Alan R. Watts

October 1], 1972

Assistant C1ty Attorney
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In the M
Diego Ga
Statio

fornia 92805

atter of Southern Cal1forn1a Edison Company and San
s & Electric Company (San Onofre Nuclear Generating

n, Units 2 and 3) - Docket Nos. 50-361 and 50-362

Dear Mr. watts:

copy of each the‘restructured 10 CFR Part 2 and 10 CFR

Part 50 which I indicated at the October 5, 1972 prehearing conference
would be provided to you by staff.

cc wo/encl:
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' Enclosed is a

Sincerely,
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Lawrence J. Chandler
Counse} for AEC Regulatory Staff

Michael L. Glaser, Esq.
Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Dr. Franklin C. Daiber
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'UNITED STATES RO 6 A LAl éisﬁ[’ =
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

October 11,-1972

Alan R. HWatts -

“Assistant City Attorney

“City Hall o , A _
Anaheim, California - 92805 v 7

In the Hatter of Southern California Edison Company and San
Diego Gas.& Electric Comnany (San Onofre_buclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3) - Docket Ngs. 50-361 apd 50-362

Dear #r. Hatts:

Enclosed is a cony of each the rvestructured 10 CFR Part 2 and 10 CFR
Part 50 which I indicated at the Octoper 5, 1972 prehearing confererce
would Le provided to you by staff. '

AL

drance J,/

Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

cc wo/encl: Michael L. Glaser, Esa.
Lester Kornblith, dJr.
Dr. Franklin C. Daibher
. B Elizabetin S. Bowers, Esg.
: _ . Dr. Gerard A. Rohtich
o - Charles R. Kocher, Esa.
David R. Pigott, Esd.
Bruce Sharpe, Esq.

Offiee of the Soeratary
Publis Pracaedlnés !

" Larry tloss f>\% Eraxch
David Sakai e N
~ George Spiegel, Esq. 20T (PR

Kenneth E. Carr, Esa.
Frank W. Karas .
San Clemente Public Library




',j;_Gentlemen

. Edison Company and San Diego Gas and Electric Company are on file -

= struction of San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3.

‘:_'}It is requested that you verify the availability of these documents

‘e Miéhaei,Glaser;iEsq;.'f;i‘; “m;':Aian R. Watts Esq.,

San CIemente Public Library

7233 Granada Street . -
,San Clemente, Californla 92672

In the Matter of Southern California Edison Company end San- L
. Dlego Gas & Electric Company .(San Onofre Nuclear Generating’
Station, Units 2 and 35 - Docket ‘Nos. 50 361 ‘and. 50- 362

- At the prehearing conference held 1n the captioned proceeding on Q
7 October 5, 1972, a question arose as to.whether copies-of the ' S
S application for.construction permit, the environmental” report, and

supplemental environmental report- supplied by Southern California

at the Tibrary which has been’ desfgnated as the Commission's local -
public document room. These documents relate to the proposed con- -

rei;s1ncere1y,' fx:f;-;_‘, -

'Jq.’f7f;fLawrence J. Chand}er |
?1;u;n{_Counsel for AEC Reguletory Staff

- Lester Kornblith, Jr. - 7. . ' Larry Moss =~ - .
.- BB, Franklin C, Daiber il George Spiegely ESQa ol
" Mrs. Elizabeth S. Bowers::vrgiqa.Kenneth E.. Carr, Esq.,~; ,
- Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich .. = ~.“ASLAB. .. ;;; '
Charles R.: Kocher," Esq..ﬁw~'<fl;.ASLBP : T
. . David R. Pigott, Esq. IR Frank n Kares Jr.

" Local PDR = .- DI SN .

- Bruce Sharp, Esq

; 'omésp‘
SURNAME >

DATE b
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UNITED STATES
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

. October 11, 1972 -

San Clemente Public Library
233 "Granada Street: h : .
San’Clemente, California 92672 o .7
- In the Matter of Southern California Edison Company and San
_Diego Gas & Electric Company (San;Onof:?,Nug;g;r Generating
Station, Units -2 and,3§ - Ducket Nos.(50-361Dand 50-362

.Gentlemeh;

At the prehearing conference. held in the captioned proceeding on
October 5, 1972, a question arose as to whether copies of the
application for construction permit, the environmental report, and -
supplemental environmental report supplied by Southern California
Edison Company and San Diego Gas and Electric Company are on file
" at the library which has been designated as the Commission's local
public document room. These documents relate to the proposed con-
struction of San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3.

It is réqueéted that you verify the availability bf these documents.

Sincerely,
iz

/. YT //," 4 /,-' - 7 /" V
R /QL{_/,/ f(,d\ |
;Ldwrence J! Chandler :
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

cc:  Michael Giaser; Esq. | Alan R. YWatts, Esq.

Lester Kornblith, Jr. Larry Moss
Dr. Franklin C. Daiber George Spiegel, Esq.
Mrs. Elizabetn 'S. Bowers . | Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.
Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich ASLAB '

" Charles R. Kocher, Esq. - AsLBP

David R. Pigott, Esq.. : Mr. Frank W. Karas
Bruce Sharp, Esq. - :
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

'ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 10/4/72

BEFORE THE ATOMiC'SAFETY;AND LICENSING BOARD

0

In the Matter of

) |
- e ) IR
 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY ) Docket Nos. 50-361
- SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY ; S s
R _

)

(San Onofre Nuc]ear Generat1ng
~ Station, Units 2 and 3)

AEC REGULATORY STAFF'S ANSWER. TO. SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION OF SCENIC
SHORELINE PRESERVATION CONFERENCE, INC., FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE

-On September 30, 1972 (§ic)5 Scehit’Shoreiihelbreéervation Conference,

Inc. ,_(Scen1c Shore11ne) f11ed a supp]ement to 1ts te]egraphed petition .

for leave to 1ntervene dated September 10 1972 Staff subm1tted its

answer to the te]egraphed pet1t1on on- September 19, 1972.

It is the position of staff that the-supp]ementa] petition fails to
comply with the provisions of the Commission's "Rules of Practice,"
10 CFR 82.714, and should, therefore, be denied. This section requires

that a petition must:"

(1) be t1me1y, R

(2) state the pet1t1oner S 1nterest ‘_ '

(3)‘”show how that Tnterest may be affeeted bnyommtssion action§
(4)

) set forth the content1ons of pet1t1oner 1n reasonab]y specific
_ deta11, and A

(5) if the pet1t1on is not t1ne1y f11ed, it must show good cause
therefor




Other than an a]]us1on to pet1t1oner s 1nterest and the effect of Com-
mission act1on thereon, the petition fa1ls to sat1sfy any of the other

- above stated requ1rements g

o (A) The pet1t1on was not t1me1y The not1ce of hear1ng in the
capt1oned proceed1ng was published in the Federal Reg1ster on .
August 10,‘1972, and specified a th1rty-day period_in which to :
file petition for 1ea9e to 1ntervene ~This would have required
that any such pet1t1on to. be t1me1y, wou]d have to have been

' :_f 1ed by. September ]] 1972

Though Scen1c Shore11ne d1d telegraph 1ts 1ntent to subm1t a pet1t1on to
the Comm1ss1on on September 10, 1972 th1s f111ng was patent]y defective
under 10 CFR §2 4. 1n that 1t 1n no way attempted to comp]y w1th the
above- stated requ1rements other than an unc]ear assert1on of 1nterest
-p Moreover, it falled to comp]y w1th §2 708 wh1ch requ]res that te1egraph1c
commun1cat1ons be perfected w1th1n two days Inasmuch as the supp]e-
~mental ]etter was probab]y f1]ed on or about September 24 1972, (deter-
 mined by exam1nat1on of postmark on enve]ope) fourteen days after the

te]egram the 1atter is of no force and effect as a t1me1y f1]1ng It

| fo]]ows therefrom that the supp]ementa] 1etter 1s not t1me1y




" In order to be cons1dered an untimely f111ng must show good cause for
not comp1y1ng w1th the time requ1rement Such. good cause is not even

suggested in the 1etter, 1et a]one sat1sf1ed

Accordingly, staff urges that the pétitionefoki1eavevto'intervene filed
by Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference, Inc., be denied as being

untimely. -

(B). Further, staff believes that the statement of interest and
, how that 1nterest wou]d be affected by Commission action are
_ 1nadequate and that the content1ons of Scen1c Shore11ne are
not set forth in reasonab]y spec1f1c deta11 as required by

10 CFR §2 714

Wh11e we fee] that the pet1t1on 1s techn1ca11y def1c1ent, 1t does sug-
gest some 1ega1 1nterest wh1ch cou]d conce1vab1y be affected by Commission
action herein. Furthermore, while the content1ons are 1mprec1se1y stated,
and are not set forth in reasonab]y spec1f1c deta11 they do, at least,
reveal the areas of pet1t1oner s concern (however only in the most
general of terms) : These 1nc]ude earthquakes, transportat1on and

' storage of rad1oact1ve mater1a1s, the coo11ng system, impact on mar1ne

and terrestr1a1 env1ronments, rad1at1on safeguards, the need for power

and a]ternat1ve power sources, and evacuation p]ans Essentially, the

,pet1t1on s maJor defect appears to be that it 1s unartfu]]y drawn




IhetheSefcircuhstaﬁpes, the staff believes that.it.WOu]d.be appropriate
for'the BOard-to.affoﬁd petitioner th; opportunjfy fo reyise and refine
| jts statemeet of.ietereﬁt énd'eontentiens; Such obportgnity should Be.
1im1ted fn'time to e'perfod het to‘exceed /30 days; and ‘in scope, to
those -areas expressed in the or1g1na] pet1t1on Further, pursuant to
“10 CFR §2 715a, staff requests that they be conso]1dated w1th any other
-pet1t1oner_whose pet1t1on‘for leave to 1ntervene may be granted and

~ whose contentions are ‘reasonably similar to those of petitioner.

Respectfully submitted,

. ‘ ",.--’,"'/ 7 - . -' e K v,_ A e )
f:;//d pH F. S§1nto .
s A7ﬁ§ tant Chief Hearing Counse] ‘

Dated at Béthesda;‘Maryland5" :
- this 4th day of October, 1972. -~




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
'ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Onofre Nuclear Generatmg Station

Units 2 and 3)

N R R R R R

Docket Nos. 50-361
' . 50-362

CERTIF ICATE OF SERVICE |

I hereby certify that copies of "AEC Regulatory Staff Answer to Supplemental
Petition of Scenic¢ Shoreline Preservation Conference, Inc., for Leave to Intervene®
dated October 4, 1972, in the capnoned matter have been served on the following
by deposit in the United States mail, f1rst class or air mail, this 4th day of October,

1972:

 Michael Glaser, Esq.
1150 17th Street, N.W. .
Washington, D».C_.j '20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.
Atomlc Safety & Licensing Board
Panel

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission’
Washington, D.C. 20545 .

" Dr. brankhn C. Damer :
_-Department of B1olog1ca1 Sc1ences
' University of Delaware ‘

Ne‘wark Delawar‘e.v 19711 | »; -

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Sherman Chickering, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 94104

Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman
Board of Supervisors

1600 Pacific. Highway

~San Dlego California 92102

: Dr JohnM Heslep, Chief.
' Env1ronmental Health and Consumer

Protectlon Program .

' "';":Department of Pubhc Health
- 2151 Berkeley Way
‘Berkeley, California 94704

William :R' J ohheon Secretary

~ Public Utilities Commission

State of California

California State Bullding"

San Francisco, California 94102

-



Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich -

' Department of Civil Engineering :
. University of Texas - = -

- ‘Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.
Atomic Safety & Licensing
Board Panel
- .U.S. Atomic Energy Cqmmlssion'
Washington, D.C. 20545 '

" Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

~ San Clemente Public Library -

233 Grauada Street '
San Clemente, California 92672

~Attorney General _
: State of Cahforma
Sacramento, Callfornla 95814

Lyn Harris.HickS‘, Commun_ity Laison -

San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch

' Amerlcan Association of University Women
and Men and Groups United Agamst
Radiation Dangers

3908 Ariana Street -

San Clemente, California

Davene L. Montierth, Esq. _
Orange Country Peoples Lobby
P.O. Box 6471 . f
Buena Park, California 90622 .

_ Washington ‘D.C.

N Mr. Frederick Eissler

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.

. 4623 More Mesa Drive:
vSanta Barbara Cahforma 93105

-_Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.

City Manager
City of San Clemente

- 100 Avenida Presidio
San Clemente, Cahforma 92672

-Atomic Safety & L1cens1ng Board Panel

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
20545 '

Atomlc Safety & L1censmg Appeal Board
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

| Wa'shingtqn, D :C. 20545

| Mr. FrankW Karas

Chief, Public Proceedings Staff

- Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545

Y il L
/}sep}h F. Scinto

AsS}-"‘s’_,fant Chief Hearing Counsel
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of ‘ ' )
) Docket No.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, ET AL. ) 62
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station Units 2 and 3)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that coples of (1) a letter from Hicks to Chief,
Public Proceedings Staff dated September 27, 1972 (2) letter from
Boberg to McCool dated September 27, 1972 in the captioned matter
have been served on the following by deposit in the United States
mail, first class or ailr mail, this 4th day of October 1972:

"V

'

Michael Glaser, Esq., Chairman _ Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board President and General Counsel
1150 17th Street, N.W. Southern California Edison Company
Washington, D. C. 20036 ’ ' P. 0. Box 800
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Mr., Lester Kornblith, Jr. Rosemeda, California 91770
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. §. Atomic Energy Commission Robert J. Cahall, Esq.
Washington, D. C., 20545 Southern California Edison
' 'Company

Dr. Franklin C. Daiber 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Department of Biological Sciences ' Rosemeda, California 9k770
University of Delaware ‘ '
Newark, Delaware 19711 ' David N. Barry, III, Esq.

. : Sothern California Edison Company
Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich : ' 1 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue '
Department of Civil Engineering - 1 Rosemead, California 91770
University of Texas ‘
Austin, Texas 78712 R Charles E. Kocher, Esq.

: Southern California Edison Company
Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq., Alternate 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Chairman Rosemead, California 91770
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board '
U. S.Atomic Energy Commission Kingsley B. Hines, Esq.
Washington, D. C. 20545 Southern California Edison Company
. 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Martin G. Malsch . , Rosemead, California 91770

Regulatory Staff Counsel
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545
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50-361,362

Sherman Chickering, Esq.
C. Hayden Ames, Esq.

Frank S. Bayley, III, Esq.

David R, Pigott, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California

cc: Mr. Glasex
ASLBP
M. Malsch
V. Wilson
Reg. Files

®
page 2

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

San Clemente Public Library

233 Granada Street _
San Clemente, California 92672

94104

Off%gé of the S@Erétgfy of, the Cofmission




DUCKET HURIGCR

>, @ N .m.&um. 526 5E AL BE -

‘ @w AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN
w SAN FERNANDO VALLEY BRANCH '
: | if f ; S B -

,i 10912 Nestle Av
~ Northridge, Ca., 91324

| iSeptember .27, 1972
Mr. W. Bs McCool  ' o ' b .ﬁRe}ﬁSanFOndﬁre uﬁtﬁafé‘&”ﬁjj"
v o Atomic Energy Commisaion s ‘ - Docket # 50361 362
% ' hashington, .u.,205h5 ‘ : '
“"Dear Mr. McCool,
; ' !
P Thank you for-sending "Notice of Hearing on. Application for

Construction Permits® for San Onofre units 2 and 3.

‘May we have permission. for 8 limited apnearance at the heating?
Please sBnd us the .date snd place of the hearing following the prehearing -
conference.

é ‘ _Sinceroly,

? %f?.ﬁ i L2 0/QU}L
§ Dorothy Boberg ’

| CO-Chairmen

: B.E. Committee

]

4
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o ‘ : ) : o . ! . LOGKRLT HURLL [

T e @ wun, iAgL, HO Aed, ”J(r,,L,

I AT

' AMERICAN ASSOCIATION ("7 OF LUNIVERSITY WOMEN

. ... SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH
7 . SAN CLEMFNTE CALIFORNIA 92672

Re: Sian Onofre uenurutlng Plant Docket #5500~ 36] 50»362»

SepLember 27, 1972

i

Chief, Public ﬁroceedln r9 Branch.
Qffice of the Secreuazy “of the Comuission .
: United States Atomic Pnervy Comm1q91on
i -~ Jashington, De C

' Dear sir:.

‘ fe ure very appreciative of “the documents you have .sent “to us
£ - silnce we began our petltlon to intervene in the matter of

\ annlication “for license. to, con;truct two addltlonﬂl nuclear
i cunits at oln OnOfrea

e are denendent on you for lnutractlon re: your reunremento
from us; if the materials we have sent are deficient, we would
anpreciote an opportunity to comply. In the matter of "how
ttat{our) interest may be afiected by Commission, aection,"our
o)eul for apnropriate vesponse from the commission to pPotect
our henlth und welfare may be considered too general; I notice
the 1natructlona de'"reaoonably spec1flc detdll"

ST LTI B BERS o WP S SAE S G - W

g . W11l you add-thls as addenda»to our petition? San Clemente-

- Carlstrano Bay Branch official opposes‘the installation as
propesed, -which would mean that we ask you to deny or to
"3pvr0pr1dtely condition to protect environmental values" as
A per your notice of heuring. Specifically, we have circulated
; o opetitions seeking"inland and underground" conditions to prevent
; iu.bu1J¢t¢on on our beaches, near the freeway and neur our
- frowing pepulation center, and we consider these conditions

essential in the event the commission concludeo that denial
of the application is not an acceptable course. Please inform.
us 1if this is not reasonably spe0111c. : : '

SPESCHS MR

; , In this ﬂetition oroce 8, I feel much llke a bllnd man reachlnﬁ
1. . Tor flowe rs in a rose garden. One of the thorns we have exper—
lenced is Edison Company's request that our petition be denied,
referring to affidavits. The legal notice you sent to us last
week does not mention affldav1ts. What arfiduvits are required?
3 - e have ueen todd that the Code of Federal Regulations ig some-
‘ times available in libraries. Our committee hug searched, and
finds no such code in our Orange County and city ]1brdrnea, thUu
far. (continued on next pag e)

- | B ﬁﬁknm&g@gﬂ by sara JC[1 /ﬂ},ﬁ/la\ o S




- AMERICAN ASSOCIATION

OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH '

SAN-CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92472

b4

Qave 2 : eptember 27

In the matter of oiir ndt*knoWihg.about the deadline for
petitions, and the subseguent lateness of our supplementury
material, our fault in not monitoring the lezal notices was
occassioned by our confidence that we would be notified. _
e want you to know that your mailing to GUARD via lrs. Van
Flemingz, noted in one of your recent communications to us,
~did not reach usg.. Wrus Fleming, who wags & spokeaman of GUARD
wt the time of the PUC heurings, moved to Kentucly about two
yuears ol 1 ohave been told that she 1g returning to Lun

- Clemente, in which case she will probably rejoin our efforts.
- Patrick O Br*en,'vho was the legally recopggized gpokegman in
-the hearnngu, is still: resident of San Clemente.

‘jWouLé you correct, please, the_mlstake in the name of GUARD

which appears in some documents. We are called Groups United

_A“dlnct Radiation Dangers, not "Men and uroups et al"

Waat information should we bring the day of the preliminary

~hearing? Is there a deadline by which we nmust have the names
~of -the experts we will call during the evidenciary hearings?
'~ Yhen, approxlmately can we expeot thos hearings to take placef

0

within weeks, months, ®

Ne unler tand there is an intervener wbo ‘was accepted by you

-in the San Onofre installations .and was very =zctive at the

~time of approval of Unit 1. We assume he will continue his
intervention, and would very much like to make contact with

~him. Can you send us his name and address?

Tnank you again for your 3331stance.

olncercly,

“Lyn Harris Hicks (Comnunity Liaison)

San Clemente-Capistraro Bay Branch -
nmerloun Association of University Women,

»unJ ITOUDS Uhlted Against RadlatlonADanuors




'In the Matter of
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA B
- ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

'BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY o |

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY Docket Nebo_50-361 >
. . - . - - 2

(San Onofre Nuclcar Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3) -

s N NN

AEC REGULATORY STAFF ANSWER TO :
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION OF THE AMERICAN
ASSOCL—.TION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN . FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE

On September 20, 1972, the Ameri_ea Association of University Women (AAUW) served

a suppleméht'td their telegraphed petition for leave to intervene of September 9,

. 1972. Staff filed its answer to the telegraphed petition on September 19, 1972,

It is the po"s’iti'oh cf staff that the petitieri of the AAUW fails to satisfy the requirements ,i
of the Commission's Rules of Practice, 10 CFR §2.714 and should be denied for the

following reasons.

A petition for .levave tdinte'rvene ‘mus’t be fi_letl within the time specified in the

notice for 'heyar.ing , must shew petitienei*'s intei‘eét ax’ici hew sueh interest would be
affected by _CommiseiOn action and set forth petitioner's contentions in reasonably
specific detail The notice of hearuig in the captloned proceedmg was published on
August 10, 1972 (37 F. R 16117) -and spec1f1ed a thirty day period, which would
require, therefore, that any peutions to be tlmely, would have to have been filed

by September 11, 1972. ‘The te_legram of_petitione_r AAUW filed on September' 9, 1972




’/_/;)

7

- 2 - )
was patently defective under the aforementioned rule in that it failed to "set
forth the interest of the petitioners ..., hov'_& that interest may be affected by

Commission action, and the contentions of the petitioner in reasonably specific

detail."

While the telegrarﬁ of the AAUW did note that a sub.pp,o‘rting letter would be
forthcomiﬁg, such letter was. not, in fact, served by the AAUW until September
20, 1972, eleven days éfter the initial telegrarh . Accofdingly,‘ the petition failed
to satisfy the req'uire‘ments of 10 CFR §2.708 which réquire, that a telegraphic
communication be perfected within 2 days and cannét be considered a timely

filing.

This supplemental letter, however, is defective under 10 CFR §2.714 inasmuch as
it fails to show good cause fdr being untimely, it fails t§ set forth petitioner's
interest, other than'z vague suggestion thereof, or how any interest they may
have, would be affected by:Commissio.n action in this ':I:)'.roceeding; Additionally,
sulch contentions ds are set out are so broad and vague as to be totally wanting in

reasonably specific detail.

Accordingly, staff urges that the petition be denied. While we feel that the petition
is technically ceficient, it does indicate some legal interest which could conceivably

be affected by Commission action herein. Furthermore, while the contentions are



4

imprecisely stated and are not s‘et forth in reasonably specific detail, they do,
at least reveal the areas of petitionér's concern, howéver, only in the most
general of terms .k -These inciude: earthquak‘e»sb, tlfanspoi‘tation and storage of
radioactive materiéls , thé cooling system, impact on n_r;airiné and terrestrial
environmental and,efﬂuent standards'.. Essentialiy, the petition's major defect

is that it is unartfully drawn.

In these circqmstancés, the staff believes that it would appropriate for the

Board to afford petitioner the. opportunity to reyise and refine its statement of
interest and contentions _.. Such opportunity should be limited in time, to a period
not to exceed 3d déy:;, and in scope, to thbse areas expressed in the original petition
Fﬁrthér, pursuant tc 10 CFR §2.715a staff requests that.' the‘yv be consolidated with
anyv other petitioner whose petition for vleave t§ ihfefvené may be granfed and whose

contentions are i~eas:7né.bly similar to those of the AAUW.

Respectfully submitted,
gy tey

/]/(L(‘/L({ L
" 7 Lawrence J.”Chandler

Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesday, Maryland
this 3rd day of October, 1972.




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Onofre Nuclear Geherating Station
Units 2 and 3) ’

Docket Nos. 50-361 ;

50-362

Nt N N N N N N

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "AEC 'Reguiatory Staff Answer to Supplemental

Pectition of the American Association of University Women for Leave to Intervene,'

dated October 3, 1972, in the captioned matter have been served on the following
by deposit in the United States mail, first class or air mail, this 3rd day of

October, 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq.
1150 17th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036 .

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
Panel

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Dy .Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware

Newark, Delaware 19711

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Sherman Chickering, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 94104

Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman

‘Board of Supervisors

1600 Pacific Highway
San Diego, California 92102

- Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief

Env1ronmenta1 Health and Consumer
Protection Program

- Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley Way _
Berkeley, California 94704

William R. Johnson, Secretary
Public Utilities Commission
State of California

California State Building

San Francisco, California 94102




Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich

" Department of Civil Engmeermg
University of Texas
Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.
Atomic Safety & Licensing

Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch .
San Clemente Public Library '
233 Grauada Street _

San Clemente, California 92672

Attorney General
State of California _.
Sacramento, California 95814 -

Lyr Harris Hicks, Community Laison
San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch -
Amecrican Association of University Women
and Men and Groups United Against
Radiation Dangers
- 3908 Ariana Street
San Clemente, California

Davene L. Montierth, Esq.
| Orange Country Peoples Lobby
; ' P.O. Box 6471 -
3 Buena Park, California 90622

- City Manager

. Mr. Frederick Eissler

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.

- 4623 More Mesa Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93105
Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.

City of San Clemente
100 Avenida Presidio
San Cleme‘nte, California 92672

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Atomic Safety & Lieensing Appeal Board
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washmgton ‘D.C. 20545

Mr. Frank W. Karas
Chief, Public Proceedings Staff
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission-
Washington, D.C. 20545
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Lawrence J. Chandler
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff



"SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

" be stricken i/ .

®* e »7@7 __

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

P

tal(

In the Matter of ~

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON -COMPANY : :

" ‘Docket Nos. 50-361 -

. 50-362

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

R RWREWREWE R

AEC REGULATORY STAFF'S ANSWER TO MOTIONS TO STRIKE

On September 18, 1972, applicant Southern California Edison Company (SCE)
filed a motion to strike from the docket in this proceeding, specified telegréms

requesting.léave tQ‘,interx}ene"iﬁ the captioned proceeding. The motion of SCE

additionally seeks to strike a letter, which purports to set forth the basis for

one of the petitioners' requests. As the basis for its motions, applicant alleges that

said petitions do not sbatisfy the formalities of 10 CFR §2.708(f) inasmuch as they
were not followed up by documents which did meet all the requirements of 10 CFR

§2.708.

While it is’ recognized that the above-noted documents do not comply with the

reqﬁiréments of 10 CFR §2.708, this section does not require that such documents

i

1/ Indeed 10 CFR §2.709 provides, in relevant part, that:
"§2.709° Acceptance for filing. A document
- 'which failvs to conform to the requirements of ,
. §2.708'may be refused acceptance for filing...." : B
- ‘(underscoring added) : ' ;




B RN .

