert Lowenstein, legal counsel. This was essentially a get-acquainted 
meeting. McKim told us that he agrees with the plans the AEC has under way 
for long-term disposal of high level radioactive waste. 

Mike Lowry, Steve's and Dave's friend at Davis, arrived in the afternoon. He 
is on a hitchhiking tour of the United States, having come across Canada on 
his way east. Mike, Dave, Carol, Steve, Eric and I took a hike in Rock Creek 
Park, starting at Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, going north on the White Horse 
Trail to Cross Tr~il 3, back south on the Black Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 
and 4 to our starting point. 

Saturday; July-18, -1970 - D~C. 
t 

I worked in the office until 12:30 p.m. and then had lunch with Justfh Bloom 
at the World Buttery. 

I played 9 holes of golf at the Chevy Chase Club with Eric. He shot 66 and I, 
51. 

Dave and Carol visited the Smithsonian Institution in the afternoon. Here 
they were joined by Mike Lowery. 

We all had dinner together at home. In the evening Dave and Carol went to the 
Carter Barron to see the Diana Ross show, while Eric, Steve and Dianne went to 
the Outer Circle Theater (corner of Wisconsin and Fessenden) to.see "Butch 
Cassidy and the Sundance Kid.•• 

Sunday, July 19, 1970 

Carol, Mike, Suki and I took a long hike--dbout 10 miles--in kvc!~ Creek Park. 
We started at Pierce Mill, hiked north on the White Horse Trail, going by Fort 
DeRussey and the Joaquin Miller cabin and stopping to have our paper bag lunch 
at a picnic area somewhat north of this. We then continued north to Cross 
Trail 1 at the Maryland line and south on the Black Horse Trail. Carol 
dropped off at the Miller cabin and Mike and I continued back to our-starting 
place at the Pierce Mill parking lot. We then drove by to pick up-Carol and 
returned home. 

Dave and Steve had an early dinner and went to the Baltimore Civic Auditorium 
to see the performance, "Ten Years After.•• They then joined us for our dinner. 

In the evening Carol went to an organ concert at the Washington Cathedral. 
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Mondayj July-20j 1970 - D.C. 

At 10:10 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1052 (notes attached). On 
the basis of a recommendation from the State Department, we decided that the 
Commission will orally inform Allied Chemical Corporation that, even though 
there appears to be no legal prohibition to their proposed arrangement with 
the Government of Israel in connection with the recovery of uranium from their 
Israeli plant, the conclusion of the proposed agreement between Allied 
Chemical and the Government of Israel would be contrary to U.S. policy unless 
the uranium produced as a result of this cooperation were to be under the 
impartial international standards of the IAEA. 

The Senate confirmed today my reappointment for a new five-year term as 
Chairman of the AEC (copy of Senate Journal and New York Times note attached). 

I had lunch with Justin Bloom and Syd Gaarder at the World Buttery. I 
described my project to write the history of my Met Lab Chemistry Section C-I 
and asked Gaarder (who was a member of my Section C-I) whether he would like 
to work on assignment to the Chairman's Office on this project for the next 
year or so. He answered me very enthusiastically in the affirmative and, 
thus, we agreed that I would make the necessary arrangements. I suggested 
that he travel to Chicago with me on Wednesday to go over the material .with 
Carol Flaumenhaft and he agreed to do so. 

About 1:30 p.m. Fred Hobbs swore me in for my new term as Chairman of the AEC 
in my office. Among those present were Commissioners Ramey, Johnson and 
Thompson, Ed Bloch, Joe Hennessey and Justin Bloom. A number of my office 
staff were also present. 

At 1:45 p.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 415 (notes 
attached). 

I called Holifield to tell him that despite the GAO report, the Commission is 
not changing its plans on the new criteria for uranium enrichment and is going 
to ask the Department of Justice to give us their views. He said that, in 
other words, we are doing as we are told. I said that is not true because 
this is what the Commissioners have evolved as their policy. He said that is 
our privilege but in the face of the devastating GAO report he had hopes that 
we might change our minds. I told him we have had a number of requests from 
the press for information and clarification on this and that we have tried to 
compose a rather straightforward factual press release that tries to put this 
in perspective. I read the release (copy attached) to him and said it would 
be issued today or tomorrow. 

A few minutes later Craig Hosmer called to say Holifield had told him of our 
conversation and he didn't think we should issue the release until we had 
coordinated it with Flanigan. I said I thought we had done that. He said he 
had just talked to Fl~nigan who said he would be in touch with me. He said he 
hoped we wouldn't issue something unless we touch base with Flanigan. I said 
we certainly would not do that. I told him the release was a factual, 
sentence by sentence attempt to present the facts and read it to him. 
it ought to be okay but he did think the course of.wisdom would be to 
the criteria on the excuse of doubt of its legality. I called Hosmer 
later and told him the release had been checked through Kriegsman and 
would be going ahead with the release. 

I received a lett.er (copy attached) from the American Nuclear Society 
congratulating me on my reappointment. 

He said 
withdraw 
back 
that we 
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41~CL. B\' DOAt 
NOVq 

UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C •. 20545 

3 
COPY NO •. __ _ 

July _20, 1970 

. INFORMATION MEETING 1052 

' ]0:10a.m., Monday, July 20 7 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, Washington, D.C. 

1. Acting Chairmanship, Wednesday, July 22 through Honday. July 27, 1970. 

Commissioner Johnson is designated. 

2. GAO Report to the JCAE on Review of Proposed Revisions To The Price and . 
Criteria For Uranium Enrichment Services. July 17, 1970 

The Chairman will .call Mr. Holifield; the General Counsel will prepare an 
appropriate letter to the Department of Justice. (Bloom-GC) 

3. Commissioner Ramev's conversation today with Chairman Holifield, JCAE, 
re reorganization and criteria for uranium enrichment services. 

-4. Regulatory Information Meeting, 1:30 p.m., July 20. 1970. 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

5o July 13 Letter from John S. Foster, Jr. (DOD)re revision of 10C date for CONDOR.· 

Noted. 

6e July 13 Letter from George P. Schultz(EOP) re Government Patent Policy. 

Noted. 

7. SECY-95 - Selection of Contractor for Prototype Sodium Pumps for FFTF. 

Noted. (DC) 

8.. SECY-93- JCAE May 27, 1970 Inquiry re Contractual Operations on University 
Campuses. 

The CM will arrange -st:aff discussions of the matter with Mr. Bauser to be 
follo~ed by a meeting of the Ch~irman and Mr. Ramey, or another Commissioner, 
vith Mr. Holifield for further discus:rions of the matter, includ'ing the . . 
possib~e desirability of meeting with OST. (A~O-AGMA) 
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9.. SECY-112 - Cesium-137 in Deer at Savannah River Plant. 

Staff will consider matter further, particularly considerations involved 
in possible cancellation of this year~ hunt. (EA-PI) 

10. July 17, 1970 Memorandum from Dr. Friedman re Comments on Analysis of 
Proposal received by Allied Chemical. 

The Commissioners noted staff will advise Allied orally the signing of 
the proposed agreement would not be consistent with U.S. policy and of 
coordination of the matter with the·Deparbnent of State, including an 
indication of no obje~tion to Allied 1 s so advising the Israeli AEC. (DIA) 

11. SECY-113 - German Offset Agreement • 

Noted. .(DIA) 

12. SECY-117 - Lease of AEC~Held Mineral Lands. 

The Commissioners requested the proposed letters be revised to include 
the Commission's consideration of small mining groups and preparation 
of an appropriate letter to Congressman Aspinall. (RH) 

13. Mr. Hay's Report on Dow Labor Problems. (Oral) 
\ 

A copy of the Denver Post article will be distributed to the Commissioners •. 
(LABR) 

14. SECY-111 - Planned Vi.sit to Carey Salt Mine at Lyo!!s, Kansas. 

Noted. (AGMO) 

15. SECY-78 - THOR High Altitude Test Vehicle Develop~ent Launch. 

Chairman Seaberg, Co~issioners Johnson and Ramey will not plan to attend. 
(AGMMA) 

16. Commissioner Johnson•s conversations with Senator Ma~uson and Senator 
Jackson re FY'71 Budz.et. ,.... 

17. Commission Schedule For FY'72 Budget Consideration. 

Tuesday, September S.,. 1970, 11:00 a.m. and 2:30 p.m. 
Wednesday, Septem~r 9, 1970, 11:00 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. 
Tuesday, September 15, 1970, 2:30 p.m • 

. W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

- 2 -
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PRESENT: 

COl-MISSIONERS: 

·Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Ccmmissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson* 

*Partial Attendance 

STAFF: 

Mr. Bloch 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Brown. 
Mr. Hobbs 
Mr. English* 
Mr. Derenzis* 
Mr. Bloom* 
Mr. Shaw* 
Mr. Scammhorn* 
Mr. Rasmussen* 
Mr. Hack* 
Mr. O'Neill* 
Mr. Spurgeon* 
Mr. Faulkner* 
Mr. DiNunno* 
Mre Dunning* 
Mro Friedman* 
Mr. Pleat* 
Mr. Lindsay* 
Mr. Vinc.iguerra* 
Mr. Hay* 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Conmissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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The Sen~te met at l 1 a.m. nnd w:i.s 
e:llbl to order b;; l!on. L'RNES'I F. HcL
LJ:-<cs. n Senator fro:n ·the St9.t~ or South 
C::trolin~. 

The Ch;,p!:'.in, the Reverend Edwnrd 
L. R. Elsoll, D.O., orrc~cd UlC followin~ 
pro~:;cr: 

Almlr.htr Ood, in.~nitc and eternal, 
.who orders our c!n!ly walk and lo whom 
11!1 hh;tory b~!oncs. spt'ak to ou1· hearts 
as \H: \mclt'rtal:~ the t.'\sks r.r thlo; new 
'\\·.:ck. S<-!ld u:; to our t,·ait!ng work \\ith 
fresh \'i!W:", hit~h :s.mrpcse and JtC\t' '\\1s
crom. tn r.ll we <!o m?.l:c us :.wr.rc o: TllY 
rulen;hiii. l:no·.•ing th~t E.PI\rt from Tllc;e 
nolhl.!1;, t:nd~1rcs. M:r.ke stronz onr !alLh 
in the <•:nn!~•ol!!nc~ of gcod nnd u.c hl
vincilJll!l)' or l'l!;htr:ousncss. I{c<:p' us 
fro!ll $:I.lisfndion \\'ith the second bC:st. 
,.lH:n pc:-sc\·cr&hCC r.nd 1'3\tl:, cr.n achieve 
U1c \'Cr:JI' bc:;t. As we work li!L our e~·es 
to b~!lo!d beyond l.he things \\·llich are 
seen and tc:mpo:·al, t.he thing:~ which arc 
unse<>.n an:t c:tl:.rn:-.1. 

In the 'n:une or t.he So;·creign Lord. 
Am~ 

DES!GNATIO:i OI~ ACTING rRESI
DENT PRO "''Ei\ti>ORE 

The PRI:SIDIN'G OPPICEn. The clerk 
":ill pl~asc 1·cr.d e corr.rm:nicatlon to the 
Ecnat~ !ro:n the Prc-sidcnt, pro. tempore 
c! L'te Ecm:lc G\Ir. Rv;;s::LL). 

The IL!eistanL ll'gislath·c clerk read 
L'lc foaowln;; letter: 

U.S. S::.'IA~z:. .. PaatllrNT Pr.o n;:-.:roaz: • 
· • Wc.Yhlngton, lJ.C., July ZO, lSI'/ D. 

7'0 tile Set>ate: · 
.Bel11g ~mpe::u-l!f e.b:.ent from the Senl\te, 

1 ~Pl>Ol:t~ Hoo. !:r.~a:sr F. Hm.u:-~cs, a ~nR• 
tor fn.m 't.h~ S::l.t.c of Sou~b Cl!.rO!!nn, t.o 
pe:-f<>l'm th~ c!l!!le:.. or \lu~ Ch:-Jr chtr<..ng lilY 
~~n:e •. 

:RtcHAr.o B. P.css;:z.r.. 
President pro t~r.poz-c. 

li."'J. HOLLINGS thcrt-upon too:.: U1c 
ch:Ur StS Act!n~; l>rc.o;l.(.ent. pro tempore. 

MESSAGE'S FRO~ 'Ili:E: PRESIDE!.;T 
Jotc--..snr.es 1n -wrlU.nz frr.:n the 'Presl

dCJlt of tM Unl~cd States· subtnittln' 
nom!ru:.:Jo~ were communicattd to the 
Senate by Mr. Leonard, one or his sec•' 
ret.:uies. • . . 

T.XECU'l'IVE ~~ES~:)}.GES REFERP..ED 
M ln e:.reutl\'c s~.!'ion, the A~ing 

Pr~.;,IC:t-ut pro tc:npore. <~Ir. Hottrncs) 
Ja!d b~fore thl: ~~n:~.te m.:.ss.'lgcs from the 

Se1zate 
;MoNDAY. JULY 20. 1970· 

TliE JOURNAL . in'to executive session to co:lsi(le'.' r, 
Mr .. M.ANSI•'IELD. 1\lr. Pr~ident I ask nciml.naf.lon. on the exccu~ivc calenacr. 

unanimous consent that the re-adln:.t of _There bemg no obj;~chon, the~S~;~:~~e 
the Jomnal of the proceedings of Fri- P_Ioceed~d to the cons.ceration o. cxe ... u-
day, July 17 • 1970, be dlo;p~nsed wit-h. . /!tnT•c hbcsAIICl~ING PRESID-'"'T .. t .. ~ 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- c L .c.;, p.o .f::•l 
pore. 'Vit.hout objection it is so ordered. pore. 'l'he nomination on the cxccut-!\·•~ 

' · · calendar will be st::l.ted. · 
------- The as:;1~1.ant legislative Clerk re~d •!!<: 

onDER POR TEE 'i'RANS/.C'riON' OF nomination of Glenn 'l'. Scaborr;, or Cr·.li-
. ROU'.riNE MOn.NING BUSINESS jomia, to be e. member of t.'le Atomic Ln-
Mr. MANSF'mLD. Mr. Pl·csident, I nsl: ergy Co:nmtssion. 

unanimous consent that, at the ,,onctu-· The .ACTING Pn~ID?:NT p:·o tcm
slon of the rem:;,rks by t-he d.istinsuished p01·e. W'ithout object.iou, the nomin:·.ti'J:l 

is considered and confirmed. · 
Scnr.tor !rom Vir& I:'\! a <Mr. SPONC:), there 
be a period for t.he trc:.nsr.ction o! routine Mr. MANSF'IELD. 1\·fr. President, l r.:-.:~ 
momlng busine:;s, with a time limitation un:tnimou;; c?nsent. that t~e ~~~c;,:~:.:-~·" 
of 3 minutes on st~te1~1cnts made t.hc1·e1n. b_e lr..lmed~at"ely no!lfied O! t..ne cu ... I.I .... -

The ACTING PRESl'DENT pro tem t1on of this nomln_t!on. 

'

"i b' [ i · I i\ . The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
p.?re. _,y thout. o Ject on, t ~s -~o on c:red. \pol-e. WiU~ou~ objection, it is so orc!!i':·-=y 

WAivER OF THE CALL OF THE LEGISLATIVE SESSION· 
CAL111IDAR 

- l·rr. Mi\NSF'IELD. :M:r. President, i ask 
urumlntous consent th~t the esll of the 
lc:is!l'l.i\'e ct:lcndtl.r, under rule VIU, be 
dispensed with. · 

The ACTING PRES!DENT pro tem
pore. WiLhout objection, it is so orden~d. 

ORDER. FOP. ADJOuRID.!El'c"'T Ul\'TIL 
11 A.M. 'l'O~IOP..ROW . 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
untl.nintotlS consent. that \\·hen the Senate 
c:omplet~s its business today, it stand in 
r..djournment. unLU 11 a.m. tomorrow. 

T'ne ACTING. PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objeetiQU, it is so ordered • 

Mr. :V....ANSFIET~. Mr. Pres!de!lt; I 
mo\·e that the Senate prcct:ed to the cc!l
sideration of legislative business. 

The motion WD.S agreed to, and the &:l
ate' resumed the consideration of lc:;:i;-
Iat.ive business. · 

•. MILTON KYHOS 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. P1·esident.. I rt»!--: 

unanimous consent. that the Sen:-.lc pro
ceed to the consicleratlon of Calenda;· No. 
1024, s. 2104. . 

The ACTING PRESIDENT Pl'O t.c!n
pore. The b111 will b3 stated by Ut!e. 

The AssiS'IANT LEGISLATIVE CL££.1~. 5. 
2104, for the relief or Milton K.ylll:·s. 

· The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tcm
CO:\IMI'ITEE MEETINGS DUP..ING . pore. Is there object.icn to the prw:r;t 

SENA'l'E SESSION . considet·ation of the bill? 
·. Mr. MANSFIFLD. Mr. Pl·esident. I ask There being no objection, the bill wr.s 
UD.'\nimous consent thnt. all committees considered. orciered to be eng1·os:;cd for a 
be authorized to Dlect during the session third reading, wll.S rend the third ti!l1e, 
ol the Senntc tociay. .and passed, as follows: · · 

The AC'l'ING PRESID.E.!\"T pro tem_- . S. 2104 
more. Without objection, it Is so ordered! .Be it ena~ecl bl/.the Senc:te cmcf J/ouse c,f 

Bepre8mtc:Uvu of the United Stc.tcs of .A mer

OP.DER FOR RECOGNITION OP SEN
ATOR YOUNG OF OHIO TOMO:r..
ROW 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. • President., I 

ask unanimous consent lhat o::. to:nor
row, fo!lowlm: th' dlsposit!on of the" 
Journal, the d!stlnguished senntor from 
Ohio (~lr. Yot:!;G) be recognized !or not 
to excec~t 20 minut~s. . . . . . 

The · AC'l'ING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without obje"ctton, lt. is so or<:!cred. 

lea tn Ctntgreu Cllft:mbled, n111t the S·~::re
taiy ot the Treasury ts authorized au<l. c!i
rect.ec1 to pa.y, out. of afty r-.oney ln the Tr.;:o..s
ury not otherwise r.pproprl11~ed, to l\lii t•.·n 
Kyhos, of Bladensburg, M11ryland. the S\t::l 
of &1.205 1..11 full settlement o! his cla.ims 
against the United States Uis!ng out o! ccs:s 
incurred \\'ith respect to the t.cnn!nr.tio!l. c: 
a le~c by him Incident to a chan~:e or o!1l
clal station required by hts employment br 
the Gol'•:rnn~ent ot the United. States. 

· Prcsi~t>n'- or u.c t1n!tcd Stntes submit.:. 
ti!l~ sur:dry r.t•min:.t!o:'ls, \\'hich w~re re
fc.-nct! to the Co:l'-'l'•!ttee c.n Armed S~rv-
k,.,-:, . · E:XT'...CuriVE SESSION • 

SP'.C. :a_ :No pnrt. ot the amount appro;>r!a~<:d 
ln .L"le :fir&~ "'eetlon ol this Act In exce3s o! 
10 per <:t.:ntum thereof shall t-e paid o:- de
uv~rec1 · o or rece!\'ed by any a&ent or Mtot·· 
ney- on ~oecount ot services render:::d In coa
nectlon Nlt..'t this claim. a.nd the s:~.me £h?.ll 
be u~l&wtul, any contra.et. to tl!e ccm:ar~· 
notw1~t.:uld1ng. Any p~rson vlola.ttug the 

--···---- ~-----..--

. tl-"or n.-::lln:\tiO:ls r~c~i\'ed tod~. see Mr. MA.NSl·'IELD. Mr. President, I aSk 
. · Ut~ enll CJ! .~nat! P_rl)(!eeUln~s.) unanimous consent thnt the Senate ro - ---~- -·---- ___ ....... ____ ... _. _______ ;...... __ -----------
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i vVashington :. 
For the Record 

July 20, 1970 
THE PRESIDENT 

Employes. The President 
appointed seven persons to 
the Federal Service Impasses 

. Panel. The panel will settle 
jmpasses in negotiations be-

. ·tween Fed:!ral agencies and 
·, :labor organi7.aticns. Jacob 

Seidenberg, industrial and 
Jal>or relations consultant and 
·arbitrator of Falls Church, 
:Va., wns appointed chair-
-man. . . . 

Apollo. The Presidmt is-· 
sued a statenv~nt on the first 
anniversary of man's land
ing on the moon. He said that 
the anniversary was an oc
casion to celebrate a feat "in 
which all mankind shares as 
part of the family of man 
to which we all belong." 

• /./ MAJOn POSITIONS 
~ / Atomic. The Senate con
"':firmed the reappointment of 

Glenn T. Seaberg of Cali
fornia as chairman of the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

-· ?= 
GlVF, TO FRESH AIR F~:ND. 

/V~fT~ 
-r-Z../ ... 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20S.CS 

. REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 415 

July 20, 1970 

~·.,ooa 
NOVBI 

1:45 p.m., Honday, July 20, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, Washington, D.C. 

1. Mr. Price's Julv 16 Hemorandum re Calvert Cliffs Coordinating Committee, 
Inc., National Wildlife Federation, and the Sierra Club: Notice of Filing 
of Petition for Rule Making; Denial of Petition for Rule Making in Light 
of Pending Rule Haking Proceeding 

Approved "iith a request for an appropriate letter to the National Wildlife 
Federation. (ADRA) 

2. Dr. Beck's July 17 Memorandum re Procedures for Revising the Monitoring 
and· Report of Effluent Data 

Approved subject to clarification in proposed letter of applicability 
to nuc~ear power plants. Commissioner Thompson requested data on 
isotopic ratios in reactor effluents showing what actual limits would 
be for liquid effluents from nuc~ear power plants. Commissioner Thompson 
also requested copies of replies received i.n response to the letter. (ADRA) 

3. Dr. Beck's oral report on Humboldt Bay 

the Commissioners requested early public release providing facts and 
noted the Commission would be kept informed of develop~ents. (ADRA) 

4. Revisions To Parts 20 and SO. 

Commissioner Ramey requested collation of comments be expedited for early 
Commission's consideration. (ADRA) 

I' 

5. Commissioner Thompson's Report on·meeting on reorganization at EOB today. 

6. GAC Consideration of Commission Awards. 

The Chairman reported Commissioner Larson's call today and the Commissiotl 
noted GAC would not be able to apply the new 'guidelines for the Lawrence 
Award until next year. (SECY) 

7.. Mr. Philip Sp-orn's Report to JCAE on Developments in Nucle~r.Pot-er Economics, 
January 1968 - December 1969. 

W. B. McCool 
. Se~retary 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 

* Partial Attendance 

·sTAFF: 

Mr. Beck* 
Mr. Rogers* 
Mr. Buck* 
Mr. Hobbs 
Mr. Bloom 
Mr. Hennessey 

- 2 -

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
Dir/Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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No. 
Tel. 

N-131 
973-3335 (Info.) 
973-5371 (Copies) 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

AEC STATEMENT ON URANIUM ENRICHMENT 

The following information is being released ~~ response 
to inquiries from the press: 

.._ 

The plans to set up a separate uranium enrichment direc
torate have been dropped. The uranium enrichment directorate 
described in the AEC announcement of November 10, 1969, 
would have been a separate organizational entity within the 
AEC for the purpose of' conducting the uranium enrichment 
acti vi tie·s at this time. 

No other policies with respect to uranium enrichment 
activities have been changed. 

The Atomic Energy Commission recommended to the Pres
ident in September 1969 that it should be the objective of 
the Government to ultimately establish the uranium enrichment 
step of the fuel cycle for civilian nuclear power plants as a 
part of the private sector of the economy. The White House 
announced on November 10, 1969, that the uranium enrichment 
facilities should be transferred to the private sector, by 
sale, at such time as various national interests will best be 

. served, including a reasonable return to the Treasury. There 
have not been, and there are not now any actual plans for the 
sale of these facilities. The gaseous diffusion plants for 
uranium enrichment are currently operating at a relatively 
small fraction of their capacity and it is do.ubtful that pri
vate industry would find their purchase and operation an 
economical venture at this time. 

On June 10, 1970, the Atomic Energy Commission submitted 
to the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, pursuant to Section 
16lv of the Atomic Energy Act, new criteria for establishing 
the charge for uranium enrichment based on·comparability to a 
commercial operation. ·The General Counsel of the AEC, in an 

(more) 

461 



. - 2 -

op1.n1.on dated July 21 19701 has stated th-at these revised 
criteria are in conformance \ori th the Atomic Energy Act and 
other legislation. The General Accounting Office has issued 
a legal opinion expressing doubt that the AEC is authorized 
to adopt the revised criteria which conter:tplate the recovery • 
of more than full costs over. a period of time. The AEC is 
asking the Department of Justice for its views. 

I 

July 211 1970 
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JulylS, 1970 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg, Chairman 
United States Atomic Energy Commission 
1717 H Street 
Washington, D. c. 20545 

Dea.r Glenn: 

The American Nuclear Society would like to 
extend its warmest congratulations on your ~e
appointment as chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Commission. 

Your strong l~adership has been invaluable 
in the successful applications of the peaceful 
atom. The Society stands ready to assist you 
and the Commission in any way possible in the 
coming years. 

Sincerely, 

Louis H. Roddis, Jr. 
Past President 
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I sent letters to Secretary Rogers (copy attached) and Secretary Hickel 
concerning the continuation of joint U.S.-Mexican studies of nuclear power and 
desalting for the southwest United States and northwest Mexico. 

Carol, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, went north on the White_Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
passed the police headquarters and back to our starting point. 

Lynne and Larry Novey joined us for dinner. The group included Carol 
Chelander and Mike Lowery as well as Dave, Steve, Eric, Dianne, Helen and me. 

Tuesday, ·July 21; 1970- D.C. 

I attended a briefing by Eugene Power & Light Company representatives and 
their associates on their plans in nuclear power as a result of the recent 
turndown by the voters of their nuclear power plant. Those present were Byron 
Price (General Manager), John Tiffany (President), Rockne Gill (Attorney), W. 
J. Kennedy (Stone & Webster Engineering), Kenneth Sieving (Stone & Webster 
Engineering), Charles Jones , E. A. Saltarelli, and Jack Scarborough (Nus· 
Corporation), Norvin Richards (Chairman, Eugene Nuclear Bid Evaluation Task 
Force), and R. H~ Short {Vice President). Others attending the briefing 
included Commissioner Johnson, Ed Bloch,.George Kavanagh and Justin Bloom. 

They told us that a study has been made with the conclusion_that a 1,100 
megawatt HTGR is the best buy for a future plant. They have in mind setting 
up some kind of organizational concept similar to the Yankee arrangement in 
the Northeast, or s·ome other arrangement. Both Johnson and I said we are 
happy to hear that they are considering the HTGR. We want to see this concept 
developed because of its advantages in reducing waste heat and radioactive 
effluents, because of its greater utilization of nuclear fuel and because of 
its tie in with a gas-cooled fast breeder program. We suggested that they 
check with our regulatory .people for preliminary evaluations of its likelihood 
to be licensed. In response to Price's query as to whether we might be able 
to give them some financial help in a cooperative arrangement, Johnson, Bloch, 
Kavanagh and I were not very encouraging. 

I had lunch with Jim Robinson at the Metropolitan Club, an entirely social 
occasion. He and Alice have lived in Miami about two and one-half months now 
and are beginning to like it. After lunch we walked around Lafayette Square. 

The news broke in this morning's papers that the Prime Minister of South 
Africa claims that South Africa has developed a very successful process for 
the enrichment of uranium, presumably not gaseous diffusion or gas 
centrifuge. My own feeling is that this is probably grossly overrated. 

I received the report of the 7th meeting of the Advisory Committee on Nuc.lear 
Materials Safeguards, June 9 and 10 (copy attached). 

I sent a letter to Senator Muskie concerning allegations by Gofman and Tamplin 
that he had asked about (copy without enclosure attached). 

I sent a letter to Attorney General Mitchell regarding the legal validity of 
proposed amendments to the criteria under which AEC provides uranium 
enrichment services (copy attached). 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COM~IiiSSlON 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 205.!5 

. JUL 2 ·o ~1970 · 

Hor..,ra b le t~i lliam P. Rogers 
Secretary of State 

D~ar Mr. Rogers: 

I am ;.•riting in regard to the racent report prepared ·by Assistant 
Sccret<lry Smith, Commissioner _R.:lm:=y and D·r. t·1ong on discussions 
v:ith ~~exican officials on continuing joint: United ?tates-Hexicc.n 
studies of nuclear po'tver and desalting for the south't·lest United 
St3tcs and north'tvest Nexico. 

I note in the transrrsitta 1 letter that the joint Interior-Atomic 
Energy Co:n.llissicn tes:n recommends, " .•• that the U.S. government 
appro~e our undertc.king of inforr.~l, low-level studies where 
possible and con.ductir~g discussions ·on more fom.al'arranger.:ents, 
loo~:in£ to a negotiated, cooperative agree~ant after December 1, 
1970, along the lines of the attac~ed [to the transmittal letter] 
report and agenda tentatively agreed upon by the joint working 
group d~ted April 25, 1970. 11 

The Co~~ssion agrees with this recommendation and has proposed 
to Secretary Hickel that we authorize our staffs to .proceed with 
the follo\1-0n -work as outlined in the recor.!mendation and elaborated 
upon in the report of the discussions with Nexican officials. 

EnclosE:d is a copy of my letter to Secretary Ricke 1 for your 
inform3tion. If you have any ·questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact me. 

Chainr.an 

Enclosure: 
Letter to Secretary Hickel 
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UNITED STATES · 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

urtCL. BY DOi 
NOV II 

Dr. Glenn T. Seab~rg 
Chnint:m 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

JUL 2 0 1370. 

u~· S. Atomic Energy Co:nm:i.ssion 
. Washi_ngton, D. C. 20545 

Dear Glenn: 

This is to report on the s~venth f\iceting of tl-te AclYisory CoiiTil.i ttec · 
on r.:u~lcar ~!atcrials Safeguards, held 'in 1'{ashingtoll, D. C., on the 
9th a:1d lOth of Jt.me, 1970. As ah:ays, the Ca:rnittce \~elcomed t11e 
opportunity of reporting the highlights of t1Je meeting to the full 
Co:mlission on the lOth of June. 1i1c follm'ling report covers subjects 
\ve discussed Hi th you and, in addition, t11e ·question of resident 
inspc(:tion '"hich we touched on only briefly. 

I. The President's Offer Under the NPT and t.he IJ\E<\ Safeguards 
· Agrce;r,8nts 1··iectfngs 

The Com:ni ttee \':as b :P.efed on the staff's ideas for preparation 
for implcment.:'1tion by the IAEA of the President's Offer and on 
the arrangements for t1le ~afeguards agreements meetings presently 
being conducted in Vierma by the IAEA.. At this stage, the 
Conmittce believes that it is particularly important to keep 
the U. S. nuclear industry up to .date on happ·zmings in Vienna. 
Co:nsiderable progress in reaching a common viehopoint on safe
guards has beeri made through recent meetings by members of the 

· Commission staff and the CoiTlffiittee \·lith the AIF Safeguards 
Steering Group. We believe it important that such meetings 

. continue. In addition, ,..,.e believe others from industry,· such 
as the Rural Electric organizations \·Jhich may also be involved 
in safeguc:rds, shouid be given the same opportunity· as AIF if 
they l·iish to part.icipate. \'le leave the techniques to you. 

The Corr:n.i.ttee, on technical grOLmds, believes it is urgent to 
. pursue ne3otia tions ld th lAEA Ui"lder the President's Offer. 
Agrecm~rits reached \d th the United States could provide an 
in~rtant nodel for ncgotiatioP5 by the IAEA and other countries 
W11cr the r-..vr. As to the problems of the Euratom-IAEA negoti
ations, the Corr.:nittee, as you know, has consistently felt that 
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a worldllidc sa£eg1.ta1·ds system tmder IAEA '\"muld be preferable, 
l\nile recocinizing the politics of the situation with Eura to:n, 
nmi compotmded by the current position of the French. These 
seem to the Committee essentially political questions, but our 
initiative tmdc.r the President's Offer could be usefl11. 

II. The International Relevance of U. S. Safeguards Prograrn 

One of the imp::rctant interface developments that could. 1·csul t 
from implcmcntat:io::1 of the NPT and the President's Offer is 
identification of a requirement that the role of AEC and its 
safeguards organizations be thoroughly coordinated with the 
IJ\Fj\' s n~w responsibili tics. Therefore, the International 
Subcommittee lvill meet prior to the next meeti.ng·o£~ the full 
COii1!11ittee to develop recont11enclations ld th respect to- AEC-IAE.t\ 
relations under the .NPT throughout the course of its imple-
mentation. · · 

III. R&D So..1bco:m1i ttee Report 

n1e R&D" Subco:r.mi ttee met at Livermore on April 21, during 
tvhich time thcr continued discussions of the budget and program 
revie\v ld1ich started during the meeting of March 10, 1970 •· Th~ 
Co:!!il:i.ttee considered the distribution of effort and the fin::m
cial support for fiscal years 1970 and 1971 and are in general 
agreement lvith the objectives, the distribution of effort, and' 
·the time scales that \'.'ere presented in tl1e supporting documents 
by the AEC staff. In general,· the Con~:nittee noted ·the develop
ment of a trend in the systems studies away.from theoretical 
efforts to the study of situations e>...1>erienced in actual operating 
plants and they agree ·with tllis trend~ The Co:n:ni ttee endorsed · 
the increased le\rel of effort in analysis and integra ted safe
gtmrds e::cperi.J!l:mts. The Conmi.ttee noted the increased level of 

·support for the Plant Instnnnentation Program as be:L1g particularly· 
desirable as a means of providing and improving information on 
the feasibility of inspections and materials ·safegtiards teclmiques. 
The Co·nmittee, at an early future meeting, would appreciate a 
discussion of the long-range plans of the AEG staff concerning 
the relationships of the Technical Support Organization, ~e\~ 

· Brunsldck Laboratory and Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory. 

It \\'aS the vielv of tl1e Committee that at ihe next R&D Subcommittee 
meeting the ACDA program in safeguards research and develop;nent 
should be rev ie\~cd to examine the nature of coordination and 
int,cgration of. these n..-o pr:ograms. · · 
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IV. Resident Inspection System 

TI1e Con!lni ttcc \\'as briefed on the resident insp8ction report by 
PNL representatives. It was emphasized duri!lg the briefi!lg 
that the role of resident inspection in a safeguards system 
dep~nds on t11c d_egrcc of independency desired by the ... safeguarding 
agency. ~s a rE~sul t, the question of a clear-cut set ·of ob
jectives llitli rcsp~ct to the levels of tntst l'lhid1 the system 
is .nin~~d at. l.'as vigorously discussed. It see.ine-d clear to the 
Co:nmi t tee that \":e are nol·l dcal:ing,, as far as :industry is con
cerned, in a new cnvironnent--o·nc \·;here irdustry \dll have to 
provide tl1c ·phys.ical security, transport and certifications 
for rr:.aterials. · There needs to be an understanding on the part 
of industry of the ir.rpljec'ltions of this change, ·the direction 
and extent of cl1<1ngc, and an understanding ·of \·:hat: industry 
is willing to do 'to cont-ribute to solution of problems created 
by this 'change. TI1e Committee plans to discuss this matter 
further at 'the next meet:ing, and, in particular, the distinction 
bet\·:ccn n.'ltional and inte·rnational safeguards and \1hat the 
Cc!11mi ttcc n~.i.ght d? to clarify the .i.ssu.es. 

V. · EnridiD!ent Subcor:iir.i ttee Report 

The Co:rmittcc \vas briefed by the representatives of the Enri'c}-l .. ment 
Subcoili:ni ttec, n..:-unely Drs . '!horn ton, Ramsey, and Benedict. The 
broad conclusions of tl1is Subcommittee involve. tl1ree points. 
1he fi.rst is that in a la:rge gaseous diffusion plant the a.11ount 

·of material hmclled and the ·large total losses that .are involved 
do not ptmnit dcvclop:ncnt of effective perimeter safeguards 
inspection system lvithout some internal plant access·, particu
larly since one cannot guarantee that higher enricl1ments are not 
being produce--d behind 'the mask of a high actual loss. 1herefore, 
ins.pection 1dthin the plant to ascertain the enrichment being 
produced is essential. l~i th regard to centrifuge plants, · 
perimeter insp~ction may be acceptable, but rigorous meas~es 
need to be taken to ensure that there is no clandestine feed 
material coming to ~~e plant and reliable procedures for 
measuring uh,it goes out of t11e plant. In this connection, 
minor isotope ·techniques are probably desirable to be ad~ed to 
the procedures. The Subcommittee also identified further develop
ment \·:ork that could enh<mce t11e conclusions of t11e Subco:;l!nittee. 
For exrtJnple. minimiz:ing and demonstrating ,loss mechanisms in 
centrifugu plants is primary to achit:\fi.ilg an effective perimeter 
sa~eguards system. · · 

As an aid to pcnnitting safeguards inspectors access inside 
. gaseoUs diffusion plants, the Subccimnittee suggests as design 
criteria for future plants that the barrier. inanu:facturi?g i.mi t 

468 



Dr. Glenn T .. Scabo_rg - 4 -

be remov~~ by a considerable distance from ti1e diffusion plant 
itself. Hm·:cvcr, since this probably creates a major problem 
for safeguards insp:ctors in measuring tJ1e residual special 
nuclenr· r.ntcrials content of the uscti bnrrier material, further 
expor.ir.tcnts are suggested in this area. Another important reason 
for access to diffusion plants is to pennit.inspectors to count 
stages and determine sizes both of lvhich arc vi tal to assure 
thc.asel ves th.1. t the clcclared enrichment is not being exceeded. 
TI1e Subco.11:uittce also reco;m!Cnds that the conclusions and perhaps 
a sanitized version of their report, or an AEC report on the 
subject, be Ii1ac1c.available at an appropriate time to tl1e European 
and other centrifuge programs that r.uy be planned in order tl1at 
a rcaso;ublc international sa~eguards system can be developed. 

111c Co::~·ni ttcc ,~·auld be i.Tlterested i:q. be.il~g advised- of progress. 
in follmv--on l~&D projects undertaken by 'tlle safeguards s·taff in 
cormcction \·lith this report. TI1erc may be a censiderable cost 
in acco:nplishing the follm.;-on projects; ho\·rcver, the Corrmi ttee 
fully supports this effort for .iliis vital. purpose. 

VI. )'r"rL::;pol·t.:'l tion Safeguards 

The Co;mli ttee l'>"dS brie:Zed on the recent transportation incident. 
that occurred 1~i1ile material 'h'aS being transported from Kerr-r-.rcG~e 
in Okl<:!homa City to · Portsmmth, Ohio. It is the Coami ttee 's viei·: 
that strong, tough regula~ion of the transportation industry by 
the AEC ill onlcr to ·mini'nizc happenings of tl1is kind is vi tal. 
Their feeling is that one major loss· in transport or otherwise 
l'lill be cxtrcr.1cly detrimental to the industry and will eventually 
\'lind up with the M.C being bl&11ed for not' having sufficiently 
rigorous regulations . The actions suggested by tl1e Connni ttee 
fucludc AEC regulation of the transportation industries involved 
in the transport of nuclear materials. The Committee also believes 
this mn tter is of the highest priority and should be pursued 1d th 
v_igor. · · 

The next meeting of the Conmttee is scheduled for October 20-21, 1970, . 
in Washin~ton; ldth the Regulatory Subconnnittee meeting in July at 
Bethesda', and the R~D Subc0r:1mittee meeting in September to go-over 
the allocation of fiscal 71 funds ani plans for fiscal 197'2. 

Sincerely, 

)Cl 
John G. Palfrey, Chainr.an 
Advisory Co:;-.:;1i ttec on ~'uclear 

Materials Sa~eguards 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSiON , . 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

Jut 2.3 mro 

·The Honorable Edmund A. Mu'skie 
United States Senate 

/ 

Dear Senator Muskie: 

I am writing you in response to your letter of .. "tuly 8, 1970, 
with \'lhich you enclosed a copy pf a letter o"f July 5, 1970, 
from Nr. Ralph Nader to you. Mr. Nader discu~ses allegations 
made by Drs. Arthur R. Tamplin and John \'1. Gofinan, scientists 
working at the Lawrence· Radiation Laboratory, Livermore, · 
California, that the Atomic Energy Commission, acting through 
the Laboratory as-an 1\EC contra6tor, took administrative and 
budgetary actions against Drs. Tamplin and Gofman in reprisal 
for their criticisms of AEC and of radiation standards. The 
same alleg-ations appeared in the ne\Ars media conunencing the 
July 4 · \•ieekE.!nd. · 

The allegations made by Drs. Tamplin and Gofman have been 
carefully examined and the enclosed report has been prepared 
setting forth the results .of our inquiry. There is no evi·
dence that actions were taken in reprisal for criticism. It 
is a fact that a number of reassignments of personnel and a 
reduction in funds have been made at LRT~-L, as well as the 
other laboratories throughout the nation, in ~he interest of 
scie~tific productivity.and in order to reflect changes in 
priorities. The report details the chronology of events at 

">LRL-L and the reasoning behind each move is examined in 
detail. · · 

I am sure you appreciate that if the allegations made by 
Drs. Tamplin anc1 Gofman \orere true it would be virtually 
impossible for us to carry out the extensive and technically 
complex laboratory research operations \olhich ·are essential 
to the success of the atomic energy progratn. Our la.Poratories 

_arc unique national assets. They are unique not only because 
of the advanced research tools they contain but, of infinitely 
greater· importance, because. of the scientific· competence that 
resides there. The national nuclear energy program depends 
upon the technical and moral support of the entire scientific 
commun;i.ty. There are approximatel~ 2l,OOO·scieptists engaged 
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in the national atomic energy program. l'7e could not hope to 
recruit or retain scientists of outstanding competence if , 
they \'!ere not free to engage in open and critical discussion 
of the scientific· issu·es.; Of course, this· fre·edom, "like all 
our cherished freedoms, carries with it a corresp0nding 
responsibility. For scientists--in whom society entrusts so 
much in its future health and \qelfare--i t carries a special 
~esponsibility for careful, reasoned, and accurate accountings 
to the public of their findi~gs. 

This report has ·also been furnished to the Joint ::ommittee on 
Atomic Energy in response to Chai~man Holifield's reauest of . - . July 6, 1970. 

Enclostire: 
"Staff Report on AllegC;."'...ic;:.s 
Mad~ by Drs. Tamplin and 
Gofman of Censol:-ship and · 
Reprisal by the AEC and the 
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory 
at Livermore" 

Cordially, 

!Signed) Glenn T. ~Sborg 

chairman· 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

The Honorable 
John N. Hitchell 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20:145 

JUL 2 1 1970 

The Attor~ey General 

Dear Hr. Nitchell: 

On June 10, 1970, accing in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 161 v. of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 195l~, as amended, the Atom5.c Energy Commiss'i-c;n sub
mitted to the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy of the 
Congress, proposed amenc1raents to the criteria under 
'~hich AEC provides uraniUJl enrichment services. The 
Co<fl!!lission' s letter, transmitting the &.4-nendments, is 
nttached. 

At the request of the Joint Committee, the General 
1\ccounting. Office has made a t;"eview of the matter. In 
the course of. that revie.\<7, the Gcned:al Accounting Office 
requested; and ~1as furnished, the Opinion of our General 
Counsel concluding.that the revision to. the criteria. and 
the charge proposed to be establi-shed in accordance there
w5.th would be legally valid. A copy of that Opinion is 
attached. 

The report of the Comptroller General to the Joint 
Committee, dnted J¥ly 17, 1970, contains in Chapter 2 
the vie\<7S of the Gemeral Accounting Office r~garding the 

.legal validity o.f the revised criteria. These views con
·clude with the opinion that there is doubt that the 
revised criteria 11 \vhich admittedly contemplates more than 
recDvery of full costs over a period of tiine" is authorized. 
A copy of the Comptroller General's report is attached. 
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The Honorable John N. Hitchell - 2 -

I would appreciate your opinion as to whether the 
pr6posed revision to th~ criteria and the charge proposed 
to be established in ac~ordance therewith would be legally 
valid under section 161 v. of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended. 

Attaclu-uents: 
lo June 10, 1970 ltr 

Seaberg to Holifield 
2. July 2, 1970 Opinion of 

Hennessey, AEC General 
Counsel 

Chairman 

3. Report of the Comptroller 
General- July 17, 1970 
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Finger, Hubert Heffner, David Backler, Carl York and S. William Gause. DuBridge 
said he wants to substantial1y increase support of academic research by all 
agencies in the FY 1972 budget and wants us to request increased funding from 
the Office of Management and Budget, keeping his office informed. DuBridge also 
wants us, in connection with the newly appointed Commission of Productivity, to 
identify ways to help lagging technologies such as textiles, house building, etc. 

Wednesday; July-22; 1970 - Washington - Chicago - San Francisco 

Accompanied by Sydney Gaarder I flew· to Chicago on United Airlines Flight No. 
421, leaving National Airport about 9:15a.m. (nearly an hour late due to air 
traffic delay) and arriving about 9:40 a.m. Carol Flaumenhaft met us at O'Hare 
Airport with an Argonne car and driver. 

We were taken directly to Carol's office in the ANL Chemistry Building where I 
reviewed the status of the historical research on Met Lab Chemistry Section 
C-I. With some minor difficulty arrangements were made to iisit Building 21, 
Records Control, where classified laboratory notebooks are stored, so we could 
test the ease of locating those of interest. We were accompanied by Carol, 
William H. Shaw (Director, ANL Security Division), Richard L. Budde (Head, 
Records Control.) and his assistant, Stella Dean. In a relatively short time 
approximately 60 notebooks of interest were identified. 

At lunch we were the guests of Dr. and Mrs. Flaumenhaft at their apartment 
located in the Argonne lodging facility. After lunch we returned to Carol's 
office where we planned her future activities. · 

From 2:40 until 3 p.m. Bob Duffield met with me in Carol's office. Among the 
items discussed were plans for celebrating the 25th anniversary of the Argonne 
National Laboratory on July 1, 1971. Duffield will develop some ideas for 
appropriate ceremonies. He suggested that one or two scientific papers might be 
presented. 

Arrangements were made for Paul A. Schulze of the Central Library to complete 
the review of the classified laboratory notebooks stored in Building 21. 

The final activity was a visit to the ANL archives in Building 2, Wing G, at 
3:45 p.m. to examine the Metallurgical Lab individual document index, which is 
arranged by author. Accompanying us were E. Newman Pettitt (ANL Classification 
Officer), John Martens (Head, Technical Publications Department), Mrs. Dorothy 
Adams (assistant to Mr. Pettitt), and Paul Schulze. 

