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REQUEST FOA TNCLUSION OF SEISMIC MATTERS AT WEARTNG ON SUSPENSION OF CONSITUCIICH
" Tlemererdun ane Order® (April 21 1972). the Atemic Dnesgy Conmisasion assarte
(-~ 2 that there is "mo warrant in considering the question of the adequacy uof
se1 emac design for still another time” ail the .4y 17-20. 1972 heari.igs: On grounds
that *he selemic dusue 1s & primary issue in contsnlion, Scemic Shoreline hereby
s weste inclusion of this matter on the hearing apenda in accordance with Sectic
coels) and B.2 of 1001R 50 Appendis D.
scenis Shareline believes in conformence with Section 2.2b and aegceciated
amg. that continued construction of Unite 1 auc € °r e pasls of 1nadequate
-ndapde would forsclese allernetive foellity desizma likely to De reqdred
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3: 3 outeare of the cnpoing NEPA reviev

v G, 1971, 3ecsaic Shoreline subiniiied tae Culy sweim alllqavit ¢f
ondes, ¢ gerusioral engineer, on the gsuhjoct ef srdentilic fava
ol e % racentle aveilible af™er the San Femends eariacvak
SR 1971 Seonse Shoreline recucste trat the Caxctiasion twkle 07 &
> . ol TRine 8 ;.m.J......-'{«Q SGE Gd AL el LoVt AN G ae il el &
i zacerd, of his fivdinps therein clied 28 the nisie £or hearingy that

were sbssouently deaied.

e ity of Low Angoles' Propuces Bullding Code Amendments', compiled on the
besis of the San Fernando serthqueke (Beard Fie 12.501.5 April 25, 19'/2?' now
substantiste the original concern presentsd earlier by Mr. Vendos. The propesed code
changes specdfy (p.10) & city building design eriteria based on an acceleration of
0.50 grevity. Thds new trend toward more stringent decign standards for conventional

srractrree in Californis indisales the Amportante of ever higher standarde for
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etructures of eritical & .dent potential such as nucleer Lictors. Seismic design
criteria for the San Onofre additions and the proposed facility at Point Arema
evicently reflect thir new concern for higber standards. Since Diablo Camyon is

W the gane ceribquale province 2o Lhe Los Angeles Bagin (Biition of the Uniform
pui.diag Gedo, 1955). iU is dmperative thut the 1ladlo Units Le reappraised in the
iight o iz preposed Jily of los Angales dullding oode revisions.

The preeent senonic deedpn ~2 too Dizbly umats falls to neat e code revisions
avez 3¢ they apply to cunventionzdi eiryctures. In ile commante on ths Mendes
at?4davit ("Sepplomental Reply of Pacific Cas and Mestric Cupeny te Motion of
Seanic Shoreline Preservaticn Conforenca, Ine., dated July 9, 1971, Jwly 26, 1971).
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Ll abgavves (poy): "...Ondexr the suisaic design eritaria devuloped by PG and B's
congtliant for the Digdlo Cangren walis, the design is suck (lat the plant mey be

shut dowm sefely after & growid aocaleration of 0.480g (PSR sppecix D, pp. 8,4)."
Tea piopec#sd new code adwocating @ 2.5 wanderd warvanic & reemlustion of the
Do desugn at ths wpoun g henidage.

Seenie ooreline taken excention o the Comulnzion' s sgseriien *aat 2w solamic

scntantisng are "the very sexc ailegaticng which potitdoner advamied dariong the

scus Wmmeticn pemaii rings oy Undt 2.7 (Momorandua, Apris &, 1972, ».2). Data
soia 2 nial by goinie Shoreline (Hovdes 4£204avit, Juldy ¢, 1971, za w2 8o Fornandy

sarchquake (Fabwreary 9. i9%1) wsre wpmavalilable at cunstrucvisn permit heoringe fop
Thit @ Thy data, fartheracye, woro wovallabio fur 4he regornse, Juns 18, 1971, of
ths Avemic Safelr and Liesnmng Anpeal Board o Scenie Sikicline's reoveut for
revensicemuidon of $he showe decision. On Agguet 16, 1971 Qs Appoa) Board tuned
dewn Sewnic Shoraline'p nay selaric conmtions without graming e opportunity for
& boaring, ‘nilwding crousge~exiueivation avoeosasy fou er iscve of wih magnitude and
sigao ficanco.