It is the position of staff that striking the aforementioned documents would be

inappropriate and the Board should rule onl each such petition in accordance with

the requirements of 10 CFR §2'.714',7_which ihcludé, inter alia, timeliness.

In this

regard, staff has filed its ,ansWe'r in opposition to these petitions for leave to

intervene on September 19, 1972.

Dated at Bethesday, Maryland
‘this 29th day of September, 1972.

N

Respectfully submitted,

/\ T e ,/"Q,‘Chf/j/;{“/é v
/Lawrence J/ Chandier
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff
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~ In the. M_attér of

_SOUTHERN.CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
| |

i

| Docket Nos. 50-361

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY -

(San 'Onofre"Nuc_lear Generating Station

Units 2 and 3) -

[N N R

50-362

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "AEC Regulatory Staff's Answer to Motions to
Strike," dated September 29,1972, in the captioned matter, have been served
on the following by deposit in the United States mail, first class or air mail,

this 29th day of September, 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq. -
1150 17th Street, N.W.

" Washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
Panel o _ _

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545

Dr .Franklin C. Daiber

Department of Biological Sciences

-~ University, of Delaware
~~Newark, Delaw.are 19711

'Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Southern California Edison,Company .
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Sherman Chickering, Esq.

‘Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street - .
San Francisco, California 94104

Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman
Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway - .

San Diego, California 92102

Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief _
Environmental Health and Consumer
. Protection Program
Department of Public Health
2151 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, California 94704

- William R. Johnson, Secretary
~ Public Utilities Commission
State of California
California State Building
San Francisco, California 94102




) Dr GerardA Rohlich B
{" ' University of Texas
A ’ - Austin, Texas 78712 -

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.
[Atomic.Safety & Licensing

Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

. Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

San Clemente Public Library
233 Grauada Street

San Clemente Ca11101 nia 92672

_ Attorney General
State pf California
Sacramento, California 95814

Lyn Harris Hicks, Community Laison .
San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch
American Association of University Women’
and Men and Greups United Against
-~ Radiation Dangers
- 3908 Ariana Street
f San Clemente, California

~ Davene L. Montierth, Esq.
"~ Orange Country Peoples Lobby
P.O. Box 6471 o
Buena Park, California 90622

‘Department of Civil Engineering e

..Kenneth E. Carr, Esq. o

~ Washington, D.C.

Washington, D.C.

Mr. Frederick Eissler

Scenic Shoreline Preservation .
Conference, Inc. ,

4623 More Mesa Drive - ' |

Santa Barbara, California 93105 -

City Manager

City of San Clemente

100 Avenida Presidio

San Clemente, California 92672

Atomie .Safety & Licensing Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission-
20545 ‘

Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
20545

Mr. Frank W. Karas

Chief, Public Proceedings Staff

Office of the Secretary of the Commissio:
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545
!// .
oy / //, 4 //, {/ A
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Lawrence J. Chandler :
~Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff




SCEWIG SHO@ELIWE PRESERVATION CONF?FBW”F IRC,

4623 Heore Mess Drive

Senta Ba?baraﬂ California 9311@
Septegber 3 1972
Mma€&w3§@w%@2

Ssoretary .
U, 8, Abemic hﬂergy C@ﬁﬁa@@i@ﬂ
~ Waghingben, D. C, 20545

Atbentien: Chief, Public Proceedings Branch

Dear Si?*

_ Enciaq&& f@? f& ing are the original sgé 20 conformed coples
of "Supp&gmsnﬁal ﬁizep&taaﬁa of Scenlc Shorelipe Pregevvation
Conference® with veference %o the Pedition e tntervene in.
heari n@*s on San Onofre Units 2 and 3 (%@kei‘; msso&sm

50-3627,

Kindly . aekﬂ@wleag@ peceipt of this ﬁ@eu&»n& en the encloged
copy of this letier and return to me in the encloged stemped
envelepe. . . ,

Cordiaily yours,

‘“’%M JW (;wa&s

Frederick Bisslier
. Pregident

o6: Pergens listed on enclosed Certificate of Service




UHITED STATES OF AMERICA

ATONIC ENERGY COMMISSION gﬁg@§g§v$

f,»EéFﬁﬁﬁ,THE-A@QMZC_SQFE?K,AED LICENSING BOARD

in he Ls?%@? @f

SOUTHERY CALIPORNIA RDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEQQO GAS & ELECTRIC CONPANY

{San @m@?@@%ﬂﬁeﬁea? Genevading Stadien

Tnits 2 and 3}

Docket Nes, 30-363
 Bp=262

| CERTIEICATE. OF SERVICE. -
F hereoby eew%ify thad @pi@ of °5 ﬁ??ZE@UE?éL ﬁi&ﬁwﬁmiawﬁ OF

SCENIC SHORELINE PRESERVATION CONPERENCE

s in $the capbliongd

mu%k@rg vers gerved on the follewing by &ew@ 935 38 the Laﬁﬁ&ﬁ
States mail, az*@t sioss or air mail, this I0%h dav of Seplembap,.

'ﬁ??ﬁou

W&ch&&i Gaa@@fg ‘B8
13150 17%h Street, W.W. i
waaﬂing%@ﬂg Dy @0 2@@3@

M, Leguew K@?abli&ma G

Atomic Safedy & & an@nﬁimb Baaﬁd
Panel

G.%. Atomic: F;@?gy G@ﬂﬁ%ssﬁﬁn

1@@.@}333&@&"@5&3 E’s @ 2‘53 ‘53‘2 65 l

Dr. Franklin G, Doiber
Dezparensnt j"ﬁi@i@gﬁ@&l &@%@ﬁw
Univeraity Delawape - - -
N»wm?kg Deleteve 197?@

Rellin E, 4@&&@&?3 bqu--
Seuthera fa&ﬁ*eynz& Edia@n Ceompany
225k Yalmut CGrove Aven

Rosswsed , C@Ei@@?ﬁ&& 91??9

Sherman . Chi@kmw?ng, EwQ@A
Chickering & Qregery

il Su%ye?“@9?@®%

San ?ﬁ&ﬁ@_@@@s Ca&ifavﬂaa Q&l@@

Hom, Harry F. Scheidls,
B Gb&ufgﬂn
Board of Supapvisors
1668 Pacific Highwey
Sar Dicge, Califerais
: 82162

Dr, John W, Heslep, Chisf
Dupartment of Public Health
2353 Berkeiey Wey

%eﬁkel@ya Galifornia

b 70k

gik&iam Eu Jennsen, .

. Sespebary

Prbiic Ubilitiow Gw&m&s%&&n '

State of Califernis - -

Gallifornis State Building

S8R Francieso, u@m$f@ra¢&,
} : 94&@2

By, Goraré A. B@h&ﬁ@h
Doparbment of CAVAE
Eﬁg&ﬁ@%@&&g
Inivep @zby of Teros
Susbin Texes 78712




aiggaa m S@ Baiar
Atomic Ssfedy & Li
} E&&ma Paned,
U 8, dbomic Energy Cosmisaion
Waghington, D €, 20548

8, Baj
cen gxng

[ 10 fﬂyﬁh&@'ﬁ&uyh

San Clemante: Fublic Librery
293 Grausis. Street

San CE@%@%»W$,?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁi& - gRe7R

Atborney G@peﬁa?
Stale ﬁ* Caii
Saeraméagaar

,giifarn;a 95331

Lyn Eg Pi@ ﬁiﬂkyg u@mmanzgg Isison

Amaloem Augsciation of ﬁﬂi%@?ﬂ vy Yomen

o

3008 Ariana Streed
San ¢ iﬁ anbe o @@ai?@Wn¢a

Davene L. Montierih, E@qa

Orange C@ﬁn@@?;?&@p&me Lobby
P.0. Q@X éﬂ‘? o
Bueng “@@A C 180

mila 90622

Lowrenes J. Chenller
Regulatory Stal? Counsol
G.5. Abtonic Esergy

Q@@&”a@%h’i
¥ iag@@ap %o Go

Eﬁﬁm@ﬁu B Caryr, Esg.
Ci%y &7 San ?3@?@@@@
m@@ Avanidsn Pregidis

San Cleumnie, Califorala
 $2672

Abomic Safedy & Licensing
Board Panel _

U.8., Abomic Energy Jowmissisn

Was pLL@w@%Q D. Co 20545

Avomic Safety & Licinging
Appeal Board

U.8. Abomic Energy Coumisosien

Hashingbon, D, C. 20543

Hr., Frank ¥, Karos
fhi@bg FPubile Pvoceedings
' Staff
@“f%e@ of the Sesratery of
the Commiscien
 HeS..Atomit Busrgy Counmisosio:
Waghington, D. C. 20545

,-:4g£g2234ﬁ9g¢£§ é%ziﬂ&%%QZ%f

§@@@@?& ik EBisggier
rogidend
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UNITED STATES OF AMBERICA ,
ATONIC BNERGY COMMISSIONW

Iz the mabber ef

SOUTHRRN CALIPCRYIA EDISON COMPANY

SAN DIECO CAS & FIFCTRIC CONPARY
{Sea Cuefre Wuclear Gonerating
Stabisn, Units 2 and 3}

Dosked Weg, 50-301
- amd@ 50-362

SUPPLENRNTAL ALLECATIONS OF
SCENIC SHORELINE FOESUEVATION
CONPERENCE

Scenle Shoreline subwits the folleowing alisgetions with rezpect
t3 i%s petition Yo intsrvens in Yhe hewringe on the applleations
for consirushion of San Onofre upiby 2 and 3.

Om Sepbesbesr 10, 1972 Scenic Shoreline forwarded thim Yelegram

%6 the United Stutes Alemic Sneregy Commissiem, Public Proceelings
Eranchis

o
2]
&
%ﬁ
£

*Iin %he matter of San Cnofre units dwo ani thres
Shoreliine Preservation Conference petitions for iecave %o
interverns on %he basis @? its interesbs in @?@p@@ pvﬁﬁeam
tion of the compbtal ccolegy and the h@agahﬁ.@&fe%yg aud
walfare of citizems, imoluvding conference mamb@fg in the
area ef the umlis. The cenbentions of pstitiemer as to
ricke vergus bemefite of the umits cammet be defimite wmbil
applicents’ case hay beon presontsd, subjest to vrops emamine
abion. ’&mvﬂg'@aﬁgi@era@i@a@‘&?@ Shaswio @@aaﬁaféﬁ-W@ﬁaﬁaﬁ .:
o the resent San Ternands eavihgueke, éa.ﬁ&w&i&em% of

%
GConference ¥ affirm this request., ILetbter to Pollow.®

&2,

in this supplemeutal sietement, Scenic Shoreliue wishes Go

elaborate en allsgabions pregented in the telegram in norrowey

geppe, for obvicus reaguns of brevity. Furthermore, we coatinue

to request essentizl dosumente, as ysb wnavailable, as » basis




- . g : '
: : of

for publit participation im the forthooming hearings. Specifically,

we 1

&
&

e ¥ guse 558 the %@gui@aﬁmy pkaff's Ssfoty Evelusticn and
the Drafl u&s&?@ﬁ@@mxai Statement ,neither of which hag been fgoued;

5@@%1@ 5@@?&3&&& is informed 2nb u@@@%@&an@ﬂ and believewn
that %h@?ﬁ%@jﬂ&@@h&?@@ from the San (pofre wnits &re dolotsyicus %o
the marine enironnent. Badintion sefeguards at the units have
beas qu@@é&@ﬁéﬁf@aﬁ should be reviewed, IS 18 our Gentention Shat
no &h@ﬁ%ﬁ@;@?QGﬁ@n@mie seed for the unite hes been domenstretsed and
that less oFprasive pousr sltermalives cam 998isfy the roascnable
&@@@ﬂﬂ@f@f-afﬁégﬁ®ﬁa§@@ numbsr of coneumers, Brecticn of tranumiBhida

.1333@ ) @ae@%?e consirection of the plant &%ﬁaif'wiii-%&wé
BAVETE izpoct on a congtiine treasured for its @a@l@QA@aﬁ ans.
'ﬁﬁcraai&@ﬂ values, %he lack of comprehensive evasusbicn vians in

the event of accident and the insdequecy of Lransportetien and
@%@f@ge’@f niclene wasten sre of prise consesn to our orgenization:
Eavbnguake potentisl of the rogionm in which the wWiste sre losated
is severe and the p@@m@“@ eeismic design guesticnable., Furthey
definition of these and other issuss shall be the subject of the
prehoering conlforencs sahadmieﬂ e congider the San Omefre heayring
egends and 5Hhall depend o the cass prosented by the applicamnbs:

The interést of petitivmer in rescter sefesuerds and onvirenmess
tal @?@?@c%i@ﬂ ie well-kmown. Seemic Shoreline, incorporated in
Celifornie with. h@@ﬂ@@&@t@?ﬁ in Sowmbe Berbsre, 18 the principsi
intervenor in the heerings on the Diable Camyen nuslesr power plant;

fur crgenizatien wae @@%@b&i@a@& %o help BIGUTG the propep pr@w

teeticn amé mﬁiﬁﬁzami@a @f @@a@ﬁ?&m&@ and as@@e&@ @ﬁ ?@@@ﬁf@ﬁ@ wi%h i

the @b%@eﬁive @T @waﬁecﬁamg the haaltng safety, and wifere of

egwiu@nﬁa Amaﬁg tﬁe membe@& of Scenic Shoreline are ?@ﬁiﬁ@ﬂég
of the counby in which the San Omefre unrits ave lesated., These




o °

members iive and work downwind from Ghe propesed uvnils amﬁ_@r@
concerned sbout the p@%@ﬁ%i@l effects of the plant oa thelr swnm

zafaty and hﬁ&iﬁ%s the wazf@@e of their familice and com %&@@%&@59

and the eamlagy af the 6@3&@@?@&& s028%. The inborest of the ya@i%s@nm

er and its m@mb@§ﬁ m&y @a &ffnst@& vy the c@ma&msiﬁﬂ @ﬁ%&@ﬁ in -

that the g@@%@ﬁ@é faeii&%ieﬁ EOF have an aﬂwerae effect en th@xy

nealth, %hegp @r@m@?%y values, their communities, and the eaviraﬁp'57:3

mental walueg %key chef&wh asg w&@&ﬁ :4ad to the maﬁi@ﬁﬂa %ﬁi&wbaiagm
Z @Kgﬁﬁm %ﬁ@ &wisgaﬁiaﬁ@ @f thig p@?ib&@n ﬁ@m lﬁ%egvgavi@a
gnd deslars wnﬂeﬁ g@ﬁ&?%@ ef perjury That the f@@@g@&ﬁg iz trus
Vana correst.,
Ez@@myeé S@@ﬁ@@h@r 28, 1972 at Sanbts Barbaz as Sali Parnia .

Fﬂ@ﬁer@@k Bigsler
ﬁy@gxé@mﬁ
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* AMERICAN ASSOCIATION () OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672

"“ﬁe&fsanyOnofreﬂueneratinnglantwaocket:#s 504361,-506362u‘

Jepeember 2, 1972

Chief, Public Proceedings Branch .
Office of the Secretary of the Comuission
United States aAtonic Pnpryy Comm1331on
sasninglon, D. C.

Deur Sir:

“We are very appreciative of the documents you have sent”to
since we began our petition to intervene in the matter of
canmlication for license to conotrucf two additional nuclear

un;tw at Snan Ono;re.

e are dependent on you for instruction re: your requirements
vfrom us; if the materinls we have sent are deficient, we would
vsreclote an opportunity to comply. In the matter of "how
tna (our) interest muy be afrected by Commission action,"our
wppeal for appropriate ivesponse from the commission to p?otect
our health und welfare may be considered too general; I notice
the JnotTUbthﬂa sdy "reasonably specific detail".

_Nlll you add this as addenda_to our petition?  San Cleumente-—
Ca:istrano Bay Branch official opposes the installation as
proposed, which would mean that we ask you to deny or to
"approprldtely condition to protect environmental values" as
~per your notice of hearing. Specifically, we have circulated
petitions seeking™inland and underground" conditions to prevent
“installation on our beaches, near the freeway and neuar our
growing population center, and we congider these conditions

~essential in the event the commission concludes that denial ;
» 0of the application is not an acceptable course. Please 1nform
L us if this is not reasonably specific. : S

In this vetition porocess, I feel much like a bllnd man reaching’
Tor flow-rs in a rose garden. . One of the thorns we have exper-—
Jcnced in Edison Company's request that our petition be denied,
~ferr1ng to affidavits. The legal notice you sent to us last
week does not mention aff:iav1ts. What affiduvits are required?

e nave seen todd that th Code of Federal Regulations is sowme-
‘times availuble in librar .es. Our committee hus searched, and
firds no such code in our Orange County and city libraries, thus
far., (continued on nu“t pape) ' :

&skuw} 3 ‘g;‘i by gard - “,/.,/ .::,C’{’JQ\




OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION

SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH

SAN, CLEMENTE, “CALIFORNIA 92472

2

Page 2 eptember 27

In the matter. of our not knowing'nbout'the deadline for
~petitions, and the subsequent lateness of our suppleuentary
material, our fault in not monitoring tne le;al notices was
opccassioned by our confidence that we would be notified.

e want you to know that your mailing to GUARD via lirs. Van
®leming, noted in one of your.reeant.somaunications to us,
did not reach uvsa. MWMrg. Pleming, who was a spokesman of GUARD’
9t the time of the PUC hearings, moved to Kentucly about fwo
years oaco. 1 huve been told that she ig.returning to Lun
Clemente, in which case she will probably rejoin our efforts.
P 2trick O Br;en, who was the-legally recopggized spokesman in

the hearlncg, is still re31dent ‘of San Clemente.

~#dould you correct, please, the mistake in the'name,of'GUARD
which appears in some documents. We are called Groups United
Against Radlatlon Dan gers, not "ken and Groups et al".

What 1niormat10n should we bring the day of the preliminary
hearing? Is there a deadline by which we must huave the names
of the expertis we will call during the evidenciary hearings?
When, approximately can we expect thos hesrings to take place?
within weeks, months, ® ' :

de understand there is an intervener who was accepted by you
in the San Onofre installations and was very active at the
time of approval of Unit 1. We assume he will continue his
_1nterventIon, and would very much like to make contact With
nlm. Can you send us his name and address?

Thank you again for your ass:stance.

| '-III olncercly, :
| ' . (-;’—-/a,"—’ ; \ P 3k N ET /\7[1 /

|

| Lyn Harris Hicks (Covmunlty Liaison)
| San Clemente~Capistrano Bay Branch

} E nmerlcln Assoclation of University Women,
|

l

|

.

.th Groups Uhited Against Radiation Ddngers
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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN
SAN FERNANDO VALLEY BRANCH

.. 10912 Nestle Av
Northridge, Ca. 91324

e e e e e . September 27, 1972
h - Hr. W;'B.'ﬂcCooi'. ' o Re:  Seri” Onofre unite 2 & b
' Atomic .Energy Commission ; | ' Docket # 50361.362

Washington, .D.C. 20545

i

“Dasr Mr. ‘McCosl,

Thank you for sending "Notice of Henring on Application for.
Consgtruction Permits" for San Onofre units 2 and 3.

‘May we have permission for;a.limiied appearance at the heating?
“Please sand.us the date andsplace of the hearing following the prehesring
conference. S

“Sincersly,
Covarntd £80 /%
Dorothy Boberg
CO~Chairman

B.E. Committee

Aeknowiedged by ohrd JOI/‘{ ,'Z;'f)::.t.f"w*

Lr ST

.



September 26, 1972 | -

Docket Nos. 50-361/50-362

Mr. Frederick Eissler, President

Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference, Inc.
4623 More Mesa Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93110 -

Dear Mr. Efssler:

YOu; létter of Septembér-ll,,1972, has been éent to this officéfbr
reply. =~ . : S N

Transmitted herewith {s a copy of the applicant's environmental report -
and supplement thereto, ftem (1) of your request. ~ -

Item (2), the ACRS report, will be appended to the AEC regulatory staff's
Safety Evaluation Report (item (3)). Neither is as yet available, nor

is item (4), the Draft Environmental Statement, or ftem (5) the proposed

construction permit. At such time as each becomes available, a copy will
be sent to you. , | = o . :
Item (6) of your request is not set forth with sufficient particularity

to permit us to identify the documents which you wish sent. Conse- B
u§nt1y, we cannot respond further to your request as expressed in item .

Sincerely,

Ve
Lawrence J. Chandler o
Counsel for AEC Regulatory_StaffA
Enclosure: o | B
Cy of Applicant's Env. Rept.
w/supplement.

Y

PDR - we/encl.
Local PDR - wo/encl.
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' UNITED STATES 2 é%%

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545

- b
September 26, 1972 Z937Ar?

Docket Nos. (50-361)50-362

Mr. Frederick Eissler, President

Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference Inc.
4623 More Mesa Drive -

Santa Barbara, California 93110

: _ Dear Mr. Eissler:

Your letter of September 11, 1972, has been sent to this office fr
reply. ' '

Transmitted herewith is a copy of Lhe applicant's env1ronmenta1 report
and supplement thereto, 1tem (1) of your request

Item (2), the ACRS report will be appended to the AEC regu]atory staff's

Safec/ Evaluation Report (1tem (3)). Neither is as yet available, nor
is item (4), the Draft Environmental Statement, or item (5) the proposed
construction permit. "At such time as each becomes available, a copy will
be sent to you.

Item (6) of your request is not set forth with sufficient particularity

to permit us to identify the documents which you wish sent. Conse-
quent]y, we cannot respond further to your request as expressed in item

(6).
7e1y,

/\;“ ) ./_/'/;’}»L.’/{/ .
Lawrericé J. Chand]er
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Enclosure:
Cy of Applicant's Env. Rept.
w/supplement.

PDR - wo/encl.
Local PDR - wo/encl.
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~In the Matter of
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O

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMRANY Docket Nos. 50-361
‘ ' 50-362
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating C
Station, Units 2 and 3)

Nl N N N N N N/

ANSWER OF AEC REGULATORY STAFF TOWPPLICANTS!
APPLICATION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER\OF CONSOLIDATION

By applica'tion filed November 17, 1972, appliéants request that (a) the
Board reconsider its order of October 31,' 1972, consolida{ing with applicants

the cities of Anaheim, Banning and Riverside (Cities) for ail purposes and

- (b) the Board reject the petition filed by the Cities on September 11, 1972 fof/

leave to intervene.

By answer dated September 25, 1972, the regulatory staff of the AEC (staff)
opposed the petition of the Cities but suggested that it may be appropriate

to permit their participation as a party consolidated with applicants pursuant

to 10 CFR §2.715a.

For the reasons set forth in staff's answer of September 28, 1972, appended
hereto as Appendix A, staff reasserts that the petition of the Cities is deficient
under 10 CFR §2.714 (1) for failing to set forth contentions of any kind and (2)

in that it alludes to matters beyond the jurisdiction of this Board - viz. relating




. . | ‘. '

to matters more appropriately considered in an antitrust proceeding rather
than one concerned with radiological, health, safety and environmental

and othe'r matters under NEPA.

Staff recognizes the possibility that some conflicts may be created if

applicants represent the Cities as a consolidated party. However, neither

‘the Cities nor applicants' are specific as to those areas where conflicts may .

arise. Consequently, we believe that upon consultation with applicants,

the Cities coul_d ascertain those areas in which their interests are not similar.
The Cities should then be required to enumeféte such areas in a triai brief,

or other appropriate ﬁling in the form of contentions in advance of any hearings
and proceed on that basis. This is prediéatéd upon the ‘assumption that such/

contentions present matters related to the radiological, health, safety and/or

NEPA aspects of this proceeding and not to antitrust - related matters. As to

-all other areas the Cities could be consolidated with Applicants. This approach

of partial cons(olidation would be consistent with 10 CFR §2.715a which provides

for consolidation with respect to all or any one or more issues determined by

the extent of similarity of interest.

Respectfully submitted,

Dyt D Thchet

Martin G. Malsch
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesda, Marylaﬁd
this 30th day of November, 1972.




L NS S TIPS R EL I

UNITED S"I'ATF;S OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

. BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

. SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

- (San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station

Units 2, and 3)

Docket Nos. 50-361
50-362

N N NN N N\

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "Answer of AEC Regulatory Staff to Applicants’
Application for Recomsideration of Order of Consolidation,' dated November 30,
1972, in the abovew~captioned matter, have been served on the folleowing by
deposit in the United States mail, first class or air mail, this 30th day

of November, 1972:

"Michae] Glaser, Esq.
1150 17th Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr. o
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware

" Newark, Delaware 19711

Charles R. Kocher, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

David R. Pigott, Esq.

Chickering & Gregory

117 Sutter Street .
San francisco, California 94104

Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Texas

Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esgq.

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Mr. Larry E. Moss
15201 DePauw
Pacific Pa]isages, California 90272




<«

Mr. DavuiSa«a1, S | . | San Clemente Public Library
845 North Perry Avenue _ , - 233 Grauada Street
MontebéHo Ca11fowna 90640 ‘ San Clemente, California ,9267

Bruce Sharpe, Esq

Charn, Sharpe, Farren & Kresse
308 North H:Street o »
Lompoc, California 93436

Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.

City Manager

City of San Clemente

100 Avenido Presidio

San Clemente, California 92672 -

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
U. S.. Atomic Energy Commission
- Washington, D. C. 20545

i Alan R. Watts, Esq.
Assistant City Attorney

i City Hall

o Anaheim, California 92805

George Spiegel, Esq.
2600. Virginia Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr. Frank W. Karas

- Chief, Public Proceedings Staff

Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission

Wash1ngton, D. C. 20545 : :

~ Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

~U. S. Atomic Energy Commission V9 / <] .
Washington, D. C. 20545 .‘ /q&nﬂ / //g//&\

Martin G. Malsch
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff




e . . UNITED STATES OF AME'Rax
: . " ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

App eﬁdik A

BEFORE" THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
- . In‘ the Matter of

‘ _ - SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY -
' - SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY Docket Nos. 50-361"

. | | | 50-362
" (San Onofre Nuclear Generating

Station, Units 2 and 3)

SN N N N N N

AEC REGULATORY STAFF'S ANSWER
TO PETITION TO INTERVENE BY THE
CITIES OF ANAHEIM, RIVERSIDE AND BANNING

~ 1. By petition filéd Septembef 11, 1972, the cities of Anaheim, Riverside,
and Banning, Céli.fornia ("Cities"), 'requestea leaVe to intervene in the
captiongd pro..ceeding . The pe}titibn indicétés that.theACities are the operators
~of municipal electric utilities-;»,'grvé all requirements customers of and are
- intefconhécted'with Southern Ca.l.ifornia'Edisdn Compaﬁy ("ISCE") , one of ’
the appli_cants, and are parties to a settlement agreement with SCE whereby
‘the Cities will be affofded the opportunit)} to participate as ownérs in the

facilities. The settlement agreement is stated to be conditioned upon approval

~or acceptance by the Federal Power Commission.

