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2
o  PBOCEEDINGS
2 ' | | - (1344 p.m.)
3 © CHATRMAN PALLADINO: The meeting will please come

4 to order.-v
5 - :" Iheisunjeqtfof todeY's meeting is discussion of
6the Hay’18£h,»f967 memo and seismic reverification~plan_fdr
7 Diablo Canyon. The discussion of the May 18th,:1967rmemof
8 will be én open meeting, and the rest of the‘meeting then
9w111 be closed for Comm1551on dlscu551on.
10. | Now,; at’ thls tlme I understand the staff is -
11prepared to dlscuss the Hay 18th, 1967 memo, and I suggest.
12we proceed. |
“riafil |  MR. DIRKS. We hane'several staffﬂpeople here, Hr.
: igchairmen;f We:have-DrmiJeeksdn from;NOOR.who7is brepared,tOg
. 15ralk abeurlrhe sunject; We hevednr; demes Devine from rhe
16 U.S. Geoiogicai.Snrvey-who_is sitting in the area there. who ..
;1Tiszalso prepared.te{reyiew-the seismic followup on the
igsite. And weehave from the NRR staff ¥r. Bob Tadesco who
19ceuld discuesfsomedef the historical aspects of this memow.
20 'Vﬁould'yen like toiproceed first with the
H21substant1ve part of the lssue wlth Dr. Jackson,”and then we
22can follou up w1th Mr. Tadesco? o o ‘_ o |
23 o CHAIRHAN PALLADINO:'-IS the historical baekground.‘
>24necessary to understand the substance’ |

95 e'-M .ADIRKS. I thlnk 1t would be important to get

ALDERSON REPORTING:COMPANY, INC,
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‘1into the substance of the\issue first, and then ve could
x>2f9110Wﬂit up: with questions. |
3 : 'DR. JACKSON: Sinoe'being:made aware of the need
-4 to dlscuss thls memo a short time ago, we have gone back and
5pr1mar11y talked to the U.Se Geologlcal Survey as to thelr
"Grecollectlon of what transplred at the tlme just before. the
7memo was.wrlttennand shortly‘thereafter. And'baslcelly Mr.
8Devine;can discuss that. .
9 | _ , ‘?romhthe'staff's point of Viewtahd geoscientists*
d10poipt of’viewewe\haveriookéd.beck;.and there vere a numberh
11of episodesvof hepping, geologic mappings. It boils down to

”-12about three phases of geologlc mapplng., thoSe-that wvere

r_13done on the seacllff exposures prlor to the site belng'

_14located there, extensive trenching'across.the*plant areaa-i-

) 15and the actual mapplng of the excavatlon for ‘the plantr
‘Iestructures.

1517 S “And our perceptlon is. _and understandlno of the B
Q18memos»is_ba51cally the way a geologlst would approach the
“19orohiem$ as. you look at all of the avallable lnformatlon
‘éothetvyou have that you make a determlnatlon on that, and youA'
h21wou1d then pursue or not pursue dependlng.on your best .
223udgment the need for further trenchlng and further
123excavatlons.' |

24 dt It is our best understanding in lookino_beck,at

25 this and from what we know of the site'since:that time that

. ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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4

1 basically there was confidence by the geologists, the review
.2 genlogists at the U.S.G;S..and geologists who have reviewed
3 that plan since then that these faults were old in terms of
4 the crlterla that were belng proposed at the time, and there
5was no further need for specific additional trenching10f
'd6thatlfeature in'partlcular._d‘ |
7 It turns out that during the excavation of the
Bplant structures the fault that is in question was
9apparently 1ntersected in the plant structure and mapplng
,10program. After mapplng Unit 1 excavatlon, two minor- faults
111n the northern part of the excavatlon were 1nterpreted to
‘12he«part’of.thls fault zone, and therefore, the fault vas |

.jainterpreted to dle out as it approached the 51te from the
~:'14seacllf£ exposure,.< .> ' o |

L15‘_" 2.5“ Our best understandlng is that the faultlng

1eoccurred_somewhere;between 15_mllllon years ago,and 80 to

'17120,000 Years ago,-and'the best estimate,is;thatgthe_actnal )

18movement onfthese faults took'place in what ia‘calledﬂthe
19Pllocene or Lower Pleistocene:tine,'which.iefmore than'a,
2omillion'years-ago. | |

ﬁ21:ﬂ p‘__:b_And ha51cally that is a summary of what I have.

