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IT BAS COME TO MY ATTENTION THAT THE COPMISSION INC IN

.

EXECUTIVE SESSION TQOULOW, TRIpAT THE 17TH OF SEFTEMER, WITH THE OFFICE
4

Of POLICT EVALUATION TO CONSIDER THE SUBJECT OF DIAELO CANTON NUCLEAR POWER
' ruurr.

o
nL
r . I

I UNDER. STAND THAT REQUESTS HAVE BEEN-MADE FOR AN INDEFENDENT REVIEW OF THE

SEISMIC 5AFETY ISSUES WRICH MAVE BEEN FULLY RESOLVED THROUCH TOUR C00 MISSION'S

PROCEDURES. I NOTE THAT THE OFFICE OF POLICY EVALUATION MAY PROVIntINDEPENDENT

TECHNICAL EVALUATIO" OF SELECTED CASES PRESENTED TO TEE COOMISSION FOR

AIAJUDICATION."

'

THIS IS TO REMIND THE CoheGSSION OF ITS CWN RECULATIONS WHICE CLEARLY ESTABLISH

THAT NO TECHNICAL SEISMIC ISSUE INYOLVINC DIABLO CANTON HAS BEEN PRESENTED TO

THE COMMISSION FOR WHICH IT CAN CALL UPOR THE OFFICE OF POLICT EVALUATION TO

PROVIDE A TECHNICAL EVALUATION. REGUIATION 2.786(4)(11) IS CONTROLINC. IT

FROVIDRS: "(ii) A peticion for review of inatters of fact w111 mot be granted

unless it appears that the Atoenic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board has re-

solved a factual issue accessary for decision in a clearly erroneous manner
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P. Clair W. Burgener
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contrary to the resolution of that same issue by the Arosaic Safety and. )

Licensing Board;" .
,

|

THE AFFEAL BOARD HAS AFFROVED IN ALL RESPECTS THE SEISMIC CONCLUSIONS OF
/

FACT MADE ET THE ATUNIC SAYETY LICENSING BOARD. TRL ABOVE REGUIATIN

SPECIFICALLY PROVIDES THAT IN SUCH CIRCURSTANCES 71tE COPMISSION WILL NOT

REVIEW TKE MATTER.
.

IR VIEW OF THE EXTRAORDINARY DELATS ALREADT ENCOUNTERED IN THE COVERNMENT'S

CONSI.DERATION OF THE AFFLICATION FOR iTMIS PLANT, AN ADDITIONAL DELAY TO

ACCOMMODATE ANY INDEFENDENT REVIEW IN CONTROVENTION OF RF4MTION 2.786(4)(11) ,

WOULD BE A SERIOUS NLOW TO THE GOAL OF ELIMINATING THE LICENSING DELAYS WH3CH

HAVE BEEN .THE FOC"JS OF ATTENTION BEFORF. OUR APPROFRIATIDMS SUBCotMITTEE ON

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMDIT.
j

1 CLAIR W. BURCENER
MEMBER OF CONCRESS
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