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¢& decision
about the toxic dumping into tie ocean at Diablo Cove. You need to

study the negative effects of these heavy metals and chemicals, and
radiocacctive nuclides such as Tritium and Plutonium. Some of these
concentrate in the fish and shellfish that people are going to eat.
Please take a close look at what happened at the Humboldt Bay reactor
and San Onofre. Please don't let P.G.& E. contaminate another area, '
especially one as beautiful as San Luis Obispo. They dom't care about
the environment or the people who have to live there. P.G.&E has no
plans to monitor the effects of the toxic wastes on the surrounding
sea life. They aren't looking at how everything is connected in the
food chain. People will eventually be hurt, because they eat from the
top of the food chain. There should be some kind of independent
sonitoring system.

We do not feel that the "good morning fog" that P.G.E. placs
to vent into the atmosphere is acceptable. There needs to at least
be cooling towers for the almost three billion gallons of radiocactive
wastewater. It should not be dumped into the ocean. It will kill
the maripe life

P.G.E must be held responsible for its pollution which can
eventually kill us, either by gradual accumulations of radiocactive
poisons, or by a disastorous nuclear accident. Due to its lccation
pear the Hosgri earthguake fault, the second possibility is entirely
possible, |

Please make your decision in favor of the health and safety

of the surrounding citizens and animal life of San Luis QCbispo.-’

Sincerely yours,

Anderson Valley Nuclear Awareness Coax.

Box 136
nilo, CA. 95466

83111 m:ocgl s \\\

4t




. CALFGRNA"CANPAIEN T0 'RE?EALT’HE PRICE-AMDERSON ACT_
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er. d:e '\.omxc E.nergy Act ol 1954 d\e ﬂcdgimg qudeu industry look.d mto insuring their new power source. .3 o

puscd by Conpts{ in 1957 ’hc Act sets a 560 rmlhon doahr fiabilicy gompenuuon hmx: for vicdms ot b ,,'
nudez. a..cdem:. The i msura.nce comouues would pr a ‘maximum .140 ‘million dollars on any danges incurred,
. the rest would be pzycd from che Federal Treasury.’ Congrcss renewed the Acz .n I9o"a.nd _again in 1975, -

- - _“_4 254 g “"u”_‘. ..o-- - - v«pr_-gd?." Y ) : o
P e ﬁ"”':‘ - Yo B R ot s Sl ¥ 3 e 5 -.-."-""A",~r' I3 N O B i
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!hat is too risky to float on its own. - The government’s own study: the Rasmussen Report® seTS 3 major aci de-ﬂ

-

financial loss ac 7 billion dollars. In the event of a carastopnic nuclear accident the axazvers :.rd the economy 3 ’
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f'unsumc"s oppose the Price-Anderson Act because it fails co ad:cuz:z'v insure dhem against property 'oss. -\g:.n
Congress has interfered to protect indusoy over the property of the consumers in the area of 2 nuclear faciity - -
ln the event of i nuclear accident the actual amount of coverage 2 consume~proo¢"v owner couid expect to -
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Environmentaiists ooposc the Price-Anderson Act because it ‘z.us to ke into consideration the disaswous :tfcc:
on the environment of massive radiadon exposure from an accident. Again Congress has interfered by making profit
a greater priority than che safety of life around a nuclear facility. The Rasmussen Report * esumates thar in the

© event .)f a major nuclear .l.c’“.t..e".: that an area the size of Pmnn ivania wouid be contam: nated. 7. L = 23 W 5
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The PriceAnderson Act is Jsed to :rot:-c: the .\uc ez.' Inc‘us:r'u ('omme\ "o;n the citzens chat would be *"'ec.ed
by a major nuclear acc cenr_ Congress in rr'\eaungiv passing the Price-Anderson Act is not representing our ) oy
interests, but the interests of a few, who are protected against liability from a nuciear accident Taxpavers. Consumers
and “nvironmeniists are uninng in their demand thac ('mg*css act in J‘:ar interests md REP"-\L PRICE-ANDERSON.
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In January I"f the Nuclear Regulatory Commission withdrew its endorsement of the Eu.smusscn Report as th
main nuclear reactor safety study because the document may be decepdve and understate the rsk of Atomic Power
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{ AM INTERESTED IN UNITING WITH FELLOW CALIFORNIANS N DEMANDING THAT OUR CONGRESSIONAL
REPRESENTATIVES REPEAL THE PRICE-ANDERSON ACT.
—Send me more informadon about the Price-Ander Act
Pur me on the campaign mailing list.
] wll write 2 lerter 0 my Congressperson.

