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* pilice of m'S::‘Int;'-'.f! ’ i . N L |
e UNITED. STATES OF, AMERICA .

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION C

In the Matter ! . . i
PACIFIC GAS AID LLECTRIC COMPANY y " Docket No, 50~323

(Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power
Plant) -

‘PETITION POR INTﬁRVENﬂION

Soenic Shoréline Pre;ervefion Coni‘erence9 Inc., herein
referred to as the Conference, and Prederlck Tisslier,
hereln referred to as Dlssler, hereby petltlon the |
‘Commission for leave to 1n§ervene in the above referenced natter.
oA, kThe interest-of the petitioners is as follows:
T 1. The Conference is a conservation organizetioca o
concerned w1th the proper protectlon ano utllizatxon of
the coastllnes and assoc1ated ecoloblcal resources S0 as to
;protect the health, safety and welfare of’ citizenc- Among
the members of the conference are'reSLdents of San tuis
. Obispo County, site of the proposed plant. |
|‘2~ Frederlck Dlssler is a re51dent of Santa
Barbara County, and lives- downwlnd from the rroposed plant,
.He is concerned about the potent*al effects of the plant

on ‘the health and safety of hlmself his fanlly and his
community, as well as the potential effects: of the plant

on the ecoloby and marine resources of the central Califoraia

coastllne.,g






¥

N

e
3. The petltloners have a contlﬁulng and long-

standing interest. in the Diablo prOposals as . legal par-

1cxpants in the hearings of bhe Public Utilltlos Commlssion,

tate of Call*ornia, on both Appllcatlon No. 49051
:(Dlablo No. 1) and Appllcatlon 50025, .and as 1nterveners

in the Atomic Energy Commission hearlnb, Docket No° 50-275 °
(Diablo No. 1. | ‘ '

B, The granting of the Constructlon Permit by the
Atomic Enexgy Commissmon would affect the petitloners
‘interests by permlttlng the creatmon of a real and potential
source of radioactive contamlnatlon whlch could render wide

areas of land and ocean unfit for habitation oxr.. cultxva-
tlon_-ang ¢ould have a severe adverse efféct on ecological
resources. Further, the proposed constructlon would create
vndue risk to thc psychological and physical well-being

of the public residing or. v1sit1ng near or down wind of
the proposed planb, 1nclud1nb members. of the Confercnce
and petlt;oner(Elssler‘and his family. Pailure by the
- A‘omic Edergy'Comwisoion to gréﬁt this Yetition to Intervens
would dany the petlbioners themr constltutlonal right
to petition their government for redress of grievances
'since they have no other plain, Speedy;or adequate remedy
in the course of law. '

C.. The petitioners contend that the magimum inventory
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peOple, Wlldllfe and property over a ulde raalus' thats

the perm1531ble levels of raoloactlve wastes veJeaseﬂ
- .,.,ﬁ .

'durlng normal operatlons of the nuclear power, plant would

create real and potentlal hazards 0 people, wildlife, and

property.over wide areas~,that the psybhological aAsSV&CES
of the presence of real and potentmal harards associabed

w1th rad:oactive contanlnatlon would cauvse tho public to

deny themselves access to -and enaoyment oi property,

recreatlon values and scenlc beauty in areas and communitics

near “the prOposed reactor' that the storage, transportation
and dlsposal of the radloactlve wastes fcon the nuclear
power plant present a real end potentlal hazafd to the

health, safety and welfare of c1t17ens and thc ‘ecolozy

. that the geomorphologlcal process of the coasual plain

and the techtonlc character of the s;te would increase
the hazards associated W1th the 1nstallation that

meteorologlcal and cllmatoloblcal condltlons at, the sxte

and along the coastal reglon would caise tran sport of redl

‘and - potentlal pollutlon to &a w1de geographlc area- and

thet thermal pollutlon and other forms of waste dlscharred

from the rlant would create broadscale eCOIOblCal ddnger

‘ 1

Aooltlonal contentlons of petltlonecs are not yetv
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_deflnlte 1nasmuch as they hnve not yet heard apollcant'

_ oase° Only by hearlng appllcant s case, subject to

orOSS*exammnatlon, wlll ‘petitioners be able to dispel

_que»ulons whlch they have as to whether the rlsks to the

public are of & eu by beneflts ’to the public, Purther»

;dependmng on the nature of the testlmony ellclted by .
prllc«nt, petltloners may wxsh to.present rebuttal

‘testlmonxo In state proceedlngs, the petitioners ‘were

not permitted to 1nquire into radiatlon safety aspects

on the grounde that thls was in the exclu51ve aurlsalc-
tion of thls Comm1531on. Therefore, presently, they, have

,ancomplete 1nformat10n concernlnb sone asPect of appllcants

proposed nlant, thus cannot state some contenulons

w1th partlcularlty.-j " o A ‘

' ';%u'w'ﬁ:Dated' November 26; 1969

.~ * " SCENIC_SHORELINE PRESLRVA
* .-, CONFERENCE,  INC.

by

-~

.ot P frederick Eissler
: President