22 o HR. DEVINE: My comments are more on the attltude

23 of the people involved and the specifics.v I personally.have‘

24been involved' in the site since July of '67, shortly after-

25 the meeting that these notes came from; so I have known Mr. -

ALDERSON REPORTING-COMPANY.. INC,
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1 Murphy and Dr..Colter, who are both mentioned in the memo,
Zoersonally;ahd directly on-thls case since that time.‘ I
3talkedIWith:Dr. Colter.laet veek about'this oircuhstahoe.
4So\my'commehts cohe froh.hoth‘of thoeefsources: ‘my own
5persohal5exoeriehCe.and my reoeht convereatlou uith Dre.
GColter, o | o | P

7. _“ - And‘hié;commentsfwere and my belief is that the
Bexoavations,.the.trenchiug that wasidonefas a result of
Qearlier;questiOne did indeed reflect minor faultihg,ih‘the'
thtrenchiho,-hut‘no evidence;of;displacement'in the upper |
.111ayer which. is the 80 to 120, 000 layer.

125l'1 . That question was looked at. exten51ve1y by Dr.
’13Colter and Dr. Yerkes of the Geologlcal Survey, and they
':_14both recalled the fleld trlp v1vid1y,‘and 1nd1cated to- mei"

15that thelr oplnlons today are as they were at that tlme,'7

16that there was minor. faultlng. It was not capable faultlng,'

17as there was no ev1dence of the upper layer belng displaced,

18 and they~know,noth1ng in the 1nterven1ng years that would
'19cause them to change’ that p051t10n. |

20 ' . As for any. attltudes about what addltlonal work
21shou1d be done, there was. a strong feellng on the part of
’22the Survey at that time after hav1ng been through a few
yzaother cases ‘where capahle faultlng was a major issue, they
'é4were hlghly sensxtlzed,toithe questlon--‘And-lt wvas after

'2soonSiderable thought_ou their part thatﬁthey{agreed,with Dr.

" ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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"6

1 Johns that additioral trenching was not necessary, as indeed-

21it would raflect more of the same that they had already seen.

3 - My ownﬂpereonal'involhement came as a seishologist
'i4as a result of the g values that vere dlscussed in the same.
-5memo, But I do know over the years of talklng w1th Dr.

6 Colter there was np’hint that something more‘should'have

»“7been~dehe. _ | | | |
8 A 'COHHISSIONER AHEARNE: Jih,vit mentions ih thei
9memo "significant faqlt:exposed at‘the seawall,” and goes on

-10to sa&;h"Ih Dr.hdehne"qpihion this largerafaﬁlt does hot'
11ruh through the.site but prohably passes tonthe'northﬁest.f

lsz.: "h. . Is there any pOSSlblllty ‘that that fault llne
ahacohnects ‘up Hlth the Hosgrl fault’

R MR. DEVINE: T guess the possilbili;ty wa.ul.d not be .
‘152ero, but the probablllty vas certaln to be qulte low. As"
;16you know, there was exten51ve seismic proflllng 1mmed1ately

17offshore to try to hook up faultlng ‘with the ‘Hosgri, and 1t~

' :1&would'be>my judgment that that would most llkely have been‘

ljgfotndfif it 1ndeed really hooks up w1th the Hosgri; and

2othere_is,no evidence that it has been»found. - So my'guess is -

h21the probablllty would be very 1ow that that could happen.
-'-é2  ' ' CHAIRHAN PALLADINO. Was there any documentatlon
éaaround that time that reflects the oplnlons you are glving
24non? Are you aware of any, Jim?

