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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

b

February 24, 1976

Dear Mr. Hensey:

Thank you very much for your letter of Jahuary 31, 1976, to
the President concerning the siting of nuclear power plants in
Cahforma.

The responsibility for licensing of commercial nuclear power
plants is now vested in the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, an
independent regulatory agency that was established in J anuary
1975. That agency is responsible for evaluating safety,
environmental, and other aspects of nuclea‘i' power pla.nts;

We have forwarded your letter to the Chairman of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission for his consideration.

Sincerely,

~
2

Kenneth A.‘ Lazarus
Associate Counsel .
to the President '

Professor William H. Hensey, Jr. .
4550 Franklin Avenue S
Los Angeles, California 90027 ) '

. cc: NRC

e —







s { ‘.j “ Prof. yilliaMVi. Hensey, Jr
A -\§5%;'_ 4550 Franklin Ave.
o q¢'\/ ' Los Angeles, California 90027
<7 January %1, 1976

x}f ¢ President Gerald Ford
ﬂ%i‘j" The Ymite House . .
%g%,/ Washington, D.C. (Copies to Sen. Cranston and Tunney)

7 .
/ 1y deaxr I, President,

As professor of California History for some 20 years, teaching about -
Californias tragedies (avoidable and unavoidable allke') and triumphs,

I would like to register an URGENT word of premonition and concern

about the developing scandal of the reckless siting of California
nucleer plants. f

The scandal has suddenly deepened, as the press brought to light
in recent days, the hushed-up fact that P G & E ¢ s new reactor is
sited within TWO AND A HALF MILES of an active earthquake fault 200
miles long: (the San Simeon). See attached press clips).

How could the State and Federal licensing agencies be so.careless?
Viorse yet, lir. President, this exposé comes on top of the previous
incredible licensing of two new plants at San Onofre (near lr. Nixonts
home) in the midst of a notorious multiple earthquake fault zonet
(The only large stone ldission bhnrch the Padres builded in Californie,
was near there, abt San Juun. A terrible quake smashed it in 1812,
killing 40 worsh:.ppersr Two quakes near there hit the he&dlines
within the last 18 monthsi)

Tt is claimed that the authorities *didntt know®™ about the San
Simeon fault.. Bubt I have discovered that they DID XNOW aboub
the quake danger at San Onofre ! T read these wviords 1n the ARC's
Licensing Directoratets own federal reportf -——

1, ..the (San Onofre) plant site is...60 miles from the San Andreas
Fault, 45 miles from the San Jacinto Fault, 23 miles from the
Whlttler-E131nore Fault, 18 miles from the Newport-Inglewood.
Fault, 7 miles from the "South~Coast Offshore (fault) zone, and
ohe-half mile from the Cristianitos fault...? ("Safety Evaluaetion

* of the San Onofre Nuclear Gencrating Station Unlts No. 2 & 3v )
pages -8, 43 C-3, 9; C~15, 11; c-19, d)o .o .

lir. President, as you recall, I am sure, the Newport—Inglewood and
South Coast Offshore <faults were associated with the wrecking of
~ ‘Long Beazh in the quake of 1933f.. - e

Ts not' all this recklessness in licensing of sites, asking for

~ troubleg fTax—payers, rate-payers, stockholders and voters would be
affected by the millions if a quake incident frightened the publiec
into abandoning these plants so close to fault lines! .

Could you please use the prebege of your high office to see that this

matter is thoroughly reviewed and investigated and remedied? Perhaps
the agencles involved can adopt more careful policies.

viith very great respect and with a deep sense of urge OV,
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BY LARRY PRYOR
¢ Times StaH Writer

" SAN LUIS -OBISPO—An active
t fault zone offshore from two large
» nuclear reactors that are nearing
completion here has turned out to be
‘more potentially dangerous than pre-
viously suspected, raising doubts
about how or if the Diablo Canyon

nuclear power plant can be licensed.

. t7 Recent studies indicate that the
" ffa_ult, called the Hosgri Fault Zone, is

i.