- ——1 wiil heip organmize in my Congressional Dismict " - Shi
— Here i3 dollars to heip finance the compaign.
NAME - PHONE
ADDRESS ' ' . Z1P
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT
P.O.BOX 50274 - NNYVALE, CALIFORNIA 34086 - (41S) 8416500
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I ~;;.;§~;_-g~rpis -*Iim'ited l:rabiUty-m‘ich the nuclearsin ustry. has istated it .needs. 1n s
order,,,to exist-carries’ two. fmpor.r.ant messages,for.ﬂ:nericans;ﬁmﬂ. ftzis a'very . ,.;
_strong 1nd1caf‘]’6n ‘that’the Tuclear “industry_does not believe:Jts own _claims, about " ‘f"?-
nuclear;,safety Ihe,_pacadox.ds:.obviouss.on...he.one ‘hand we hear: the:. r;gassurmg 4 5
; 'g-claim that’ chances "of .a‘nuclear; eccide-vt are "one n"a bixlfon. 'or the“even more
S o x—extravagant "i,t,_gan t: happen,“.- butc ‘the other: hand e see. ‘the fndus..ry scramifng f- }z
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- 4. the insurance “industry” “refuses to. insure ‘nikes- for, “full Habiﬁ*y This means 3 "” TEAE
R that Tnsurers‘don’t bel{eve safet/*ﬂnms of _the <industry. “a1f, they did,ithey. would 2R,
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'f'.-.a beTanxious.to ‘sell.as much-fnsurance L35, utﬂt,t‘es would buy since insuremlxke B\
to col‘lec“‘:premiums for. ingrance againsc claims-which will: never be made. -f",__ ¥4
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% -Ihsurers are the best ﬁsk-assesors in society; if they weren't, they coqu

e, ° not stay in business. - When our best rick-assassors prove they do not believe
R 1 “nuclear accidents won't happen,®Congress and the rest of society should pay very
Af- 3 x“close attention.’is T S g ME-,-.-“’ o --‘*. - Pt Nt et e
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£ » canduc ted 2 study to see how much victims would recieve. Assdmng gveryone was- I
- safely evacuated (no. medical.or. :ersonaT mJury) and that the radiation-was con- - ..~
o “fined to 2 ‘twenty mﬂe radws of the plant, it reported victims would recieve-about -7
.‘j-' . three.cents for every dollar.of. proper*/ value lost. A question Senator “ikn Gravel o
;:,; asks’ is “whao’'s going -to be- 16\‘* holding the bag?""- As a Columbia Universit tudy TEEe
R of Pr.ce-Aiiderson declared in 1974: “The decision to limit hamht/ rocrﬂsants a =
2 A aetemfnadon that 2 ma;cr- “share of ‘the~ costs of an acc'dent shoqu be barne by Y
iy _,its vietimg "Aeme e ety txiq i i~ ‘i?;;:ﬁj‘ AP E p 5 R SR L P A R
: 3 i ud” _;-—-v¢;3..-—~-7:-.~_ _..a-—-;’ch\.- _._..o- : - - - ;":‘_" | .‘:.’"- It
1 I‘ the indus.r,/ car-not et ‘insuranca, and ~1H not put us asse*s on the X‘ne.