I then flew to San Francisco on United Airlines Flight No. 131, leaving O'Hare 
Airport about 6 p.m. and arriving in San Francisco at 8 p.m. I was met by Ward 
Blackmon who drove me to my Lafayette home where I met for a few minutes with 
Bob Jansen, who is living here in a caretaker capacity. I then rode with 
Blackmon to the Durant Hotel where I checked into Room 618 and spent the night. 

Thursday;-July·23~ 1970- San Francisco 

After having breakfast in the Durant Hotel restaurant, I rode with Blackmon to 
the Chemistry Building (No. 70A) where I conferred with Doral Buchholz about 
various matters and made some telephone calls. 
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phone conversations with Bloom, Bloch and Harris in Washington to discuss a 
response I am issuing this afternoon to a series of articles by AP reporter Don 
Rothberg (especially one in yesterday's Evening Star) criticizing the AEC for 
its radiation standards, the Rocky Flats fire, t~EC information policy, etc. 

I had lunch with Perlman, Street and Asaro in Perlman's office, at which time we 
discussed the Charlie Schwartz matter, the Gofman-Tamplin controversy, etc. 

I then visited the Chancellor's office staff in their new headquarters in 
California Hall. I talked to Bob Connick, who is Acting Chancellor during Roger 
Heyns' convalescence from the heart attack he had last Monday, and Akiko Owen, 
my former secretary (while I was Chancellor). Akiko took me around to meet a 
number of my old staff--Zelma Gelling, Pauline Kodritsch, Errol Mauchlin, Masako 
Santo and Lindley Sale (Building and Grounds Department). We arranged with 
Zelma to have Margaret McConnell come in and xerox my Chancellor's files for a 
compilation of the records that Doral and Nancy Schorn are helping me put 
together. 

I then went by Emilio Segre's office and rode with him out to the Grizzly 
Stables where we talked with the new owner, Jerry Manus, about his misuse of our 
land with his horses (noticeable erosion, etc.). We told him to try to improve 
his usage, such as keep the horses off at night, have the riders cross our land 
in a well-defined path, etc., and he agreed to do this. He may have to pay us 
for this land usage in addition to his present payment of the taxes. We told 
him we might sell the land to him for $150,000; he may make us a counter offer. 
We also learned that a cable TV company has laid underground cable across our 
land without our permission. Segre will learn the name of this company from 
Manus and then look into this. 

I rode with Blackmon out to our Lafayette home to meet with Bob Jansen, Alan and 
Doris Akol, and Iz Perlman to discuss weed cutting, ditch clearing and drain 
tile problems. ~kol and I arranged to pay Jansen $75 a week to work on these 
jobs (sharing the salary between us). I showed the Akols our house. They will 
move in about August 1, and he will send us a suggested contract covering a 
period until August 1, 1971. Dan Wilkes joined us and then we all went to 
dinner at Cape Cod House as Akol's guests. The Akols have three children--Dan 
(age 16), Kem(al) (14), who goes to Acalanes High School, and Leyla (8) who goes 
to Happy Valley School where Doris teaches. We drove Jansen back to our house. 
I saw Mrs. Ruth Dietz (our neighbor) as we left Happy Valley Glen and spoke with 
her for a moment. She said that her son Rick just finished a visit with her 
daughter Beverly in Washington. I then rode with Blackmon back to the Durant 
Hotel where I spent the night. 

Friday; ·July·24; 1970 - San Francisco 

I had breakfast in the Durant Hotel dining room and then checked out. 

I rode with Blackmon to the Hilac Building, where I first conferred with Ghiorso 
on his many research plans, including a program to accelerate zinc ions on 
targets such as Cf and Cm to look for superheavy elements such as element 126. 
He gave me xerox copies of the proposed experiments he planned during his recent 
Yosemite vacation. He told me about Norman Milleron's (Ralph Nader's 
brother-in-law) work on a breath analyzer for diagnosis of disease. We then 
visited Bob Silva, Jim Harris and Torbjorn Sikkeland in their laboratory--they 
showed me their automated equipment for performing fast ion exchange (and 
solvent extraction) experiments on elements 104 and 105. (Silva is there from 
Oak Ridge for the summer.) I then went with Ghiorso and Bob Main to visit the 
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work on the source and dynamitron for the SuperHilac being carried on in a 
maintenance building near the 184-inch cyclotron. 

I next visited Ed McMillan in his office. He brought me up to date on the 
Charlie Schwartz and Gofman-Tamplin matters. He said he dissuaded Mike May from 
firing Gofman last week. We also discussed the future of contractual 
arrangements between the University of California and the Lawrence Radiation 
Laboratories at Berkeley and Livermore. 

I called Justin Bloom in Washington and learned that things were relatively 
quiet. 

I then rode with Blackmon to the Palace Hotel in San Francisco, where I was 
scheduled to speak at a luncheon of the Commonwealth Club of California. Here I 
met Dale Cook (SAN Information Officer) and later his assistant, Frank Walter. 
Outside the Gold Room, where I was scheduled to speak, I was interviewed 
(simultaneously) by CBS-TV and Metro-Media TV. The questions concerned nuclear 
energy in space and the Gofman-Tamplin controversy. 

After meeting Ourwood S. Riggs (Executive Secretary, Commonwealth Club) and the 
head table guests, we went in to the luncheon. I sat at the head table next to 
John Busterud (Club President) and University of California Regent William K. 
Coblentz (Quarterly Chairman). Others at the head table were Riggs, Elmer G. 
Johnson (Executive Vice President, Building Owners and Managers Association; 
past President, Commonwealth Club), Donald P. Krotz (Chairman, Executive 
Co.mmittee, Northern California Industry-Educatiot:~ Council), Dean Oaskarolis 
(Chairman, Club's Membership Committee), Hilary H. Crawford, Sr. (Attorney; Past 
President, Commonwealth Club), and Or. Edmund P. Gaynor (Vice President, 
Commonwealth Club). Coblentz introduced me at 12:46 p.m •. and I talked from 
12:48 to 1:15 p.m. on "A Nuclear Space Odyssey." There was a larger than usual 
crowd. Questions followed until about 1:30 p.m., mainly covering the various 
peaceful uses of nuclear energy and o.ne on L-DOPA; there were no questions on 
Gofman-Tamplin, etc. I received a standing ovation. I met many old friends, 
including Francis Faull. As I was ·leaving I was interviewed by King of ABC-TV 
on the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, nuclear energy in space, and radiation 
standards, including the Gofman-Tamplin controversy. 

Following the Commonwealth talk I rode with Blackmon to the Bohemian Grove, 
arriving about 4 p.m. I went to hear the 4:30 p.m. Lakeside Talk by Henry 
Kissinger who was introduced by Franklin Murphy. Kissinger gave a rather 
eloquent defense of the Nixon Administration's Vietnam policy, including the 
intrusion into Cambodia. He said that the Mideast situation is more serious 
because Vietnam is now under control. He called for the cooperation of those 
present to aid in the restoration of authority of all kinds in American life, 
else we could face a very serious situation in the future. 

I attended a reception at the Sons of Toil camp where I met many old friends--Ed 
Carter, Ed Pauley, John Saunders, Ed McMillan, Luis Alvarez, John Lawrence, Jim 
Hart, Cap Weinberger, Don Mclaughlin, Lynn White, Ken Pitzer, Carl Helmholz, 
Charles Odegaard, Deane Malott, Guy Stever, Lee DuBridge, Emil Mrak, and John 
McCone. 

I talked to Weinberger who indicated he would support more money for science. 
He said he would. like to visit AEC headquarters and installations. I talked to 
Jim Hart about putting my papers in his Bancroft Library eventually, and 
promised I would talk to him before making any definitive arrangements for my 
papers anywhere •. 
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I had dinner with campmates of Wayside Log at the Dining Circle and then went to 
the Little Friday Night program at the Outdoor Auditorium. Dan Rowan was Master 
of Ceremonies. There were a number of good singers, including a Hawaiian group, 
and these were followed by a superb performance by Victor Borge. Bert Fitz was 
my roommate for the weekend. 

Saturday~ -Ju1y-25j -1970 - Bohemian Grove 

After having breakfast with my campmates at the Dining Circle I took a hike with 
Charles Stewart, Robley Williams and camp guests, Bob Dohrman and Jack 
Reynolds. We hiked up Trail No. 10 to the top of the south ridge, then along 
the South Ridge Trail to the Skeet Shooting Area. (Reynolds left us on the way 
to return to camp by another trail.) Then we hiked to the top of Mt. Heller and 
down on the Mt. Heller Trail to roads near the parking area, on one of which we 
walked back to Wayside Log Camp. When we returned we learned that our campmate, 
Bud Oliver, had died of a heart attack during our absence on the hike. 

I went to Puma Camp for their traditional wild game luncheon. I saw Dave Smith 
and Starker Leopold among many others. I talked to Jim Born who told me he 
plans to·be the Director of Donner Laboratory for only a relatively short 
period, perhaps five years, as a transition to 4 young man as director. He told 
me that he thinks Jack Gofman is actually schizophrenic. 

I then went to Pelican Camp and picked up the tail end of their luncheon which 
was hosted by Fred Crawford (Chairman, TRW) •. There I talked to Athelstan 
Spilhaus, George McGhee, Wayne Thompson, and Jimmy Doolittle. Sam Higginbotham 
(Executive Vice President, Eastern Airlines) and Jack Parker (Vice Chairman, 
General Electric) gave short talks. I talked to Fred Smith, Lawrence 
Rockefeller's assistant, on our forthcoming meeting on environmental problems. 

I went with Spilhaus to the Owlers' Camp where we had a talk with Ted Scripps on 
the problems raised by Bill Golden and Phil Abelson that tend to block the 
merser of Science Service with AAAS; in particular, the $600,000 which Golden 
cla1ms must be raised to take care of unfulfilled subscriptions to Science 
News. We agreed to fight this point of view. Scripps will talk to Golden and 
~aus will en.list the aid of AAAS President-Elect Mina Rees and past 
President Bentley Glass. 

I went with Spilhaus to hear the 4:30 p.m. Lakeside Talk by DOD Secretary Melvin 
Laird. He defended the U.S. posture in Vietnam, described the USSR arms buildup 
vis-a-vis the U.S., and the cuts in the DOD budget effected by the Nixon 
Administration. 

I had dinner in the Dining Circle and then went to the Field Circle to see the 
Low Jinks show "Thrice Knightly." 

Sunday~ -July-26~ 1970 - Bohemian Grove- Berkeley 

After breakfast in the Dining Circle with my camp mates, I took a walk around 
Civic Center with Wendell Stanley, followed by an hour hike up Chicago Trail and 
down Stow Trail with Robley Williams. 

I heard the 12:30 p.m. Lakeside Talk by Edward Cole (President, General Motors) 
on "Smog and the Automobile." He said that, on a basis of effect on health, 
automobiles contribute only about 5 to 10 percent to air pollution, that the . 
steam engine, gas turbine and batteries are inadequate substitutes for the 478 



internal combustion engine, that lead-free gasoline is the real answer and that 
automobiles have in the last ten years reduced emission of nitrogen oxides by 80 
percent and carbon monoxide by 70 percent. I talked to Interior Secretary 
Walter HickeL Hardin Jones told me that he thinks Gofman has irrational 
moments, has the aim to destroy the AEC, and is wrong in thinking that radiation 
has a co-carcinogenic effect and that cancer has a doubling dose concept. 

I rode with Blackmon back to the Durant Hotel in Berkeley where I checked into 
Room 311. I went to Building 70A in the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory, where I 
met with Katz and Cunningham, in Cunningham's office, to discuss progress and 
plans on the revision of our book, The Chemistry of the Actinide Elements. 

I then visited with Joe and Sonia Katz. who are spending much of the summer in 
Berkeley. in their home at 2751 Buena Vista Drive (a Maybeck home). We had a 
drink with Larry Blake, the Katzes' neighbor. Joe, Sonia and I had dinner at 
Larry Blake's Anchor. We then rode with Blackmon out to our Lafayette home 
where we visited briefly with Bob Jansen and reviewed his progress in cutting 
weeds in the backyard. I then dropped the Katzes off at their home and returned 
to the Durant Hotel to spend the night. 

Monday, July 27, 1970- San Francisco- Washington, D.C. 

I rode to San Francisco Airport with Blackmon and caught TWA Flight No. &4, 
leaving at 9:30a.m. and arriving at Dulles Airport at 5 p.m. 

I had dinner with the family and Ca.ro·l Chelander. I ·learned that Mike Lowery 
had left last Friday. Lynne and Bill dropped in during the evening. 

Tuesday. July 28, '1970 ..:.. Germantown 

I had lunch with Justin Bloom and Syd Gaarder, followed by a walk around the 
Sea borg Trail . 

At 3 p.m. I met with D. Bruce Mansfield (President) and W. Donham Crawford (Vice 
President and Managing Director) of the Edison Electric Institute along with 
Ernie Tremmel and Justin Bloom. It was a courtesy call in connection with the 
onset of Mansfield's year-long term as the President of the Edison Electric 
Institute. We discussed the general problems of public relations in the utility 
field and the roles that the EEI is playing to help put this into perspective. 

I presided over a ceremony in the Auditorium from 4 until 5 p.m. for the 
presentation of the AEC Distinguished Service Award to Kennedy C. Brooks (NAL) 
and Dr. Forrest Western. I made some remarks to the recipients, their families, 
friends and guests. Commissioner Ramey made the presentation to Kennedy Brooks 
and Commissioner Larson to or. Western. This was followed by picture taking 
with the families. The whole ceremony was videotaped. {See picture.) 

I sent my biweekly status report to the White House (copy attached). 

I received the GAC report of its 113th meeting held at the Livermore Laboratory 
of the LRL on July 20-22 {copy attached). 

We received a memorandum from the President addressed to the Heads of 
Departments and Agencies in connection with a review and survey of all Federally 
owned properties {copy attached). 
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---.la.:;t No-::c~~b~r. ·r;H"TG 1·:crc, ~iOl1~vcr, ~or-:e inc:onsi~t~ltt:it'::o~ 
for ex}J:~pl.f., 'th~ Soviots W\:!rc tmt:iillin~ to £i·~o;" dc~ta.iled 
dra":.in~; oi tho ty;c th::rt ~teTe shewn tt' tiiCih i;; th¢ U.S •• 
an~ t~ey also e~cluJcd so~a research aad dcv~lo~~~n~ topic; 
fro~ tcc~~ic~l discussions) w~ic~ was not co3sist~nt with 
"''hat th~ t~o Gt'vorm:l-:::llts !:.~~ agrlled to clo. !ti..~vcrt~lclcss: 

· c~~sidcrablc new iLformation was obtained about ~1e Soviet 
reactor r•rOf:l·am~ :r.~Hl t!:.~ U.S. Dcle~ation co!1siJers tho visit 
tu have been ·rwt~ardi!':l. 

Til-e ra d-•-es tern Gov~rnOTS Conference unan.ir:iOU.S ly aJ.opt;;-1 ~ 
resolution ~3llin& for a Mid·ve't nuclear compact. AccorJia~ 
t" p'tcss -rc?orts ~ ti·.c Ccmforcncc tot ill D.cct til i::. fall tu pl~r.: 
a com~~ct for.an i:ltcrstatc approach to the teslth and 
cn.viro.u;;::c.ut~ l nsr.~ects o£ r.uclear po:,;or. 
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.5. A t-ricfinp.: fnr t:1e. pul:lic nn;.1 t5·~c~ rrr~ss ~t Lyonr., l(snsas, 
. 0"•4 ''-''J"·M t;lC }'1''''-J'j•'·•·! ''~··· ,..1£ ,......, •···•t·1 •·· .,."r'J\ 1 ~l,t ~·,.j + -, .• -lJ""''' :':·." ....... ,..,;..~ ..... .-<. 0 • · ...;,..&.., ""~ """_.," "J C.lo~o\. .. ,~>,~.;:. .. t-

1 
, ......... ,.,.;!tv ... c, ... ._. -~ 

& dc~a~str~tlon facility for lou~-tor~ st~rntc of ra~io
ac.tivc i.·i\:l:it~ \«ill ~'~ r,iv~n on Jtdy 29 by AEC~ ir' c;ol.Jpcr;:lt~on 
t.fl.t'• l·: ....... ~-.·····"r t:o-·;·i···· ti·"" .,.il·····- i"-••· ...... t·., ..... "'tM !:c ... ,... . ..,..·c " ~- ... .,,t...1 ... u w .......... ...... :.~~ -'"'' ~r. .. ,.:~a.;, A.'•;:-. •• r,~ ... , ...... """- p':~ 7.1...,1·~1-

D~v~lvpr-.v·nt~ :::.n•..:. t.nc C<lt''-!)' Salt Cc~,p.aay. I!: aJ:at..ton~ 
· ~-:~;~<!.;!;~~a n~v.:;: !:.,~~•1 in vi t~J. to ut t~ha <! 1 u:,!dl~·:.m :;wd to t.')!.lt 

I:r: -rubutt.'ll to th;:o flrr.t cr ftWT' etrtJclcs atH.iUt tile rrobler:::; 
of t}"~ A::~C, r~rc 1~.:·!H'!.;;IJ. bv tl1e: ;\s~ccir-.t::~d Frl!.ss U?\d \H>::>c«ri:r:.·~ 

. .. • • • •.> 

l'J'!rtll'·" l:ls~t l:c~(·}~ ir~ t;i~~ ~~·~s1;,ir~;.;:;:.,~i St~T, Ch~ir1~:l~J. SC.il~iOl'"~ 
• ""'•' ••.. )•" ·-~..,-:--~-- .. ~~ ." •• t ·"'t"- .··: ..... -. -;···:..;:·:-- .. ,.i.,c ...... ,. t"'· .. ~ -1.:>~\.·.o·,;. ~ ~;- •. u •• "-'••"-"•··- 1: .. :.-l.Ca tC:l"•·'• 15..:.~-... J.,l~.;, <;.,_>& :: •. J .... c-.3t ._,_ 

...-\::c r;a.\I nnt fully Llfr,;,·r;.:col t::c ::·~blii: ~bottt. uucl::.·~r .s;:fety 
is~~~2~ ~n;:I t:1.ut t\t! AEC 't.'~$ L;x i;1 it.~• s::.fvty rr'.c:-s.suro;; for 
~ lit--., ... -.- t• . ~ '1 .... J. ~ .. , . -. '·1 . -,l ........... _ .... -·-.<> l- •.• e t .. u .... l .... 

1. ;tc pl~u~.s to i!~cr'"a.s~ its f~~·.:s !or l.i..:~n.'<L'l~~ nt•cl~tr..r 
faciliti;~s :wJ r.ato.~rials (~u·:i1 ·:!~:1 :'t::l~tOT.S, CN:1r.~C:t"C.:i~l 
\:-Q~t.;J. d~sr·~1S:l.l op~!a.tionz. r~:t:Holso~·"J~tt·s .. ~t:l~ certrLi!l 
,.. .... -, t l •. .t•·<:. '1 ~ :::; , .. {"•- .l"' 1 ., i ~.-J.:- ~- ... ····:"tt(' ... ' ~ 1) 1".1 !>'• ·.• ..... ·~:...· f•"''" .. ~ 'i1.,1,W,l. '- "'"""'" -.., J.. -~-f ,-.,. U .1.4.~ .... ""#'"'J· 1.'1.._ i Jl,. r/....:._ • • •'-' Tl _._,..,. -• 

will b0 b3sed on t~e ~ur~~u of tho ~ud£Ct 1 5 Cir~vlar A-2~·, 
HI;ich s.;:ts forti~ ~.~n·~r:.:.l polic.lt:s a~,J 6\ii~elh~~5 fc.r 
dt:;v;;lopLl.,~~ '~'1u.it~~le a;d uaif:;.;r:~1 clt~lr7cs. txc~pt. for 
·ecrt~in liccns~s t~at nre oxc~pt fro~ pcy~~~l (such as 
tho;;;\: is5u<.d to cJucaticmal in;; tltut.lo:ts and f~dcral 
crg.¢.:;.c.ics ar io-r f!:•;h!ical. uses aatl civil tJ • .;£,•-:ls,;) ti•e f~~s 
ar~ ~csicucd to rocovcr the co~t~ of is~uin2 tho lic~nsc~. 

8. In Con'a.ress io-n ttl hN1T ln;s, AEC exr-~cts to te.sti fy (1) o~l 
·July zs &.bcl>t tnc pTo;.··Clsocl G<:ct:,~rr~~l Ste"-!11 Act of 1~6!i 

(s ,., "') b [ . c: . i .. . 1 '. • 1 . • .)"~· ~-ore t:1e v·a;.:cor::r:: ttct-1 on hl.7lcra s. :-,~t.er~a :;; ana. 
fu:.:ls oi t.iH.~ Se1w.te Co~.r,..i t. tee on lntQr.lor e.nu Ir~sulttr 
Atf~irs = (2) e~1 August !i about the cn.vircn~:e!1t3.l cffoct;; 
of m:der~ro;.~nd u;;cs of lH.tclc:-tr cneT~Y (particulal"l)' !or 
p~ac~ fill !iUTpt~s.::s) anJ the aJ~,1u~cy of :.:r~se&'lt T~di!l.tic•• 
protocr.hm st.anJ~r.Js ~e!or~ thl') Stli}co;.;nittac c:1 Air aacl 
Uat\!r Pollutio:1 of the Zc~ate Cor.JRittcl} oa Putlic ~orks, 
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:l~Hl (3) d urin.g t!.:e r irs t 1-IC(.; k in Att'/l15 t ~bo<.;.t tb~: l"C l<\ ti on .. ~h:l. :) 
or. "''·t· ···r(·,·os···cl ~>··vir-·····., .. -tt"l f'rot.cctJc:\.A~~cl1c~,· to A::c bcfor~· ~ c..:.: ...... .t.·· ,. .. . • ,..,.. .,:-~._ ' ... \.4~~1.~ ..... ' , ,. _;;: 

t :i~ 'St~ •.)C..C,:;-~~~~1 t. tc ~ C•n t;:,.:,~ c ~t l \'•:.: :-t r, ~.! I.~f; f~ i ~ 1:~. t i ,~~ t:et·r r: ~-i·· iz.:.~ t iO";! 

of tt~o iiou·~~- Cc~~~·~ittc' c.c Gcv~rm:!:.•r•t. OilCl'ations (htr.in._:; hcar
inLs en Ht:orl:~!dt;:.Uo:-. Plil.!~· ;:o. 3~ 
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. UNCL. BY DO& 
NOV II 

GENERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
'lO tHB . . 

U.S. ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSIOU 
W ASHI.NC:::TON, D.c.' 20545 

pr. Glenn T. Seaberg, Chairman 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Wa~hington, D. C. . · · 

Dear Glenn: 

July 22, 1970 

The General Advisory Committee held its 113th 1neeting at the 
Livermo~e La,boratory of the La~vr.ence Radiation ·Laboratory on July 20, 
21 and 22. The members of the Com.mittee are John C. Bugher (absc:nt), 
Herbert Friedman, Edwin r ..... Goldwasser (absent July 22), Jane H. Hall, 
Stephen La..,vroski, No.rman F. Ramsey,. Lombard Squires, 'William· 
Webster, and Howard G. Vesper, Chairman. The Scientific Officer, 
Melvin A. Harrison, also attended. 

We were pleased that three Comtnissioners, Clarence E. Larso:1, 
Theos J. Thompson, and James T. Ramey, we·re able to join us for dis
C\.tssions during the meeting. 

The Corrunittee wishes t~ e:ipress its pleasure in connection with 
your reappointment as Chairman of the Commission, and looks forward 
to continuing to work with you •. · 

Our recommendations, actions and comments regarding the 113th 
meeting are summarized belo.w. 

l; Session with the Director 

The Committee reviewed certain general Livermore problems with 
Dr. May. These included discussion of the Zinner report and pressures 
on the future relationship 'of both LRL-Livermore and LASL with the AEC 
and the University of California; also, the background and current status 
of the Go!man-Tamplin controversy. 

Major discussion centered on the problems created by b"ildget 
restrictions, which have necessitated the lay-off of some 280 employees. 
As a result of this experience, the Laboratory i~ reviewing its personnel 
policies to improve future procedures. Restrictions on equipment expend
itures are also serious. 

The Committee shares the concern of the Di~ector regarding. what 
appears to be excessive cuts in money in two areas. The most important 
is that of weapons "tcsting 11 in Nevada and Alaska. The 'techniques and 
procedures !or this work h~:we in'lproved so that it is now in reality an 
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ext~nsion of labo1·atory experimentation and development. It is therefore 
more necessary than ever if we are to continue efficient improvements in 
atomic w~apons -- especially during this period of restricted weapons budgets. 

. . 
! 

The other area is Plo~shareJ where Livermore has been cut se.Jerely. 
The Committee has previously expressed its feeling that this project is very· 

. wo.rthwhile and should receive more appropriate support. 

. . . Over-all, the Committee was very well impressed by ·the Livermore 
Laboratory and program. The work underway is well planned and the quality 
of direction and technical pers onncl is high • 

. 
2. Vault Tour 

The 113th meeting opened with a tour of the weapons display vault. 
Two LRL strategic systems, the W62 /Poseidon and the W68 /Minuteman, 
which arc currei1tly in productioP~ were discussed in detaile Progress in 
the design of .the W71 /Spartan was also described. The vault display is· 
done in a very effective manner and includes an interesting exhibit of 
\SCaled models of USSR and USA-strategic offen~ive and defensive m.issiles, 
and tactical missiles. This side-by-side display of weapon systems makes 
an impression not achievable with any number of charts and pictures. 

3.. Weapons Program Briefings 

We received a series of very informative and encouraging briefings by 
H. L. Reynolds, P. H. Moulthrop, R. E. Kidder, J. H. Nuckolls and 
C. A. McDonald on the p1·ogress being achieved by the LRL people in their 
weapons development program. 
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·The. LRL people attribute most ·of t~1eir recent advances in weapons 

design to information derived from underground experiments and to the 
extensive usc of the powerful memory and speed capabilities of their com
plex of com.puters. We feel that LRL deserves great credit for its early 

·and sustained pressures to acquire the best available computational capa
bilities. We commend the Commission for its steady and persuasive 
~fforts on Congress to provide the funds for advanced computers for all 
the weapons laboratories. 

4. Underground Testing Program 

-: -·-:- ~ . 

··s~ Comparison of U.S. /U.S. S. R Strategic Forces 

J. Rosengren gave the Committee an interesting and informative 
briefing on the relative strengths of the various components in the strategic 
.fo1·cc capabilities of the United States and the Soviet Union. The comparison 
was very· disquieting. 

6. Physics Program Presentation 

The Committee w~s given a review of the Laboratoryts physics 
program. Each of the four Division Leaders reP.orted, in turn, on 
activities within the Theoretical Physics Divisio~, the Experimental 
Nuclear and Atomic Research Division, the Laser Research Division 
and the Equation of State.and Material Properties Division. It was impres
sive. to see how well the overall program has been developed to meet the 
needs of the mission-oriented programs of the Laboratory. 

The ·Theoretica\ Division has major concerns in the areas of hy~~S 
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dyn:amicsJ explosion theoryJ nuclear th~ory arid neutron. transpor·t. All 
of. these relate to the dynamics of fast nuclear reactions which can be 
studied experimentally only in stars and bombs. The former are so 
remote and the latter so expensive that all possible modeling must be 
done by calculation. These calculations ach.ieve real significance only 
insofar as the supporting theory approaches validity and sophistication. 
The s'olutions to many one-dimensional problems in explosion theory are 
now well understood. Multi-dimensional theory is still to be satisfactorily 
devel.oped and to some extent demands still larger and faster computing 
.facilities. · 

The expcrimental.nuclear physics program lias had major actiyities 
centered around the cyclotron and linear accelerator facilities. The fonner 
is soon to be upgraded to a 30 MeV "CycloGraaf£11 accelerator which will 
combine the enc rgy that is characteristic of a convention:~.! cyclotron with 
the resolution typical of a Van de Graaff.. That instrumen~ will be usep for 
further exploration of eros s sections, particularly of high Z materials. The 
linear accelerator is now also in the process of replacement. The new 
machine, .soon to go into operation, will have an energy of 100 1v1eV and will 
feature the possibility of accelerating positrons and thus the creation of 
monochromatic gamma-ray beams. It will be used for studies of weapon 
vulnerabl:l.ity due both to neutron and photon effects. 

~ 

A thhd division participating in the physics program is principally 
concerned with laser research. Interest in this field is now very high as 
a result of the potential of an intense, rapid laser pulse to trigger a thermo
nuclear reaction. Development of high power short-pulse lasers is undenvay. 
Through the use of these, matter can be heated to temperatures higher than 
10 KeV. The coupling of a laser beam to a plas1na is also under intensive 
study. 

The fourth divisional report described work that is being done to 
"'ac.~.ieve a better knowledge and understanding of the equations of state of 
various elementsJ and the properties of matter in regions of press.ure, · 
tcinperature and density which are not normally achieved in the laboratory. 
Accurate predictive capability with rega~"d to the behavior of nuclear 
eJ:plosions 'requires a detailed knowledge of the equations of state of the 
substances which are us;ed. An important part of the program of this 
Division is the study of the equation of state of hydrogen outside the region 
in which the Saba equation is known to apply. 

7. Bl.o-Med Program 

Roger E. Batzel described a well-bala~ced bio-medical research 
program. The basic objectives include the following: 

1. To provide guidelines for prediction of the release of radio-· 
nuclides into the biosphere both .from tests of devices and 
fron1 release associated with nuclear power processes. An 
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authoritat.ive handbook of informatio11· is· being as sembled which · .. 
should be highly valuable in estimating dosages to man from various 
forms of radioactive release. · 

2. l'o determine the fate .of radioactive releases from a variety 
of specific events. Interesting observations have been m.ade 
of the persistence of radionuclides such as cl4 and H3 in 

·ecosystems at test sites. The Rulison site will be used for 
·a thoro'ugh evaluation of the tritium history. 

/ 
3. To assess biological availability and metabolism. Combined 

field measurements and laboratory experiments are tracing 
the routes of radionuclidcs in soil, milk pathways and aquatic 
systems. The study is broad-gauged and well designed. P_artie-
·ular attention is given to metabolisn""l of high atomic nutnber 
elements associated with Plowshare explosives. Advanced 
techniques are being applied for low-level gamma ray counting, 
for specialized applications of the electron microprobe and for 
improved electron microscope imaging of thick biological 
specimens through a corhpu.terized image construction technique. 
These instrumental improvements are valuable assets to the · 
basic research effort. 

4. To search for· threshold effects at low doses. Systematic. . 
studies are being pursued of the effects on chrom.osome material 
and DNA with particular attention to tritium exposure. 

In view of the great concern about the effects on man of 
chronic exposure to low doses of radiation in all aspects of 
the atomic energy program, the "GAC is pleased to find such 
studies being conducted at Livermore ari.d emphasizes their 
importance. 

5. To search for means of limiting uptake and facilitating· 
removal. Countermeasures are being investigated for· 
limiting the radiation burden to man from nuclear events. 
These measures include modifications to the design of 
nuclear devices as well as methods of inhibiting transfer of 
specific elements in food chains. Fundamental studies of 
elemental transport through membranes prombe to have 
useful applications beyond the specific problems of radiation 
hazards. 

The totali.ty of bio"-medical research at Livermo:J;'e appears to be 
responsive to the most pressing questions associated with nuclear operations 
and also has an impressive component of ):>asic studies with excel~ent promise 
of important results. 
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8., Plowshare 

The· Committee was given a report on the progresb of work on gas stim.u
lation by nuclear explosives. It appears that this practice is feasible and can 
be expected to produce in1pressive quantities of usable fuel, probably at an 
economic price. Its practical application would seem to depend on economic 
factors and its eventual support to come from private industry. We understand 
that the Laboratory is proceeding to develop appropriate devices that can be 
offered for sale at home and abroad and that work is being carried on to 
determine the extent and effect of accompanying radioactivity. Both of these 
efforts should be supported~ 

'\Ve were also given a report on Plowshare work in the Soviet Union, 
resulting from inforn1ation ·released during a recent visit of an AEC team 
to .that country. vVe were impressed by the extent of what has been done 
there and by the breadth of their plans for the future. 

9. Computers 

Se Fernbacli described the computational facilities available at Livern1ore, 
and .... later the Comrnittee visited these installations,; With three CDC-6600's and 
two 7600's and \vith all but one of these knitted together in the OCTOPUS pt~
gram, Livermore has the world's most powerful computational facilities. Next 
year -the even more powerful CDC--STAR computer is to be delivered to the 
Laboratory. 

Since 1952,. the power of computers has gone up by approximately a factor 
of two every year, and the AEC, especially through its weapons laboratories, 
ha~ stimulated and led this a<;lvance. Livermore with its present computers 
can do arithmetic operations more rapidly than the entire adult population of 
the .u.S. if each person expertly operated a mechanical desk calculator. 
Alterne~:tively, as many arithmetic operations as were done by Los Alamos 
during all of ·wor.ld War II can be done now at Livermore in one· minute. 

The har~ware and software developments pioneered by ~ivermore 
have not only made vital contributions to the weapons programs but have 
also led to advances in computer technology and software that have been 
applicable to U.S. computers generally.· These AEC s~onsored advances 
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are in·a ta.rge part responsible for the present U.S. leadership in this 
vitaJ field. Applications of computer advances stimulated by the AEC 
in general and by Livermore in particular provide some of the clearest 
examples· of valuable technological 11 spin-off'' from AEC sponsored 
·research and development. . · 

·Both- bec;ause of these generai applications and because of the direct 
value of the computers .to. many of AEC 1 s programs and to its _\veapons 

·program in particuiar, ·:.;_,e hope that the AEC through Livermore and other 
of its laboratories will continue to lead the way in the development of more· 
powerful computer~·· 

. . 
10. CTR Program 

It is generally believed that a useful positive power balance in a 
. fusion reactor requires plastna confinement at ten1peraturcs greater t!1an 

lOKeV and at a density-containment time product greater than 10 14 sec cm-3. 
Encouraging progress toward these goa~s is being obtained at the major 
centers of CTR research. 

The program at LRL is most impressive~ It involves four facilities 
studying both open and closed systems of plasma confinement and the use 
of· neutral bearns for sustaining the plasma; improYed versions of all four 
systems are under development which should provide higher plasma 

. te.tnperatures, densities and confinement. 

Recent progress towards achieving proof-of-p~·inciple of CTR has 
·been ·sufficiently encouraging to justify engineering studies on large scale 
fusion reactor systetns. A unique approach has been undertaken at LRL 
involving study of the direct cotwe1·sion of fusion plasma energy to electricity. 
');'he results of a prelitninary engineering study appear very promising since 
!_lie-direct conversion system proposed would operate at very high efficiency~ 
per-haps greater than 95%. Such high conversion efficiencies would result in 

· (1) an order of znagnitude increase in the ratio of power generated to power 
required to sustain the fusion reaction and thus reduce the temperature-. 
density-ti.me requirement of the plasma confinement; (2} an order of magnitude 
decrease in waste heat per unit of pov,:er generated; (3} ability to use fuel 
cycles producing fewer netltrons which must be recovered or safely dissipated; 
and (4) elimi.nation of requirement to extract useful heat energy from the plasn-: 
for power generation. 

Demonstration of a practical direct c<Jnversion system would thus be a 
most important step toward developing a practica_l fusion reactor. The 
Laboratory1s experimental and· engineering studies should be pressed for-
ward vigorously. · 
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11. Environmental Studies 

Reflecting the increasing concenl. of the country in better control 
of the enyironment~ the Laboratory has conducted a broad review of air 
pollution control and research problems to determine whether certain 
unique experience and techniques available at LRL-L would be helpful. 
The results were revie~ed with us by R. C. Maninger. 

The review group concluded that inadequate technical information 
exists today to enable proper combustion emission standards to be set, 
and that LRL could be helpful in both improved measurement techniques 
and instrumentation. For example, this could include application of 
Plowshare experience in creating t1tlmerical models of the atmosphere in 
given areas to predict transport of contaminants to and from man. Bio
medical experience at Livermore might also be helpful in providing further 

·infor1nation on the effects of a.tlnospheric contatninants in very small con
centration on human beings. This could include work in the very itnportant 
and little understood fi·eld of synergistic effects of coated or surface coalesced 
particulate matter. _. . . · 

Proposals have been made to HEW for modest funding for work in 
atmospheric models and certain instrumentation and related techniques, 
but no grant has been made. LRL is now attempting to obtain financing 
through a coordinated University of California project. The Committee 
feels that Livermore can contdbute along the general lines outlined above 
and is hopeful that reasonable funding can be arranged. 

12. Gas Centrifuge Program 

The Con'lmittee noted with interest that consideration was being given 
tc;> the construction of a gaseous diffusion plant in Europe on some sort of 

.::.j,!?i_nt arrangernent. It appears increasingly probable that the next major 
new addition to our own separative capacity might be a gas centrifuge plant. 
The possibility is brought nearer by present and prospective increases in 
electric power rates which. further weigh the economic comparison against 
added gaseous diffusion capacity. We also note that a staff study is being 
undertaken to consider additional participation by industry in gas centrifuge 
d evcl opment. · 

We feel that such participation is a matter of~rgenc:: and should be 
only on a classified basis. This step is particularly important in view of 
changing conditions and the need to establish both costs of machines on a 
repetitive basis and a firm feel for maintenance .figures before making a 
decision to undertake such a major and expensive addition to our capacity. 
However~ we continue to feel it is important that added industrial partici
pation be' accomplished in such manner that the outstanding technical progran'1 
now.underway is not disrupted or delayed. 
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The Committee will be very glad to be of any further assistance in 
r·egard to accomplishing industrial participation, ·and will review the entire· 
situation again at the next meeting. · 

13. Awards Policy 

The Committee reviewed your letter of June 26, 1970 outlining 
·proposed policy on. various AEC awa.rds. W c are pleased to hote general 
agreement with our earlier recom.mendations, but arc not in accord with 
the 1·evision in the Lawrence award regulations that elin'linates the 45-year 
ag·e limit. 

Our p_rincipal reasons for this view are: 

1. In effectJ this means that the awards will go essentially to 
individuals in the upper age bracket, thus completely changing 
the basic concept of this award. We feel the encouragenv~nt 
a11d recognition of younger scientists and engineers is as 
important now as ever and that there will continue to be · 
worthy candidates for many years •. 

. . 

2. While it is true that s orne very able people cannot be considered 
!or the Lawt·ence av.·ard due to age, at least sotne of these can 
receive Fern'li award consideration during the next few years. 
As you know, we are now reasonably "current" in our candidates 
for this award. Also, some of these people might well receive 
r·ecognition through award of the AEC Citation. 

· 3. The Lawrence award with the present age limit is clearly distinct 
!rom the Fermi award. With the elimination of the age limit it 
will tend to be regarded merely as an inferior Fermi award. 

4. Some severe administrative problems would arise. We would 
no longer be able to use advisory panels of senior people in 
various fields ~ince _some or all of them would be eligible for 
award consideration. Furthe.rmore 1 an arbitrary internal policy 
of recommertding t\t..'O or three individuals under the age of 45 
would be unfair to those who submit nom.inations, since they 
would not know of this restriction. 

We urge the Commission to reconsider this matter and to leave the 
Lawrence award t·egulations unchanged. If we have any dearth of good 
candidatE;s in the future, the age limitation can be re-examined at that time. 

. ' 

'The GAG sent announcement of the 1971 Lawrence award nominations 
(including the 45-year age limit) to the technical press several days before 
receipt of your June 26 letter. In line with discussion of this matter with 
Commissioner Larson we do not plan to make any change in this announcement 
or other plans for the 1971 La\'-.:rence award" unless you advise otherwise. 
Under this procedure any changes in regulations for this award would al?ply 
to the 1972 situation. · . 49 I 
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14. NERVA Program 

A brief report was received from the Reactor Subcommittee of a 
NERVA r·ocket program review at Pittsburgh on June 23 with Westinghouse 
'and Aerojet-General. This will be supplemented by a visit to the Nuclear 
Rocket Development Station at Las Vegas on July 24. Following this 1 the 
Subcotnmittee will submit a report to the GAC for consideration and action 
at the next regular:meeting. 

·1s. Weapons Subcornmittee Plans 

. The Weapons Subcommittee \vill visit the Livermore Laboratory. 
~f the Sandia Corporation on July 23 to hear a review of its gene1·al program. 
The report of the Subcommittee will be transmitted to the full Committee 
for consideration in November. 

The Subcommittee also proposes to visit the Sandia Laboratory· at 
Albuquerque on February 18, 1971. 

16e Next. G. A. C. Meeting Plans 

. The next meeting of the Committee will be held in \Vashington 1 D. C. 
on November 9, 10 and 11. As usual, the first day is scheduled to be 
spent at the Germantown Building. Suggested agenda items are as follo\vs: 

a. Session with the Director of Regulation to review his 
general program; 

b~ Session with the Assistant General Manager for Development 
& Production on the sta.tus of the gas centrifuge program and 
the cascade improvement program; 

c. Discussion with the head of the new environmental effects 
office to review; his plans; 

d. Session with,the J\.s.sistant General Manager for Reactors; 

e. Session on materials safeguards programs with the Director1 

Office of Safeguards and Materials Management., an..d the 
Assistant General Manager for International Activities. 

17. 115thG.A.C. MeetingPlans 

The next following meeting of the Committee is planned for the Los 
Alamos Scientific Laboratory on February 15., 16 and 17., 1971 • 

. Sincere! y., 

Howard G 
ChaiTmay;' 
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL UNCL· avooa 
NOV81 

THEWHITE HOU!.:C:: 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM TO THE HEADS OF 
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES 

-· 

July24, 1970.· 

Executive Order 11508, February 10, 1970, directed all departments and 
agencies to survey their 1-~oldings of Federal real property and report 
to the General Services Administration thcrt property which was not 
utilized, underutilized, or not being put.to optimmn use. These reports 
have been received and evaluated. The results are unsatisfactory. 

In the intc.rest of efficiency and economy, it is extremely important that 
all Federally owned properties be carefully reviewed. The Federal 
Government must become more responsible i~ utilizing and managing 

. its real property assets. I therefore request each department and agency 
to :revise its report submitted in response to my·Executive Order 11508. 
By August 15, 1970, your new report ·should be submitted to both the 
Property Review Board and the General Services Administration identifying 
in terms of r_ea1 value that lOo/o of the property now held which is least 
utilized and has the lowest priority for retention. This report should 
be accompanied by a detailed plan for excessing these properties identified. 
If there are arguments against excessing certain properties on your list, 
they should be set forth as a part of the August 15, 1970, report. The 
re·maining 90o/o of your Federal real properties, ranked according to. 
-~riority for retention by your department or agency, should be separately 
reported to the Board and Administration by September 30, 1970. 

I have asked the Chairman of the Property Review Board, Bryce Harlow, 
to keep me fully informed of the progress of this program. 

I 

.I also request that your department or agency immediately rlesignate a 
policy level individual to work as needed with the Executive Secretary of 
the Property Review Board, Darrell Trent. As soon as this individual 
is designated, the Executive Secretary should be notified. 

Proper management of all Federal resources, 
.is i.n the best interest of the public we serve. 
this program is essential to its success. 

and especially real property, 
·Your vigorous support of. 

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL 

.... 



Distinguished Service Award Presentation; July 28, 1970. 
L to R: Commissioner Johnson, Commissioner Ramey, Or. Forrest Western, Seaberg, 
Mr. Kennedy C. Brooks, and Commissioner Larson. 

I sent letters to Senator Ellender (copy attached) and Senator Stennis in 
connection with capabilities and facilities- available at the Mississippi Test 
Facility/Slidell Computer Center. 

Attached is a copy of a memorandum from the White House concerning drops in 
casualities in Vietnam. 

Dave, Carol, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon 
and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters and then returned to our starting point. 

Attached is a summary of events that took place during my absence, prepared by 
Commissioner Johnson. 

Wednesday; July 29; ·1970 - D.C. 

I presided over Information Meeting 1053 from 10 until 11:50 a.m.; Regulatory 
Information Meeting 416 followed immediately until 12:30 p.m. (notes attached). 
~e discussed the wording of the new uranium enrichment service criteria for 
possible publication in the Federal Register upon expiration (tomorrow) of the 
45-day waiting period for laying before the JCAE. Bloch told us that the JCAE 
is going to include in the AEC Omnibus Bill an additional section that would 
decree the new enrichment criteria invalid--the Omnibus Bill will also include 
the backup legislation for an advisory committee with respect to radiation 494 
protection standards in connection with the Environmental Protection Agency ana 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WA.:>HiNGTON, O.C. 20545 

Honorable Allen J. Ellender 
United States Senate 

Dear Senator Ellender: 

Thank you for the letter of June 26, 1970 from you and . 
Senator Stennis regarding the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations 1 action toward allocating $10 million 
for the Mississippi Test Facility/Slidell Computer Centero 

As you know, AEC staff members have reviewed the capa
bilitie& and facilities available at MTF/Slidell and 
Michaud and have concluded that it may be feasible to 
locate certain activities related to t't'lO of our AEC 
programs at those sites. One such project which 
possibly could be located at MTF is the thermionic 
reactor experiment which is part or· the Thermionic . 
Reactor·nevelopment Program directed toward the develop
ment of an advanced nuclear reactor to provide electric 
p011er for various potential future. space missions. 

The other program, which might be able~to utilize a 
small element of Michaud, involves demonstration of the 
use of the isotope Californium-252. Private industry 
interest in this newly available isotope is growing. 
It is becoming more apparent that a facility (Demonstration 
Center) will ·be needed to provide a capability for companies 
that presently foresee a use of Californium-25.2 to work 
with that isotope to determine its practicality for their 
particular operation. Such a center would also allm'l 
other companies to perform initial evaluation of the 
isotope to determine whether they have any interest in 
it. · Various divisions of the AEC and other Government 
agencies could also use the center. 

Until further, mor·e detailed, studies are completed, we 
cannot be certain ~f the probability of locating either 
of' -r.hese activities at MTF or Michaud. We expect to 
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Honorable Allen J. Ellender -2-

initiate such studies in the very near future and will 
advise you on any developments resulting from our further 
appraisal of these matters. Finally, it l'lill also be 
necessary for· us to 1-rork out sui table financial arrange
ments for the use of the facilities with NASA. 

Your interest is appreciated. A similar letter is being 
sent to Senator Stennis. 

