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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

September 1, 1978

lELL M

Ms. Janet Kourakis, Consultant
1577 Tanglewood Dr.
San Luis Obispo," California 93401

Dear Ms. Kourakis:

Your letter on <ibehalf of the San Luis Obispo League of Women Voters,
dated July 31, 1978 has 'been referred to me for reply. The possible
siting of a LNG terminal near to the Diablo Canyon nuclear power plant,
as you know, may constitute new information in the sense that no such
proposal existed at the time that the notice of hearing was issued.
Such possibility does constitute an issue which may be considered by
a L'icensing Board if brought before it in a proper manner. Present
parties to the licensing action could, if they so desi red, submit a
proposed contention to the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (Licensing
Board) concerning the co-location of sites. The Licensing Board would
then hold a limited form of hearing on whether to admit the contention,
or request briefs from all parties supporting or opposing such a contention.
In the present case, the NRC Staff has brought to the attention of the
Licensing Board the possibili ty of such a terminal being sited at
Rattlesnake Canyon. The Staff will continue to keep the Licensing Board
abreast of developments in this issue. You should note, however, that
the California Public Utilities Commission has recently approved the
siting of the California LNG terminal proposed by Western LNG Terminal,
Incorporated, at the Point Conception site north of Santa Barbara.
Thus, absent a reconsideration of this decision, it would appear that
the issue of LNG terminal siting is moot as respects the Diablo Canyon
proceeding.

Untimely petitions to intervene, such as might be filed at this time,
will not be entertained by the Licensing Board unless a determination
is made by that Board that the petition should be granted based upon
the following factors:

1. 'the good cause, if any, for failure to file on time;

2. the availability of other means whereby the petitioner's

interest will be protected;

3. the extent to which petitioner's participation may reasonably

be expected to assist the Board by developing a sound record;
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4. the extent to which the petitioner's interests may be

represented by existing parties to the proceeding; and
I

5. the extent to which the petitioner's participation will

broaden the issues or delay the proceeding.

These factors are set forth in the Com"ifssfon's Rules of Practice, and
I am sending you an excerpt of those rules containing the appropriate
portions for your general assistance. Persons who are not admitted as
a party, however, such as the League of >forren Voters, or yourself, are
in the discretion of the presiding officer permitted to make a limited
appearance,(i.e., oral or written statements of position on the issues)
at any session of the hearing or any prehearing conference, within such
limits as may be imposed by the presiding officer. The Licensing Board
Chairman, Elizabeth S. Bowers, has set aside the first two days of the
upcoming hearings, December 4.and 5, 1978, for limited appearances in
the nature of oral statements not to exceed five rofnutes by each person.
Wrftten statements without limitation on length may also be submitted
to the Board for consideration. The location of that hearing will be
announced in a subsequent Board Order, but it will be in the San Luis
Obi.spo area.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) currently has no role whatever
in the FERC's hearings on LNG siting which are being conducted by
Administrative Law Judge Gordon.

'"
E@ ghe NRC Lfcansing Board in the Hope Creek case'has entered a final decision.
I am enclosing a copy of it. However, the case fs presently pending
before an Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board, which held oral
argument in the case on August 16, 1978. At such time as they reach
thei r decision on appeal, I will be happy to forward a copy to you.
Please advise me if I can be of any further assistance in this matter.

Enclosure as Stated

Sincerely,

Richard J. Goddard
Counsel for NRC Staff
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July 31, 1978

Harold R. Denton, Director
Division of Site Safety and

Environmental Analysis
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
>lashington, D.C. 20555

Re: Site selection for
LMG terminal in California

Dear Yw. Denton:

Mr. Allison suggested we write to you including a list
of all questions from previous letters to the NRC which have
not been answered and any additional questions we might have
concerning the possible siting of an lZG terminal at Rattlesnake
Canyon and its potential implications for the licensing and
safe function of'Diablo Canyon nuclear plant. )Ie are enclosing
such a list and would appreciate hearing from-you: or Mr.
Allison concerning these questions.

Ne would like to be kept informed of further developments
with respect to LNG siting at Rattlesnake Canyon and Diablo
Canyon nuclear plant licensing. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Kourakis, Consultant
1577 Tanglewood'Dr.
San luis Obispo, Ca. 93401

cc: Richard. Goddard, NRC





TO: NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

PROM: LEAGUE OF MOMZN VOTERS, SAN IUIS OBISPO COUNTY

SUBJECT: QUESTIONS ON LNG TERMINAL/DIABLOCANYON NUCLEAR PLANT

DATE: JULY 31, 1978

NRC Lic'ensin Procedures (see enclosed newsarticle)

1. Mhat are the ground rules for amending and. expanding
issues being considered before the Iicensing Hoard because of
new'nformation'?

