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a ! 'W 1,

$' y GUAPS is intervenor in licensing proceeding of ..ofre II and
O @ III. At the time of construction state hearings,1973, the Chairman
g $ of the Safety and Licensing Board ruled that consideration of the
& d specifies of evacuation was "premsture" and should be argued at
g ( the license stage.
5

Q" However, he did let GUAPS present its contention that there wereq
z es not adequate roadways for evacuation. "ne Board ruled in favor of
E $ the acclicant and granted the construction oermit. GUAP.D areealed,
E E and the Aereal Board sustained us, savint that, indeed, ther' were
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' s
8" not adequs' e roadways, but allowed conetruction to proceed on thet

b
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grounds that the Board judged there roadnavs threugh Campare
Pendleton which could be 15preved and extende[ te prcride the8 ,

@>
c needed egress.
z

=
d - " % ese"i=provements have not been made, nor arrange =ent made for use
y d of those roads necessary for evacuation of the general public.
[ z

5 $ Now we are near the licensing hearing date, and the NRC is proposing
g 4 to change the rules so that the question of adequate evacuation

{ routes can be raised only "after the fact" of cperstien, since noe
{ g stay determination would be allowed.

h $ Clearly, this is in violation of public safety considerations as

@ $ well as in violation of any concept of fair play. The purpose of
the appe,als process is to give necessary assurance of safety. Our= co

z S exterience in the construction stare show'sithat the appeals crocess
5 may be crutial to public protection.
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2 The NRC should not be in the position of replacinz thet which is
3 already inadequate, with totally urfair rules.
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9 We continue to hope that our efforts will hele bring the needed plight to the Commission to understand the dangers San Onofre poses.
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