en this is an nSUS.Tj un’c."t should be_ stopped. .. It isn't cur fault "1*.5 activity
is s9 hazardous, and if resoring the normal c:'st-am. on reckless activity (fin-
ancial resgonsibility for the consequences) causes nuclear investars %2 pull out,
s0 be it. This is an instance wnere simple business prudence, without artificial
barriers like Price-Andersen, can *mduca far setter resuits at less cost %o the
taxpayer than bursaucratic manipulation by agencies such as the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
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"There is no more ;raomc example of the H/poc-'sa of -xuc ear promot
arguments than Prica-Ancerson. T g :enatcr Mike Gravel
R e i
The CaL”‘“R*l" CAMPAIGN TO <E €AL THE PRICE-ANDER ACT is targeting eleven
cangressmen, and petitioning eightteen unfavorable congressm f111
cut the form on the other s::e and sand it in, i
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) Decommissionmg a Nuclear Power Plant
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= n -mWhat Do You Do wnth a Worn Out Nuke" s
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WHY ARE WORV ouT NUCLE.AR POWER PLANTS A PROBLEW" i B ?_“';7 ap TN TR LS e ...;.-_n
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_ymeNuciea: power plants ha\ 2. life span of 30 to 40 years | The process of dea..ng wlth a uscd nuc'ear power plantis
& "+ called ‘‘decommissioning”’ and it is not sxmply a matrer of removing the radicactive fuel elements and coolant a- i =
g R g o “washing downlsthe facilities to decontaminate them. At t the end of she lifetime of the plant. ‘the entire structure, 2. -
A He kndudmg concrete and sh:ddmg materials, has become radxoactwe Among the radicactive c1ements produced by“ -
o 2 = and wmamnatmg a used nuclear plant are Cobalt 60. which takes from 70 tc 110 years to decay to safe levels: ’
: . Carbon- 14 x.hxch 'equx.es 6:.}000 years to decay and N|ckel 39 .wh:ch i dangerous for more than 100 000 ycars
BN P it iiod £ -c..-(,,.. : 3 0 LT P At e

: PROPOSED SOLUTIONS FOR DEALNG WITH WORN OUT NUCLEAR POW ER PLANTS
, bt 'x‘“'h g ST PVIRCA .‘k‘ 2 s 2 S Uiy T I MATANGIE T M R 1ess wa ke
v 3 " Aithough there are 67 opzratmg nuc!ear pia'\ts in the Um'ed States and 77 more under cons'rucuon the proble'n
of decommissioning Has been v:r’ua.ly xg’mted e ;
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. " There haw been three proposed.memods for handt ng a used nuciear power plant: © " Y. n g

A1 B A -y A A3

1 Mothballmg AH reactor fuel. radxoac!'ve !xquxds and ot‘\e' moveable wastes are removed Then the reactor
vessel is u.elded shut m'l}_srggl_ and a security guard is placed outside at all times. Periodic '-xamtena'\ce and -
mspec:xon are necessary 1o prevent Ieanage of radioactivity or sabotage b, 'error.sgs i g oy 2
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2. Entombment: This method is like mo:hba’.ing excep: that instead of we:d.no the reactor &.ecse' <hu;.' it is filled -
with concrete. Thaen onl; occassi onal «u'vex!'. nce and maintenance checks are requirad
% L T hY - .
3 Dismantling: Bo h mo"'omlmg and antombment are only temporary me *d‘ cf protestive ste.age. he anly
ting solution is to comnletely dismartle the structure a'\d bury the pieces at 2 hcensed burial site for racio-

ac:.l.e materials. It is both technically dx..‘cu. and expens ive to cut up and handle the highly radicactive parts.
et R 4 ” > -

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission wmrﬂfnmds that either 'not*'ba'l-ng or entombment be used first. ailowing’
about 100 g,ears for the plant to ‘"cool’” somewhat, making the )ob of dxsma..‘ ing less dangerous. Once the plant is
dismantled. the tons of radicactive rubble become part of the still-unresolved nuclear waste storage p problem. There
is no proven method for safely and permanently storing the various waste products and radioactive parts of a
nuclear plant for the hundreds of thousands of years :r.at they will reraain ¢~ngerous
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WHAT HAS BEEN DONE SO FAR? s x i ;
So far eleven nuclear plants and test reactors have been shut down or placed in protactive storage Most have
. 'Y ¥ .
heen small experimentai reactors. and NO large commercial reactor has aver been dismantied

Minnesota's Elk River Reactor. a 22 MW demonstration project. cost $6 million o construct and 36.9 miilion to
dismantle -- paic for by federal tax monies

The Sodium Reactor Experiment was buiit in 1957 and operated for seven years near Los .—-*g: les. It is now being
dismantled. a process that is e\'—e::er 10 t2Kke two ,ea's and 56 million of federal tax funds. [t took two years and
$13 million to build. The walls are so radicactive that if 2 man tried to work inside the reactor fe would burn to death
in seconds. Eventually 350 tons of radicactive wastes will be shipped to Nevada. on public 'alwk;: and highwavys.
tc be turied Commercial reactors being built today 'such as Diabloj are 100 rimes as large as this plant. [t is not
known if we have the capability to deal with the levels of radicactivity ; and the size of these reactors when they are