‘ far. longer and younger than had

~ . been believed. -

* US. Geological Survey =cienusts
thlnk the fault is active and could
_++ 'unleash an’earthquake of up to 7.5
* - magnjtude on the Richter scale. The

.plant was' voriginally~ .designed to

»» Withstand a hypothetical earthquake

of: 6.75 directly beneath the facility,
t; P2 ciﬁc Gas and Electric Co. offictals'

II

%
x

& z;l‘lns and othet dxft\.rence Bﬂtweqn

sthe. design of the.plant and cor.tlnu-

TR J:—--:.L-l- 80 -

k,zaus\ ASe N
'_‘N‘*',"

; ing’ re\elahons about the otf:hore
cology are likely 10 lead to a’delay
!" in oparation of the'plant, officials of
‘the Nuclear Rea'ulatory Commissxon
u“,said ”*{\v%"”, Y4
',Mon.over it PC&E the ‘ovmer ol
Vthe” facility,: 33’ riot able to satisfy -
Z ;NRC,.the two units may have to be,

recOnstructed before a hcense can be’,

gz, fssued: "y Y

i NThere {3 d probabmty it can be re
..solved. and yet, it may hot," sald R."
# C. DeYoung, an NRC affictal with'the
il -dwhion of reastor licensing, " -
i 1It's possibie that nq license will be
*Hstued,r saxd zrother; NRC officlal,
+% Yederal and PGE&E of-
‘hcxals werz'c timistic that.the reac-,

u’tors could ¢wantually be used, !

S i7The two units are being built at' a

£ co.,t of $925 million: The first 1 96%

completé and the gecond is 60% com-

| 'plete.< § amETIgn s,

. - .-..a.. o
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“Fate of Atom | ﬂém in’ D

@ﬁshm‘e Fault Moro Pemﬂous Than Behe‘{r d

One was expected to be dperational ~

by August of this year and the other
by the same month next year.

Permission to build the two units
was granted by the former Atomic
Energy Commission in December,
1970, when the nearest active fault
was believed to be 20 miles away.

As an added measure of conserva-
tism, PG&E said it designed the plant
to withstand a 6.75 earthquake di-
rectly underneath it, and with
ground acceleration forces of 0.5 gra-

-, Vities, *

se = 2

| Continued fzom T’nird Pav

and the durat.oxt ot tie quake. R i 2
;Theseé Wwote no consxdered 45 imglor ;ant ‘when the plant%

A

A v7as being designed.is,

Ry
)

JWe' only leok ed~at groun 3
wrong. said a USGS seismoldgist. Tt was a mistake " 0
+{- Construction-on the, rgantors contmued after xt}'e ofx-{
| shore faylt was discovered.”
"Supplements to, the NRC's q:1fe.y l‘malysis Repox’c on\'

.W‘ PR

é

But an oll survey crew in 1971 dis-

covered a fault zone about five miles
offshore. Subsequent mapping by
USGS geologists and PG&E consul-
tants showed it to be a substantial
and active fault zone. - :

At the same time, USGS scientists.
began to focus attention on other
possible consequences of a massive
earthquake ofishore, questions in-».
volving the velocity of ground waves -}
Please Turn to Page "8. Col 1 "2
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- | the’units sald as rcccntly aslast September that the anal-~

v - ]ysis of the Hosgri Fault could not be eoxrplelqdheca

ot - of a Jack of information}i 4.2 y7i

Further analysis by USGS .,I-owed tnat tha Ft p:ssed
| as'close as 2.5 mjlés ta the yeactor'site."Goveinment ‘geol,

“'| ogists alsd concluded that an egrthquake, of. 7.3 maffmtudo}

. rcported in>1927 took: p]ace on-the Hoszri Tault? From 't

this they:deduced that'an‘earthqake of,7.0 1.8 could -

o -ibe anu'c:pated off the Diablo Canyon site. #4320 o 3

»*% . -, .|..«Thep in December; Science magazine puhhshed an m'n-

cle by Clarence A, Hall Jr, chairman of. UCLA'S geology *

PR ‘-)

>~'

"+, |department, that showéd the Hosgri Fault’is'g0 to 150

some.qmte xecent!y. Wil T > .}-— NI 5
r TR AR A

“The fult i Iooking 16 a bie Imu.“ sald Ha'ﬂ in an !rf. 59

temew,"and Tve been just conservahve. & -

» | " His'article concluded that the San

. Isystem, as 'he called it,could b a  potential hazard to any

.. |miles long' and ‘has. undergona 50 mxles of. movgment, 1

\?’ :

.u f.i“,

Smeomngti Fault

} éngineered structure .Ipcatéd-along’ the* coast: from San «

. -Simeon south to thd vicinity of PunsumaPomt..’ .8 "
" A7 reference to the Diablo Cdnyon Plant was removed
! from Hall's original text by-the-USGS, which Had funded ;.

I his work. Hall said he was told that reference o the; plant -

| "did not contribuite to'the science.of the report®r Lin, '

”

T s L ernt I ARAT AT 4SS,
.- Ee
r

-
-« wr
-

- 7 0
P’
- ., -
" .

.
»

Aw Y

RETR . .
R R O IT. S PCE e

ST
>
v e

~r
-, 1)
oo™ -

-

5
e

@
w“ 7w

v e mt i - W & -
Uty
.
o
Y

= wp

a ”

-

.
-

T
.%ol