Cordially, 

Chairman 
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UNCL. BY DOli 
NOY81 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

AMERICAN CASUALTIES DROP 

President Nixon's efforts to 't·lind down the \'lar ·in 
Vietnam have resulted in not only ·an overall troop 
reduct~ori from a high of 532,500 when he took office to 

_the present 413,900, but they also are reflected in 
the S\lbstantial reduction in the numher·of Americans 
killed and wounded. 

Weekly .u. s. casualty reports this month continue to 
reflect a db\·mward trend, evidence that the destruc·t:ion 
of enemy supplies during the Cambodia operation and the 
success of the Vietn.a.mization program have lived up to 
the President's expectations. 

Statistics show that from the first half of 1968 to the 
first half of this year, American deaths in Vietnam have 
been reduced by two-thirds, that is 66.7 percent. The 
number of Americans wounded has like-c.-lise been reduced 
by a similar margin, 66.9 percent. Deaths for the first 
half of 1969 contrasted with the first half of 1968 show 
a reduction of 38~8 percent;'and from I969 to 1970, by 
49.7 percent. 

The number of Americans wounded the first half of 1969 
as contrasted to 1968.shows a reduction of 25.8 percent; 
from 1969 to 1970, 55.4 percent. Approximately one-half 
of those classified as "wounded" are not hospitalized and 
remain in the field for treatment. The figures for the 
first two quarters of each year are used because 1970 is 
only half over. 
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. UNCL. BY DOl 
UNITED STATES . NOV 8& 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. ·o.C. 20545 

July 27·; 1970 

NOTES FOR DR. SEABORG 

Wednesday, July 22 

Visit of Dr. Jean Van Der Spck · 

I had luncheon l-lith Dr. Van Der Spek together with Dr~ 
:Friedman and 1-!essrs. O'Donnell and Staebler. 

Dr. Van Der Spek now would propose to encourage the Congolese 
Government to offer the Inga site to the European Community 
as a place for a second EURATD:-! plant assuming that the 
President and the Congress approve our exploring cooperation 
in the gaseous diffusion field with Europeans and others. 

A parallel notification by the Congolese Government to the 
United States would be made at the same time. Dr. Friedman 
is preparing a memorandum of conversation and a note from 
me to Bob Schatzel so that our diplomatic missions in 
Brussels can be kept apprised of this situation. 

Visit of Atomics International 

Mr. Herman Dieckamp, President, Atomics International, together 
with Messrs. Robert Harris and Jay Wethe, came in to discuss 
the fast liquid metal cooled reactor program. Mr. Dieckamp 
is the replacement for Mr. John Flaherty, and Mr. Wethe is 
responsible for both the A.I. operation and the Rocketdyne 
operation. Ostensibly, the purpose of the meeting was to 
permit me to meet Mr. Wethe and Hr. Dieckamp; however, they 
did press for more Commission financial support in th~ 
LMFBR program. 
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Visit~ of Byron Price, Eugene 1>7ater and Pm..rer Board 

Mr. Byron Price and Hr. Rockne Gill pursued in further detail 
the subjects they discussed with the Commission on Tuesday. 

Hr. Price was interested in finding out more specifically 
what they might have to do to satisfy financial responsibility 
requirements \..rith a consortium type of utility organization. 
He\-!ill be seeing Harold Price >..rithin the next \..reek or so. 

Mr. Byron Price was also interested in the type of support 
the Commission might be able to provide to a HTGR project 
asst:...'11ing that some consortium of ·utilities were >..rilling to 
sponsor such a project. I again cautioned Mr. Price that 
we could not offer any support, direct or indirect, \·7hile 
they were still in the position of evaluating bids. However, 
I indicated that after their bidding process was finished 
and assuming a suitable entity is formed, there might be 
some \·7ay in \..rhich we could organize our research· and 
development program in our mutual interests. There is no 
way, hm..rever, in \..rhich this could be considered until and 
unless competitive bids have been submitted and a selection 
has been made. 

Thursday, July 23 

Luncheon with Art Rollander, Claude Wild and Norv Carey 
of Gulf-General Atomics 

}1r. Rollander wants to arrange for Bob Dorsey to come in 
for an informal round-table meeting v7ith the Commissioners 
hopefully before the Vienna trip and before we pin down 
the budget. I presume this has to do with the importance 
that GGA ascribes to the gas cooled fast breeder reactor. 

I met with Hal Price to inform him of the Eugene Water and 
Power Board situation. 

I met with Algie Hells who briefed me on the Palisades case 
which in his judgment is quite likely to be tested thoroughly 
in the courts. He briefed me also on the Monticello case. 
In the latter case, he thinks that the matter of privileged 
information in Inspection Reports is . both fundamental and 
novel in case law. 
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The White House called regarding the shutdown of the 
Ravenwood plant of Consolidated Edison. They \-!anted to make 
an announcement that AEC would make available additional 
power in this emergency. Clarence Larson discussed this 
matter with Hr. Kriegsman and talked to the General Hanager 
who was already aware of the problem and working on it. 
The White House release mentions our making available 
several hundred megawatts of pov1er. The amount \ve have 
committed for release is 200 megaHatts. This amount of 
power is in addition to t~so NH reduction authorized on 
July 1, leaving the potential power utilization at the 
different plants as foJlo\vS: Oak Ridge - 370 HH, Paducah 
600 HW, and Portsmouth - 350 NW. 

Friday, July 24 

Nothing of significance 

Monday, July 27 

Commissioners Johnson, Larson, Ramey and Thompson met with 
representatives of the University of Washington and Hashington 
State University concerning future support of graduate study 
at Richland. They were advised that \ve had no plans for 
decreasing this support although they were cautioned that 
we had no way of kno\ving if our budget might be affected by 
future actions beyond our control. 

We requested clarification as to whether DUN planned to 
continue its support (I believe DUN has already met the 
commitment it made when it undertook the reactor operations 
contract.) 

In ·general, the plans of the universities seem to be well 
conceived ae1d in tune \vith their own requirements as well 
as those of the community and of the contractors. 

Vic Corso tells me no date has yet been set for the Senate 
Appropriations Subcommittee to mark up our budget although 
it is expected to be done this week. 

w.1(;L~ 
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UNITED STATES 
UNCL. BY DOl 

NOV II 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

. ·WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

INFORMATION MEETING 1053 

COPY NO •... - 3 
Ju~y 29, 1970 

10:00 a.m., Wednesday, July 29, 1970, Chairman's Confe·rence Room, D. C. 

1. June 25 Letter from Berkeley SESPA re Conference on Science and War, 
August 6 

Consideration of the desirabil_ity of a reply is reauested. (SECY) 

2. Dr. Robert Wilson's July 21 Letter rt the NAL 

3. Chairman's Discussion with Dr. Lee DuBridge, et. al., re Increased 
Budgetary Support of Academic Science Research in FY 1972 

Noted. (OC-Bloom) 

4. Dr. DuBridge's Reauest to the Chairman re Consideration of Lagging 
Technologies 

{B1oom-SECY) 

5. Purchase of Foreign Uranium by U.S. Utilities in Anticipation of Lifting 
of Embargo (See Mr. Kratzer's July 29 Memorandum re Embargo on 

-...Imported Uranium} 

The Com1nissioners thought a reference to Commissioner Johnson's 
December 1, 1969, speecp would be appropriate. Additionally, the 

... ~ ... ""':::~" will ~; c- r:-11 s s with White House staff. (Bloom-Fremling) 

s·o1 



6. AEC Public Relations 

Commissioners 1 meetings with press media representatives, Laurance 
Rockefeller. and others are requested. Staff recon11nendations for 
consideration next week are also requested. (AGM-PI-SECY) 

7. SECY -129 - USSR National: Proposed Visit to LASL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

8. · SECY -143 - Response to Questions from the ·wisconsin Citizens for a 
·Safe Nuclear Industry 

Approved. Any additional comments may b~ addressed to staff. 
(OEA-SECY) 

9. SECY -132 - Public Inforrnation Plans for Amchitka STS and 
Cannildn 

Approved \vith a request. (PI-SECY) 

10. SECY -149 - Cesium-137 in Deer at Savannah River Plant 

Approved. The Co1nmission is to be kept informed of operating changes 
to im.prove the situation in Steel Creek. (OEA-P) 

11. SECY -126 - ORGDP: Proposed Dismantling and Salvaging of Equipment 

---. ~pproved. (P) 

12. SECY-142- Change in Enrichment Criteria and Charge 

Deferred. The Chairman will discuss with White House staff. 
(AGMD&P-Bloom) 

13. SECY -148 - NAS Review of SR Bedrock Caverns Concept 

Approved. (P) 

14. SECY -150 - Increase in TV A Power Rates 

Approved. (Bloom-SECY) 
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15. Mr. Bloch's July 24 andJuly 27 Memoranda re Additional Reductions in 
Diffusion Plant Power 

Noted. (DGM) 

16. SECY -130 - Columbia River Water Temperatures 

Noted. (P) 

17. SECY -131 - Interagency Steering Committee: Study of Toxic and Other 
Hazardous Materials 

Noted. (AGMO) 

18. Briefings on Weapons Development 

Staff may proceed. A report on. the briefings is reauested. (AGMMA-SECY 

19. Blue Ribbon Panel Reporton DOD Reorganization 

An analysis is reauested. I will circulate copies of the report. 
(AGMJ\1A-SECY} 

20. Query from NFS re July 20, 1970, Atomic Energy Clearing House Item 

Additional checks will be ·made. (IP-SECY) 

21. AEC 1000/152 - Contract Board Report 

Mr. Bloch's recommendation is approved. (Commissioner Johrison 
abstains. ) (DGM) 

22. Mr. Hennessey's July 24 Memorandum rc Response to Letter from 
Earl Ewald, Chainnan of the Board, Northern States Power Con1pany 

Approved. (Bloom-GC) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

- 3 -

11:50 a.m~ 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairrnan Seabor g 
Cornmis sioner Ran"ley 
Commissioner Johnson 
Com1nissionel.· Larson 

t.<Attendance by Topic (s) 

STAFF: 

lv1r. Bloch 
-Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Bloom 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Kratzer':~ 

Mr. Harris':~ 
Mr. "Quinn':' 
Mr. Faulkner':' 
Mr. Voigt':~ 

Mr. Dunning':' 
Mr. Wells':~ 

Mr. Buck':~ 

Mr. Tremmel':' 
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Commissioners 
General :tvfanager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

UNCL.BYd 
Nov• 

July 29, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 416 

11:50 a.m., Wednesday, July 29, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Mr. Price's July 23 Memorandum re Shipmento!'Plutonium Nitrate 

A detailed study and recommendations are requested. Additionally, a 
survey of shipment practices for other toxic materials is recuested. 
(ADR.f\-AGMO) 

2. Canadian Broadcast Company ReCluest for Interview with Dr. John Gofman 

The Commissioners suggested Dr. Vic Bond. (PI) 

3. July 14 Letter from Harry B. Ashe, Director, State of Vermont, re 
Newspaper Article on HEW Aide Backs Efforts to Halt Vernon Reactor 

A letter and call from the Chairman to Secretary Richardson are recuested. 
(Bloom) 

4. Mr. Price's July 28 Memorandum re Applicability of EPA Environmental 
Standards to Other Federal Agencies in Carrying out Non-Licen~ed Activities 

Staff will inform Mr. Ink the Commission thinks a letter need not be sent . 
. (ADRA) 

5. Chairman's Testimony for the August 4 Hearing on Reorganization Plan No. 3 
of 1970 

Additional material and a briefing are reauested. (ADRA) 

6. Executive Personnel Item 

Noted. 

7. Mr. Price's July 27 Memorandum re. Construction Permit Exemption Recuest 
by Consumers Power Company, Midland Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2, 
Docket Nos. 50-329 and 50-330 

Approved with a request. (ADRA) 
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8. Mr. Price 1 s July 28 Memorandum re Indian Point Unit 1 Inquiry 

Approved .. (ADRA) 

9. Mr. Harris' July 24 Memorandum re Announcement of Proposed Revised 
Licensing Schedule 

Noted. (PI) 

10. Mr. Wells' Report on the Postponement of the Palisades Plant Hearing 

11. July 21 TWX from Wendell Marshall re Consumers Power Company 
(Miqland Plant Units 1 and 2}, Docket No. 50-329 and 50-330 

To be checked. (SECY) 

12. Mr. Wells' July 21 Memorandum reEstablishment of a Board for a Hearing 
in the Matter of Portland General Electric Company 

Approved. (Chm. AS& LBP) 

13. Mr. Wells' July 21 Memorandum re Establishment of a Board for a Hearing 
in the Matter of Allied- Gulf Nuclear Services 

Approved. (Chm. AS&LBP) 

- 2 -

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

1?:20 p.m. 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Larson· 

::•Attendance by Topic (s) 

STAFF: 

Mr. Price 
Mr. Beck 
Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Shapar 
Mr. Hennessey 
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Mr. McCool 
Mr. Bloch':: 
Mr. Wells':• 
Mr. Buck':: 
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for repealing the Practical Value section of the Atomic Energy Act. The 
philosophy is that, if this bill passes Congress, the President wouldn't want to 
veto it because he would lose all sections, but I suggested that the President 
might not be that worried about losing the other sections if he feels so 
strongly about retaining the new enrichment criteria. In any case, we decided 
to delay publication of the new enrichment criteria in the Federal Register 
until we hear from the White House. 

We decided that we would ask the National Academy of Sciences to review the 
concept of disposing of the high level radioactive wastes at Savannah River 
plant in bedrock. We also discussed the substantial increase (25 percent) in 
power rates being contemplated by TVA and decided that, in addition to writing 
to TVA Chairman Aubrey J. Wagner (copy attached), I would call him to propose 
that some of the Commissioners meet with him to explore the possibility of 
reducing this increase. Bloch reported that General Electric and Gulf General 
Atomic expressed interest in a combination contract for the development of the 
thermionic reactor (with G.E. as prime contractor and GGA as subcontractor for 
the development of the fuel). We also learned-that Ralph Lumb has changed his 
mind about accepting the position as Director of the Division of Nuclear 
Materials Safeguards. 

I had a picnic lunch with Lynne in Lafayette Park. 

I sent a letter to Tom Paine (copy of this qnd his letter attached) telling him 
I am sorry to see him leaving NASA. 

I sent a letter to Elliot Richardson as Chairman of the Federal Radiation 
Council submitting a report on our radiation protection activities during the 
past year (copy attached). 

Carol, Eric, Scott Luria, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started 
at Oregon and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross 
Trails 3 and 4, past the police headquarters and then returned to our starting 
point. 

Thursday; July·30; 1970 - D.C. 

Accompanied by John Abbadessa, Vic Corso, Milt Shaw, Paul McDaniel, George 
Quinn, Ed Giller, and Milt Klein, I met with Senator Allen J. Ellender and his 
Executive Assistant, Ken Bousquet, in Ellender's office (Room 234, Old Senate 
Office Building) from 10 a.m. until 12 noon. The purpose of the meeting was to 
discuss further Senator Ellender's request for possible cuts in our FY 1971 
budget. I opened the meeting by saying we were there to answer any questions 
that he might have. He questioned us on the breakdown of 53 percent for 
military uses and 47 percent for peaceful uses, the complete allotment of U-235 
enrichment activities to peaceful uses, the cost recovery from U-235 enrichment 
activities, the increasing cost of research, and, in particular, the increasing 
cost of operation of the National Accelerator Laboratory which is not balanced 
by the shutdown of other accelerators (we explained to him that the PPA was 
being shut down), the need for funds for nuclear power development despite the 
criticism of the environmentalists, the need to keep operating the K reactor at 
Hanford, the reason why the nuclear weapons budget continues at an apparently 
high level, etc. 
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Senator Ellender finally agreed, on the basis of our explanations, to our low 
case cut of $100 million (that is, the $67 million already cut by the JCAE and 
the House in the authorization process, plus $33 million augmented by another 
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UNITED STATES 

UMCL. B't DOl· 
NOV II 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, O.C. 20545 

cr;.·:ct: o;; TBI! CHAli~~~AN 

~!r. Aubrey J. Wagner 
.Chairman 
tennessee Valley Authority 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902 

Dear ~1r. Wagner: 

July 29, 1970 

On two occasions during the last three weeks, 
~1r. James Watson and other· members of your staff met 
'\d th Mr. S. R. Sapirie and· other AEC representatives. 
In these meetings, as provided for in our electric 'j 

pOlver contracts \vith TVA, there· '\·!ere presented for 
discussion the ne'v rates '"hich TVA proposes to place 
in effect in October of this year. 

l'le understand that the proposed rates under our 
co:1tracts \'o'hich become effective April 1, 1971, repre
sent an increase of approximately 25.4% over the current 
industrial rate on which our new contracts are based. 
This \vill have a substantial imuact on the cost of 
enriching u235, and, in turn, wlll affect the cost of 
pOi.;er generated by nuclear means . 

.. 
While \ve recognize that the costs to you and other 

utili ties for coal, ,oil, labor, ·and materials are 
rising, it appears to us that a 25% increase in rates 
is substantially higher than those requested by other 
electric utility companies and those approved by 
regulatory commissions in recent months. 

We, therefore, would like the opporturiity to meet 
with you and discuss avenues that may.be open to a 
reduction in the proposed increases in rates \vhich 
would. reduce the impact on the cost of nuclear pO'\ver 
and the economy. 

Sincerely, 
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•l'lCL· BY DOl 
NOV 81 · 

July· 29, J.970 

It ·~.as t~·pic~ll:t t!~c .. u.;htful of yotl to t·:rit<:: 
me: as yo~ ~id co~c~.r!lil.:;; ycur ;c~:>i,;;natio:.~ as 
...::~C.;:~il·.istl.·at.or o:e L~i:.~A. 

1h;.~ievc l:;e, I a::! sorry to ~~·~ you go for 
H~ hi."'~d an. unu3ual1v -cf£~ctivi~ nud h~rr"1o:1iou::: 
relat.io:l.:;hi::< - n.:-.o~ ti:lat... I believe, llclpt;:d u~; 
beth in our rczpectiv~ t.:lni~<:>. 

lleler& ilnd I \:l.:..O.::.t: to ~di.S.!l y<.:;u ar1~~ .ijarbara 
the vc:cy bczt ia ycu:c n!~~,.. endeavors. 

Cc:::diillly, 

Dr. T. 0. P~iuo 
A<L-::.linit; tr~ccr 
N.-...ticHal J\..::!ro:.autics ii!ld Sp.:.1~c; 

Ac~-ni.r~ia t:z:·ation 
Washington. D. c. 20546 

GTS~HJ 

Gen. ~"ilcs 
P<iino 
Sp. Occ. 

""·.·· .....JO• • 
...... - ·,.,4_~:_ 
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·. :.. .... ........ ,. 
·,\'(:jj_~;·:i'S' 

1\:ATlONAL AERGNAUTlCS 1-\ND S?AC£ ADMiNiSTRAT:()N UNCL.SYJGI 
ViASH::·~~ru:o;. r .c .. 2~~-!b NOV" 

U. S. Atc:;1ic Er!arg)' Cc!'!r4ission 
'\'"'shi:-.g::on, D. C. 20545 

De~r Glenn: 

July 28, 1970 

I t·7.:>:1.ted to tell you pe::sor,ally t:hZ;t I h-"V<= s;,;.br:itted. 
ny r.:sigr.~!:ic:i. as Ad::~:.~istrator oi l~,SA. As I told 
the Presici.~"C.t, this .is ar1 cxcel:.ent ti:na for 2 ~h~r:ge 
c f co:arz;ar~d at ?:!48 .. -\ artd coincides ':·7!. th r;,~y ·aes i ::e to 
retu~n to ?riv~t~ life. YoUr su~port ~nd azsieta~ce 
heva been inv6lc3~la &nd I g~estly value and appreciate 
your help. 

Sin~ere:ly, 

: .i ~-
._-,, ·r I ' 

l \1' J ' ! .. ~ 
·c1=-l-~.. ; .. ~~-f. ~ ... ~v .... , ,~· ~........J 

T •. o. Peine: 
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UNCL.BYJCJt, 
NOV. 

UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASI-IINGTON. O.C. 205<:5 

JUL 2 9 19i10 

Eonor~bla Elliot L. Richardson 
Chsir:-::sn 
Federal ·R.cdie. tion Council 
?ederal Office Building No. 7 
~ashington, D. C. 20449 

De2r Mr. Richardson: 

Tha Atonic Energy Co~ois~ion sub~its the following report on its 
radiation protection activities during the pest year, as provided 
in the Fedcr~l Radiation Council Memorandu~ for the President, 
dated Septc~ber 2, 1960: 

We believe that activities concucted by AEC licensees 
.::ncl contractors in connection with normal peaceti~e 
ope=ations during the past year have been within the 
Council's Radiation Protection Guides and no deviation 
fro~ the Guides is expected at this time. 

The Co=.nission has continued to notify pro~ptly the 
Federal Radiation Co~ncil of any proposed or adopted 
regulations in areas covered by the Guides. 
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etc., the additional $1 million being a cut in physical research that he 
insisted upon). All in all, I think we came out quite well. The problem now is 
to get this budget through the Senate where we now feel we have the support of 
Senator Ellender. 

I had a picnic lunch with Justin Bloom and Syd Gaarder in Lafayette Park 
followed by a walk around the square. 

Ted Sherburne called to say he is having problems with Warren Kornberg who is up 
in the air about staff increas~s and is threatening to quit. He thinks this is 
a good time to part ways with Kornberg who is a very hard person to work with. 
Ted said he wants to make some cuts on minor things, such as manuscripts, 
travel, etc., and raise salaries (which he feels are necessary and justified), 
which would keep their budget just where it is. He would ask Carl Behrens to 
take Kornberg's job. He said he wanted me to know this because Kornberg is 
planning to see me. I told Ted I had held off talking to Kornberg {who has a 
call in to me) until he had this chance to talk to him. 

Under the direction of Stuart Buchanan of Cinecraft Productions, I recorded a 
statement on Nuplex for a film being produced by Standard Oil of Ohio (in the 
Commission Meeting room). . 

At 3 p.m. I met with Dr. Ira Lon Morgan, the new Chairman of the Advisory 
Committee on Isotopes and Radiation Development. It was mainly a courtesy call 
in order to acquaint me with his plans for the Committee. I did raise with him 
the question of he or his Committee possibly compiling updated statistics on the 
use of radioisotopes in medicine. He mentioned to me that he would have like to 
propose me for the position of chancellor or president of the University of 
Texas. 

I called William Webster, Howard Vesper and Dr. Rolf Eliassen to inform them 
that the President has just announced from San Clemente their reappointment 
(Webster and Vesper) and appointment {Eliassen) to the GAC. 

I received a memorandum from President Nixon (copy attached) approving the 
program for transfer of materials to the U.K. 

I received a letter from Phil Farley (Acting Director, ACDA) (copy attached) 
requesting that we assist in their responsibility of developing and keeping 
current a program of research, development and other studies for arms control 
and disarmament policy formulation. 

Helen, Dave, Carol, Eric, Dianne, and I attended the annual reception and dinner 
of the International Platform Association at the Sheraton-Park Hotel. I sat at 
the head table with a group which included Art Linkletter and Benjamin Franklin 
(whom I sat next to), Ted Mack, Dan Moore, Lowell Thomas, Al Capp, and Ann 
Landers. Dan Moore opened the proceedings and then called on Lowell Thomas who 
acted as master of ceremonies. Ann Landers gave a memorial talk on Drew 
Pearson, and Al Capp spoke briefly. I then introduced Art Linkletter who spoke 
on youth and the drug problem. After the dinner my family group and I toured 
the art .exhibit where the contest entries of IPA members were shown. This was 
done under the guidance of Mrs. Dan (Betty) Moore. A number of snapshots were 
taken. The evening speeches were broadcast on Radio Station WETA. 

Friday; July 31; -1970 -Germantown 

I had a call from Senator Alan Bible. He said he had lunch yesterday with 513 
Senator Ellender who told him about his meeting with us earlier in the morning. 



THE WHITE HOUSE. 

WASHINGTON 

July 30, 1970 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

THE SECRETARY OF .DEFENSE 
-7T.HE CHAI&'v!AJ.\f, AT01v1IC ENERGY CO.MlvfiSSION . . . 

SUBJECT: Cooperation and Transfer Arrangements with 
Tl?.e United Kinzdorn 

\Vith reference to your joint letter of June 26, 1970,_ concerning 
proposed cooperation with and transfer of rnatcrials to the 
United Kingdon1. pursuant to the Agreen1cnt between the Govern
ment of the United States of America and the Governn1.ent of the 
United Kingdom. of Great Britain ctnd Northern Ireland for Co
oper<ttion on the Uses of Atomic Energy for Mutual Defense 
Purposes: 

I note that, pursuant to Executive Order 10841, the Aton1ic Erte_rgy 
Comm:i.s sion and the Secretary of Defense, acting jointly, \Vill 
dctern1ine annually that the proi)osecl cooperati01~ and the proposed 
transfer arrangements set forth in the enclosure to your letter will 
promote and \vill not constitute an unreasonable risk to the con1n1on 
defense and security. 

I hereby approve the program for transfer to the United K.i.r1gcl01n, 
as sul.nnitted, and authorize you to cooperate with the United 
Kingdo1n on the terms and conditions stated therein. 
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UNC&.. BY .DOl 
NeVIl 

UNITED STATES AR~1S CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT AGENCY 

WASHINGTON 

orne E CF" 

lHE DEPUTY ();RE:C<OR 

July 27, 1970 

Dear Glenn: 

By· Executive Orc"h~r 11044, the U.S. Arms Cont-:;:ol 
an~ Disarmament Agency ~s charged with the responsi
bi1i tj' of developing and keeping current a comprehensive 
and bal~nccd program of research, development and other 
studies needed to be conducted by or for the Government 
for arms control and disarmament policy formulation. 
To this end, we desire to maintain a continuing inventory 
of federal activities related to this res~arch program. 
I am therefore once again asking your organization's 
assistance in accomplishing this responsibility. 

\Ve are currently prepar.i,ng a compilation of all 
federally-sponsored arms controi research initiated, in 
progress, or completed during fiscal year 1970. The com
pilation will include both internal studies, analyses, 
and reports, and research efforts sponsored on an external 
basis by each Agency. For the convenience of the people 
who actually will prepare the response for your organi
zation, the enclosures contain the necessary explanatory 
notes and guidance for submitting the information \ve Hill 
need. 

I look fon:ard to receiving your responses, v1hich 
can be transmitted directly to Hr. Robert Whipp in our 
Reference Information Center. I wish also to emohasize 
the need for t\·to copies of each final report res ~lting 

The Honorable 
Glenn T. Seaborg, 

Chairman, 
Atomic Energy Commission. . . 
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OFFICE DIARY 

GLENN T. SEABORG 
Chr USAEC, 1961-72 

- 2 - FOLDE .. -1-AGE 115 2 52 . 

from the completed projects you report on. An August 15, 
1970, target date for your contributions will be greatly 
appreciated. We will then report to the Bureau of the ' 
Budget, as required by the Executive Order1 concerning 
government-wide activities. 

My sincere thanks to you and your staff for your 
tlme in support of this project and for your past contri-
butions. -

Sincerely, 

Enclosures: 

1. Outline of Relevant Subject Matter. 
2. Instructions for Use of Forms ACDA-2 and ACDA-2/1. 
3. ACDA-2 and ACDA-2/1 Reporting Forms. 
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He asked if and where he might be most helpful to us. I said I thought we came 
to an agreement with Ellender that we could live with. Bible said we could get 
back some of the funds as a result of the House Conference. He asked about the 
fast breeder; I said that if some of that came back in conference, it wouldn't 
make us unhappy; however, I didn't want to leave the impression that I was 
trying to renege. He said that Ellender stated that he still couldn't figure 
out why we were continuing to build up the stockpile, etc.; I said I thought we 
had explained that. He then said that Ellender told him that he knew of no one 
who had a greater dedication to public service over the years than I. He said 
"he sang your praises, and he doesn't do that too often." He also added, "I 
think you made some great breakthroughs with Ellender that might be money in the 
bank in the future." 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1054 (notes attached). I 
described the meeting we had with Senator Ellender yesterday and Abbadessa 
summarized in detail the impact on our FY 1971 budget. 

I had lunch with Al Labowitz, Sam Thompson and Justin Bloom. We discussed the 
progress on providing for the Plowshare provision in the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty and the negotiations in Vienna which Labowitz has attended. He said that 
much constructive progress was made, largely because of the excellent job that 
Kratzer has been doing. He also said that Morokhov has had a very constructive 
attitude. He described a situation in which Ungerer, the German representative, 
and Morokhov had worked together to iron out differences of language, a 
previously unheard of maneuver. 

After lunch I took a hike around the Seaborg Trail with Howard Brown during 
which we discussed new strategies in our public relations campaign. One thought 
we came up with was to compare the deaths per kilowatt hour in the production of 
electricity between coal and nuclear sources. 

At 2:55p.m. Will Kriegsman called. He started out by saying it looks like our 
communications system has collapsed. According to Bloom, he was to have 
received a package from us by 2 p.m., and he still hasn't seen it; he has to get 
back to Flanigan right away with the story regarding the uranium enrichment 
criteria. I explained that we are waiting to hear from the Attorney General, in 
response to our request for an opinion as to legality, and upon receipt of that 
we would be ready to act in whatever way the White House wishes. Kriegsman 
didn't think it was necessary to wait for the Attorney General's reply "because 
we know what the answer is." I said I feel it would be just good business, as 
well as prudent, to have something as important as this done in a completely 
legal way. Kriegsman said he just talked with (William H.) Rehnquist, Assistant 
Attorney General's office, and their answer is that this is legal and they will 
have it to the AEC by the close of business on Wednesday, August 5; in fact, 
Kriegsman said he may be able to push and get it out this afternoon. 

He said that Bloom told him last week that the uranium enrichment criteria would 
go in on Thursday (yesterday), for publication in today's Federal Register; he 
said he cleared this with Flanigan and they agreed this would be fine. He asked 
how soon they could now expect to have the criteria published. He said he's 
under pressure from Flanigan "and from the system." I said, it if comes over 
this afternoon, we could have a Commission meeting on Monday; otherwise, the 
meeting wouldn't be held until Wednesday or Thursday. 

He said he thought the Commission had already passed on the matter of the 
submission to the Federal Register; he said Bloom told him it was all approved. 
I said that the Commission asked for an opinion from the Attorney General, and 517 then would discuss it again. In essence, I said we talked about this enough 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENEI~GY COMMISSION 
WI\S~IINGTO:..z. D.C. 20~.0:5 

COPY NO. 
•. ~.) ,..., t-,. ·-----

July 31, 1 9 7 0 

INFORMATION l\-1EETING 1054 

9:55 a.m. , Friday, July 31, 1970, Roorn A-458, GermantoYm Headquarters 

1. Appointment of Messrs. Vesper, Vlebster, and Eliassen to the qenera.~. 
Advisory Co~rnittcc 

The Cha.irrnan noted yesterday's announcemc~1t at the Western White House 
and said Dr. Eliassen \Vou1d be in the city Wednesd<>.y, August 5. (SECY) 

....... ~ 

2. July 31 Letter to Senator Pastore rc Don?-ld Rothberg Artic..:les in the 
Wa shinr:ton Evening Star 

Signed and circulated. (SECY) 

3. Ch<l.irrnc~n's Meeting Ycstercky with Senator Ellender to Discuss FY 1971 
Budget Estim;;..tes 

A call to Mr. Adamson is suggc~tccl. (AG£v1) 

4. GAC Response rc Lawrence Awards Criteria 

5. 

Commissioner Larson reported briefly on last week's discussions with the 
GAC on this matter and suggested early Commission consideration. (SECY) 

Agenda for the Weeks of August 3, 10, 17, and 24, 1970 

Approved.· (SECY) 
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6. cc,mrnis doncrs I Meeting with the Tcxc:ts Law Review GrOUE_ 

ToLe rescheduled to September. (SECY) 

7. Comn1i~ sioners 1 Meeting with TVA Officials, August .12, 1970 

Com1'nissioner~ John!:ion and Larson will attend the meeting at TVA. 
(AG:MDkP-SECY) 

8. Jut1c 25 Letter from. Mr. Charles Sclnvartz; for Berkeley SESPA re 
Conference on Scir.:ncc 2.nd \Va.r - . 

Mr. Brm·m will call LRL. (AGM) 

9. f'TS Events for the '\'{ cck of August 3, 1970 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

10. SECY -155 - Joint Committee Inquiry Regarding N<wal Nuclear Propulsion 
Technolo~l.. 

Approved. (AGMIA- Bloom) •·· 
! 
J;, 

11. Ar~~c:ments (.or the IAEA Symposium at the United Nations in Ncv.r York ~J:ty 
th~ Wc~...:k of August 10, 1970 

Mr. Brown reported briefly on the arrangc1nents for the symposium. 

12. AEC 13]_1/50- Guidelines Covering R&D Work for Others; 
SECY-102- Supplement to AEC 1311/50- Guidelines Covering R&:D Work 

·for Othr..:rs 
(See also SECY -137 - Proposed R&D !or Others) 

Approved with a change. (AGMR&D) 

13. SECY -156 - Correspondence with Rep. Skubitz, Kansas, Regarding Salt 
Mine Project 

Noted. (AGMO) 

14. SECY-147- Task Force Meeting Concerning EPA 

Noted. (AGMO) 

- 2 -
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15. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 368 

Noted. The report requested by Commissioner Johnson is in preparation. 

(EAGM-I>M) 

16. SECY-157- 11eeting on Ecological Studies of Arnchitkc., August 26 and 27, 1970 

Noted with a request. (AGM11A) 

17. JCI.E M.:·clin[.! Today with Industr-ial Rcprentat.ives to Discuss Practical 
Ve>.Juc Lcgisl<dion 

1 f.:. Ins p~ ction· of Rocky Flats Plants by Representatives of the State of Colorado 

Approved. (AGMO) 

PRESEl'JT: 

C01\l?,f1SSIONERS: 

Chairman Sc<,borg 
Con1missioncr Ramey 
Con·m,i ~; s ionc r Johns on 
Cormnissioncr Tho1npson 

*AltC'!ndance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr, Bloch 
Mr. Bro,vn 
Mr. H~nnessey 
Mr . .Abbadessa 

.Mr. Bloom 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr, Kull 
Mr, McCool 
Mr, Kratz~r* 
Mr, Corso* 
Mr. Kane* 
Mrs. Norry* 
Mr. Ryan* 
Mr, Erle:wine~: · 

M:r. Levine* 
Mr. Burr* 
Mr. DeRenzis~' 
M r, Cole map* 

- 3 -

lO: 55 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commi s s ioue r s 
General Manager 
General Counsd 
Secretary 

520 



that I know what the Commission vote will be. He asked whether Ramey will be 
against it, and I said yes. Also, we probably will receive another strong 
letter from the JCAE. I said I would wish to handle this at a regular 
Commission meeting; I feel it would be poor tactics to call a special meeting. 

I told him that, while we were talking, I had Justin Bloom check the status of 
the paper we sent over, and we learned that it was dropped in Kriegsman's box at 
1:25 p.m. Kriegsman said it should have been brought directly to his office; I 
said that our couriers are not permitted to go directly to the offices at the 
White House and are forced to leave the mail in the boxes. 

I said that I will start my vacation the weekend of August 8. I would hope that 
Flanigan thinks it important for us to get together to talk about the whole 
criteria matter; I would be available all of next week, or the last week of 
August. 

I assured him that we were neither dragging our feet nor being recalcitrant, but 
the importance of this matter warranted that we proceed in a completely legal 
manner. 

At 3:15 p.m. I called Kriegsman and told him that Bloom just informed me that 
Assistant Attorney General Rehnquist, who is supposed to be handling this 
matter, is on vacation. Kriegsman said that one of his staff is working on 
this, and that Rehnquist is away only for a long weekend. He said he has 
received assurance that the reply would be "a thoroughly affirmative decision." 

At 3:20 p.m. I received a call from Bill Downes of ABC News. He called to ask 
me some questions in connection with four radio programs they are doing next 
week concerning the anniversary of Trinity. He asked why the peaceful uses of 
nuclear energy were coming along so slowly when there was so much optimism for 
them after the war. I said I have been involved in the development of nuclear 
energy since the very beginning and I don't regard it as slow at all. I said 
that I remember quite clearly what my attitude, and that of my colleagues, was; 
we had realistic ideas as to the rate of the development of peaceful uses, 
particularly nuclear power. 

He asked what my prediction was then. I said at first I thought it would take 
longer, but by 1952 I had come around to a time scale that corresponds very 
closely with the situation now. I said I gave a talk at that time, for which I 
was required to furnish a manuscript, in which I predicted that it would take 
some 15 or 20 more years before we had competitive nuclear power. 

He asked if I thought nuclear power development had been held up by the 
competition of private companies (coal and oil) who perhaps weren't interested 
in nuclear because of the increased investment. I said I did not think so, that 
the development of nuclear power has expanded as a result of the accomplishments 
and greater efficiency in fossil fuel. Also, I said, nuclear power is 
essentially all in the private domain. After the government, through AEC, 
developed the basic technology of nuclear power, it entered the realm of private 
industry. All the nuclear power plants going up today are the result of private 
industry manufacturing them and selling them to private utilities. If we add up 
the combined capacity of all nuclear plants (operating and under construction), 
it would exceed 90 million kilowatts. By 1980 we expect about 150 million 
kilowatts of nuclear generated capacity, at which time the total (nuclear and 
fossil) will be about 600 million kilowatts and this will be doubled about every 
10 years. He asked if that would be enough and I said it would for that 
time-7that the capacity will be determined by the demand. 
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He asked about the radiation problem connected with nuclear power plants. I 
said it is a problem that the AEC takes very seriously. We have regulations 
that we feel will protect the health and safety of the public in this area. 
Nuclear power has a smaller number of adverse effects than any other method of 
generating electricity. The combustion products of coal and oil have much 
greater detrimental effects. 

He asked how our radiation standards compare with normal background radiation. 
I said they are very close to the same but also it depends on where you are. In 
large cities, the limits are about equal. In countries like India or Brazil the 
background is perhaps 5 or 10 times higher than that permitted by our 
standards. At the top of a high mountain (20,000 feet) the background radiation 
is ten times higher. 

He asked about the possibility of explosions and accidents at nuclear 
installations. I said that a nuclear power plant cannot explode like an atomic 
bomb and that, while we cannot say the probability of an accident is a flat 
zero, we can say that it is very small. 

He asked about the seriousness of the waste disposal problem. I said that it is 
a problem that can be solved through planning. We are working on a means of 
solidifying these wastes and storing them in a salt mine under conditions where 
they will be inviolate. I said that the amount of waste that would accumulate 
from nuclear plants through 1980 could be stored in a 40 cu. ft. room in a salt 
mine. 

He asked about thermal pollution. I said that is common to all plants that 
produce electrjcity but nuclear plants get more of the credit for this because 
at the present time they are rejecting more waste heat than the fossil-fueled 
plants. This puts them at somewhat of a disadvantage so far as this factor is 
concerned. This will not be true of the more efficient plants of the future. I 
said there will be many beneficial uses of this waste heat, such as increased 
crop and fish production, keeping rivers open in winter, etc. 

He asked about the claims of Gofman and Tamplin that our standards are far too 
low. I said Jack Gofman got his Ph.D. under me at the University of California 
and so he is well trained. I said they assume that all 205 million Americans 
receive the maximum exposure to radiation permitted by AEC standards, when today 
not a single person in the U.S. receives that maximum exposure. Estimates have 
been made with respect to the future. Commissioner Thompson has estimated how 
much actual exposure to the public will result from all power plants that ·are 
now operating or under construction and the result is less than one additional 
cancer case pe~ year. 

He asked if I could predict what the use of nuclear power would be in the next 
25 years. I said I think we will turn more and more to nuclear power because of 
its advantages. If we do not, civilization, as we know it, will grind slowly to 
a halt. 

Ted Sherburne called to say he talked to Kornberg to request his termination and 
that it went very well. He has asked Carl Behrens to replace Kornberg; Behrens 
agreed to if he could be guaranteed a tenure of 18 months. Sherburne said he 
would try to get him to agree to 12 months. I said I would back him up on this 
with AAAS if this becomes necessary. 

Tom Paine called to tell me personally about his announced decision of yesterday 
to leave NASA. He said that he recalls very vividly a conversation that he and

22 I had some time ago at the White House; we were coming out of the Fish Room, ~ 



after budget discussions, and he and I talked as to when he and I ought to leave 
Government. He said that his thoughts have gone back to that conversation many 
times. He said he's sorry to be leaving, and that he will miss working with 
me. He felt that with the successful moon landing, and with the budget wrapped 
up, this is probably as good a time as any for him to leave. Although he's been 
there only two and a half years, he said that in many ways it's been a decade. 
He expressed his appreciation for the way that he and I worked together. We 
wished each other well, and said we'd keep in touch. 

I sent a letter to Chet Holifield (copy attached) concerning regulations to 
provide protection to nuclear submarine propulsion technology developed for 
civilian purposes. 

I received a letter from. President Nixon designating me as Chairman of the 
Atomic Energy Commission (copy attached). 

Carol, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Nebraska and 
Oregon Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters and back to our starting point. 
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UNITED 5Tt,TES 

ATOMIC El-.JERGY CO!v'ifvilSSJON 

Honornble Ch~t Holifield 
Cb::.ir1~:~n 

WI\~HINGTON. O.C. 20~'.!; 

Joillt CCli'l".'•oitte\.: on Atoinic Encr~y 
Con~rccs of th~ United St~Lcs 

Dear l:r. Jiolifield: 

Th:i.r. ;.s in rcsponcc to yc•ur l~ttcr of l!ay 7, 1970, rc.:gnrdin2 the 
"Policy on: U.S. Govc1·m"~t!t o::- Pi..·fvatc Ac:iGt~nce: in R~e.:.n.l to Foreign 
l:uclc.~r rropellcd Vec&els, II providc..cl the Joint Co~r.1ittee hy th~ /.ctin~ 
Lssictant Secrct~ry of State for Congrassimt~l Relation~ in a letter 
datcJ Fellr.·n:"ry 4, 1.965. Sp~cificnJly, you inqu5.rcd \.7h~th!!r un t•pplic:<:·· 
tion h)' tl1e Electric Bo:lt Division of General Dynr~mics for a 15.ccnse 
to e~TOi..'t i.nfor .. ~:..t:i.on rc[;.:>.ruint; ~ nucJ.c<:~r p~nvcred zub!nnr:.i.nc tc:.nkcr 
would be covered by the 2fore~~ntiouad ~olicy, end ac to the status 
of l:hs.t ~rplicction. You nlso asl:ccl .for the viC\;[; of ti1c Cor.:miscion 
and th:! oth~r E~;ccutive agcn.cies co~1ce~r..~d as to \-:hc.th:!r c:cistinz , 1> 

regulntiott~ provide adequate protection to nuclear submnrinc propulsion 
tcclmoloey developed for 11 ci.vil 11 p-:.u:pocero, or \·lhcther adc.iition~l lcgir.
lati\•c or rcgub.tory action ~ay be required. 

This ..:ill confiru1 that nuclear sub:::arine pj~opulr.;ion pl~nt coop~rAtivc 

projcclc uith fol·cit;n en.t:i.tics, such lUi that propor.ed by Electric r.oat, 
in viet·: of th~ir potentic.l n~val value, \·Yill be approveu only ir.. 
accord~ncc \!ith tha rcquiret;1:!nts of the policy set forth in the stetc
ment ~cco-.r:;:>~nyine the ofore1nentioncd letter of February t~, 1955. For 
yo\tr iuforu:ation, Ye have b~en informed by the Depm:ttr.ent of Stetc thut 
the Electric noat' s npplicntion to e>:port this technology has been 
w i thcl r<n·:n. 

l-1c have cxttLlincd in conjunction with the othar interested E>:ccutive 
at;cncies th!! aclcqus.cy of e::;.:isting regulations to -assure that any 
propo!:cd c:·:port of nuclec.r subm~rfne p1·opulsion technology, including 
tech;1olo~y dc'lelop~d for 11 civil" purposes, is subject to U.S. GovernJ'I'l~nt 
r~vie:,., aud approval in accordc.ncc with the forcgoitlg policy. 

524 



Honorable Cilct UoUfield - 2 -

Under Category VI(e) of the U.S. Munitions List (S~ction 121.01) of 
the Intcn1~tion<tl 'frnffic in Arms Rcgulctions (ITAR.) proposed exports 
of 

"naval i1.l.tcle<!r propulsion pJ.:,nts, th.:ir lancl p1.·otot)·pes 
and sp:::cir,l f:::d.l i'ti,~::; fo1· their construction, support, 
and main~ennnce, includinc eny machinery, device, component, 
or equil·~;~nt S}•Ccifically developed or designed for usc in 

1 1 f .1 .. If CUC 1 p <·.ntS or ·;:;c~ l.tlCS 

rcqt1irc ~m e::q,orl license ir.Guc:d by the Depart1::ent of St['.tc 1 
G Office 

of Hunitions Cont1·ol. Such liCC!nses arc not gnmtcd c:::cept l.mdcr an 
A::;:cce;::·;nt. for CoOf<~n'.tiCJ;·, for Hutual D2fensc Purposes COJ~cludcd pur
su:mt to tb~! Ato;::ic l:nc:rgy Act of 195!~, ~ts emended, unJ.ess· the li.cenf;e 
applict:ti.on involv~s an ituc1: 

11 (a) \·:hich is :i.d~nticc-.1 to th.:1t in usc i.n an uncl.o<.ssif:i.E:d 
civili<'.!'1 nuclc~1: })O:~erplant, e.nd its furnishJ.n3· docs not 
disclo~.:; its relr:tionship to mw<!l nuclear prop\.llsion and 

(b) \lhic.:ll ;_s n.:>t for usc. in a naval propulsion plant." 

As indicated by Section 123.38 of the regulations these controls arc 
intendeu to r.upplc •.• ~nt, of course, thocc provided by the Ato:.d.c Er:..~rg)r 

l.ct of 1954, as a"':::ndcd. 

Pro?o~cd cxporis of nuclear propulcion technology or equipment not 
cov:::rcd by ITAI~ (i.e., unclassified technology ~nd equip·::1:ant of an 
esccnti<>-lly civil char.c.ctcr) require a v.;~J.idated export licer!SC un:1cr · 
tl•c. cxpo-.:-t regulatio<ls of th~ Office of Export Control, D~pcrtr:!cnt of 
Co~~~rcc. These propoc0d exports are reviewed so that interested 
E:-:ccutivc a~cncic.s h<:.vc ;-,n opportunity to satisfy thaonelvcc that the 
trnns<~ctions \.;ould not involve any assistance >-7hich co~~s within the 
purv ic\! of th~ U. f,. Gov~nw.:~nt controls for naval nuclear propulsion 
tcchnolozy and cquip=-.cnt ond \lhich could be provided only in accordance 
with the above-noted policy. 