2. The petiﬁon stétes that the settlement agreement with SCE gives the

- Cities an interest that may bé affected by this proceeding, that the Cities
generally support the grant of constrlilction p‘er_mits, that to a large extent
the Cities' interest as potential part owners will be represented by SCE and
that the Cities participation is not expécted to broadeﬁ the issﬁes» or delay

the proceeding .




3. The petition further states that the Cities reserve the right to part-

icipate as to any matter which may affect the costs, terms, or conditions

under which the Cities may participate as owners and that there may

‘develop issues which particularly affect the Cities as potential part- owners

-

5, The Cities as potential part owners of the facilities have set forth

where their interests and SCE's inter‘est'may become divergent.

»

4.  The "Notice of Hearing" in the captioned matter (37 F.R. 16117) and"

10 CFR § 2.714 of the Commission's "Rules of Practice" require that petitions

to intervene set forth the petitioner's interest in the proceeding, how that
interest may be affected'by the Commission action, and the petitioner's

contentions in reasonable specific detail.

-sufficient interest in the proceeding. However, while their interest as

potentialtpart owners of the facilities may in many ways be affected by -

the proceeding, the petition does not set forth with any particularity

~

how their potential ownership interests may be affected by the proceeding
in a manner differ.ent.from applicaﬁts . The p’etition'itself alcknowledgels
that to a large extc;nt the Cities' interest \%/ill be represented by SCE.
Furthermore, the petition lacks any statement of contentions. on behalf

of the Cities.




. !

6. ‘Accordingly, the AEC .re‘gulatory staff belreves that the Cities petition

is deficient under the provis.ions of 10 CFR §2.714 of the Commission's "Rules

of Practice" arxd, to the extent the Cities' petition requests that they_be p'ermitted‘
to-part1c1pa‘te in the proceeding as a separate party, it should be denied. However,
‘the ALC regulatory staff would have no obJectlon to granting the Cities' petition

1/

on condltlon that pursuant to 10 CFR §2 715a , the Cities' participation in the

proceeding be consolidated with apphcants for all purposes of the proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

WZ{MMQ ZZ/ pA

Martin G. Malsch : s
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
this 25th day of September, 1972.

1/ 10 CFR §2.715a, Consolidation of partles in construction permlt or operating
license proceedings.
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UNITED s*:ATés OF AMERICA .
. ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

3 In the Matter of

. SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Ornofre Nuclear Generating Station .

Units 2 and 3)

[N NG IR ND

Docket Nos. 50-361
50-362

CERTIFICA’I‘E OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "AEC Regulatory Staff's Answer to Petition to

" Intervene by the Cities of Anaheim, Riverside and Banning," dated September

25, 1972, in the captioned matter, have been served on the following by deposit
in the United States mail, first class or air mail, this 25th day of September, 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq.
1150 17th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
Panel i

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545 »

Dr.Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware o
Newark, Delaware 19711

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

‘Sherman Chickering, Esq.

Chickering & Gregory
111 Sutter Street
San Francisco, California 94104

Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman

‘Board of Supervisors

1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, California 92102

Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief

Environmental Health and Consumer
Protection Program

Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley Way

Berkeley, California 94704

William R. Johnson, Secretary
Public Utilities Commission
State of California

‘California State Building

San Francisco, California 94102




Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Texas

Austin, Texas 78712

. Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.

Atomic Safety & Licensing

Board Panel _
U.S. Atomic Energy Comm1ssmn
Washlngton, D.C. 20545

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

San Clemente Public lerary
233 Grauada Street

San Clemente, California 92672

Attorney General
State of California

~ Sacramento, California 95814

‘Lyn Harris Hicks, Community Laison

San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch

American Association of University Women
and Men and Groups United Against
Radiation Dangers

3908 Ariana Street

San Clemente, California

Davene L. Montierth, Esq.
Orange Country Peoples Lobby

"P.O. Box 6471

Buena Park, California‘ 90622

" Mr. Frederick Eissler

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.

4623 More Mesa Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93105 -

Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.

City Manager

City of San Clemente

100 Avenida Presidio

San Clemente, California 92672

Atdnmi_c Safety & Licensing Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mr_. Frank .W. Karas
Chief, Public Proceedings Staff
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

SV A et

N

Lawrence J. Chandler
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staif
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the Cities' interest as potential part owners will be represented by SCE and -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of 9
. . D)
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY i) -
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY ') ' Docket Nos. 50-361"
: B)  50-362
)
)

'(San Onofre Nuclear Generating

Station, Units 2 and 3)
j
AEC REGULATORY STAFF'S ANSWER

TO PETITION TO INTERVENE BY THE
CITIES OF ANAHEIM, RIVERSIDE AND BANNING

1. By petition filed September 11, 1972, the cities of Anaheim, Riverside,

and Banning, California ("Cities"), requested leave to intervene in the
captioned proceeding. The petition indicates that the Cities are the operators
of municipal electric utilities, are all requirements customers of and are

interconnected with Southern California Edison Company ("SCE"), one of

“the applicants, and are parties to a settlement agreement with SCE whereby

. the Cities will be afforded the opportunity to participate as owners in the

facilities. The settlement agreement is stated to be conditioned upon approval

or acceptance by the Federal Power Commission.

2. The petition states that the settlement agreement with. SCE gives the
Cities an interest that may be affected by this proceeding, that the Cities
generally support the grant of construction permits, that to a large extent

™.

that the Cities participation is not expected to broaden the issues or delay

the proceeding.
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‘ 3. The petition further St%tes that the Citi.es reserve the right to part-

| icip:}té as to any matter which may afféct the costs, terms, or conditions
under which the Cities méy participate as owners and that there may
‘develop issues which particularly -abfféc’t‘ the Cities as potential part-owners

j _ where their interésts ‘and SCE'"s intere~t'may become ‘divergent.
1 .

4. The "Notice of Hearing" in the ‘c'a,p;tioned matter (37 F.R! 16117) and

10 CFR § 2.714 of the Commission's "Rules of Practice" require that petitions

to intervene set forth the petitioner's interest in the proceeding, ‘how that
interest may be affected by the Commission action, and the petitioner's

contentions in reasonable specific detail.

5. The Cities as potential part owners of the facilities have set forth

sufficient interest in the proceeding. However, while their interest as

[l

potential part owners of the facilities may in many ways be affected by

Ty TR KRR LIV YR A

[RC o

the proceeding, the petition does not set forth with any particularity

I TR 60

how their potential ownership interests may be affected by the proceeding

in a manner different from applicants. The petition itself acknowledges

PN LAL NG

~that to a large extent the Cities' interest will be represented by SCE.

PP O )

Furthermore, the petition lacks any statement of contentioris' on behalf

(A - of the Cities,
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is deficient under the provisions of 10 C
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' 6. Accordingly, the AEC regulatory staff believes that the Cities petition

FR §2--:-714 of the Commission's "Rules
of Practice" and, to the extent the Cities' petition requests that they be .permitt:ed
"toparticipate' in the proceeding as a separate party, it should be denied. However,

the AEC regulatory staff would have no objection to granting the Cities' petitibn :

on condition that, pursuant to 10 CFR §2;7153—1—/ , the Cities' participation in the

A prOceedihg be consolidated with appli;:ants for.alllpurposes of the proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Nydio) T

Martin G. Malsch '
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
this 25th day of September, 1972.

1/ 10 CFR §2.715a, Consolidation of parties in construction permit or operating
license proceedings. '

e S
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
- ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAF ETY AND LICENSING BOARD
In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY ’

Docket Nos. 50-361
_ . 50-362 .

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station : '

Units 2 and 3)

(WA WA WAYEA" A "2 4

. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "AEC Regulatory Staff's Answer to Petition to
Intervene by the Cities of Anaheim, Riverside and Banning," dated September
25, 1972, in the captioned matter, have been served on the following by deposit

" in the United States mail, first class or air mail, this 25th day of September, 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq. 4 Sherman Chickering, Esq.

: 1150 17th Street, N.W. Chickering & Gregory
l - Washington, D.C. 20036 o 111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 94104
* ", Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr. '

‘ Atomic Safety & Licensing Board " Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman
: Panel " N _ ' Board of Supervisors
' . U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 1600 Pacific Highway
 Washington, D.C.. 20545 : , San Diego, California 92102
' Dr.Franklin C. Daiber . - Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief
' Department of Biological Sciences | ' . Environmental Health and Consumer
University of Delaware . Protection Program
Newark, Delaware 19711 _ Department of Public Health
‘ - S " 2151 Berkeley Way
Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq. - Berkeley , California 94704
. Southern California Edison Company :
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue . Wilham R. Johnson, Secretary
Rosemead, California 91770 ~ Public Utilities Commission

State of California
- ' -~ . . California State Building
B ' L San Francisco, California 94102




Dr. Gerard.A. Rohlich

Department of Civil Engineering
‘University of Texas '

Austin, Texas 78712

. Elizabeth S... Bowers, .Esq.

Atomic Safety & Licensing

Board Panel '
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

San Clemente Public Library -

233 Grauada Street -

San Clemente, California 92672
Attorney General ’

State of California

‘Sacramento, California 95814

Lyn Harris Hicks, Community Laison
San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch .

American Association of University Women

and Men and Groups United Against
Radiation Dangers

- 3908 Ariana Street
_ San Clemente, California

Davene L. Montierth, Esq. |
Orange Country Peoples Lobby
P.O. Box 6471

_Buéna Park, California 90622

o gt BRI e a s S R AR I e £ R T e e B R R T b i e i S et L e e T

Mr. Frederick_ Eissler
Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc. ..

" 4623 More.Mesa. Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93105 -

Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.

City Manager

City of San Clemente
100 Avenida Presidio -
San Clemente, California 92672

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545

Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mr. Frank W. Karas
Chief, Public Proceedings Staff
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545
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Lawrence J. Chandler
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff
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Professor Eh Chernow e
~Law Center...- -0 0 -

University of Southern Cahforma e

University Park... =~ . " .05 o

ALos Angeles Cahfornla 90007

-Dear Professor Chernow

' ,'.onur letter dated September 12 1972 has been d1rected to this offlce for g
response. Iam enclosing for your informahon copies. of the not1ces 1ssued
thusfar in the San Onofre 2 and 3 proceedmgs ' :

Addmonally, I am forwardmg your letter to the Ofﬁce of the Secretary of
the Commissmn for inclusion. of your, name on the’ servme list for any |

. notices of hearmgs related to proposed nuclear fac111t1es in Southern
Cahforma L S B e L E L.

: oo Sideerely,” T o T

Lawrence J. Chandler RS
Counsel for AEC. Regulatory Staff o

. Enclosures

4 ,'Notice of Hearing : o
‘Notice of Des1gnation of the Board

- 'Notlce of Pre-Hearmg Conference '

/ ﬂ J(M‘,;

ks | 9/21/72

_> Form AEC-318 (Rev. 9-53) AECM 0240 : ) :-gPo e‘43—_16481405-r1_445,—6,73 N o o :/\




ATOMIC mm COMMISSION

/Docket Nos. 50-361 & 50-3627
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS AN?)NIP):LuCTRIC COMPANY

Establishment of Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

On Augdst 10, 1972, the C;ﬁmissiqn published in the Federal
Register a. noticeof hearing to c5581aer ‘the appchatlon flled
by the Southern California Edison Company and San Dlego Gas
" and Electric Comﬁany for'a construction permit fox the San‘
Onofre Generating Statlon, Units 2 and 3. That ﬁotice in-
dicated that the Safety and Llcenolng Board for this proceedlng

‘would be dCSLgnaLed at a laterx date and Lhat notlce of its

,mcmbelshlp wou’d be - publlshed in the Federal Reg1ster.

Pursuant to the_Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,

the regulations in Title 10, Code of Pederal Regulatlons,

Part 2 (Ruleg of °racf1re) and the notice of heallng refexred

to above, notlce is hereby given that the %afety and Licensing

Board in this proceeding will'cons;at of Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.;

Dr. Franklin C. Déibér-and Mr. Michae1 Glaser, Esq., Chairman,
: Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich has been designated as a technically qualified
alternate aﬁd Mrs. Elizabeth S. Bowers, E£sq., has been designated
as an alternate qualified in the conduct of administrative

proceedings.




3 ° N ST ey ey + - N .
: IR !
. 3 M
. -0 -

Y A

As provided iﬁ'thejnotice-of hearing, the date énd place

of ‘a prehearlng conference and of a hearing will be scheduled

by the Board and w111 be published in the Federal Reglster.'

‘_',_(,,7 Z”\——?
.(@hmes R. Y
- Executive Secretary
ALonLc Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

Detedfat Washington, D. c. o \>
) © . .
This /7% day of August 1972 N




e S " UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
S ’ ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

: “In the Matter of

‘Docket Nos. 50-361

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY _
- and 50-362

~ SAN DILGO GAS & ELECTRIC CG%PANY .
'(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, - Unlts 2 and 3

'NOTICE OF HEARING ON APPLICATION
FOR CONSTRUCTION. PERMITS -

Pursuanu to the Atpmic Energy Act of 1954, as ameﬁded (the Act), and

the regulatlons in Title 10 Code of Federal Regulatlons, Part 50 "Licensing -

of Productlon and Utilization Fac1lit1es,” ‘and Part 2, 'Rules of Practioe,V

4‘

notice is hereby ngen chat a hearlng will be he'd at-a time and place to be

set in the future by an Atomic Safety and Llcensxng Board (Board), to conslder'

SeERGwREe v L, et femeeten s

;_ :  the appllcaC1on flled under the Act by the Southern Callforﬁla Edison Compan)
'and the San Dlego Gas and Electrlc Company (the applxcants) for construction
permits for two pressurized water nuclear reactors"designated as the San

Onofre Nuclear Geheréting Station, Units 2 and 3 (the facxl;t1es), each of

Gm et i dh e tn 2 e

which is de51gned for xnitlal operat’on at approxxmately 3390 thermal megawatts
with a net electrical output of approximately 1140 meﬂawatts “The proposed -

fac111L1es are to be located at the appllcants site at Camp Pendleton, San

'? ' Dlego COUHCY. California.‘

\- R ‘- .. e . G e e T . e -




'applicants.

' The Board will be de31gnated by the Atomlc Energy CommlsSLOn (Comnxssxon)

Notice as to its membership will be published in the FEDEPAL P\E(‘ISlr

———— The date and place of -a prehearing conference and of the hearing w111

be set by the ‘Board. 1In setting these dates due regard w1ll be had for the.

' the convenience “and nece551ty of the parties or their representatives. as

wcll as of the Board members. Notices of the dates and places of the prehearing

conference and the hearing will be published in- the FEDERAL REGISTER

Upon receipt of a favorable report prepared by the AdVLsory Committee"

“on Reactor Safeguards and upon completlon by the Cowm1551on s regulatory ‘staff

of a favorable safety evaluation. of the application and an envxronmental review,
the Director of éegulation will con51der making arfirmative tindings.on Items
1 -3, a negative findlng on Item 4, and an affirmative findm'7 on: ltem»S
specxfied below as a basis for the issuance of construction permits to thef

ISSues Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 as'amended

' l.A Whether in accordance with the prov1510ns ‘of KO CFR §50 35(a) . N

(a), The applicants have descrlbed the proposed de51gn of the facxlitles
including, but not - limited to, the prlnCLpal architectural and
engineering criteria for the desxgn, and has identified’ the maJor
features or components incorporated therenn for the protection of

the health and safety of the public,

(b) Such further technical or deSLgn infornatnon as way be required to

conpletc the safety analy51s,and which cam reasonably be lefr for




later consideration, will be supplied in the final safety analysis

_ report;
(c) Safety features:or components; if anyy thch.require'research snd
developnent hayehbeen descrihed‘by thevapplicénts and the'applicants
N in o : have'identified,'andsthere wtll be-condueted, a reseerch'and.develop-‘
”ment progranrreasonablfydesigned to‘resoive any safety questrons
.associated with such‘feétures or.components; and
(d) On the.hasis'of the foregoiné:;there is~ressonable assurance that_
| (1) such sefety‘questions will be satisfsttorlly resolved at or
>.before the latest date stated 1n the epplltatlon for completlon

i : S
 of constructron of the proposed facrllties, and (ii) taking into

" consideration the site criteria contained.in 10 CFR Part 100, “the

proposed facxlltles can be constructed and operated at the proposed

locatlon without -undue risk to the health ‘and satety of the public.
2. Whether the appllcant is technlcally quallrled ‘to de51gn and construct

the prOposed fatllltles,

. 3. Whether the appllcant is f1nanc1a11y qualrtxed to design. and construct

the proposed facillties, and ‘
//

! ' 4, whether the 1ssuance of permits for constructlon of thL facxlltles will
P . ) . R ‘ .
o be inlmlcal to the. common defense and securlty or to the health and

safety of the publlc.

Issue Pursuant to National Env*ronmental Pochv Act of 1969 (NEPA)

5. Whether, in ac"ordance with the requirements of Appendlx D of 10 CFR

Part 50 the construction permlts ‘should be xssued as proposed
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Io the event that this proceeding is not a contested procceding, as
defined by 10 CFR §2.4(n) of the Commission's "Rules of Practice¢," the soard
will (1) without conducting a de novo review of the application, consider
and determine the issues of whether the application and the record of the ;
proceeding contain surricient information, and the review of the Commission's
regulatory staff has been adequate, to support the findings proposed to be

made by the Director of Regulation on Items 1-4 above, and to support, insofar.
as the Commission's licensing requirements under the Act are concerned, the
constructlon permits proposed to be issued‘by the Director»of Regulation

and (2) detefmlne whether the environmental rev1ew conducted by the. Commlssion s

regulatory staff pursuant to Appendlx D of 10 CFR Part 50 has been adequate.

In the event .that this proceedlng beconesta contestediproceeding, the

i Board will decide any matters in controversy among the parties and consider

and initially decide as issues in this proceeding, Items 1-5 above as a basis

for determining whether the construction permits should be issued to the

applicants. v -

RPN A
L]

With respect to the Comm13310n s responsxbllitles under NEPA, and
regardleas of whether tne proceedlng is contested or uncontested the Board

will in accordance w1th section A.ll of Appendlx D of 10 CFR Part 50,
- (1) determlne whether the requlrements of section 102(2)(C) and (D) of NLPA

and Appendlw D of 10 CFR Part 50. have been complled w1th in this proceeding;

(2) 1ndependent1y consider the final balance anonguconfllctlng factors contalned
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in the record of the proceedlng wlth a vrew to determlhlng the approprlate
action to be taken; and (3) determlne whether ‘the constructlon pernlts should
be granted denied, or approprlately condltloned to protect env1ronmental values.

The appllcatlon for | constructlon permits, the applicants' Environmental
Report and Supplemental Env1ronmental Report and as they become avallable,
the report of “the Conm1531on s AdVLSory Commlttee on Reactor Safeguards, the
proposed construction permlts, ‘the appllcants summary of the appllcatlon,
the Safety Evaluatlon by the Comm1531on s regulatory staff the Commission'’ s
Draft and Final Env1ronmenta1 Statements, ~and the transcrlpts of the pr ehearlng
conference and . of the hearing will be placed in the Comm1551on s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street N k., Washlngton, D. C., where they w111 be
avallable ‘for lnspectlon by members of the publlc.

Coples of those documents w111 also be made avallable at the San
‘Clemente Publlc lerary, 233 Granada Street San Clemente,‘California for.
1nspect10n by members ~of the publlc between the hours of 10 00 A.M. and
9:00 P.M. on uonday through Lhursday, and between the hours of 10 00 A, H
and 5 00 P. M on Friday and Saturday. Coples of the appllcants Env1ronmental
Report and Supplemental Environmental Report (to the extent . of supply), and,
when avaxlable, the ACRS report, the regulatory staff's Safety Evaluatlon and
the Draft and Final Env1ronmental Statements ‘may be obtalned by request to.

the Unlted States Atomic Energy CommlsSLOn, WaShington D. C. 20545

Attentlon Deputy Director for Reactor Projects, Directorate of Licensing.
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Any person who wishes to make ab'oral or written statement in this

proceeding setting forth his position on the issues specified, but who does
not wish to file a,petitibn for leave to intervene, may.request permission

|

" to make a limited appearance pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR §2.715

f&thhé“Cbmmiééioﬁ'é‘"Rulés'of’Pfactité.”l 1imited'ébpearaﬁéeé'wiIl'bé*ﬁéfmi;tea o
Mét the time of the hearing af tﬁé‘discretion of‘the anrd.A Pérsons deﬁi;ing

. foimakg a iimi;ed appeafance are rqueStéd.éo>inform-thefsecretaryvpi the
,“Cohﬁiséion,-ﬁnited'5§ates Atom?c_Ehepgy Commission,{Washington, D. C. 205§5,
“éot-lateﬁvﬁbén thirty (30) dayslfromvthe'daté of publication of this notice -

“in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

-

Any person whose intereét,ﬁay’be affectedfby the'pfocecding, who dues
- not wish to‘méke a Iimited’appea;aﬁée and &ﬁo"wiéhes to participgte a% a-party
 ;ih thé:pfocgeding mu$t'file a.petitibn fbrjleayebto.interyeﬁe; - :
?etitions fér;leaye.to in;ervene, pursuént_foftﬂe pro§isioqs.bf 10
‘;CfR_§2.714vbf“ﬁhe Commis$ionis "R§1es‘of Pfagtice,"»must be ieceivéd.in the
,«‘7d£fice'of the Secretary  of Ehe Commission{'UﬁitednStétes Atomic Energy
.Commission,;WasHingtén;‘Df C. 120545, Attént{on:- Chiéf,‘Public‘Proceedings
F‘Brahch,.ér the.bommissiog'g.Public Document R60m, i717.H_Sﬁréet§/N. w.,‘
_\ﬁashingtoﬁ}ib; C.?in@; iatér than thirty (3d) days from the daCe of-pﬁblicacion
of”thiétnotice>in thé}FEDERAL REGiSTER. .fhe petition shall éet forth the -
iﬁﬁefes;(of the;pe;iCioner'iﬁ théfproceéding, how that»interést.may be

affected by Commission action, and the contentions of the petitioner in

. s
R R R I R I ..




-reaSonably specific'detail. A petltion which sets quLh contentions lvlltinp_
only . to matters outsxde the Commlssxon S Jurlsdlctlon w111 be denied. A
ﬁ___petltlon for leave to intervene which. is not timely Wlll be denled unless.

in accordance with 10- CFR §2 714 the petitioner. shows goodvcause for failure

A person permltted to lntervene becomes a party to the proceeding and nay

oo examlne and Cross- examlne w1tnesses.~ A person permltted to make a limited
’ appearance does not become a party, but may state hls posxtlon and raise

questlons whlch he would 11ke to have answered ‘to the extent that the questlon

-are w1th1n tHe scope of the hearing as spec1f1ed in. the issues -set out above,

et seat s b arn

A member of. thc publlc does not have the right to part1c1pate unless he has

T been granted the rlght to 1ntervene as a party or . the right of 11m1ted

, appearance. T . : ' . - t Bt ;
‘i : _ L S .- R S » i

| An answer to this notlce, pursuant to the pr@v1sions of 10 CFR §2. 705 ‘»- :
A " of the Comm1s310n S "Rules of Practice,' must be faled by *he appllcants’ } ) 5
not later than twenty (20)>days from the date of publlcatlon of this notice .

- ' 1n the FEDERAL REGISTER. Papers requlred to ‘be filed in this proceedlng

may be flled by nall ‘or- telegram addressed to-the becretary of the Commission,

Unlted States Atomlc Energy Comm1351on, Washlngton, D C. 20545 Attention:
Chlef Publlc Proceedlngs Branch -or may be f11ed by dellvery to the

Comm1551on s Public Document Room 1717 H Street K. W., Washington D. C. :
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Pondxng further order of tne Board parties are Fequired to flle,
pursuant to the provisions of 10 C"R §2.708 of the. Comm15510n s "Rules of .
Practice," an original and cwanty.confqrmed coples of each such paper with

the Commission.

ith reSpe 2, thevConmissioﬁ will delegateAto an

Atomic Safcty and Lxcensing Appeal 3oard the- authorlty and the review function

whlch would othnrwlse be exercxsed and performed by the Commission. The

e~

:CommiSSion-wiTI_estéblish the Appealvdoard pursuant to 10 CFR §2.785 of the-

[md

QCommissionYS_"Rulés'pf Praétice;”'aﬁd will make the.delegation pﬁrsuanf to
s;bparagrapﬁ (a)(l)vof that section. The Appeal Board w111 be composed of
a chalrman, an aSSLSCanC chalrman, Dr. John Buck, w1th a thlrd member to

“be de515nated by - the Comm1551on. .Notice of'thé Appeal QOard s membership

will be publlshed “in “tire FEDERAL REGISTER.

‘ UNITED STATES ATOWIC EVERGY COMMLSQION

T W. B. McCool
. Secretary of the.Commission

ECTRRVRE WA A NS S
’

A
1/

Dated at Germantown,‘Méryland
this 2nd day of August 1972.
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UNITED STATES OF AMIRICA

" ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC -SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter cf-

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

Docket Nos. 50-361
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

and 50-362

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

S N S e St St

e

NOTICE AND ORDER FOR PREFEARING COWFERINCE

On August 10, 1972, the Atomic Enerqy Commission

published in the rederal Registeg (37 Fed. Reg.'16117) a

Egﬁicé of Hearing on Application for'Constructibn Permits
(Notiée of Hearing) before an Atomic.Safety and Licensing
Board to consider the applicatioh.filea undér'the Atomic.
Energy'Act’by the Southern California'Bdison.Company and
~ the San Diegd Gas and Electric Company for construction
permits for two pressurized water-pu¢1earjreact0rs, desig-
nated as the San Onofre CGenerating Station, Units 2 and 3,
to be located at & site at Camp-Pend1éton,San Diego County,
California. The Notice~df Heariﬁg further provided¥that
an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board wouid he désignated
.by the Atbmic Enérgy Commissidn,“and that the Board's mem-

bership would be published in the Federal Register. Finally,

the Notice of Hearing provided that the date and place of
a prehearing conference and of the hearing would he set by

the Board.




