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. . } . . . ; P PROGRAM TO ESTARBLISH DASIS TO LICENSE DIARLO CAMNYON . ;! .
. L e . P : BACKGROUND AND PROPOSED PROGRAM . . . i 1
) - . . ] ' * Construction permits were issued for Diablo Canycn 1 &2 &n April 1968 ? i
. . T, t- . ’ ol . and Decarber 1970 respectively. Unit 1 is ncarly completed; Unic 2 A H
’ : . . ', 1¢ a year ov so uu"ind. The E57 for the aite was set b/ br. lewsarik, § a
‘e . - ' . the USCS, and Lhc U. S, Coast & Geodexic Survey. The value selacted
. . : A? o wzs 0.47 =nd the plent has bacn constructed to that valve. The OL 3 ;
o ‘ , applications for boch unics were docketed ia October 1973. O.r Teview o .
/9 //0,009,5.9 /}/?0 @/?/M F : ) R . wis ciseatially complected by Jeauvary 1975; ac that time we vecognized ‘ .
b that on the basis of new evidence the SS25 LOuld be incraased. The i .
f/ D/.SC 1723 SED o e i ctaif believed that the USCS would concur witn a site "g" value ol i
0 C/]/{/}/ﬁ . oy . 0.5 and ve had done sufficienc work to cowinc‘. ug that che plany | ]
. /047(§§l i: - . could safely withstand such &n carzhguake. On January 28. 1975, we ] .
' st were suvprised by a USGS rveporc chat concluded thac an accelevalion !
]‘,5/?/(/” 4 S/ﬂ/: ’ .0f 0.5g vas {n its opinica inzdequare for the site on the basis of .. . -
/61;7’ y/)/4 /N . ‘ prasenc information. . ‘ : .
" - N . LY N

A . % . .

. . At that time DRI recommendrd that two approaches be cakan to resolve
“ /L47£?£;7:Adj/‘;- /;/C/FZ 76 ‘ : . . the igcue. Fivsr, concinue to acquire additfenal iuto;nan¢on to
oo v " coavincs the UEGS of the adequacy of a 0.3g SSE. Sccendly, a
. ’ . .the USCS, at the reyfewer level, would remxin adazant and sccu ather
reans to confirm oy modify 4« finding, The dzeicion e made 2o
pursuc only the first approach. TYoday, uc are essentially where we
vere last January except thac the plant is.atzmosc ruady for fucl
. leading. Once again we are faced wichk Cevaloping a proaran o .
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of Diable Canycn. ¥e believe
pursuc a single path based on
convince the VSGS review team
:odify its currenc.position.
“approach. The progran we woul

1. Yormally request that an independent yeview be conducted within
zodify the currcat USGS yeview tean

USGS to cvoufirn or
JThis requaki sdche be mad

of the Iacterior and could, if legal cousideratZons d

He wgain recommend a

. establish a basis 6 perafr a decision o be 1ade on the lic

it vould be imprudent to once

ucqu.rinr addicional infc
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¢ by Chairpan Anders to

aulcti-facated
rsue is as follows:
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£iadis the

the Secrecayy

exand, be

based on nenevic Wast Coast goncerns rether tian the Diublo

Canyon issuc alone.
2. Concurrently, for:z & teaw
. national statuve in the f
sefomic cax
pursus various paths,

iz to evaluate the situaties.
including:

c. consultants coniinei
ficlds of geology,
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3. Assuzo g Mgreac” earcthquake could pecut as the USGS revimf

iaa}iés apd dezoastrate By logle, evidewce, and judguent
that the rnergy transfer 2o the eite usiidbo lizjznd =n
within the d¥sign cancbilities of ghe nucdear nlaor

o
.

An indzpendenc cvaluation of the cyidence to arzive at a
conclusion on the SSE that might be compared to those of

the USGS yeview tean and the panel of expexts established
by the licensce, ‘

SST values by plastie analysis and/or strictural nodifi-
cations and testing.

3. “Concuxrantly, form a task force to revies the current status in

tn acsespt to deternine i{ a probabilistic basiy can be estab-
11shed to license Unit 1 for an intovim peridd of opdration ™'
vhile the other reviews are being conducted.

Ceasurrant)y, inforu the licensce of the course of action ve

cournes so that our fiaal dectcions nay be nade on the bLasis .

ol oty cvaluation of his cffovts rupplexented by our independent
asnessnents, . . -

L]
DOEDIATL ACTTO:S .

We are planning to take izmediate actions to infziate some of the
aspproaches indicated above. Specifically we plan to:

1.

hKaer with NRR ngppce=eas to chtain aporoval of thr gencral
approach or to obtain am srpreupd r<Vived propriam.

2,  Meat tozorrew (3T Clicags, Illinois) w{ih N:. Newaark co begin
to forzulate tha _tean of cansultants discusséd in ftem 2 cbove,
and the task force discussed n feel 3above. At the sawme
necting Dr. Rewaark vill make a presentation to us so that we
ray cleavrly understand the bases and limitacions of his reccent
paper on saismic Cosign margins aad.probabfliticy of structural
and mechanical failuree. ’

N

3. Dect pere, later this weck, with the licensce to advise him of
the curreat status of review and of the program we intend to
purcuc to cgiablich a basis for a decision.’

In view of tho seriousness of the pioblen, 1% is essential that strong
Regulatory managenent be iuposed jumediazuly to "manape" the team of
constltants ard tie prodabllity tashk forse. These menagers should

Mty
Le tive highast level panagers that we can pracefcally assign to the
Teshy.

arz pursving 3ad require hil to pursux similzy and/or eltemative

»

Assess the prospects for upprading the Llaat design to higher
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ASSOCIATED CONSIDERATIONS .

.

: ' ron protiles
In devclopihg'a progran to follow to resolye the Diablo Cauyon proL=c=,
considavation should be given to:

1w st O

- { provlems z2nd
The jmpact of our deeisicns on the nation's eaerpy p;z?-zfs“ ‘ ‘
¥ Arzﬂiéi: The impact of potential deatal for opy.;ca::d csﬁcciaily
" Pla;i ;;;roveé for construcgion cannot he undercestin s s
ghcr& the tasis fox denial is fin controVversy. o ‘ -
: fornia
The inpact of our c¢ecisioens oy the moratoriua before the Calil :
el ) (
voters.

.
. .

HE: sration .
& ¢ fabilizy of centinuad cper
$esace of our decisicas on the viabilis) 4 cpera
Tzcnizgzscat othar sites with altered geisnological bases,
[+3 -+
; as San Qnelve, Pilgrin, ctc.

y of ¢ exation
ne {mpant of our decisions on the viabilicy o:‘contigzzisogo
. 4. ;c 1:Lctuwhc¢n it is uncerzain that she capability i§'~1c €0 .
o‘tﬁscapa altered design bases in areas cthe:‘shag-irzihcoq:aint ,
g:ch a'.:ontain:cdi structural design, pipe wasp inazas SLERES
~ - - ! -
ment, spurious valve failvres, cotc.
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