2. Mhat is the criteria for ruling on late petitions to
participate in a proceeding (pet.tion to intervene)'?

3. Mhat-provisions are there .for persons or organizations
who have not partic'pated in licensing proceedings to appear
in the appeal process as a "friend of the court "?

4. How do the above categories of participation apply to
the licensing of Diab3.o Canyon nuclear plant particularly with
respect to the siting of an LNG terminal at Rattlesnake Canyon?

5. Could we have copies of any forms and/or applications
necessary for the above categor'es of participation and any
other procedural information, including deadlines, we need
to know in order to persue the question of LNG/Diablo Canyon
licensing?

Mater Exchan e System

6. Because. the California Coastal Commission recommended
, a water exchange system between an ING facility and a nuclear
plant to mitigate adverse effects on marine resources, we
would apprecia e any information on such a system, such as'.
basic design, reliability, safety implica.ions, etc.

Federal Zner Re ulator Commission

7. Me note that the proximity of Rattlesnake Canyon to
Diablo Canyon nuclear plant was not discussed in detail in the
FERC's DEIS excep't in relation to the water exchange system.
Mhat is the role of the NRC in the FERC's hearings on LNG
siting currently being conducted by Administrative Judge Gordon'

Ho e Creek Appeal

8. Has the NRC Licensing Board, reached a final resolution
on the Hope Creek Appeal? If so could we have a copy of their
re'port?
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The Nuclear Regulatory

Commission is amending
its regulations to further
improve the effectiveness
and efficiency of public and

'tate and local government
participation in its licens-
ing proceedings, the com-
mission says.

The changes are based
on experience with a
comprehe'naive revision in
1972 of the commission's
"Rules of Practice" and
reflect the commission's
determination to provide

. adequate opportunity for
consideration of public
views while, at the same
time, making licensing de-
cisions in a timely manner.

rules for amending and
expanding the issues being
considered because of new
information, and clarifying
the criteria for ruling on
late petitions to participate
in a proceeding (petitions to
intervene);

(4) Providing specific
authority for Licensing
Boards to consolidate two
or moro licensing proceed-
ings; and

(6) Providing for persons
or organizations which have
not participated in the
licensing proceeding to
take part in the commis-
sion's appeal process by
appearing as a "friend of
the court" before the
Commission's Appeal
Board or the Commission
itself.

Changes designed to
improve coordination with
state and local govern-
ments include:

(1) Extending to inter-
ested counties, municipali-
ties or their agencies, the
provision which allows
interested states to partici-

The amendments of Part
2 of NRC regulations have
been published in the
Federal register on April
26, 1978, to be effective on
May 26.

(

H.aged ke
pate in licensing heaHngs
without taking a position on
the issues, and

(2) Providing specific
'uthorityto the commis-

sion's Licensing Boards to
hold joint public hearings
with states and other
federal agencies on matters
of concurrent jurisdiction,

Changes designed to
improve public participa-
tion include:

(1) Extending the time
for public participants
(intervenors) in a licensing

'roceeding to deflne the
issues which they wish to
have considered;
~ (2) Providing for limited
hppearances (an oral or
written statement of the
views of an individual who
is not an intervenor) to be
heard at prehearing confer-

"ences as well as at
the'eginningof the eviden-

tiary hearing which comes
at a later. time in the
proceeding;

(3) Providing ground



0



LEgPIjE OF WOMEN. V+TERS
0 F S A N I. U I S 0 8 I.S P 0, C A L I F 0 R N I A

July 31, 1978

Mr. Richard, J. Goddard
Counsel for NRC Staff
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Re: IZG Terminal in California
Dear Mr. Goddard.:

Thank you for your letter of June 5. '<e would appreciate
your continued .".elp in this matter and would like to receive
copies of any pertinent material on ING!nuclear power plant
proximity. In particular we would apprec"'ate a copy of safety
evaluations and. staff reports when hearings resume in thePall.

Ve understand that .he Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe-
'guards issued a report recommending licensing of Diablo Canyon
nuclear plant released earlier this month. Ne would appreciate
receiving a copy o this report. Thank you.

k

Sincerely,

Janet Kourakis, Consultant
1577 Tanglewood Dr.
San tuis Obispo, .Ca. 93401

cc: Mr. Denton
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