extension of rehabilitation programs;
and much more data-gathering. The
report notes that federal efforts are
now lamentably fragmented: most
epidemiological and prevention re-
search is done within the DOT; biome-
chanics is spread around the National
Institutes of Health, and rehabilitation
research is mostly conducted at the
Veterans Administration. Surprisingly,
the committee did not find any trauma
research worth mentioning going on in
the Department of Defense.

With regard to injury prevention, the
report contends that “automatic pro-
tection” (such as collapsible steering
wheels, or perhaps weaker liquor for
drinkers) is the best strategy. Educa-
tion is not seen as the answer: “nei-
ther safety-education campaigns nor
driver-education programs have been
shown by scientific evaluation to justi-
fy the faith and large budgets accord-
ed them.” Legal remedies are better,
says the report, but laws “tend to be
least effective among the very groups
that are at highest risk of injury.”

The committee decided the CDC
was the best place for a Center for
Injury Control because much of the
work is too applied and too interdisci-
plinary for the National Institutes of
Health. Besides, NIH doesn’t want
any more institutes. According to neu-
rosurgeon Ayub K. Ommaya, a con-
sultant to the DOT, the transportation
subcommittee of the House Appropri-
ations Committee, headed by William
Lehman (D-Fla.), is now working on
legislation to facilitate the panel’s rec-
ommendations. Initial funding is to be
by the DOT; no budget has yet been
determined.—CoNSTANCE HOLDEN

California Gears Up to Bid
for the SSC

California’s congressional delega-
tion is formally stepping into the fight
to land the Superconducting Super
Collider (SSC). On 23 May the state’s
representatives and senators an-
nounced the formation of the Super-
conducting Super Collider California
Committee (SSCCC). The State of
California already has appropriated
$500,000 to the University of Califor-
nia to develop a site proposal for the
project, outlays for which could total
$6 billion if it is completed in the early

1990’s. And aides to the California
delegation say the state is preparing
to match offers made by competing
states.

Meanwhile, the state of Texas has
established the Texas National Re-
search Laboratory Commission to
lead efforts to capture the high-energy
particle accelerator. The state legisla-
ture has given the commission emi-
nent domain authority to condemn
land where necessary. Texas already
has identified six potentially suitable
sites, two of which have existing build-
ings that could be used to house
laboratory facilities. Governor Mark
White’s Office of Economic Develop-
ment indicates that the state will be
able to donate the land. Contrary to
previous reports, Texas has not com-
mitted, formally or informally, to con-
struct the machine’s tunnel. Nor has it
agreed to erect any new buildings at
this time.

Also vying for the SSC is the state
of lllinois, which would like the project
tied in to the Fermi National Accelera-
tor Laboratory’s existing 1-mile ring.
To rally private sector support for lo-
cating the machine in lllinois, Gover-
nor James R. Thompson has estab-
lished a private sector task force
dubbed “SSC for lllinois, Inc.” The
state has appropriated $500,000 in
1984 and 1985 for related research
and planning. That budget is being
hiked to $2.5 million in 1986 to pre-
pare a preliminary site proposal for
submission in 1987. For 1987 the
state is appropriating $5 million for
acquiring rights-of-way for the SSC
tunnel, which might have to be placed
300 to 400 feet underground because
of uneven terrain and geologic prob-
lems, state officials say.

Even though these three states are
moving aggressively to win the SSC,
the project is not much more than a
paper dream. High-ranking Depart-
ment of Energy officials say the gov-
ernment's support for related re-
search—about $20 million annually—
does not mean the SSC will be built.
Noting the chilly budgetary climate,
one program head says: “Right now
we are just trying to keep the idea
alive.”

State officials are realizing that the
SSC may be a long time in coming to
fruition. Texas officials are instructing
communities that are potential sites to
plan for the SSC but not to count on it.
Says one lllinois official about the

prospect of the project being funded in
the next few years: “We know it's
pretty bleak.”—MARK CRAWFORD

NRC Considers Dropping
University Reactor Rule

The staff of the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission is expected to recom-
mend on 19 June that the agency
revise—and perhaps back away
from—rules requiring university re-
search reactors to convert to low-
enriched uranium fuel. It is uncertain,
however, whether the commission will
support taking this tack, which would
run counter to the NRC’s proposed
rule-making of a year ago.

Since 1982 the NRC has called for
limiting the use of highly enriched
uranium in research and test reactors
to the maximum extent possible. And
in June of 1984 the agency proposed
that 31 university and industrial reac-
tors be required to convert to low-
enriched fuel. The broadly written rule
provided for exempting unique facili-
ties and took a flexible approach to-
ward scheduling conversions.

The purpose of the fuel change was
not only to stop bomb-grade material
stored at U.S. universities from falling
into the hands of terrorists, but to
encourage foreign countries to make
fuel conversions at their research re-
actors. Without fuel switches at Amer-
ican facilities, proponents argue, U.S.
efforts to halt the spread of nuclear
weapons overseas will fail.

But some U.S. reactor operators
have opposed the fuel conversion be-
cause not all costs would be covered
by the government. In some cases,
NRC officials say, commercial opera-
tions at industrial facilities might be
affected. In addition to expense that
could be incurred, agency officials say
some universities are concerned this
action will set off a push to ban reac-
tors from some campuses.

Since the rule-making was first pro-
posed the number of universities with
reactors using highly enriched fuel
has dropped to about 21 and to five
for industry. In total they possess
about 300 kilograms of highly en-
riched fuel, only about 90 kilograms of
which are unirradiated or slightly irra-
diated, NRC officials estimate..

—MaRk CRAWFORD
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