25 - A: MR. DEVINE: Yes, sire. There was.a;letter written-

ALDERSON REPORTING-COMPANY, INC, .
400 VIRGIN_IA'AVE.. S.W., WASHINGTON, DC 20024 (202) 554-2345



'21and the Survey. o

7

Tbv the-Geological‘Survey that was enclosed in the SER at the

2time.which_states in writing our position on that. |

s CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: What gives a number of us
4broblems is:that'after;fwell, reading a'couple'ofhsentences--
5here from the memo, it says,.“Itfwas eetablished that'if the

6conta1nment were relocated to move it off the small faults,'

. 7it would probably 11e~on similar faults in the new

’&location. Thus, Dr.. JohnSﬁconcludes that the present
*9proposed locatlon is adequate.-vThey doznot intend to doa
1qurther trenchlng-at'the_risk of hncovering geologic
11etructuresfwhichfcodld lead5to.additional-soeculatlonbandj"

12bosslblv delay the project-“

'1&di_l, L That 1s reason to ralse a llttle bit, a concern.
: f14say1ng they Just dldn t want to flnd out what they were
f15afra1d they mlght flnd out.

;}6."'”.;_2 HB. DENTON.V_Hr. Chairman, after the memo came. to

17my attentlon ve, d1d look back at all of the 1nformat10n, and

18we contacted the people that were 1nvolved. For whatever

19the-reasons that~the-company_advancedothat logic.-l can.find ;

- 20 no indicatlon that that influenced the decision of the'staffl

22- : " The dec151on is well- documented based on’ geologlc
231nformation.' It s been followed up two oL three tlmes.
24It s even been covered in one hearlng. And lt was a. ch01ce

2sof words that must have reflected what was sald at the

, ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY INC,
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10 - MR. DENTON: ¥r. Bob Tadésdoa'

.1 time. But as you well know, the Survey has long had a

Zreputation-for independence about that, and about that sanme
3 time frame_rejected“one site in California where thef vere
4 concerned. So'I don't find any basis for thinking that

Sstaff's influence was influenced at all other than on the

-ngeologlc dlfference.rj

7 - /< CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Do we have at hand - you say

8the letter that you lssued about that tlme 1s in the "FSAR, .

- 9%or where dld you say lt was?

IS R MR.VTADESCO:"Hr. Chairman, Bob Tadescoﬂofethe
12 staff. -
:rjaf». _ o Appended to our SER: whlch lssued in 1968 vas a -

'f14report from the Department of the Interlor Geologlcal

153urvey.v That dld 1ndlcate the report from the Geologlcal

GSurvey, acknouledglng thelr evaluatlon of the exploratory':;

‘:nn7tr°nches that they had examlned in 1966.

‘v18' : "‘CHAIRHANuPALLADINO. Are yon‘sayino then, and we
‘1gw§u1& include in the recorn'the-fact that this statement'did_
.'2onot influence the staff decisions on'this plant, and that

;~21you relled on the USGS assessment as 1nc1uded in the SER as’

'22a basis for proceedlng wlth thlS plant at thls 51te°

23 o Did I put words in your mouth°

-24._{ R DENTON. Well, at that time I'm not sure the '

255taff had any geologlsts on the staff, and we relied almost

ALDERSON REPORTING-COMPANY, INC,
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1 completely on the Survey, and the Survey had had a lot of.

-Zexperience:with the siting of power‘blants in'Caiifornia.

"3 And I have feadgthexreports that were produced by theySurvey
fhoth before and. after that report, and I anm confideht'that'
:sbr; Colter was’hot;influenced byxuhatever review:waszi'
éadvocateﬁ'at.thatymeetinga |
7 HR. DEVINE: I would like to put on the record
8that I asked»Dr. Colter that.direCtly,’ahd he.indicated>that

' 9'there was noiuay in influence as described .in that

ijOsentence.ﬂ Theiteason for asking for additional'faultino'was

'_511the strong bellef that 1ndeed 51m11ar structures as already

'12dlscovered wouldﬂbe found, but no hlnt that you could flnd .

