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The Honorable Robert J. Lagomarsino
United States House of Representatives
Washipqton, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Lagomarsino:

Your letter of July 1, 1976 addressed to Carlton Kammerer, Director of
our OfTice of Congressional Affairs, has been referred to me for reply.

Your letter forwarded a copy of a letter dated June 2, 1976 from Dr.

Richard J. Krejsa, Vice Chairman and Supervisor, 5th District, San Luis
Obispo County,- addressed to_the Board of Supervisors, County of San Lu{s
Cbispo. Attached to Dr. Krejsa's letter is a renort prepared by Or. Kredss
(based on student surveys) wiich deals with the status of emergency plan-
. 2§ng1igy5an Luis Obispo County relative to the Diablo Canyon nuclear povier
X acility. .

The report by Dr. Krejsa paints a rather bleak picture of emergency pre-
paredness capabilities in San Luis Cbispo County and, if the situation
is as Dr. Krejsa indicates, we believe that more support should be given
to the proper lacal government authorities responsible for emergency pre-
paredness. The level of -preparedness actually achieved by a local gavern-
ment is both a function of its commitment to a viable emergency planning
and response program and a function of its resources. These are matters
N Targely controlled by local governments and, in some cases, by the Federal
! or State governments where Federal or State Tunding or resources are sup-
plied to augment those of local government. Ve encourage resolution of
these problems at the local level.

' Although we have no personal knowledge of how the local people answered

. the questions posed to them, we have several documents on file which seem
to indicate that the emergency preparedness capabilities are better than
indicataed although they may be in need of improvement in certain areas.
Emargency planning for potential accidents at nuclear power plants is one
of the requirements which the NRC imposes upon applicants for licanses to
construct and operate nuclear power plants. These requirements, in gereral
terms, are given in 10 CFR 50, Appendix E (Enclosure 1). Specifically
related to this concern is Section IV.D which states that the applicant
must make arrangements with local officials and agencies for any help that
may be needed in an emergency. Before an applicant is given a license
to operate his facility, he must determine that he has met the require-
ments. In the case of Diablo Canyon, the NRC's Safety Evaluation Report
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t ic ziso our belief that the Szn Luic (Lizie zuthorities are probahi
reluciznt to epprove additionzl Funds Jor plznn iing 2round the Dizblo
Canyon Tacility because of the low population currounding it. Within
the area encompassed by a _six mile radius {rom the plant, there is a total
population of only about 18 people. The county =uLnorities may believe
that their limited funds could best be spent elsewhere.

Bafore concluding, we also wish to comment on the role o7 the Pacific

Gas and Electric Company. Item 7 on page 5 of the report is not entirely
‘correct when it states that the responsibiiity of PGGE is conTined to

the area within the plant gates (otherwise kncwn as the exclusion area).
PG&E's authority is confined to the exclusion arsa, but their responsi- .
bility extends beyond that. For example, 211 nuc]eur pever planis have
an araz bevond the exclusion area called_tie ie 16w population zone (LP7),

The size of which.is_ g::;;glagﬁfﬁ' the licenss esolicant but is such
fhat 1t must meet certain cose rate i1n1tat1cr§"=?ﬁ§=5§§gg;ggs of the
facility must dasiagn and qgg:;ig the tacilitv such that the dose_rafes

in the LPZ in the event of an accidzntal racdiological release are.beloy
the defined values.
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In addition, the last sentence of Item 7 on page 5 of the report appears

to be misieading when it states that PG&E's responsibility would be dis-
charged once it notified the Huclear Regulatory Commission and the Sherifi's
ffice. The regulations (10 CFR 50, Appendix E) clearly state that tne

initial accident assessment is the respons1b111ty of the licensee, and

that the Ticensee's emergancy planning will include provisions Tor determin-

ing the magnitude of the release including criteria for determining the nesd

for notification and participation of local and State agencies, and criteriz
for determining when protactive measures should be considered.

In conc1u51Qn, the NRC is satisfied that the Diablo Canyon fac111t rgercy
plan meets all gf the requiremsnts of—%he°11cens1ng reguiations. ghe county
has said that it has the capability to respond 1T necessary and we have
provided additional training for this purpose. Ue believe that the county
_should have a radiological emergency response plan and chould test this

! “plan to see if there are weaknesses. Unfortunately, we do no: have a copy ™2

; of any county plan, other than the Sheriff's Dspartment Evacuation P]an.

.«
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We are sorry we cannot be more definite in our response to your letter
but we hope we have shed more light on the concerns raised by Dr. Krejsa.

We encourage and applaud his efforts to improve the emergency planning and
preparedness situation in San Luis Obispo County.

