Joe Fouchard, News Service Branch Auguet 21, 1963
Pivision of Public Informstion, Hesdgquarters

Rodney L. Southwick, Aseistant to the ¢ y
Manager for Public Informmtion, SAN Vs
CALLFORNIA P.U.C. DENIES BODEGA PETITION

MI:ELS

Enclosed ave:

1. Copy of the California Public Utilities Commission decision
denying & rehearing to Bodegs Bey reactor opponents;

2, 8. V. Chronicle story on the sction in (1); and
3. latter to the Editor on Bodega.

Raclosures:
As stated

Lowenstein, BLAR, HQ, w/encls.
¥. K. Pittman, DRD, BQ, w/encls.
Howard Shepar, OGC, BQ, wencls.

R. W, Smith, Coupl. V., SAN, w/sncle.

CC: | Maxold Price, REG, BQ, w/encls.
Robert

SOUTHWICK: mt
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Decision No., 65914 ( (
‘BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matter of the application
of PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC
COMPANY for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity Application No. 43808
to construct, install, operate
and maintain Unit No. 1, a
nuclear pcwer unit, at its
Bodega Bay Atomic Park.
(Electric)

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REHEARING

An order granting a certificate for construction of Unit
No, 1 at applicant's Bodega Bay Atomic Park was issued on November 8,
1962. (Decisior No. 64537, effective November 28, 1962.)
Petitioner's unincorporated predecessor sought rehearing on
November 28, 1962. Rehearing was denied on January 2, 1963.
(Decision No. 64731,) Petitioner's predecessor thereafter filed
petitions alleging violation of the certificate decision and for
injunction. (January 15 and 31, 1963.) Petitions for injunction
were denied on February 13, 1963. (Decision No. 64913,) Thereafter
petitioner filed a petition to reopen the proceeding for further
hearing. (May 6, 1963.) Reopening was denied on July 9, 1963.
(Decision No. €65701.)

On July 31, 1963 petitioner The Northern California
Association to Preserve Bodega Head and Harbor, Inc. filed the
present petition for réﬁearing of the order denying reopening.

The Commission having considered said petition and each of its



allegations, and being of the opinion that no good cause has been .
shown for the granting therof, IT IS ORDERED that said petition
is hereby denied.

Dated at San Francisco , California, this _20th day
of August , 1963,

President

' /8/ EVERETT C. McKEAGE

/8/ GEORGE G, GROVER

/s/ FREDERICK B, HOLOBOFF

Commissioners

I will file a concurring
opinion later.
/8/ PETER E, MITCHELL

I would grant the relief
requested,

/8/  WILLIAM M., BENNETT



(

¢ ¢
-

w5

PAGE 22 Wednesday, Aug. 21, 1963 FHE &
= '+« THE SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE :

PUC Adamant

Bodega Appeal

.Rejected

" The California Public

Jilities Commigsion re-

used again yesterday to

“econsider the Bodega Bay

wower plant matter, and

~ommission Chairm an
Nilliam Bennett again dis-

ented from the majority
ote.

" It was the third denial of
“etitions filed by the North-
-rn California Association to

‘reserve Bodega Head and
{arbor, Inc., and the. second
ime Bennett has cast the
one dissenting vote,

In its 4to-1 ruling yester-
ay, the Commission said
imply that the latest peti-
lon failed to show cause why
: should reconsider the per-
Mt it has already granted
*acific Gas and Electric Com-
any to build the atomic
lant.

The Commission previous-
¥ rejected the association's
etitions for reviewing on
anuary 2 and July 9, and
n February 13 it turned
own a petition for an in-
anction.

David Pesonen, executive
ecretary for the conserva.
tonist group, said the Com-
aission's latest denial was

ot a defeat.

“It is simply the last ad-
dinistrative procedure we

ust follow before we take

‘he matter to the Supreme
‘ourt,” he said,

" Nearly 200 persons, mur.-

‘shile, attended an informa-

lonal hearing on the nuclear
ower plant before the Ma-
in Board of Supervisors,
“Bode'a Head is in adjoin-
ag Sonoma county but a ma-
drity of the Marin super-
isors approved the hearing

Vg -

Again

because of the proximity of
the proposed site to Marin
county.

All but two of the 18
speakers opposed the PGXE
project as a threat to the
safety of inhabitants and a
blow to the natural beauty
of the area.

F. F. Mautz, chief civil en-
gineer for PG&E, and At-
torney Paul Golis, spokes-
man for the Sonoma County
Association for the Develop-
ment of Bodega Bay, Favored
the plan.

Golis said the atomic
power plant would be worth
$1 million a year in taxes to
Sonoma county.
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. Pi;vg Pong at the Head .

Editor’ — Unfortunately the
proposed Bodega reactor has be-'
come a political ping pong tall as -
partisan groups join their respac- ¥
tive bandgwogons, confusing, dis- ,
torting, and ignoring the basic is- '
sues which remain: !

1. What will be the biological g

- effect of temperature fluctuation «3
~ and chemical issuance? '

2. How great is the danger of
an atomic reactor located near a ;
. known earthquake fault? ]
3. Was the permit legal, as'’
there was no public hearing? ’
4, Is the plant potentially an °
economic asset or a waste econ-
omy?

5. Where does one place aes-
* thetic values , . .?

. These issues cannot be lcst in"
political sparring, but must bs de. -
cided and shared by all citi ng
ond all industry everywhere.

.. Redding. KENN ROE, .3
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OFFIC )F THE CHAIRMAN

Dre

For Information

2™ For appropriate handling

For preparation of reply for Chairman's

signature (Refer to Manual Chapter 0240)

For discussion at Commissioners' Information

Meeting
For distribution to other Commissioners

Daily Log

Howard C. Brown, Jr.
For the Chairman
» 6177