P
. On August‘24,51972, the Atomic Energy Commission

published in the Federal Register (37 Fed. Reg. 17079) the -

establishment of the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board and

its membership.

| Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Commission's estab-
lishment of the: AtomicvSafeﬁy‘andlLicensing Bcardiand the-.
authorization therein for therard %o set the date and
place of a prehearing confcrc“cc, notwce is hereby glven
that a prehearing conference will be held at 10:00 a.m.
on Thursday, Octobel 5, 1972, at Lhe City Council Chamber,

San Clemente Clvnc Ccntel, 100 Avenlda Pregldlo} San

‘Clemente, Calif ornla 9?672

All members of tthubllC are entltlcd to attend
this prehearing confcrence, any sub cquent Drchrarlng con-

ferences, and the full ev:deﬁtlary hearlnc to be held in

-.this_prbcceding.e The evidentiary® hearing in this proceed—

ing will be scheduled at a later date and public notice

thereof will be given.
The prehearing'confereﬁce on October»S, 1972,
will be conductea 1n accordance Wth Seccloh 2. 752 of

the.Comm1851on s Rules of PI&CLlCG, 10 C F.R. 2.752,

which provides for consideration of procedures for an

evidentiary hearing.
“The procedures to be considered at this prehear-
ing conference will be related to simplification and

clarification of the issues, the possibility of obtain-

ing stipulations and admissions of fact in order to avoid
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duplication in preéehtatioh of evidenée, and other matters.
ﬁhich will‘aid in an Qfderly disposition of the case to
be presented in the subsequent evidéntiary hearing in this
proceeding. | o

The prehearing confcrence on October 5, 1972,
ﬁill not receive any ev1dence, Jor w1lL there he an- oppor-
tunity for presentation of statémentS'by members of the
public who desire to make a limited appéarance in this
proceeding for that pufﬁose. All statements that members

of the pvblic desire to make in thlS proceeding by way of

limited appeara nce pu15uant to Section 2. 715 of the Commi.s-

sion's Ruleg of Practice, 10 C.F.R. 2.715, will’ be'rece1Ved
on the initial day of the evidentiéty hearing.

WHEREFORE, IT IS O RDFRED, in accor dance with the-

Atomic Energy Act, as amended, and the Rules of Practice

of the Atomic Energy Commission, that a prehearing confer-

. ence in this proceeding shall convene at 10:00 a.m. on

Thursday, Oqtober 5, 1972, at the City Council Chamber,
San Clemente Civic Center, 100 Avenida Presidio, San

Clemente, California 92672.

B .AATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING'BOARD

By:-v ;Q{Q//Z,j 4 ///52514u&1/

Mlcndul L ‘Glaser
Chairman

Issued: Sepfember 1, 1972
Washington, D.C.-




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
COMPANY ET" AL, -
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating

Station, Units 2 and 3) .

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Docket Nos, 50-361%"
50-362 -

I hereby certify that copies of a letter from American Association of
University Women, Ms. Marilyn O'Brien, President, dated September 20,
1972 requesting to take active opposition to the proposed installation
and presentations of hearings, w/attachments dated September 20, 1972
in the captioned matter have been served on the following by deposit in

the United State mail,
ber, 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

1150. 17th Street NGSW
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kormblith, Jr.

Atomid Safety and Liecensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.:C, 20545

Dr. Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware
Newark, Delaware 19711

Dr. Gerard A, Rohlich
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Texas

Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq oy Alternate
Chairman '

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

first class or air mail

this 25th day of Septem~

Martin G. Malsch Esq.
Regulatory Staff Counsel’

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D, C. 20545

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
President and General Counsel
Southern Califorunia. Edison Company

P. 0. Box 800
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Robert J, Cahall, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead California - 91770

David N. Barty, III, Esq.

Southern California Edison
.Company

2244 ‘Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770




50-361, 362

Charles E. Kocher, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue ,
Rosemead, California 91770

Kingsley B. Hines, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company '

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770 -

page 2

Sherman Chickering, Esq.
C. Hayden 'Ames, Esq.

Frank S. Bayley,. I11, Esq.
‘David R. Pigott, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street _
.San Francisco, California 94104

_ Office of theeSecretary of the .Commission

cc: Mr. Glaser.
ASLBP
M. Malsch
V. Wilson
Reg. Files
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~ AMERICAN ASSOCIATION

) COmmuniyy

© UUCKET NUMBER

OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH

SAN CLEMENTE, C.ALlFORNIA‘92672

$eptember 20, 1972

chief, public ProCeedihgs Branch

“DTTice“df”the”Secme@ary;ofmbhewcommisSign

uUnited States Atomic Energy commission. . .-
Washington, D. C. ' .

Dear Sir:

This.letter is to attest that Lyn Harris Hicks, as
.Liaison, and Leah Schlegel, .as Beleaguered Earth
Chairman, are duly authorized by the San Clemente-Capistrano
Bay Branch of American pssociation of yYniversity women to

. express and instrument the branch's active opposition to

installation of two additional nuclear reactors at San Onofre.

This letter is also to attest that the San Clemente-

Capistrano Bay Branch has been duly aithorized by the branches of
_American Association of University women of Orange County to take

active opposition to the pooposed installation.

- .phese authorizations are the result of lengthy processes

‘during the past two and a half years...of gathering of materials,
: _agtudy,,reports, discussion and votes at board, branch and county
" "levels, a process which will be culminated in preset&ation of our
" ‘contentions in your winter hearings, and we trust, your favorable.
 response to our appealse : ' » :

Sincerely,

i:7ZZZQé;Mé (ﬁkék@évt

'Marilyn O'Brien, president v
San Clemente-Capistrano Bay Branch

“DOCKETED American Association of Univer51ty_wOmén

S
- SEP251972¢% |
Offica of the Secratary

Public Pracaadings
Emmh’

® - - ‘ m;&mim_ﬁ?@v%llﬂl

ST
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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION .OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

SAN CLEMENTE BRANGH

’

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92472

i september 20, 1972

s
A : o DOCKETgp
‘Chief. Public Proceedings: Branch USsEC
Orffice of the Secretary of the Commission S -
SEP251970 e

United States Atomic Energy Commission - ' _
Washington, D. C. o ' ' Offie of the Secretary
) > i FubucBFracgading: :
ranca

ela_

Dear Sir: o T X

Please accept this as necessary addehdsd “to the petition for
leave to intervene filed by San Vlemente-Capistrano Bay
Branch of American. Association of University Women, and for
‘Groups United Against Radiation Dangersb re application by
Southern California Edison Co. and San lego. Gas and Electric
Co. for construction permits for San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station Units 2 and 3, Docket Numbers 50-361 and 50-362.

‘These addenda are draited without legal aid, since ‘the attorney

- who will assist us in the proceedings is not available to us
yet. .If it is insufficient in any respect, we request your
assistance, and we will comply promptly witn your instructions.

Uur ‘contentfions will be in the matter of item #4 of your issues:
the common defense and security and the health and safety of - '
the public. ’ '

As residents of the immediate area of the San Onofre site, we
“ask permission to contend that the applicants have not proven
that their proposed installation would not be inimical to our
-health, nor have they proven that it would not subject us to
~the potential of death and destruction to persons and property
'in an area where evacuation is not feasible. :

Specifically, we contend that the applicants have not proven
themselves able to provide nuclear generation impervious to:
human error, mechanical failure, sabotage, nor to natural
-disaster. More specitfically, we contend there is potential
of earthgqugke severity beyond the design criteria of the
- proposed inStallation. :

-Our concerns are much broader than these specifics; some may not
be within the purvey ot the coming hearings. They inciude:
hazard to the public i1n the transportation and storage of .
radioactive wastes and fuel rods, cooling system flaws, damage
to the marine environment and destruction oI the priceless
recreational and aesthetic  (continued on nexs page)

7 Vi a/—'//é/’é/




AMERICAN ASSOCIATION

OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

SAN C LEMENTE BRANCH

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672

herltaée of the- southern Ca11f0fn1a coast.

Vir opp031tlon is baded in myriad specifics, rang 1ng from
uncertainty of safety of emission standards,to our protest
of conflicting information provided by .the utility companies
regarding such matters as earthquake hazard and fish kills,

" Our concern is as perSonal as our frustration at the utility

Gompanies' arrogance in operatingwthecexisting unit 1 for -
these many years .without planting one stick of foliage nor
making any~other-attempt to shield the ugliness of their
installation from the millions who drive California‘'s most
‘traveled freeway from Los Angeles to San . Diego, in spite of
the fact that their presentations to our community when they
were seeking approval for unit 1 included -assurances of
landscaping to render the installation aesthetic.

Our concern is much deeper than aesthetics...as humanitarian-
as our guilt that we as a people continue to produce deadly -
radioactive wastes in full knowledge that their -life-span is
in the many thousands of years, an unconscionable heritage
to future generations.

Our combined organlzatlone represent a 1arve number of con-
cered citizens of this area who feel threatened by the pfoposed
installation and who oppose it. - We have waited long and
-studied laborlously for this opnortunity to voice cur opinions,
to call our expert witnesses and to question utility company
spokesmen under oath. We respectfully and urgently petition
-you to grant us this opportunlty. .

Slncerely,

A S P

Lyn Harrls Hicks, Communlty Liaison I
San CIemente Caplstrano Bay Branch, American Ass001at10n of Unlver31ty

. . o L S _ -Women
Teah Schlegel SRR L 3
Beleaguered Earth - bhalrman, San Clemente Caplstrano Bay Branch AAUN

Mwﬁvwé
‘OFFICIAL SEAL A
HELEN R. BUNTING
.22y PUSLIS-OALIFOANIA
PRINCIPAL OFFICE IN
CRANCE COUNTY

{\ My (‘ﬂmmu sien Expires July 21, 1573

RFRIRR S B A B, DA PRSI ., Wme\!\




Form 3001—{Individual) First American Title Company

STATE OF CALIW : o
SS.
COUNTY_OF {A’c/ ol

on_ //kzzﬁw@( S/ 4472

before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for

said St personall appeared
' ,éZI Aé/{/t/ﬂ % 4@ Zoa st

///z// g&// @C”/é

known to me to be the person,«Z _. whose namcﬁ&;@__
subscribed to the within. instrument and acknowledged to me

that___ %f\ . _executed the same.
PRINCIPAL OFFICE IN

WITNESS ‘my hand 31d official seal. CRANGE COUNTY

) 7k A in
S P My Commission Expires July 21, 1973
Signature % /%M& OIS PP PINIP IS I

OFFICIAL SEAL
HELEN R. BUNTING

MGIARY PUBLIC-CALIFORNIA

Name (Typed or Printed) (This area for official notarial seal)
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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

. SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH

b SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672

)

Eéeptemter 20,.1972

Chief, public Proceedings Branch
- office of the Secretary of the Commission
. United States ptomin En,rgy Comm1s51on
- Washington, D. C. :

Dear 51r'

) Thlu letter is to attest that Lyn Harrls chks, as
community Liaison, and Leah Schlegel, as Beleaguered Earth
Chairman, are duly authorlzed by the San Clemente-Capistrano
Bay Branch of American Association of yniversity Women to
express and instrument the branchts active opposition to
installation of two additional nuclear reactors at San QOpofre.

Phis letter is also to attest that the San Clemente-
Capistrano Bay Branch has been duly authoriged by the branches of
American jpssociation of University Women of (Qrange County to take
actlve op9051t10n to the pnngnued installation.

L These authorlzatlons are the -result of lengthy processes

| ' iduring the past two and-a half years...of gathering of materials,
"study,; reportsy discussion and votes at board, branch and county
levels, a process which will be culminated in presetidation of our
Icontentions in your winter heerlngs, and we trust, your favorable
:response to our appeals.

>51nccre1y,
7/,/&(,« ¥ (‘)/\Q.',-.’L’ .
Marllyn o Brlen, pre51dent

' gan Clemente-Capistrano Bay Branch
‘.HUCKEIED‘ _ Amer1Cdn_Assoc1at;on of Unlverslty Women

T

SEP251972 &
Otllce of tha Seerat :
e na »221?
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~ AMERICAN ASSOCIATION {°

| 6

’ . e o i+ ' ' ! o BOCKETED
- Chief, Public Proceedings Branch _ UsdEe ‘Y

Office oI the Secretary of the Commission S

United States Atomic Energy Commission SEP25 1972 &

Washi ngton , D. C. C C Dificz of the Secret

. B Pubiic Fruceeding:
‘ Brany

Pleass accept this as necessary addenda to the petition for

o BROD. B Un, £, 3T ] Sl

OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN
SAN cLEMENf; BRANCH |

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672
\ / .

September 20, 1972

Dear Sir:A’V , I X L

leave to intervene filed by San Vlemente-Capistrano Bay

~ Branch of American Association.of University Women, and for

Grou:s United Against Radiation Dangers, re application by
Southern California Edison Co. and San Yiego Gas and Electric
Co. for construction permits for San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station Units 2 and 3, Docket Numbers 50-361 and 50-362.

 Thise addenda are draited without legal aid, since the attorney

who will assist us in the proceedings is not available to us
yet. If it is insufficient in any regpect, we request your

assistance, and we will comply promptly with your instructions.

Vur contentfions will be in the natter of item #4 of your issues:
the common ‘defense and security and the health and safety of

.the’public; R

As residents of the immediate area of the San Onofre site, we
ask permission.to contend that. the applicants have not proven
that their proposed installation would not be inimical o our
health, nor have they proven that it would not subject us to
the potential of death and destruction to personsg.and property

'in an area where evacuation is not feasible. - -

g 7lifé;7.é/f_ff ff ,f -
L AN o

Specitically, we contend that tae applicants have not proven
themselves able to provide nuclear generation impervious to:
human error, mechanical failure, sabotage, nor to natural
disaster. liore speciiically, we contend there is potential
of earthquake severity beyond the design criteria of the -

proposed installation.

Our concerns are much broader than these specitics; some may not
be within the purvey oi the coming hearings.’ They include:
hazard to the public 1n the transportation and storage of
radioactive wastes and fuel rods, cooling systen flaws, damage
To the marine environment and destruction of the priceless
recreational and-aestnetic - (continuéd ‘on next page)




AMERICAN ASSOCIATION ) OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

. SAN CLEMENTE BRANCH

P - SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672

'fheritage‘of the southern California goast.

- Vur opposition is baded in myriad specifics, ranging from
uncertainty of safety of emission standards,to our protest
of conflicting information provided by the utility companies
regarding such matters as earthquqke hazard and flsh kills.

Our concern is as Dersonal as our frustration at the utility
éompanies' arrogance in operating the existing unit 1 for
| these many years ..without planting omne stick of follage nor
| making ‘any other attempt to shield the ugliness of their
- installation from the millions ‘who drive, California's most
~ traveled freeway from Los Angédles o San Diego, in spite of
the fact that their presentations to our community when they
were seeking approval for unit 1 included assurancés of
landscaping . to render the installation aesthetic.

Our concern is much deeper than aesthetics...as humanitarian
as our guilt that we as a people continue to produce deadly'
radloactlve wastes in full knowledge that their life-span is
in the many thousands of years, an uneons01onab1e nerltage
to future generations. R : o

Our: comblned organizations represent a 1arve number of con- _
cered citizens of this area who feel threutened by the proposed
installation and who oppose it. 'We have'waited long aud
“studied. laboriously for this opuortunity to voice our opinions,
t0 call our expert witnesses and to. questlon utllluy company
spokesmen, under oath: -We respectfully and. urgently petltlon
you to grant Uu thls onportunlty.;

_ Slncerely,

Lyn’Harris chks, Communlty Liaison ' ' '
San CIemente Capletrano Bay Branch Amerlcan Assoclatlon of Universit]

7 . D o - Women

eah Schlegel e ‘ ‘ '
Beleaguered Earth Chalrman, San Clemente—Caolstrano Bay Branch AAUW
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Form 3001—{Individual) First American Title Company -

STATE OF CALIFORN!A

‘COUNTY_OF /4 e Ml
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bévfore me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for

&/_4@,/

//2_/ LA_’//M

-

known 1o me 1o be the person.«Z __ whose naméw.—_ﬁ_

subscribed to the within instroment and acknowledged to me

%A

WITNESS my hand azj official seal

Signature (/ //(’(J %/

tha'

nxecuted the same.

OFFICIAL SEAL
HELEN R. BUNTING

PUBLIC-CLLIFORNIA

RINCIPAL CFFICE IN
CRANGE CCUNTY

My Comm!sston Expires. July 21, 1973

B N P T S e a

.. Name (Typed or Printed)

(This ares for _oﬂ'ncial notarial seal)
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Southern Ca//forn/d Ed/oOﬂ Company vorrs
P. 0. BOX 800 ,
2244 WALNUY GROVE A\/ENUEE
: : ROSEMEAD. CALIFORNIA 91770
. . . : | NORMAN £, CARROLL
ROLLIN E, WOODBURY ' ' H. CLNTON TIHKER
Vlf.l'Fmalhl'ul.unh LLAW DERPARTMENT ) H, ROS{¢T BARHES
penr L -' 1014 P. GILFGY
12131 872.703¢ : . . LEOHAPD $15K

ROBERT J, CAHALL ) “ ;
ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL . . !

) DAVID N. BARRY it

JERRY A, BRODY
L. CHRISTHAN HAUCK

.
JOHN R. BURY _ September 20 1972 . ) ﬁn;a;zelsxﬁzgcj:m
WILLIAM E. MARX . . DB . IR
SENIOR COUNSEL . N : gAEl:JRr:llltNGHa’g;JRCE .
- Our File No. © THOMASE TABER
’ JAMES A, TRECARTIM
6168 1 HARRY W, YOUNG

KINGSLEY 8. HINES

D. LAURENCE MINNING
JEROLD M. SCHULTZ
PHILIP WALSH

° ASSISTANT COUNSEL

Michael L. Glaser, Esq.
1150 17th Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Re: San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units Nos. 2 and 3:
A.E.C. Docket Nou. 50-361 and
50--362

. Dear Sir:

. The Notice and Order for Preheavlng Conference in
the above proceeding, published at 37 Fed. Reg. 18409, on
. ' September 9, 1972, indicates that the prehearing nonference
! - on October 5, 1972 will be conducted in accordance with section
2.752 of the Rules of Practice [10 C.F.R. § 2.7521].

e Cn July 28 197? at 37 Fed. Reg. 15127, the

- Commission gave notice of rather extensive revisions to its

" facility license application review and hearing processes. The
amendments, which became effective August 28, 1972, provided,
inter alia, for a special prehearing confprence, pursuant to

uectlon 2. {51a of the Ru]es of Practlce [10 C P R. § 2. 751a] : I

1) Permit identiflcatlon of the key |
~ issues’ in the proceedlqg, N

| é);‘Take any steps necessary for further
identific%tion of the issueo,

DOCKETED
UPRARG

SEP25 1972

[iLithe of the Secretasy
Pubtic praceedings
r.rqn A .
aTA, ' S -
\.” 4) Establish a schedule for further BN
e “actlons in the proceeding. . ‘

3) Conqidur all 1ntﬁrvontion petitionq
' to allow the presliding officer to R
make such preliminary or final =~ . R
determination as to the parties to ' ' et
the proceeding, as may be appropriate;
and

-,




Michael L. Glaser, Esq. 2- September 20, 1972

Applicant Southern California Edison Company
recognizes, as did the Commlssion at 37 Fed. Reg. 15130, that
some of the provisions of the -amendments to the facility
. llcengse applicatlion review and hearing processes will not be
appropriate for application to pendlng proceedings in various
stages. However, applicant 1s unaware of any factors which
would render the above enumerated matters inappropriate for
conslderation at the prehearing conference on October 5, 1972.
Applicant therefore requests that the agenda adopted for the
prehearing conference make provision for consideration of the
.above enumerated matters. '

Similarly, it is the position of applicant that the
,provisions of section 2.714 of ti.e Rules of Practice [10 C.F.R.
§ 2.714], as amended on August 24, 1972, are applicable to the
purported petitions to intervene in this proceeding. The
Commission's example that "...petitions for leave to intervene
that were filed without an accompanying affidavit before the
effective date of the amendments will no%t be denied for that
reason..." [37 Fed. Reg. 15130] clearly indicates a Commission
policy that petitions for leave to intervene filed after the
effective date of the amendments must comply with the revised
rules.

‘ In view of the broad range of matters to be considered
at the prehearing conference on October 5, 1972, applicant re- ’
quests that provision be made for stenographic reporting of the
prehearing conference and preparation of transcripts on an ex-
pedlited basis.

Very'truly yours,

CHARLES R KOCHER

- . Charles R. Kocher
, _ ~" “Assistant Counsel
cc: Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.
Dr. Franklin C. Daiber
Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.
Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich o
Nathaniel H. Goodrich, Esq.
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
Lawrence J. Chandler, Esq. ot :
Chief, Publlec Proceedings Branch g
Chickering & Gregory

2

~Hon. Harry Scheldle '“'I”,ﬁ ~Q‘;v'ai'~7n* IR
George Spiegel, Esq. R -
‘Lyn Harris Hicks
Davene L. Montilerth
‘Frederick Elssler
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o . . . UNITES STATES OF AMERICA 57 “ZO
c . ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION. " - . ’

— g -

GO In the Matter of oy .

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, ET. AL.) Docket No. 50-361, - -
- (San Onofre Nuclear Generating Stations Ny 362

Units 2 and. 3) !
L
: CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE . ‘ j
. e .
"I hereby certify that copies of a TWX from Lyn Harris Hicks , A
to the SECY dated September 20, 1972 in the captioned matter e R
P have been served on the following by deposit in the United g
i States mall, first class or. air mail this 20th day of g
i September 1972 : o o oy
i Michael Glaser, Esq., Chairman L ,,J Rollin E Woodbury, Esq., ;
i Atomic Safety and Licensing Board . Vice. President and General o
‘1 1150 17th Street, N, W, . . ,;g; " Counsel- g
%- Washington, D,"C. ‘; 20036 ,*f - ... . Southern’ California Edison s
al G+ Company | ]
s Mr. Lester Kornblith Jr s . P, 0. Box 800 4 “*f“f
: Atomic Safety and Licansing Board O 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue T,
o U. S. Atomic. Energy Commission : L‘Rosemead California 91770“?}
§j Washington, D. C. - 20545 ﬁ-ﬁmnf_-t ]
1 R Robert J Cahall Esq i
: Dr. Franklin C, Dalber . - L E;Southern California Edison ey
: Department- of Biological. Sciences - "7 Company . iy
University of Delaware *~ - » - - . 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue .
Newark Delaware 19711 - ,,j”j;,‘ Rosemead California 91770ﬁsﬁ‘
Dr, Gerard A, Rohlich PRy }zgi. ”jDavid N. Barry, III Esq

Department: of Clvil Engineering L Southern California Edison
University of Texas . Co .;“‘ -~ Company ) U :
~Austin, Texas 78712 L E e Company .* .- D o

: g »"vw!i Ci 2244 Walnut: Grove Avenue :
Elizabeth S Bowers Esq, Alternate ;_Rosemead California 91770;

- Chailrman- . - R .
. Atomic Safety and- LicenSing Board V,ngharles E Kocher,,Esq. - i
U. S, Atomlc Energy Commission . . «. -  Southern California Edison :

Washington, D C. 20545 R n.w~@wgh . Company. -
":~Jf52244 Walnut Grove Avenue T
R Rosemead California 91770?

Martin G Malsoh Esq L
'Regulatory Staff Counsel .
U. S. Atomic" Energy Commission
-Washington, D C 20545¢i
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50-361;362‘<_r "r‘iei:,:ei’i: fﬁt, | :{l'-A | pageiE

Kingsley B. Hines, Esq S ‘ :.Sherman Chickering, Esq.
Southern California Edison ' "~ C. Hayden Ames, Esq.
Company ‘ . Frank S. Bayley, ITI, Esq.
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue - . . . David R. Pigott, Esq.: '
' Rosemead, _California 91770 . Chickering & Gregory
‘ . S S 111 Sutter Street -
Mrs. Phyllis Rauech =~ . o -.* San Francisco, Calif ornia
San Clemente Public Library X : ' : -
233 Granada Street :
San Francisco, California 94104 - .

Do T, . |
e /ét%zaﬂag?»
Q 'fice of the Sp@retari;7§(the

]fﬁ , Commission

cc: Mr. Glaser.
ASIBP
M. Malsch !
V. Wilson ‘
TNReg. Flles
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PMS CHIEF PUBLIC PROCEEDINGS BRANCH OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE

COMMISSION - L TUE I
UNTTED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION WASHDC

RE THE APPLICATIONS OF SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO BAY BRANCH AMERICAN

ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN AND GROUPS UNITED AGAINST RATIATION

DANGERS FOR INTERVENER STATIS IN .THE .MATTER OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON COMPANY SAN DIGEO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR

GENERATION STATION UNITS 2 AND 3 RECEIVED YESTERDAY AND TODAY YOUR

TWO MAILINGS INCLUDED INSTRUCTIONS FOR APPLICATION FOR INTERVENTION

THOUGH THE TIME HAS ELAPSED WE ARE PROCEEDING ON THE HOPE YOU WILL

~ GRANT A TIME EXCEPTION WE WILL PUT IN MAIL TOMORROW ABOVE MY :

~ NOTARIZED SIGNATURE OUR BASIC POINTS OF CONTENTION THANK YOU. FOR

YOUR ASS IQTANCE

'LYN HARRIG HICKS : . : e .
COMMUNITY LIAISON SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO BAY BRANCH AMERICAN

ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY‘WOMEN EOP 3908 ARIANA SAN CLEMENTE CALIF .

SEPT 20 1972 7 809 .

USAEC HRS GTUN
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RE THE APPLICATIONS OF SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO BAY BRANCH AMERICAN

ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN AND GROUPS UNITED AGAINST RATIATION

DANGERS FOR INTERVENER STATIS IN THE MATTER OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON COMPANY SAN DIGEO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR

GENERATION STATION UNITS. 2 AND.3 RECEIVED YESTERDAY AND TODAY YOUR

TWO MAILINGS INCLUDED INSTRUCTIONS FOR APPLICATION FOR INTERVENTION

THOUGN THE TIME HAS ELAPSED WE ARE PROCEEDING ON THE HOPE YOU WILL

GRANT A TIME EXCEPTION WE WILL PUT IN MAIL TOMORROW ABOVE MY -

NOTARIZED SIGNATURE -OUR BASIC POINTS OF CONTENTION THANK You. FOR

YOUR ASSISTANCE : | S T

‘LYN HARRIS HICKS ‘ e ~ T e
COMMUMITY LIAISON SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO BAY BRANCH AMERICAN , e
‘ASSGCIATION OF UNIVERSITY womEN EOP 3908 ARIANA SAN CLEMENTE CALIF :
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA -
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 9/19/72

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY. AND LICENSING BOARD
i

'
o

‘Docket No€;:§g§§§1:> |
TR0 362

In the Mattér of

SOUTHERQ CALTFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
_SPN DILuO CAD AND LLFCTPiC CUWPANY

(San Ono;re Nuclear Gen@raL1no
Station, Units 2 and 3)

e et St S e e

ALC REGULATORY STAFF ANSWERS TO REQUESTS
AND PETITIONS TO INTERVENE

1. On August 10, 1972, the Commission pub]iéhed in the Federé] Register
a "Notice of Hear1ng on Application for Conotruc+1on Permits" for
Southern Ca]xforn1a Ed1son Company's and San Diego Gas and Electric
Company's (app11canus ) proposed San Onofre Nuc]ear Generating Sta-
tion, Units 2 and 3 (37 F.R. 16117). This Notice brovfded that any .