To assure, however, that th~re should be no doubt upon the part of 
potential exporters as to the relcv~ncc of the above-noted policy to 
cases such as th~ one you inquired about~ the Depnrtmant of State will 
a.~~~nd its Interr.:lt ionnl Trnffic in Arms te~t!l<:. tions (ITAR) to reflect 
the po:;itiO!'l. t:h.lt cmy nuclc<lr propulsion plc::.nts for sub-;;1arine applications 
are pre~\!<r..::d to h..~ve significant oilitc::.ry applic~bility and exports thcr~of 
ere, th:!rcforc, sclject to review and approval in accordance "•ith those 
r~gulntfo~~- In addition, th~ am~ndment will spacify that the export of 
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nt1y tuch technol0gy or equipment dctcr~incd in the course of the review 
process to h~ve ~ignificant nRval nuclear propulsion applicability will 

··- be f:t,hject to the [1r6cedures nnd rectrictiono s.ppHed to navel mtc.lct.r _ 
propulcicm tcchnolog)'. This \:ill he ecco!::pl:tdr~d by hnving ,Cetegory XX 
of the Iaterna t ionnl Traffic in /1rn:s ReJul~tion~ · ar.:.:::ndecl to rc<"cl ns follo-:;.:s: 

(a) Sul::r::(!rc:i.blc vessels, manned nnd lmrnf:nned,. designed for 
military purposes or h.::.ving indc-pencicnt cap:::bil it)• 'to- u:aneuv.:::r 
vcrticc.lly or. hot·izon::nlly !lt depth~: b::do~·T 1,000 feet _£r_p~".·I.t:,r£_c1 

~· __ n_!:;C .!_e!:_ r_p]_:o;~ul. sl.oA .J?.lE..n.ts.!.. 

(b) SubF.~rc:i.blc vessels, nnnned or unm:tnncd, des igr,ed in 
\ThOle Or in r.::rt fro;:1 tcc}:nology dcvelop~d by Ol".fOr tl:C U.S. 
An::cc.l Fcn·ccs. 

(c) An;/ of the article's iu C;;tcgories VI, IX, XI, X.X:II, · 
and cl!;:::~!hcrc in f 121.01 of this scbch"'-ptcr thc.t mcy h~ used 
With cuu:.;~rs iblc \'er;cels, 

(d) Equip~2nt, components, parts, acccs~ories, and 
nttnch~cn~s deciancd spccificnlly for any of the articles 
in p~ra~rcph~ (a) nnd (b) of this catcgory.5 

4Any !_uJ:?y . .=_rE_il'_l!:_ y_e.§_~~l~, OCC:<lnO[;r<lphic &:nd z.ssociated equipn~cnt 
assicncd a cilit~ry clesi3nntion chall constitut~ au article on the 
U.S. 1-:unitions List, vh~thcr c:=pressly enu!!'.erated therein. 

~l.£_e!_!!sJ.. !n.£l;:.~t-~n.1 !_e_£h.!}_i£n! ~a!,_a_r£_l~t.fns_ .,;_h.£_r£t.2_,_f£.r_s!!,b~a!_iE_c 
,!!_tl.£.1£.:!1 P.l"'£Pt!l$ion pl~nts \·7hich u"on revic\.' are dctermin~d to h:>.vc 

• • & --:- - - - - - - - - - - - _,- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -
!_l.U,D..!, ... .!,C£;_n.£. ~~y:-•! !!ll.£1£_n!. E_r?._p!-:!_l!_i.2_n_~.P.Pli£a~ili£Y_u.fl.!. £.e_C£n.:. 
!,i~C£Ci . .§:_:>_n_!lv~l_D!!C! c~r_p_£OJ!.U!Si_,0!:! l.t£_rr:_;: fo_£ !_h~ ,E_U!_p.2_!>£_S_ of_ !_hE:_S~ 
!.C£u.!.n£.l£n.:: _£n~- .I?.r£_c~s£_c£ .!_n_aE_c2_r~a.!!c.£ ~i!_h_C~t_£g£_rz yr..(el _!ni_ 
tha footr.otc thereto. -------------
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The chan~c \10\!ld ).n nd ,.;ay interfere \-lith the continu:ad export, under 
C'or:.T.erce D2pnrt1!:::nt 1 iccase, of raar it ir.~3 ,2_ur f.:".cc ship nuclear pl:opul
sion pl~nt tcchnolo3y for civil applicatl.ons. As you l~nc/t-T, \o:e have 
approved such exports t6 both West G~rmany end Japan for th~ir 
maritiDc nuclear propelled ship projec~s. The regulations ~s revised 
would also not preclude the issuance of export licenses for such nuclc~r 
st~b::1.:td.nc pr-opul:::;ion plaut technology or equipment for strictly civil 
purposes thc.t h~s Lcen dc:tcnnined by the responsible GovcrnlrJ~nt &gcnd.e:s 
!!£!:_to h:l'Ve significl!nt naval nuclP.~r propulsion applicability. 

This neu provision of the Internctional 'fl.·affic in Arms Regulntions Hill, 
of course, be aclninisterc:d in accordance \<lith th:; "Policy on U.S. Govcrn
lilCnt or Private A~sint<'.nce vith l~33&rd to li\.!Clczr Propel-led Vessels," 
and the Joint Cc;:,;nittce \-:ill continu:.:! to be info:CI!~ed of license actionr. 
to.l:~n \!ndc1· thic provic:i.on of the regulations. 

Th~ foregoing has the concurrence of the Departments of State, Defense, 
.. c:md Co::-.n~rce. 

bee: Chai~ma~ Scnborg (2) 
Col~"1l.SSloncr Ra:nay 
Co:rJaissioner John:on 
Corr:ni.ssion.cr Tho;r.pson 
Co~~iGcioncr Larson 

Cordially, 

Chainr.an 
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ORDER 

Pur sua.nt to the provisions of the Atomic 

Energy Act of 1954, ,I hereby designate Glenn T. 

Scaborg as Chairman of the Atomic Energy 

Commission. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 

JUL 2 4 1970 
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Saturday, August 1, 1970- D.C. 

Dianne accompanied me to the H Street office where I worked until about 1 p.m. 
We then had lunch with Justin at the World Buttery. 

In the afternoon I played nine holes of golf with Eric at the Chevy Chase Club. 
Eric shot 66, and I, 47. 

Dave and Carol visited Scientist's cliff during the afternoon and had dinner on 
the way home where they arrived about 11 p.m. 

Sunday, August 2, 1970 

Helen, Dave, Carol, Steve, Eric, Dianne, Suki, and I drove to Blue Ridge Summit 
in the Catoctin Mountains to visit John and Clochette Palfrey. They're living 
in the Collins house next to the John F. Baughmans on Water Company Road, just 
off Hill Top Road. We met Mr. and Mrs; John F. Baughman and their 16 year old 
son, John, who were at the Palfreys for refreshments when we arrived about 12:30 
p.m.· After a lunch of grilled hamburgers and so forth, a number of us drove out 
Highway 16 to where the Appalachian Trail crosses it. Dave, Steve, John 
Baughman, Eric, Suki and I hiked south on the Appalachian Trail about 3 miles 
and then returned to our starting point. John Palfrey, Carol, and Dianne 
accompanied us for about a half mile. and then returned to the starting point. 
We all returned to the Palfreys for refreshments and then drove back home, 
arriving about 7. p.m. 

Monday, August 3, 1970 - Germantown 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 417 (notes attached). 

At 10:05 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1055 (notes attached). We 
discussed the draft report by W. L. Robison and L. R. Anspaugh of the 
Bio-Medical Division of the Livermore Laboratory (UCRL-50791) entitled, 
"Assessment of Potential Biological Hazards From Project RULISON.•• This 
includes calculations from dose estimates of the risks for genetic· effects, 
leukemia, cancer, and nonspecific life shortening for the individuals living in 
the vicinity of the RULISON site and will surely lead to adverse public reaction 
when it is issued. 

At 11:20 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Meeting 287 (action summary attached), 
. followed by Commission Meeting 2427 (action summary attached) at 11:45 a.m .• 

At 12:45 p.m. I had lunch with Howard Brown, Julie Rubin, and Justin Bloom. We 
discussed the forthcoming IAEA conference in New York opening next Monday on the 
environmental aspects of nuclear power reactors. 

At 4:10p.m. I received a telephone call from William T. Golden. He said he has 
had Science Service in mind a great deal. He said he has nothing to ·add with 
respect to the situation, nor has he heard from Spilhaus. I told him that I saw 
Spi 1 haus and Scripps at .. Bohemian Grove. I said they both have strong fee 1 i ngs 
regarding the concept of this method of bookkeeping whereby Science Service 
winds up $600,000 in the red, and they want to talk to Golden about it. Also, I 
said I asked Ted Scripps to get in touch with him, which he might do this 
afternoon. Golden is going to England for about 10 days the latter part of · 5t9 
August. He mentioned as an alternative the possibility of matching Science News 
with some existing publication, and specifically with Natural Histora, published 
by the Museum of Natural History, of which Golden is a trustee. He iscussed it 
with Gerry Piel (also a trustee), and Piel thinks it might be worth exploring. 



UNITED STATES ---
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

UNCL. BY DOl 
NOV 86 

August 3, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 417 

9:55 a.m., Monday, August 3, 1970, Room A-458, Germantown Headquarters 

I. Mr. Price's July 31 Memorandum re Proposed ·Meeting with Power Plant 
Siting Committee of Connecticut Legislature 

' The meeting will be scheduled for Monday, August 10. Commissioner 
Johnson will try to attend. (ADRA-SECY) 

Z. Commissioners' Meeting with the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards 
2:15p.m., August 13, 1970 · 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Cha~~man Seaborg 
Comniissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Conuxdssioner Larson 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Case 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. McCool 

10:05 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
Dir /Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 



UNlt.ED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMiSStON 
WASHINGT0:-.1. O.C. ~0545 

......... 
COPY NO. :..-:.·J 
August 3, 1970 

IN~OR..1\{A.TION MEETING 1055 

10:05 ~. m._,. :Monday, August 3, 1970, Room A-.458, Germantown He2.Gc_uarters 

l. S:S CY -159 - U CR!...- 50791: Assessment of Potential Biological Hazards 
f::o:!'.. P::-cie ct Ruliso_:1 

., --
3. 

P;:.::~~a.ration of an interpretive report is requested. 'staff will develop with 
Co::.:-..:..·.issio~er Larson. (PNE-BM) 

-----· 3::-o"'.v:::•s 0::-al Re~o::-t on Sta::us of the Analysis of the Gcftnan/Tarr.::>lin 
S:a-:c~ents 

S:!:CY -161 ?:-oposal fer a Federal Energy Council 

."-.pp:-oved. Any additional ~ornments should be addressed to Co:n.missioner 
Ra:ney. (SECY) 

:>. S::E:CY-:163- A".!stra.lian National: Guest Research Associate, BNL 

Noted. A check is requested. (S-AGMIA) 

6. ~'..-:r. Earris • Julv 31 Memorandum i:e Prol)osed Public Information Actions 

-~-?provecL · Staff will schedule meetings with press media representatives, 
Laura::.ce Roe-"<eieller, and :others. (AGM-PI-SECY) 

W. B. McCool 
. Secretarv 11:05 a.m . 
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C0).3.ITSSION.ERS: 

Cl:::.i::::n~~ Se::.borg 
Co::-... ,·.:.--is s :o:le r R.a:ney 
Cc::'l..."Td. s s io!:~ r Johns O::l 

Co:!'...:r.i.s sione:- Larson 

*Atte=.da::.cc Ey Topic (s) 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
11r. Brow:1 
~!r. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Rose:1 
·Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Kelly~c· 

Mr. O'Neill* 
Mr. Harris* 
Mr . Levine* 
Mr. . Friedman* 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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UHCL. BY DOE 
NOVH 

UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHIN<;7TON. o.c. 20545 August 3, 1970 

Approved __________ __ 
HLP 

?.arold L. Price, Director of Regulation 
Date ________________ __ 

ACTIO~ SU~~~~RY OF REGULATORYl-1EETING 287, MOl\TDAY, AUGUST 3, 1970, 11:20 A~M., 
ROO~i A -4 !.0, GER!-!ANTO't-.TN, M..\RYLAND 

SECY:FG 

c~~~i~sio~ E~siness 

~~CY-6S - Indemnification of Powar Reactors 

Jiscussed. 

~he Co~ission requested: 

(~) that staff discuss the proposed rule change with the JCAE 
staff and Mr. George Taylor, Secretary, Staff Sub-Committee 
on Atomic Energy and Natural Resources, AFL-CIO; (SLR) 

1.-J this !lliitter be rescheduled;· and (SECY). 

(3) staff consider a graduated reduction of indemnity 
coverage and a proportionate increase in the coverage 
provided by industry, when the Price-Anderson extension 
c~es before Congress in the next few years. (SLR) · 

,,~\.--

./-
cc: .: ·:: 
c:-. .:;. i:!:T"..an Seaberg·' 
Co==,issioner Ramey 
Corrc.issioner Johnson 
Co~issioner Tho~pson 

Co==issioner Larson 

Or~;)r:al s~t:f'!~~i.l 
Y":. a. McCo;;l 

W. B •. McCool 
Secretary 

533 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMiSSION 
WASHINGT,ON. ;).C. 20545 

August 3, 1970 

UHCL. 8V DOl' 
NOVas 

Approved __________ __ 
R. S. ~ollingsworch, General Manag~r REH 

Date~-------------
;.c:::c:; Sl"!·!H.o\R'l OF MEETING 2427, MO~TDAY, AUGUST 3, 1970, 11:45 A.M., ROOM A-410, 
G::~':..-\. X70t~, K;.Rl."!A!\"D 

:::.::·~::.cs of Xeeting 2424 

A??:"OVC!d, as revised. (SECY) 

2. S~C~-119 - Security Guard Force Contract 

. .:..??rovec. (DC). 

:.::·:'..'~141- Revised AEC Policy for ReceiPt of Irradiated Non-Productio:l Fue:ls 

.-'. ??roveci. (P) 

.:;~:::'..'-40 - Report of n::.vision of Insoection - April-June 1970 

:~e insp~ction report is to be circulated. (INS) 

/'} 
cc~ /~! 

•. -
Chair::-:..c:n Seaberg 
Co~issioner Ramey 
Co~issioner Johnson 
Co~=issioner Thompson 
Co~=issioncr Larson 

::: ~-. ,.., 
<:l ·~· . ~ 

~ ~-
('"> 17-"'.. 

z.~ 
w. B. McCool 

Secretary 
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He said he would like to see it done with AAAS, but he doesn•t think AAAS can 
take it on without a substantial endowment. After he hears from the others, he 
will be in touch with me again. 

At 5:30p.m. I called Ambassador William Buffum (Deputy Representative, U.S. 
Mission to the United Nations). I invited Ambassador Buffum to the symposium 
which will start August 10 at the U.N. I also included Ambassador Charles 
Yost. Buffum said he didn•t think he had seen the official invitation. I 
explained that the openi~g session is at 10 a.m., August 10; I particularly 
called his attention to the reception on Monday night from 6 until 8 p.m. He 
said he would be delighted to attend the reception, and one of them would 
welcome the opportunity to be present at the opening ceremony. I asked whether 
it might not be appropriate for me to pay a courtesy call on Secretary General U 
Thant. He said he thought that would be very nice, and he would check as to a 
time and let me know. (On August 4 his secretary informed us that the 
appointment was set for 12 noon, Monday, August 10). 

I sent a letter to Earl Ewald, Northern States Power Company, concerning the 
proceeding on their application for a provisional operating license for the 
Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant (copy attached). · 

Eric, Suki, and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park starting at Nebraska and Oregon 
Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, then past 
the police headquarters back to our starting point. 

Dianne•s school friend, Kevin Edwards, was our guest for dinner. Lynne and Bill 
dropped by and told us that they have decided to move to California next month 
in order to establish residence so that they could start graduate school a year 
from now. · 

Tuesday, August 4, 1970 - D.C. 

I testified before the Subcommittee on Executive and Legislative Reorganization 
of House Committee on Government Operations (10-11:30 a.m.). New York 
Congressman Benjamin S. Rosenthal presided and also present were Congressmen 
Chet Holifield and John Blatnik (New York). I read my prepared testimony after 
which Paul C. Tompkins (Federal Radiation Council) read his. Holifield then 
questioned me about the number of people that would be transferred from AEC to 
EPA, expressing doubt that the number was adequate to do the job. Most of the 
questions were directed toward Tompkins. Rosenthal asked why the problem of 
jurisdiction over radiation from TV sets was not transferred to the EPA from the 
HEW, and due to lack of information, we were not in a very good position to 
respond to this. · 

At 11:45 a.m. Dr. H. D. Bruner dropped in to brief me on the Athena experimental 
rocket that originated at Green River, Utah, was scheduled to go to White Sand, 
New Mexicg, and misfired and went astray to Torreon, Mexico. It contained about 
800 me Co which has been spread to a small area. The Mexican Government is 
concerned about this and wants it cleaned up before President Nixon•s trip to 
Mexico in about a month. We are going to send Wright Laugham to Mexico to look 
into the situation. 

Around noon Bob Ho.llingsworth called, with Vic Corso on the line, to tell me 
that our agreement with Senator Allen J. Ellender (Louisiana) on the FY 1971 
budget is falling through. When Ellender discovered that the $125 million cut 
was really only $100 million because of the add-ons by the JCAE and the House 
Appropriations Committee, he demanded that we find an additional $25 million to 
cut. We will pass back to Ellender the need to check with Senator Pastore of 535 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENER(;Y COMMISSION 

Mr. Earl Euald 
Chai~n of the noard 
twrthern States Power Co~pany 

· Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401 

Dear Ur. Ewnld: 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

This is in response to your letter of June 19, 1970, concerning the 
proceeding em the application of l~orthcrn States Power Company for a 
provisional opernting license for the lo!onticello lluclear Generating 
Plant. 

·since this license application is presently in the process of adjudi• 
cntion before an atomic safety and licensing board, it t!ould be 
inappropriate for the Commissioners to express a view on any of the 
safety or other issues involved. We believe. however, some comment 
on our part is warranted regarding the underlying matter you have 
raised, thnt of delay in licensing proceedings. and your recoe%:lendat!on. 
that we convene a task force of interested governmental and private 
persons "to consider how the.regulatory proces3es can be improved and 
modified to reduce delay and uncertainty without compromising the 
legiticate interests of the public". 

As a preliminary observation. it does appear that some of the delay 
encountered in the Monticello proceeding stems from the fact that 

~.several novel legal and policy questions have been raised and there 
b·as been need for their consic!erntion as matters of first impression. 
Ve also understand your letter to indicate that, because of other 
factors bearing on cocpletion of facility construction, the delay 
experienced in the licensing proceeding has not actually been the 
determinative factor as respects sCheduling of the ~nticello 
facility for operation. 

Speaking in a broader context, we believe ve can fairly state that, 
historically, the AEC h2s had a b~sieally good record as respects the 
matter of time consumed in ita licensing hearings. · w'hile any agency's 
experience in this regerd will necessarily uot be uniform. our over
all record on time required for bearings has compared favorably with 
that of other Federal regulatory agencies. · 
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A backward look at history cannot, of course, be the measure for 
assessing the adequacy of a system to deal with current problems and 
future needs; and this is particularly so in a sphere ss dynt~mic as 
that of nuclesr power. lve hmre, accordingly, always been mindful thDt 
our regul~tory procedures cannot remain static and.that experience and 
anticipated requirements will point the way to desirable changes. lie 
have recoenized for some .time that operating license .npplications would 
be peaking about this time and that personnel limitctions on the regu• 
latory staff would cre~te proble:ns. UnfortunZJtely, ~1e are P.xpcriencing 
personnel limitations despite our efforts·to avert them. 

Consistent with our reco3nition of the need for continuing revie\~ of 
our regulatory procedures, '"e have periodically commissioned special 
groups, "1ith members of professional competence end bre:~dth, to examine 
and recorr.rnend ways in "to.•hich the }.EC licensing process c~n be m~de a 
nx>re efficient instru.'!l2nt for accomplishing its important public purposes. 
The two Hitchell panels, of 1905 and 1967, nnd la::1t year's Intern:ill 
Study Croup uere op2cial task groups '.zith thi:J as their c'harge. The 
Joint Co1!'1.llittee on A torilic Energy h~s clso closely follm!cd this aspect 
of the regulator; progr;;m, holding in-depth hearings on the subject 
and recommendinz lcgislntion authorizing changes in the licensing 
process when this 't'7tiS warranted. 

On a Government-wide basis • th~ Adclnistrative Conference of the 
United States, in ~hich representatives of this agency play an active 
role, has made a series of recorr::;:endations for ioproving the efficiency 
of the administrative hearing process and it plans to continue examina• 
tion of this ~tter in its future activities. I micht note, parantheti• 
cally, that many of the steps l·.;hich have been recommended by the 
.A~inistrative Conference uere alrcndy a part of our licensing process. 
TI1ese include procedural rules designed to assure that regulatory 
-~ctivities may be carried out expeditiously in the public interest by 
limiting the issues to be considered in particular types of cases, 
prescribing the requirements applicable to intervention in e proceeding, 
providing for prehearing confer~nces, and for the filing of testimony 
in written form before hearing. 

The foregoing is nl')t intended as a recitation of laurels; still less • 
should it be taken as a sign of complacency on our part. The 
progressively increasin8 number of nuclear facilities, the passage 
of n~ legislation bearing on our licensing proceedings and the need 
to acc~date effectively the desire for participation in licensing 
bearings by affe~tcd members of the public, make constant attention 
to the fair and efficient uorkings of our regulatory procepures an 
agency imperative. MOreover, it would be misleading to create the 
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impression that. it is an easy task to strike that fine bal2nce which 
properly accommcdatcG the goal of·conducting reasonably expeditious 
heDrinzs and at the same time safeguards the legitimate interests of 
the public in participating in the regulatory revi~-1 process. Recon.• 
cilinz these ofttL~cs conflicting considerations has been and will 
remain a paramount chollengc for the administrative process. 

t~re t-rill, therefore • continue to revieu our procedures end m:1ke thos~ 
chanzes from time to tioe thDt comnend themselves as being beneficial. 
Insofar as licensing hcarin:s are concerned. it will rcm3in our 
objectiv~ to c~rry oct the important purposes of the public hearing 
in a r.-.er.ner. vhich "1ill ssfe;;aard the right to meaningful p~rticipstion 
by affected persons ilhile at the same time minimizing delsys in t:lceting 
the li~tion's need for power. 

In accorcumce with our regulations, ·your letter· and this response have 
been made a p2rt of the public records of the Commission. Copies are 
also being furnished to all of the parties to the !~nticello proceeding 
for their infol"I!lstion. 

Sincerely, 

Qlairman 
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the JCAE and the Senate Appropriations Committee on this--we hope this wil I 
persuade Ellender to let things remain as they are. 

I had lunch with John Macy at the Metropolitan Club. We discussed our mutual 
interest in public television, he as President of the Public Broadcasting 
Company and I as a member of the NET Board. He said that he is anxious to have 
PBC support NET as much as possible, but he has trouble getting adequate 
financing through the KEW-White House and congressional routes. He indicated 
that he notes a little coolness in the White House towards him, presumably 
because he is a Democrat and because of the somewhat liberal programming of 
public television. 

I received a phone call from Ted Scripps. He said he has a letter from their 
treasurer (copy attached), going into Science Service matters, including 
unfilled subscription orders, etc., and he thinks "it's pretty darn good," i.e. 
Golden is wrong in raising this as an issue. He wi I I try to reach Spilhaus by 
phone; also, he wi 11 try to set up an appointment with Golden for next week. 

At 4:05 p.m. I met with Ted Sherburne and Carl Behrens. This was a 
get-acquainted session since Carl Behrens is taking over as. editor of Science 
News. 

At 4:25p.m. I called Bi 11 Do~nes, ABC News, in regard to our telephone 
conversation of July 31. I told him that, since that time, I had checked on 
some of the actual figures, and felt that I might have overstated one of them. 
He said he is not using any figures; therefore, there is no need to correct 
anything. On the other data, if anything looks doubtful, he said he wi 11 be 
back in touch with me. 

I sent a letter to Professor Milton G. White (Director, PPA) (copy attached) 
concerning considerations by NASA and NSF for the possible support of PPA and 
advising that AEC support is not possible regardless of NASA's needs. 

Carol, Suki, and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
passing the police headquarters and returning to our starting point. 

Lynne and Bill dropped by to discuss further their plans to move to California 
early next month. Lynne served notice to her boss, Mrs. Helga Roth, during the 
day that she wi 11 be leaving her position with the Center for Voluntary Action. 

Wednesday, August 5. 1970 - D.C. 

I cal led Athelstan Spilhaus to tell him that I had told Bill Golden that he 
(Spi lhaus), Scripps and I weren't too impressed with his views concerning the 
Science Service-AAAS merger. I told Spilhaus that Scripps had called me since 
our meeting, and upon my suggestion, wi·l I call Golden. Spi lhaus said he would 
call Golden and tnen Mina Rees. I suggested he also break ground with Bentley 
Glass. I said I would be away the next two weeks, and he said he would try to 
get back to me before I leave. 

At II a.m. I met, ·along with Julie Rubin, with Dr. Milton H. Wahl (Manager, 
Atomic Energy Division, Explosives Department) and Arthur Mendolia (General 
Manager, Explosives Department) of E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. Mi It stated 
this visit was in the nature of a courtesy ca II to introduce Arthur Mendo"lia as 
the new General Manager of the Explosives Department. Mendolia explained he was 
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"'"~L. BY DOl 
NOV II 

:E:::'WAR:J W. SCRIP?$ II 

200 P.ll.-'1\ AVENUE. 

N~W YORK, N. V. 100:7 ~ .,. 3 1970 . .r.ugus.. , 

Cr. A=helstan Spilhaus 
.~c~ic~n Association for the Advsncement 

of Science 
ws$hi~cton, D. c. 

D=. Glenn T. Se~borg 
U. S. Atc~ic Z~ergy Cc~~ission 
Was~ingtcn, D. C~ 

:car Dr. Spilhaus and Dr. Seaborg: 

1 ~~ er.closing a CO?Y o£ a letter from cur treasurer ccnc~rning 
unful~illed orders end unfulfilled subscrip~ions, which I believe is 
self-e:.;plar.itcry snd is satisfactory for our purposes. 

I will call Mr. Golden and try to set up an appointr::ent with 
for scZiie ·time '"hen I em back in Nev1 York for two or t!'lree days. 

I hope this is helpful, and will keep in touch. 

Sincerely, 

~/1/ 
Ted Scripps 

encl~ 

~-iS!!/ef 
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INTER-OFFtC: COR.K.::S!'O.'-!~ZNCE 
UNCL. BY DOl 

NOV 8& 

~0 '--------------~~:~r~·-E~d~w~a~~c~:_:~d~·-S~c~r~iP~P~ .. ~~-~'~'----~----------------------- CATC:: __ J_u_r lry __ 3_1-",_!_9_7..:;.0 __ 

F~OM=------------~M~r~·~L~·~A~·-=L~e~s~e~r _______________________________________________________________________________________ ___ 

Oez:r Ted: 

This lc:tter .is in ansv:er to your inquiry r~gc:rcir.g the accounting 
treatm~nt for ur.fi I led crders and more particularly unfi I led 
s~tscripticns as they would relate to a ~ublishing c?eration. 

Y cr.:: \-ti 1 L find on ~ost pub I i shers ba I a nee sheet, sorr:~vtMre on the 
li~bi I ity side, an item captioned unearned subscriptions or some 
sicilar title. 1n very sim~le terms, this re~r~sents monies 
col lect~d in ~dvance of publication. The proper accounting 
treatQe:&t is to defer reccgnition of these amounts as income 
unti I actual pub! ication. The thecry is quite simple- to reflect 
th~ inco~e and the related expense in the s~1e accounting per icc .so 
as to d2terrnine the true profitability of the publication. 

Fro:n ~purist accounting standpoint, t!'link cf the amol.!:1t sho•m 
on the li~bi lity side of the b~iance sheet as ·unrecognized (une~rned} 
incc:n~ <!nd not as an amount payable. \lhi le it may in certain cases 
be trc~ that such a~ounts would be refundable if the pubi ication 
were disco~tinued, frcm th~ standpoint of an ongoing ~ubi ication, I 
regard s~ch amounts as an indication of sta~i lity and I would p:ac~ 
far more reI i ance on whether the unrecognized· (deferred} pub I i cation 
income would exceed_the subsequent costs of production. 

I trust this satisfactcri ly answers the question you raised. 

Sincerely, 

..t.~.l . / '71 
' . .:/ . . 

/ /j! 
i.// . 

L. :A. E ER 

LAL: jf 
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ATOf\11C E0-.:S~~G'/ CO:vi:-r·~ !SSrON 
UNCL. BY DOl 

NOV I& 

August 4, 1970 

Professor Milton G. White 
Director 
Princeton-Pennsylvania 
Princeton, New Jers~y 

Dear ;.~ilt: 

Accele:ra.tor 
08540 

T~ank yo~ for your letter of July 20, 1970, 
givi~g so~e of the details reg2rding the interest 
of ~ASA in experiments using heavy ions accelerated 
by the PPA and the advantnges which you believe the 
PPA offers. The Co~rnission is aware of the con-

• • • • x~ ~ s r 1 ~· ~ ~ • • , • • , SJ..cerat1ons oy !\.:\ ·'- <mu ,,;~~ rzgara1ng tne poss1o .... e 
support of PPA by these agencies. Dr. English and 
his staff want to follow these develounents closely 
so ~e aunrcciata being informed of yo~r discussion~ 
i\'i tn these agencies .... You are, unfortunately, cor.rect 
in you1· assur::p~io:r. that AEC suppol-t of the ?PA as a 
hig~ energy accelerator facility must be terDinated 
regardless of NASA's needs. This decision is a 
reluctant one, but support by AEC i~ not possible 
because of the extreme final stringencies. 

Co~al~, 

/~/~ 
·/~~ 

Glenn T. Seaberg 
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in town on other business and since his new responsibilities include the AEC 
contract for operation of Savannah River, he wanted to become familiar with the 
senior A~C officials that he might have occasion to contact. He explained his 
background was in other commercial activities of the du Pont Company and this 
was essential"ly his first exposure to the atomic energy field. Mi It and I then 
talked briefly about my project of writing a history of my Section•s activities 
at the Met Lab. I introduced him to Syd Gaarder and we reviewed the possibility 
of Syd visiting Wilmington and looking at some of the old duPont files. We 
also talked about some form of 20th anniversary celebration of the Savannah 
River Plant and some tentative plans for my visit to SRP in Apri I, 1971, about 
the time of the Masters Golf Tournament. 

I had a picnic lunch in lafayette Park with Julie Rubin, Syd Gaarder, and George 
Saka·Josky, followed by a walk around the square. 

At 1:30 p.m. I attended a Conunissioner•s strategy session. 

I met with Or. Rolf Eliassen at 3 p.m. to discuss with him his forthcoming 
duties as a member of the General Advisory Committee. He then went with McCool 
to his office in order to learn more about the AEC•s operations. 

At 3:05p.m. I met with AI Weinberg. We discussed in general the problems that 
wil I be facing civilization when nuc·lear power becomes widespread, as it wil I be 
in the year 2000. We agreed that the enormity of the nuclear plants and their 
number and the reprocessing plants and the problems for transportation of spent 
nuclear fuel will probably dictate the creation of huge nuclear parks. He 
pointed out that the afterheat from radioactivity in nuclear fusion plants wil I 
be as large as that from nuclear fission plants after a day or two following 
shutdown. 

Thursday, August 6, 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:25a.m. 1 presided over Information Meeting 1056 (notes attached). We 
discussed the Jetter from Senator Muskie (copy attached) which expresses 
dissatisfaction with the AEC staff report on allegations of censorship and 
reprisal made by Tamplin and Gofman, and we worked on a possible reply. We 
discussed the problem of the increased Japanese need for enriching services and 
agreed to fulfil I them; however, we agreed that this would be discussed with the 
White House since it would depend on the adoption of the CIP. We tentatively 
decided that the replacement of the present Building 771 at Rocky Flats 
(plutonium processing building) should be underground construction. We 
discussed the Nevada and Rocky Flats strikes. To help further in long-range 
planning, I suggested that a study be made of the status of nuclear power 
plants, reprocessing p"lants, waste disposal sites, transportation of hot fuel 
elements, etc. as they will all exist in the year 2000. We discussed the 
problem of the choice between General Electric and Gulf General Atomic for the 
thermionic contract and tentatively decided that in view of the difficulty of 
working with a prime/sub-contractor relationship between these two companies, we 
will probably have to make a choice between them for one main contract. We 
decided to designate John Flaherty as the AEC alternate representative on the 
Domestic Counci·l Subcommittee, which is described in Domestic Council study 
Memorandum #2 (copy attached), and which is to study the Federal Government•s 
Role in the ·National Energy Situation. 

At ·1 1:20 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 418 (notes 
attached). 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. %0545 

COPY NQ:---- 3 -----August 6, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1056 

9:25a.m., Thursday, August 6, 197"0, Chairman's Conference Room, D~ C. 

·1. Subcabinet Meeting at the Department of State t~is Afternoon 

The Chairman will attend. 

2. Domestic Council Study ?v!emc:>randu_m # 2 dated July 30, 1970, re Federal 
Government's Role in the National Energy Situation 

The AEC staff representative for the working group is Mr. Flaherty. 
(AGMP} 

3. Commissioner Thompson's Oral Report on his Visit to the U.K. 

4. SECY -196 ,. Hiroshima Day Activities -

Noted. (S) 

5 •. _General Manager's Oral Report on the Fiscal Year 1971 Budget Mark-up 
by· Senator Ellender 

6. AEC 1000/152 - Contr~ct Board Report 

Discussed and to be rescheduled. Staff is to discuss further with 
Commissioner Thompson. (AGMR-SECY) 
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7. Status of Labor Problems 

NotecL (LABR) 

8. SECY -181 - Proposed Policy re Approval of Top Level Contractor 
Salaries 

Approved. (AGMO) 

. 9. SECY -186- Laboratory Salary Increases 

Approved with a change. (LABR) 

10. SECY -184 -Proposed Disposition of MTR 

Staff will proceed. (AGMO). 

11. SECY -182 - Commission on Government Procurement: Contact Point 
with AEC 

Approved. (AGMO) 

12. SECY-166- .Proposed Land Acouisition, Rocky Flats Plant 

Approved with a reouest. (AGMMA) 

13. SECY -185 - Possibility of Underground Construction for Plutonium 
Processing Buildings · 

Approved. A staff study is requested. (AGMMA) 

14. SECY -183 - Romanian National: Participation at BNL 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

15. SECY:-158- NAS-ABCC Contract 

Approved. · (BM) 

16. SECY- 65 - Procedural Changes in Alien Visits and Participation 

Approved. (AGMIA) 
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17. SECY -177 - Comments on 5, 3410 - National Environmental Laboratory 
Act of 1970 

Approved. (GC) 

18. SECY -170 - Comments on H. R. 17977: Sale or Distribution of Mail 
Lists by Federal Agencies 

Approved. (GC) 

19. SECY -195 - Guest Assignment of French Diplomat at BNL 

Noted. (AGMIA) 

20. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 369 

Noted. I will schedule a discussion with Admiral Rickover. (DC-SECY) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaberg 
Comm~ssioner Ramey_ 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Co~missioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF': 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Klein* 
Mr. Kavanagh>:: 
Mr. Kohler::: 
Mr. Quinn::: 
Mr. Brown:!: 
Mr. Erlewinet.: 
Mr. Herrick:!: 
-Mr. Machurekt.: -
Mr. Friedman>'.: 
Mr. Riley':: 
Mr. English':: 
Mr. Totter':: 
Mr. Vinciguerra 
Mr. Tesche>:c 
Mr. Clark>'.c 

- ~ -

11:20 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Ma_nager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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T H E W H ! T E .H 0 U S E:: 

WASHI!\!GTO!\! 

T •• , . 
. , , - ... -

DO::-..~ES'.CIC COU~CII .. STUDY MEMORANDUM fl 2 

TO: lvfEl\{BERS OF THE DOMESTIC COUNCIL and 
SECHETARY ROGERS 

v~Cilt ... IRMAN SEA.BORG 
CF-IAIR?v~ i' .. N NASSIKAS 
CE-L-\IR~v:..:\N TRAIN 
D~. DUDl\.IDGE 
GENERAL LINCOLN 
11RS. KI'\AUER 

Fcden;.l Govern .. l'!lent' s Role in the National Energy 
Situ~tion 

UMCL· B'Y OO£ 
NOV 86 

1"'l}:c p~ .. e:5:.~l~::t 1"~2.s cli:r.:.:ctcd tn.c.t a stt1dy· be uncl~rtakc:;.1 of the natic!~~l 
e::.:;:::-zy .s:tu<>.~:io:'l. T:""!c pu:r!Jvsc of the stt1.dy will be to develop fo:::- h:s 
cc::.~ic:c::.·.:ctio:l possible Fcclc:_.2.l actions \vhic:l r~•ay be taker~ to z.llcv:c-.tc 
~::.:! <~cute s!:.o:~_-t:.o.g.?. of cl.::!an fuc~s fol' this winte:.· a:::d to e:1sur..:: a::: aC:.·> 
c~-.::.tc i\.:.:!l su:.)?lY curing the :1ext :ive yca:::-s. The Do:-ncstic 
S-.~~-Cc:"!-::-:.~i\tc.:: '.vi:: include the follo\\'ing r:1crnbcrs: 

S~c::ct-::.:-;" 1-Iickcl 
S:::cr.:;t~u·y Rogers 
D:... ~ .. !c C::'-.c~er:. 
D::. D1.1Bridze 
crJ.~irl-~~2.-:~ Train 

G.:!n cr al Li:1c oln 
Chair:.-:l,~n Nas sik2.s 
C, . . .· 1 nc:nrman Scr:toorg 

-···~· -~-·"-. 

lv!rs. Knauer 
Dil·cctor Shultz 

T:-.c; ?r~sic!er:.~ 1:as crcsiz:::.a.ted the Chairman of the Council of Econo!-:.ic . . 
C!14 ... :!·man. 

-:::.c wo::~~i::i£ gro'.1l) will be chaired by Jo!1n C. Wnit2ker, De?uty Assi.s-
ta:-:f; ~o :he Prcsiclc:::t fo:: .Uomestic .. A..ffc:.irs. Members o£ the Su~-Co:-:::·.:-:it::::.: 

w.i.E ';)c cc::-~t2..ct~~ in t:1c ncar future rcgc~rding Clesignatio:-1 of reprcs.::::-.. :.::;;.::-,·c:., 
to .:: , ... --"'::"· a·- .... .., -..... .., ·o c- c• 0; .q..,"" ""01_,__1. '1o.·· c:r .,.o·· .... 
• -- ~ - :::. ~ •• ~.;;~~. .. iOj - ~-·"' " ., ; ~ 0- ..... ~J. 
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'l'l:.c Prcsiclcr.!: 1-:~~s a~kcd that the study of th(: '-'!·oblcr~'l of this 
... -~,...·:- ----- ·~ -· . . ·~-··. - __ :- .... · . -· . - .. __ 

\v:.:.~.t\.~1~' s iuelc1 ~r.ortc~ge be ready fo:.· prese~;tatio~·l at the first 
<'-V~3.la1:-,lc Domestic Council rnccting cLftcr S.:.:ptcn1ber 15, 1970. 
Ti-~c stucly of C-.e longer-range energy problem should be 5or.n.
plcted by Ja:r~uary 31, 1971. 
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UNCL.BYOO£ 
NOV 86 

UNITED STATES 

ATt"'IMit: I='NI='~r-v t:t"'IMMIC::C::It"'IN 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

August 6, 1970 

, REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 418 

11:20 a.m., Thursday, August 6, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. August 3 Memorandum from Mr. Price re Letter from John E. McLean, 
Federal Water Quality Administration, re Public Meeting on Potential 
Effect of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Plant on Lake Erie 

Approved., (ADRA} 

2. Mr. Price's August 4 Memorandum re Safety Guides. 

Approved. (ADRA} 

3. Mr. Price's August 5 Memorandum re Status Report on Studies Related 
to Estimate on Radiation Exposure to Public from Radioactivity in 
Effluents from Nuclear Power Plants 

Approved. The Commissioners' Environmental Group will review with 
staff projections for the Year 2000. (AD~A-SECY) 

4. Dr. Beck's August 5 Memorandum re Draft Proposal from USPHS -
"A Program to Determine National Population Dose -Commitment from 
Nuclear Power Industry" 

Approved. {DDR} 

5. Mr. Price's August 5 Memorandum re Request for Further Exemption 
by Millstone Point Company, et. al. , Millstone Nuclear Power Station, 
Unit 2, Docket No. 50-336 

Discussed and deferred. (ADRA} 
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6. _Commissioner Ramey's Query re the Status of Staff Recommendations 
en Possible Rule Changes and Legislative Changes Relating to 
Authorization of Low Power Reactor Operation 

Mr. Price said recommendations are under study. (ADRA) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

W. ·B. McCool 
Secretar.y 

STAFF: 

Mr. Price 
Mr. Beck 
Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Hanauer 
Mr. Case 
Mr. Rogers 
Mr. Gamertsfelder 
Mr. Wells 
Mr. Buck 
Mr. McCool 

- 2 -

11:40 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
Dir /Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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At 11:45 a.m. I presided over Commission Meeting 2428 (action summary 
attached). We voted officially, with Ramey dissenting, to publish in the 
Federal Register the revised criteria for uranium enrichment, which are based on 
comparability with commercial operation, and also the notice of the price 
increase to $28.70 for separative work. 

I had lunch at the University Club with Ted Sherburne, Carl Behrens, Ken 
Frazier, and Dietrich Thompson. It was mainly a social affair to enable me to 
get acquainted with Science News• key writers. We discussed the status and 
problems of Science News. --

At 2 p.m., accompanied by Bob Hollingsworth and Julie Rubin, I attended a 
briefing in the West Auditorium of the State Department. John Ehrlichman opened 
the meeting with some comments on the New Federalism. He said that Revenue 
Sharing is a good example of this and introduced Murray Weidenbaum to talk about 
it. Weidenbaum said that Revenue Sharing is an attempt to decentralize so as to 
involve city, state, etc. in decision making and spending. The aim is to 
allocate a percentage of personal taxable income to states, cities, counties and 
townships--e.g., $5 billion for 1976. Next, William MacGruder spoke on the 
SST. He said we need the SST for speed of transportation, its contribution to 
trade balance, etc.; also it is economical. The effect on the atmosphere or 
weather worldwide is negligible. Other problems can be solved. The SST will 
not fly over land so this takes care of the sonic boom problem--this doesn•t 
seem to be a problem over water. · 

After an intermission Ehrlichman introduced Caspar Weinberger (Deputy Director, 
OMB). (I greeted Weinberger and he, remembering my invitation to him when we 
met in Bohemian Grove a couple of weeks ago, said he hopes soon to visit some 
AEC facilities.) Weinberg said we had a $2.9 billion deficit in the Federal FY 
1970 budget. Although we predicted a small surplus in the FY 1971 budget it now 
seems clear we will not achieve it, but will have a deficit. Expenditures have 
been forced up by increased interest on the Federal debt, unemployment 
·compensation, the increased cost of programs, new programs, the failure of 
Congress to enact needed taxes, etc. The $25 billion deficit in FY 1968 
contributed much to inflation. The percent of inflationary increase from 1960 
to 1961 was 4 percent pe~ year, between 1960 and 1970 it was 7 percent per year, 
and for 1965 to 1968 it was 15 percent per year. This led us to the situation 
that faces us today. In building the FY 1972 budget we will use the experience 
of economists to estimate revenues and then hold the expenditures as close to 
that as we can. This will require a reduction in expenditures compared to the 
previous year. The quick, easy answer is that we should take it all out of 
defense; this has been done already in the FY 1971 budget so this will not be 
enough in FY 1972. 

There is now a ceiling figure for FY 1972 and the agency ceiling figures have 
been issued. The agencies will have flexibility in how to reach this ceiling. 
They have worked out markups on how to reach this ceiling for each agency and 
this will be available to the agency. The total picture has been discussed with 
the President•s Cabinet. Weinberger said he thinks programming, planning and 
budgeting all have a major role to play. Ehrlichman said that many of the 
contacts of agencies with the White House will be through the new Office of 
Ma~agement and Bu.dget. He also described the function of the Domestic Counci 1, 
wh1ch is in effect a Cabinet committee; this has actually been in effect for 
about four months. He used a Committee on Model Cities as an example--when its 
work is finished it will be disbanded. There are some 12 to 14 such committees 
in action. 

Ehrlichman next introduced George Shultz (Director, OMB). Shultz defined four 
tasks, including (1) the budget process, (2) long-term management problem of 553 



UNITED STATES 

~ 1 V;YIIv ._,,.._n,-.;~ I '-'VIYii~II~ ... IIVI'I 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 August 6, 1970 
App~oved_: ~-------------

.R,EH 
Date ________________ __ 

R. E. Hollingsworth, General Manager 

ACTiON SU?-RolARY OF 1-1EETING 2428, THURSDAY, AUGUST 6, 1970, 11:50 A.M., CHAIRMAN 1 S
CONFERENCE ROOM, D. C. OFFICE 

SECY:FG 

Commission Business 

l. SECY-142 - Change in Enrichment Criteria and Charge .. 
Approved with Commissioner Ramey dissenting. 

:Ihe_ Commission requested:. 

a~ the-Federal Register Notice be held pending the_ 
Chairman's~discussion with the Whit~ House;-and 

b. the August 5, 1970 letter from the Department of 
Justice on this subject be sent to the JCAE 

2. SECY-187 - Ratification and Confirmation of Decisions 

~pproved. _ (GC/SECY) 

(AGMD&P / GC) 

3. SECY-194 - Revised Japanese Reactor Program for Amending the U.S.-Japan 
Agreement for Cooperation 

Approved. 