SincereTy,

7

ee V. Gossick :
Executive Director for Operations
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. S{‘: L -wnu well into the night had
. “—- tBech dealth with in their planning.

The hearing was conducted by the
Czlifornia Energy Resources
Conservalion and Development
Comunission.

Ccmimissioners on hand with
members of their staff were Alan
Pasternak and Ronald Doctor. The

. commission is to decide if San Luis
.Obispo County's emergency
response and evacuation plans for
the Diablo plant are adequate.
Periodically throughout the hear-
, ing, Pasternak and Doctor clashed.
, Pasternak accused Doctor —
. chairman of the hearing — of being
. responsible for *‘an inbalance" in
. testimony critical of nuclear plants.
" Doctor charged that Pasternak's
* perception was “narrow"” and said
- Pasternak’s stalements bordered on
* paranoid” and were *“‘unbecoming
of your office.”
Docler“was responsible for having
a conference telephone set up at the

Gn hand for additisnal testuneny
that was critical of nucizar plunt
safcty plananing were Dr. Roland
Fiaston, health physicist from Stan.
ford University and Dale Briden-
bough, nuclear engineer who former-
Iy worked for General Electric and
represented Mothers fro Peace, ~

Dr. William J. Lindbald, PG&E
project engineer at Diablo. said
almost everything Bridenbough ad-
vocated was already a part of the
planning at Diablo Canyon. Briden-
bough said in his testimony that he
was not familiar with the engineer-
ing for Diablo Canyon.

*At times we thought he (Briden-
bough) was testifying for us," said
Dr. Lindbald.

Dr. William Brunot, PG&E
nuclear engineer, charged Dr.
Finston’s testimony contained
“some inaccurate statements."” He
_said Finston *‘misused the data.”

Finston painted a frightening pic-
ture of what he said might be an ex-

pected outcome to a xpaj_ﬂ_ disaster
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Along with Beyea and Kendall, he
called for “site specific studies™ Lo
help determine what could happen,

Dr. Bruno! said Dr. Finston's acci-
dent was not ‘‘most likely** and
lakeled it ““nonsense.” He said the
T<povt cited by the Stanford profes-
sor actuzlly figured out tobe a onein
1-million theoretical possibility.

“It would be the least likely ac-
cident... he said.

**The risk of public exposure would
be very small™ atl Diablo, said Dr.
Brunot. He said safety and “the .
prevention of accidents is a major
concern™ for PG & E.

Dr. Brunot stressed the *‘out-
standing record" of safely in the
nuclear energy industry. He said the
risk from accidents was '‘much
smaller” in the nuclear energy in-
dustry than in other industries.

He said that extensive site specific
studies have been done.

He added that *'public risk at

Continued_on_nage.2
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Continued from page |

Diablo is lower than at other nuclear
plant sites, and there are fewer
people” in the plant-area..

X~ Dr. Richard Krejsa, member of
the San Luis Obispo County Board of
Supervisors, criticized his county’s

_pace’and level of expenditures in

- } preparing plans involving evacuation

procedures and other safety con-

cerns relating to the Diablo plant.

He raised several critical points,
including the charge that PG&E has
no formal agreement for medical
care from nuclear accidents with
any hospital in the county, only with
some doclors.

PGXE disputed the contention and
said they do have a formal agree-
ment with Sierra Vista Hospital for

Sierra Vista Hospital, told The
Timeg by telephone that the hospital
{ does not have a binding agreement,
or any kind of agreement with
Pacilic Gas and Electric., He said
there has been contact belween the

Doctor called Kresja's charge
**astounding.” '

T ey

Burt Townsend, stalf member .

with the SLO County Health Agency:
. Tony Morris, licensed medical
. . lechnician at SLO County Hospital
and Dr. David Lenderls, engaged in
. * Obispo, all raised concerns about
i medical staff willingness to treat
i victims of nuclear accidents. They
also said there has been inadequate
training for such treatment.
i James Haywood. regional Office
i ‘of Emergency Services, said the
commission could obtain studies that
showed such fears were probably un-
founded. .
George Silva, civil disaster coor-
. " dinator for San Luis Obispo County,
i outlined the county's plans [or

tregtment. --’ evacuation if it were ever necessary.
- (Glenn Carlson, administrator at He said agreements have not been

made with incorporated cities, but
suggested an. accord could be
reached. *

- ." Numerous wilnesses raised con-
cerns about safety planning and the
adequacy of the county’s evacuation

f two, including a letler, but ‘“no —.-: planning. o~
. :  agreement.) ~ :Z*piJames Shiffer,” PGXE nuclear

<% nengineer, said Diablo’s emergency
*~ iplans wece predicated “"on any ac-
cident™ thal might occur.

- F ALY

-emergency medicine in San Luis .
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