Upen rolesting Scende Shicralise'e requast for hesrings on nov scimeic data in
it “Yeworandun and Ovder” (August 16, 1971. p.6), the Appeal Board left the door
open  wownewd . lor furcher previsy of ovidease 4 aceerdance witk 10CFR 50.100,

50,139, enc 2.204. The Appeel Douyt vrihor glated (keaorandwm, p.6):
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"the Confersnce & Fetition for ReconsideTatlior end rmore pariicularly,
tae Anendment {0 its Supplemenial Motion. raisec the question of the
Commiseic:i's proper response to th: holding of the United States
Court of Appeals for the uistrict of Colubia Cirn.nit in Calvert
Q_i_;gg_gordmx i‘r(g__ » Vo United
Commission. 2% Jux..;/ '»’3;- 1’,‘711. Jxe Comnisgion Fas anroune
Intence t. 1seus withis the near future a revision to 10CFR Part 50,
Appendix "D". It 1is them*"ote lrappmopriote to grant the requests
gancertun; environnental matters submitted by Conference in the Petition
for Reconsideration erd Smendmant to its Supplermental Motionu The
smegtiens ruised thersin wnll, of course, be swject t¢ vhatever rules
the Commigsion isgues on this subject.”
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The VEPA rules now clearly mandate review ol seigmic data in conjunction with
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e memental cornsiderations. 1o issue, especially in Crlifornia and partiewlarly

sn tee goagtal area in question, iu more germane to the Section E provisions beirg

rov. ored 0t the fartheoming nsaringe. %n August 1., 1971 Scenie Shereline end

MeNitlan fAled 2 petition befare che Ninth Cirouit Court of Appeals to revier

the “ermiscsien's ismrance of the eorstrueticn peruits for Dia®lo 1 and 2. The
- = s Por ralief inclu i Y 4 meouest Jor resvaluation of seiaznie structursl criteria

-

o ik v sy o dlam . Il an Mesr 19,949 o> &4 3y s ’ =
eunzs sush a5 these scheduled Mey A7-20. 1974, Subgequenily,the ecass was

. 1 i, bt o 1 R Ina Commissgion hag, therefore, lmoum that Seerde
r 2 3 g rmaticote anteregt in toe aclatlc design issues and 4s
ert. tlct e b pevie- al sauh pabtars wnder Uhe terms of th: Galwvert C1ifly decdsion
4 the Section B rPovisions ampsenancilg deLiaion
Ir an a vit of July 21. 1571 sttashad fo "Anguer o2 AZD Repulatory Stalf

Lo Supplenantsl Motion for heconsdderavion” (July 30, 1371), Leonard M. Hurphy,
crief af the Seismolopy Grour of the Earth Sciences Laboratories, etated that he
wis regponsible for the Diable Canyon site seismic evaluation...which iz attached
. the ARC veplatory stoffe’ safely evalvation concerning Diadle Canyon Unit 2
dated VNovember 18, 1969." Scenic Shoreline has the right and seeks the oppertunity
#% the May hearing to cross-examine Mr. Murphy. The public ie entitled Lo know the
tacrrical carpetence, philosophical assumptions, and scientific reservations and

effirmaticre of thiz ke perticipant in the deeision pricess.
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cenic Shoraline also rejueste information on whather Facific has instiivied

o
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conterrlates any design modifications of Diable Unites 1 and 2 to compensate for

ot

sarthivake risks mevealed "° the S Fernando sarthquake and the Les Angelass
¢i s bualding code proposals.
: ALY . . AR M 3, :
0 the Daghe of new information and concern about seigmic design, the opportunity
far farther ceview of uhie issue anticipated by the Appeal Beapd’s originel decision
» : e
Luast 16, 1971), and the reguirements of the esourts and the NEPA mandate among

cther considerstions. Scenic Shoreline vequeste the inclusion of the selsnlc dusue
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on the agenda of ihe fertheeming liay. 1972 hearings.
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