·The Commission r~quested OMB and JCAE staff be advised in turn. (AGNIA) 

4. SECY-176 .- Proposed Am~ndment to Agreement for Cooperation with Sweden 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

5. SECY-171 - Amendment to 1955 Agreement for Cooperation with the U.K. on 
Civil Uses of Atomic Energy 

Approved. (AGMIA) 
.• 

6. The General Manager's Draft Statement re AEC Staff Proposals for Private 
Industry Participation in Enriching Technology 

Discussed and scheduled for consideration with AEC 610i218, SECY 106 and 
SECY 107 on August 8, 1970. (SECY) 
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R. E. Hollingsworth 
Action Summ. 2428 

7. Draft Letter to Senator Muskie 

Revisions are requested. (AGM) 

To be rescheduled. (SECY) 

-2-

8. AEC 532/99 - Staff Evaluation of· KMS Proposal 

August 6, 1970 

AEC 532/100- Interim Report on Practical Laser~Pellet Fusion Testing 
SECY-108 Staff Evaluation: KMS Proposal (AEC 532/99) -Amplification 

of Options Ope~ to AEC 
(See also SECY-2 and Commissioner Ramey's June 9 Memorandum) 

Deferred. To be scheduled on August 8. (SECY) 

9. AEC 610/218 - Industry Participation in Gas Centrifuge Technology 
SECY-106 - AEC Actions Resulting in Cessation of Private Work on the 

Gas Centrifuge 
SECY-107 - Draft Statement on Ad Hoc Committee on Providing Industry 

Access to Enriching Technology 
(See also AEC 610/212 and Commissioners Johnson & Larson's Nay 21 Nemoranda 
and General Manager's August 3 Draft Staff Proposal) 

Deferred. To be scheduled August 8. (SECY) 

10. SECY-160 - Siting of Commercial Fu.el Reprocessing Plants and Related Waste 
Management Facilities 

SECY-175 - Comments on Bedrock Storage of Power Fuel Wastes 
(See also Mr. Price's July 28 Nemorandum) 

Deferred. To be· scheduled on August 8. (SECY) 

cc: 
./'-

.-:.:-.. 
Chairman Seaborg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

Cri~inBt S!~~·~a 

\'i. ~. ;,\(;(c~:.l 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 
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government, (3) the whole question of economic policy, and (4) the function of 
coping (the day-by-day problems). As an example of coping, he described the 
electric power shortage problem of Consolidated Edison in New York City, adding 
that in this case he found that it had already been solved by the OST and AEC. 
Ehrlichman concluded the meeting by asking for suggestions of subjects that 
might be discussed at future meetings. 

Eric, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Nebraska and Oregon 
Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, then past 
the police headquarters and back to our starting point. 

Bill and Lynne came over to further discuss their move to California. 

Friday, August 7, 1970 ~ D.C. 

At 9:25 a.m. I met, along with Julie Rubin, with Herman Diekamp (President) and 
Bob Harris (Washington Representative) of Atomics International. The visit was 
in the nature of a courtesy call by Herman Diekamp since he has assumed the 
Presidency of. AI after John Flaherty resigned to come to work for the 
Commission. Diekamp stated that AI•s plans in the fast breeder area are still 
being pursued actively and indicated a desire to arrange for a review with the 
Commission in October of the current status of these activities. On a 
confidential basis Diekamp informed me that AI has signed an exclusive agreement 
with the UKAEA for exchange of information on the fast breeder. A public 
announcement of this agreement will be made in the next few weeks. 

At 9:55a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1057 (notes attached). 
.:, 

There has been quite a bit of excitement the last couple of days, including 
~xtensive newspaper coverage, concerning Senate and House Committee hearings 
about alleged refusal of the AEC to destroy about 400 casks, each containing 
some JO rockets with poisonous gas, by means of an underground nuclear explosion 
in Nevada. The House Subcommittee on Oceanography of the House Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries demanded that an AEC Commissioner appear before 
them this morning in Executive Session to explain the AEC stand on this. 
Commissioners Johnson and Thompson, together with Bob Hollingsworth, went up to 
make this appearance before this Subcommittee. Congressman Alton Lennon of 
North Carolina is Chairman of the Subcommittee. The questioning by Lennon and 
the other members present (and there was a very good turnout) was very hostile 
at the beginning but once it was explained that the AEC, although ne·gative 
toward the project, had never declined to do it, the questioning became less 
hostile and by the end of the 2-hour session at 12:30 p.m. the members seemed to 
have a better understanding of the AEC position. In fact, toward the end of the 
hearing, General Stone of the Army stated that while the AEC was negative, they 
had never declined to do it and it was on. the basis of a DOD determination based 
on other considerations that the decision was made to go with the ocean disposal 
route. 

At 11:25 a.m. I presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 419 (notes 
attached). 

At 11:35 a.m. I received a telephone call from Warren Burkett (Business Week). 
He said that he and Jane Cutaia are exploring some thoughts regarding th_e ___ 
feeling that maybe the security system--the trappings of classification, red 
tape, etc.--is one of the contributing factors in the alienation of university 
scientists from defense research. He wondered whether anyone else felt this 
way. And, if security were loosened up, might there be more of a feeling of 

556 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20$ .. 5 

.COPY NO. 

UNCI.. BY DOE 
HOVB& 

20 ------August 7, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1057 

9:55a.m., Friday, August 7, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Commissioners 1 Testimony Today before the Subcommittee on 
Oc~anography re Project Harpin 

2. Agenda for the Weeks of August 10, 17, 24 and 31 

Approved. (SECY) 

3. Projection of Commissioners' Commitments and Scheduled Commission 
Meetings August through October, 1970 

Noted. (SECY) 

4. NTS Events for the Week of August 10, 1970 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

5. ·c·ommissionersi. Luncheon with Ambassador Smyth August 26 or 27 

To be schecl•·led. (AGMIA-SECY) 

6. Propl•sed Letter to Senator Muskie re Gofman/ Tamplin 

Appr~ved. (AGM-Rubin) 
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7. SECY -188 and SECY -202 - White House Memorandum re Federal Real 
Property Holdings 

Staff will respond as discussed. (AGMO-CONS) 

8. SECY -201 -.Electric Power Environmental Coordination Act of 197 0 

Approved. (GC) 

9. Task Force Meetings Concerning EPA {See SECY-147, Mr. Coleman's 
August 6 Memorandum re Third (And Probably Final) Meeting of Task 
Force Concerned with EPA R&D, and August 5 Draft re Comments on 
the EPA-AEC Interface in the Area of Research and Development) 

The Commissioners' comments will be addressed to staff. {AGMR&D) 

10. Laboratory Director Salary Increase 

Approved. (LABR) 

11. Mr. Hennessey's August 6 Memorandum re Practical Value 

Deferred. (GC) 

12. Chairman's Report on the Subcabinet Meeting Yesterday 

The Controller will issue a memorandum on the OMB guidelines for the 
Fiscal Year 1972 budget estimates. (OC) 

13. Commissioners' Meeting at the United Nations, 9:30a.m., Monday, 
August 10, 1970 

Scheduled. (AGM) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

11:25 a.m. 

(Decisional items will be checked with Commissioners Ramey, Johnson, 
and Thompson.) 
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PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Johnson>:: 
Commissioner Thompson>:: 

. Commissioner Larson 

*Partial Attendance 
:<:>::Attendance by Topic (s} 

STAFF: 

Mr. Hollingsworth 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Abbadessa 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Fremling 
Mr. Kull 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Hoyle>::::: 
Mr. Ryan>::>:: 
Mr. Coleman'::::: 
Mr. Wells>::::: 
Mr. Buck>::::: 
Mr. Derry'::>:: 
Mr. Tesche':::::: 
Mr. Richter'::>:: 
Mr. Rosen>:: 
Mr. Staebler>:: 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretary 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOM 1r. FNF="~;>r.:v rnr..11 r..A•C:c:: ''"'~! 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

August 7, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 419 

1 
11:25 a.m .• Friday, August~. 19.70, Chai.rman 1 s Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Discussion with Mr. Robert Miller, NFS, re Release of June 24 Letter 

Noted. 

2. Meeting with Mr. Eugene Quinlan, OEP 

Staff will develop accident scenarios and discuss with Commissioner 
Larson. (ADRA) 

PRESENT: 

COMJ...1ISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seaborg 
. Conunissioner Larson 

W. Be McCool 
Secretary 

STAFF: 

Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Rubin 
Mr. Fremling 
Mr. Hennessey 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. McCool 

11:30 a.m. 

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
Dir /Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counsel 
Secretal'y 
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rapport between these two groups? I said that AEC doesn't have any secret work 
being done at universities. I asked how much classification there is in DOD 
contracts; he replied, apparently quite a bit. Burkett said that the 
above-mentioned feeling exists, according to Harold Agnew, among people that 
Harold Agnew knows. I said I know that people on university campuses don't want 
any limitations on the communications concerning their scholarly endeavors or 
the publication of their findings. 

Burkett stated that Dr. Te1ler has made some rather extreme statements on this. 
I said that, if he means that all of the nuclear weapons information would be 
published or put into the public domain, then you have the problem of 
proliferation of nuclear weapons. This goes beyond whether this would aid a 
large nuclear power--it enters the area of making this available to N-th 
nations. I said that maybe his best course would be to call Teller. He said he 
will, somewhere along the line; but he first wanted to see how widespread the 
feeling is. He mentioned the feelings that are engender€d by the extensive 
personal investigations that accompany classified research. He agreed to use 
the above strictly as background, except that he said he would like to use the 
concept of the N-th country problem. 

On another topic, Burkett asked what's to be the future of Science Service. He 
heard a rumor that there will be a merger of Science News with Science · 
magazine. I said we're talking about a possible merger of Scienc€ Service and 
AAAS, but it's strictly in the talking stage. I said it would really be best if 
nothing much were done with this information during the present negotiations. 

I had lunch with Julie Rubin, Justin Bloom, Stan Schneider, and George 
Sakalosky, along with Bob Hollingsworth. We had a picnic lunch at Lafayette 
Square. We heard a French singer perform in connection with the Summer in the 
Park Program. We then took a walk around the Square. 

At 4:15p.m. I met with Peter Flanigan (Assistant to the President) and William 
E. Kriegsman (Staff Assistant to the President), along with Julie Rubin in 
Flanigan's office. I opened the discussion by indicating we had a number of 
items to review and was informed that whatever time was needed would be 
available. The attached general outline was followed as amplified by the 
following related conversations: 

(1) On the uranium enrichment criteria I advised formal Commission action has 
been taken adopting the new criteria and the proposed price increase. 
Publication in the Federal Register is being withheld as requested by Kriegsman 
pending the ABM vote next week. I informed Flanigan that Holifield would likely 
react to this action by some punitive action against the Commission or the 
Administration. Flanigan inquired of any alternatives that ~ere available, and 
we reviewed the possibility of withdrawing the action of adopting the new 
criteria or deferring the action pending outcome of the Omnibus Bill. The 
effect of the TVA price increase on the price and Hosmer's support of 
Holifield's position were also noted. In connection with the Omnibus Bill, I 
alerted Flanigan to the fact that Senator George Aiken is writing a dissenting 
opinion to the action in the bill initiated by the JCAE which removes the 
necessity for a finding of practical value and the related anti-trust review 
prior to granting.an operating license for each plant. We identified support 
for the JCAE po~ition on practical value by investor-owned utilities and a 
desire by the Commission to proceed in this direction, but also reviewed some 
Justice Department opposition and Senator Aiken's position defending public 
power interests. The possibility of a Presidential veto of the Omnibus Bill due 
to the issue of uranium enrichment criteria or the practical value issue was 
mentioned. In a subsequent return to this subject at the end of the meeting, it 
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OUTLINE FOR DISCUSSION WITH PETER FLANIGAN 
,.,,._ .. _.._ .., ., n..,n 

, . . ~ . : ~ ·'- .. '. 

2:00 p.m. 

1. Federal Register notice for uranium enrichment criteria 
and pr1ce 1ncrease 

a. Publication date will be after ABM vote as requested 
by Kriegsman 

b. Increase in power cost by TVA will require reevaluation 
of price increase above $28.70 

c. JCAE Omnibus Bill includes prohibition of nel'/ 
criteria 

2 .. Access to gas centrifuge and diffusion technology by 
U.S. industry. 

a. Policy decision soon . 
b. ~CAE opposition anticipated on national security 

and "gi vea\~ay'' grounds 
c. Urgent need to bring industry in earliest date to 

permit nongovernment expansion of enrichment capacity 
d. Decision on foreign release of same technology still 

pending 

3. Decision on CIP/CUP program 

a. Commitments for fueling foreign and domestic nuclear 
power plants (for 30 year life of plants) closely 
approach present system capacity 

b. CIP/CUP program along with preproduction can extend 
available capacity thru about 1978-80 [$400-600 ~Th-I 
capital investment required by AEC over existing 
budget allocations] · · 

c. Revenues to Treasury for toll enrichment will 
partially offset and eventually tqtally recover all 
government costs 

4. Plans for lifting embargo on foreign uranium for domes~· 
tic plants deferred until after election per Kriegsman 

s. 

AEC plans for lifting embargo and phased.disposal of 
U.S. stockpile being develJped but no effective action 
contemplated before 1972 

KMS issue 

a. Private development of potential comm~rcial use that 
involves sensitive weapons technology 
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b. Principal investigator for KMS 1s AEC consultant and 
origin of patents questioned 

~c. Further principal is possible obligation of U.S. 
Government to inform private company classified 
technical evaluations that indicate proposed work 
will be unsuccessful 

6. JCAE Omnibus Bill 

a. 
b. 

Presidential veto consideration possible 
Senator Aiken opposition t~ practical v~luc 
portion · · 

7·~ Muskie/Nader involvement in the Gofman/Tarnplin issue 

8. Might mention possible publicity and agitation to terminate 
University of California ~anagemcnt of LRL and Los 
Alamos· 

.9. Present Senate budget action might result in approxi~ately 
$125 MM .reduction over FY 1971 President's request 
House action 

10. Labor problems at NTS and Rocky Flats 

· ... · ...... : 
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was left that we would proceed as planned with publication of the criteria and 
price increase unless advised to the contrary by Flanigan or Kriegsman upon 
consultation with them~ 

(2) I reviewed the plans to permit private industry to have access to 
centrifuge and diffusion plant technology as a first step in preparing industry 
for eventual private expansion of the enrichment system. There was some 
confusion about the relationship of this plan to the pending NSC decision on 
access to enrichment technology by foreign groups but this was eventually 
clarified. Kriegsman stated the NSC decision should be made in a few weeks to 
proceed as originally planned on foreign dissemination of this information. I 
explained Holifield might again raise the giveaway issue and this could be 
picked up by some of the Tennessee congressional people. It was agreed the 
Commission policy should be developed but not implemented prior to the election 
in November to avoid this becoming a political issue. 

(3) I explained the need for an early decision on the CIP/CUP program by 
relating it to existing commitments versus capacity. The specific case of the 
Japanese request was explained. Flanigan•s only comment was that 1972 would be 
a tight budget year but he understood the implications to our balance of trade 
and long-range potential involvement by U.S. industry. 

(4) The issue of embargo of foreign uranium for domestic use was discussed~ 
Flanigan was surprised to learn that the State Department had advised AEC that 
we could now proceed in establishing a plan without waiting for results of the 
discussions with Canada on an overall energy policy. He directed Kriegsman to 
query Philip Trezise of State on the basis for this position. Separately he 
asked me to look at the implications of a change in the tails assay as it would 
relate to lifting the embargo and also disposal of the stockpile in a manner 
that might offer some acceptable arrangement to the western congressmen. 

(5) I informed Flanigan of the KMS issue and the principle involved of 
·private industry investigation of an area directly related to weapons 
technology. The general reaction by Flanigan was that some means should be 
found for industry to conduct work in any area on their own initiative and 
funding even if it was with a clear understanding that they may not be able to 
utilize the results of their work. I also explained there may be a problem 
about origin of the technology having come from AEC work. 

(6) The Muskie involvement through Ralph Nader in the Gofman-Tamplin issue 
was noted and assurance given that AEC treatment of the matter would not be 
embarrassing to the Administration. 

(7) I mentioned agitation by faculty and students that the University of 
California discontinue its contractual management for AEC of LRL Livermore and 
Los Alamos. The unsympathetic position toward the faculty and students position 
by the U.C. Regents was noted. 

(8) Senator Ellender•s action that might result in a $125 million reduction 
in the AEC budget below the President•s submission was noted. 

{9) The labor problems at NTS and Rocky Flats were briefly reviewed and our 
attempts to avoid support for the political contests between Howard Cannon and 
Paul Laxalt in Nevada and Governor John Love and Lieutenant Governor of Colorado 
were discussed. 

(10) I informed Flanigan of my decision to accept the invitation to become a 
candidate for President-elect of AAAS and explained that this means my service 
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as President would not occur until 1972 (after I have left my AEC 
Chairmanship). The importance of this action to Science Service was explained. 
Flanigan expressed concern that any action by the AAAS Board·or editorial 
position by Science magazine that was anti-Administration might be very 
embarrassing to the President with me in an executive position as 
President-elect. I informed Flanigan that no difficulty was anticipated based 
on past experience with this organization. Flanigan asked that I keep him 
informed of any action the Board or magazine might take that could prove 
embarrassing to the President. 

At 4:45p.m. I received a telephone call from Keith Glennan. He said he is in 
the final stages of negotiating for a deputy for Vienna--Dwight Porter, who is 
just finishing five years as Ambassador to Lebanon. I. asked him to work very 
closely with Kratzer on this, and he said he would. 

I received a letter from Walker L. Cisler, Power Reactor Development· Company, 
dated August 4, 1970 (copy attached) regarding operation of the Enrico Fermi 
Atomic Power Reactor-1. 

Saturday, August 8, 1970 - D.C. 

From 9:45 a.m. until 12 noon I presided over Commission Meeting 2429 (action 
summary attached). Prior to the start of the me·eting we approved a delay of 30 
days, starting August 10, for comments on the Commission plans for a proposed 
rule making on practical value as a result of a telegram from the Edison 
Electric Institute requesting a delay. 

We decided to inform KMS that, as a business venture, investment in CTR work as 
proposed by them would not appear practical and that there would be no assurance 
that even if ·successful th.e Commission would permit conduct of the work on a 
commercial basis. We also agreed that if KMS still desired to pursue the work 
at their own expense., the Commission would attempt some arrangement through a 
no-fund classified contract. Commissioner Ramey was _not agreeable to the 
follow-on step and Commissioner Thompson expressed considerable reservation that 
any. of the work in this area could be separated from direct weapons applications. 

The Commission agreed to initiate plans for permitting private industry to have 
access to gas centrifuge and gaseous diffusion technology in order to prepare 
them for participation in future expansion of enrichment capacity (copy of dr.aft 
report of Ad Hoc Committee attached). Commissioner Ramey objected to the 
suggestion in the General Manager's plan for approaching this subject in which 
the Commission would make a policy decision indicating that future expansion of 

-the enrichment capacity would be by private industry. 

Plans were approved to proceed with salt mine storage of solidified waste as the 
approved long-range method of handling this material. Commissioner Thompson 
voiced strong concern that the Commission at this stage not rule out bedrock 
storage for commercial chemical processing activities pending the outcome of 
investigating this method at the Savannah River Plant. The Commission decision 
was based on recognition that a change in the policy permitting bedrock storage 
for commercial plants could be made at some future date. 

As a final item the Commission decided to grant the thermionic development 
contract to GGA in recognition that the major problem to be solved is in the 
fuel area which is GGA's strong point and also that since GE and GGA have equal 
capability, assigning the contract to GGA would assure a better balanced nuclear 
industry. 
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PO\VEU REACTOR DEVELOP~IENT COMPANY 
A NON·PqOf"IT CORPO"ATION 

1911 FIHST STREET 
DETROIT, l\IICHIGAN tl8226 

,,oODWARO 1·4838 

The Honorable Glenn T. Seaberg, Chairman 
u. s. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. c. 20545 

Dear Dr. Seaberg: 

&INCL. BY DOE 
NOV 86 . 

August 4, 1970 

As stated in my earlier telegram to you, return to operation of the Enrico 
Fermi Atomic Power Reactor-! from the fuel melting incident which occurred in October, 
1966, has been accomplished. All the necessary tests leading to criticality were 
successfully carried out and criticality was again achieved on July 18, 1970, at 
11:04 a.m. E.S.T. Present plans for operation of the Fenni-1 reactor with the 
existing fuel call for completion of the nuclear and plant tests through the 200 Mwt 
level following which further'demonstrc.tkm runs at this same high pm'ler level will 
be made. It is anticipated that the 20e t1wt power level can be reached by October of 
this year. Because !>f fuel inspection requirements, operation at this level \·Jill 
continue for 8 to 10 ci~ys, after \'Jhich -the reactor wi 11 be shut down for several weeks 
for fuel inspection. Accordingly, it is contemplated that two or three such runs will 
have been completed by early February, 1971, assuming Atomic Energy Commission regula
tory approval beyond the initial run. 

When this program has been completed, funds available from existing sources ~ 
will have been fully used with the exception of $4,000,000 which is being held in 
reserve for decOOJilissioning the plant. Consequently, the plant may be shut dO\'In, at 
least temporarily, at that time. Though the initial program planned for the Fermi 
plant will have been completed, we are formulating a plan for a new·program involving 
the installation of a uranium oxide core in the Fermi reactor. 

The Enrico Fermi plant \"'as designed for an output of 150,000 :twe. Approx
imately $125,000,000 has been expended by the PRDC and APDA member companies in the 
supportive developmental ~ork, design, construction, testing, and operation of the 
Fermi plant. In addition, the AEC participated in the project by contributing 
important research work in AEC facilities ($3,202,000 of $4,450,000 authorized) and. 
by waiving use charges for fuel ($6,020,000) through May 10, 1968. Since this plant 
is fully paid for and PRDC is a non-profit organization, it is available for use 
without capital expenditure except for plant modifications. Future programs are, of 
course, based on demonstrated successful operation of the reactor during the next 
several months as well as satisfactory conclusion of arrangements discussed belo\'1. 

Assuming successful operation, we would wish that the Fermi plant continue 
to be used in the best possible way to ·further the National Interest in deva]oping 
the LHFBR. It seems to us that to obtain the most productive use for the Fermi 
plant we would need to develop and procure an advanced uranium oxide core \'lith which 
the plant could be operated to its design rating of 150 HvJe {400 t1\'Jt). At: that power 
level the plant would contribute to the demonstration reactor program now being 
considered and v1ill also furnish valuable data supplementing EBR II and the FFTF. 
The experience gained operating this system with components of this size can provide 
information of benefit to the demonstration plants. 
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WER REACTOR DEVELOPMENT COMPANY 

The Honorable Glenn T. Seaberg - 2 - August 4, 1970 

The Fermi reactor operation at proposed power in the future will provide a 
relatively high fast flux and total integrated flux desirable for fuel testing. It 
would appear that the Fermi plant can supply valuable information on such serious 
matters as stainless steel swelling and the performance of fuels in high temperature-
high flux envirOMlent and important sodium component experience and tests. While 
the core would be essentially made from uranium oxide fuel, it is anticipated that 
several full sized subassemblies using mixed plutonium uranium oxides would be 
introduced in order to secure further irradiation data on mixed oxide fuels. 

Assuming that indication of support could be made available by the end of 
this year, it is estimated that an oxide core could be procured for operation in the 
reactor by early or mid-1973. Although the total cost of such a program has not been 

·estimated in detail, preliminary studies show that the program could be carried out 
for approximately $50,000,000 over a six-year period, or at an average annual cost of 
about $8,500,000. This might be reduced somewhat by possible revenw~s from the sale 
o~ heat or neutrons used for irradiation purposes. 

At this time, we do not know where funds c.an be obtained to carry out the 
program. We believe that there are individual utilities who would wish to support 
the program. It appears possible that the Edison Electric Institute may wish to· 
support the program; there are manufacturers interested in the demonstration program 
who may wish to use the facilities; and possibly_ some support from overseas sourc~s 
may be forthcoming. It is hoped that the AEC \'Jould have an interest in seeing this 
program carried out and would be wiliing to match on an equivalent basis any funds 
which could be obtained from the sources referred to above to carry out the prog,ram. 
An arrangement of this kind in which the AEC is substantially involved \·,'Ould prc,vide 
real encouragement for others to participate in and contribute to the program. A 
substantial part of the AEC support could be provided through the waiver of the oxide 
fuel use charge and the burnup c·osts of fuel consumed. In addition, in vie\o~ of the 
time and money needed to establish the oxide core program, it would be extremely 
helpful if the AEC would make the waiver of use charge on Core A material effective 
as of the beginning of FY-71. ' 

It ts our .,.tish that the Fermi reactor be of maximum value in the National 
program on the LHFBR. You will remember my remarks to this effect when the meeting 
with the EEl group was held on Hay 27. To this end, we would appreciate whatever 
comments you may wish to offer concerning your thoughts on how Fermi can best be 
used in the National Interest, and how such a program can best be implemented. We 
are prepareJ to consider any feasible method of operation. 

Since our present funds are such as to permit operation only until next 
year, 1 would welcome an opportunity to explore this matter in greater detail with 
you and members of your staff as soon as convenient. 

Sincerely, 

/?~~ 
Walker L. Cisler 
President 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UNCL.&Y.IGI 

-M(J\'11 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

R. E. Holl ings• .. :orth, General Hanager 
Harold L. Price, Director of Regulation 

August 8, 1970 
Approved ____ ~~---

REH/HLP 
Date ----------------

ACTION Sll:·IN.:\RY OF NEETH:G 2429, SATURDAY, AUGUST 8, 1970, 9:45 A.M., R00::-1 1115, 
D. C. Oi='FICE 

SECY:FG 

Cc~~i5sion Business 

1. .p.r:Jcticnl '{alue 

-
The Con:r:1ission approved the extension for 30 days of the'period for public 
co;;::::cnts and the date of the hearing. (GC) 

2. AEC 532/99 - Stoff Evaluntion of KNS Proposal 
A!~C s3i/l00- Interim Report on Practical Laser-Pellet l<'usion .Reacto.r 
SECY-103 - Staff Evaluntion: ~!S Proposal (AEC 532/99) - Amplification 

of Options Open to AEC 
(Sec ,'llso SECY-2 .aL~d Co11:;nissioner Ramey's June 9 Hemorandum) 

Discussed. 

To be rescheduled. (SECY) 

The Co~nission requested revision and circulation of alternatives a. & c. 
(OGC/SECY) 

3. AEC 610/218 - Industry ParticipAtion in Gns Centrifuge Technology 
SECY-106 - AEC Actions Resulting in Cessation of Private Work on the Gns 

Centrifuge Pz:o j ~£! 
SECY-107 - Draft Stater.1ent on AJ Hoc Committee on Providing Industry 

Acc_c~~~lr ichiog Technology 
jS~e also ASC 610/212 and Co~missioner~ Johnson &.Larsen's May 21 Memoranda & 
Gc~~r3l M~n:Jgcr's August 3 Draft Staff Pro2osal) 

Discu::;sed. 

Tht! Cor;.::-,i ~:;ion requested the General Nannger' s August 3 staff proposal be 
refined, discussed tvith the Commissioners individually, and scheduled fo·r 
funh~r considc-:-ation. · (AG~·lD&·P/SF.CY) 

'•· Po:.:·.!r Cust s 

~:oted. 

The Co::.:-::i:.sion·. requested staff inform the Hhite House. (AGHD&P/Rubin) 
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R. E. llollings,o~orth 

Harold L, Price 

Action Summary 2429 

-2- ~ugust 8, 1970 

5. SECY-160 - Siting of Commercial Fuef Reprocessing Plants & Related 
\-!astc Nanagcrr.enl Fcc:ilities " 
SECY-1 ,75 · -.Comments on Bedrock Storage of P'o,o~er .Fuel Wastes 
(S(!e also Nr. Price's July 28 Hemorandum) 

Approved, as revised., \·.rith Comniissioner Thompson dissent it1g. 

The Commission requested: 

a. revision of the press release and the letter to 
Governor Peterson; · 

b. the Notice of Rule Making, thc.press release and 
the notification letters be held temporarily; and 

c. staff inform Sterling Cole. 

6. Contract Selection 

· Approved. (AGNR/SNS) 

.!'4 . /-
Chairman Seaberg 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner. Johnson 
Co~missioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

cc: 

Or' 1 'K nat sl"~., 
l'l &··~· 

. B. McCcof 

W. B. McCool. 
Secretary 

(RDT/mfL/RPS) 
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P"O\"IDI~'G IN"D. US'!~",'-' ACCESS TO AD HOC cm~nTTEE pN 1' _ • ':!~~,· ~· -=..!~:::.:::..;:.:.:• ~~.....:.==:.::;..-=-=-
f.?\"RICHI:!G TECm~OI.OGY 

BACJ<GROm\D 

&IHCL. 8\' DOl 
.Ht9V .. 

The A"i.C, b.:1scd on projected gro•o~th of nuclear· po;;..'cr, estimates that new 

cnricl1ing cap.:icity in excess of that c:vailnble from i:hc irr:provcd gaseou:; 

diffusion plants will be required by about 1980. 

To provide sufficient lead timG for the design and construction of ncH 

enriching plcnt plus their auxiliary power plants, a decision ~or anyone 

(Govc!rnment or private) to proceed would need to be made by about 1975. 

Additional new enriching capacity required could be provided by the priv~te 

scctor.if it has the knmo~ledge and economic incentive to bu.ild capacity 

on the needed time schedule. 

The Co;:::-aission has carried out an extensive research and development progra;-a 

in uranium enriching with the development of technology on both zaseous 

diffusion and the gas centrifuge processes. This development work is 

carried out by industrial companies under cost-plus-fixed-fee contracts. 

Th~ priv.atc sector of industry has never been provided access to classified· 

gaseous diffusion technology and has been precluded from access to any gas 

centrifuge technology since 1964. Financial data on the gaseous diffusion 

process including capital and operating costs of existing and new gaseous 

diffusion plants h~s been made available to the private sector. Access to 

data for.evalu~ting progress on and the relative economics of the gas 

'· 

570 



cent.df"uge proc~ss b:as not been provided to industry. Although AEC .. 

planning for new plants is now based on use of the gaseous diffusion 

process"' the process to be used for new.enriching capacity will be 

dctcrmiced by the status of the technology and the relative economic~ 

of the processes at the time of decision ~0 expand capacity. 

SCOPE 

In light: of the above background, the Com.'nission _desires that an ad. hoc 
. . 

advisor~· co!I'mittee on industrial participation advise the Co~ission on 

· 1. the desirabilitY. of and ~~-g for permitting industry 

access to gas c;~ntrifuge.:> and gaseous. diffusion technology..) 

and the desirability of permitting industry to carry out 

'Work on such processes utilizing privat~ funds; 

2. the committee's views and guidelines to assist t~e Commission 

in developing procedures for involving industry in enriching 

tec~nology related to ••• 

·a. the timin~l-~~ich AEc should make appropriate information 

. available so tha~ private industry can build new enriching . 

capacity when such capacity is _req~ired; 

b. the tizaing for _p_:~~_t~~~-g- ~n.dustry to acquire its own 

infora:ation;_ 

c:. insuring that progress in-developing centrifuge technology 

can procecd·on a time schedule such that reasonably adequate 

information will be available "Within AEC and industry to 
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cvali1ate alternate processes. at the time a ·decision 

I to be Us ~~ for the initial must be made- on· t1e process -

new plant capacity; 

d. considerations on placing some limitation on partici

p~tion without discrimination in selection be,cause of 

security considerations and the practicality of providing 

~uch access; 

~- the type of procedures tha~ need be developed to give due 

recognition to the complexity of the technology, the natu+e 

of the indu;Stry (manufacturing of component~ and machines 

and operation of enrichment plant) and the AEC's 

responsibility to develop the nuclear industry so as to 

mri~imizc comoetition in private industry. 

The co::::nittee vill be provided access to: · the progress made by the AEC in 

developing the gaseous diffusion and the gas centrifuge process, the Commission's 

propoced development program to further develop i the processes, and AEC' s evalua.t: 

of the potential of the gas centrifuge process as a competitor to gaseous 

diffusion at such tize as nev enriching capacity vill be._.reg,Uired. 

The Co;:-J:lission' s staff vill be available to provide information and 

assistance to the co~ittee as required. The Cou.mission desires that the 

coc.itt.ee furnish its report by (6o days trom appointl:ent). 
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POSSIBLE }iO:·iH:C:ES FOR i\D IWC PJWISORY CO:.iNITTF.:E 
ON INDUSTRY l,CCESS TO ENRICHil'\G TEC!':NOLOGY 

Fiu:~ncial Experts 

w.·~. Cnpron (Brookin~s Institute) 

John Childs (Irving Trust) 

Jerome Kalzin (Kuhn, Loeb & Co.) 

~. L. Gluckman (Lehman Brothers) 

Indus tria l-En~ i.ne~rinp.. Background 

Chauncey Starr 

Kenneth Davis 

Lo;:1bard Squires 

Hood Horthington 

t.:a l ter Z inn 

Uti: 1 it ics EY.eculives (retired) 

Phi lip Sporn 

Wi 11 ia:-a ~/cbstcr 

Sherman Knapp 

Charles Lucc 

John Gr~ham 

Jack Flobc-rg 

Jir.l }~cConnack 

Joseph S· .. ·idlcr 

J n:::cs C.:~ rr 

C. 0. Wcsscnaucr 

UNCI.. BYDOI 
HOVSI· 
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I received a memorandum from the President addressed to the Heads of Departments 
and Agencies (copy attached) advising that he is establishing a Government-wide 
project to improve Federal reporting and reducing related paperwork. 

I had lunch at Sholl's Cafeteria with Syd Gaarder, George Sakalosky and his son 
Paul. 

. In the afternoon I p 1 ayed golf at the Chevy Chase Club with Eric. We both had 
57 for 9 holes, then played 3 more holes for which I had 17 and Eric, 21. Eric 
is improving and will undoubtedly soon be able to beat me. 

During the afternoon Dave and Carol visited the National Portrait Gallery. 

Brendan Canary had dinner with us and spent the night, while Eric had dinner at 
the Canary's and spent the night there. 

Sunday, August 9, 1970 - Washington - New York City 

Helen, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, starting at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trail 2, south 
on the Black Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4, past the police headquarters 
and back to our starting point. 

A 11 yne Snyder d rapped by in the afternoon. 

I flew to New York on the 4 p.m. shuttle. Van Dyken was on the same flight so 
we sat together. 

fc 
~ 

Joe Mafucci met me in New York and drove me to Pete• s apartment (627 W. 113th 
Street). Here I met Pete, Jane and Jody. We took a walk in Riverside Park and 
then went to dinner at Peter's Backyard (64 W. lOth Street) in Greenwich 
Village. Peter drove us in his Volvo. After dinner he drove me to the Beaux 
Arts Hotel (310 E~ 44th Street) where I spent the night in room 804N. We saw 
Howard and Jan Brown as we arrived at the hotel and he arranged for entrance 
badges for Peter, Jane and Jody for tomorrow. 

Monday, August 10, 1970- New York -Washington 

I had breakfast with an AEC group in the Beaux Arts Hotel dining ro.om--Howard 
Brown, Pat (Goodwin) Norry, Joe DiNunno, Joe Fouchard, Bob Newlin, Tom 
Richards?" (NYOO), Abe Friedman, Bob Slawson, Peggy Cover and Jack Kane. 

After breakfast I proceeded to the United Nations Headquarters. Here I met Dr. 
I. S. Zheludev (Deputy Director General of the IAEA), Dr. Y. Nishiwaki 
(Scientific Secretary of the Symposium on Environmental Aspects of Nuclear Power 
Stations), and other officers of the Symposium, such as Dr. Cyril M. Slansky. 

At 10 a.m. I went to the General Assembly Hall for the opening session of the 
IAEA Symposium on Environmental Aspects of Nuclear Power Stations. I sat at a 
three-seat podium with Zheludev and Nishiwaki. (Pete, Jane, Jody and Erica 
Robin were present in the spectators• gallery.) Zheludev opened the Symposium, 
introduced me and I gave my prepared talk, 11 The Environment: A Global 
Problem--An International Challenge ... This was followed by a short talk by 
Zhe 1 udev. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

UKCL. BY DOl 
HOVII 

WASHINGTON 

August 5, 1970 

HEI·!OR~NDUN FOR THE HEl'.DS OF DEPARTNENTS AND AGENCIES 

Subject: Improving Federal Reporting and Reducing 
Related Papenmrk 

Since ny inauguration,. I have· repeatedly stressed the 
need to streamline the management activities of the 
executive branch. As an important part of this effort, 
I am requesting all agencies and departments to partici
pate in a Govern~cnt-Hide project to analyze paperwork 
requirements and discard those reports that fail to meet . . 

rigorous standards of need. In addition, we must examine 
our information control system and develop efficient 
alternatives ~o traditional repor~ing methods. 

I have therefore established blo goals for fiscal year 
1971: 

(1) A reduction of five million man-hours in . . 

the time ex'pended by the public in filling 
out administrative forms and inquiries 
under the Federal Reports Act. 

(2) A reduction of 200 million dollars in 
executive branch funds expended for report
ing and related paperwork • 

. The Office of Management and Budget has issued instruc
tions.to you implementing this project. Hr. Kunzig, 
Administrator, General Services Administration, will 
ass~~e the lead in coordinating this project. 

I expect all of you to give this effort your full support 
and to report your accomplishments to me by the end of 
fiscal.year 1971. 
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Following this, Zheludev called for the opening of Session I of the Symposium 
and asked P. Candes of France to take the chair--he shared the podium with 
Nishiwaki and Slansky. I then took a seat with Commissioners Ramey, Thompson 
and Larson among the delegates. 

Candes introduced M. King Hubbert who gave the first talk, 11 Energy Resources for 
Power Production ... Hubbert said coal would last 200-300 years, oil 50-75 years, 
water cooled nuclear reactors only a few decades, breeder reactors for a long 
time, and fusion reactors depending on the availability of lithium-6, only about 
as long as coal. The next speaker was J. Barnea on 11 Future WorJd Electricity 
Needs ... 

I went to the office of U.N. Secretary General U Thant on the 38th floor of the 
U.N. Headquarters building for my appointment with him. We met in his office 
from about 12 noon until 12:30 p.m. Also present during the meeting was U.S. 
Ambassador to the United Nations Charles Yost. · 

We began the discussion by referring to the present ongoing Symposium on the 
Environmental Aspects of Nuclear Power Stations taking place in the General 
Assembly Hall of the U.N. I thanked him for placing these facilities at our 
disposal. In response to. a question, I told him that there were a total of 
about 500 delegates ·representing about 21 nations presenting between 50 and 60 
papers. I said that the Symposium was concerned chiefly with the role of 
nuclear power in meeting the world 1 s energy requirements but was.more broadly 
concerned with increasing air pollution and the balance of the risks and 
benefits of the various ways of generating electricity. I indicated that in 
this balance we feel that nuclear power has the edge over fossil fuels. I told 
him that the plants operating, under construction, contracted for or planned in 
the United States will provide about 90 million kilowatts and that we predict 
about 150 million kilowatts by 1980 which will amount to about one-fourth of the 
total in the United States. I also mentioned that the total nuclear generating 
capacity in the world will be about one-seventh of its total electrical capacity 
by 1980. 

Thant said that he had learned that the United States Government was proposing 
my name as the President of the Fourth Geneva Conference on the Peaceful Uses of 
Atomic Energy and expressed satisfaction with this suggestion saying that it 
will be met with approbation by the scientists of the world. I expressed the . 
hope that he would attend this Conference and he said that he thought he might, 
particularly for the first part of it. We both recalled that he had visited the 
Third Geneva Conference on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy in 1964 at which 
time we had some occasions to meet. 

Thant asked whether I was· optimistic about the outcome of the SALT talks and I 
said that I was reasonably optimistic. I indicated that I thought the 
attainment of the Non-Proliferation Treaty was also very important. He 
indicated that India was a problem here particularly because of their fear of 
China. He said that he thought China had come around faster than expected in 
its attainment of nuclear weapons, and I indicated that in retrospect I thought 
their progress was v€ry reasonable, taking into account China•s traditional 
strength in producing capable scientists. I indicated that Japan was another 
key country in the Non-Proliferation Treaty and, in response to his qu~stion, 
expressed the opinion that Japan would probably ratify the Treaty eventually. 
He mentioned Sweden as a country having some reservations concerning the NPT and 
I also mentioned such countries as Israel and Brazil as playing a key role. I 
mentioned the uncooperative posture of France and the difficulties that this 
leads to for EURATOM to achieve a mandate so that they can negotiate safeguards 
under Article 3 with with IAEA. I indicated that the IAEA Committee as a whole 
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had, in the view of representatives of the AEC, made substantial progress in the 
attainment of agreement on a technical safeguards document for use under Article 
3 of the NPT. 

Thant brought up the name of Salam and his role as Director in the International 
Theoretical Physics Institute at Trieste, Italy. I agreed that Salam is an 
outstanding scientist and is making a great contribution. He also mentioned 
Sarabhai, President of the Atomic Energy Commission of India, and we agreed that 
he is a very capable man with definite views on the NPT; I told U Thant about 
the high position of respect that Mrs~ Sarabhai has in India in the field of 
dance. We also mentioned the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission in 
Pakistan, Usmani, as another key figure in this part of the world. 

Thant asked me if I knew Emelyanov, former Chairman of the State Committee of 
the U.S.S.R., and I said that I did and had talked with him and had respect for 
him. I asked him if he had met Petrosyants and he said he had on one occasion. 
I said that Petrosyants and I had exchanged visits as heads of high level 
delegations in May, 1963 (when he and I signed the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Agreement on 
the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy in Moscow) and November, 1963, when his 
delegation visited the United States and was in Berkeley on November 22, when we 
received news of President Kennedy's assassination. I said that on my May, 1963 
visit to the Soviet Union my Soviet scientist friends· had arranged. a visit for 
me to see Brezhnev~ they stated to me that. Brezhnev would be an important 
personality in the Soviet Union sometime in the future. I said that I had over 
an hour with Brezhnev who is a scientist--a metallurgist, and with many close 
relatives who are also metallurgists--and we had a very agreeable conversation. 
I told Thant that I had been told that I. am the last American to have such a 
conference with Brezhnev. I also mentioned to Thant that I had visited 
Czechoslovakia the week after Dubcek was ousted last year and also had visited 
Hungary. I said that this visit to Hungary had set up a relationship resulting 
in the exchange of reports and correspondence between the Hungarian atomic 
scientists and the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission. I told Thant that I had 
visited about 60 countries since I became Chairman of the U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission not including, unfortunately, Burma. He said he thought that there 

. were no atomic energy activities in Burma. 

As we were bringing our meeting to an end, U Thant indicated that it was 
unfortunate· that the IAEA Symposium was not attracting more attention--the kind 
of attention that such a symposium deserves. He said that he would come by to 
visit our reception briefly tonight. 

I went back to my hotel room for a few minutes, then to the luncheon in my honor 
given by Pauline Frederick (Mrs. Charles Robbins) and Charlie Robbins in the 
Delegates Dining Room on the fourth floor of the U.N. Headquarters. Present 
were George Alexander (Newsweek), Laurence Barrett (Time, Inc.), Edward G. 
Baskakov (Tass), Michael J. Berlin (New York Post), Ernie Blum (Nucleonics 
Week), Daniel Braymer (Electrical WorTO):-HQwara-Brown, John J. Christie (AIF), 
George Hamilton Combs (Mutual Broadcasting System), Edward F. Conley (Voice of 
America), William J. Fulton (Chicato Tribune), George Gleason (AIF), Carl · 
Goldste1n (AIF), Helen Graham (wal Street Journal), Rudolph P. Hafter (Neue 
Zuercher Zeitunf), Max Harrelson-(AP}, Richard Hottelet (CBS News), Sherman R. 
Knapp (Northeas Utilities), G. Michael Littlejohns (Reuters), John MacVane 
(American Broadcasting Company), Gerhard Menning (German Press Agency), Robert 
Njar (IAEA), Tatsuai Ogane (Yomiuri Shimbun), John Osman (British Broadcasting 
Company), Bill Perkins (AIF), Ruth Preckel (AIF), Chakravarti Raghavan (Press 
Trust of India), Harry G. Slater (Niagara Mohawk Power Company), Rheinhart Sorge 
(United Press International), Chauncey Starr (UCLA), Toyo Tamaka (Asahi Shimbun, 
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Tokyo), Paul Turner (AIF), Georges Raymond Wolff {Agency France-Presse), James 
F. Young (General Electric Company), Mr. and Mrs. Charles Robbins and I. 

Near the end of the lunch Robbins introduced me and I spoke on the peaceful uses 
of nuclear energy for about 15 minutes--nuclear power, environmental effects, 
radioisotopes in medicine, my suggestion for a repository and monitoring 
stations for radioactivity from peaceful uses of nuclear energy to be run by the 
IAEA, etc. This was followed by questions on the AEC radiation standards, the 
role of EPA, the need to separate the regulatory function from the AEC, the role 
of AEC in the disposal of poisonous gases, etc. 

After the luncheon I was interviewed by John MacVane of ABC-TV on the danger of 
nuclear power plants, the disposal of radioactive wastes, and the harm to 
ecology by hot water release. 

I then went to my hotel room and prepared for the evening reception. I went 
back to the Diplomatic Dining Area of the U.N. Headquarters, where our reception 
began at 6 p.m. I stood in the reception line with Zheludev, Nishiwaki, Slansky 
and Ramey (who was replaced by Larson after a half hour- or so). U Thant came 
through the reception line about 6:10p.m. Essentially all of the delegates to 
the Symposium attended the reception which was hosted by the AEC and the IAEA. 

IAEA/AEC Reception, United Nations Headquarters, New York; August 10, 1970. 
L toR: Dr. Ivan Zheludev, Seaborg, Ralph Bunche. 
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IAEA/AEC Reception, United Nations Headquarters, New York; August 10, 1970. 
L to R: Seaberg, Mr. and Mrs. Charles _Robbins. 

IAEA/AEC Reception, United Nations Headquarters, New York; August 10, 1970. 
L toR: Dr. Ivan Zheludev, Seaberg, Roger E. Batzel, Miss Batzel. 579 



IAEA/AEC Reception. United Nations Headquarters. New York; August 10, 1970. 
L to R: Or. Ivan Zheludev, Seaborg, U Thant. 

Jody and her boyfriend George attended. Pete and Jane came very late, about 
7:30p.m., and I introduced them to a number of the people present. 

Around 8 p.m. Friedman and I rode with Saputo to LaGuardia Airport. Here we 
joined Commissioners Ramey and Larson and Jim Hill and flew to Washington on the 
£astern shuttle, leaving about 9:20 p.m. and arriving about 10:15 p.m. 

Thursday. August II. 1970- Vacation 

Helen, Steve, Eric, Dianne. Suki and I started out on our vacation trip a little 
before 9 a.m. We drove north on Highways 10S and 15 to the home of Drs. Edgar 
and Elizabeth Miller just south of Liverpool, Pennsylvania. (The turnoff from 
Highway 15 is at the Mountain Springs Hotel, a road referred to as Hunter Val ley 
Road.) 