‘-pétitions for leave to intervene must be received‘}n the O0ffice of ¥
the Secretary of the Commission not later than thirty days from the

date of publication in the Federal Register or by Septehber 11,

1972_(10 CFR §€2.710). The Notice also provided that any petitions

for leave to intervene must set forth the petitioner's interest in

“the proceeding, how that interest may be affected by Commission %
actions, and the petitioner's contentions in reasonably specific ; ;
detail. 3

The Commission also published notice of the ébove—described hearing

Ny

and Qppqrﬁunity,to file petitions for leave to intervene in four

T
= VLSS O O T
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‘newspapers near the proposed plants - the Sun Post in-San Clemente
'(peblished August»11,'1972); the‘Orange Coast Pilot, Costa Mesa
»(eebffshed Augﬁst 11, 1972); the Santa Ana Register (published

August 9, 1972), and the Los Angeles Times, Orange County Edition (pub-

lished August 10, 1972). (See attached copies of the notices as published,

Appendix A.) The Commission also sent copies of a public announce-
~-ment of the forthcoming public hearingland opportunity to file peti-
tions for leave to intervene to virtua]]y_every paper, daily and
~weekly, and TV and radio station, from jdst north of Los Angeles to
the Mexican border (over 100 papers and stations). Finally, the Los
Ahgeles Timesg»tﬁe Sun Post in San Clemente, the San Francisco
Chroniele, the San Diego Union, the'SantelAna Register, TV Channel 7
in Los Angeles, NBC-TV in Los Angeles (Burbank), and AP and UPI were

directly contacted by phone concerning the forthcoming hearing.

. In addition, the Notice was served by the Office of the Secretary of

the Commission Upon numerous persons and organizations, including Mre.

Van Fleming, GUARD (Groups United Against Radiation Dangers), 245 Montalvo,
“San C]emehte, California 92672. .(See attached Certificate of Service,
Appendith.)

. On September 11, 1972, the Office of the Secretary of the Commission
reeeived three te?egrams from Davene L. Montierth, Orange County Peep1es_

Lobby; Lyn Harris Hicks, € 'n Clemente CapiétranonBay Branch, American




-3~

i

Association of University Women and Groups United Against Radiation
Dangers; and Frederick Eissler, Scenic Shoreline Preservation Con-
ference. Each telegram requested leave to intervene in the captioned

proceeding. | j

By letter dated September 9, 1972, Lyn Harris Hicks, San Clemente

Capistrano Bay Branch, American Association of University Women and GUARD

(Groups United Against Radiation Dangers) complained that these organi-

zations had not received notice of the forthcoming hearing and requested

that the letter be regarded as formal requést to intervene.

By letter dated September 8, 1972, David Sakai requested participa— g
_tion in the hearing as.an opponent of the proposed plants. The letter
was received in the Office of the Secretary of thé Commission on

September 13, 1972.

If construed as petitions for leave to intervene, the above-described
telegrams and letters are deficient under the Commission's rules
(10 CFR 82.714) and the above-described Notice in that they do not

~set forth the‘petitioners' interest, how that interest may be affected

by Commission action, or any contentions in reasonably specific detail.

A general statement of interest with respect to the proposed plants

such as that arguably set forth in the letter from Lyn Harris Hicks, -

the telegram from Frederick Eissler, and the letter from David Sakai




is not sufficient.  Sierra Club v. Morton, 405°U.S. 727 (1972);

“Memorandum and Order," In the Matter of Omaha Public Power District

(Fort Calhoun Station, Unit No. 1), AEC Docket No. 50-285 (Commission,

August 16, 1972).%

8. For the reaéons set forth above, the AEC regu]atory staff requests thdt
the ébovewdescfibed_1etters and telegrams of Davene L. Montiefth; Lyn.
Harris Hicks, Frederick Eissler, and David Sakai, if construéd as peti-

~ tions for leave to intervene, be denied.' Ho@ever, we would have no
.objectionbto any of these persons or organizations expressing their views

by.way of limited appearances under 10 CFR §2.715(a).

Respectfu11y’submitted,

7 {;@Mﬂ Tetpl_
Martin G. Malsch
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Attacnments:
Appendix A.
Appendix B.

1/ We also point out that none of the letters and telegrams were submitted
under oath or affirmation as required by 10 CFR §2.714, or meet the formal
requirements for docketing set forth in 10 CFR.§2.708.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland,
this 19th day of September, 1972.
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i am & citizen of the United Staies and s

s end 5 residant of
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, I ari a citizen of the United Statss and & resident of

the County aforesaid; | am over the ave of eightoen
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o
=
-
=
&
[o.3
-
o
&
—te
e
[0}
&
e
fo:d
-
=
-t
==
féc)
e
A
=
(9]
< .
u
)
[ed
-
x>
[o]
~
-
=
(o]
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culation, published in 3ha City of Santa Ana, County
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of Orange, and which newspaper hes been adjudged

a nevispeper of genoral

is a.prinfed copy, has
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ular and entire issue of said newspaper and

any suppleinent thercof on ths following dates, fo-
wit: .
.A. W :’ 3 .s.j(;'?oa
. .

1 certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that

the foregoing is tree ond correct,

Executed &} Santa Ana, Cslifornia.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA |
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 9/19/72

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Cnofre Nuclear Generating Station

 Units 2 and 3)

_ BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

Docket Nos. 50-361
50-362

N N NN N NS N

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 herebyAcertify that copies of ?AEC Regulatory Staff Answers to Requests
and Petitions to Intervene," in the captioned matter, were served. on the
following by deposit in the United States mail, first class or air mail,

this 19th day of September, 1972:

, Michael Glaser, Esq.
1150 17th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith , Jr.
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
Panel

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Dr .Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
. University of Delaware

Newark, Delaware 19711

‘Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
"Rosemead, California 91770

Sherman Chickering, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 94104

Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman
Board of Supervisors '

1600 Pacific Highway _

San Diego, California 92102

Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief

Environmental Health and Consumer
Protection Program

Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley Way

Berkeley, California §4704

-William R. ‘Johnson, Secretary

Public Utilities Commission
State of California '

-California State Building

San Francisco, California 94102




Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Texas

Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.
Atomic Safety & Licensing
Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission ;
Washington, D.C. 20545 e

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch
San Clemente Public Library
233 Grauada Street
San Clemente, California 92672

Attorney General
State of California
~Sacramento California 95814

Lyn Harris Hicks, Community Laison

San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch

American Association of University Women
and.Men and Groups United Against
Radiation Dangers

3908 Ariana Street

San Clemente, California

. Davene L. Montierth, Esq.
Orange Country Peoples Lobby
P.O. Box 6471

Buena Park, California 90622

My . Frederick Eissler
Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.
- 4623 More Mesa Drive
Santa Barbara, California 93105 .

,.Kenne,th E. Carr, Esq.
.City Manager |

City of San Clemente
100 Avenida Presidio
San Clemente, California 92672

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Panel
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D .C. 20545

Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mr. Frank W. Karas

Chief, Public Proceedings Staff

Office of the Secretary of the Commission
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

/

/

'/ 7 /A/ | il ///// /
& s L/C ks /‘é’ Ly :

///{1 v

‘Lawrence J{ Chandler
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

DocKET N0S.C50-361

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY AND 50-362

SAN DIEGC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

«(SanHGnofrewNuclear»Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

N s Mot S St o N

APPLICANT'S RESPONSE IN CPPOSITION
TO PETITION TO INTERVENE

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

On Séptember 11, 19?2, a joint petition to intervene
by the Citiesfof Angheim, Banhing, and.Riveréide, California,
“wéS”docketed'&n“thiS“proceéding. The petition appears to
comply With tﬁe formal requirements for documents. However,
éé is indicated below, The petition is substantively defective,
_ I.
THE PETITION FATLS TO SET FORTH

WITH PARTICULARITY THE CCNTENTIONS
OF PETITICNERS

10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a) and (b) require that the petition
set fdrth a. statement identifying the specifié aspects of the
lsubject matter of the proceeding with respect to which inter-
ivention is sought and the basis for the petitioner's
‘coﬁtentiqns with respect tc each such aspect. A petition
which fails to set forth the contehﬁions of the petitioner or

which, as in this instance, sets forth contentions of =2 vague




-
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or generalized nature“may be denied. 1In re Florida Power

& Light Company (Turkey Point Units 2 and 3), Docket Nos.

50-250 and 50-251, Memorandum and Order dated Marchr30, 1972,
II.

THE INTERESTS OF PETITIONER ARE
PROPERLY WITHIN ‘THE PURVIEW OF
COMMISSION REVIEW -OF THE ANTI-
TRUST ASPECTS OF THE APPLICATION

Petitioner's contentions, though vague and generalized,
appear to be directed to ﬁattersvwhich may affect the costs,
terms, or conditions under'which the petitioner may participate
as owners of the Units in accordance with the Settlement
Agreement. As,such, the petitiqner's interests and contentions
are properly within the purview of the Commission's review of
the antitrust aspects cf the application, and its petition to

‘participate in health and safety matters should be denied.

In re Boston Edison Company (Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station)

Docket No. 50-293, Memorandum and Order dated July 12, 1971.

CONCLUSICN

It is respectfully submitted that the petition of the

Cities of Anaheim, Banning, and RiVefside, California, should

|

i




be denied.

DATED: September 18, 1972.

ROLLIN E. WOODBURY
ROBERT J. CAHALL .
DAVID N. BARRY, III
CHARLES R. KGCCHER
KINGSLEY B. HINES

Attorneys for Applicant
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISCN COMPANY

CHARLES R. KOCHER
By '

Charles R. Kocher

Assistant Counsel

Southern California Edison Company
B 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
: ~Rosemead, California 91770
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA}EDISON,COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

- Docket Nos(;,.éOv—36l >

and 50=362

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

N e N e N N

APPLICANT'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITTON
-TO_PURPORTED PETITION TO INTERVENE

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

‘On September 11, 1972, a telegram, from Scenic
Shoreline Preservation Conference Inc.,:petitioning for

leave to intervene, was docketed in this proceeding.

-For the reasons set forth below, Applicant
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY urges denial of the

purported petition to intervene.

I.

THE PURPORTED PETITION FAILS TO
SET FORTH SUFFICIENT INTEREST
IN THIS PROCEEDING

In an attempt to meet the requirements of 10 C.F.R.

§ 2.714 (a) and (b), that a petition to intervene set forth




with particularity the interest of the petitioner and the

manner in which-that interest may be affected by the results
of ﬁhe proceeding, the purported petitioner makes a general
statement of the organization's interest. This statement of
interest was "...IN PROPER PRdTECTION OF THE COASTAL ECOLOGY
AND THE HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE OF CITiZENS INCLUDING
CONFERENCE MEMBERS IN THE AREA OF THE UNITS..." This general
concern of the purported pefitioner is insufficient and fails

to meet the requirements of 10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a) and (b).

A petitioner must make a showing that he himself
will suffer injury in order to have standing to intervene in

an administrative proceeding. Sierra Club vs. Morton,

U.S.. = , 92 S.Ct. 1361, 1366 (1972). A general concern for
the preservation of the California shoreline is, under the

Sierra Club vs. Morton, supra, insufficient interest to

"render the organization 'adversely effected' or taggrieved'",

.92 S.Ct. 1368, such that it would have standing to intervene.

The Commission denied in In Pé‘Omah&”PubliC-?oWér

~District (Fort Calhoun Station), Docket No. 50-285 Memorandum
iand Order, August 16, 1972, a petition for intervention on the
- ground that aliegations did not show sufficient interest for

standing.to intervene. The instant purported petition contains

only the above quoted unsuppbrted allegation of interest and it
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is justAsuch an allegation upon which the Commission denied

'the"petition in the Omaha Public Power District case, supra.

The instant purported petition merely says "members in the area".
It does not say what the members are doing in the area nor is

there anything to define the limits of the'anea referred to.

IT.

THE PURPORTED PETITION FAILS TO
SET FORTH ADEQUATE CONTENTIONS
WITH RESPECT TO THIS PROCEEDING

10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a) requires a statement identify-
ing thé'specific_aspects of the sﬁbject matter of the proceed-
_ingﬂas=toawhi;h:ihtervention is sought and the ‘basis for his
conténtions with regard to:each such aspect. A purported peti-
tion which fails to set forth the contentions of the petitioner
or sets forth contentions of a vague or genefalized nature may

be denied. In re Florida Power & Light Company (Turkey Point

Units 3 and 4), Docket Nos. 50-250 and 50-251, Memorandum and

Order dated March 30, 1972.

Petitioner in his attem?t.to comply with this require-
ment. has obvioﬁsly failed to do So. In the pufported petition,
petitioner states ﬁThe contenfions of petitioner as to risks
veréus beﬁefits of the units cannot be definite until Applicants'
case has been preseﬁted, subject to cross examination. Considera-
tions are siesmic (sic) sﬁandaras related to the recent San

Fernando Earthquake." This language is a wholly unparticularized




- 4 .
assertion that maybe the Applicants have failed on a risk/
benefit basis to give proper assurances that the new reactors
to be built can be operated safely in view of the recent quake.

It was this type of "vague and generalized attack upon the

safety of the reactors" which the Commission ruled defective

under 10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a) In re Florida Power & Light

Company, supra.

ITT.

THE PURPORTED PETITION WAS NOT
ACCOMPANIED BY THE REQUIRE
AFFIDAVITS '

v.lO,é.FfR. § 2.714 (a) requires that supporting
affidavits accompany the filing of a petition for intervention.
Such affidavits are to set forth with pérticularity facts per-
taining to petitioner's interest and those that form the basis

of his contentions. There was no such affidavit accompanying

the instant purported petition.

CONCLUSION

It is respectfully submitted that the purported

petition of the Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference Inc.




should be denied;

‘DATED: September 18, 1972.

ROLLIN E. WOODBURY
ROBERT J. CAHALL
DAVID N. BARRY, IIT
'CHARLES R. KOCHER
KINGSLEY B. HINES

Attornéys for Applicant
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

CHARLES R. KOCHER

Charles R. Kocher

Assistant Counsel _
Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

By
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATCMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of
Docket Nos.
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY and H0=362
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3) '

vvvvvvvv

APPLICANT'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION
T0 PURPORTED PETITION TO INTERVENE

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

On September 11, 1972, a telegram "...ASKING

_INTERVENCR STATUS FOR SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO BAY BRANCH

""AMERICAN ASSOCIATION'OF UNIVERSITY'WOMEN AND MEN AND GROUPS

UNITED AGAINST RADIATICON DANGERS..." was docketed in this
pfoceeding, On September 13, 1972, a letter purporting to
formalize the'télegraphic request was similarly docketed.
The letter, on thé staticnery of the American Asébciation‘
of University Women, SanvCIemente Branch, made reference
ocnly to thé American Association of University Women and
Groups United Against Radiation»Dangers.

For the reasons set forth beiow; applicant SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY urges denial of.the purported

petition to intervene.
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I.

'THE PURPORTED PETITION
- FAILS TC SET FORTH ANY
INTEREST IN TETS PROCEEDING

The purported petition sets forth no étatement of an
interest in this proceeding. As a result, it wholly and
completely fails to comply With the requirements of 10 C.F.R.
§ 2.714 (a) and (b) that the petition set forth with
particularity the interest of the petitioner and thé manner
in which that interest may be affectea by the results of»the
proceeding.

A petitioner must make a showingithat he, himself, will
- suffer injury in order to have standing to intervene in an

administrative proceeding. <Sierra Club v. Morton,

U.S. > 92 S. Ct. 1361; 1366 (1972). A purperted
N
petition which does not set forth a showing of standing to

intervene may be denied. 1In re Omaha Public Power District

(Fort Calhoun Staticn), Docket No. 50-285, Memorandum and
Order dated August 16, 1972.
| I1T.
' THE PURPOKTED PETITION FAILS TO

SET FORTH ANY CONTENTIONS WITH
RESPECT TO THIS PRCCEEDING

The purportec petition fails to comply with the

requirements of 10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a), which requires a

statement identifying the specific aspects of the subject
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matter of the proceeding as to which intervention is sought
and the basis‘for his cohtentions with regard to each such
aspect. vA purported petition which fails to set forth the
contentions of the petitioner or sets forth contentions of

a vague or generalized nature may be denied. In re Florida

‘Power & Light Company’CTurkey Point Units 3 and 4), Docket

Nos. 50-250 and 50-251, Memorandum and Order dated March 30,

-._1972.

III .

THE PURPCRTED PETITION WAS NOT
ACCOMPANIED BY THE REQUIRED
AFFIDAVITS

»«JO~CmFWR?«§$2m7l4w(a)~requireswthatwsupporting
affidavits accompany the filing of a petition for intervention.
Such affidavits are to set forth.with particularity facts |
pertaining to petiticner's interest and those that form basis

of his contentions. There was no such affidavit accompanying

- the instant purported petiticn.

CONCLUSION

It is respectfully submitted that the purported petition

'bf,the San Clemente-Capistrano Bay Branch of the American

Association of University Wemen and Men and Groups United

e
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Against Radiation Dangers should be denied.

DATED: September 18, 1972.

'ROLLIN E. WOCDBURY

- ROBERT .J. CAHALL
DAVID N. BARRY, III
CHARLES R. KOCHER
KINGSLEY B. HINES

Attorneys for Applicant
SOUTHERN CALIFOENIA EDISCN COMPANY

ChnLeS R, Kocher

Charles R. Kocher
Assistant Cocunsel
Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
. Rosemead, California 91770

i . = - v‘ By
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY Docket Nos<:50—361 )
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY and 362 '
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

N e e N NSNS

MOTION TO STRIKE: MEMORANDUM OF
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT THEREOF

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

On September 11, 1972, a telegram from Scenic
Shoreiine Preservation Conference Inc. petitioning for leave

to intervene was docketed in this proceeding.

MOTION TO STRIKE.

Applicant, Southern California Edison Company,
respectfully'moves the foregoing referenced telegram be
stricken from the docket in this\proceeding on the grounds
that it fails to comply with the requirements of 1O.C.F.R.5
§ 2.708. | |




MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

10 C.F.R. § 2.708 (f) provides, as follows:

"~ ™A "document Tiled by telegraph need not comply with

the formal requirements of paragraphs (b), and (c),
and (d) of this section if an originai and copies
otherwise complying with all ef‘the requiremente of
this section are mailed within two (2) days there—
after to the Secretary, U. S. Atomlc Energy Commis-
sion, Washlngton, D.C. 20545, attention: Chief,

Public Proceediﬁgs Branch." N

No documentation was later»mailed within the time

1imit to be docketed in compliance with the requlrements of
10 C.F.R. § 2.708, and therefore the telegraphic request was
not valldated. As a result, the telegram is not entitled

!to_the status of a filed document.

CONCLUSION

It 1s respectfully submitted that the foregoing

refereneed telegram should be stricken from the docket in



%

this proceeding.

DATED: September 18, 1972.

ROLLIN. E. WOODBURY
ROBERT J. CAHALL
DAVID N. BARRY, III
CHARLES R. KOCHER '
KINGSLEY B. HINES

'Attorneys for Applicant :

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

CHARLES R. KOCHER
By -

Charles R. Kocher

Assistant Counsel

Southern California Edison Company
2244 ‘Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

Docket Nos.
and 50=-3b2

In the‘Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CCMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating’
Station, Units 2 and 3)

N N e e e et

MOTION TO STRIKE: MEMORANDUM OF
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT THERECF

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

On September 11, 1972 a télegram ", . .ASKING INTERVENOR
STATUS FOR SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANOVBAY_BRANCH AMERICAN
ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN AND MEN AND GROUPS UNITED
AGAINST RADIATION DANGERS...." was docketed in this proceed-
ing. On September 13, 1972, a letter purporting to formalize
the telegraphic.request was similarly docketed. The letter,
on the stationery of the American Assoclation of University
WOmen,'Saﬁ Clemente Branch, made reference only toithé
'Americah Association of University Women and Groups United

Against Radiation Dangers.

MOTION TG STRIKE

Applicant, Southern California Edison Company, respect-
Efully moves the foregoing referenced telegram and letter be
stricken from the docket in this proceeding on the grounds

that they fail to comply with the reqﬁirementé of 10 C.F.R.




MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

10 C.F.R. § 2.708 (f) provides, as follows:

"A document filed by telegraph need not comply with
-the-fbﬂmal‘reduiremenbs of paragfaphsA(b),f(c),fand
(d) of this séction if an original and cbpies other-
wise complying with all of the requirements of this
section are mailed within two (2) days thereafter to
the Secretary, U. S.'Atomic Energy Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Chief, Public

Proceedings Branch."

The foregoing referenced letter wholly and compietely
fails to comply with the requirements of 10 C.F.R. § 2.708,
and therefore is ineffective to validate the telegraphic
request. As a result, neither document is entitled to the

status of a filed document.

CONCLUSION

It is respectfully submitted that the foregoing

yeferenced telegram and letter should be stricken from the




docket in this proceeding.
DATED: September 18, 1972.

. ROLLIN E. WOODBURY
ROBERT J. CAHALL

- DAVID N. BARRY, III
"CHARLES R. KOCHER
KINGSLEY B. HINES

Attorneys for Applicant
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

. CHARLES R KOCHER
By :

Charles R. Kocher

Assistant Counsel

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770
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UNITED STATES OF ANMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Msatter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
- SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

Docket Nos, 0-3
and 50-362

(San Onofre Nuclear Generatlng
Statlon, Units 2 and 3)

Nt Nt e N N N N

APFPLICANT'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION
TC PURPORTED PETITION ‘TO INTERVENE

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

On September 11, 1972, a telegram "...RESPECTFULL?
PETITION[iﬁg] FOR LEAVE TC INTERVENE IN THE PUBLIC HEARING
THIS FALL REGARDING THE EXPANSICON COF SAN ONCFRE NUCLEAR |
PLANT IN SAN CLENENTE CALIFCPNIA ", from the Orange County
People's Lobby, was docketed 1n,thls proceeding.

For the reaséns set forth Eelow, applicant SOUTHERN
CALIFOENIA EDISON COMFPANY urges denial of the purported
petiticn to intervene.

I.

THE PURPORTED PETITION FAILS TO SET
FORTH ANY INTEREST IN THIS PROCERDING

The purported petition sets forth nc statement of an

4

interest in this proceeding. As a result, it wholly and

completely fails to comply with the requirements of 10 C.F.R.

'§ 2.714 (a) and (b) that the petition set forth with
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particularity the interest of\the'petitioner and the manner
in which that interest may be affected by the results'of tﬁé~
proceeding.

A petitioner must make a showing that he, himself, will

suffer injury in order to have standing to intervene in an

Y3
0

administrative proceeding. Sier Ciuk wv. Morton,

U.S. ‘ , 92 S. Ct. 1361, 1366 (1972). A purported

petition which does not set forth a showing of standing to

intervene may be denied. In re Omaha Fublic Power District
" (Fort Calhoun Station), Docket No. 50-285, Memorandum and

Order dated August 16, 1972.

M II.

THE PURPORTED PETITION FAILS TO
SET FORTH ANY CONTENTIONS WITH
RESPECT TC THIS PROCEEDING

The purported petition fails to comply with the
requirements of 10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a), which requires a
statement identifying the Specifio aspects of the subject

] matter of the proceeding as to which interventiocon is sought
and the basis for his céntentions with regard to each such
aspect. A purported petition wnich fails to set forth the

contentions of the petitioner or sets forth contentions of

a vague or generalized nature may be denied. In re Florida

Power & Light Company (Turkey Point Units 3 and 4), Docket

Nos. 50-250 and 50-251, Memorandum and Order dated March 30,

1972.

S
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THE PURPORTED PETITION WAS NOT
. ACCOMPANIED BY THE REQUIRED AFFIDAVITS

10 C.F.R. § 2.714 (a)

‘pertaining to petitioner's

of his contentions. There

requires that supporting

‘affidavits accompany the filing of a petition for inter-

~vention. Such-affidavits are to set forth with particularity facts

interest and those that form basis

was no such affidavit accompanying

the instant purported petiticn.v

CONCLUSICN

DATED: September 18, 1972.

It is respectfully submitted that the purported petition

- of Orange County People's Lobby should be denied.

ROLLIN E. WOODBURY
ROBERT J. CAHALL
DAVID N. BARRY, III
CHARLES R. KOCHER
KINGSLEY BE. HINES
¢
Attorneys for Applicant
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

CHARLES R KOCHER

'By

Charles K. Kocher

Assistant Ccunsel

Southern California Edison Company
224k Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770




~ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA . /15,,7//

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

Docket N
and =36

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(Ssan Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

et it NP N st P e

) -APPLICANTS REPLY
TO PETITION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE OF
LYN HARRIS HICKS SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO
BAY BRANCH AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF
UNIVERSITY WOMEN AND MEN AND GROUPS
UNITED AGAINST RADIATION DAMAGES

1. On September 11, 1972, a petition for leave to

intervene in this proceeaing was filed by Lyn Harris Hicks,
Community Liaison, San Clemente Capisﬁrano Bay Branch

American Association of University Women and Men and Groups

United Against Radiation Dangers. For the reasons set forth
below, San Diego Gas & Electric Company (hereinafter "Applicant")—
believes that the petition should be denied. If the Commission
accepts the letter from Petitioners, Appli;ant respectfully

requests permission to amend this reply.

I. STANDING

2.‘ Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's
Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(b), which require that the
petition set forth the interest of the petitioners in the
proceeding, and the way that interest may be affected by the

results of the proceeding. Petitioner is identified as



.

Lyﬁlhrris Hicks, Community Liaison, San Clémente Capistrano
Bay Branch American Association of University Women and Men
and Groups United Against Radiation Dangers. The petition
does not show that Lyn Harris Hicks, the San Clemente
Capistrano Bay Branch of American Association of Women and Men
and Groups United Against Radiaﬁion Dangers has any interest
in the plant area which is in San Diego County. There is no
showing that éhe petitioners livé, work, or use the land or
water in the area.

3. Petitioners have not shown how any interest
of theirs will suffer inju{y from the proposed construction as
required by the Commissign:s Rules of Practice. They have
not shown . any property, financial or other interest that
would be affected by the results of the proceeding. Petitioners
have not set forth any facts or reasons why they should bé
permitted to intervene.

