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My remarks are going to be very brief. I've made many of them from the
floor already. I do want to thank Dick Lewis for giving us the-much needed
information on the nonproliferation policy of the U.S., particularly as it
impacts the research and test reactor fuel business. The laboratory, about
a year and one half ago, look at, before we had this kind of information,
what its position should be regarding the research in reactor test business.
And at that time, they decided that they would be very supportive of the
program, it was an important national and international program and that the
facilities and manpower sources of the laboratory would be made available
for this program. Now that decision hasn't changed at all. There's been
much discussion at Oak Ridge, though, regarding the underlying basis for that
decision, and we have been waiting for information. And you probably could
have gathered by some of my questioning, since represent a portion of
management, I was looking for that information and we got it last night.

I would like to make a plea to reiterate the need to keep costs down
and to get the safeguard question answered insofar as an impact's cost,
because from an experimental point of view, most of the programs that are
underway at Oak Ridge and elsewhere within DOE cannot tolerate costs that
are going to go up much more than 10%. Programatically, there's not that kind
of money and that means the experimental program would have to be that some of
them would have to be shut down. So it is very important that we keep the
costs, the implemental increase in cost, going from the highly enriched to
the low level enriched fuel, below 10%. I just want to make a couple of
other remarks.

We have, in the facilities at Oak Ridge, a rather extensive fabrication
capability that is available. The laboratory committed the test facility,
the Oak Ridge National Lab's ORR, and HFIR to this program if needed. They
also want us to cooperate in the transfer and exchange of information for
fabricators, whether they be domestic or overseas. So we are charged from a
technical point of view with getting this information out to the people who
have a need to know.

A question came up on the void fraction. When Mel Martin presented his
information, you will recall, he ran into 25% void volume that was of a
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micro form porosity character. That was the finding from the initial plates
that were rolled with these high concentrations of U308. They do not represent
what is going to be the final answer because there are many things one can do
to reduce that and that is part of the program: we'll be looking at how to
get that void volume down to the level that we want to help out and give us to
accommodate irradiation effects.

One of the ways to get the costs down, as we heard, is to get long-life
fuel. Even though we'll be forced to go down in enrichment, we're going to
be looking awfully hard at trying to get the lives of these fuel elements to
have their resident time in the reactor. In fabrication costs, we always
play for high priority on keeping fabrication costs down and that concludes
what I have to say.
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