After we ~rrived at the Millers, just before noon, we all hiked the trail up to 
the top of their mountain (which is part of Mt. Patrick of the Berry Mountain 
range). The Millers own the top 330 acres of this mountain which they purchased 
for $&,500. They have bui It a little lodge, which they refer to as their Ashram 
(from the Nepalese language, meaning place for meditation}. Dr. Edgar Mi I ler 
drove up along a road in his Volkswagen and met us on top in the Ashram, where 
he served us cold drinks. We hiked back down to the Miller home; Helen rode 
down with Dr. Miller. 580 



Mrs. Miller served us lunch in their guest house. They showed us many 
brochures, etc., suggesting places to visit during our travels in Pennsylvania. 
Dr. Elizabeth Miller's father, Jake Bucke, was a long-time resident of this 
region. 

After lunch we continued north on Highway 15. We passed Bucknell University in 
Lewisburg. We followed the west bank of the Susquehanna River much of the way 
and crossed the river at Williamsport. Here we passed the International 
Headquarters of Little League Baseball. We drove on to Corning, New York, where 
we had some trouble finding lodging. We finally located two rooms (nos. 112 and 
417) in the Baron Steuben {a hotel with a motor entrance)--a Treadway Inn. We 
then had dinner at a Colonel Saunders. 

We spent the evening in our rooms. 

Wednesday, August 12, 1970 - Vacation 

We all had breakfast in the dining room of the Baron Steuben. We then went to 
the Corning Class Center, where we met Frederick Knight and Bob Wake. Bob Wake 
was our guide on our tour. We toured the Corning Museum of Glass, stopping to 
watch the Lampworker (Bill Peterson) do some exhibition glass blowing; he blew a 
model elephant which was later presented to Dianne as a gift. After a tour of 
the Science Hall, we went to the Steuben factory, where all the Steuben glass is 
fabricated into end products. We watched the Gaffer (glass fabrication . 
specialist) at work. We next visited the Steuben Glass Shop where we saw a· 
large display of sample products, ranging in price from $24 to more than j 
$5,000. Mrs. Moore, mother of Jim Morae of the Westinghouse Nuclear Department, 
helped show us around •. The tour included a visit to.the Red Room, a special 
room with a display for distinguished visitors. 

After our tour we had lunch in the Corning Glass Center cafeteria. We then 
drove to the Leonard Harrison Park via Highways 15, 287 and 660. Here we saw 
Pine Creek Gorge, known as the Pennsylvania Grand Canyon. We hiked down to the 
bottom of the Gorge on Turkey Path, passing the falls on Turkey Run on the way. 

We drove, via Highways 660, 287, 414, 154, Forksville Road, and 42, to Eagles 
Mere in the Endless Mountains. Here we found lodging in a housekeeping guest 
house next to the Shady Lane Lodge Motel. We had a magnificent view of near and 
distant, wood-covered mountain ranges from our windows. Our lodging, owned by 
Mrs. Kush, was located on Allegheny Avenue. 

We had dinner at the Eagles Mere Inn and then drove to Sonestown, about 8 miles 
away, where we b~ught groceries for breakfast. 

Thursday, August 13, 1970 - Vacation 

We had breakfast in our cottage. I walked up to the Crestmont Inn and back. 
All of us then hiked the Blue Arrow Path; Helen and Dianne turned back before 
the rest of us. Steve, Eric, Suki and I continued until we were stopped by a 
"No Trespassing" sign and then turned back. 

We had lunch at our cottage. After lunch Helen, Eric, Suki and I took a hike on 
the sequence of Blue, Green and Red Arrow Paths. Helen left us to return to our 
cottage just a short while before we did--Eric, Suki and I hiked a short 
distance along the lakeside Laurel Trail (th~ trail circling the Eagles Mere 
Lake). We had dinner in our cottage and spent the evening there. 
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Friday, August 14, 1970 - Vacation 

This is Steve's birthday (he is 19); as usual, we are away from home on vacation. 

After having breakfast in our cottage we all played golf on the Par-3 Golf 
Course on the grounds of the Crestmont Inn. Steve, Eric and I played 18 holes; 
Helen and Dianne played 9. 

Steve, Eric, Suki and I then hiked the entire length of the Blue Arrow Path 
beginning at the west (LaPorte Avenue) end--about 4 miles in an hour and a half. 

We had lunch in our cottage and then Eric, Dianne, and I went rowing in a canoe 
on Eagles Mere Lake. 

About 3 p.m. we headed out of Eagles Mere, traveling on Highways 42, 220, and 
147 to Northumberland, where we visited the Joseph Priestley House. This is a 
large, well preserved house that Joseph Priestley lived in from 1794 to 1804. 
It faces the North branch of the Susquehanna River and included a laboratory at 
that time. We also drove by the site of Fort Augusta, built in 1756-57; there 
is a small replica on the site now. We crossed one branch (the North--actually 
East) of the Susquehanna River to reach Sunbury (where the site of Fort Augusta 
is located). and then the other branch to the west side where we proceeded south 
on Highway 15 to the Millers, where we ar~ived about 6 p.m. The Jenkinses 
(Bill, Biddy, Ty, Andy, John, and Ann) and Bishnumaya (the Millers' adopted 
Nepalese daughter) arrived at the Millers right after we did. 

Steve, Eric, Dianne, Ty, Andy, John, Suki and I hiked up to the Ashram and back 
before dinner. We all had dinner in the guest cottage. After dinner Edgar 
Miller took Bill, Steve, Eric, Dianne, Andy, John, and Ann in his car on a deer 
hunt, using a spotlight to locate the deer. They saw 26 deer~ 

Bill, Lynne, Dave and Carol arrived at the Millers at about 9 p.m., having 
driven up from Washington. They had dinner in the guest house. 

Dave, Steve, Eric, Andy, John and Carol spent the night in the Ashram. 

Saturday, August 15, 1970 - Vacation 

We all (18 of us) had breakfast in the guest cottage. All of us, except 
Elizabeth and Bishnu, went to nearby Ed Wallis' peach orchard and picked 
peaches. We then visited a chicken farm where we saw a building containing 
6,000 chickens (run by Wallis). We drove to the Millersburg Ferry (which wasn't 
running due to low tide). We met Bonn Wallis, Ed's son, at Millersburg Ferry, 
which the Wallises own. We then drove by Mrs. Evelyn Hallman's to see their 
swimming pool. We drove around Liverpool, visited Stailey Bros. tin working 
shop and met Mr. Stailey, an old-fashioned tinsmith. We also drove by the mock 
stockade (town jail}, etc. We stopped by an egg sales store on Highway 15 where 
eggs are sold by self-service on the honor system. We then returned to the 
M1llers. 

We all had lunch in the guest house after which Eric, Bill Jenkins, Bill Cobb, 
and I played 18 holes of golf on the 9-hole American Legion course in Newport, 
Pennsylvania. Bill Jenkins and Bill Cobb beat Eric and me 7 and 6 in a best 
ball -best total match. Bill Jenkins shot 92, I 108, Eric 113 and Bill Cobb 
122. The rest of the group, except Elizabeth and Helen, visited the Glen Burn 
coal mine at Shamokin. 
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Big Roaring Bull at Susquehanna, Pennsylvania; August 15, 1970. 
Front, L to R: Tyrie Jenkins, John Jenkins, Dianne, Ann Jenkins, Lynne with 
Suki; Back, Andy and Bill Jenkins, Seaberg, Dr. Edgar Miller, Carol Chelander, 
David, and Steve. 

We all (18 of us) had dinner in the guest cottage. We had a birthday party for 
Steve with birthday cake and presents (tapes and records). After dinner Lynne 
and Bill and a number of the kids hiked up the the Ashram and back. Edgar then 
showed a sound movie of life in Nepal. 

Lynne, Bill, Steve, Eric, Ty, Ann and Bishnu spent the night in the Ashram. 
Helen and I again spent the night in the guest cottage. Pete called from New 
York at about 10:30 p.m. to report that his stolen Volvo had not yet been 
recovered. 

Sunday, August 16, 1970 - Vacation 

We had breakfast at various times in the guest house. We then drove to 
Duncannon (about 10 miles south) in two cars, ours and the Jenkinses'. All, 
except Bill and Lynne and the Millers, made the trip. From here we hiked south 
on the Appalachian Trail various distances up and on Cove Mountain, stopping at 
Hawk Rock (for a view) on the way. Some of us (Helen, Bishnumaya, Eric, Ty, 
Dianne, Suki and I) hiked as far as the Thelma Marks Shelter (about 3 miles) and 
back. Carol and John hiked nearly this far, while the others turned back sooner. 

We all had lunch in the guest house. After lunch I gave a little informal talk 
on the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy. 

About 3:45p.m. Bill, Lynne, Dave and Carol started back to Washington in the 
Falcon. The Jenkinses (except for Andy and Ty) left for their home in 
Wilmington a little after 6 p.m. Andy and Ty stayed with the Millers for a 
visit, as did Bishnumaya, of course. 

Steve, Eric, Dianne, Edgar, Perry Bucke (Elizabeth's brother) and I played 
horseshoes. 

We also met Mrs. Perry Bucke and several female friends of the Buckes who were 
staying in the neighboring converted schoolhouse which is the Buckes' summer 
home. 

We had a snack to eat in the guest house. 



Monday, August 11, 1970- Vacation 

We had breakfast in the Mil lers• home. After taking a few pictures we said 
goodbye to Edgar, Elizabeth, Ty, Andy, Bishnumaya and Mr. and Mrs. Perry Bucke 
and drove to Hershey via Highways 15, 322 and 422. 

I met Dr. John 0. Hershey in his office and together we went out to meet the 
rest of my family. He introduced us to Harold Hebrick who showed us through the 
Hershey manufacturing plant. We saw ~II stages of chocolate manufacture, 
including the "conching" step (agitating huge batches by mechanical means). We 
were presented with a number of chocolate products including a two-pound 
chocolate bar. 

/ 

We were then driven around town in a stretchout by Dr. Dick Rudisel I, Headmaster 
of the Milton Hershey School, and Mac Aichele, Administrator of the business 
office of the Milton Hershey School. We saw the huge new Founders Hall at the 
Schoo·!. The School has about 1,500 students from kindergarten to the 12th 
grade, al 1 orphans or with one parent dead. The School and other enterprises 
are run by the Hershey Trust Company. John Hershey is President of Hershey 
School and Vice President of Hershey Estates. In Hershey•s office 1 met Arthur 
Whitman, who is President of Hershey Trust Company. 

Dr. Rudise.ll drove us to the Hershey Country Club where we were joined by Dr. 
Hershey; here we had ·lunch. Dr. Hershey introduced us to Bradshaw Mittener 
(Washington attorney and partner of William Mitchell--Mrs. Mittener is a friend 
of Helen•s), William Schiller (Chairman of Hershey Trust Company), Harold Mohler 
(Hershey Trust Company), and Richard Ulrich (Secretary, Hershey Trust Co.) who 
were having lunch at the Country Club. 

Helen, Steve, Eric, Dianne and 1 had dinner with Dr. and Mrs. John Hershey, as 
their guests, in the dining room of the Hershey Motor Lodge. After dinner 
He·len, Dianne and 1 went with the Hersheys to the Community Center to see the 
play "Gypsy" starring Janis Paige. Steve and Eric spent the evening in our 
motel room watching the San Francisco Giants--Pittsburg Pirates baseball game on 
TV; the Giants won, S to 4. 

Tuesday. August 18, 1970 - Vacation 

We had breakfast in the motel dining room. We then met George and Paul 
Sakalosky and drove in our two cars to Ashland via Highways 743 and 81. Just 
before we started toward Ashland, 1 met George•s brother, Edward, at the drug 
store in Hershey where he works as a pharmacist. 

In Ashland weal I visited the Pioneer Coal Mine. We rode into Mahanoy Mountain, 
in cars pulled by a battery ope~ated mine motor, about 1300 feet into a 
horizontal drift mine. An old miner, who worked in coal mines for 45 years, 
described the various veins, drifts, supporting timbers, etc. We then took a 
ride on an old-fashioned narrow-gauge steam lokie, the Henry Clay, around the 
side of Mahanoy Mountain, where we saw the results of strip mining. This is 
anthracite coal region--this and neighboring areas in Pennsylvania constitute 
the entire anthracite coal source in the U.S. Coal mining stopped in the 
Ashland area in 1931, except for a little flurry of activity after World War 
II. The same story holds for most of the anthracite coal areas of Pennsylvania. 

We then drove to the town of Shenandoah. We passed numerous unsightly mountains 
of coal slag, the results of strip mining, on the way. When we arrived in 
Shenandoah we went to the home of Mrs. T. S. Yanalaitis (416 W. Oak Street) 584 



where we met Mrs. Yanalaitis and her son Joseph. (Joseph, a childhood friend of 
George, now lives in Harrisburg and was visiting his mother.) Mrs. Yanalaitis 
served us a Lithuanian lunch consisting of "bobka" (or "koska"), made of 
potatoes, and "Blind Pigeons" (or Volupke), made of meat rolled inside of 
cabbage. Mrs. Yanalaitis gave us an aloe plant, the juice of which is a sort of 
overall curative agent. 

·Following our visit at the Yanalaitis home, we visited St. George's Lithuanian 
Church (on Jardin Street), where George was christened, and St. Casimir's Polish 
Church in the Polish section of town. These churches were bui'lt by the coal 
miners who raised the money and did the construction work themselves. 

Following these visits we drove out on Highway 924 north of Shenandoah to a 
point opposite Andy's Drive-In, where we went fossil hunting. This area is full 
of fossils and we found many that we brought home with us. 

The abandoned coal mine below Shenandoah is burning, as it has been for some 20 
years, and we could smell the sulfur fumes in this area. 

At this point (about 4 p.m.) we said goodbye to George and Paul and started our 
drive back to Washington. We proceeded along Highways 924 and 81 to Harrisburg, 
then on 83 to Baltimore and on home arriving about 7:45p.m. 

Wednesday, August ·19, ·1970 - Washington, D.C. 

Eric and I played 18 holes of golf at the Chevy Chase Club. Eric shot 128 and 
1, 9"/. 

From 4 unti"l 6 p.m. I attended a meeting of the Domestic Council Subcommittee on 
the National Energy Situation in room 446 of the Executive Office Building. 
George A. Lincoln (Director, OEP) acted as chainman in the absence of Chairman 
Paul W. McCracken, who was present for the latter part only. Others present 
were Russell E. Train (Chainman, Council on Environmental Quality), Or. Lee A. 
OuBridge, Secretary of Commerce Maurice Stans, John N. Nassikas (Chainman, 
Federal Power Commission), Assistant Attorney General Richard W. Mclaren, Gene 
P. Morrell (Department of Interior), John T. Middleton (Department of HEW), 
Henrik S. Houthakker and Sid Jones (CEA), Bill Lee (Commerce), Jim Akin (State), 
Dave Taylor (Labor), Fenton Shepard {OMS), James Loken and Will Kriegsman. 

John Nass1kas handed out a draft report on the Electric Power Situation, Winter 
1970-71. 

Lincoln made a presentation of the national power situation for the one-year 
supply, using charts. He emphasized that the electric power shortage is most 
acute in the Northeast and Northwest. He described the situation with respect 
to coal supply, including the coal export situation, the short supply of coal at 
generating plants, the shortage of hopper cars, and the impact of sulphur oxide 
restrictions. He also described the situation with respect to the increasing 
demand for fuel oil, the status of building desulphurization plants, and the 
increasing cost of the movement of oil by tankers. In summary, it is not a 
prob·lem of overa·ll supply but one of qualitative mix of availabilitY. of fuels 
and competition for those of higher quality and of distribution and price. 

Gene Morrel I spoke on the long-range problem and described a number of factors 
that will contribute to our solution of the problem. He identified the trouble 
spots as the Northeast. Northwest. Chicago and Miami areas. He mentioned the 
problems introduced by states in connection with the Monticello and Point Beach 585 



nuclear stations. He said that coal production could be increased by adding 10 
working days per year, perhaps adding Saturday work, taking on additional miners 
and making additional cars available. He emphasized the shortage of the natural 
gas supply. The future supply of oil will be inadequate also, aggravated by the 
requirement for low sulphur content. John Middleton described the huge problem 
of meeting air quality requirements. In many cities there are many days (90% of 
the days Between October and March) during which definite health deterioration 
occurs (increased asthma, impaired breathing, extra load on heart muscle, etc.) 
which can are quantitatively meaningful as well. Thus, air pollution is a 
serious problem and the Federal Government should not defer setting air quality 
standards. 

John Nassikas spoke next, describing his report (which he had handed out to 
us). He said the FPC doesn't have all the authority it needs to solve the 
problem, citing the National Historic Monuments preservation as an example. He 
mentioned the problems of intervention in nuclear power plants, citing the 
Monticello case. He mentioned his summary of the nuclear situation (Exhibit 
G-2) saying that this is similar to the material that I gave him at the 
beginning of the meeting. He thinks we are going to run out of fossil fuels in 
some places this winter if we do not defer to some extent the air quality 
requirements. Morrell confirmed this as far as oil is concerned--that is, there 
will be a large low sulphur oil deficit--400,000 to 500,000 barrels a day 
deficit next wi"nter. Nassikas said that importation of liquefied gas from su~h 
places as Algeria will help New England next winter; there already was a 
shortage of gas leading to some cold homes during the winter of 1968-1969. He 
described several of the other appendices to his report, including the Immediate 
Action Plan for the supply of natural gas. 

Paul McCracken entered the meeting during Nassikas' presentation. Lincoln asked 
us to send him written comments on his report. McCracken said a report is due 
to the Domestic Council by the middle of September. This report should lay out 
the problems as tersely as possible and then give suggested courses of action. 
The Working Group should use the various reports of the subgroups as source 
material for this report. McCracken said there will be some options such as (1) 
curtail electric power, (2) increase the supply of clean fuel, and (3) relax the 
air quality requirements. Nassikas added a fourth option: distribute 
electricity between industry and home use. 

Nassikas suggested calJing on the major coal and oil companies to get their 
views on the solution to the problem. He also suggested that suspension of 
anti-trust requirements might help this winter. Some doubt was cast by others 
on the feasibility or desirability of such anti-trust waivers. McCracken 
suggested we proceed on a pragmatic basis and meet this problem when and if it 
arises. McCracken said he will handle this industry group structure problem 
himself. 

McCracken again summarized by saying that the Working Group should get together 
and start to work on the report to be submitted to the Domestic Council. 
Lincoln raised the question of the format of the report. McCracken sees the 
final report as two sections: (1) laying out the problem and (2) giving the 
options for proceeding to the solution. 

Ear.lier in the day John Foster called me at home, expressing great concern over 
DuBridge's resignation as Science Adviser to the President, to be announced 
today, and the appointment of Edward David of Bell Laboratories as his 
successor. He suggested that I talk to Peter Flanigan about this. I put in a 
call to Flanigan but couldn't reach him. I did talk to Kriegsman about it 586 
during my visit to the Executive Office Building to attend the meeting of the 



Domestic Council Subcommittee. Kriegsman indicated that the appointment of 
David was a very carefully considered one and that he came generally highly 
recommended. He obtained his Ph.D. with Jerry Wiesner. The main concern, of 
course, is whether the scientific community will be satisfied with a man from 
industry with an engineering background for a position that has been so far 
filled essentially by scientists. 

Thursday, August 20, 1970 - Vacation 

Helen, Eric, Suki and I drove to Front Royal, Virginia, and then ~outh on 
Skyline Drive to the point just south of Hogwallow Overlook where the 
Appalachian Trail crosses Skyline Drive. Here we parked out car and hiked south 
on the Appalachian Trail, starting about ll a.m. After we had hiked about three 
miles we stopped for lunch {about 12:15) on a rock formation near the Trail 
overlooking Shenandoah Valley toward the west. After lunch Helen left us and 
hiked back to where we had parked our car and then drove back to our home in 
Washington. 

Eric, Suki and I continued hiking south with our backpacks on the Appalachian 
Trail--the route included going over the top of Hogback Mountain. About 3:45 
p.m. it began to rain lightly. We just made it to Range' View Cabin by about 4 
p.m. (about 9 miles from our starting point) where we found shelter under the 
roof covering the front porch. The cabin itself was, of course, locked. (We 
saw many deer and a fox during our hike.) As soon as we had found shelter a 
real downpour of rain began, a veritable cloudburst, which continued for about a 
half hour and was followed by moderate rain for about a half hour. When it 
stopped raining we continued on for about a mile and a half to Elkwallow 
Shelter, arriving about 5:30 p.m. There were already 9 people there, from .three 
different groups, eating dinner when we arrived. Eric prepared our dinner, 
using the fire that was still strong--this was fortunate because if we had been 
forced to make our own fire, it would have been difficult because of the 
preceding rain. We had canned stew for our dinner. 

After dinner Eric and I visited the nearby Elkwallow picnic area and store on 
nearby Skyline Drive. Eiic then took a short after-dark hike with flashlight to 
Jeremy Run with about six of the young people who were our camp mates in the 
shelter. One of these is the daughter of Earl Merritt, head of the Washington 
branch of Allied Science. She was with Mrs. Sengstack (of Mclean) and her son 
and daughter. This group included another boy and girl, making a total of six. 
Two boys were hiking together and another alone, making up a total of nine. 

We saw several bears in the neighborhood of Elkwallow Shelter and picnic 
grounds. Eric and I spread out our sleeping bags in the area in front of the 
shelter because all the space inside was taken by the nine occupants. Just 
before we went to bed Eric, with the help of two of the boys, caught a small 
ring-necked snake and put him in a paper bag. During the night Suki stood guard 
against the bears and at one point barked vigorously, apparently driving them 
away. 

Friday, August 21, 1970- Vacation 

Eric and I got up about 6:45 a.m. after not too good a night•s sleep; however, 
we felt fine. We had some trouble getting a fire started because of the heavy 
rain yesterday and also had some difficulty cooking our breakfast on the crowded 
~rill. We prepared scrambled eggs and ham, using packaged dehydrated 
1ngredients. 
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Following breakfast we loaded our packs and got started on our continuing hike 
along the Appalachian Trail arnund 9 a.m. We hiked south to Thornton Gap, a 
distance of about 8 miles with several mountains and gaps, arriving about 12:15 
p.m. Helen met us about a mile from our destination, having arrived at Thornton 
Gap from Washington about 11 a.m. and having hiked north on the Appalachian 
Trail with the purpose of meeting us near the end of our hike. I carried Eric's 
little ring-necked snake in the paper bag all the way from Elkwallow Shelter. 

Helen, Eric and I had lunch at the Panorama Restaurant at Thornton Gap. We then 
drove back to our home in Washington, arriving about 3 p.m. (with the 
ring-necked snake apparently in good shape). 

I called my office, talked to Julie and Marie, and found things quiet and in 
good shape. 

Dave and Carol had dinner at Marty Laffal's Steak House (18th and H Streets), 
and then went to a show, "The Bird with the Crystal Plummage," at the duPont 
Theater. The rest of us had dinner at home. 

Saturday; August 22; 1970 - Vacation 

About 9:30a.m. Helen, Dave, Carol, Eric, Dianne and I drove to Charlottesville 
via Highways 66 and 29, arriving at 12:15 p.m. 

We went to Michie Tavern and had lunch in "~e Ordinary," the former slave 
quarters of Michie Tavern. The tavern was moved, piece by piece, from its site 
17 miles away in 1927. After lunch we toured Michie Tavern, which was 
originally the house in which Patrick Henry lived as a boy. We saw it much as 
it was during the days that it served as a tavern, until 1865. The house was 
owned by Michie's descendants until 1910. Much o~ the original Michie furniture 
and furnishings are on display. 

We next visited the home of Thomas Jefferson, Monticello (named by Jefferson 
after the Italian "Little Mountain"). We made a complete tour of the hous~, 
auxiliary houses, grounds and family graveyard. ~e last time our family 
visited here was in 1961; Helen visited again last year. I was again impressed 
by Jefferson's versatility and intellectual capacity. He designed all aspects 
of Monticello and built by himself or personally supervised the building of the 
entire project, including the production of all building materials on the 
premises. I was most impressed by a letter that he wrote as an old man (among 
the memorabilia in the,house) in which he attributed his longevity in part to 
the fact that he had avoided eating the fat of meats during most of his life. 

We then visited Ash Lawn, the home of James Monroe (and called by him "The 
Highlands"), designed and built for him by Thomas Jefferson while Monroe was in 
France. This is a comparatively modest home, entered through an arch which 
forms a perfect frame for Monticello in view on the neighboring hill. We toured 
the house and the boxwood garden. 

As we proceeded toward home we visited the old Courthouse in Charlottesville 
designed by Thomas Jefferson. 

Starting about 6 p.m. we drove home on Highway 29 to Warrenton where we stopped 
to have a bite to eat at our traditional Tastee Freez, and then on Highway 66 to 
Washington, arriving about 9 p.m. 
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Sundayj August 23, 1970 - Vacation 

Eric and I played 18 holes of golf at Chevy Chase Club. He shot 124; I, 101. 

I spent a good part of the rest of the day reading AEC papers. 

Monday; August 24; 1970 - Vacation 

Eric and I played 18 holes of golf at Chevy Chase Club. Eric shot 112; I, 102. 

I went shopping with Helen for clothes, pants and shirt. 

I spent a large part of the remainder of the day reading AEC papers, enabling me 
to return to work tomorrow pretty well caught up on the papers accumulated 
during my vacation since I had read papers off and on during my vacation. 

Bill and Lynne came over and brought with them Charlotte Thompson, a friend of 
theirs from Cambridge, Mass. Charlotte is going to spend a few days with us 
while visiting Washington. 

Amy Ballou spent the night with Dianne. 

Tuesdayj August 25; 1970 - Germantown -

I met with David Pearson, Secretary of the United Kingdom Atomic Energy · 
Authority, who was accompanied by John Andrews, Atomic Energy Attache of the 
British Embassy from 10:50 untit 11:15 a.m. Myron Kratzer, Jim Ammons, and 
Julie Rubin were also present. It was mainly a courtesy call which included 
some discussion concerning my forthcoming visit to England, September 26-30. I 
inquired as to the status of the reorganization, or dismemberment, of the UKAEA 
for which I understood that plans had been shelved. Mr. Pearson indicated that 
these plans.had indeed been dropped and, in fact, John Davis, chief critic of 
Wedgwood Benn's plans in this regard, is now Minister of Technology in the new 
liberal government which indicates that there isn't much chance that this plan 
will be put into effect. The result is that the UKAEA will continue in full 
force. 

I had lunch with Justin Bloom, Stan Schneider, George Sakalosky and Syd Gaarder 
for a general planning session. · 

I talked on the phone to Leon Billings of Senator Muskie's Subcommittee on Air 
Pollution, who returned my call of this morning to Senator Muskie. I told him 
that I was calling regarding the Gofman-Tamplin matter and the Senator's 
suggestion to me in a letter (copy attached on August 7) that perhaps AAAS might 
be a suitable third party in this controversy. I told him I wanted the Senator 
to know that in response to many urgings, I have agreed to run for president of 
AAAS this fall, a decision that was made long before Senator Muskie made his 
approach to AAAS, and that, if elected, I would be president-elect in 1971 and 
president in 1972. Billings didn't feel there should be any problem. He said 
that Mr. Babbidge of AAAS informed them that the Senator's request would be 
considered at the October 17-18 board meeting. Billings felt that the review 
could be undertaken and completed prior to January, 1971. He then said that 
maybe what should be done to avoid any possible misinterpretations from the 
outside is to make sure that, if the board agrees to undertake the review and 
Spilhaus appoints the review panel, the chairman of the panel might report back 
directly to Senator Muskie; in that way,. the review panel could essentially be 
operating independently. , 589 



From 4:05 until 5:15p.m. I met with Bob Hollingsworth, John Abbadessa, and 
Julie Rubin for a preview discussion of the FY 1972 budget which we are going to 
submit next month. The ceiling that has been imposed by the Office of 
Management and Budget, together with other obligations, means that we will have 
to cut $225 million in expenditures below the FY 1971 level. This presents a 
very grim picture and suggests consideration of such drastic actions as the 
closedown of the N-reactor at Hanford and the closeout of the Plowshare 
program. There are, of course, no new facilities of any kind included. 

I sent my biweekly status report to the White House today (copy attached). 

Attached are copies of the following documents and correspondence received while 
I was on vacation: 

Letter of August 10~ 1970 from Secretary Rogers advising that State concurs 
in the recommendation of the report mentioned in my letter of July 20 (copy 
attached on July 20, 1970) agreeing to joint United States-Mexican studies of 
nuclear power and desalting for southwest United States and northwest Mexico; 

President Nixon's letter of August 17, 1970 to Norris Bradbury congratulating 
him on receiving the Enrico Fermi Award; · 

A letter of August 20, 1970 from the Deputy Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget Caspar Weinberger agreeing with our plan to reduce the 
price of Cf-252; 

The status report to the White House dated August 11; 
Rubin's memorandum describing a weapons briefing held at the H Street office 

on August 11. 

Helen, Dianne, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon 
and Nebraska Avenues, hiked along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 
4, past the police headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Dave, Carol, Steve, Eric, and a couple of friends went to the rock concert in 
L 'Enfant Square; this was part of the Summer in the Parks program. Steve and 
Eric went in the afternoon and stayed until the end--about 8 p.m. Dave and 
Carol tried to meet there later, but this resulted in a mixup and a lot of 
misunderstanding. 

Wednesday, August 26, 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:55 a.m. I presided over Information Meeting 1058 (notes attached) with an 
unusually long agenda as a·result of my absence on vacation. We discussed 
Walker Cisler's letter of August 4 (copy attached on August 7) requesting 
Commission financial participation in the future operation of the Enrico Fermi 
plant to aid in the LMFBR fuel development program. We also discussed the 
letter from Robert Gifford of the SINB (copy attached) in which he threatens to 
go to the U.S. Congress unless we accede to his demands concerning the 
broadening of our program for the disposal of radioactive waste in salt 
formation. We heard a report by Herrick on labor problems at Rocky Flats and 
the Nevada Test Site. We approved the appointment of Robert D. Thorne as Deputy 

. Manager of the San Francisco Operations Office; the change of title of 
"Secretary to the Commission" to "Secretary of the Commission" for W. B. McCool; 
and the assTgnment of Dr. Iva Zvara to a salaried position for six months at the 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory. We discussed the letter that Senator Muskie has 
written to the AAAS (copy attached) asking for their investigation of the 
Gofman-Tamplin affair. We approved the return of the Fallon (Project SHOAL) 
nuclear test site in Nevada to the Bureau of Land Management, Department of 590 
Interior, and I sent a letter to Interior Secretary Walter Hickel informing him 
of this (cop~ attached). 



AEC BI\\"EEKLY STATUS REPORT FOR AUGUST 25·,· ·1970 

UNCL.. BY DOE 
NOVa& 

1. · or. l1ichael May, Director· of the La\·lrence Radiation· -
Laboratory, Livermore, California, issued a statement 
on August 17 in which he said he would welcome an inde
pe.ndent investigation of charges by Drs. John Gofman 
and Arthur Tamplin,-Laboratory employees, that the AEC 
and LRL have used censure and reprisal to suppress their 
criticism of radiation protection standards. Senator 
Muskie, \'lho indicated that AEC' s July report on this 
matter \'las inadequate, stated in a letter to Chairman 
Seaberg that he proposed to have an independent investi
gation made. The Eenator subsequently asked the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science to prepare a 
report for the Senate Subcommittee on Air and Water 
Pollution which he heads. 

2. Information obtained f:rom foreign representatives at the 
International Symposi~~ on Environmental Aspects of Nuclear 
PO"~."ler Stations held ~t the United Nations, August 10-14, 
indicated that several nations are in the process of lower
ing· their legal radiation emission limits below those set 
by the United States or the International Co~~ission on 
Radiological Protection. This is the case even though 
the general consensus among the delegates was that the: 
ICRP standards are sound. v1hile all the countries, in
cluding the United States, reported actual emissions from 
nuclear power plants at only a small fraction of the legal 
limits, there now appears to be a trend to lotver the offi
cial radiation guidelines. Included among the nations 
exhibiting this trend are the United Kingdom, Japan, 
Switzerland, and the six countries of the European Economic 
·Community. 

3. A Chicago environmental group has announced plans to inter
vene regularly in licensing proceedings involving nuclear 
power plants around Lake Michigan. The group, called 
"Businessmen for the Public Interest," reportedly plans to 
seek strict controls over radiation and thermal discharges. 
There is now one nuclear plant operating on Lake Michigan; 
two others are expected to'start up in the near future; and 
seven more arc under construction or firmly planned . 

• 
4. An important case - one involving the question of federal 

versus state jurisdiction for setting radiation protection 
standards applied to nuclear reactors ~ is scheduled to 
open on October 5 before the U.S. District Court in 
St. Paul, Hinnesota. This case, a declaratory judgment 
suit brought by the Northern States Power Company against 
the State of Minnesota, raises the issue of whether the 
AEC has been given exclusive jurisdiction in this area by 
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(continued) . . . 
the Atomic Energy Act of 19S4, or whether states may 
adopt standards that are more stringent than those im
posed through Federal regulation. About twenty states 
have indicated their wish to appear as interven~rs or · .. 
friends of the court in support of Ninnesota. The case 
has its origins in the construction of Northern States' 
Monticello Nuclear Power Plant about thirty miles north
west of Minneapoli~. 

5. The Justice Departr:tent has considered the legal validity 
of l\EC's proposed amendments to the criteria for the fur
nishing of uranium enrichment services ahd the charges 
p~oposed to be established by the Commission on the basis 
of the amended criter~a and has concluded that._(a) the 
proposed enrichment charge of $28.70 per kilogram does 
not exceed "reasonable compensation" as a matter of la\v 
merely because it might contemplate recovery in excess 
of £ull Government costs over a period of time; and (b) 
the proposed amendments to AEC's uranium enrichment 
services criteria are la\vful. 

The Commission has advised the Joint Co~~ittee on Atomic 
Energy that. after consideration of the vie\'lS of the JCAE, 
the General Accounting Office, the Justice Department, · 
and the AEC's General Counsel, concerning the legal va
lidity of the proposed revisions to the criteria, the 
Corn..~ission has concluded that there is an adequate legal 
basis for the proposed revisions and has submitted them 
to the Federal Register for publication. It is expected 
that they. \vJ..ll appear J..n the A~gust 25 issue of the Register. 

6. A reduction in force of about 130 employees is under way 
at our National Reactor Testing Station in Idaho. These 
are contractor employees of Idaho Nuclear Corporation. 
The lay-off results from a continuing tight budget situation 
and shifts in program emphasis from research .areas to large 
scale engineering and testing projects. 

7. At the Plm·1share Project Rulison Site near Grand Valley, 
Colorado, natural gas from the well created by the under
ground nuclear detonation is being flared (burned) in 
order to obtain samples for radiochemical analysis. All 
radioactivity measured in the gas to date has been far 
below the protective action guidelines established for 
the project. The samples analyzed by the u.s. Public 
Health Service indicate that average concentrations of 
tritium and krypton 85 are well within limits to assure 
public health. Present activities at the site are ex
pected to lead to production testing to determine how 
mucD nuclear fracturing of the gas-bearing rock will in-
creusc gas production •. 59 2 
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8. LOOK l-iagazine is currently gathering material for! a 
story on Project Rulison. · A ~ri ter from the magazine '.s 
New York Office spent several days in the Grand Valley 

. area, and also \'lent to Denver. to. intervi~\-1 Lt. Governor 
Mark Hogan (an opponent of Rulison) and others. A ' ·. 
photographer was on hand to take pictures of the first 
calibration burning of Rulison gas at the site on 
August 18. · 

9. Dr. Norris Bradbury, Director of the Los Alamos Scien
tific Laboratory in New Mexico, will be presented the 
Enrico Fermi A\oJard for outstanding scientific achieve
ment in the development of atomic energy in a ceremony 
at Los Alamos on August 29. The presentation, to be 
made by Chairman Seaberg, coincides with the·:r:etirement 
of Dr. Bradbury after t\venty-five years as Laboratc..ry 
Director. He will be succeeded by Dr. Harold Agnew. 
Guest speakers will include Senator Clinton Anderson, . 
Representative Chet Holifield, and Hr. John E •. Canaday, 
a regent of the University of California, which is the 
operating contractor for the Laboratory. 

10. Cornmom·Jeal th Edison has purchased 4. 25 million pounds 
of uraniQ~ oxide from an Australian uranium company, 
marking the first time that a United States' utility 
has gone to the foreign market for uranium supply. The 
import schedule calls for delivery over a five-year 
period beginning in 1974. Under the Atomic Energy Act, 
the AEC, to the extent necessary ~o maintain the viability 
of the domestic uranium industry, may not enrich uranium 
of forei9n origin for use in domestic facilities. A pro
posed schedule for partial removal of this restriction, 
beginning about 1973, as well as plans for disposal of 
,present excess Government stocks of uranium, a related 
problem, have been developed and are now a\-lai tin g. 
Administration approval. This purchase can be expected 
tn i~~r~~~~ prPRRure for removal of the restriction. 
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THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

WASHINGTON 

UHCl.. BY DOE 
NOV86 

August 10, 1970 

Dear Oro Seaberg: 

We have reViewed the recent report prepared by 
Assistant Secretary Smith, Cornmissi.oner Ramey and 
Dr. Wong, mentioned in your letter of July 20, 1970, 
regarding discussions held \vi th r.1exican officials 
on continuing joint United States-Mexican studies 
of nuclear power and desalting for south•.vest. United 
States and northwest Mexicoo 

The Department concurs in the recommendation 
of the report that informal, low-level studies be 
undertaken and that discussions be conducted on 
more formal arrangements, looking to a negotiated, 
cooperative agreement after December 1, 1970o Pre
sumably, this agreement \vould be along the lines of 
the report ru1d the agenda dated April 26, 1970, 
tentatively agreed upon by the joint working group .. 

I have asked Hr. Herman Pollack, Director, 
Bureau of International Scientific and Technological 
Affairs, to coordinate the Department's participation 
in the on-going studies and negotiations as outlined 
in the reco~~endation and elaborated upon in the 
report'of the discussions with Nexican officials. 

The Honorable 
Glenn T. Seaborg, 

· Chairman, 

Sincerely, 

Atomic Energy Commission. 

594 



UHCL. BY DOE 
NOV86 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHI::-.;GTON 

August 17, 1970 

Dear Dr.~ Bradbury: 

Your brilliant and enduring contributions to the field 
of m.i"clear energy have earned you the pride of all 
your fellow citizens and the admiration of countless 
others throughout the world. Nothing could p1ease 
me more than to congratulate you on receiving one 
of our Government's highest honors: The Enrico 
Fermi Award. 

The finest reward for your accompl~slrments must. 
surely be the knowledge that your persevering talents 
have so irmneasurably speeded human progress and 
uplifted the quality of life. There is little I can add· ... 
to this distincti~n but my strong assurance that this 
Achninistration will re1nain totally committed to the 
noblest goal of your succcs sful career: to direct 
our nuclear energy toward the benefit of all 1nankind. 

I know that I am joi...J.ed by countless colleagues and 
achnirers in the h:>pe that your retirement years may 

'be filled with all the contentment you have earned by 
your selfless public service. 

Sincerely, 

(/2Y~JL;L 
Dr. Norris E. Bradbury 
Director 
Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory 
University of California 
Post O.ffice Box 663 · 
Los Alamos, New Mexico 87544 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
. OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, D.C. ZOS03 

UNCl. BY DOE 
Nov s& 

Honorable Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chairman, U.S~ Atomic Energy 

Conunission 
Washington, D.,C.. 20546 

D(•?.r Mr. Chainnan: 

AUG 2 0 1970 

I write in response to your letter to Mr. Mayo of June 15, 
in which you advised us of your plan to _reduce the AEC charge 
for californiurn-252 to a new price of $10 per microg~am. We 
understand that the $10 price is based upon principle of fuil 
cost recovery and will permit AEC to test the potential 
market demand for californiurn-252. 

This is to advise you that the Office of Management and Budget 
has no objection to your announcing plans to reduce the price 
of californiurn-252 to $10 per microgram. Because of the 
obvious budgetary implications, "'e will be interested in the 
progress of your efforts to estimate the potent~al market for 
californiurn-25~., 
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NOV 8& 

1. Chaln\.3n So:at:_org and three ether Cor"l.aaissiont'rs are 
Jll1Tt1~ip~tins in varicus !JSTts of an intarnatlanal 
sy~posium 011 tho ~~virnn~t-ntul aspects of ruclcar power, 
11el1lclt is Leinr. held At i:niteJ .~ations llcadqunrters in 
~cv York City durin~ Au~ust 10-14. Chnir~an ScahorJ 
~ill celiver t~~ op~nln~ aJdress. 'his sy~po~iuM is 
~ein~ sronsoro~ by the Int~Tn~tion3l Ato~ic fn~-rgy Agency 
in coo~erntlon wi~h th~ ~SAEC. ~ore than 250 dclo~xtss 
fro:a 21 cc-untrie~ a~tc seven inteTr.at ionsl orgl!ni:ations 
h:a.ve been nor.;in~te\1 to attend. 

z. Artit:lag on .Af.C are ttoin~ p-rc:pared for f.sctnSre. Atlantic 
(b7 Pzml Jacob!!. l'#~~o u~e.! to be on t~:~ s'fiifr--of ~~~~ort-~-i 
and f~~'SI'~-~-~!), :n~t :i~~~-~~!~.· A book !~e _?-ta~~ea_r-T'fi~~·!ll!r 
w;tieh .l.s e:rr~etcd to }>c _unfavtira:Jl~ tC' nucll:!l'lr power. fs 
sche-~ulcc! to '!)e puhlishc\t by r~u.ll:t.ntine in :-lovet,hcr~ the 
anthor is a lu;f;ne, Cre;:on,. i'le-..·spare-n1zm, Ccne ;:Ty~1·ton, 
\rho is a~.spti!'l~ a series of e-rticlc!l th-1t relJc-.t h~avily 
on Shelden ~ovick's Ihc Careless Ato~. An hsso~intod 
Fre~s busino:Js "·ritcr1:r.-:~ew Yo1!'1; n~·rrY Stcint•er~. is 
pl!}nnltif: a-n article: on uucle:~r power !)lants. whic!1 vill 
eryh3si:e costs. _s'lfety·, ~nd ccn~truction <.:etay6. An 
/-.JC-1'\" ere~ 1$ Pus~;ir.r fll~.s a~cut ti.o disnesal cf Yadio
ac-tive wastes at .wc·;s r;s.tic:-1~1 }o~:u:tor Tcstlnr: Stlltion 
in lda!\o. Int!'r\fst in wast~ di.~j'05al by Iciu.ho has heeu 
sti~ulated as a r~sult qf criticis~ by Sen~tor C~urch 
eerl i.,r t~ds y~ar. 'ihe C~S :-'ornin~ ~l'liS Sho-:r: is cn-rryi~g 
a series o! fcz.ture stories t!~is \'inck ahcut nucl~etr cu!org;y 
and current controv~r3ics aboct its use. 

t 

3. l)r~ July 2 ~ Ate E!ns~cr~~ crroneotta press reroTts concarninr 
pre~a-ratlons !or a r~dio~ctivc vast~ repositcry in ~ salt 
r..ine at Lyon~, K~nsas. l.cc:ordJ.n' to D. i:nlted Pruss 
l;1tcrnatic~nl sceo\.::st t!u:t qucted ColS~r~s~::.~a!l Skuuitz o.r 
KensAs, Ate is ~ll~~in~ St:te gcolorists o~l~ three months 
t~ co~pl~tc sgfety st~dies. In f~ct. ~s ouT dcniPl 
roil'ltC~ f}Ut t /;.EC ll~s .:.si<:ed t~·,_c f.lnS~S C:~olC;!iC !::lrvcy to 
hcl" outline additional studies. and no deadline hns heen 
sat· for co~rletln~ ~ny studies that ~ay he rQCO~~~nded. 
Ccnrress~ou Sk~bit~ has shown a contincjnz inter~st in 
this J'1"0j~ct. expr~ssinr. co~ccrn a~out safety and <!1-rec.t· 
lnr. a nur.hf'r of qu~st.ion.s to th~ Al-:~: r to w~Jic~ Chr;.iresn 
Seahcrg has r~pli~d. A hriofjn~ for tb~ public onJ press 
wn~ co~~uct~d 1~ Lyens on July 29 by ALC. the lftnge~ State 
Gnye rn::i~Dt ("4i th uOY"Tr.or ::ock inr. rres irH.n~~) r l'fiJd the 
t~r~y Salt Co::!)~ny. It \139 ~ttent:cd by a~:.out 17S ~Coi'le, 
!nclt.tdin(: 3(1 nc·.tsr:.en, ~bo ask('d n~st t)f th~ qu~stiotu. 
}.bout ll!J r.~o~l~ "ere .talen 01\ a tour down into tho wdne. 
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•· To alleviate N•v York City's pover prohlees ag~ravsted 
by the recent failGre of Consolidated Edlson•s tartest 
&"eneratine \1nit, .~::t:•s uraniuf!l onrich.%!':ent plants vill 
rotluce their cor.su~ption of cl~ctricity by an additional 
200,000 kilowatts. This :Aie~ a total reduction of 
650,000 kilo'l4:ltts l•Y t.hr-se plants to reliove po'<:er short· 
ages durinr the current su•~r. 

S. A controvor3ial public he:rint on a nuclear pow~r plant 
en Lcne l~lend 11 exr~ctcd to begin on Sopte~hcr 21. 
Tho hearin~, to be hold in Roc~y Point, New Ynrt, ~111 
consic!er an a'{'l"{:'lic:at.ion hy Lour. Islai:d.Li~htin~ Col::l'any 
to tuild t~Q Shorcha~ Nuclear ?o~ei St~tion. 0pponcnts 
of the rlant pl3n to i~tervene on a ~~cl~ variety of 
quost!ons. The Center fer ~esronsivc Law, w~ich is 
af Ci 1 i a to~ n 1 th Eal}~h t:nt!et', has i.nr!icated :m intent to 
intervene fc·r tho liC\it.ecl rurr.o~e of l'nising the questio~ 
cf vheth~r cli~charges !roc the plant (~hich i8 l~cated in 
nn a~ricul tural gr~tt) could c&u~e har~f\!l lev~ls of 
Tthlistiou to be c:o.ncontTa ted in thi' fooJ el1ain. 