4, The Commission hasvrecently denied a petition
to intervene that was much more specific Eﬁan the instant
petition. An allegation of interest that petitioner was a
nonprofit corporation established to protect the environmental
interests of ail persons iﬁ the'Midwést was ruled inadequate.

In the Matter of Omaha Public Power District (Fort Calhoun

Station), Docket No. 50-285, Memorandum and Order, August 16,

1972. The instant petition is less expansive than the Fort



calhoun petition. The petition should therefore be denied

for failing to show Petitioners' interest.

II. CONTENTIONS

5. Petitioner has not(complied with the Commission's

Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), published in 37 F.R.
No. 146, dated July 28, 1972 at 15132. The Rules require
a petition to:be accompanied by a supporting affidavit.
Petitioner only sent notice of a petition to intervene in
the form of a telegram. Such notice does not comply with
the Commission's Rules of Practice.

6. Petitioner. hds not complied with the Commission's
Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), which require that a
petition to intervene be under oath or affirmation. The
petition to intervene was in the form of a telegram. The
telegram was not under oath, did not carry words of affirma-
tion, and carried no signature. ) B

7. Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's
Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), which requires that the
supportihg affidavit identify "the specific aspect or
aspects of the subject matter of the proceeding as to which he
wishes to intervene and setting forth with particularity both
the facts pertaining to his interest and the basis for his

- contentions with regard to each aspect on which he desires

to intervene."
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8. Petitioners failed to identify any specific
aspect of the subject matter of the proceeding. The petitioner
only made reference to "the San Onofre ﬁearing." This statement
only identifies the proceeding, it does not set forth any
contentions, any facts which would justify intervention, and
does not even identify the'subject matter of the intervention.
The petition should therefore be denied for failing to set

forth appropriate contentions.

CONCLUSION

,'.:t

9. Applicant fequests that the petition for leave

to intervene be denied.

Respectfully submitted,

Chlckerlng & Gregory

By _____ / \ S b

K;/Hayaen Ames
Counsel for Applicant

Dated: September 15, 1972
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 7 /3/

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Docket No
and U=362 -

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

APPLICANTS REPLY
TO PETITION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE
OF DAVENE L. MONTIERTH, ORANGE
COUNTY PEOPLES LOBBY

)

1. On September 11, 1972, a petition for leave to
intervene in this proceeding was filed by Davene L. Montierth,
Orange County Peoples Lobby. For the reasons set forth below,
San Diego Gas & Electric Company (hereinafter "app;igang")

believes that the petition should be denied.

I; STANDING

2. Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's
Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(b), which require that the
petition set forth the interest of the petitioners in the
proceeding, and the way that interest may be affected by the
results of the pfoceeding. Petitioner is identified as

Davene L. Montierth, -Orange County Peoples Lobby. The petition
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does not show that Davene L. Montierth or the Orange
County Peoples Lobby has any interest in the plant area
which'is in San Diego County. There is no showing that the
petitioners live, work, or use the land or water in the
area.

3. Petitioners have not shown how any interest
of theirs will suffer injury from the proposed construction as
required by the Commission's Rules of Practice. They have
not shown any property, financial or other interest that
would be affected by the results of the proéeeding. Petitioners
have not set forth any facg;.or reasons why they should be permit-
ted to intervene. |

4. The Commiséion has recently denied a petition
to intervene that was much more specific than the instant
petition. An allegation of interest that petitioner was a
nonprofit corporation established to protect the enViroﬂmental
interests of all persons in the Midwest was_ruled'inadequate.

In the Matter of Omaha Public Power District (Fort Calhoun

Station), Docket No. 50-285, Memorandum and Order, August 16,
1972. The instant petition is less expansive than the Fort

Calhoun petition. The petition should therefore be denied

for failing to show Petitioners' interest.
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II. CONTENTIONS

5. Petitioner has not complied with the Commis-
sion's Rules of Préctice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), which requires
a petition to be accompanied by a supporting affidavit.
Petitioner only sent notice of a petition to intervene in
the form of a telegram. Such notice does not comply with
the Commission's Rules of Practice.

6. Detitioner has not complied with the Commissicn's
Rules of Pfactice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), which requires that a
petition to intervene be under oath or affirmation. The
petition to intervene was in’the form of a telegram. The
telegram was not under oath, did not carry words of affirma-
tion, and carried no signature.

7. Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's
Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), which requires that
the supporting affidavit identify "ﬁﬁe specific a;ééétfaf
aspects of the subject matter of the proceeding as to which he
wishes to intervene and setting forth with particularity both
the facts pertaining to his interest and the basis for his
contentions with regard to each aspect on which he desires
to intervene."

8. Petitioners failed to identify any specific

aspect of the subject matter of the proceeding. The petitioner

only made reference to "the expansion of the San Onofre Nuclear

AN —7r S A=l e
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Plant in San Clemente, California." This statement only

jdentifies the proceeding, it doesnot set forth any contentions,

any facts which would justify intervention, and does not
even identify the subject matter of the intervention. The
petition should therefore be denied for failing to set forth

appropriate contentions.

CONCLUSION

9. Applicant requests that the petition for leave

to intervene be denied.

Respectfully submitted,

Chickering & Gregory

=
By . )G _})7o~__,_l_

CoHayden Ames v o
Counsel for Applicant

Dated: September 15, 1972

BT +; i
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA /7;71//
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 7

In the Matter of
Docket Nos. ~361
) and 50-362
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY : '
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

(san Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Units 2 and 3)

e S N N s N N Nl P

APPLICANTS REPLY
TO PETITION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE
OF SCENIC SHORELINE PRESERVATION CONFERENCE

R
’

l. On Septembérﬁll, 1972, a petition for leave to
intervene. in this proceéding was filed by Scenic Shoreline
Preservation Conférence. For the reasons set forth below,
San Diego Gas & Electric Company (hereinafter "Applicant")

believes that the petition should be denied.

I. STANDING

2. Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's
Rules of Practice, 10 CFﬁ § 2.714(b), which requires that the
petition set forth the interest of the Petitioners in the
proceeding, and the way that inferest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. Petitibner is identified as
Scenic ShorelinevPreservation Conference. The petition does

not show that the Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference




haé~any interest in the plant area which is in Saﬁ Diego
County. There is no showing that the petitioners live, work,
or use the land or water in the area.

3. Petitioners have not shown how any interest
of theirs will suffer injury from the prOposed constructiqn as
required by the Commission's Rules of Practice. :They havé
not shown any property, financial or other interest that
would be affected by the results of the proceeding. Petitioners
have not set forth any facts or reasons why they should be
permitted to intervene.

4. The Commissiqp has recently denied a petition
to intervene that was mueh Aore specific than the instant
petition. An allegationvof interest that Petitioner was a
nonprofit corporation established to protect the environmental
interests of all persons in the Midweét was ruled inadequate.

In the Matter of Omaha Public Power District (Fort Calhoun

Station), Docket-No. 50-285, Memorandum and Order, August 16,
1972. The instant petition is equally vagﬁé in citing its
interest in the pfoper protection of the coastal ecology and
the health, safety and welfare of citizens. The petition
should therefore be denied for failing to show Petitioners'
interest.

II. CONTENTIONS

5. Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's




Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a). The Rules require a

petition to be accompanied by a supporting affidavit.

Petitioner only sent notice of a petition to intervene in

the form of a telegram. Such notice does not comply with

the Commission's Rules of Practice.

6. Petitioner has not complied with the Commission's

Rules of Practice, 10 CFR § 2.714(a), which require that a

petition to intervene be under oath or affirmation. The

petition to intervene was in the form df a telegram. The

telegram was not under oath, did not carry words of affirma-

tion, and carried no signature. The petition should therefore
~be denied for failing tbfcémply with the Commission's Rules

of Practice.

CONCLUSION

7. Applicant requests that the petition for leave
| to intervene be denied. 7
Réspectfully submitted,

Chickering & Gregory

C. Hayden Ames
Counsel for Applicant

Dated: September 15, 1972




: : UNITED STATES OF AMERICA : 4
e e ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION . 7’]7 S

- BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

- In the Matter of i ‘ _ o L .
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA-EDISON COMPANY : ‘
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY Docket No@ '
_ "50-362
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, ' ' :
~ Units 2 and 3) '

L S W W RN

]

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

Notice is hereby given that the undersigned attorney herewith enters an

53 appearance in the captioned mat£er. In accordance with §2.713, 10 CFR
§ ) ' éart 2,_the following information is provided: |
4_ . :
Name | - 'Il,awrence J. Chandler
5 , EE _ : ‘Address | : - U.S. Atomic Ene‘rgyvCommission ’

Washington, D.C. 20545

Telephone Number - Area Code 301-973-7311
: : - (Or Code 119 - Ext. 7311)

Admissions : : = United States District Court for
the District of Columbia

Name of Party - Regulatory Staff
- ' U.S5. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 120545

Notice is further given pursuant to §2 708, 10 CFR Part 2, that service upon the
regulatory staff should be made upon the undersigned.

-

Q/\W /éwwﬂ/ / |

Lawrence J. Chandler
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
“this 13th day of September, 1972,
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* UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
. In the Matter of

~SOUTHERNCALIFORNIA-EDISON -COMI-ANY . .
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY Docket Nos. 50-361

| | : 50-362
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Statiom,

. Units 2 and 3)

" NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

"Notice is hereby given that the undersigned attorne"j herewith enters an
ép_pearance in the captioned matter. ‘In accordance with §2.713, 10 CFR

Part 2, the following information is provided:

Name S >—A _MartinG.Malsch

Address - - U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
' ~ Washington, D.C. 20545

Telephone Number - Area Code 301-973-7311
' ' (Or Code 119 - Ext. 7311)

| 'Admissions : o - .Supreme Court of Connecticut
Name of Party o - Regulatory Staff

"U.S. Atomic Energy Commission .
 Washington, D.C. 20545

} /g‘/,’?{’,.-élﬂ j 7 ﬂééZ/L_
Martin G. Malsch ‘
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
this 13th day of September, 1972. o




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
" ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

- BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

‘ In the Matter of

’ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
‘SAN-DIEGO GAS*&"ELECTRIC'COMPANY

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Statlon :

Units 2 and 3)

‘Docket Nos., 50-361
’ 50-362

. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "Notice of Appearances" for Lawrence J. Chandler
and Martin G. Malsch both dated September 13, 1972 in the captioned matter, were

served on the following by deposit in the United States mail, first cla.,s or air mail

this 13th day of September 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq. -
1150 17th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.
Atomic Safety & L1cens1ng Board
Panel

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545

Dr.Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sc:1ences
University of Delaware

Newark, Delaware 19711

' Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

»

Sherman Chickering, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 94104

Hon. Harry F. Scheidle, Chairman
Board of Supervisors '
1600 Pacific Highway _

San Diego, California 92102

Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief
Environmental Health and Consumer
Protection Program

| Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley Way _
Berkeley, California 94704

William R. Johnson, Secretary
Public Utilities Commls.,lon
State of California

California State Building

San Francisco, California 94102




“Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil Engmeermg

University of Texas
~ Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq.
‘Atomic Safety & Licensing

Board Panel

- U.S. Atomic Energy Commission -

Washington, D.C. 20545

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

~San Clemente Public lerary

233 Grauada Street

San Clemente, California 92672
~Attorney General
‘State of California

-Sacramento, California 95814

Lyn Harris Hicks, Community Laison

San Clemente Capistrano Bay Branch

American Association of University Women
and Men and Groups United Against
‘Radiation Dangers

3908 Ariana Street

. ASan Clemente, Cahfbrnia'

Davene L. Mbntierth, Esq.
Orange Country Peoples Lobby
P.O. Box 6471

- Buena Park, California 90622

‘Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board

 Washington, D.C. 20545

,/H////’L/Cl_(‘*/fcc // |

- Lawrence J! Chandler }‘
- Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Mr . Freder{ck ~Ei‘s'sler

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.

' 4623 More Mesa Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93105

Kenneth E. Carr, Esq.
“=City-Manager

City of San Clemente
100 Avenida Presidio
San Clemente, California 92672

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Panel -
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission C
Washington, D.C. 20545 |

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Mr. Frank W. Karas
Chief, Public Proceedings Staff
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission |
Washington, D.C. 20545 )




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

"

| Cf//Q’p)

In the Matter of )
, )
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON ) :
COMPANY, ET AL. ) Docket Nos. 50-361
(San Onofre Nuclear Generating ) 50-362
Station Units 2 and 3) )
/ , CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
%\wrﬂ;, I hereﬁy»€ertify that copies of limited appearance request from Larry

E. Moss/to the Secretary of the Atomic Energy Commission,undated, in
the captioned matter have been served on the following by deposit in

September 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
1150 17th Street, N, W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr, Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Atomic Safety amd Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D, C. 20545

Dr. Franklin C, Dadiber

Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware

Newark, Delaware - 19711

Vi

Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich oo
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Texas -
Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq., Alternate

Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing ‘Board
Us S\ Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C., 20545

Martin G, Malsch, Esq.
Regulatory Staff Counsel

U. 5. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C, 20545

—the United States mail, first class or air mail, this 12th day of

= Ty
Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
President and General Counsel
Southern California Edison Company
P. 0. Box 800 :
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Robert J. Cahall, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

David N. Barry, III, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

Charles E. Kocher, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rogsemead, California 91770

Kiné%ley B. Hines, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

L
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50-361, 362 - R page 2
Sherman Chickering, Esq. Mrs. Phyllis Rauch (10)
C. Hayden Ames, Esq. San Clemente Public Library
Frank S. Bayley, III, Esq. 233_Granada Street

David R. Pigott, Esq. San Clemente, Califorunia 92672
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 94104

Office of fhe Secretary of the Commission

)

cc: Mr. Glaser
ASLBP
M. Malsch
V. Wilson
Reg. Files
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Secretary of
n

the Commission - j
U.5. Atomic Energy

rgy Commission

e
3 Washington, D,C, 20545 ’
“ Attention: Chief; Public Proceedings Rranch
: Dear Sir,
: T would 1ike to make a limited appearance before the
b public hearing conducted by the Atomic Safety and Licensing
g Poard as regavds the application of Southern California
; Edison Company and San Diego Gas and Electric Company to
; build units 2 and 3 of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station near San Clemente, California, I wish to sneak and
ralse questions as regards both radiclogical safety and
; environmental matters, Of particular interest sre questions
: of nuclear waste transport, reprocessing, storage, and
4 digposal which asre certainly sarious questions which have
’ not been adequately addressed by either the ARC or the
3 electric utility industry,
: Sincerely,

i e 3

‘;ﬁw\mb}( €. Mo
Tarry B, Moss

15201 DaPauvw
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

.

PR ST S
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
(San Onofre Units 2 and 3)

Docket No. 362

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of telegrams petitioning to intervene

in the ceptioned matter from Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference,
San Clemente Capistrano Bay Brench American Association of University

Men and Women, et al., and Orange County Peoples Lobby, have been served
on the following by deposit in the United States mail, first class or air

mail, this 11th day of September 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
1150 17th Street, N, W. -
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr, Lester Kornblith, Jr.
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U, S. Atomic Energy Commission .
Washington, D. C. 20545 4

t
Dr. Franklin C, Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware /
Newark, Delaware 19711 /

Dr. Gerard A, Rohlich
Department of Civil /
Engineering /
University of Texas N
Austin, Texas 78712 !

Elizebeth S. Bowers, Esq,, Alternate
Chairman '

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

U. 5. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

Martin G. Malsch, Esq.
Regulatory Staff Counsel

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
President and General Counsel
Southern Californis Edison Company

P. 0. Box 800
224l Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Robert J. Cehill, Esq.

Southern Californis Edison
Company

224l Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

David N. Barry, III, Esq.

Southern Californie Edison
Company

224l Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, Californig 91770

Charles E, Kocher, ﬁsq.

- Southern California Edison

Compeny
224l Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770




50-361, 362 page 2
Kingsley B. Hines, Esq. , Sherman Chickering, Esq.
Southern California Edison C. Hayden Ames, Esq.

Company Frank S. Bayley, III,Esq.
224k Walnut Grove Avenue David R. Pigott, Esq.
Rosemead, California 91770 Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street
Sean Frencisco, California 94104

;74527fﬁ - . ;;74h
‘é"/;"z{c“d'”'// 7 /é’/"j._.,zé?'{z. <

Office of the Secretary of the gfgﬁﬁssion
.

cc: Mr. Glaser
Mr. Malsch
ASIBP
V. Wilson
Reg. Files
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DOCKET NUWEER o -
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" TILxa00s WAA104(2142)(1 0101420254)PD 05710778 2140
ICS IPMBALA SNC .
ZCZC 041 WM WL PDF SANTA BARBARA CALIF 10
PMS U S ATONMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
PUBLIC PROCEDING BRANCH WASHDC 20545 e f::_;~,;14 S
_IN THE MATTER OF SaM ONOFRE UNITS. TVO AND THREE SECINIC SHORLINE
- PREVENTION CONFERANCE Ine PETITIONS FOR LEAVE TO |
~ INTERVENE ON THE BASIS OF ITS INTERESTS IN PROPER PROTECTION OF THE

COASTAL‘ECOLOGY_ANDHTHE-HEALTH,'SAEETY AND WELFARE OF‘CITIZENS :

INCLUDING CONFERANCE MEMBERS IN THE AREA OF THE UNITS.
THE CONTENTIONS oF PETITIONEER AS. TO RISKS VERCES BENIFITS OF THE -

THE UNITS CANNOT BE DEFINITE UNTIL APPLICANTS CASE HAS BEEN
PRESENTED,

‘.C_SUBJECT TO CROSS EXAMINATION. CONSIDERATIONS ARE SIESMIC STANDARDS 'Rl
; RELATED TO THE RECENT SAN FERNANDO EARTHOUAKE. .
AS PRESIDENT OF CONFERANCE I AFFIRM THIS REOUEST LETTER TO FOLLOW -

FREDERICK EISSLER
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PIS UNITED STATES ATOMIC ’

ENERGY COMMISSION WASH DC ~
ATTN CHIEF PUBLIC PROCEEDINGS BRANCH DEAR SIR' :
WE RESPECTFULLY PETITION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE IN THE PUBLIP HEARING
THIS FALL REGARDING THE EXPANSION OF THE SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR PLANT
IN SAN CLEMENTE CALIFORNIA. WE WILL EXPECT TO HEAR FROM YOU
CONCERNING THE HEARING DATE AND LOCATION THANK YOU SINCERELY

DAVENE L. MONTIERTH ORANGE COUNTRY PEOPLES LOBBY -

PO BOX 647! BUENA PARK CALIF 90622 '

WW_ \
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TLXA127 WAD143(1959)(I 021394C255)PD 09/09/72 1956
- ICS IPMSALA SNA
ZCZC 138 A CP NL PDF ‘TDSA SAN CLEMENTE CALIF 9 ’
PMS DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC HEARINGS ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
WASHDC 20545 . :

FORMAL LETTER OF APPLICATION~IS IN MAIL TO YOU ASKING INTERVENER
STATUS FOR SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO BAY BRANCH AMERICAN ASSOCIATION-

- -OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN AVD MEN. AND GROUPS UNITED AGAINST RADIATION

. DANGERS - L
"IN SAN ONOFRE HEARING. PLEASV ACCEPT THIS TELFGRAW AS REOUESTED ;
BY DEADLINE PENDING YOUR .RECEIPT -OF OUR LETTER.

- LYN HARRIS ‘HICKS COMMUNITY LIAISON SAN CLEMENTE CAPISTRANO
BAY BRANCH 3508 ARIANA SAN CLEMENTE PALIF

SEPT 9 !OI2P
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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNIA 92672

eptember 9, 1972

Director of Public Hearizl
Atomic Energy Commissiol—
Washington D.C. 20545

Dear Director:

This letter is in explanation of the haste in which our telegrammed
request for intervener status in the forthcoming San Onofre Nuclear
plant hearings was dispatehed %o Jou.‘ :

I have been in contact wita several AEC officials and was grateful
for suggestions and information which they sent relative to our
study report on atomic power production. I asked to be kept
informed about the San Onofre application progress, yet I~

received no notification of the coming nearlnws, nor did our
branch president. -

It is difficult for us to understand how we could have been over-
looked. Cur study of more than a year resulted in a unanimous
vote of our branch board and approval without a nay vote by our
branch mgmbarsyon our proposals to oppose the San Onofre appllca—
tion. This information was included in the matetrials we sent to
the AEC.and on which we received comment from AEC officials.

Fortunately thﬂ San Onofre process has been long enough that we
have nresented our report to the 12 Orange County branches of

AAUW and have obtained their unanimous permission for our opposi-
tion to the installation. This process had not been completed at
the time of the Public Utilities Commission hearings, thus we
could not speak for the orgaznization and in the name of AAUW, then,

! ) .
Wle awalit our opportunity to express our convictions, to provide
expert téstimony and to gquestion utility company men under oath.

Similarly, Groups United Against Radiation Dangers received no
nottice, althou~h we were recognized of flClally as opponents in the
PUC hearings. GUARD is a coa11t¢on of members of many community
organizations of the Capistrano Bay area which has, instead of
officers, spokesmen. I am one of three spokesmen, currently. We
expected that Patrick O!Brien, who was our most publicized spokes-
man during the PUC hearings, would be notified of the AEC hearlnvs.

Please consider this letter a formal regquest for the inclusion of
both groups as interveners, We will cooperate to avoid duplication
in our presentation. ' '

01 erely
{"’}/y\ E/(//

yﬂ'Harrlo chks, Communlty Liaison of
San’ Clemente Caolqtrano Bay. Branch AAUW

i
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
ET AL,

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station

Units 2 and 3)

e fur
757

Docket No. 50-361, 362

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of (1) letter from American Association of
University Women, Ms. Lyn Herris Hicks, requesting intervention; and

(2) letter from David Sekal requesting to participate, in the captioned
matter have been served on the following by deposit in the United States
mail, first class or air meil, this 13th day of September 1972:

Michael Gleser, Esq.,, Chairmen
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
1150 1T7th Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr, Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. 3. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. Franklin C, Daiber

Department of Biologlcal
Scilences

University of Delaware

Newark, Delaware 19711

Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil
Engineering
University of Texas
Austin, Texas T8T12

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq., Alternate
Chairman

Atomlc Safety and Iicensing Board

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

Martin G. Malsch, Esq.
Regulatory Staff Counsel

U, S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D, C. 20545

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
President and Genersl Counsel
Southern California Edison Compeny
P. 0. Box 800 '

224k Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

Robert J. Cahall, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

224l Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

David N. Barry, III, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

224l Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

Charles E. Kocher, FEsq,

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770




50-361, 362

Kingsley B. Hines, Esq.

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, Celifornia 91770

cc: Mr, Glaser
ASIBRP
M. Malsch
V. Wilson
Reg. Flles

page 2

Sherman Chickering, Esq.

C. Hayden Ames, Esq,

Frenk S, Bayley, III, Esq.
David R. Pigott, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, California 9410k

) «
//6235124Z?{Q§1, 7577],(f§;€5c;;¢,520,
Office of the Secretary of th%,gﬁmmission

[99s
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- Dear Director:

. DOCKET NUMBER .
RAOD. & UTHE, FC 50 3y L 261

OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

SAN CLEMENTE, CALIFORNMA 92672

DOCKETED eptember 3, 1372
_ i USAES ‘ .
Director of Public HeariegsSEP1 31972 &

Atomic Energy Commissiob—\ g o tis Sesveary
Washington D.C. 20545 : &

‘Thlo letter is in explanatlon of the haste in whlch our telegrammed

request for intervener status in the forthcoming San Onofre Nuclear
plant hearings was dispatehed to you._ :

I have been in contact witi several AEC officials and was grateful
for suggestions and information which they sent relative to our
study report on atomic power production. I asked to be kept
informed about the San Onofre apolication progress, yet I

received no notification of the coming aeaflnos, nor did our
branch president.

It is difficult for us to understand how we could have been over-
looked. Our study of more than a year resulted in a unanimous

-vote of our branch board and approval w1thout a nay vote by our

branch mEmbarsion our proposals to oppose the San Oncfre applica-
tion. This information was included in the materlals we sent to

- the AEC and on which we received comment from AEC officials,

Fortunately the San Onofre process has been long enough that we
have presented our report to the 12 Orange County brancnes of

AAUW and have obtained their unanimous permlssion for our opposi-
tion to the installation. This process had not been completed at
the time of the Public Utilities Commission hearings, thus we

could not speak for the orgo,lzatlon and in the name of AAUW, . then, .

We awalt our ovnortunlty te eznress our convictions, to prov1de
expert téstimony and to quastion utility company men under oath.

Similarly, Groups United Against Radiation Dangers received no-
notice, although we were recognized officially as opponents in the
PUC hearings. GUARD is a coalition of members of many community
organizations of the Capistrano Bay area which has, instead of

0fficers, spokesmen. I am one of three spokesmen, currently. Ve

expected that Patrick O'Brien, who was our most publicized spokes-
man during the PUC hearings,would be notified of the AEC hearings.

Please consider this letter a formal request for the incluéion of
both groups as interveners. We will cooperate to avoid duplication
in our presentation. S ’

SlQperel o _ )
ﬂ';%&\ /"““4“‘~ %/LVZw B - .
Harrls chxs, Communiity Liaison of
San Clemente-Capistrano Bay Branch AAUW
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA .
| BEFORE THE
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

' In the Matter of

~‘Southern California Edison Company ) e

and ‘San Diego Gas and Electric -~ Docket Nos. 50-36

Company - ' : - ~50~362

" (San Onofre Nuclear Generatingf° A ‘
Station Units 2 and 3) .

R N e

PETITION TO INTERVENE

‘The Cities of Anaheim, Riverside énd'Bahning,

California’(collecﬁivélyfféferred to herein.as fﬁhe’
| Cities");'hereby pétition’to iﬁtervene as parties_to’this
- proceeding iﬁ.accordancé With Séction 2.714 of'the Commission's
Rules of Practice. In sﬁppofﬁ‘théreof; the Cities state:

- 1. The Cities are the oéefators éf.municipal
-electric utilities. Each is presentlyvan all requiréménts
custdmer of Southern California Edison Companyb(sémefimesv
“hereinafter "SCE"), one of Ehe applicants hereinf In 1970,

Anaheim had a maximum demand of 171,400 kw, and purchased

from SEC 990,000,000 kwh of energy for $7.4 million to serve




.-=titsi40'300'customers;.’In-the same’period,vRiverSide-had a»d
maximum demand of 183 600 kw and purchased from Edlson |
808,512, OOO kwh of energy for $6. 3 mllllon to serve its
46,900 customers. Bannlng had a maximum demand of 9,520 kw'

vand purchased'43;128,000 kwh for‘$368,000~to serve its
_ %/ :
citizen-customers during that perlod. o Anaheim and
Ri&erSide aré presently interconnected with.SCE at
'66‘k§, resﬁectively, mhile Banning ls interconnectedrat
33 kv.