”“‘jastructures more severe than was. already uncovered. S

}&4{,_ Ih:,’cnnlauau PALLADINO. ~ This wasta concern wlfhf;J'
>15regard to that 51te. , b>>“ - ._ S : \
’.igﬁf - COHHISSIONER BRADFORD: That-statementtis directly
17conttary “to what the memo ltself says. I can-unuerstanul
*pﬁ18that anybody s memory would be fuzzy ‘back to:'67; ,hine;~a
-19certa1nly is. But I ‘would be prettynhesitant to take
’QOSomeone's memoryﬁtoday over_afrecord.that'was'uade at the
. 21 time. o |
gi”fvf' MR.'DENTON:A I don;t:think it's just that.v.it;sﬂ
23also looklug at the geologlcal ba51s‘here. The area is.

;24fau1ted. There are a 1ot of faults in that area,'and they

25 are all old. It has been looked_at-when,Unlt 2 was dug, and

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC, .
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10

1it is not as though -- as Bob Jackson said originally, there
2 are the Seauall exposures. There's the trenching that was
:3done. That was the best trench reactor site at the tlme. I

‘ 4th1nk there was over half a mlle of trenchlng done._'And

.5 then as they dug»the foundatlons for the plant, they exposed

6 other faults that vere avallable, and all'of-those showed
7the same geoloq1c structure: and dates.

:8 ) l : COMHISSIONER BRADFORD. The memo says, "It was

‘jgsuggested that the exposed fault of the seawall be traced by

: 10further trenchlng. Does anyone recall»suggested bywwhom?
11HaslthatlanhAEC”suggestion, a USGS suggestion?
12 ‘.'__'-’HR DENTON: Since ve didn't have-any expertise at

413the.time, I don t know who would have brought that one out.

14 ‘jﬂ?ﬁ_CHAIRMAN;PALLADINO:A Whatlpage are you reading’
-ﬂSfrom?g‘;,‘fr_=“ N o | ‘
6 connxssronra BRADFORD:. It's the sentenoe’rioht

17 after the one you were readlng from. Somebody at that

'18meet1ng suggested that further trenchlng mlght be deSLrable.~

19 CHAIRHAN PALLADINO: It S not clear .from this.

20 'DR. JACKSON: I would add a-comment‘that from many

'.21meet1ngs I have been lnvolved 1n as a geologlst I thlnk ,
222trench1ng in this type of env1ronment would always be asked
23for, 1n fact, as much as you ‘can get, as often as you can
'24get 1t.' And thlS had . an exten51ve amount of trenchlng for

"25that time_frame., In fact, I thlnk there S been llttle more

' ALDERSON REPORTING- COMPANY, iNC, .
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1donem:
2 . ‘What a geologist does when he's looking-at'this
3k1nd of 1nformatlon is try to make a value dec151on as to
. 4what return you may get on that addltlonal trenchlng.~
"5’ : fht COHHISSIONER BRRDFORD. Okay. The part that
'6troubles me, I thlnk it's the part that troubled the

7 Chairman as uell when hevcame across the two sentences.
» 8beforef is the next.sentence"says,,"The applicants said they:
9did not believe.that this was necessary.

'{0‘ - 'f. Okayr .Falr enough._ That s the p01nt that you rel
Af1makin§r: "And that further informatlon_of thls‘type would
:12on1y compllcate a contested hearlng. |

431 : h;fs' - Now, if~ you are so sure- that all of the addltlonal,,
»?141nformat10n would be favorable and would conflrm that there
J5was no: faultlng of concern, why would the publlc hearlng be
416comp11cated? th wouldn t the publlc hearlng be 51mpllfied°

17 ' _ JA HR DENTON. Bear in mlnd the appllcant vas saylng

18that supposedly,‘not the staff, and I dOn t know-why]he;saldl‘d‘"’

719that. Our people'wrote-ltxdown- '
h20 : ;‘A COHHISSIONER BRAbFORD; The inference it invites'
2115 one that uas suggested before whlch was that they dldn t
22have reason to be a hundred percent confldent that the
23resu1t of further trenching would conflrm uhat they have.