6. A Par..nsylv~rda State lezislnti"•e c:o~rdtt6c ha.s l.)cen 
creatl.!d to in~est1~nte- the r:diati"n ~n'~ t'lel"\",al effects· 

·of nucloar power plnnts. f..tlOnr t;lc wi tnesscs expected 
to testify at hearln21 on Au~u~t 21-22 is tr. Ernast J. 
St~rnf.lass. enG o! tho ~C'5t .s~vcrc cri'tics o.f! the atc;d~ 
or:crr.)· proi-!:-a~, uho5~ cltd~s al.i~t't the r:~,uca.l effects of 
rot.ilation ht1ve r"ceived co1-:si·Je1'ahlc attention in the 

· ~ress. 

7. A!!C sto.ff t&sti fied on 'the disposal of neTVo ;n.s beforc.1 
the Subco;:r.d. ttQe on Oc:onno~sphy of th.e Sonnte Co:~rel ttoe 
on Cor..tsercc C'n .A'.if.US t S snd tht: Subcc<~!!'li ttee on t'c~enor.rarhy 
of tlie t:om:o Co~ittoc on l:terchan't ~-·:;arino an~! fisheTics on 
AuKu~t (1. 7~e Subco!t·n;i ttce~ reqv~sted AE\; _.1 tnos!'es tl' 
C':lr~c:nt on tl1a technical {{'!tt~ihillty of usin~ un~ergr<.,und 
nuclco.r t~c::.niquos to di~pose of nerve g1s. 

8. Dricf!nrs on nucle:ar ~eapon~ do~elo~t'!':ent fo-r hizh lr.~el 
officials liill he r.ivt"n ~y Af·~ '-1urin7 Au;t>Jst.. 'jhc-s~ 
briefin~s will di~oJss nev d5velo?~cnts in strat~~ic 
cf£onsivc, strat~gic d~:fer.siv~, :z.n•i tactic~l n~clear 
11c &,or.s a:t<i also new con;er ts thtlt mi ~!". t be \r.oe:;ron i:ed. 
Invitations hnve been e:xten"~ed. to w111tc: House staff, 
O!fic.o of ·:·MRgtoncnt and BuJgct, C! !lc:l of !;cicnce and 
Techno lory, ~epnrtsr.cnt of 5 tn te, ~e~·artlr.~Dt ot: l~e f~nse. 
Con tTal Int.s 111~ ~nee t'.ii,~ncy •.. \ t"!':.s Control an;! i··i sarnar.cJ»t 
A~ency, anJ tte ii. S. J n.tclli:2e~ce iSoerd. 
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·UNITED STAISS 

WASHINGTON, D.C. zos.;s 
UNCL.. BY DO& 

NOVas 

]\.ugust 11, 1970 
Of:-·::::: or Tt:: Ct-IA.tRMAN 

Z"lr. Chairw.an : 

I attended the scheduled ~veapons brie:Ei:1g: at the H Str<::et 
Office this morning and the p~o·;rar:t essentially ::ollot::ed t~-:e: 
attached outline. I thoug!':t you might like to }~no•;~ r;'..V i.-r.prs:::
sion of tl-:.e meating. 

The at.tendance "'as fairly thin from Jchc e::";:ensive invi ta
tion list. A total of about 50 peo?la ~ere ~rasent (at leas~ 
half 1'-2C)., r.·:itl1 tl~e rr~ost sig·n~fic2o.::·t. non-_;,"7c at.~:.::'11C:.ees b~i:-:.g: 
~r. Lee Du3ridge I OST i Ale:{iS U"ol~nSC:l, s·t.ao/:.2; J~i:'/~S Sc~lesir~s-er I 
::.o:s: Jac~ Young, BoB: Don Zook, State: Geor:;:·e ~':i.lrp;;.y, JCAE:. 
ar:.d s·~:l sr._\·riller, JC~.S. Flanis-an and Eilrlic=:r.1c.n had t.hei:;: 
offices call to report they \'lOuld be u:1able to attend. Ra."Ltey, 
Larson and Eollings'l.·lorth were the sanior AEC peo:ple in the. 
group. 

The introduction By Giller was fairly routine and co~
sisted mainly of a reviet.'l of responsibilit.ies of the J'.ZC in 
relation to DOD. A g·ratui to~s cc:::::-.ent \'las that '\·:e had suffi
cient enriched urz.niu..rn and plutonit:::l to sa~.:.isfy fores6-:.;ab;Le 
weapons regui:cements unless ne'..r syste:Js surfac.:=:. :P.. case ~:;as 
made that tri tiu.:.-n. requirements coulC. increase signi£icant~:-l 
due to ne\·l systems under development. · 

The talks by Dr. Cook of Sandia Laboratories, Liverr::ore 
and Dr. ~·1cDonald, LR.L, Live:r;ao::::-e covered present syste::1. ca:)~
bilities and some of the projected ne\·l dcvelop:r;z.nt ?Ossibili
tics. I was personally a little surprised at the ap?roach 
both spea1<ers took in r.1aki:u.g a sales pi ten for SU??Orting 
r..eu system developments Hi th less emphasis· on orie::r~:.:i::g the 
visitors on the technology of nuclear v1ea:pons. 

The greatest surprise o£ the briefing occurred &~ring 
Dr. Agne'.v' s p=esentation. .P.J.:::ost the. entire prese:ltation 
by Ag:le~·l \·:as a passionate phi2.osopnical lecture on t:-:a r.·2eC. 
for the country and the Defense Depart:.r:'.ent to educat·e -::;;.e 
vmrld and plc:m on ·che use o£ tactical nuclear \·iea.pons. 2e 
proviC.ed eX2.m?les of a bridge in Vietnan Hhere hundrecs of 
sorties by conventional airc=2£t and millions of ?O~nis of 
conventional explosives had been unsuccessful in destroying 
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the bridge where a tactical nuclear vle.J.;_:>on using the v?all.:::.:'e 
guidance syste::n could have dest:::::-.oyed the bridge in a single 
mission. A second exa..-r:1ple was offered in Vict.na:n t·.'ncre e::
tensive B-52 bombing tvi th millions of pounds of conver-~-cio::-. .::.1 
explosives had not been effective in defense of a ?a=tic~l.::r 
fire base ~;-:here one 20 to 100 ten nuclea:: •.-;ea-oon could :~z~v,;; 
satisfied the objective. A case \'las r.1;;:.d~ ::or- the z:..::-=rq acc..;:~t.
ance of a new 8-inch artillery shell to cli~inate the e~~en
sive support force required all over the ~,;o::::::-1.6. for the prc::se::;.t 
design. Harold even suggested the Fo...EC C.e::velo::; the vleapo!l. and 
have it avail~ble for the Amy even t::-1ough th.:;;ir Qi·:n buC:gat 
ar.d tactical de cis ion \·:ould not pGrmi t this m(.)VC at th8 
present tine. Slides \·iere shm·ln to e::?l.;:.in hC'd ·;:l:e c.:..:::<:;-s 
and kill radius frcm these small nt:clear ,.,c;::z.pcr.s ~·l~s ::o s:::c.=.t.~:= 
than the pra~ent conventional weapons. 

I talked to Sob Hollingsworth on the way back to his c~fice 
and \ve both e:-:pressed surprise a·c As::.e-;:! 1 s ~Jr.::s::!Yca::i.c::-•. 
T7' • " r • ·• . ~ 1-.-" h-a· 01.-,re r-=:.-' -.··-.-.;- 'c'~·--o-. -·---~·-,-~--· .. :t.nc:t.g .... er a :t.na.:.cat:ea ......... ~ ....,;.:, r\ ~;:a .h ..... c.-.-~ u ·"..:~::., ... c.:.~-'--·c.;;;._ --:-:: 

to raise questions about sene o~ Earolc's suss2stio~s i~ & 
private conversation \•:ith Du:Sridga, a: .. d Du3rieige talkc.i to 
~.gne\v briefly afte:: the :weeting . 

.t-1y main purpose in trying to 1:'elz..y the abov.e pic·tu:=e .t.·~ 
you is in case there is some reaction to tha briefi~g by ~~y 
o£ the attendees. As vou. will ~ote, ether briefi~~s were, 

- I - . 

scheduled at the Pentason, but I do~bt i£ there would be ~~c~ 
o~~osition to Aanew•s suqcestions fro~ that aua.:.e~ca. ... ... _, - _, 

Attachmen·t 

.1~/ ~ 
~7~:~.( // -;./ \ 

(_,/ Julius H. Rubin 
Special Assistant 
to the. Chairma~1. 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMM'<;SION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20U5 

COPY NO. 
August .. 26,~19~7 .... 0--

INFORMATION MEETING 1058 

9:55a.m., Wednesday, August 26, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Article re .Air Pollution and Human Health 

To be circulated. (SECY) 

2. First Repo!.! of the Environmental Quality Council 

"The Chairman suggested review. (SECY) 

3. · October 14, 1970, Meeting with Atomics International 

Scheduled. (SECY) 

4. July 23 Letter from Congressman Ichord re Statement for Hearing on 
Security Matters 

-' 

Staff will testify. Commissioner Ramey is available if needed. {AGMA) 

5. August 5 Memo.:tandum from the President re Improving Federal Reporting 
and Reducing Related Paperwork 

.Noted. A review of report requirements is re0 uested. {PAR.) 
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6. August 4 Letter from Mr. Cisler re Future Operation of Enrico Fermi 
Atomic Power Reactor-I 

.· 
The draft reply is circulated for later consideration. (RDT-) 

7. August 18 Letter from Eugene Schubert, GE, re Meeting with the 
Commission 

A meeting date of October 27, October 29,· or October 30, 1970, will be 
checked. (SECY) 

8. SECY -282 - Proposed Reply to SINB' s August 19 Letter on Waste Disposal 

The letter will be sent to the C.hairm~.n of the SINB with copies to 
Sterling Cole and Mr. Gifford. (Rubin-Fremling) 

9. Oral Report on the Labor Situation at Rocky Flats and NTS 

10. SECY -252 -Laboratory Salary Increases 

Approved. (LABR) 

11. SECY- 249 - Access Authorization Procedures for Transportation Industry; 
and, 
SECY -212 - Intended Implementation of Access Authorization Procedures 
to Transportation Industry 

Approved. (S~) 

12. SECY-216- Return of.the Fallon (Project Shoal) Nuclear Test Site to the. 
Bureau of Land Management 

Approved. (AGMMA) 

13. SECY-228 - Hanford Nuclear Pow.er Park 

Approved, (P) 

14. SECY-211 - Gas Centrifuge.; German Patent Application; and, 
AEC 610/211- Gas CentrifugP: Patent Application Filed by German 
Inventor at U.S. Patent Office 

Approved. (C) 

- 2- . 
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15. SECY- 224 - German Procurement of Enriched Uranium ,Under Offset 
Payments Agreement 

Approved. (AGMIA} 

16. SECY -227 - Royalties for Sale Abroad of U.S. Gaseous Diffusion Technology 

Approved with a reouest. (AGMIA} 

17. Commissioner Ramey's Report on Discussions with Mr. Tamaki 
lpponmatsu, J APCO 

18. SECY -225 - Technical Exchange Arrangement Between the Organization 
for Industrial Research (TNO} and thE:. USAEC 

Approved. (AGMIA} 

19. SECY-251 -Filing of a Patent Application in the USSR 

Approved. (AGMIA} 

20. SECY -254 - CTR: US-USSR Exchanges - ,Counterproposals 

Approved. (AGMIA} 

21. Commission Resolution on the Retirement of Ambassador Henry B. Smyth 

Approved. (SE,CY} 

22. SECY- 253 - Czech National: Proposed Assignment to ORNL 

Approved. (AGMIA} 

23. SE~Y-237- Canadian Participation jn 200 BEV Project 
(See also SECY -1 09) 

Approved. (AGMO} 

24. SECY- 24 7 - Contractor Selection Statement for Thermionic R cactor 
Development Project 

Appl'oved with revisions. (DC) 

- 3 -
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25. SECY-284- Staff Report on Gofman/Tarnplin AllegationG and Senator 
Muskie's Letter to AAAS 

No action will be taken at this time. (Rubin) 

26. Senate Subcommittee on Air and Water Pollution Hearings on Legislation 
on Underground Uses of Nuclear Energy, August5, 1970 

The Commissioners suggested the National Academy of Sciences be 
alerted. (OEA) 

27. SECY -260 - Salt Mine Repository: Contractor for A-E Services 

Noted .. {AGMO) 

·28. SECY-269 -Proposed Letters re Financial Assistance for Operation of 
Richland School District 

Noted. {AGMO) 

29. SECY -273 - University of Wisconsin Explosion - August 24, 1970 

Noted. (OS) 

30. SECY -250 - Radioactive Releases at the NTS (See also AEC 180/90) 

Noted. (AGMMA) 

31. General Manager 1 s August 19 Memora.ndum re Deputy Manager, SFOO 

. Noted~ {PER) 

32. SECY- 244 - Proposed Patent Provisions for Nuclear InstrUinent Landing 
S) .3tem Development Contract 

Noted. (ID) 

33. Pending Contractual Matters Report No. 371 

Noted with a reauest. (DC-SAGM) 
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34. Secretary's August 7 Memorandum re Change in Title 

Approved. (SECY -_PER) 

35. SECY -241 - GAC Consideration of Commission Awards 

.Approved with a change. The Cort:lmissioners are to ~e informed when 
the Committee issues letters o£ invitation. (SECY) 

36. SECY -242 - Board· of Contract Appeals: Appointment of Additiona.l 
Members 

Approved. (BCA-SECY) 

37. ''Q" Clearance Status of Former Commissioners (See Secretary•:s 
August 3 and 19 Memoranda) 

Noted. (S-SECY) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

11:50a.m. 

(Decisional items will be reviewed with Commissioner Thompson.) 
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Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chairman 
U. S. Atomic· Energy Commj.s sion 
\Vashington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Seaberg: 

August 19 1 19 70 

Reference is made to my letter of June 8 and your response of Jur:e 
29 relative to certain points of specific in.quiry posed by the Executive 
Committee of the Southern Interstate Nuclear Board. 

While the Division of Industrial Participation has been very coop
erative and active in pursuit of this matter and the Division of Nuclear 
Education and Training through Dr. Elliot Pierce has already met with an 
SINB staff representative in connection with our manpower study 1 respor:se 
to the other areas of interest are still forthcoming. 

Althbugh we have a strong interest in all of the subject areas 
covered at the May 27 discussion and reiterated in my letter of J'-"ne 8 1 the 
greatest concern centers on the inconsistency between the Ator::ic Energy 
Commission's waste disposal program near Lyons 1 Kansas and the inter
pretation of associated plans as related to us in May. Iv!r. john Erlewine 
left us with the distinct impression that the program had not been finalized 
and was being developed strictly as a pilot effort. Vvithj~ three weeks of 
our meeting 1 a formal announcement was made of the activation of the 
program. It was indicated that the facility was capable of ha::dlir~g all 
high level radioactive waste produced in the United States to the yea:-
2000. With that kind of time projection, it is difficult not to question the 
designation of "pilot. program." 
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Dr. Glenn T. Sea borg Page II Aug~~t 19, U70 

May I reemphasize the very strong concern we have for the 
absence of any demopstrated interest on the part of the Ator:;ic Ene:rgy 
Commission in the !=)otential use of salt domes and the seemir.g rde:gc.tio:: 
of the deep bed rock disposal project to a lesser priority. These are 
matters which we propose to pursue vigorously and immediately with ~~ey 
members of the U. S. Congress 1 both in the House and the Senate. I 
feel that the nature of the approach to the members of Congress mig:.: ~e 
effectively ameliorated if you could provide us vJith ansvvers to the c:ues
tions which we have advanced. If a::1swers are not available, of cou:se 1 

it would be helpful to have that inforr.1ation also. 

We Qre certainly not seeking adversary develop:-:1ent in this iss'.:e 
and extend the hope that we can obtain satisfactory response b crcer to 
meet the information demands being imposed upon us by re!)reser..tatives 
of both govern.-.Y~ent and industry VJithin the region. 

RHG:cb 

With appreciation for your atter.t~on to': this matter I I am 
/ j 
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r:;. J.th~l:~t~n~spilh;:\la 
r~~-"ic!~nt 

Auzust 12, 1970 (?) 

J.~~:.·ic.:m .:\~~oebt.icn ~(;1 .... th~ At!v~ncer.~:;."nt e!: Sc!c~cc 
_lSl!\ N.u~il.:ic-~:us~-t::.s A\•i~nue, N. w. 
~-~.:~hinsto''" D. c. 20005 · 

.IJNCL •. av DOE 
NOV I& 

I l:.-= v~"r'/ etn~c:crncd ow:r cha:-~e.;x th,it. the A t:oli)i '- r.ne-:~y C~im!iss!.on. 
~ct1ng throot~h its r.:ancrcetot· .. th_c !A'L;lrc.nc.(>. R.":idiation 'Lithor'"tcry, 
V1v~rr.:v':"~, C,'ti.ifomi.!l, h.a$ tak~'l rc1)~is~l .action :ig.:~inat.Prs •. John. 
~""1!.'.-:-.:m :md Arthur T~:r.4'Un for. e:riticit.m of tl~c Atcmic E~1erzy Comr.iaeion 
O:.lld r.:.H.:i:il)n st.::n(.~rca volcad hetfcTe the S'C.bCOli:.:littcc- on Air and 
t!~t~1.· PoH!!t!on in Novcul;;~.r 1969. 

Cn .~uly s. 1?70 J. ast:£d Dr. SettbC>t<;~. C'hairrj~n etf th~ A!';c, to oxt:.r.1inc 
t~~s~ al !~z~t!.o";ls r.mJ to ~ke ll £\!ll ~~port to m~-. Hla l.~t::cn~ of 
~-:t:!y 23, tcget.h~r \.rith an ASC scarf raport co;nprif:es his rusponse. 

