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Messrs. G, S. Spencer and A, P, Johosom attended the public hearing held
Ly the Atomic Safery and Licensing Board on February 20 and 21, 1968, at
San Luis Obispo, California. The purpose of the hearing wvas to conelder
FCLE's application for a provisional construction permit for a pressur=-
lecd unter reartnr, to be located at the aoplicanc's Disble Cauyva siia
near San Luie Obiepo, California,

In suwsvary, the hearing moved forvard without undue delay or unexpected
developments, The Scenic Shoreline Preservation Conference, an intervenor
opposing the applicatiom, was primarily represcnted by Dr. Rash, a History
Professor at the Univeraity of California, Sauta Barbara, His approach
was one of opposing construction of the plant on the geueral proposition
that nuclear reactors were inherently ultrahazardous and, therefore,
should not be constructed or operated on the face of the earth. He
aduitted, however, that his knowledge of nuclear euergy vas limited and
that the true purpose of opposition was based on motives relatsd to the
organization's true purpose of conservation.

in addition to Dr, Kash, a Mr, Forter, an sbalone diver, made a limited
appearance to proteat agalnst thermal pollution. Hovever, since the
subject was not within the jurisdicrion of the proceedings, his msin fitem
of concern vas directed toward the effect that radioactivity in the
liquid effluent discharpod from the plent iInto the ocean wight have on
the l1ocal sbalone. The Board followed through with questious to the
applicant, the ansvers to which appeared to satisfactorily enswer Mr.
Porter's concerns,

The Poard's main line of gquestioning, spearheaded by Dr. Pigford, coocerned
the research and development programs pertaining to the reactor design
criteria, identified in the application (i.e., dceign of emergency core
cooling cyastem; final core thermal-hydraulic, nuclear and mechanical
design parapeters; and details of the contafioment spray syetem), The
main purpose of this linc of questioning appeareé to be centered around
the requirement that the Toard must find that ressonable essurance exiects
at thie time that the proposed development programs will produce satis~
factory results and that acceptable alternate courses of sction &re
——gvattatic 1 - the rvlcultrwrc‘fmnd to—be unsptisfactory,
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J, P, 0'Railly -2 March 8, 1968

Notes jotted down during testimony and/or cross-exsmination involving
representatives of the Scenic Fhorelins Preservation Counference Incorporated
ere presented below, This organizetion was represented by Professor
Roderick Nash, of the University of California, Santa Barbars, and e Dr.
Isaac Yarfel. According to Kash, the memberthip numbers .pprozt-ntoly 250,
A. Opening Statement by Professor Nash, Professor Nash 1n‘1cntod that

he felt the Board should expect auevers from the applicant regarding

the following:

1. The Health, Education sand Welfare task force finding regarding
"Ruclear power plants being built without adequate knowledge of
the facts by the populatioa.”

2. Palladin'e ACRS letter to Seaborg referencing the "large” earth-
quakes guticipated at the Dieblo site, Alsc the ACRS belief that
1solation of the #ite is essential to the health and safety of
rthe :mk'l fe.

3, FPG&E's preliminary safery analysis report pertaining to wind
data which shows that the wind is from the northwvest 40 te 50
percent of the time, In view of the low level temperature
{oversion encountered south of the site, would arcas such &s Santa
Maria, Lompoc, and Vandenberg Air Force Base be affected by relense
of effluents during sn gccident? . ¥

&, What affect would an accidental relecaee, caused for example by
sulbmarine sabotage, have on the miosile defonse cnynbllt:y of

Vandenberg Air Porce Base? .

Kash then quotod fru- Teller's 1965 papcr 1n vhtch Tnllet states
that in principle reactors are dangerous = they won't blow up but
they contain e much higher fiesion foventory. 1In edditiom, the
reactor foventory would be distributed at a low level versus the
bigh dispersion of the bomb, He aleo quoted Teller's statement
and belief that reactors belong underground and referenced Sweden
as an exawple, Connors and Fhil Crane, FC&E, both {fhterrupted at
this point to object to what Naeh was doing. They pointed out to
the Chairman that {f the quest{ons wvere merely rhetorical and
required no answer they had no problem, However, 1f Nash expected
susvers to these guostions and was presenting them as a basis for
cross-examination they sahould be considered {wproper as openirg
remarks.