2. .The Cities' 1nterests may be affected by the
proceeding in that by Settlement Agreement_of;August_4, 1972
Edison and the_Cities'haVe agreed on,the basis'npon which_

.Edison will‘afford the Cities'an epportunity te participated
~as owners in San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station; Units

| 2 and 3; Attached‘hereto as‘Appendix A and.ineorporated.
hereln is a letter from Edlson to the Commission to thlS ‘
effeCt.. It is requested that the Commission take official :
neticeeof-the Settlement Aéreement referenced in said letter,
.copies of which were filed with the letter. As noted, the |

Settlement Agreement is conditioned upon approval or

* / All data as to sales flgures are taken from SCE's FPC
Form 1 for 1970.




’.aCCe?tahce by ﬁﬁe'Federai:Péwer Commission.lﬂThe potential..;
-qwnérship éhares afé.as foiloWs:”,Anéhéim‘l;66%, Banning o
C.ld%, ﬁiverside 1479%."A§co£ding;y; thevcities'haQQ“aﬁ f
'ihtereé£ in this'proceéding’as potential pért owners.

3. The Citiesvdesire tovinfervene té protest their'
interests as they’may apPear. The Cities generally suppdrt,
‘and do not oppose, the grént of the construction permit. |
They do:nof requesf a hearing. The'éities re;ervebthe right
to participate a$ to any.matﬁer which may affeét‘the¢COsEs,:
‘terms_6r conditioﬁs under which thé Citiés mayjpafticipafe »
;.aé‘ownérs in accordance with‘the Settlement Agreement}

4. 'There éré no other‘meané whereby thelcities'
iﬁterestsvwili be protectedIWithout ihtervention hereih.~
'Becéusé of the Citiés"intérest'as potential.pért ownérs,
they may reasonablybbevéxpécfed to aSéist»in déQéloping»a
sound record. To a large extent the Cities' inte#est as
- potential part’oWners will’be reﬁresented by Edisoh, tﬁere.
may develop_issues which‘particﬁlarly affect theACiﬁies as
"potential participants in'relativelyfsmall ownérship intérests

"~ in the plant where the interests of Edison and the Cities

vmay‘become divergent. The Cities' participation is not




expected to breaden the'issuee or'delay,the proceeding;i
WHEREFORE and for the foreg01ng reasons, the
CltleS pray that an order be entered by the CommiSS1on
.granting their intervention.as.parties to this proceeding;'
| | | Respeetfully Submitted;

Cities of Anaheim, Riverside and
Banning, California

v Do it

George Spiegel
Their attorney

September 11,31972

Law Offices:

George Spiegel‘
2600 Virginia Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C. '




_ APPENDIX A

 August 29, 1972
" Our File No.
6168-10

o United States Atomic Energy Commission
 Washington, D. C. 20545 '

- Attention: Marcus Rowden, Esq.
: Associate General Counsel

T Re: Docket Nos. 50-361-A and
- " : 50— 362-A

Gentiemen:

. Southern California Edison Company and the
Cities of Anaheim, Riverside and Banning entered into a
- Settlement Agreement on August 4, 1972, which provided,
among other things, that the objections lodged by thcse
Cities 1in the dockets set forth above were to be with-
drawn and that the Citles would have the opportunity to
- .participate as owners in San Onofre Nuclear Generating
- Station, Units 2 and 3. The Settlement Agreement was
filed for approval by the Federal Power Commission in
Docket No. E-7618 but has yet to be acted upon by the
Commission. The Settlement Agreement 1s conditioned

expressly upon the approval
Power Commission of all its

We believe that

"has now been offered to the

or acceptance of the Federal
terms and conditions.

since access to San Onofre =
objectling Citles, the issues

. discussed in the July 12, 1971 letter of the Department
of Justice in this proceeding have been satisfactorily
resolved, and there is, therefore, no need for a hearing
under Section 105 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended by P. L. 91~ 560..

o We, therefore, request that you seek further'
advice from the Department of Justice regarding the-
Settlement Agreement and whether:there 1s now need of an:




'iﬁaUnited States Atomic Energy Commission

August 29, 1972

f*.Page Two

Z”‘_antitrust hearing by the Atomic Energy Commission.

We are transmitting six copies of the Settle- -

””ment Agreement for your information and use in this respect.

Very truly yours,
DAV K BAMRY. %f;

David N. Barry, III
Senlor Counsel R

~"Attachmentn
" DNB:ak



| AﬁfIDAVIT
"DiSTRICT OF COLUMﬁIA; SS:'f

"George_Spiegel, being”first duly sworﬂ, deposes"
and says that he:is'an.attorhey for the Cities of Aneheim, -f
vgiverside and»Banning, Caiifornia and that as‘such he has:
signed the'foregoing Petitien te_InEerVene fdr and oﬁ.behaif
of said‘parties; thet he_iseautherizedvso‘to do;that‘he hae
reed said Petition'and ie familiar withthe cbntente the;eof;.
»end‘thet the:mafters ahd thinés fﬁerein.set ferth afe'true

and correct to the best of his knowledge, information or .

XL&W /M//

George Splege

belief.

Subséribed and sworn to before me .

ﬁ9;5711th day of September, 1972.

//ff/?t, CLq /? 2&(7 ,/791/\4 P

NotarybPubllgé/

My commission explres: September 30, 1974

.




" Washington, D. C..

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certlfy that I have thlS llth day of

September 1972 served the foreg01ng Petltlon to Intervene

by malllng coples thereof, flrst class postage prepald to

counsel at the folIOW1ng addresseS°

';JosephiRutberg, Esg.
‘Atomic Energy Commission
20545

Mr. Abraham Braitman,:chief '
Office of Antitrust and

~ Indemnity _

' Directorate of Licensing

Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

Mr. Michael Glaser, Chairman

_ Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
1150 - 17th Street, N. W. |
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr. Lester Cornblith Jr.
Atomic Energy Commission
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board
‘Washington, D. C. 20545

.Dr. F. C. Daiber
~ Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware

Newark, Delaware 19711

Martin-G.-Masch, Esq.:*

,_Regulation»Staff Counsel
- Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

"Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq.

Vice President & General Counsel
Southern California Edlson Company
P. 0. Box 800

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue-
Rosemead, California

97110

‘Sherman Chickering, Esqg.

. Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San Francisco, Callfornla 94104

ﬁ%/&ﬁ/

George Spleg44
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" UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION o

In the Matter of E )
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY)
(San Onofree Units 2 and 3) )

_ Docket No362'

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

"I hereby certify that copies of NOTICE AND ORDER FOR PREHEARING CON-

FERENCE dated September 1, 1972, in the captioned matter have beeq
served on the following by deposit in the United ' States mail, firs;
class or air mail this 5th day of September 1972:

Michael Glaser, Esq., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
1150 17th Street N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr. Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. Franklin C. Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware
Newark, Delaware 19711

Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Texas

Austin, Texas 78712

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq., Alternate

Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Martin G. Malsch, Esq.

Regulatory Staff Counsel’ o
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

F. S. Bayley, Esq.
Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street

San PFrancisco, California

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice N
President and ‘General Counsél

Southern California Edison Company

P. 0. Box 800

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

San Clemente Public Library
233 Granada Street }
San Clemente, California 92672 . ;

Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief

Environmental Health and Consumer
Protection Program :

Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley. Way

Berkeley, California 94704

Attorney General
State of California
Sacramento, California 95814

-

Mr. A. w Phillips
-P. 0. Box 943 .
Culver Cicy, California 90230
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. 1 . .

50-361,362 S » ‘ page 2
Mr. Thomas M. Class, Chairman Mr. Truman Benedict
Sicrra Club, San Diego Chapter Superintendent of Schools and
P. 0. Box 525 Secretary to the Board of Trustees
San Francisco, California 92112 Capistrano United School District
- 26126 Victoria Boulevard
Mr. Steve J. Gadler - Capistrano Beach, California 92672
2120 Carter Avenue - '
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55108 Mr. Kenneth E. Carr, City Manager
City of San Clemente
GCeorge Spiegel, Esq. 100 Avenida Presidio |
2600 Virginia Avenue, N. W. San Clemente, California 92672

Washington, D. C. 20037 >q
' Mr. Douglas Yingst

Mrs. Van Fleming _ 795A Elvira
GUARD Redondo Beach, California 90277
245 Montalvo _
San Clemente, California 92672 Mrs. John T. Quirk

941 North G Street
Mr. William R, Johnson, Secretary Oxnard, California 93030 .
Public Utilities Commission | ‘ \
State of California Mr, Frederick Eissler, President
California State Building " Scenic Shoreline Preservation
San Francisco, California 94102 Conference, Inc.

4623 More Mesa Drive
Santa Barbara, California 93105

| Office of the Secreféry of th;%yﬁmmission »

cc: Mr. Glaser
Mr. Malsch
ASLBP - S ,
V. Wilson T R ; :
~Reg. Files ERCN - R N o ;'~;§ : o




DOCKET NUMBER
. BRAD. & UTIL, FAC. 5Ol Bl A

UNITED STATFS OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

" ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter cf

Docket Nos. 509361
and 50-362

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANK

-(San Onofle Nuclear Generatlng
Station, Unlts 2 and 3)

NOTICE AND ORDER FOR PQEHuARINb CONFERENCE

On August 10, 1972, the Atomic Enerqgy Commlsqnon

'_puﬁlished in the Federal Reg:ster (37 Fed. Reg. 16117) a

Not:ce of Hearing on Appllcatlon for Construction Permits

(Notice of Hearing) before -an Atomic Safety and Llccn51ng
4Boald to consider the appljcatlon f£iled under the Atomic
Energy’ Act by the Southern Ca11£01n1a-Edison Company and
w.the San Diego Gas and Electrlc Company for constructlon
permits for two pressurlzed water nuclearileactors, desig-
nated aé the San Onofre Generating Statlon, Units 2 and 3;
”to be located at a site at Camp Pendleton, San Diego County;
California. The Notice of Hearlng further provided“that
'ah Atoﬁ;c Safety and Licen51ng_Board would be designated

'by Lhe Atomic Enerdgy Commission, and that the Board's mem-

- - 'berah ip would be publlshed in the Federal Req1chr. FJnally,
the Notice’ of Hearing prov1ded that the date and place of

a prehearwnq confcrelce and of the hcdrlnc \ould be set by’

the Board.




® o

On August 24, 197?, the Atomic Energy Commission

publlshed in the Feacral Register (37 Fed Reg. 17079) the-

establishment of_the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board and

' 1ts memborshlp

Pursuant to Lhe Atomic Energy Commission' s estab-

~dishment-of thewAtomthSaﬁetywand.Llcen31ng“BQard and the

authorization therein for the Bbard to set_the.date and

~place of a prehearing conference, notice is hereby given

that a prehearing conference will be held at 10:00 a.m.
on Thursday, October 5, 1972, at the City Council Chamber,

San Clemente CiVic Center, 100 Avenida Presidio, San

, Clemente, al1forn1a 92672

- ALl membela of the;ubllc are entitled to attend
this prehearlng conference,'any subseouent prehearing con-

ferences, and the full evvdentlary hearing to be held in

~. this proceedlng " The ev1dent1ary hearlng in this proceed-

ing will be scheduled at a later date and public not;ce
thereofbwiil be giVen; |

‘The prehearing conference on October 5, 1872,
will be conducted in accordance with Sectlon 2 752 of

the. Comm3531on E Rules of Practlce, 10 C F.R. 2.752,

which prov1des for con31deratlon of procedures for an.

‘ev1dent1a3y hearing.

“The procedules to be con51de1ed at thls prehoar—
ing conference w1ll Be relatcd to SlmpllflCdthD and

clarifiCation‘of th:;lssucs, thc pOSStblllty of obtaln—

ing stipulations and‘adm1551ons of fact in order to avoid




L ‘: | | 4.' ‘. C' , -‘.)
.-3_l

dupllcatlon in presentatlon of evidence, and other matters

which will aid in an orderly dlSpOSltlon of tho case to

be presentedbin the subsequent‘evidentiary nearing in this
| ’proceedlng | |
‘ | The prehearing conference on October 5, 1972,
w1ll not recelve any evidence, nor Wlll “thére hean~oppor-
|
tunity for.presentatlon of statemonts by members of the
‘ public who desire to make a limited appearance in this

proeeeding for thatvnurpose. "All statements that members

-~

of the public desire-to makebin this proceeding by way of
limited appearance pursuant to Seetionv2.715 of tne CommiJ?
sion's Ruiee of Practice, 10 C.F.R. 2.715, will be received-
‘on the initial day of the ev1dcnt1ary hearing. |
WHEREFOQL, IT IS ORDERLD, in accordance w1th the

Atemichnergy Act, as amended, and the Rules of Practice

of the'Atomic Energy Commission, that a prehearing confer-
_ence in this proceeding shall convene at 10: OO a.m. on
-Thurvday, October 5, 1972, at the City Council Chamber,

San Clemente Civic Center, lOO Avenlda Presrdlo, San

Clemente, Callfornla 92672.- =

—l B R ATOMIC SAFE’I‘Y AND LICENSING BOARD

fBYz 7///««/5@6? { /5/ st

“TMichael L. Glaser
Chanlman

Issued: ;September 1, 1972
. Washington, D.C.
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CASE FOR NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION

PROVED, SAYS EDISON DISTRICT MANAGER

The case for nuclear generation of electricity for present
and future needs has been proved through a record of reliability
and safety unmatched by most of man's modern inventions,

, Southern California Edison district manager,
) /

said today.

"Nuclear power is now being harnessed in the United States
and throughout the world for peaceful uses such as the generation
of electricity for the benefit of thousands of people."

"An outstanding example of this is the San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station which has been operating safely and efficiently

over the past five years by Edison," said.

As the San Onofre plant generates power, thousahds of
motorists drive by on the adjacent Interstate Route 5 and.several
hundred tourists visit the Nuclear Information Center every day.
Thousands more play on the neighboring state beaches. Nearby,
in San Clemente and other small communities, more tﬁan 78,000

- people live and work.

-more-




Located just south of San Clemente in the United States
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, the San Onofre plant has a
net generating capacity of 430 megawatts, enough to provide for
the electrical needs of about 350,000 people.

"San Onofre is a symbol of what can be done with today's
engineering expertise to safely produce smog-free electrical

ower," said.
P '

Edison officials have announced they will construct two
additional nuclear power generating units at the San Onofre
site. Units 2 and 3 will each produce about 1,140 megawatts of
electricity.

The safe operating record of San Onofre and other nuclear
plants in the United States has proved that their conservative
design standards and stringent operating procedures make nuclear
power a safe and clean method to provide vital electric energy

to our homes and factories," said .

"In the entire history of comﬁercially operated nuclear
power plants no.member of the public has been injured from any
kind of accident involving radioactivity,"

The Edison official pointed out that while thousands of

people are killed every year in automobile accidents, airplane

crashes and industrial incidents, San Onofre and other commercial

nuclear power plants have a perfect safety record.

-more-




A recent University of California at Los Angeles report
to the State Resources Agency stated in its conclusions that the
public health risk from the routine operations of generating
plants using either nuclear fuel or oil, is in the range of
"very low hazards."

In fact, the report added, the operation of a nuclear
plant is a "significantly smaller public health risk than the
typical oil fired plant."

Results of continuous monitoring in the vicinity of the
éan Onofre plant site have shoWn the lack of radioactivity above
the natural background radiation of the area where the plant is
located.

This is the best-possible indication that the operation
of the unit is not radiologically affecting its surroundings.

In a similar manner, oceanographic studies have shown a
lack of any significant adverse effect on the marine environment
adjacent to the San Onofre Nuclear plant.

Radiocactive wastes are disposed of in strict compliance
with AEC and local regulations. Spent fuel containing radioactive
fission products is removed from plants in special leak-tight fuel
handling casks and shipped under special care to a reprocessing
plant. Small amounts of solid wastes are removed periodically

to an AEC-licensed disposal contractor.

-more-




Edison is now moving ahead with plans for the construction

of the two additional nuclear power units at San Onofre. The
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission is expected to schedule public
hearings on the expansion project for October. The Company
hopes actual construction may begin in 1973.

"If the future construction of nuclear plants and other
sources of power are delayed, electrical energy will be severely

limited in the next decade," said ’

Edison district manager.
He noted that Southern California is already facing a
potential power shortage in the mid-1970's because of the

forced delay in the construction of conventional power plants.

—SCE-
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BEFORE THE UNITED STATES

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Application of )
Southern California Edison Company )
and San Diego Gas & Electric Company )
For a Construction Permit and a Class ) F-20-72,
104 (b) License to Acquire, Possess and )

Use Two Utilization Facilities as Parts ) Docket Nos.
of Units Nos. 2 and 3 of the San Onofre ) =36
Nuclear Generating Station of Southern ) 50-362
California Edison Company and San Diego )

Gas & Electric Company )

)

NOTICE OF APPEARANCES

Pursuant to 10 CFR § 2.713, notice is hereby given
that the undersigned attorneys herewith enter their appearances
in the above entitled dockets. The undersigned attorneys appear
on behalf of San Diégo Gas & Electric Company. The.names and

qualifications of said attorneys are as follows:

Name Sherman Chickering

Business Address Chickering & Gregory
111 Sutter Street
San Francisco, California 94104

Business Telephone - (415) 421-3430

Basis of Eligibility Duly Qualified and admitted to
practice before the Supreme Court
of the State of California

Party Represented San Diego Gas & Electric Company




N

Address of Party Represented

Name

Business Address

Business Telephone

Basis of Eligibility

Party Represented

Address of Party Represented

AY

Name

Business Address

Business Telephone

Basis of Eligibility

Party Represented

Address of Party Represented

Name

Business Address

101 Ash Street
San Diego, California 92101

C. Hayden Ames

Chickering & Gregory
111 Sutter Street 4
San Francisco, California 94104

(415) 421-3430

Duly qualified and admitted to
practice before the Supreme Court
of the State of California

San Diego Gas & Electric Company

101 Ash Street
San Diego, California 92101

Frank S. Bayley, III

Chickering & Gregory
111 Sutter Street :
San Francisco, California 94104

(415) 421-3430

Duly qualified and admitted to
practice before the Supreme Court
of the State of California

San Diego Gas & Electric Company

101 Ash Street
San Diego, California 92101

David R. Pigott

Chickering & Gregory
111 Sutter Street
San Francisco, California 94104




:.Bdsiness Telephone f”.f f | (415) 421;3430._4 |
.2'Baéisd°f Eligibility o Duly qualified and admitted to

. ' - : o C ‘practice before the Supreme Court
N S RS SR -~ of the State of California

e
- e

Party Represeﬁted_s} 13.‘ - ‘San Dlego Gas & Electrlc Company
" Address of Party Represented_fIOl Ash Street e o
- ' : S ., San Dlego, Callfornla 92101

Pursuant to 10 CFR § 2 708(e), 1t is requested that
serv1ce of documents be addressed as follows-7- ;

Sherman Chlckerlng

-~ C. Hayden Ames B
Frank S. Bayley, IITI -
David R. Pigott = = °
Chickering & Gregory
111 Sutter Street » L
'San Franc;sco, Callfornla 94104

P
T

Dated: August 15", 1972

':Sherman Cnlckerxng R

( ’ /7;/ / /.

. Hayden Ames

Frank §. Bayley ,7111/

,; : f.-:,ifeg__: d: i;eil%;;:=f ‘ :1-;“ /Z/C7 /Ci”‘*//’/éiylf“é ;Zj%’.

_ruDav1d R. Plgott Y

RS
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BEFORE THE UNITED STATES

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Application of )
Southern California Edison Company )
and San Diego Gas & Electric Company ) ¢3}7’7é%
For a Construction Permit and a Class )
104(b) License to Acquire, Possess and )

Use Two Utilization Facilities as Parts ) Docket Nos.
of Units Nos., 2 and 3 of the San Onofre )
Nuclear Generating Station of Southern ) 50-362
California Edison Company and San Diego )

Gas & Electric Company )

)

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF HEARING
ON APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMITS

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2.705, applicant SAN DIEGO
GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY ("één Diego") hereby answers the Notice
of Hearing on Application for Construction Permits published in
Volume 37 of the Federal Register on August 10, 1972 at pages
16117 and 16118, as follows:

I

San Diego's position is that its application for a
construction permit and a class 104(b) license to acquire,
possess and use two utilization facilities as parts of~Units
No. 2 and 3 of the San Onofre Nuclear Generatihg Station of
Southern California Edison Company and San Diego Gas & Electric

Company should be granted.




i

[C N Y

® e

Affirmative findings should be made by the Director
of Regulation on issues 1, 2, 3 and 5 and a negative finding
should be made on issue 4 as said issues are set forth in the
above described Notice of Hearing. Said findings should serve
as the basis for granting thevabove described applications.

Ix .

San Diego will not controvert affirmative findings
on issuves 1, 2, 3 and 5 set forth in the above described Notice.
of Hearing and will not controvert a negative finding on issue
4 contained in said Notice of Hearing.

| III

San Diego proposes to appéar and present evidence on
all issues relevant to the issuance of the construction permit
for which it has applied. San Diego will appear and present
evidence in support of affirmative findings on issues 1, 2, 3
and 5 and a negative finding on issue 4 as said issues are set
forth in the above referenced Notice of Hearing.

DATED : August}i{j? 1972,

Respectfully submitted,

SHERMAN CHICKERING
C. HAYDEN AMES
FRANK S. BAYLEY, III
DAVID R. PIGOTT
CHICKERING & GREGORY

.Z/ S/ 'y
By /\/._/ .e.u;/'-‘v: / /g p/u,:» 4 -

David R, Pigott

Attorneys for Applicant
San Diego Gas & Electric Company
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CERTI FICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served the
foregoing Answer to Notice of Hearing on Application for
Construction Permits upon all parties of record in this pro-
ceeding and upon whom service must be made in accordance with
10 C.F.R. § 2.712, as follows:

Mr. Frank W. Karas

Chief, Public Proceedings Staff

Office of the Secretary of the Commission
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D.C. 20545

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D.C. 20545
Attention: Martin Malsch, Esq.
Staff Counsel

Rollin E. Woodbury

Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

Clerk, Board of Supervisors
San Diego County

1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, California 92102

.Hon. Harry F. Scheidle
Chairman, Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway
San Diego, California 92102

Dated at San Francisco, California this 28th day of

David R. Pigotf

August, 1972.

One of Counsel for
San Diego Gas & Electric Company
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Lter of the Application
EDISON COMPANY
SAN DIEGO GAS & BLECTRIC COMPANY
for a Construction Permit and a Class
Po,uc,s,
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ATOMIC ENERGY. COMMISSION

DOCKET NOS.
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the San
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APPEARANCE

NOTICE OF

Notice is hewreby given that the undorsigned attorney

herewith enter:s an appcarance
on behalf oI applicant,
Pursuant to 10, C F.R. § 2.713,
submltted

1. Name

2. Business Address

3. Business. . Telephone
&

Y Basis of Eligibility

Party Represented

(O]

6 Addrens
Repro:

of Party
entoed

DATT August 25, 1972

‘Charles R.

in the above entitled matter
SOUTHERN CALIFORNTA EDISON COMPANY.

the following information is

Kocher

224y Walnut Grove Avenue
. Rosemead,

California 91770
(213) 572-1917

Admission in good standlng
to practice before the
Supreme Court of California.

Southern California Edison
Campany

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Honemead, California 91770

/s/ Charles
CIIAI\LIIJL) }\

R. Kocher
KOCHE}




- BEFFORE THE UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Application

of SOUTHLELN CALIFORNIA LEDISON COMPANY
and SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
for a Construction Permit and a Class
104 (b) License to Acquire, Possess

and Use Two Ulllizatlion Facilitles as
Parts of Units Nos. 2 and 3 of the San.
Onoulre Nuclear Geneeating Statlion of
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDICON COMPANY and
SAN DIEGO GAS. & LELECTRIC COMPANY .

DOCKET NOS.

- 50-362

e e e N S S N N e S N

4

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

Notice is hereby given that the undersigned attérnéy

herewith enters an appearance in the above entitled matter

on behall of applicant, SOUTHERN CALTFORNIA-EDISON COMPANY.

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2:713, the foJlowing information is

submitted:

1. Name

42} BusineSS'Address

3. Business Telephone
4. Basis of Elipibility
5."Party Represented

6. Addrcoss of Party . o -

Represented

_'DATED: August 25, 1972

David N. Barry, IIT

224”'Wélnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

" (213) 572-1920°

Admission in good standing
to practice before the.

“Supreme Court of California

Southern California Edison

Company

22Ul Walnut Grove Avenue .
Rosemead, California 91770

/s/ David N. Rarry, III

DAVID N. BARRY, IITI




BEFORE THE UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of tho AanJCﬁtlon

of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
and SAN DIEGO GAS & LLECTRIC CONPANY
Tor a Conctruction Permit and a Lla
104 (b) Licenze to Acquire, Pocses

“and Use Two Utilization Fa0111L1e7 as
Parts -of Unit=s Nos. 2 and. 3 of the Sdn
Onofre MNuyeclony Goneratines Stalion of
SOUTHIS K CALLIPORNLA LUlbON COMPANY and
SAN DINGO GAS & LL}UWhLL COMPANY

DOCKET NOS.

0-361

7

N Nt N e N e N N N N S
N

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE
Notice is hereby given. that the und@rsigned attorhey
herew1th enters an appcarance in the above entitled matter
on behalf of applicant, SOUTHFhN CAII}OhNIA EDISON COMPANY .
Purs uant to lO C.F. R § 2. 713, the following 1nformat10n is
submitted: | » A |
1. Name | f R .Robert 7. Cahall

_2;"Business_Address' 224k Wa'lnut. Grove Avenue
_ : : - Rosemead, California 91770

3. Business Telephone (213) 572—1906
4. Basis of Eligibility Admission in good standing
' ' to practice before the

Supreme Couri of California

5. Party Represented ' Southern CﬂlLfornna Edison

Company
6 Addrecs of Party 2004 Walnut Grove Avenue

h(pIC‘OHLOd : Rosemead,: California 91770

DATED Auguot 25, 1972

/s/ Robert J. Cahall
ROBERT J. CAHALL
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BEFORE THE UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Application

of SOUTHERN CALIFOHNIA'EDISON‘COMPANY»
and SAN DIEGO GAS & LLECTRIC COMPANY

DOCKET NOS.

and Usc Two Utilization Facilities as
Parts of Units Nos. 2 and 3 of the San
Onofre Nuclear Generating Station of
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY and

)

)

) o
for a Construction Permit and.a Class ) -
104 (b) License to Acquire, Possess g - 50-362 :

) ' :

)

)

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

)

- ANSWER

Pursuant tp-lo C.F.R. § 2.705. Applicant SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY answers the notice of hearing

published .at"37 Fed. Reg. 16117 on August 10, 1972, as

follows:

1.