!.:: r ir.di~:tt.c-d to Dr. S<t~bo""~ in my l(!t:::er of AtJ!~ust · s. th~ l"i?-port does 
n~t apj!~ar to oe an unMar~vie;roi thll all~~~tio~tn:Ade. by Drs. GC'lfn-..1n 
il~:! Tampli:l. The in'!u!ry, c-.:.nduct(!d as it \-tas by pcopl~ in cH.sagreernE-w~t 
ta'l.t~1 ti~\: .~:ei~ntific c~~dusions of DrEt. Gofman a:nd Tanl})lin, was of 
~~~scio~~bl~ obj~ctivity. 

1::: order to set an ind;;~.::ndent ~evicw of th~. ch.s1·g~s of h:rr.a8:;m~nL 1:md 
:-'•Fi!':sl, 1 ~m a&ldnz that the Am~rica~ A~~ooic.t:ion for th~ Ach·~nec.m(!nt 
...... z Science unc~rt4)<E! a co~?le~et ro;amir.~ti.Q:l o£ che allc1~ations rMda ·by 
Drs. GtJfi:!::n :11~d T~~plin, You are. invited to r:z~ke a rcpol't otl this 
inv~sti;t:l~~ on behslf of the AAAS ~t a 'CUblic h~s1·in~ of the Subcorr.mitte~ 
0:1 Air ami ~:~t.et Po'llutic~, CCJ!!litte.e on l'~)lic l:otl~s. 
'It:~k '-;'cu'=for yoilt eoope.reticn in r~v1et,1ing this potential thrc~t to the . . •: 

~ . . , ~· •. ,. . t''"'. ·g rrce t:na .open OlSCUS~lml or sc1.en lrtc- 1ssue • 

Sincerely, 
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UNCI... BY DOE 
NOV II 

UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY.COMMISSION 
WAZtiiNGTON. O.C. 205~5 

.. AUG 2 6 i970 :·... . 

Honorable ~al~cr 3. Hickel· 
s~c=etary of the Interior 

Dear ~!:'. Hickel: 

Public La~d Order (PLO) 2771 of Septembe= .6, 1962 (27 F.R. 9062), 
as eo~nded on Dece~ber 4, 1962, b~ PLO 2834 (F.R. Doc. 62--9076), 
withdr~w approxicately 2,560 acres of public dooain land in 
Nevada for use by the Ato~ic Energy Commission as a test site for 
Project SSOAL. This project, corn?leted on October 26, 1963, was , 
the first nuclear detonation in the Dapartment of Defense (Advanced 
Research Projects Agency) Vela Uniform proaram to provide rssearch · 
data on detection, identification, and location of underground 
nuclear explosions. · · · ·· ·-

Ocr ex~er~en~al activities at this site are completed. Accordingly, 
we no longer have a need for the site. I am 2dvising you of ~Y 
concu~ence,,ns re~uired by Executive Order 10355, in the publicat~on 
of a PLO revoking those previously mentioned. 

The Manager of the AZC's N~vada Operations Office has been autho~ized 
to take the action necessary to return this site to the Bureau of 
Land t':anag~ent. · 

Chairman 

-· 
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I then presided over Regulatory Information Meeting 420 from 12:05 until 12:30 
Q.m. (notes attached). We authorized Harold Price to investigate with Charles 
Thornton his interest in becoming the director of the Division of Nuclear 
Materials Safeguards. We also received a status report of the Monticello and 
Palisades reactors licensing procedures. 

I hosted a luncheon in honor of Dr. Harry D. Smyth in recognition of his 
forthcoming retirement as U.S. Representative to the IAEA on September 1, in the 
Commissioners' Dining Room. Others attending were Commissioners Ramey, Johnson 
and Larson, Bob Hollingsworth, Myron Kratzer, Algie Wells, Allan Labowitz, 
General Delmar Crowson, Hal Bengelsdorf, Bill Yeomans, Bob Slawson and Phil 
Jacques. At the end of the luncheon I presented a Commission resolution (copy 
attached) commending Smyth's contributions. 

At 2:10 p.m. I met with Dr. John Gruber (Associate Dean of the Graduate School 
of the State University of Washington). We discussed his work on the actinides 
and lanthanides, especially the two-photon absorption program. He told me that 
he has ten graduate students. 

At 2:35 p.m. I presided over Commis.sion Meeting 2430 (action summary attached). 
We discussed the 1970 nuclear weapons planning estimate. Staff indicated to us 
that DOD Secretary Melvin Laird has approved weapons requiring a much larger 
future production of fissionable material than corresponds to our guidance from 
the Office of Management and Budget regarding production reactor operation. We 
discussed the KMS proposal and agreed to have staff meet with officials of KMS 
to try to dissuade them from their desire to pursue work in the laser 
micro-explosion fusion area. If this is unsuccessful, the majority of the 
Commission, with Ramey dissenting, will w'a.nt to negotiate a stringent contract 
with KMS, allowing them to proceed under limited opportunity and strict security 
provisions because of the weapons implications. We also discussed the problem 
of industry participating in gas centrifuge technology and made a good deal of 
progress based on the discussion paper prepared by the staff. This would bring 
industry into gas centrifuge development in two steps, the first with limited 
access to AEC information and the second with more complete access. 

We received from the Office of Management and Budget a tentative 1971 very 
stringent outlay ceiling (copy attached). 

David, Carol, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon 
and Nebraska Avenues, went along the·White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters, and returned to our starting point. 

Bill, Lynne and Charl.otte Thompson (who is 'still staying with us) joined us for 
dinner. 

Thursday, August 27, ·1970 - D.C. 

Carl Walske called me at the request of the U.S. Ambassador in Mexico, whom he 
saw last week when he visited Mexico, with respect to our having overshot with 
an Athena rocket and our plans for cleaning up. The Ambassador wanted it 
brought to my attention that the Mexican AEC is very much against anything 
suggested by the U.S. A couple examples are as follows: As a result of the 
Athena rocket, there is about one curie of cobalt-57, with about 3 mr per hour. 
We want to bury the radioactive debris under a meter or two of sand. The 
Mexican AEC is adamant against that. They admit that it is safe enough to bury 
it, but they just don't want us to do that. They want us to remove all the sand 
and radioactivity until a measurement of .1 mr per hour is reached, and then 611 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
UNCL. BY DOE 

NOV II 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

August 26, 1970 

REGULATORY INFORMATION MEETING 420 

12:05 p.m., Wednesday, August 26, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Mr. Price's August 25 Memorandum re Meetings of Ocean Disposal Task 
Force on Council on Environmental Quality's Report to the President 

Staff will prepare. comments on the draft report as discuseed'. (ADRA-AGMO) 

2. Mr. Price's August 21 Memorandum re Request for Exemption by Long 
Island Lighting Company, Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1 

Mr. Price's recommendation is approved. (ADRA) 

3. Mr. Price's .August 24 Memorandum re Reouest for Further Exemption hy .. 
the Millstone Point Company, et. al., Millstone Nuclear Power Station 
Unit 2 - Docket No. 50-336 

Mr. Price's recommendation is approved. (ADRA) 

4. Mr. Price's August 24 Memorandum re Scenic Shoreline Preservation' 
Conference, Inc., - Notice of Filing of Petition for Rule Making and Denial 
of Petition for R,ule Making in Light of Pending Rule Making Proceeding 

Approved. (ADRA-SECY) 

5. SECY -R 20 - Proposed Amendment to 10 CFR Part 20 - Retention of Radiation 
EXposure Records 

Approved. A status report on the ·study on radiation exposure record 
retention reouirements is reauested. (RPS-SECY) 
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6. Executive Personnel Appointment 

Exploratory discussion is authorized. (DR) 

7. Mr. Price's OralReport on Palisades and Monticello 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

12:40 p.m. 

(Decisional items will be reviewed with Commissioner Thompson.) 

PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Chairman Seabor g 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Larson 

*Attendance by Topic (s} 

STAFF: 

Mr. Price 
Mr. Beck 
Mr. Henderson 
Mr. Wells 
Mr. Buck 
Mr. McCool 
Mr. Hollingsworth':~ 
Mr. Erlewine':: 
Mr. Perge•:: 

- 2 -

DISTRIBUTION: 

Commissioners 
Dir /Regulation 
General Manager 
General Counse 1 
Secretary 
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UHCL.. BY DOc 
NOV B& · 

Upon his retirement as United States Rcprenentative to the International 

Atc:td.c Euergy Ag,ency, the ~nitc:d States Ato:-tic Energy Cc•>ninissioa hft5; un.;.uhiCI'i..tSly 

resolved to e:>~press its deep E•pprecint;.on to Henry DeHolf S:-uyth for ,the 

distinguiched service he has rendered to the United States ato~nic energy prograo, 

. 
to the nation and to the uorld co::n::nunity of nationo. 

H.:n:ry Smyth brought to his present position in 1961 an e>:ceptionnl br.ck-

ground ns a d:i.stinguished pioneer in the nucle<n· energy field, l1:i.th a concern, 

f1.·on its inception,· for the control of this am~sorne force and its f<:!r-rc.::lching 

uses for peaceful purposes. 'Ihe Com;nission is proud thl?.t he served as a 

Hember of this body from 1949 to 1954. 

At a time ~;rhen m~my perso;:u; ~;ould co::.1sider their careet·s fulfilled, 

Harry Smyth undertook a OC'tol and challcn~ing career as United States Reprcs~ntativ~ 

to the International Ato:-;tic Enr:t·gy Agency, and his achievcm~ns in this capacity 

l·7are perhap3 greatest of all. His unprecedented service as a United Stntes 

Ambassador under three Administrations is a testimonial to the high regard in 

't>1bich his contributions have been held. 
' 

Harry Smyth's association~ \-lith the Atomic Ene1.·gy Co;,mnisGion have been 

numerous and diverse, including his service as Chairman of the Princeton Universi.ty 

Recent•ch Bonrd ~nd also no Chairo.:tn of the Univcrsit5.cs Research Association 

\7hich is l·espons:i.ble for con~tl·uction of the ·200-500 BEV accelerator at Batavia, 

Illinois, the largest proton accelerator in the \varlet. In all of the>se re-

lationsh:tps, he brou3ht the urmsual combination of 'to1indom, knci·:rledge, tnct .nnd 

humor \·7M.ch inspil:ed the highest admiro.tion from hl.s friends .nnd collc<lel!es. 

Althou~h no uorcls ccu express adccp.t~tcly our fael:!.rtr;s in \1:f.shiu3 ucll to 

H.:trry Si!:yi.:h, th~ Co:r::;ii!.:clon h<"<C felt it p1·opcr to e;:.:pl~cc::; once c~~ln en thi:; 

occaai&n its deep sense of crctitudc, rcDpcct nnd ~ffcctiou. 
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UNCL. BY DOE 
NOV 86 

UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION. 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 August 27, 1970 

Approved. ____________ _ 
REH 

Date ______________ __ 

R. E. Hollingsworth, General Manager 

ACTION SUMMARY OF MEETING 2430, WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 26, 1970, 2:40 P.M., ROOM 1115, 
D. C. OFFICE 

SECY:RDL 

Commission Business 

1. SECY-262 - 1970 Materials Planning Estimate 

Discussed and to be reschedured for the Commission's FY 1972 Budget 
review. (SECY) 

Commissioner Johnson requested information on the impact of DOD requirements 
and weapons' retirements upon AEC's oralloy stockpile and that this be flagged 
for the Commission'~ FY 1972 B~dget review. (PA) 

2. FY '71 Expenditure Limitation 

3. SECY-235 - Proposed Air Force Safety Rules 

Approved. (AGMMA) 
(3:20 p.m.) 

* * * * * * * * * 
Resllmed - (3:40 p.m.) 

4. SECY-238 - Extension of ContJ"act for Operation at ANL 

Approved. (DC) 

5. SECY-243 - Periodic Review of Enrichment Charge Under Revised Criteria 

Discussed and to be rescheduled. (SEgY) 

6. SECY-248 - I<MS Matter 
(AEC 532/99 - Staff Evaluation of KMS Proposal 
AEC 532/100 - Interim Report on Practical Laser-Pellet Fusion Testing 
SECY-108 - Staff Evaluation: KMS J~roposal (AEC 532/99) - Amplification 
of Options Open to AEC .( See also SECY-2, Commissioner RameY's June 9 
Memorandum, and SECY-261)~ .. 

Discussed. 

The Commission approved, subject to Commissioner Thompson's concurrence, 
staff discussions with KMS, as outlined in the Talking paper (Option A), 
with. results· to be: reported to the Commission. The JCAE staff is to be 
.in.fotmed. (OGC/ AGMR&D/ AGMMA) 
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R. E. Hollingsworth 
Action Summary 2430 

-2- August 27, 1970 

7. SECY-270 -Industry Participation in Uranium Enrichment 
(AEC 610/218 - Industry Participation in Gas Centrifuge Technology 
SECY-106- AEC Actions Resulting in Cessation· of Private Work on the 
Gas Centrifuge 
SECY-107 - Draft Statement on Ad Hoc Committee on Providing Industry Access 
to Enriching Technology(See also AEC 610/212, Commissioners.Johnson & Larson's 
May 21 Memoranda, General Manager's August 3 Draft Staff Proposal)) 

Discussed. To be revised & rescheduled. (SECY) 

Commissioner Johnson requested: 
a. staff clarify the type of pilot plant envisaged in the 

long-range plan factor (paragraph 17e SECY-270); and 
b. inclusion of a requirement for company identification of 

proprietary information before entering the program. 
(AGMD&P/AGMP/OGC) 

Commissioner Ramey requested: . 
a. information on the relationship of Phases I & II to the plans 

and timing of construction of demonstration plants; and 
b. information on the possible disruptive effects, and preventive 

measures, of this proposal on AEC's on-going centrifuge program. 
(AGMD&P/AGMP) 

cc: 
Chairman Seaberg: 
Commissioner Ramey 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Thompson 
Commissioner Larson 

w. B. McCool 
Secretary 
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EXECUTIVE OFriCE OF THE: PRCSIDENT 
OFFICE OF MI\Nf\GI:.:MENT AND BUDGCT 

WASHINGTON. O.C. <.0503 

UNCI.. BY DOE 
NOv 86 

Honor<1ble Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman, U.S. Atomic Energy 

Conun:ission 
Washington~ D.C. 20545 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

In accordance with Office of Hanagement and Budget·nulletin 
No. 71-2, a. tentative 1971 outlay ceiling for your agency 
is enclosed. 'Ihis ·ceiling is necessary to conform to the 
Government-wide limitation established by Title V of Public 
La·~ .. ;- 91-305. Under that la\·1, your tentative ceiling may be 
adjusted to reflect the effects of-congressional action or 
inaction on the 1971 e·stimates included for your agency in· 
the February budget. Otherwise, i·t \'.rill be considered f_irm 
until it is reviewed in the fcnnulation of the President's 
1972 budget. It· is possible that it v.rill be necessal.-y· to 
reduce the ceiling at that time. 

The President advised you on May 25 that: 

"The pr~'sent outlook fer the 1972 budget is one of 
·continued stringency. If we arc to keep expenditures 
down -- and yet free sufficient funds for nevl ini ti
atives -- we must all make a very tough evaluation of 
current programs.,. 

The outlook is nm.,r even more austere due to the pro'"able 
reduction in estimated receipts uss9ciated with tllC economic. 
slowdown, and increases in uncontrollable items other than 
those designated in Section 50l(b) of Public Law 91-305. It 
will be 'necessary to keep 1971 outlays at the lmvest possible 
level by close control of existing.programs, and-by a searching 
reexamination of marginnl und unproductive progrc:1.ms und previous 
n9cncy priority dctcrmin~1tions. 'fhc ceilinqs that hw.ve berm 
c:s1:ablif3hc·d f0r. the~ 197/. budsrct rcCJt•irc aus1.~crc progrum l·2Ve1s. 
In many· .instance:;;, the pro·gl:am levels impo~~cd for 197:?. :ccqui rc 
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action to be taken in 1971 to avoid undue disruption. Accord
ingly, action must be taken now ~o reduce outlays for programs 
which must be held dmvn in 1972. 

This letter establishes an outlay ceiling for your agency to 
conform with the statutory limitation, and to carry out the 
President's restrictive fiscal policies as they pertain to 
your agency. As indicai::cd in nulletin No. 71-2, the tentative 

·outlay ceiling established for your agency in the attachment 
includes the fuli 1971 cost of statutory p::y raises under 
Public La\·! 91-231, but does not J:eflcct any other effects of 
con:Jressional action or inaction on the President's budget 
reej_'Ucsts nor the effect~ of othei.· actions b~' the Congress. 

In developing your agency plan to operate wiU1in the assigned 
outluy ceiling, the amount shown on line 4 of the attachruent 
should be regarded as your ceiling. 

It is expected i:hat you \·!ill person::1lly revicH <tnd 21pprovc your 
agency • s plans to live within the est.ablishcd cei li:1g and ins'..u:e 
thut an effec-tive control system is in ope]:;J.tion throus;hout t.he 
year. 

I shall look fon;ard to working \vi th you t:o assist the President 
in keeping Government outluys at a level consistent \·:ith legal 
constraints, economic necessity, and the need to provide 
budgetary flex~'bility for new initiatives. 

Attachment 
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1971 OUTLi\Y CEILING 
Atomic Energy Conooission 

February 

UNCL. BY DOE 
NOV II 

Attat~hmcnt 

Basis for 
1971 

estimQtes ceiling 
(outlays in t1l0usands) 

1. Federal funds 
a. Gross amounts............ 2,411,000 
b.. Deductions (proprietary 

receipts and interfund 
transactions) •••••••••••• 

c. Total, Federal funds ••.•• 2,411,000 

2. Trust funds 
a. Gross amounts •..••••••••• 
b. Deductions, (proprietary 

receipts and in·terfund 
transactions) •••••••••••• 

c. Total, Trust funds •••••.•• 

3. Deduction for intra
governmental transactions •••• 

350 

---+ -350 

4. Total, nee'outlay ceiling •••• 2,411,000 

2,393,000 

2,393,000 

350 

-350 

2!393,000 
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turn over the ground until we get it back to natural background. Furthermore, 
this is in a very remote area--practically desert--with a so-called ranch, 
containing a shack, about 5 miles away. The Mexica~Foreign Ministry tried to 
get them to be more reasonable, but since their AEC has the main role of 
advising the government in such matters, the decision went their way, and we 
will have to remove the material. Our Ambassador may be able to get a reversal 
by an appeal to the President of Mexico. 

Another example was the U.S. attempt to get the Mexican government to agree to a 
visit of the nuclear-powered frigate TRUXTON to Acapulco. The Mexicans don't 
want to accept our standard statement under international law in the event of an 
accident. They are holding out for something stronger, i.e., that we will pay 
for any damage that occurs without any adjudication, which we probably would do 
anyway, but we don't like to issue that kind of blank check. It is the Mexican 
AEC that is being difficult. Walske said that a telegram was received this 
morning from our Ambassador stating, "The Foreign Minister said that Jose 
Gorostiza (head of the Mexican AEC) remained adamant in opposing the visit, and 
the President decided not to overrule him." The telegram then refers to "the 
Nuclear Energy Commission, which has been notably uncooperative with us 
recently." 

A third example surfaced in Walske's talk last week with Ramey. Ramey thought 
his recent trip to Mexico on desalting went "famously." Yet, our Embassy there 
feels there was a definite lack of agreeableness on the part of the Mexican AEC 
after the visit; they were poor-mouthing it around, for no particular reason, 
saying that they don't need that power anyway, the Americans would be too 
involved, etc. The Ambassador wonders whether the USAEC couldn't do something 
nice for the MexiGan AEC to "sweeten t~em up;" possibly invite them here for a 
nice visit, etc. However, the Ambassador would be most appreciative for any 
help we could give in this regard. I said we probably should send some of our 
top level scientists down there to show them some attention. Also, I could go 
out of my way in Vienna to greet them. Walske said he isn't necessarily 
advocating action immediately, but something aimed at the long haul. 

From 10:50 to 11:25 a.m. I met with Mauri€e C. Timbs (Australian AEC Executive 
Commissioner) and Peter Crooks (Atomic Energy Attache, Australian Embassy). 
Julie Rubin, Myron Kratzer and Walter Munster (DIA} were also present. This was 
a courtesy visit. Timbs told us that Australians have narrowed their choice for 
the nuclear power reactor they intend to purchase in the near future to four 
vendors, including Westinghouse in the U.S. We discussed the outlook for the 
discovery of more uranium ore in Australia and agreed that, although only some 
20,000 tons of low-cost U~Oa reserves have been recorded to date, the 
outlook for much larger d1scoveries should be good. We discussed the South 
African process for the enrichment of uranium and indicated to Timbs that any 
new process would be more expensive to develop than Abraham Raux and the South 
Africans now believe or purport to believe. 

I met, along with Julie Rubin~ with John Parangosky and John Stephenson of the 
CIA from 11:30 until 11:45 a.m. to receive a briefing on an interesting project. 

I had lunch with Milt Shaw and Julie Rubin in the Commissioners' Dining Room. 
Milt expressed his overall concern about budget support for the breeder 
program. He stated that the work is currently very promising with the major 
effort requiring attention being the development of key components such as 
pumps, valves, control rod drives, fuel element fabrication, etc. Deferment of 
the demonstration plant for another year seems the best course in view of the 
tight budget and stage of component development. Milt expressed concern that 
the overall U.S. and AEC image not be damaged by deferment of the demonstration 
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plant as an indication of reduced emphasis or importance attached to the breeder 
reactor program. Plans to continue support for the molten salt and HTGR were 
indicated and I strongly concurred in this decision. I mentioned plans to give 
a talk on the plutonium economy and Milt thought this is very timely as our 
utilities appear slow in relating the importance of plutonium in their 
long-range plans. 

From 2 until 3:15p.m. I met with Dr. Edward E. David, Jr., who has just been 
appointed by President Nixon as his Science Adviser to replace Dr. Lee A. 
DuBridge, who has resigned, and Dr. Hubert Heffner (Deputy Director, Office of 
Science and Technology); Julie Rubin was also present. This was mainly a 
session for the purpose of getting acquainted and to enable Ed David to become 
familiar with the problems of the Atomic Energy Commission and their 
relationship to the White House and his office. I gave him a copy of our Annual 
Report and the Annual Report on Fundamental Research for background. With 
specific regard to AEC problem areas, I identified the amazing progress being 
made by Bob Wilson on the 200 Bev Accelerator and the marginal to inadequate 
rate of funding in the restricted AEC budget for the past few years. David 
inquired of the need for the breeder program and I emphasized the great 
importance of this to our future electrical generating requirements and again 
emphasized the marginal budget support to meet our projected schedule for · 
development of a commercial breeder reactor. We briefly discussed AEC programs 
in nuclear education and training, public information, and the status and need 
for data on the effect of low level radiation. 

I explained the current consideration of exchange of gaseous diffusion 
technology with foreign organizations and the present plans for bringing U.S. 
industry back into the development of the gas centrifuge. I also mentioned the 
problem encountered with KMS in their attempts to develop a laser-induced 
controlled thermonuclear reactor; the patent problem, the relationship of this 
field to weapons technology and Brueckner's dual role with KMS and as an ·AEC 
consultant were explained. David noted his experience with Bell Telephone 
Laboratories showed that his laboratory employees almost always rejected an 
outsider's suggestion as unworkable or already investigated. He expressed a 
thought that we should have a completely independent group look at Brueckner's 
claims and Livermore's claims for origin of the work and resolve this issue 
prior to making any decision on letting KMS proceed. Assistance in providing an 
independent review group was offered. 

I mentioned my plans to attend the IAEA General Conference meeting in Vienna and 
suggested that Dr. Heffner might consider attending· since he indicated plans to 
be in Europe the week of September 20. Heffner will let me know if a visit to 
Vienna can be worked into his schedule. 

I called Alex Zucker (National Academy of Sciences) in response to a call he 
made to Justin Bloom, offering the services of the Academy and, in particular, 
the Environmental Studies Board, with respect to the Gofman-Tamplin 
controversy. I told him that this is an intriguing possibility; however, I am 
reluctant to go into anything until a decision has been made regarding Senator 
Muskie's request that the AAAS work on this. If AAAS shouldn't want to take 
this on. this might be the direction in which we would want to move and we would 
then be in touch with him and the Academy. 

I sent a letter to Dr. Sigvard Eklund (copy attached) expressing pleasure with 
the results of the Symposium on Environmental Aspects of Nuclear Power Stations 
held at the U.N. headquarters in New York. 
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Dr. Sigvsrd Eklund 
D!:::-cc tor General 

UNITED STATt=:S 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. zos.:s 

Au ,.. 2 7 .,.,.,,.., 
\J t.;;JU 

Intcr~ation~l Ato~ic Energy Agency 
K;:.rntne= 3.it!g 11 
Vie~n~ l, Austria 

Dear S igvs:rd: 

I •.Ja:lt to let you !·me~.- he•.: pleased ! v1as with the cor.d~.::ct a.nd 7.'eS'!..!.!. t.s 
of the S~J''~?OSit:::l on Envirctmental Aspects of 2\uclea::- .Pe<.>7e'::' Stati-::;s, 
and to thank the Agency once again for includir.3 the meeting ~s ~~~t 
of its 1970 Si~pcsimn series. 

We regretted th~t: you could not attend the sy.r.posium, b:.;t we ..:;ere very 
pleased that Dr. Zheludev was able to participate in the ~eetin3. 

I believe t:ha·t the s~osium was very worth:t·1hile as a foruo :for 
scientists, oanagers and planners fro~ the ~any co'!..!ntries and i~tar~ 
national orza~izations represented to exchanze up-to-date infc~~~io~ 
and e:.:perience on this important subject, and to facilitate the in£or
~~ticn reaching the general public at this tirr.e of heightened int~res: 
in and conce=~ about the envircr~cnt. I am enco~r~gcd that, in cc~~ec
tion ,.;ith the letter objective, several wcll-bala.::czd articles en :::-.e 
syr~posiun: luve appe:::.r~d in a nu.~ber of Ar:eric.:.n nev:spapers. 

I a~ enclosing a copy of the address I gave at the openinz of the 
S)T.?OS !ur:1, which I hope ycu 'tlill find of interest. I too~;::. the 
occasion of t~e address (p:lge 6) to suzgest that consideratic~ be 
given to anothc= Agency role in th~ environr:cntQl field, that is, as 
a central re?ository of cuta en radioactivity releasad in con::e~tio~ 
with civilian uSe$, with the possi~ility thZlt, perhaps sc~eti~e in t~e 
future, an international network of noriitoring stations, cperatec cnce= 
L'.Z.:i. au:::p!ces, eight cevelop. I re~lize that the A;;ency is -'llrcac~r 
en~aged, to sco::c e:-;tent, in collectin:; c:~::~ on r~dioactivity i:; t::e 
enviror--:::mt, but hope that consideration co'..lld be given to t:-:.2: ?~=.si

bility of a mere cor.:prel1cnsive role by the .~~.gency i:1 this iicl.:i, 
taki::3 into account activities being p;:r:l:c·r-t1cd and plc.nncC. by t~~ 
t:nitcd Nations Sciem:ific Cori:."':littee en the Effects of ~.t:or::ic J.c.C.::..:.tio::. 
Our 1-~::sion in Vicn:1a tJill be l.:1 touch ~dth the Agency in the ne~= 
futura to explore the st:ggestion i~ ~o=e detail. 
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Dr. Sigvard Eklund - 2 -

-- I would like to take this opportunit? ~to cxp:ess our eppreciZlt:i.on . 
for the excellc~= vi.Z.Y ::!1e Agency st.:....;r or:;a.n:.zccl and c.:.rried cut t.:e 
Sy::l;>osiurn~ in coop~ra tion 'tdth the AZC staff, and t;.;rith ass is t.:.:1ce 
fro~ tee United ~~tions. I hope that you will convey our apprecia~icn 
to those loiho "to1ere involved on the Agency•s staff. 

~-lith best wishes, 

Cordially, 

Chairr..a~ 

Enclosure: 
Opening Acdress 
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Carol, Dianne, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon 
and Nebraska Avenues, went along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters and returned to our starting point. 

Charlotte Thompson returned to Cambridge today. 

Friday, August 28, 1970 - D.C. - Los Alamos, New Mexico 

After spending the morning in the office I caught TWA Flight No. 183 from 
Baltimore Friendship Airport, which left about 1 p.m. and arrived in Albuquerque 
about 3:50 p.m. I was met by Sam and Dotty Donnelly and Jim McCraw. 

I rode with the Donnellys to Los Alamos, arriving at 5:45p.m., and checked into 
room 116 of the Los Alamos Inn. 

I attended a reception in the Red Room of the Science Hall and museum where I 
met many old friends who were in town for Norris Bradbury's retirement and Fermi 
Award ceremonies tomorrow. (Attached is a list of the invitees.) 

I then rode with Herm Roser to the cafeteria for the buffet dinner (list of 
invitees attached) and following program for Bradbury. Jim McCormack was the 
master of ceremonies for the humorous program. People like Giller, Betts, 
Starbird, Hertford, Donnelly and Tesche read "Bradburygrams" (humorous excerpts 
from Bradbury messages and letters). A number of humorous gifts were presented 
to Norri.s and a special medal was presented to his wife Lois. Norris responded 
with warm words of apprecia-tion for the cooperative attitude of AEC Headquarters 
toward Los Alamos problems. 

Saturday, August 29, 1970 - Los Alamos - Washington, D.C. 

I had breakfast in the dining room of the Los Alamos Inn at a table with 
Starbird and Hertford. Hans Bethe was at breakfast, having arrived late last 
night. 

Following breakfast I rode with a group in a bus to the Los Alamos Meson Physics 
Facility. Prior to our tour, in a talk to the group in the auditorium, Louis 
Rosen described its progress and schedule. He said that the machine should 

·produce an 800 MeV proton beam in 1972 and should be ready for experiments early 
in 1973. (I sat next to Lee Haworth and suggested that we have a 25th 
a.nniversary observation of the start of Brookhaven Nat ion a l Laboratory, and he 
agreed. He said that the starting date was sometime in 1946, so 1971 would be 
the proper 25th anniversary date.) We toured the half-mile long Meson Facility, 
especially the injection end (a 750 KeV Cockcroft Walton device and the first 
accelerating chamber) and the experimental area 'where the building is just 
getting underway). 

D. F. Sundberg (head of university relations for Los Alamos and mayor of Los 
Alamos, i.e., head of the City Council) then drove me to the old Lo~ge (Fuller 
Lodge) area. Here I presented my check ($500), the first contribution to the J. 
Robert Oppenheimer Memorial Fund to representatives of the Memorial 
Committee--John E. Bralley (Chairman), N.H. Krikorian (Vice Chairman), Mrs. 
Robert H. Sherman (head of publicity) and C. M. Fowler (head of the fund 
drive). The aim is to erect a memorial to Oppenheimer, in the form of a 
sculpture to be chosen by an international competition, in the summer of 1973. 
We visited the nearby proposed site of the sculpture. Movies and still picture~ 2 4 
were taken of the presentation ceremony and the site visitation. 



.\r.~::::!;O:l. s~n. & :·.:rs. ClintC:l "2. 
• 

• .;r=o:c.a, ~rr. & Y.=s. F. J., Jr. 

B.:k~=' :-r:-. & Yars. R. D. 
3.;::ha, Dr. r-: .. ns A. 
Be:-:s, L:. C-ene:-31 A. w. 

:Sjc:rke, 2-!=. & Hrs. Georse 0. 

Eoy~r, Y.r. & ~=s. Keith 

Z:'adb-.;ry, 1\~. & !-rt-s •. David E. 

E:'c:dbu=y, !-~--. & Y..rs·. J.:n:es N. 

E:-ac~~ry, 
,,~ ·-. & Y..:s. John P. 

Carroll", D;-. &Y.r.:. JocephY. • 

Carter, Dr. Willi~~ w. 
Chri!itcnsen, Hr. & !"..=::. Eldo::. !. • 
Clark, Y..r. Thc~s R. . . 

3., 
.,._ 
.J- it 

Cotter, ~~. Do~ald R. 

C~e~c:er ~ !~. & Y~s. t·!ill:!.s .S. 

Critchf~el~, Y~. ~ ~~s. C. L. 

Crook, }=. Richard C. 

Cully, Hr. & Hrs. Jac~ :!. 

Davis •. v~. & l".rs. ~l<JC:'Oii:. 
I 

De~'~s, }~. Georga 

Di. Luzio, Y.:. & }l:s. Fr.::-..k 

Dotson, Dr. & 1-!rs. J. C. 

Dru:n:nor.d • Y.ar • & ~.r s • J. c. 

Duffield, H=. & Hrs. Rob~== B. 

~~rham, 1~. & }~s. F. P. 

Ebinger • Y.r. & l~s. Ga::.e -¥.· .• ·-

Elliott~.. ~·~. & ~r=s. R.icha=d G • 

Fal:, Dr. Gaclcn_L. 

..,.,... --· 
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Fields, Brig. Gcn~ Kenneth E., USA (Ret.) 

Ford, }~. Judson 

Fowle:, ~~. ,Robart D. 

Francis, l{r. & Mrs. William C. 

Gcraty, :-:rs. S.aliy 

· ~r.::~sh.auscn, ~-=. & :-r=s. Kenneth J. 

Gille::-, 1-!.:oj. Gen. & Hrs. Eciwsrd B. 

E.::ll ~ }!r. & lo!rs. David B. 
R.::~~el, Mr. & ~~s. Edward F. 
Ha~kins, ~~- & Y.:s. Le G. 

Hawo~:h, Dr. & ~~s. Leland J. 

Heiez:zn, Miss Mary E. 

F.ertford, ~x. Kenner 
P.olifield, Rep. Chet 
ao=~b~~k, D::'. & ~~s. John A. 

EcrJc:rd, }'.::. & Mrs. Willic:::1 Jack 

F.oyt, ?-~ ... & !<U-s. P..a::.:-y R. 
Reber, 11:. P.:ul 

Huff, ~!r. Ch3rles S. 

Jackal, ZW'~. & Y.rs. tolilli~w J. 

Jones, Y~s. Lucile E. 

Kaericher, Col~ Kermit C. 

Kellozz, Dr. & Y~s. J. M. B. 

Keto, V~. G. John 

Kinney. ~x. F..e::-bert: L. 

Xinsolving, The Rt. Rev. & 
C~J James II! 

Langham, V~. & l~s. Wriz~~ ~. 

Larson, Hon. Clarence-E. 
La}"l!'.an, Y.r. ~ ~irs. E. R.. 
·Lazarus • Y.r. & Hrs. R.oge::- :s. 
Lujan, Congressman l-1anuel 
1'-"cDougall, Y:. D. P. 

M<:d<.oy, M=. & }=:-s. N. H. 

Y...s::ley, Mr. & 1-t:'s. J. H. 
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~~y, Dr. Michael M. 

E. G. 

~!o::Cor.:l.ack, !'..aj. Gen. & }irs. J.ames, 
u~r- (:ace.) 

Y.o::Crzw, 1-'.r. & ~.rs. Ja1:1es L. 

McDa~iel, Dr. ~sul w. 

~c~ae , !-!r. & 1-:= s. David 

2-!c~::.nney, }f.r. & Hr s • Lee B. 

Y.cNeely, Y..r. & 1-!rs. c. R. 
:M~ller, 1-!r. & Hrs. Robert E. 
Y~ller, Y~. & r~s. Wencell L. 

Mot:, ~::-. & Y..:s. H. T. 

~a?ple, Y.rs. Ellen w. 
Ncrtt=o?, Dr. John A. 
Not:ro:t, Hr. & Y.rs. Carl G. 
!;yeJ ~.aj. Gen. & Y.=s. Fra:lcis ·y., USAF 
0 • Cor.."lor, ~1r. & l-1rs. L. F. 

O~le, ~~. & Y.rs. W. E. 

O'!<eef~, l-!r. & Y.rs. :Barn.:rd J. 

o:cs~!.. }~. & l1rs. I.addie w. 

P.a bi , D=-. I. I. 

~einig, 1-'.r. £: Y.rs .- L. P. 

R.eynolda, Y.r. & 2-!=s. Lo".li3 

Ric:hsrd, Y..r. & l{rs. C. 1·:. 

Rodgers, l·1r. & ~.rs. W. C. 

.Rosen, Y..r. & Vrs. J~ck 

Rosen, ~.r. E.: t!rs. Louis 

Roser, Mr. Herm:;;n E. 

.. .... 

Russell, Ad::1i:al & H=s. J.r.:ne:: S., 
u~~ (Ret.) 

Russell, 1-~. & Y~s. John H. 

St. Clair, }1:'. & Y.rs. Roy 

Sander, 1;.r. & Y.r~. F. C. 

Schreiber, Y.r. & rrrs. R. E. 

Schwartz, I·:=. S. ~. 

Seeborg, ?.on. Glenn '!. 

Serber, Dr. Robert 

Sh:effler, Y.r. & l~s. R. G. 

Spalding, Mr. & ~.rs • John F. 

Spence, Hr. & l·~s. R. W. 

Stack, 1-z. & V~s. F. E. 

Starbird,. Lt. ~n. Al.;red D. 

Stone, Y.r. & ~.rs. R.ay::c:ld G. 
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Teller, Dr. Edward 

~c:-... :.~":l• Y.:-. & }~s. G. He 

Tep?a:-, Y..r. & 1-'..rs • A=nold 

OXesC:.e, ~ .. ·-...... ~ederick Re 

Tnc~pson, £on. Theos 3. 

Tho=::!, Y.:. & ~~s. R. N. 

:Luck, 

Udell, ·v ... ....... . 
& t-:rs. 3aces L~ 

Upson, Y..r. & V..rs. S. A. 

Van Ge:art, ~..r. & Y~s. R. 3. 

Vespe, 1-'.r. & 2-'.rs. V. C. 

Wals~e, Dr. & 11:'s. Carl 

W.a:rr~:l, M=. & Y.:s. ~:roy R. 

- 4--

t-1h!te • Mr. & ~.rs. Walter i!. 

t.:hiteaker, C..:!pt. Ja:cs G • 

. Wiltrout, Hr·~ Glen We 

Wi~gfield, }~. & Y;e. E. E. 

62'8 



DINNER LIST 

vfMr. and Mrs. Harold M. Agnew 

V Senator and' Mrs. Clinton P. Anderson 

V Mr. and~. D. B. Anthony 

/Mr. and Mrs. Robert F. Bacher 

. Mr. and :t-!rs.. R. D. Baker 

Mr. and Mrs. Eci~ard J. Bauser 

Mr. and Mrs. P. F. Belcher 

Dr. and lira. Hans E. Bethe 

v{t. Gen. and~ Austin W. Betta 

Mr. and Mrs. H. Jack Blackvell 

Mr. and Mrs. Edward J. Bloch 

Mr. and Mrs. Justin-Bloom 

Mr. and Mrs. Earl C. Bolton 

v"'Mr. and l-ira. Keith Boyer 

VMr. and Mrs. David '!'· ..... Bradbury 

Mr. and Mrs. Jam~ a N. Bradbury ? 

Mr. and Mrs~ .fohn P. Bradbury ? 

v'Mr. and Mrs. Norris E. Bradbury 

/ 
~r. and~ Howard C. Brown, Jr. 

vfMr. and Mrs. Charles I. Browne 

J.l.!r.. and Mrs. J. F. Burke 

Mr. and l-ira. J. J. Burke 

Mr. and Mrs. C. C. Campbell 

I Mr. and~. John E. Canaday 

Mr. and Mrs. John T. Conway 

Mr. and Mrs. G. A. Cowan 

Mr. and Mrs. C. L. Critchfield 

J Mr. and J.ffa.-. Frank DiLuzio 
/ 

vfMr. and Mrs. H. C. Donnelly 

Dro and Mrs. Le"! A. DuBridge 

Mr. and Mrs. F. P. Durham 

Dr. and Mrs. Spofford G. English 

Ur. and Mrs. Eugene H. Eyster 

Mr. and Mrs. Gaelen Felt 629 



v'Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth !. Fields 

Mr. and Mrs.'James B. Fisk 

Dr. and Mrs. John S. Foster, Jr. 

- / RrJf i-.- .f 7)-, :r, 'r.· ,.(.~~. v ' ·..) . . ./. .. ·-
- Mr. and Mrs. E. E. Fowler 

~Mr. and Mrs. Darol K.. Froman 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth J. Germeshausen 

) 

VMaj. Gen. and6r~) Edward B. Giller 

Mr. and Mrs. Herbert !. Grier 

Lt. Gen. and Mrs. Leslie R. Groves 

J Mr. and Mrs • David B. Ha 11 . 
Mr. and Mrs. L. G. Hawkins 

JDr. and Mrs. Leland J. Haworth 

VAdmiral John T. Hayward, USN (Ret.) 

/Dr. and Mrs. Louis H. Hempel mann • 

(Mr. and..-«. 
~ 

Kenner P. Hertford 

Mr. and Mrs. Charles J. Hitch 

• 2 • 

/Representative'· an~:' Chet Holifield 

Mr. and Mrs. R. E. ltollingsworth' 

J Mr. and~s-: John A. Hornbeck 

Mr. and Mrs. Henry R. Hoyt 

Mr. and Mrs. Duncan B. B. Janisch 

Mr. and Mrs. Ralph P. Johnson 

Comm. and Mrs. Wilfrid E. Johnson 

Dr. and Y~s. Lloyd M. Joshel 

Col. and Mrs. K. C. Kaericher 

and M~ John S. Kelly 
./ 

Mr. and Mrs. L. D. P. King 

Mr. and Mrs. Chalmers C. King 

vfMr. ~nd Mrs. Wright H. Langham 

vConm. and~. Clarence E. Larson 

Mr. and Mrs. Roger ~ .• Lazarus 

Mr. and Mrs. Alvin R. Luedecke 

j}1r. and Mrs. D.--P. MacDougall 

VMr. and Mrs. J. H. Manley 630 



V: Mr. and Mrs. J. Carson Mark 

c/ Dr. and /rf.". Michael M. May. 
"/ 

J Mr. and y.{'s-; Woodford B. McCool 
/ 

.J Maj. Ge·,l. and Mrs. James McCor~ck 

JMr. and)1r)v. J. L. McCraw , . 

V Dr. and )158-; £'.!\ul W. McDaniel 
/ 

c./ Mr. and Mrs. C. David McKee 

vi'Mrs. Dorothy McKibben 

Dr. and Mrs. Donald McLaughlin 

Dr. and Mrs. Edwin M. McMillan 

Mr. and Mrs. C. R. MCNeely 

r/ Mr. and ..)!f.'S: Robert ! • Miller 
/ 

Mr. and Mrs. Wendell L. Miller 

Mr. and Mrs. Elmo R. Morgan 

Mr. and ~rs. Thomas G. Morris 

Mr. and Mrs. 11. T. Motz 

Vice Admiral: and Mrs. Lloyd M. li.&atin 

- 3 -

Mr. and Mrs. Darragh Nagle 

Mr. and Mrs. Edward F. Newly 

General and Mrs. K. D. Nichols 

,/Mr. and Mrs. W. E. Ogle 

Mr. and Mrs. Bernard J. O'Keefe 

Senator and Mrs. John 0. Pastore 

V Dr. and ,M('u-; I. I. Rabi 
/' 

Vcomm. and Mrs. Ja~es T. Ramey 

Mr. and Mrs. L. P. Reinig 

Mr. and Mrs. W. C. Rodgers 

. vi.Sr. and Mrs. Jack Rosen. 

V",Mr. and Mrs. Louis Rosen 

v'Mr. and~-; Herman E. Roser 

Mr. and Mrs. Max F. Roy 

Mr. and Mrs. Julius H. Rubin 

Admiral and Mrs. James S. Russell 

vfMr. and Mrs. R. E. Schreiber 
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J Mr. and _A(S.- S. P. Schwartz 
. / 

V Dr. an<Y-~~ Glenn T. Seaborg 

Mr. and Mrs. R. G. Shreffler 

Mr. and Mrs. Cyril Smith 

/Mr. and )~B': Ralph Carlisle Smith 

/z.tr. and Mrs. R. W. Spence 

Mr. and Mrs. F. E. Stack 

Lj Lt. Gen. and/&"S: Alfred D. Starbird 
/ 

Admiral and Mrs. Lewis L. Strauss 

vrMr. and Mrs D. F. Sundberg 

t/Dr. and..)i~ Gerald F. Tape 

viMr. and Mrs. R. F. Taschek 

Mr. and Mrs. G. H. Tenney 

v Dr. and.~fs~ F. R. Tesche 

t Conm. and .M6--; Theos .1. Thompson 
- / r" 

...... ::. t-- ·· 01/f./C:::/ . _J .-· • • /, . · ~· .• 

Mr. and Mrs. R. N. Thorn 

Dr. anci Mr~ 'lhn R. T· 

- 4 -

Mr. and Mrs. James L. Tuck 

Mr. and Mrs. Carroll Tyler 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert M. Underhill 

Mr. and Mrs. R • .1. VanGcmert 

/Mr. and Ji'tr. H. G. Vesper 

Dr. and Mrs. George L. Voelz 

llDr. and MrS: Carl Walske 
-'./ 

Dr. and ~tts. Alvin M. Weinberg 

Mr. and Mrs. Boyd ll. West 

Dr. and Mrs. H. 0. Whipple 

Mr. and Mrs. Paul A. Wilson 

vfMr. and/~x(s{. G. W. Wiltrout 
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We then toured the old Lodge, which was so much the center of activities at the 
wartime Los Alamos Laboratory, and the nearby Los Alamos County Museum, which 
contains many artifacts of the region and many pictures of prewar, wartime and 
postwar Los Alamos and its inhabitants and visitors. I met Dr. Robert H. -
Sullivan (a Ph.D. student of Dr. William Giauque, 1951-54) and the Sullivans• 
daughter Gayle. Bralley gave me a medallion commemorating the Los Alamos 
Veterans reunion, June 26-28, 1970. 

I next rode on a bus from the Los Alamos Inn to the Harold Agnew home (1459 46th 
Street) with a group. Here we had a buffet lunch. I sat at a table with Chet 
Holifield, Estelle Ramey, Jim McCormack, Jerry Tape, and others. I spoke to 
Tape about my proposal for a 25th anniversary celebration for Brookhaven 
Laboratory and he agreed. I spoke to Teller, and also later and separately to 
May, about the KMS matter. They both think we should let them go ahead, 
provided we can get them to agree to forego patent rights or follow the 
_suggestions of AEC patent people, and agree to do their work under secrecy 
conditions. Holifield suggested that we try to get President Nixon personally 
interested in the development of the breeder reactor, suggesting to him that 
this great development _to meet the energy needs of the future might be the 
equivalent of President Kennedy's man on the moon program. The commitment of 
$1.5 billion to this objective was suggested. We might enlist the aid of people 
like Craig Hosmer, .Tom Paine and Gene Schubert of General Electric, John Simpson 
of Westinghouse, Ed David, Peter Flanigan, and John Ehrlichman to help convince 
the President of the great political value of this objective. 

The group then rode on the bus to the Civic Auditorium to attend the Norris 
Bradbury Retirement Ceremony and the 1970 Enrico Fermi Award presentation. 
General Giller acted as master of ceremonies while University of California 
Regent John Canaday, Carl WalsRe, Chet Holifield, Commissioners Ramey, Thompson, 
Larson and I, Howard Vesper and Bishop C. James Kinsolving III sat on the 
stage. After brief welcoming remarks by Giller and the invocation by Bishop 
Kinsolving, there were short remarks by Canaday, Walske, Holifield and Ramey 
(substituting for Senator Clinton Anderson). Giller then introduced me and, 
after summarizing briefly my prepared talk 11 The Nuclear Years--Where Have They 
Taken Us 11 (which I said I wouldn't give in its entirety but which was available 
in AEC press release form), I gave my prepared Fermi Award Address, culminating 
in my presentation of the 1970 Fermi Award--a Citation, a Medal and check for 
$25,000--to Norris Bradbury. 

Norris Bradbury's retirement ceremony, Los Alamos; August 29, 1970. 
L toR: Carl Walske, Clarence Larson, Chet Holifield, James Ramey, Theos 
Thompson, Norris Bradbury, Bishop James Kinsolving, III, General Ed Giller, 633 
Seaborg. 



Presentation of Enrico Fermi Award, Los Alamos; August 29, 1970. 
L toR: Norris Bradbury, Seaberg. 

He received a tremendous ovation as I made the presentation and a number of 
pictures and movies were taken. He then responded extemporaneously in a very 
moving manner. 

Following this ceremony we rode in busses to the Los Alamos Science Hall and 
Museum. Here, in a little ceremony presided over by Chick Hayward, this 
building was renamed the "Norris Bradbury Science Hall." This was followed by a 
reception in the Red Room where Bradbury's Fermi Award Citation and Medal, his 
letter from President Nixon, etc., were on display. 

I then left for the Albuquerque Airport by auto with David Anthony (Assistant 
Manager for Plans and Resources, AEC Albuquerque Operations Office). I had 
decided to return to Washington on a flight this evening rather than waiting 
until tomorrow, as originally planned. I flew on Continental Airlines Flight 
No. 98 to Dallas, leaving Albuquerque about 6:30 p.m. and arriving in Dallas 
about 9 p.m. Tape, Larson, Klein and Griffin were on the same plane and on the 
connecting flight to Dulles Airport. We left Dallas about 10:45 p.m. on Braniff 
Flight No. 16 and arrived at Dulles about 2:15 a.m. 

Sunday, August 30, 1970 -

Dave, Carol, Eric, Dianne, with Don Schuirman and Jim Saunders, went on an all 
day picnic at Seneca on the C & 0 Canal. 

I called Jeanette and arranged with her to buy her half of our house at 9237 San 
Antonio Avenue, South Gate, for $7,250, half of the evaluation of $14,500. 
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Helen, Suki and I took a hike in Rock Creek Park, startin9 at Nebraska and 
Oregon Avenues, going north on the White Horse Trail to Cross Trail 1, then 
south on the Black Horse Trail to Cross Trails 3 and 4 and on back to our 
starting point. 

Lynne and Bill dropped by in the evening on their way home from spending the 
weekend with the Roths at their farm in the Shenandoah Valley, east of 
Shenandoah National Park. 

Monday, August 31, 1970 - D.C. 

At 9:55a.m. I presided over I11fonnation Meeting 1059 (notes attached). We took 
note of the U.S. intention to ratify Protocol II to the Latin American Nuclear 
Free Zone Treaty. We approved the transfer of the AEC disarmament function to 
the Division of International Affairs under Harold E. Bengelsdorf. (Allan 
Labowitz, who has been the head of this function, is moving to Vienna to work 
with the IAEA.) We discussed in some detail the report by Fred Tesche (Deputy 
Director, DMA), which has received some distribution and which can create a real 
problem in that he advocates tactical nuclear warfare--this might be interpreted 
as the policy of the AEC itself. We also discussed Harold Agnew•s recent 
briefing of Washington officials in which he advocated tactical nuclear warfare, 
and I expressed the opinion that this has created real consternation in the 
White House. 

At Regulatory Information Meeting 421 (notes attached), which followed, we 
approved the recommendation of the Office of Regulation to: (1) change our 
regulations so that construction permits would be deemed to authorize fuel 
loading short of criticality, subject to a finding that such fuel loading will 
not be inimical to the common defense and security or to the health and safety 
of the public, and (2) that hearing boards would act on requests for low power 
testing and further operation short of full powe_r operation. 

I attended a farewell luncheon in honor of Lee DuBridge given by Bill McElroy at 
the Le Provencal Restaurant (1234 20th Street, N.W.). Others present were Dr. 
Thomas 0. Paine (Administrator, NASA), Dr. Myron Tribus (Assistant Secretary for 
Science & Technology, Commerce), Dr. Roger 0. Egeberg (Assistant Secretary for 
Health & Scientific Affairs, HEW), Harold B. Finger (Assistant Secretary for 
Research & Technology, HUD), Dr. Ned D. Bayley (Director, Science & Education, 
Agriculture), Dr. Robert H. Cannon, Jr. (Assistant Secretary for Systems 
Development & Technology, DOT), Dr. Hugh Heffner (Deputy Director, OST), and 
David Beckler (Assistant to the Director, OST). 

I called Dr. D. E. Eppelsheimer, Chairman of the Southern Interstate Nuclear 
Board, at the University of Missouri. He said he had not received my August 28 
letter· (copy attached) because it was sent to him at SINS in Atlanta, but I said 
I would send a copy to Missouri immediately. He said that one of the problems 
is communication, and that he hadn 1 t been informed of the press release on the 
Lyons (Kansas) Project until he read it in the papers. Regarding the matter of 
Gifford saying he didn•t ~ant to meet with us, this had to do with someone 
setting an unrealistic date. He was ver~ apologetic about Gifford•s statement 
that they .. propose to pursue vigorously and inmediately with key members of the 
U.S. Congress 11 the matter of salt domes and deep bedrock disposal, and indicated 
that they weren•t going in that direction at all. He ascribed this to Gifford•s 
11 0ver-enthusiasm. 11 He does worry about the lack of communication, and he raised 
some questions that could be answered by John Erlewine. I said I would have 
Erlewine call him. I immediately contacted Hollingsworth; since Erlewine is in 
Europe he will have someone else contact Eppelsheimer. 635 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGYCOMMISSION 
· WASHINGTON. D.C. 20545 

COPY NO: 
~· 
c. .. 

-----August 31, 1970 

INFORMATION MEETING 1059 

9:55a.m., Monday, August 31, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

"1. ·Article ''America's Most Radioactive City, •• in September Issue of 
:McCall's Magazine 

2. ·Executive Session with the Joint Co1nmittee on Atontic Energy, 10:00 a.m., 
September 16, 1970 

Scheduled. {Congr. -SECY) 

' 3. Dr. Walske's Call to Chairman Seaborg re Relationships with Mexico 

4. ·Commissioner Johnson's August 28 Letter to Washington Star re 
August 27 Article on Nuclear Reactors 

Scheduled for publication in the Star tomorrow. 

5 •. Los Alamos Laboratory Report on Tactical Nuclear Warfare 

The Chairman requested a copy. (AGMMA) 

6. SECY -283 - Proposed Response to GAC Letter of July 22 

Approved. {Rubin) 

7. SECY -277 - Dun Request for Use Permit 

Approved. {AECA) 
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.8. SECY -289 - Proposed AEC Membership on Ohio River Basin Commission 

."Approved. {AGM-Rubin) 

9·. SECY-_291 -:Proposed Letter to JCAE on Gofman/Tamplin Matter 

Approved. (EAGM) 

10. SECY -292 --Polish National: Proposed Participation in Unclassified 
Research at LRL-Ber.keley 

.Approved. (AGMIA) 

1 L SECY -293 - EastGerman Nat:onal: Proposed Visit to LRL-Bcrkeley 

Approved. (AGMIA) 

12. SECY -294 - Columbia River Water Temperature and N Reactor Startup 
Delay 

Staff will proceed as discussed. (AGMD&P) 

13. SECY -303 - Organization for Disa.rmament 

·The JCAE and affected agencies will be informed. {AGMIA) 

14. SECY -288 - Presidential Submission of Protocol II to LANFZ to Senate 
for Ratificatiol). 

Noted. (SAD) 

15,' SECY -295 - UNC Request for Exception to Contract 

Staff will discuss with Congressman Wayne Aspinall. (RM-Congr.) 

16. AEC Open House, October 11, 1970 

Postponed. {AGM) . 

17. Special Commission Meeting 

Staff views arc requested. (AGM-SECY) 
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_18. · SECY-301 -Proposed Reply to Mr. Holifield re Sporn Report 

Revision and revi~w with; the Commissioners 1 offices are requested. 
(RDT) 

19. Commissioner Johnson's September 22 Speech, "Energy Sources of 
Tomorrow," before meeting of Engineering Societies, Las Vegas, Nevada 

To be circulated for the Commissioners' comments. (SECY) 

20. SECY -272 - Briefing Paper - Students for a Democratic Society 

Noted. (S) 

21. Commissioners' Meeting with Laurance Rockefeller 

To be discussed in early October. (SECY) 

22. Mr. Price's August 31 Memorandum re Council on Environmental Quali ty 1 s 
Draft of the Ocean Disposal Report 

Approved. (Rubin) 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 

11:40 a.m. 

·(De'cisional items willbe reviewed with Commissioners Ramey and Thompson.) 
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UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON. O.C. 20545 

August 31, 1970 

REGULA TORY INFORMATION MEETING 421 

11:40 a.m., Monday, August 31, 1970, Chairman's Conference Room, D. C. 

1. Mr. Price's August 31 Memorandu.m re Council on Environmental Qhality's 
Draft of the Ocean Disposal Report 

Approved. (Rubin) 

2: Mr;. Price's August 6 Memorandum re Request for Exemption by Toledo 
Edison Company, et. aL., .Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Docket No. 
50-346 (See also August 20 Memorandum re Supplemental Report to the . 
Reque~t for Exemption) 

Approved. (DRL) 

3. Mr. Price's August 26 Memorandum re Possible Rule Changes and 
Legislative Changes Relating to Authorization of Low Power Reactor 
Operation 

Attachment A is approved with changes. Attachment B will be rescheduled. 
(ADRA) 

4. 45-Day Extension of Time for Comments on Proposed Schedule of Fees for 
Facilities and Materials Licenses 

Approved. The OMB is to be informed. (ADRA) 

5. Commissioners' Meeting with General Electric Officials, October 27, 1970 

W. B. McCool 
Secretary 11:55 a.m. 

(Decisional items are to be reviewed with Commissioners Ramey and Thompson.) 
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Ur'JITED STATES 

. ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASI-IING1-0N. D.C. 20~45 

1:1~"' 2 0 .. ,.\., .... l'<va n 1:-;/:J 
UftCL.&VDOi 

N()VI6 

Dr. D. E. Epp~lshei:::er, Ch:drman · 
Southern Interstate Nucl~ar Board 
800 Peachtree Street, N. E. 
AtlantaJ Georzia 30308 

:near Dr. Eppelshci~er~ 

This letter is b~ing written to you as Chairman of the Southern Inta=
·state Nuclear Board and it concerns a latter daced August 19 from 
Nr. Rob?rt H. Gifford, E:-::ccutive Director, SINB (copy attached). Rather 
than accept the invitation of the AEC 1 s General Manager acd Director o£ 
Regulation to meet: 'dth the:n· and discuss matters of concern to SIXB, 
}!r. Gifford has informed the AEC staff that he does not \vish to meet 
but instead desires written answers to his queries. !n accordance with 
Nr. Gii~ord' s request, J...EC is in the process o£ preparil"lg cor::nencs 
regarding the specific points raised in Mr. Gifford's letter to ce 
dated. June 8. This letter will be limited to points raised in !-1r. 
Gifford's August 19 lettar. 

We regrat the apparent failure of ccr.munications which has res~lt~cl in 
Hr. Gifford Is conclusion that ~h~re is an incc::-.sist:ency "bet\:7€:€:1:. the 
Ato::tic Energy Corr:.~ission Haste disposal prcgr;;.!n :lear Lyons, Ks.nsas ar:.cl 
the interpre:ation of associated plans as related to us (SI:-:3) in :'f~y. 11 

At the outset of his praser.tation at the i•!ay necting, Nr. E:-le\-;i.n.;:; 
infor=ad S!~3 representatives that a nu~ber of matters pcrtainir:.~ =~ 
siting of fuel rcprocessir:g plc:.~;s and establish::;ent of an initial -..;aste 
repository ware before the Co-=d.ssion for decision ar:d this lir:i:ec! ;..;ha.:: 

11!!. could say about AEC pl<ms. Hith respect to tha salt mi..: e he stc:.ted 
that the Cor:.~issicn '~as giving serious ccnsida:ation to see!dng in 
FY 1972 authorization and fundinz for a repository to be constructed in 
becded salt in Kansas. The proposed proj~ct was being te~~d a 
"ceconstration" project (the terr.ts "pilot effort" or "pilot progra.n11 

'Were not used) because it t,;ould involve the first use of actual high 
level wastes in salt. He also referred to the project as the "ini:ial11 

repository and reviev:ed the reasons why AEC stc-..f~ believed ~that K~r:sas 
salt beds constitute the b~st location for the "initial" repositc::-:·. 

We co not recall t-7hether the capacit:y of the ?reposed project can; U? 
in the course of th~ discussion. Certainly there was no intent to 
conceal this. Nor is there an ir~consist.::ncy b;:t:'t-.'~en the ter:t "de~on-· 
stration plan~" ancl. the state:::em: thac the proposed facility \vOt.:ld be 
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capable of handling all high level wastes from licensed facilities 
through th~ end of the century. The repository capacity refers to th<.:: 
uaderground salt acreage that \-;ould b~ available for c:-:cavstion o£ <.-;aste 
storage· ch~-nbers .• Other .than an initial small inventory, such chc::-.1b€:rs 
~culd b~ e~cavat~d as needed during operation of the facility. Having · 
invested in the capital facilities necess~ry for a dezncn;;tration pl~.:1t, 
it would be fiscaliy irre$ponsiblc for the AEC to so limit the size of 
the proposed site as to preclude its usefulness as the initial storage 
r:epository. 

AEC spokesmen have also publicly stated that it is anticipated that as 
~any as four or five regional repositories might be established by the 
end of the century. If suitable loc.::.tions and geologic format:ions can 
be found, such regiocal repositories would reduce shipment distances to 
a single repository. 

With regard to the potentiai use of salt domes for ~&diocctive was:0 
repositories, such forr.1atio•1S are incluc!ed at::or.g potentially acce:pt.::.ole 
fon::ations to be considered for subse:que.nt repositories. P.o-;.,.:va::, AEC 
has no basis £or concluding that s"'.lt dom~s lvoulcl be better than b~dd.E:d 
salt .inc ".: have ouch less fi::T.! data on salt domes as compared vJith the 
bedded salt at Lyons, Kansas. Recognizing the present realities cf 

.t-ight budgets, AJ::C cus\: place the major portion of its limited resource:s 
behind the Lyons Project and t:ha bedrock s~:udies at Savannah Riv~r, rather 
than e:-:pend th.:m in any significant effort to-.;oJard studying additionaL 
geologic for:nations u-acier consideration for subsequ:ant facilities. 

lie hope. that the SINS ."t-iill _suppo:-t tha Lyons Project because t-1e beli<::ve 
it is very i~portant to the develop6e~t of nuclea:: power to establish 
the initial waste repository at the earliest practicable date. We can 

~lssure the SINS that the salt dome concept will not be overlooked in the 
sfb~y for subsequent repository locations. 

We hope that the SINB ~ill reconsidar the course of action set forth in 
the paragraph at the top of the second page of Nr. Gifford's letter. 

Enclosure: 
Ltr ctd 8-19 fro~ Gifford 

cc: Honorable Sterling Cole 
Robert H. Gifford 
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General William T. Smith, Vice President of the Atomic Energy Division of 
Computer Sciences Corporation in Arlington, Virginia, paid me a courtesy visit. 

I received a letter from Lee DuBridge (copy attached) concerning the assignment 
of an AEC staff member to the FRC review program. 

I sent a letter to Howard Vesper (copy attached), furnishing the Commission•s 
comments on the report of the 113th meeting of the GAC. 

I sent a letter to the Water Resources Council (copy attached) advising that we 
would favor inclusion of the AEC in the proposed Ohio River Basin Commission. 

I received a copy of the Executive Order by the President entitled 11 Providing 
for Details and Transfers of Federal Employees to International Organizations .. 
(copy attached). 

Dianne, Suki and I went for a hike in Rock Creek Park. We started at Oregon and 
Nebraska Avenues, hiked along the White Horse Trail and Cross Trails. 3 and 4, 
past the police headquarters and returned to our starting point. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

August 27, 1970 

·Dear Glenn: 

Following tne decisi9n of the Federal Radiation Council, as shown 
in the minutes of the May ~ meeting, Dr. Egeoerg and I have been 
actively engaged in getting the program for review of Federal 
radiation standards moving. Since the meeting o£ May 3, details 
of the program and funding sources have been agreed upon. Two 
items remain to be activated: (1) assignment of temporary staff 
members from different agencies to the FRC review, and (2) devel:
opment of a plan for examining the relevant benefits that must be 
considered as an integral part of reaching the policy decisions on 
radiation protection gu~dance resulting from the FRC review. 

As you know, this Administration is committed to the position that 
the transfer of the FRC functions to the Envir.onmental Protection 
Agency will not erode the program. It is ntY opinion that visible 
action should be evident as soon as possible, preferably during 
September of this year. In line with this, it is important that we 
proceed quickly with the appointment of the temporary staff membeJ:s 
for the two·year term previously agreed upon • 

. I trust you can reach an agrE-ement with the Executive Director, 
FRC, and assign an appropriate individual by September 15. 
Dr. David, my replacement, or Dr. Heffner, my deputy, will 
be glad to help resolve any problems. 

Sincerely, 

k 
Lee A. DuBridge 
Science Adviser 

The Honorable Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman, Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington,. D. C. 20 545 
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. UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHING"rON. D.C. 205·15 

Hr. llol-l<trd G. Vesper, .Chairman. 
General Advisory Co~nittee to the 

U.S. Atomic Energy .commission' 

Dear lio\.;ard: 

Supplementing n1y letter· of August 4 \o7C are furnishing the Commission's comments 
on the report of the 113th Heetj.ng of the General Advisory Com.-ni t tee which \o7as 
set forth in your letter of July 22, 1970. 

Session ~dth the Director 

We share your concern regarding budgetary restrictions \·7hich have curtailed 
activities in the l:reelpons testing and Plo~'lsharc areas and \vhich have necessi
tated personnel reductions. These reductions, though undesirable, should hnve 
no lasti~g effect on the Laboratory's strength and vigor provided that further 
reductions are not z:equired in the illl!llediate future. · 

We appreciate your comments on the overall Laboratory program and personnel. 

lo7eapons Program Briefings 

We believe the enthuniastic approach to and optimistic appraisal of the \-'Capons 
program at the·Laboratory is justified. Although we find it increasingly 
difficult to keep funding abreast of computer requirements and availability, 
we intend to continu~ our efforts to maintain the preeminence of the advanced 
computer facilities at our weapons laboratories. 

Underground Testing Program 

We agree with the Laboratory's emphasis on the "experimental" aspect of this 
program. We need to emphasize, in our discussions with the Office of Hanag~ment 
and Budget, the Congress and others, that this activity is simply an extension 
of experimental work being done in the laboratory and not something that is 
separate and distinct, even though it is, by'force of circumst"ances, carried 
on away from the laboratory. 

Bio-Hed Program 

Your comments about the Laboratory's bio-medical research program arc noted. 
Historically, this program has been reviewed periodically by Division of Biology 
and Hcdicine com~ittee~ ·witlt a v5cw toward~ the mutual development of a research 
design most ~~arly meeting Comnrtssion objectives ;i;: .o..· J..1~ ... •u..ton.\~ ~{\ thi~ type 
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and competence, and it may be of interes~ to you that another such rcvic,·r by 
our ACEH iz scheduled this fall. l·le \'lill let you knmo1 the results of this .revJc~-· 
·when they are available. 

Plmo1share 

lole share the Committee's vieHs regarding the Plm·lshare program, the desir2.bility 
·of a more appropriate level of support for this program and the prospects for 
its utilization in the stimulation of-natural gas resourc~s. We have also, as 

. has the Committee, been .impressed ,:,ith the extent of the Plm·rshm:e effort. in 
the Soviet Union and would hope that sufficient funding can be made availabl~ 
to our om.1 program to permit it to keep pace ,.,ith that of the USSR. 

CTR Program 

The Commi&sion is appreciative of the com.11ents of the Gener<1l Advisory Committee 
~n progres~ in controlled thermonuclear research at LRL. The studies under way 
at LRL on dit'ect energy conversion of fusion pl~sma cncrey arc indccd_cxciting 
and are rerrdving a. high priority \·li thin the controlled fusion pror,ra::\. 

Envj.ronmcntal Studies 

The Co~mission tealizes the inportance of the work pro~oscd by Liverrn6~c and 
notes the expertise and facilities existing in the Lnboratory. Althouz.h these 
arc largely non-nuclear type studies, the facilities of the Laborato:-y.can be 
made available to HEH or any other interested <1gcncy for the per formancc of the · 
\-lOrk under authority provided in· Section 33 of the Ato:ni.c Energy Act. He >-muld 
help the Laboratory to transmit proposals and effect such research on a non
interference basis with on-going AEC mission ~mik. It should be noted! that 
the· numerical modeling C?.pability of the l.aboratory, developed from Plo<.vshare 
exp~riencc, is under consideration for application to the pre1iction of trans
port 'of contamim:.nts from reactors. 

Gas Centrifu3e· Program 

With regard to the Committee's views on the gas centrifuge program, the Commissio: 
agrees that major ne-w additions to U.S. enriching cap.::.city might be by a gas 
centrifuge plant and our centrifuge dcv~lopmcnt program plan docs provide for 
an incrca~ing effort to obtain needed data on the process in the area of reliabil 
and -loil-C'.ost manufacturing. ~n our current consideration of additional particip.:v 
'tion by industry in gas centrifuge development, ue arc lool~ing at not only the 
proper timing of such participation, but the importance of continued classificati 
and of arranging such participation in a \lay to avoid disr-upting or dele1;:ing our 
technical program now under way. We will keep you advis~d of our progress in 
this respect. · 
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\h arc pl~-~~·:.~ tb~ C-:•::n:!.t::c~ rcco~n:b'=!!1 ou-:.· rcsct1pin:?. of th::l AEC Ci.tn.t:i.oi1. n~ a 
d(.:sirablc r!C~-:t~ of t::.~ctiw~ "'otn.· rl'!co.,~~n(~ntion:: ru·an1:Ln~ n "r:0ld r.;ccid." m:c:n~tl • .. .,/ .,, .... ..... 
Your c~·it'";!::•1tn on t!1c rc;vi:don in L1~."'''cnc-.c .1\tin!"d critt:!ri<l m.··! b~in!:. l:<".vj c;u.:;:l nnd 
im \-!ill be plNlsed to di.sct~ss this matter \lith' you at the ~!ovcia~H:!r mcetins in 
Uasld.nstcm, D. C. 

Rczardlnr; tb:?. :·!~vc:ab•::!r m~1:1!:in~, m: have rcvi~1:<! :1 the st~~scc ':eel nzend."l and ~rc 
in complc t~ r..~r<?.c:n(!nt \d.th ·th~ :l.tmns that you h~\·c ~ue3cs tr;t~. 

Cordially, 

(Siz"ed) Glr.nn T. Sezhru 

Cl1nin:~'1n 

648 



UNITED ST/\TCS 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. :>.0545 

AUG 3 1 1970 ...... 

OFTICC OF' Til£ CHAIRMAN 

Honorable W. Don Maughan· 
Executive Director 
Water Resources C.ouncil 

Dear Mr. Maughan: 

This is in response to your request for.the Atomic Energy 
Commission 1 s vie11s and comments on the suggestion that the 
Atomic Energy Commission be included as a member in the 
proposed Ohio River Basin Commission. We understand that 
the States of the Ohio River Basin, excluding the Tennessee 
River Basin, have indicated their support or concurrence in 
the establishment of such a commission pursuant to Title II 
of the Water Resources Planning Act, and that the Water 
Resources. Council has concurred in the establishment of 

·such a commission provided that none of the Governors of 
the basin States was opposed, and that the proposed 
membership of the Ohio River Basin Commission in the 
draft Executive Order does not now include the AEC. 

We believe that there would be many areas of mutual 
.interest between the proposed Ohio River Basin Commission 
and the AEC,, particularly in the areas of pmver plant 
siting, water pollution control, and environmental effects, 
and \'lould favor inclusion of ~the AEC ·in the proposed 
commission 1 s membership. ,, 

Chairman 
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O.f!ictl ol the White I-iou:;e Pr.:-r.s Secretary 
(San Clemente, California) 

UMCL. at BOlt 
"10\1 88 

------------------------------------~----------------------------~--

THE WHITE HOUSE 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 

PP.OVlDl.NG FOR DETAILS AND TRANSFERS OI:O 
FEDERAL E1'iPLOYEE.! TO INT .E&'l/',TICNAL CRCANIZl.TICNS 

By vh-t;~e of the autbo:::-!ty vcs!eJ in me by section 301 of title 3 and 
section 3584 of tit.lt! 5, Unit~d f;tates Code, and as President of the 
United ~tates, it is ordered as !ollowa: 

Section 1. LeadP.rshi':l anrl coo2'dinatie>n. Th<:: Secretary of State shall 
provide lea~;ip ar.~~ion f~the efiort of the I'ederal Govern
ment to increase <:.nd i:nprove its participation in international organizations 
through trc..nsfcrs and details of weU-qualifi.ed Federal employees, and 
shall develop poacics, procedures, ::tnd progr<!ms consistent with this 
order to ac!~ance and encocrage such participation. 

Sec. 2. Fede~al a~ency c::-opel·al:ion. Each agency in the executive branch 
·of the FedP.ral Gov~;nmcnt shall to the maximum extent feasible and with 
due regard to its manpower requiremen!s assist and encourage details a1!d 
tra::1sfc::-s of emr-lc·~·ees to international o1•ganizations by observing the 
'following policies and procedures: 

(1) Vacancies in international orzanizations shdl be brought to the 
notice of well- qualified ac;cncy employees whos-e abilities and levels of 
responsibility in the Federal service are commensul'ate with those 
required to fill such vacancies. 

(2) Subj~ct to prior approval of his agency, no leave shall be charged an 
employee who is o:.i.>sent !or a maxil':'lum of three d~ys for int-ervic· ... • for 
a proposed dc:tail ~r tr;;.n.:fcr at the fonn.'\1 request of an i:lternational 
organ~zation or a Fede1·al offidc.l; an agency may approve oificial travel 
!or necessary travel within the Un~ted .States in connection wit.~ such an 
interview. 

{3) An agency, upon request of an approyriate a\:thority, shall provide 
inte1national org:,:liZ:!.tions with C:etailed assessments o! the technical 
or pro!ecsional qua!i!ications of individual e:nployces being formally 
consider~<! for details and transfers to specific pc:::itions. 

(4) Upon return of an employee to his agency, the aeency shall give due 
consideration to the employee's overall qualifications, ir1cluding those 
which may have been acquired during his service with the international 
orga:1ization, in determining the position and grade in w:1ich he is 
reemployed. 

Sec. 3. Dcle1•ations. (a) E:xcept"a:: otherwise provided in this order, there 
is hereby delcg.-.ted to the United States Civil !:.'ervice Commir.sion the 
authority vested in the President by sections 3582(b) and 3584 of title 5, 
Ur.itcd States Co~lc. 
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.. (b) The folJ.•wing are hereby delegated to the ~ecrctary of State: 

(1) The authority vested in the President by 11cctions 3343 and 3581 of 
title 5, United Zta te3 Code, to dctcrmin~ whether it is in the national 
intere~;t to extcnrl a detail or trans.fer of an employee beyond five yearst. 

(Z) The authority vested in the President by section 358Z(b) of title- 5, 
United States Code,· to defir.c • and specify "pay, allowances, post differ
ential, and other monetary benefits" to be paid by the agency upon re
employment, disability, or death. 

Sec. 4. Revocation. Executive Order No. 10804 of Feb1·uary 1Z, 1959, 
is hereby revoked. 

THE WHITE.HOU.SE, 
August Z4, 1 ~.70 

II II 

RICHARD NIXON 
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