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Lee V. Gossick, Executive uirector
for Operations

This is late because of Dr. Stepp's heavy work schedule on priority
cases, notably preparation of SER supplement for Indian Point 3, one
day of depositions on the Indian Point generic hearings, and several

meetings related to the Diablo Canyon seismic issue. Also, please
note that the paccage was in OELD for one full week before concurrence.
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Prof. wWilliam H. Hensey, JT
4550 Franklin Ave,

Los Angeles, California 90027
January 31, 1976

President Gerald Ford
The White House
washington, DeC. (Copies to Sen. Cranston and Tunney)

My dear Mr. President,

As professor of Califcernia History for some 20 years, teaching about
california® tragedies (avoidable and unavoidable alikel) and triumphs,
T would like to register an URGENT word of premonition and concern
about the developing scandal of the reckless siting of California
nuclear plants. g

The seandal nas suddenly deepened, as the press brought to light

in recent days, the hushed-up fact that P G & E ' s new reactor is
gited within TWO AND A HALF MILES of an active earthquake fault <00
miles long (the San Simeon). See attached press elips).

How could the State and Federal licensing agencies be so careless?

worse vet, Mr. President, this exposé comes on top of the previous
incpedible licensing of two new plants at San Onofre (near Mr. Nixon's
home) in the midst of a notorious multiple earthquake fault zonel
(The only large stone Mission Church the Padres builded in Cali’ornia,
waS near tnere, at San Juan. a terrible quake smashed it in 181,
killing 40 worshippers! Two quakes near there hit tne headlines
witnin the last 18 months})

T4 is claimed that the authorities *didn*t know! about the San
Simeon Mault.. + 1 have diccovered that they DID KNOW about
the quake danzer at San Onofre ! I read these words 1n the LEC'S
Licensing Directorate's own federal report] --

-
”

",.othe (San Onofre) plant site is...60 miles from the San Andreas
rault, 4o miles from the San Jacinto Pault, 23 miles from the
whittier-glsinore Fault, 18 miles from the Newport-Inglewood
#ault, 7 miles from the South-Coast Offshore (fault) zone, and
ne-half mile from the Cristianitos fault...” ("Safety Evaluation
of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station Units No. « & o"
pages (=8, 4; C-o, 9; C-15, 11; C~-19, &).

r. President, as you recall, I am sure, the Newport-Inglewood and
scuth Ooast Offenore faults were associated with the wrecking of
Long Beadh in the gquake of 1933§..

1= not all this recklessness in licensing of sites, asking for
troubleg Tax-payers, rate-payers, stockholders and voters would be
afiected by the millions if a quake incident frightened the public
into abandoning these plants so close to fault lines!

Geuld you please use the pretege of your high office to see that this
matter is thoroughly reviewed and investigated and remedied? Perhaps
the agencies involved can adopt more careful policies,

with very great respect, and with a deep sense of urge .
”Z,Mm' ' ﬁ/%«aj(
’ z /
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Fate of Atom Plant in Doubt

Offshore Fault More Perilous Than Believed

BY LARRY PRYOR
Times Stati Writer

SAN LUIS OBISPO-—~An active
fault zone offshore from two large
nuclear reactors that are nearing
compietion here has turned out to be
more potentially dangerous than pre-
viously suspected, raising doubts
about how or if the Diablo Canyon
nuclear power plant can be licensed.

Recent studies indicate that the
fault, called the Hosgri Fault Zone, is

, far longer and younger than had
pcen believed.

US. Geological Surve; scientists
think the fault is active and could
unleash an earthquake of up to 7.5
magnitude on the Richter scale. The
plant was onginaly designed to
withstand a hypothetical earthquake
of 6.75 directly beneath the facility,

t Poeific Gas and Electric Co. officials

 gaid.
® ¥ This and other differences between
|, the design of the plant and continu-
{ ing revelations about the offshore
¢ geclogy are likely to lead to a delay
{, in operation of the plant, officials of

the Nuclear Regulatory Comunission
¢ Baid.
¢+ Moreover if PGEE, the owner of

“the facility, 43 not able to satisfy

. INREC, the two units may have to be
A reconstructed before a license can be

jssued.
i : "I‘here is a probability it can be re-
¢ solved, and yet, it may not," said R.
{ C. DeYoung, an NRC official with the
+ «division of rcamr licenaing.
"1t's posaibie thal no license will be

U jsnued” said aother, NRC offieial.
r Jlowever, bath federal and PG&E of.
“ficials were gotimistic that the reac-
. "tors could eventually be used. *
i * The two units are being built at a
¢ cost of $985 million. The first is 96%
complete and thc second is 80% com-
‘plgte,

T B

One was expected to be operational
by August of this year and the other
by the same month next year.

Permission to build the two units
was granted by the former Atomic
Energy Commission in December,
1970, when the nearest active fault
was believed to be 20 miles away.

As an added measure of conserva-
tism, PG&E said it designed the plant
to withstand a 6.75 earthquake di-
rectly underneath it, and with
ground acceleration forces of 0.5 gra-

Vities.

But an oil survey crew in 1971 dis-
covered a fault zone about five miles
offshore. Subsequent mapping by
USGS geologists and PG&E consul-
tants showed it to be a substantial
and active fault zone.

At the same time, USGS scientists
began to focus attention on other
possible consequences of a massive
carthquake offshore, ques‘ions in-
volving the velocity of ground waves

Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 1

Contiqued from Third Page ot ‘. "'s'."
' and the duration of the quake, {ob 'V
! These were not considered as i when the planu-
. was being designed.

! "We owly looked - at ground -.cclexauon. which wu
, wrong," said a USGS seismologist. "Tt was a mistake." -« .°)
| Construction on the reactors (onunued after the off-

shore fault was discovered.

Supplements to the NRC's Safety Analysis Report on
| the units said as recently s lat September that the anal-
| ysis of the Hosgri Fault could not. be eompleted because

of alack of information.

Further analysis by USGS .»howed that the fau! p..sed
as close as 2.5 miles to the reactor site. Government geol-
| ogists also concluded that an earthquake of 7.3 magnitude
i reported in 1927 took place on the Hosgri Fauit: From -
{ this they deduced that an earthquake of 7.0 to 7.5 could |
be anticipated off the Diablo Canyon site. ..
| Then in December, Science magazine published an arti.

cle by Clarence A, Hall Jr.,

chairman of UCLA's geology

| department, that showed the Hosgri Fault is 80 to 150
(wules long and has undergone 60 xmleu of mmcment

nome.quite recently.

‘

. ,
"I‘he fmﬂthbo!dnglkeabiglm'saldﬂmmanb-
terview, "and I've been just conservative.

| His article concluded that the

Simeon-Hosgri Fault

system, as he called it, "could be a or%otanud hazard to any

|engineered structure located al

the coast from San

&meon south to the vicinity of Pvis$ima Point”
| A reference to the Diablo Canyon Plant was removed
from Hall's original text by the USGS, which had funded

his work. Hall said he was told

t reference td the plant

| "did not contribute to the science of the report.”
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