Thé.ppsition of Applicant is ‘that the

Application for a construction permit for

* San Onofre Nuclear GeneratingIStatioh, Units

Nos. 2 and 3, should be grahtéd and that, as

a basis therefor; affirmative findings with
respéct to Items 1, 2, 3, and 5, and
negatiye findingp with respect to Item 5,
should be made by'the Director pf Regulation.

Applicant does not controvert the affirmative

- findings with respect to Items'l; 2, 3, and

‘5, or the negative findings with respect to




Item by, under consideration by the

Director of Regulation.

.Applicant proposes to appear and
'present evidence in support of

pissuance of a construction permit and

1n support of affirmat .ve findings

“with respect to Items 3., 2, 3, and .5,

.~ and: negative flndings with respect to
©. . Ttem k. ’

DATED} __ August 25, 1972

o - Y B
ROLLIN E. WCODBURY -
ROBERT J. CAHALL
DAVID N. BARRY, III
-CHARLES R. KOCHER
'KINGSLEY B. HINES

Attorneys for Applicant

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

By /s/ Charles R. Kocher

‘Charles R. Kocher

- Assistant Counsel
Southern California Edison Company
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91770

JR—

ep———r



BEFORE THE UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Application

~of' SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
and SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
for a Construction Permit and a (Class
104 (b)) Tdeonca to Negqulre, Pouscos
and Use Two Ulilization Facilities as

Paris of liniie s, and 3 oof

Onofre Nuclear fieneratin~ Station of
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA LEDISON COMPANY and
SAN DILGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

DOCKET NOS.

< 50-361 >
-50-362

. oL
the San

vvvvvvvvvvv

NOTICE OI' APPEARANCE

Notice is.héreby given that the undersigned-attorney

herewith enters an appcarance in the ‘above entitled matter

on behalf of applicant, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON. COMPANY.

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2.713,
submitted:uv
1. Name

2.,:BusineSS-Address

3. Business Telephone

4. Basis of Eligibility

the following information is

' Kingsley;B.‘Hines.

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

. Rosemead, California 91770

(213) 572-2902

Admission in good standing
to practice before the

Supreme - Court of California

'5."Party Represented

6. Address of Party
- Represented

DATED: August. 25, 1972

Southern California Edison
Company

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

- Nosemead, California 91770

/s/ Kingsley B. Hines

KINGSLEY B. HINES
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

SOUIHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY,

FI AL,
(Sen Onofre Units 2 and 3)

Nt N N

Docket No. 5 362

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of Establishment of Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board dated August 17, 1972 in the captioned matter have
‘been served on the following by deposit in the United States mail,
first class or air mail, this 1Tth day of August 1972:

Micheel Glaser, Esq., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
1150 17th Street, N, W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Mr, Lester Kornblith, Jr.

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board )

U. S. Atomic Fnergy Commission
Washington, D, C. 20545

Dr., Franklin C, Daiber
Department of Biological Sciences
University of Delaware
Newark, Delaware 19711

Dr. Gerard A. Rohlich
Department of Civil
Engineering
University of Texas
Austin, Texas T8T12

. Elizabeth S, Bowers, Esq.
Alternate Chairman

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Martin G. Malsch, Esq.
Regulatory Staff Counsel

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

F. S. Bayley, Esq.

"Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street
Sen Francisco, California 9h10h

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
President and General Counsel’
Southern California Edison Company

P. O. Box 800
224L Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California 91T7TO: .

£
e

Mrs. Phyllis Reuch = .

Sen Clemente Public Library
233 Granadae Street
San Clemente, California 92672

Dr. John M, Heslep, Chief

Environmentel Health and Consumer v
Protection Program

Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley Way

Berkeley, California 9L7OL

oo
P




50-361, 362

Attorney General
State of California
Sacramento, California 9581h

Mr. A. W, Phillips
P, O. Box 943
Culver City, Californis 90230

Mr. Thomas M, Glass, Chairman
Sierra Club, San Diego Chapter
P. 0. Box 525

San Francisco, California 92112

Mr. Steve J. Gadler
2120 Carter Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55108

George Spiegel, Esq.
2600 Virginia Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D, C. 20037

Mrs. Van Fleming

GUARD

25 Montalvo

San Clemente, California 92672

Mr. Frederick Eissler, President

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.
4623 More Mesa Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93105 :

page 2

Mr, Willieam R. Johnson, Secretary
Public Utilities Commission

State of California

California State Building

San Francisco, California 94102

Mr. Trumen Benedict, Superintendent
of Schools and Secretary to the.
Board of Trustees

Capistrano Unified School District

26126 Victoria Boulevard

Capistrano Beach, California 92672

Mr. Kenneth E. Carr, City Manager

City of San Clemente
100 Avenida Presidio

San Clemente, California 92672

Mr. Douglas Yingst
T95A Elvira
Redondo Beach, California 90277

Mrs, John T. Quirk
941 North G. Street:
Oxnard, California 93030

S I

Office of the Secretary oﬁifﬁb Commission

cc: Mr, Glaser
Mr. Malsch
ASIBP
V. Wilson
Reg. Files
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ATOMIC. ENERGY COMMISSION

[Bocket Nos. 50-361 & 50-‘3@7

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

AND ~
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

Estahliéhment of AtomLCZSafety and Licensing Board;i;_

.4Reglster a notlceoffhearlng to consxder the application filed

by the Southern California Edlson Company and San- Dlego Gas

"~ and Electrlc Company for a constructlon permit for the: San

Onofre Generatlng Station, Units 2 and 3. That notice in-

.would be desxgnated at a later date and that notice of lts ”l

'membershlp would be publlshed in the Federal Reglster.

Pursuant to the Atomlc Energy Act of 1954, as amended
the regulatlons in Title 10, Code of Federal Regulatlons,-
Part 2 (Rules of Practlce) and the notice of hearlng referred

to above, notlce is hereby given that the Safety and Llcensing

Dr. Franklln C Dalber and Mr. Michael Glaser, Esq., Chalrman.

as an alternate_quallfled in the conduct of administrative

proceedings

On August 10, 1972, the Commission published in the Federal

dlcated that the Safety and L1cens:ng Board for this proceeding;}‘

alternate and Mrs. Elizabeth S. Bowers Esq., has been designated

- Board in thlS proceeding will ‘consist of Mr, Lester Kornblith, Jr.,

Dr. Gerard A Rohllch has been de81gnated as a technlcally qualified
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As prov1ded in the. notice of hearing, the date and place

of a prehearlng conference and of a hearing w111 be scheduled :

by the Board and will be published in the Federal Regi&cer. o

yL,ﬂ,qj% L
(5 mes R. ¥
“Executive Secretary
Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

~Dated at Washington, D. C. - | zz_
This /7% day“of August 1972 | : .
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NOTICE (_J'_l; OPPORTUNITY FOR

The Atomic Energy
Licensing Board,
Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3, 2 B
California, The time and piace of the hearing
both radiological and environmemal'maﬂers. These
pubushe& on August 11, 1972, -

1. They make make a limited appearance. A
the proceeding, !
have answered 10 the- extent that the quest
by the Atomic Safety and Licensing Boa

. vequested to inform the secretary of the
D. C. 20545,

2, They may petition for leave
proceeding and has a right 1o participate
evidence
Any person whose interest may,
must file a petition tor leave
Commission, S

to intervene:

Bréncﬁ, by SEptember‘“, 1972.
for - leave 0

board

. facility to
Clemente,
pubtished

be kept on file for publ
California.
Orange Coast
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‘August 7, 1972
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STATE OF CALIF,ORNIA'

-~ Mr, W. B. McCool, Secretary
- United States Atomic Energy Comm1351on
“Washington, D C 20545 :

Dear Mp, McCool:

.- We are in receipt. of a recent communlcatlon from you -

addressed to Mr. William W. Dunlop. Please change

your records to show that Mr. William R. Johnson is
now the Secretary of the Callfornla ‘Public Utilities
Comm1531on :

Very truly yours,

. -,‘,’{,M\/ .

| Secretary

JEnclosed*was[thice,Qf Hearing on Application for
- Construction Permits - Docket Nos,

50~361 and 50-362.

DOCKETED
USAES
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‘CALIFORNIA STATE BUILDING

TSAN FRANCISCO CALIF, 94102 -
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

In the Matter of . )

) Docket Nos. 50-361,362
SOUTHERN CLAIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY )
(San Onofre Units 2 and 3) )

CERTIFICATE OF _SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of NOTICE OF HEARING ON APPLICATION FOR
CONSTRUCTION PERMITS dated August 2, 1972 in the captioned matter have

‘been served on the following by deposit in the United States mail, first

class or air mail, this 4th day of August 1972:

Martin G. Malsch, Esq.
Regulatory Staff Counsel

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C.

F. S. Bayley, Esq.

Chickering & Gregory

111 Sutter Street ,

San Prancisco, California - 94104

Rollin E. Woodbury, Esq., Vice
President and General Counsel
Southern California Edison Company

P. 0. Box 800
2244 Walonut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, California . 91770

Mrs. Phyllis Rauch

San Clemente Public Library

233 Granada Street _

San Clemente, California 92672

George $piegel, Esq.
2600 Virginia Avenue, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 20037

Mrs. Van Fleming

GUARD

245 Montalvo-

San Clemente, California 92672

Dr. John M. Heslep, Chief

Environmental Health and Consumer
Protection Program

Department of Public Health

2151 Berkeley Way

Berkeley, California 94704

Attorney General
State of California
Sacramento, California 95814

Mr. A. W. Phillips
P. 0. Box 943
Culver City, California 90230

Mr. Thomas M. Glass, Chairman
Sierra Club, San Diego Chapter
P. 0. Box 525

San Francisco, California. 92112

Mr. Steve J. Gadler
2120 Carter Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55108

Mr. William W. Dunlop, Secretary
Public Utilities Commission
State of California

California State Building

San Francisco, California 94102




50-361, 362

Mr. Truman Beunedict

Superintendent of Schools and
Secretary to the Board of Trustees

Capistrano United School District

26126 Victoria Boulevard

Capistrano Beach, California 92672

Mr. Kenneth E. Carr, City Manager

City of San Clemente

- 100 Avenida Presidio

San Clemente, California

.

page 2

Mr. Douglas Yingst
795A Elvira
Redondo Beach, California 90277

Mr. John T. Quirk

941 North G Street

Oxnard, California 93030

Mr. Prederick Eissler, President

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.

4623 More Mesa Drive

Santa Barbara, California 93105

Fd -
/

R N ,
e > 3
‘7//{ /j( L-"’,,f"-’ [ el A A”f ol e

Offég@ of the Secretary of the Commigslon

cc: Mr. Malsch
ASLBP
V. Wilson
Reg. Files
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'SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA FDISON COMPANY '
‘SAN DIEGO GAS & ELFCTRIC LOMPANY

" (San Onofre Nuclear‘Generatlng

OLKET NUMHkR )
2R0D. &um t&L. )c\ 40| %L
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USRS

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA _
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION .

In the Matter of

_Docket Nos. 50-361
~.and 50-362

Nt S Nt N o Nt N -

Station, Units 2 and 3

NOTICE OF HEARING ON APPLICATION
FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMITS

Pursuanu to the-Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the regulatlons 1n Title 10 Code of Federal Regulatlons Péri SO ”Licen;ing
of Productlon and Utlllzation Facilitles,f and Part 2 "Rules of Practice,"
notlce is heteby glven that a hearing will be.held at a time and place to be
set 1n the future by an. Atomlc Safety and L1cens1ng ﬁoard (Board),'to consider
the aplecatlon filgd under”the Act by the Southern Célifornia Edison Company

andIthé San Diego Gas and Electric Company (the‘épplicadts), for construction

. permits for two pressurized water:nuclear reactors designated as the San

Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3 (the facilities), each of
which is designed.for‘initial operation'at approximately'3390 thermal megawatts

w1th a net e1ectr1ca1 output of approximately 1140 megawatts The proposed

»fac1liL1es are ‘to be located at the appllcants site at Camp Pendleton, San:

Diego County, Callfornla.




VThe Board will be designated,by'the Atonic Energy Comnission (Cohmission).
Notice as to its membership will be published in the FEDFPAL RFFIS ER.

The date and place of a prehearing conference and of the hearing w1ll
be set by the Board. 1In setting these dates due regard w1ll be had for the
the convenience and nece531ty of the parties or their representatives, as
well as of the Board members. Notices of the dateSfand places of the prehearing
conference.and the hearing nill be published in the FEDERAL RFGISTFR

Upon receipt of a favorable report prepared by the Adv1sory Committee
on Reactor Safeguards and upon completion by the Commission's regulatory staff
of a favorab}e safetydevaluation of the application and.an environmental review,
‘the Director of Regulation will consider making affirmative~findings on Items
1-3, a negative findlng on Item 4, and an affirmative finding on Item 5
specified below as a basis for the . issuance of construction permits to ‘the
applicants.

Issues Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended

l.u Whether in accordance with the provisions of_IO CFR §50.35(a)l.
.(a) The applicants have - described the proposed design of the fac1lities
including, but not limited to, the pr1nc1pal architectural and
‘ engineering criteria for the de51gn, and has 1dentif1ed the ma jor
features or components incorporated therein'for-the protection'of
the.health and,safety'of the public;. |
(b) Such further technical or de51gn 1nformat10n as may be required.to

complete the safety analysis,and which can reasonably be left for




-

later consideration, will be supplied in the final safety analysis
’ . ) : ' .'.' B

. report;

(c) .Safety_featureslor components, if any, which reeuire research and
development have been aescribed_by'thevapplicénrs and the applicants
have‘identified; end there'Will be conducted, a researchAand develop-
ment program'reesonably designed tc”resolve'any:safety questionS‘

. asSQCiatedlwithIeuch'features or'cémppne“ts; énd

(d) On the basis of the foregOing, fherepis.reasonabie aSsurance’thatk

(1) such safety questioﬁs'wiii‘be satisfactorily,reéclved at or

before the latest date stated in the application for completion
/ i : :

of construction of the proposed fecilities; and (iii'takingiinto
consideration the sire criteria COntained in 10 CFR Part 100, the
proposed facilities'can pe ccnstrucred aﬁd operated atuthe propcsed
location without undue risk to. the health and safety of the public.
2. Wherher_the_app1icant isptechnica}lyvquelifietho:design and construct
the\propcsed facilitiee;f .
v 3. Whether the'applicaut.is;finapcially;qUalified toidesigniaud construct
the proposed facilities; and. | | |
4. Whether the issuqnce:of permite for construction of the:facilitiee wiil
be 1nimica1 to the‘common defepSe éne security cr to che health aud
safety_of the:pUblic, | |

Issue Pursuant to Vatlonal Env1ronmenta1 P011cy Act of 1969 (NEPA)

5. Whether, in accordance with the requirements of Appendlx D of 10 CFR

Part: 50, the construction permits should be 1ssued as proposed




In the event that this proceedlng 1s.not a contesteJ proceeding,.as
defined by 10 CPR §2. 4(n) of the Comm1531on s rRules of Practicc;"vthe s0ard -
w111 (1 without conducting a de novo review of the application, con31der
and deternlne the issues of whether‘the applicetion ‘and the reCOrd‘of_the
proceeding contein‘eufficient.information, endtthevreuieu”of_the.Commiesionis’
reguletory staff has beenAadequate,;to eunhort thedfindinée orooosed to he
made by the Director of Reguiation,on Itemsf1-4 ahove;.end‘to'SUpport; insofer
as the Commission's licensing requireﬁents.under;the Act‘ere concerned, the
conetruction permitS-propoeed to be.ieeued by the Director of Regulationj
and (2) detefmine whether the environmentel review conducted-by'the CommissiOn's
regulatory staff pursuant to Appendix D of 10 CFR Part. 50 ‘has been adequate. .

In the event that thls proceedlng becomes a contested proceeding, the
Board wiil.dec1de anyumattere_inlcontroversy among-the,perties'and consider
and initieily decidedes issues_in_this prOCeeding, Items i-$~aboye as a basis
for.determining whether theconetruction permitejehould-be-issued to the
Eapplicante. ' |

With respect to'the Commission’s resooneibilitiesuunder NEPA,vand -

h regardlebs of whether the proceeding is contested or uncontested the Board -
| will, in accordance w1th section A 11 of Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50
>(1) detennine whether the requirements of sectlon 102(2)(C) and (D) of,NEPA
and Appendix,D:of_lQ;CER_Pert %O‘heve beenvcompiied_with>in/this proceeding;

(2):independently conSiderﬂthevfineljbelence'among'conflicting'factors contained




in the record of the proceeding with a v1ew to determlhlng the approprlate
actlon to be taken; and (3) determlne whether the constructlon p-rﬂlts should
be'granted denled, or . appropriately condltloned to protect env1ronmental values.

~ The appllcatlon for constructiOn_permits, the applieants' Environmental
Report-and'Supplemental EnVironmental_Report,‘and,_as.they become available,
the report df the-Commissionls Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, the
" proposed construction permits, thevapplicants' summary'of the application,
the Safety Evaluation by the Commission's regulatory staff ‘the Commission's
Draft and Final Env1ronmental Statements, and the transcrlpts of the p ehearing
conference and of the hearing will be placed in the Comm1351on s Public
DocumentiRoom, l7l7 H Street, N W., Washlngton, D. C., where they will be
avallable for 1nspect10n by ‘members of the publlc.

Copies of those documents will also be made avallable at the San

Clemente Public lerary, 233 Granada Street, San Clemente, Callfornla for
inspection by members of the publlc between the hours of . 10:00 A M. and
9:00 P. M. on Monday through Thursday, and between the hours of 10:00 A.M.
and 5:00 p, M on,Frlday and Saturday. Copies of the appllcants Env1ronmental
Report and Supplemental Env1ronmenta1 Report (to the extent of supply), and,
when avallable,.the ACRSAreport, the regulatory Staff's.Safety Evaluation and
the Draft -and Final Env1ronmental Statements may be obtalned by request to
the United States Atomic Energy Commlssion, Washlngton D. C. 20545,

Attent1on,__Deputy‘Director for-Reactor Projects, Dirthorate of Licensing.



Any person who w15hes to nake an- oral or’ wrltten statement tn thrs
proceedlng settlng forth hlS pesatlon on.the issues specxtled but who does.i
not wish tn'file a petitibn.fnr'leaVe to»interyene; mayzrequest.nerntssrqn
to”make a.limited appearancevpnrehanthtnrthe‘pr0visiene ot 10 SfR.§2.715h-
‘of:the Commiésion's "Rules oﬁAPraetice.ﬁ' Lrnited appearaneee nill>be nernitted.
at the time of the'hearihg at the'discretion-ef'the BdardQ ‘Persdneldesiring
to make a limited appearance are requeeted to 1nform the Secretary of the
Comm1531on, Un1ted States Atom1c Energy Comm13510n, Washlngton, D. ‘C. 20545
not later than- th1rty (30) days from the date of publlcatlon of this notlce'
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. | |

hAny persbnSWhose interest may he affected,by_thefprneeeding, who qogg
not wish tq make a limited appearanee andfnho.n;shes_to'pérticipate_as a party
in the»pr0ceedingimnst file_a petitionSforbleave to interyene, - |

- Petitions for leave to.intervene; phrsuant'to the‘prOViéions nf‘lO
CFR 82. 714 of the Commiss1on s "Rules of Practice,' muSt'he receiVed in»the
Offlce of the. Secretary of the Comm1531on Unlted States Atomlc Energy
Cqmm1351on, Washington,nD.,C.:>20545,,Attenttpn;fvphief,xpublic ProCeedings
Braneh;'prgthe Commission;s:deiichDocnment:Rdoﬁ,_1717.h Street,.N.bw;,:.
Washingtnn,,ﬁ.‘ct,-not later than‘thirty,(30)5dayé fron:the'datehof nublication
of this noticefin'the FEDERAL,REGISTER.:uThelpetition‘shallhéét_fbrth the |

1nterest of the petltioner 1n the proceedlng, how that 1nterest may be

”affected by Comm1551on action and the contentlons of the petltloner in




-may be filed by mail or telegram addressed to the Secretary of the Commission

reasonably'specific detail. A petition which sets forth cuntcntions l(lllinh
only to matters outside the CommisSion s.Jurisdiction will. be denied A
petition for leave to interyene which is not timely w111 be denied unless,-
in accordance w1th 10 CFR §2 714 the petitioner shows good cause for tailure
to file it on time.. | |

A person permitted to:intervene becomes a party to the proceeding and may
examine and cross-examine witnesses. A person permitted to make a limited

appearance does not become a party, but may state his . position and raise

: questions which he would like to have answered to the'extent that the questions

are within tHe scope of the hearing as speCified in the issues set out above.
A member of the public does not have the right to participate unless he has

been granted the right_to intervene ssla party>orathe right of limited

: appearance,fi

An .answer to this notice, pursuant to the prOVisions of lO CFR §2 705.
of the CommiSSion s "Rules of Practice," must be filed by the applicants

not.. later than twenty (20) days from the date of publication of this -notice

. in the FEDERAL REGISTER.: Papers required to be filed in this proceeding

3.

- United States Atomic Energy CommiSSion Washington, D. C. 20545 Attention

Chief Public Proceedings Branch or may be filed by delivery to the

Commi331on s Public Document Room 1717 H Street N. W., Washington D. C



-8 -

'Pending‘£urtheriordefvof the Board,_partiee'arelrequired to file,

pursuant. to the provisions of 10 CFR §2.708 of the Commission's "Rules of
' Practice," an original and twenty confbrmed copies of each such paper with

“the Commission.

With respect to this proceeding,bfhe Cohmissidn will'délegéte to an

Atomic Safety and.Liéensing Appeal 3oard the authority and the review function

which would otherwise be exercised and performed by the Commission. The

* Commission will establish the Appeai Joard pursuant to IOSCFR 82.785 of the

Commission's "Ruleé_of Practice," andeill make the delegation pursuant to
subpa:agrapH (a) (1) of that section. The”AppealjBoard_will;be composed of

a chairman, an gssistént chairman, Dr. John Buck, with a third member to

'be,deéignated by the Commission. Notice of the_Appeal.ﬁoérdfs memBership

will be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

_ w.-B;_McCool
Secretary of the Commission

Dated at Germantown, Maryland
this. 2nd day of AuguSt' 1972.
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LU AL BCHNGE R .. ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FREDERICK F. EICHHORN, JR, - 5243 HOHMAN AVENUE . -

JOSEPH T. MOARROW : : TELERHONE

WOLIAM L EICH IO R HAMMOND, INDIANA - 931-0560

B 46320 - ) "ARES CODE 219

CAAMES L HAGY ‘ .

RICHARD W, JOHNSON Lo .

DAVID C. JENSEN e June 27 ’ 1972

. -

Mr. David Dinsmore Comey

Director of Environmental Research ‘
Businessmén for the Public Interest {
_ Suite 1001 ' >

© 109 North Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois

Mx. kdward W. Osann, Jr.
Wolfe, Hubbard, Leydig,
Voit & Osann, Ltd.

. One North LaSalle Street

Chicago, Illinois
Re: Bailly Nuclear I - Discovery
Gentlenen:

This will confirm my phone conference with both of you during
the past two (2) weeks regarding the inspection of the Northern
~Indiana Public Service Company (NIPSCO) documents.

It is my understanding that Mr. Comey and an engineer will be
present at 10:00 a.m. on June 28 at the NIPSCO Gary Offices for

the purpose of inspecting and reproducing certain NIPSCO documents.
~As I advised in our phone conferences, a working space will be
provided for you and reproduction facilities will be‘ available.

Pursuant to our agreement at the Pre-liearing Conference held on
May 9, letter or legal size pages will be reproduced for you at
the rate of $0.06 per page. Large prints in the nature of blue-
prints will be reproduced at the rate of $0.43 per print and
smaller prints at the rate of $0.15 per print. ‘NIPSCO would
expect to receive payment for all documents reproduced before
those documents are released to you. . : ' ‘

Additionally, I want to confirm the several conferences that I
have had with cach of you to the effect that we have had the
documents pertaining to the issues of contentions available
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SCHROER, EICHHORN & MORROW

‘Mr.. David Dinsmore Comey '~

plrector of Favironmental Rescarch
Businessmen for the Public Interest

Mr. Edward W. Osann, Jr.
Wolfe, Hubbard, Leydig, : _
Voit & Osann, Ltd. Page 2 June 27, 1972

'for,yOur inspection since May 15 pursuant to the agreément that
» we made at the Pre-Hearing Conference held on May 9 (see Tr.

' 68--Tr. P. 69). The remainder of the schedule for discovery
as set forth at the Pre-Hearilig Conference was that you were
to examine the NIPSCO records pertaining to the issues in contontlon
between May 15 and May 22 and that on or before May 22, you
would furnish to NIPSCO a letter identifying partlcular documents
related to the issues in contention which you desired us to
make available. "Thereafter, you were to furnish us with the.
major portions of your Interrogatories by June 12 with the remaining
Interrogatories to be furnlshed no later than June 26 (see Tr.
P. 69~--Tr. P. 70). :

NIPSCO's files were available for your inspection on May 15; how-
ever, because of other committments, you were unable to come to
Gary to examine those documents and on May 23 you sent a letter to

‘Mr. Lowenstein in Washington with a request for production of

an extensive list of documents attached thereto. Because of

the delays in mail service between Chicago and Washington and
Washington and Hammond, this list of. documents was not received

by NIPSCO in Hammond until May 30. None the less, on June 16,

I advised you that all of the documents contained in your list

of May 23 as modified by our phone conferences thereafter were
available for your ingpection and reproduction. A list of those
documents with the number of paqes contained in each was forwarded

©_to you on that date.

"?We WOuld'not éxpect that your  failure to take advantage of the
‘discovery which the Applicant has made available to you in

accordance with the Pre-learing agreement of May 9 to be cause

'”-fo/ delaying any hearlng date which the Board may set. Let me

assure you that NIPSCO is willing to cooperate to the fullest

extent in order to complete the discovery procedures in this

matter and - procecd to the hearing stage at the earliest possible

1;datp
- Yours very truly,
Q,CHRQJR ETCHIHORN & MORROW
;: 2 7AJ,LMMJ 3(,/ /C/ "—’J/IL‘/M )
BT . T William H. Eichhorn
‘\!Ul,/dqq . ;
cc: All Parties of Recoxd I

and the Board R