24 | . MR. DENTON.' I guess I come. back, I know of no.

.25 more independent geological advice in the Survey in that

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC, .
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1time.freme.'

2 ' COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Was any further trenching
t3done?.>
4 . WR. DENTON: Yes. Well, let me qualify that.

5Nowy'treuching is ouly.oue of several-ways'to.understand'the
'6area,heofevery time'they excavated for'anotherfolantj—--they
7did-Unit T,dthey_did Unit 2; I think they even trenched eome
8 more hefore Unit 2 was allowed -- so there was a lot of
”Qgeolooic work, all:of which‘confirme the kidd of
10understending.that Dr;‘Jackson-and I seldrerists for thet
11§item7 ‘, o
,_12]_ } ﬁt VCOHHISSIONER AHEARNE. But‘aS'far=es you know,'waé .
7,13there any work done that flowed from these concerns ralsed?

j4; _ fii}_ MR.,DENTON;t Let me go back_to_the.ouly.hletorlcalh
r15memory,yBob_Tadesco; | | | | - y
_Hé "‘: | MR; TADESCOs. It‘s hard. to recollect'back to thet'
1ftime;ybut they had a review of the memo 1n the report, so we
dshad to flle lt._ And lt talked about the adequacy of the
19trench1ng plus the addltlonal trenchlng done at Unlt 2 in

othe report of the Survey. "That is what we relled On.

"21.‘-A o COHHISSIONER AHEARnE. 'As far as the Survey knows,ﬁj}_;

29 there was no additional work done.
- 23 . MR. DEVINE; Not to-my knowledge. - '
24 - . COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: - Has there been a complete

o5 file search on our part or on the Survey's part with regard

) ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC, )
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13
'l'to_this? _ :
:,2 | HR.‘DENTON:. I_wouldn'thsay complete} but we hane
3 searched our files; - Are you fishing for problems or do you
4 4think'that there:are somefthere?’ He have looked, we have
'5talked‘to everyone'involved, and we can t flnd any ba51s for
6th1nk1ng these faults are anythlng but old faults. |
7 f | COHHISSIONER AHEARNE: But the dlfflculty is we
a8have a nemo. The memo reports a meeting; and obViously'it
'915 a meeting that occurred over 1u years agos and so
10unfortunately, memorxes are.gOLng_to be probahly very boor .
11sources of 1nformatlon. So you have;to;relf as best you can
‘1120n Hhatever'wrltten 1nformation'is'available;'and'thet‘

A'13ur1tten lnformatlon 1nd1cates a- concern about d01ng further

':_14exploratlon because it could delay the pro:ect and

-15comp11cate a contested area.'

fjé':‘i;‘ o Now,_I have no way of knowlnglwho ralsed thosew
'ai7ohjectlons or. concerns, but at least at the moment 1t_sound5“»f
‘hjellke,whoever ra;sed them'was successfulhin the argnment.,,
59 " uR. DENTON:"Well, T don'trwant‘to;be‘defensive.
v20about this. When we oot the memo cailed to“our attention.wez
_21relooked, and T thlnk we have told you all that we can tell
iézyou today~about this, other than g01ng back and retrenchlng
v23from’start. ‘We.havelsought out the,people,‘and haye them'
| é4here, who:have the‘best corporatevana.geologic memory;of

" 95 that site.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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1:‘ . COhHISSfONER BRADFORD: But as far as you know, in

‘ 2fact‘the fault from~the seavwall never was trenched in the
3waj suggested here;tthat is, followed to its.endvto.See how-

4close it cameato the plant in what form?

"5 o : DRa~JACKSOﬁat What I tried to indiCate'is.our bestul
6 understanding, that.it"was'a feature-picked up on the
7mappingeof Unit 1 vwhich was interpreted to.be'part of thatd

‘eafault extending toward the site. | .

