
UCLA Reactor License 
Challenged in Hearings 

The case against the nuclear re- 
search reactor at the University of 
California at Los Angeles (UCLA) is 
"absurd . . . ridiculous . . . totally un- 
fair," says Bill Cormier, spokesman 
for the university. He also reports that 
the legal battle over the reactor's reli- 
censing, pow in its second year, has 
cost $75,000 and will cost $200,000 
before it is done. 

A political group called the Commit- 
tee to Bridge the Gap (CBG) has 
intervened In license renewal pro- 
ceedings before the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, aiming to 
d~scontinue use of the reactor. Among 
the many charges brought against 
UCLA are (i) that the routine gas 
emissions from the reactor's vent 
pose a radiation hazard for people 
nearby, (ii) that in some very special 
circumstances the reactor could go 
into a "power excursion" and blow 
apart, and (iii) that UCLA is violating 
the rules of its license by allowing the 
reactor to be used more for commer- 
cial than educational purposes. A 
member of the Gap group, Dan 
Hirsch, says the case is a precedent- 
setter as an effective challenge to a 
research license. 

The legal sparring in recent weeks 
has centered on the commerce ver- 
sus education issue, possibly be- 
cause the university may be most 
vulnerable here. Certainly this has 
proved the most nettlesome issue. If 
the reactor were judged part of a 
commercial enterprise, the university 
would have to submit to stricter li- 
cense requirements. Hirsch and the 
CBG, therefore, have been asking for 
a lot of detailed information about who 
uses the reactor, for what purposes, 
and for what fees. 

"Frankly, we were really miffed," 
Cormier says of a ruling given by the 
licensing board in May. An administra- 
tive law judge hearing the case re- 
buked the university for not being co- 
operative in responding to the CBG's 
questions. Judge Elizabeth Bowers 
wrote on 29 May: "UCLA was ordered 
to respond to the CBG interrogatories 
with a complete disclosure of all rele- 
vant information." The university's re- 
sponse was "unacceptable and bla- 

tantly insulting from a great university 
to this board. Enough is enough. 
CBG's third motion to compel [~nfor- 
mation] is granted and responsive an- 
swers by UCLA must be made within 
10 days from receipt of this order." 

Cormier calls the judgment "slop- 
py" but says the university has given 
up the required data. UCLA also apol- 
ogized to the board, even though Cor- 
mier thinks there was no reason to do 
so. The flap grew out of a gross 
misunderstanding, he claims. When 
UCLA was ordered to state the per- 
centage of the reactor's operating 
time spent on commercial projects, 
the university simply dumped 30,000 , 

pages of logs and a pile of financial 
data in CBG's lap. Cormier says that 
was the legally correct way to answer 
CBG's long list of questions. Hirsch 
saw it as an evasive tactic. The licens- 
ing board agreed, compelling the uni- 
versity to spend another 50 hours 
analyzing the data and spelling out 
the answers in a 15-page reply. 

It is true, Cormier says, that 60 
percent of the reactor's operating 
hours are logged to uses such as 
assaying ores or coloring diamonds to 
increase their value. Yet this does not 
make the reactor commercial. Most of 
this "extramural" work is done by one 
former UCLA student who pays the 
small fee of $65 an hour to use the 
reactor, Cormier says. This business 
provides only $10,000 to $18,000 in 
annual income, a fraction of the 
$200,000 needed each year to run the 
facility. 

The health and safety charges, ac- 
cording to Cormier, are without sub- 
stance. The concrete in the universi- 
ty's parking lot emits more radiation 
than the reactor, he claims. He also 
quotes a 1980 letter to Hirsch from 
Harold Denton, chief of reactor regu- 
lation at the NRC. Denton reported in 
this letter that there was no reason to 
shut down the UCLA reactor to protect 
public health, as the CBG had re- 
quested. The amount of radiation one 
might receive while standing next to 
the exhaust stack on the roof of the 
reactor building, Denton wrote, was 
within the tolerable limit. He saw no 
need to worry about people who were 
not on the roof. (On average, the 
stack emits 100 millirems of radiation 
annually. The NRC permits a radiation 
worker to be exposed to 5000 milli- 
rems each year.) Denton's review in 
1980 did not address the possibility of 

a catastrophic explosion. But Cormier 
says the sequence of events neces- 
sary to produce such an event in a 
small reactor like this (an Argonaut) is 
so implausible as to make UCLA tech- 
nicians "hysterical" when they hear it 
described. 

Hirsch is not fazed by the critics. His 
group has asked UCLA to move the 
reactor vent stack, to build new waste 
storage tanks, to remove spare reac- 
tor fuel from the site, to increase secu- 
rity measures, and ensure that the 
public will not be injured by an explo- 
sion in the reactor. The licensing 
board is dealing with procedural mat- 
ters at the moment; it will get into 
these substantial requests later in the 
summer.-Eliot Marshall 

-- - - - 

Dallas Peck 
to Head USGS 

With a sense of relief, the US. 
Geological Survey (USGS) learned in 
June that its new director will come 
from within its own ranks. The White 
House has announced that the Presi- 
dent will nominate the present chief 
geologist at the Survey, Dallas Peck, 
to replace the departing director, H. 
William Menard, a Carter appointee. 

There has been some concern that 
the USGS, one of the oldest scientific 
institutions in the government, was 
coming under the sway of partisan 
politics because of its role as keeper 
of petroleum reserve estimates. The 
Carter Administration, it is said, re- 
moved Menard's predecessor be- 
cause he put out some of the most 
optimistic estimates of oil reserves 
seen anywhere. His outlook seemed 
to clash with Carter's pitch for energy 
conservation. 

Menard was not involved in this 
controversy and has generally 
steered clear of political trouble. Thus, 
when the Reagan Administration indi- 
cated that it would accept his resigna- 
tion last January, people began to 
worry that the wheel had come full 
circle and a new round of politicization 
was in progress (Science, 13 Febru- 
ary, p. 689). Now it seems that Men- 
ard was simply swept out in Reagan's 
general housecleaning. 

Peck, the director-to-be, has devot- 
ed his entire career to the govern- 
ment, having joined the Survey in 
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