S. Application of the Erookhaven Report to the Diablo Canyon facility
(deaths, losses, etc.).

- - —— B e ok T — —— —— —



V. f. v oneilly aan b L . March 8, 1968

6. The Fish and Wildlife letter to Harold Price which stated that
elthough the geseous and liquid wastes which would be discharged
to the atmosphere and ocean would not exceed the mpe, may be all
right for man, but not necessorily for animals, The letter also
apparently touched on the concentretion and etorage of {sqtopes
by animal orgenlsms - food chnin problem - nigratory animals and
birds. Wa h specififed the chzin problem {nvolved with Diablo
widceh includes the kelp, abalone (lelp eaters), and the husan
beinz £t the cnd of the chain.

B, Yrch Crorr-exsiination of 1877,

—

1. Woulé radioactive wzstes be relecsed in the effluents to the
ocezn?

Anrucr:  Yes, but will be srall quentities end well under 10 CFR 20
concentration limits,

2. Vere these (envirourental effects) ctudics done by PC&T er by
others?

fniwcr: Ly PGAE and reviewed by consultants, Dr. Salo and
Lr, Golcran,

b; 3. Did theee consultante do independent work or Just review the
p ;- PGAE vork?
¢
£ Ancwer: Primarily review of PGALE work,
B 1 4. Does PGAE feel that their studies ansvered :he food chain concern
uncertainties expressed in the Tish and Wildlife letter to Harold
[rice?
]
1 Anever: Yes,
: 2. 'Mirt radioouelidee vill be relcase? from the plant?
H
{ Arciort: PCLY referred to voluuc 2 of their prelirinary analysis
- ccfety rejyort,
; 6. I¢ kelp 2 heavy concentreter ¢ 1-tioiadine?

2ry- Xet.

i - -




"“b * -

Y TR WM g b A T T YT PR A

| .
P .

J. P. O'Reilly -4 - March B, 1968

7. What do you mean vhen you say the reactor s located on -
“fsolated™ site? LA

i

Ansver: Westinghouse had to come to Schuyler's rescus at this
point, Schuyler appesrsd tn he sousidias {neffeciive in coping with
the questfous thrown at hie by Kash, Weastiughouse representatives
indicated that they considered an {solated site to be one with low
population densitiesn,

8. FKashk tried to get FCAR to admit that underground plant would have
been safer, He continved to quote Teller on this, After much
haggling Connor finally veut on record that Kash was mot reading
all of Teller's paper and that 1t would be helpful 1f he did,

Testimony by Dr, Earnest falo. Dr. Zaruest Ealo, Assoctate Professor
of Fisheries, University of Washingtom, offered the following fuforma~
tion during his testimony,

1. The controlling {sotope {n the plant diacharge vater will be 1odine-
131 since {t eets tle ;wer limit on wan's consumption of abalone,
A conceatration of 1077 uc/ml {e anticipated at the present {n the

cooling water. This will be diluted to 10°13 uc/ul 1o the discharge
canal,

2. The Ieance Committee Report i{ndicates 1.6 x 106 uc/ml as the
maximm allovable concentration in sea water.

3. The pacange of time will ot sffecc levels of concentration {n
organisms because once the level of coucentration becomes constant
the organfsm retains an equalibrium status vhich remains conatant
unti]l the concentration {n the environment changes. That fs, the
orgavism and the eovironent reach an equalibrium ratio (ceucen~
tratiom factor) relative to one another.

Cross-exanination of Se1o by Tasxc Farfel (Scenie Shoreline).

1. Tn view of the finding that DUT has no concentration level cefling
in orgeniema, 1s thiz also true of radfounuclides?

Ansver: Fo,

2. Would organiems with & longer 1{fe span tend to concentrate highar
levely of {sotopes?

Ansver: No.
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J, P, O'Reilly -5 - March 8, 1968

L 3, How about the final factor in the food chain (man)? If man ests
the abalone, doesn't he {ngest all the concentrated radionuclides?

Answer: 5alo responded that this qucstion had been answ:.red by
) Dr, Goldman on the previous day ({,e,, a man vould have to eat
‘ 30 pounds of abalone per day for 3€5 cays per year {n order to
reach the maxirum allowable boldy turden limit),

cc: R. H. Engelken, CO:HQ
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