Docket Noa. 50-275

and 50-323 JAN 23 1974

APPLICANT: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECIRIC COMPANY (PGSE)
_FACILITY: ° DIABLO CANYON UNITS 1 AND 2

SUMIARY OF MEETING HELD WITH POTENTIAL DIABLO CANYON INTERVENORS
IN SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA

A meeting with potential intervenors on the Diablo Canyon operating license
application vas held December 18, 1973 at the Veterans Memorial Building
in San Luis Obispo. The purpose of the meeting was to allow the potential
intervenors to communicate directly to the staff their concerns regarding
the application by PGEE to operate Units 1 and 2 of the Diablo Canyon
Nuclear Plant.

The notice of opportunity for hearing on this application expired on
November 19, 1973; as of this date, four petitions to intervene and one
request for a limited appearance had been received. These petitions
were submitted by the following groups and/or individuals~

1. Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference, Inc. of Sam:a Barbara,
~ California;’ v

2. Elizabeth E. Apfelberg and Sandra A. Silver, both as individusls.
and as repreaent:ativea of the San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peack;

3. John J. Forxster and Lonnie Valentine, both as individuals and as
representatives of the Ecology Action Club of Califormia Polytechnic
State Univexrsity in San Luis obispo,

4. People of the State of California and the Public Utilities Commission
of the State of california; . .

5. Bruce Patrovsky, representing the Sierra Dlub (Limited Appearance).

Of the five listed above, only Scenic Shoreline was not represented at
the meeting. The staff was represented by the Licensing and Environmental
Project Managers, the Light Water Reactors Branch Chief in whose branch .
the safety review is being conducted, and the Office of General Counsel
attorney assigned to this case. A complete list of attendees is given

in Enclosure No. 1.
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The LPM openad the mecting by diacussing the purpoge of the meeting,

and indicating that the staff was herc to considor and understand the
concerns of the potontial intervenors in order to attempt to incorporate
these concerns into our raview process. The structura of the Regulatory
Organization was discussed briefly, 'and the mechanics and procedures of
the actual review process were outlined. The EPM summarized the status
of the environmeutal raview to date. '

At this point representatives of the potential 1ntervcnora agked geveral
questions regarding the form and substance of their petitions to intervena.
1he petitions of groups i, 2, and 3 listed previously had recently baen
denied by the Board (sea Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Order dated
December 14, 1973), but these groups were allowed an additional 30 days

to submit amendad petitions. Most of the quaestions concerned the statement
of particularity and interest in: the petions, and were addressed by

Mr. chandler of 0GC. 'The wechunics of prehearing conferences and hearings
were also discussed at this tiwme. ‘

Bafore discussing dpacific contentione that had been expreaeed in the
patitions, dgeveral miscellaneous items or concerns were raised by the
potencial 1ntervenora.

1. Availability of Regulationa in the Local Document Room

They would like to dee & complete set of the applicable parts of the
Code of Federal Regulations in the local public document room. The
LPM indicated that the Regulations were not routinely sent to the
local PDRs but that we would provide copies of the appropriate parts
upon request. . .

2. Inspaction of Diatlo banyon ?écilities

Saveral persons indicated tha desire to tour the Diablo Canyon plant.
The ataff replied that this watter should be addressed directly to.
PGSE. Mr. Chandler of 0GGC added that parties to a hearing often
ingpact the plant as a group with the Hearing Board.

3. Receiving of Nuclear Fual

They would like to be informed when initial £uel shipments will be
raceived at the site. ,

4. Interim Ogcrating Licensegsz Lo N

The potential intervenors were concerned that PG&E could obtain an
interim low-powdr oparating licensae before all gafety concerns had
beemroddressed—the—concern—was—that-this—would—pive—them—a—foot
orricep [in..tha. daor!!. towaxd..obtaindng a full power licensa, Mhere vas

congiderable diecussionvnséto whether sgeclfic contentions in the

spmume$ patitions _had.te.apply.to firactional as a1l as full power operation.
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.
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6.

* .

8.

The

23 T JAK 23 1974

Generic Safety Iosues

Saveral persons expressed theiy opinions that it wag. improper for the
AEC to treat certain safety concerns, e.g., ECCS criteria, in a generic
rulemaking heaxing, and not allow them as contentions on specific
planta. The gtaff replied that it was tho comnission's position that
ths concentration of exportisé from anll sides, i.a., ARG, vendors,
intervenors, in a single hearing provided for the wost in-depth and
complete discusoion of -the issues at hand.

El

offchore Faults

Serioug concerns were expressed regarding the faulting near Diablo
Canyon that was discovered during recent offshore geologic wapping
performed by USGS. A request was made that the USGS report be made
davailsble to everyones as goon ag it is published.

" Accelerations at Site due to Potentidl Rarthquakes

A genaral concern expressed was that the analytical wodels in the
codes used to calculate dccaleration at the aite are not up to date,

and thdat. acceleratiop factors could ba achleved that are greater than

those specified by PGSE for the safs shutdovm earthquake.

prehearing Conferences and Hearings .