.9 E » - I mlght add from a geologlc p01nt of v1ew the
103eac11ff is the best trench you could ever have as a natural'
11 exposure uhlch_has natural weather1ng~and weatherlng |
12progerties that fou_don't have in‘a~trench:which is’
13eicavated-r'1t is‘the bestvekbosurenyouncan-have-

4 7 so hei'n'g' a .geolo‘g-ist,l ‘yoﬁ puf"a- iot"o'f f'aith‘.‘in':
15that partlcular trench. And I thlnk one of the thlngs I

'16tr1ed to mentlon before Was that as you proceed,ilf thls

‘1Ttrench offset orr;nethe seacliff you notlced geologlc-

.18conditionsxwhich.would'leave‘you suspicious;_youvﬁouldhha&eru
'igno choice‘hut<to.trench and to followeit hplfnrther; | |

20" 'v\," In this case it is my judgment'that what wasfdone ra

21they evaluated all of the ev1dence, and they would look, fore

221nstance, at air photographs of the so- called terrace unlts 4

23and see if there were any indications or poss1b111t1es that

24that fault could progect in that dlrectlon and offset the

250ther materlal and dec1de to trench or not to trench.

- ALDERSON REPORTING.COMPANY, INC,
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R  COMMISSTIONER BRADFORng I appreciaté what you say,
2and I don't have'any basis for'douhting it other than this
' 3ianguage.in here aboutrthe'extent to:which further work
f4mightwcause’further problens. |
5 ' a Giuen the situation as you haVe.de3cribed it, it
‘-;'ésounds.as;thoughnfurther_work would-Only.have increased the -
”7certainty for_people. What is troubling me is that people
‘éseemlto'saj'if we'learn more, it is going to weaken'our.
-Qcasem‘ That.ie thevopposite of the situation you desoribed.
o DR. JACKSON: I understand. I've been interested
: ﬁ‘in,trenChing‘for many;yeare. vTrenohing was not really doned-
:eroutdnely;ein'fact, it has evoiueduae'a'result of:thef
tjanuclear power plant 51t1ng, the use of trenchlng to 1dentlfy
h¥14act1ve faultlng.d | | :
:l15,7 , '_-; And I thlnk what has happened, therefuas‘anhit
1aevolutlon through tlme of the dependency on thls- | _‘
‘17methodology, and that stemmed from the U.S. Geologlcal
“1SSurvey and the support ‘that the NRC or AEC at that tlme gave:“
19to that aspect of the study.
20 sl thlnk lt was --'myﬂjudgment would be that it
_21was‘an evolv1ng approach. There was an exten51ve amount
’;22done here and a Judgment made by the geologlsts at that tlmeh
23 that said that there's a certain amount beyond whlch you get
24d1m;nlsh1ng_returns.

25 I might make one comment from the~complication'
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1 point of view. There's no doubt complication-could mean

émany thiugs. It may mean to me as a geologlst that what you’
"3 have is more trench 1ogs, more arguments about age dates of
4the partlcular materlal,fand compllcated. It may be more
6certain in the end that it adds another eieueut»to the
'6revieu; SO'comolicated may not mean;complicatino tue
7hearings in terms.of the-difficuity issue, but comclicated
8in terms of-the geologic aspect.- |

9 '3\. ' HR-vDENTON- I would suggest that for.a morel
10further look you would have to go back and 1nterv1ew more
11part1es than we have been able to since this came to our
12attentlon._ He will try to flgure out what was behind' these
‘~135tatements and recreate that. |
.Etf4ﬂf . He tended ‘to work 1nternally..‘We'have'not)gonef
:dSback to’the company. And we. talked to the people who elther' '
Ajeuorked for the»AEC'at the time or worked,for-theeSurvey'at
i7the time. | | |
18 CHATRMAN PALLADINO: Based on the .SER or the
 {91etter'contained'from the USGS in the SER; do you believe
zothat fou proceeded iu‘a proper and effective way with_regard4
r21to these partlcular faults, and you were not 1nf1uenced by
222the concern that further trenchluovshould be av01ded because'
- 23it might give unanticipated problems?
24 d?IAHR. DENTON: "I‘ve never known the Survey to be

