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1. I conferred with laprex~tativ£a W ley for two bours
on T"eday moruitg. Aust 23, 1960. 1 outlined to him tbe
legal ution Involved In the ftD case and its appeal
ea the basls for the position tken by the Comiselou in
its brijefs.

2. W. 4ailq was very interested La bavins outlined
for Ulm the procedure which vould ordilearly be folloved
ina developental teactor tas, &alnar to the feach
Vottu iretor. I 44 te for hus* emphasiag the Cox-
stuisia'e overriding interest La health an isafety, the
formal heare pro"edre, intermediate deisiom by the
Hearing siner, and full Cimisiotu review with Si arto
contacts tinded by Conalssiza cute.

3. Mr. qaftley' priselpal problem io not so such vith tbh
legal position taken by the Cewision In tOi nW appeal
but vita the polity of the Commisabn under the Atomc fterv
At Ia providing for tftsl6gStal delopment with toustruction
Ls ares adjacent to urban popuation. Tor maple, he sid
be coud nt understand ti tb* members of thie RG group
wee not wiuliug to build their tactor to Wdles, Xvad
in ordir to prove out all efety pt~blss os te of possibly
risking the Uwe of personsu within hbi Congressional dstrict
at Peach ottem. I aeed with Mi that this We a policy
qtestI1, eqilained the legislattve IacAgroun of tbhi poIl1
to tbe I4 Act, and sogeted that bie 4ight mat to talk to
someon as the Joint Coadttee about the matter.

4. At the end of the conversation* i. Oaigley stated that
he probaly would msue a press release to tO effet that:

a. Oa Wd bad satisfaetavy discusiou of th* lega
issues iuvold in FM appeal av$ tMUsin proce*ur of
AEC, but

b. He found hbtelf in ditaoreaeut with the polfty of
the Cowaisutou in ts Issuance of provisional constCruction
pemts for developuental reactors to be located sear metropolitan
ares_
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S. Kr. Qtdgley also asked we the procedure whereby be
xiht participate in the Peach otttm proceedins. I
outlined to him the procedure for -wkivg a limited
apparance or for perticipatiog as a party, providing be

nhwad te Intererst ne" ary to qualify as an Latervor.
I indicated to hta that liited participation was broadly
construed under our rules end that the Rearing Examiner
Ud provided fairly wide latitude for limited participation
in proceedings Lacludiag the questioning of witnessues and
the submission of statemaents of position (as was done with
Wxico La-the Industrial Waste proceeding). I also pointed
out to his that we did not have a rule similar to CAD Rate
14 which permits the participation of Congressmen and
Senators La a specialized statusj with bthe rilht of oral
argument before the agency.

6. After ny coaversatiox with 3epresetative 4aigley, I
talked briefly with John Convy of the JCAZ and gawe him
copies of tbe two press release wich bad been Issued by
£epretentative Qadgicy, copies of which e attached. Hr.
Conway suggested that Mr. Quigley =ight want to talk to
leesentative D3urham or Representative Van tandts, and 1
am passing on that suggestion to Representative Qudglcy.

7. I have the follvift recomsendations:

a. t think that Representative Quigley would appreciate
a briefing on the Peach Botum reactor from the necessary
techtial people. This could be arranged by calling for an
appointteat with Kr. Jobnkauers Legislative Assistant to
R6presentative Quigley (Code 180, Ext. 5541).

b. lepresentative Quigley ahould be provided with 411
documents submitted in the proceedina. I gave him uV assurance
that Mti would be done.
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