- v g

worn out -
The cost of dismantling Ouster Creek, a New Jersey plant ownecd 2y General Public Urilities was caiculated at
3100 muilion (it originally cost 365 '?*:'.'u.u‘.n so consiruct) Instead. the plant was entombed at a cost of S35 million

1

In 1972 Nuclear Fuel Services shut down its commer-ial reprocessing piant in West Valley New York. In 1976
New York State took over control of the Dankrupt faciiity anu se aside 33 miliior. for 113 decommissioning Estir
for the total cost ”I the project row run as high as $600.000.000 and New York has asked the recerai government to

assume responsib ‘l'.



*+.. advance for decommissioning. They irisist that an established amount be put into escrow before a plant receives . - e

WHO PAYS? | ‘ A, N7 s o

An important debate is now emerging over tha cost and financing of decommissioning. In the first case of its
type. the Southern California Edison Co. has asked the Pubiic Utiiities Comniission of California to grant $36 million
in new customer costs o pay f.r the expected 1997 closure of i = first unit at SanCnofre It would be asse~sed at 34
_ . million per year. but ratepayers would actually pay 38 million per year. in order to cover the costs of federz’ taxes. If

this plan is acccptcd customars carn cxpcct sm'ular assessments for al! other nuciear plants in California.
"’,")-- - -lv.."\x-;’.ﬂ', '7&1:[.. 0 4. 4 ik
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Some orguc that dccommmaomng fl 'nds shou'd b¢ collected in the year they are spent. in order to avoid taxes.
But that could mean saddling future generations with the costs. although they didn’t use the energy.:A coalition of T
consumer and ¢nvitonrncntal groups asked. in July, 1977. that the government force wtility companies to pay - - - AP L

operating license. The dismantling will probably ‘not take place dntil at least 130 years after-a:plant begins -~ - el
operations (30 years of operation plus 100 ycars of “cooling dewn ™). Many carporatlons do not last that long. and i 13
there must be some guanmu of a company s conlmued fxmncu"ldusponsxbnhty e ARty 2 e T
ok % t l - ,-.--'_w .,".' - w2 - ..‘E".,?:”-‘ - vt g .
Cost estimatas for decommusnomng vary grudy Thc govcmrncnt says that mothbulmg would cost about 53. .
- million per year'per reactor at today's prices. Entombment is estimated at $10 millien. 1f dnsmmtllng {s delayed for, . .
. 100 years, it is expected to cost about $40 million at 1975 prices.’in addition to the costs of either mothballing or

entombmaent. Othcr upcm placc the possxblc costs much "ughc? at up t0 3100 rmll on for d-smanqu alone.
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\;c'oar chula:ory Commiss:on ‘officials say they. are confidént the p'ob'cms can be rcsolvcc That 5 u.Har we
have been told adou: the problems ors?mng the waste products from nuciear plants {or severa! decades. and we
are still nowhere near a solution. We are beir ; asked to have faith that the technology will appear to solve ¢
proviems. And in the meantime. ruc ear plan. < contmu to be built dapltc serious mresoived qus.xons

The \A"ntc House Council an "wxronmcntal Qua' ty in Septemocr 1977 re'omrencm‘ ihat :he ;onmnent stop
issuing licansas fou new nuciear plar .5 unless accap.ab.e ways are found o "~-:cs¢ sl radicactive wastes and %o
clean up plants aft e' :ncy are abarconed e at ¥, 4% -
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Dacammxssxor.ng inveives very high and open anded costs, as well as unresolved tecnni ical 'ssucs The sensitle

and prudent course would surely be to sclve the prociems fxrs. not to become cent nually more committed to
ﬂuc‘ ear powaer while such serious prcblems remain. - KRRt . Tn
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STOP LICENSING NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS UNTIL ACCEPTABLE WAYS ARE FOUND TO DISPCSE OF
RADIOACTIVE WASTES AND TO CLEAN UP THE PLANTS AFTER THEY ARE ABANDO\ED_

Prepared For The Local Affiliate
Abalone Alliance
452 Higuera St. Ville
San Luis Obispo, CA Anderson Valley c s
(805] 543-6614 Nuclear Awareness Commitieg
by The San Luis Obispe Mothers For Peace P.0. Box 13€

544.49335 595-2605 772-4164 Philo, CA 65338