The potential intervenors indicated a strong preference that all
prehearing conferences and the hearing should be held in San Luis
Obispo. Tha staff replied that this would depend upon the Atomic
Safoty dnd Liconsing Board, but that this would most likely ba the
caga.

remainder of the meeting was devoted to discussion of specific contentions

raiged in the petitions of Apfelberg and Silver (Mothers for Peace), and
Forster & Valentine (Ecology Action Club of Cal. Poly. ). A summary of the
wore significant items discussed is given baelow: W

1.

Lack of Specific Evncuation Plans for the Town of San Luis obispo

Regarding this item, the ataff 1ndicated that PGEE has made arranbements
with the County Sheriff's Office to coordinate any evacuation of ‘the
town that is required. This information is stated in Chapter 13 of

the FSAR. ! .
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2.

' clearly understood, and that this phenomenon has not been properly .

3,

5.

6.

Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA)

Opinions were expressed that a LOCA could initiate a chain of .events
which would result in releases of large amounts of radioactivity to
the surroundings. Also, it was felt that fuel densification is niot
related to- the current Eccs criteria. .

Environmental Impact of a Clasgs 9 Accidant v B '

The potential intervenors felt strongly that the staff or PG&E should
perform this type of analysis: ‘The ataff replied that we do not
require this type of analysis because the probability of such an
accident occurring ig so swall that ‘the environmental risk is
extremely low (see Federal Register, Volume 36, page 22,852 -
December 1, 1971). ,

Deficienciea in Final Environmental Statement

The staff's Final Environwental Statement on Diablo Canyon Units 1
and 2 was cited as being deficient in the following area8°

a. The Diablo Canyon Plant as a growth inducing factor was not
properly addreseed' ‘ ;

b. Biological effects of 1ow level radiation were not sufficiently
" studied; they questioned whether the plant WOuld meet proposad
Appendix I;
C. Effecte of thermal pdllution were not properly studied;

d. Alternative energy ssurces have not been examined in sufficient
detail. -

Prica-Anderson Act

Concerns were expressed regarding the fact that this legislation will
expire in 1977; the question was also raised as to whether the act
would provide sufficient indemnification in the event of a serious
nuclear accident.

Transportation of Nuclear Fuel

Several parsons expressed concern about the possible adverse affects
on San Luis Obispo County of the tranaportation of nuclear fuel

‘through the County.
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8.

9.

10.

11.

JAN R 3 1974

Industrial Security

The discussion centered on non~-accidental risks to which the plant
may be subjected; the increase in terrorist activities around the
woxld was viewed as a real threat to gafe operation of the plant,

Storage and DiSposal of Nuclear Wasgtes

Several peraoﬂn’raised quastions about the temporary storage of wastes
at the plant site as well d4s the long term storage and diaposal at
some permanent site. They do not feel that this problem has been
sufficiently solved to allow the generation of additional nuclear
wastes.,

Nuclear Plant Raliability

A recent Wall Streat Journal article was quoted as questioning the
reliability of nuclear plants.

Indepondent Monitoring of Plant Activities

Once plant startup hds occurred, the potential intervenors would

like to gee someone independent of PG&E in residence at' the plant

to verify that all abnormal occurraences and releases of radiation

are fully disclosed. A suggestion was wade that someone from tha v
San Luig Obispo Public Health Department could fill this position.

Popuiation Density Requirements for Plant Siting

Several persons felt that the AEC, by allowing the plant to be located
in a fairly remote area, was willing to sacrifice a few people in

the event of a merious plant accident. The staff stressed that

siting criteria from a population standpoint were related to being
able to evacuata the areas near the plant aa quickly as posaible

_if this should be required.

The weeting ended about 7:00 p.m., with all iteme of concern to the intervenors
having been covevred. fThe discussions were frank and informal, with both
potontial intervenors and staff in agreewment that the weating had been

worthwhila. The gtaff agreed to contact Mr. Elssler, president of the
Scenic Shoreline organization, to discuass the possibility of a similar
meeting with representatives of this group at a later date.

Thomas J. Hirons

Light Yater Reactora Group 1-3 «
orFices | LaTHR..1=3 L:EP Directofa;e'of Licensing 7,
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ENCLOSURE NO. 1

ATTENDANCE LIST

POTENTIAL INTERVENORS

‘San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace

Elizabeth E. Apfelberg
Sandra A. Silver

-~

Ecology Action Club - Cal. Poly.

John J. Forster
Lonnie Valentine

State of California - Public Utilities Commission

Andrew J. Skaff

Sierra Club

Bruce Patrovsky e

AEC - STAFF

Lawrence J. Chandlex (Office of General Counsel)
Robert A. Cushman (Environmental Project Manager)
Karl R. Goller (Branch Chief, LWR Group 1-3)

Thomas J. Hirons (Licensing Project Manager)

AEC - SAN FRANCISCO OPERATIONS OFFICE

Hank Bowden (Public Information Representative)

INTERESTED CITIZENS

Mabel BRarnes

Freddie Raye

Gordon Silver

Saundra Trice .