251nfluenced by any potentlal problems it mlght ralse. They
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17
-1 give us their'best scientific advice, and that has heen-mx
2experience in_ﬁorkin@ with them. ‘
3 s COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Jim,‘do you have anything?
4 »7j, MR. DEVINE; Yes. If T could make one more
5comment, lf I. could, on that very- p01nt. |
6 o »Ihls'51te partlcularly.I think the'reoord shows
7 that we ‘have not in the Survey at anf.time beenlhesitantjto“
8 reopen the case.: As you know, the 1ast.five years has been
9 largely, as a result .of our 1nvolvement 1n “the 1ncrease of
10the earthquake 51tes and so forth, I think 1t 1s 1mportant
11to recognlze that we have never felt an obllgatlon to do
120ther than prov1de the best geologlc‘adv1ce and let the
. 13chlps fall where they may.' And T thlnk our record 1s thte.
-L14strong in’ this. case for just: that.' ' o

'ﬁaf; "f‘,;'COHHISSIONER AHEARHE. So;‘Jim, I gather your”

1'16conclu51on is that this memo has. not led you. to be uneasy
17aboutvthe~Geolog1c Survey S p051t10h;_ ‘
48 . MR. DEVINE: Ny feeling is the memo is a
19misstatehent of our position as far as it ihpifing}that more
20data-kould causenmore trouble. I think that is a
21mlsstatement from our attltude. |

22 ... CHAIRHAN PALLADINO. Any other questlons?

23 - Hell, that completes the first part of the meeting.
24 L COMMISSIONER BRADFORD. Joe, excuse me for one

,-25thino-_ Perhaps I had ‘just not been readlng the memo- closely

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE,, S. W WASHINGTON D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345



;‘.Qd:

18

',1,enoudh. I had not takentit to state a USGS position §t<alli‘

2that 1s, the-part that'the“Chairman and'I'bothfquoted is

‘3attr1buted to‘-- I don t. know lf it's attrlhuted to - anyhody
‘;4-— to a Dr. Johns who is a- consultant to the appllcant.

i 5?*3'_Lgh_ What dld you have in. mlnd with regard to the USGS"

-6p051t10n°

. 7 ft'* MR. DEVINE. The last. sentence of the'letter‘says,i

&"Dr Colter agrees w1th the statement and flndlnas made by

o QDr. Johns;“'

10 ‘pafﬁ‘f.COHHISSIONER BRADFORD: I see. I took that to be

11w1th regard to the geology 1tself, not avpolicf'issue.

hi2_vf g;‘f,gna;.pnvrur., It is amblguous, what 1t does mean.
_13ﬂ;j-~j ' | COMMISSTONER BRADFORD. Your point is you would
ﬁ}14not have.been endor51ng the statement wlth regard to
"Tlt45hearlngé;i;fi;c_x RECRRP A p Sy :
h16:s“re;f MR. DEVIﬂEt That's true. . | | -
‘-tjfj ;:iA}#v CHAIRHAN PALLADINO._ Any other.comments,ortt
}:18questlons on thls subject? s C

19;; I Ee w1ll now proceed to'further discussion'of the“

2oselsm1c reverlflcatlon plan for Dlablo Canyon, and as the

22t1me we w111 take a recess whlle members of the publlc -
”723‘:"3 1'a1HR.>DIRKS:= Do you want to go. into the proposed
‘241etter?g*7’

25 ° - MR. BICKWIT: The Commission decided it wanted to

] ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY lNC
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'j;21comm1ttee voted, thls w111 be a closed meetlng., So at thls e



 19
'_1 close the remaining-portion of this diécussion’

é. 'CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: ?Because there.were a number

3 o0of items that certain1y ré1atéd to frustration of‘purposé;

. 4.and we‘wanf_to be‘frée tqtdiscqss ite. |

5. Ne will recess for a few minutes while visitors

(o]

&re allowed to leave.

7 ~ (Whereupon, at 2:10 p.m., the open session of: the

(¢.)

meeting was adjourned..)
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