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ursuant to Tiile Ten of the Code of Fecderal Reguizzions,

1. Petitioner contands that Applicant has fziied to show a nszsd

for the S/Hii? as reguired zv the ational Envircnmental Pclice

.

Act ané the Commissicn's rules. The need for the electrical

bHlisheé because Applicant has not developed an adequate model

-

which takes the follcwing into ccnsideration:

b. the corntinuing poor econony of the regicn;

.
"
. .

¢. Bonneville Power Adminstra@&on incentives for con
. : .- L] Ly @

tion; a T
) d. elasticity of demand; - , S ‘RECEIVED _
. ; : . .
: : Do APR 23 1982~
. e. peak load pricing to flatten demand; 1 ) SERIRA A
‘ I KRNI U -
£. mandatory new constructicn standards for ccns ticnand
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"Zxcm the sropesed site; and -

cia najor accidaent at the S/END.

nuclear “facilities and-activities on the S/ENP® its ability =~ R
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» future use

tuded =ha+s =he S/HND is compatiizle witlhy nresent
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¢3S the Hanfcrd Reservation in failinc to providés zn assessment

ci the.incaractivity between the oroject ané other nuclear amfd ,

a. the changes in land-use within

including the develcvrenc of a hazarcous waste cdunms three niles

v

b. nuclear and chemical facilities within a Zifty mile .

rzdius andé the activites conducted therein.
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£7. Petitioner contends that Applicant has failed to conduct

>

-a~ assessment of the potential impact of the S/HNWF on nuclear

Zacilities and activities locateé on tne ¥anford Ieservaticn
ané the ability of these operations to ceontinue-in the event

« A . .

£Z. DPetitioner contends that the Applic ant has falled to-

- ’

ccaduct an assessment of theé pofential impact” &I eurrdunding™
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ontinue operation in the event of accidents a:t these fa-
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! ities and the loss of operation abll'—v of S/LENP.. These . .

facilities include the Fast Flux Test Facility, £cur miles irom

the pro osed site, which has the potentizl for a l,I60 lbs. . .

TuT accicent andé a conca*nnenc capable o

withta::;ng up .tc
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50-300.lbs£'$NT and the HW-reactor which has no ccntalnmenc, _
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stzudies presented by the Applic are inadequate
reet the requirements of 16 CFR 100 Appendix .
has not considered the safety significance of a e
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a five miles radius of the site. Applicant has not '

-

ely z.usessed the Cold C~aek svncllne.’ Applicant has
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ntified all faults Ln"phe Pasco Basin.-

530. 'Pe:zitioner ceonikends that neither the Applicant nor the

WRC: Staff nhave' factored in the effects of the Mt. St. tele

.
oS .
.

'J.

volcanic activity on the area's geology and seismisity and its:

ééfect cn the pfojectﬁ ilumercus scientists frorm the U.S. Geo-

logical Su:véy and éhe Universicty of Wa sh;n ton have g atad
that the it. St: Helens activity has'bhanged the geology of

. the Pacif;c Northwest and whay is known ‘about it. Consxd ring

the contiauing nature of thlS activity it must be consicered .

3
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an unresolived issue. . ‘ L .

the Hanfoxd geology and seismologv in the desicn of the

“
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S5l. Petitioner contends that Applicant has not considered |
|

|

plant and its safety systems. 2applicant merely has taken the
prpject £rem the Skagit site ané placed it at Eanford. One

examnle cI this is the Missoula Sands issue raised by %he StafZ,

‘ . Washinctcn Public Power Suoplwv Svster Plants 4 and 5

ioner contends that 2zplicant has not considered the -

52. Petit
. completicn of the terminated nucléar projects WPP 4 and 5 as

an alternative to the proposed project. Furthermore, Petitiorner

contends that since thesg two zlants are under NRC jurisdic-’

. tion the NRC,Staff and the ASLB must investig cate this alierma--" . |

- tive. Failure’ to do so would v‘olate WEPR and the Conn;ss*cn s o

,.
.

regulations.

a

53. Petitioner contends that ¥PPSS 4 and 5 would be more likely

to be accepted by the Morthwest Power Planning Council for
regionalization than the S/ENP because construction has alreacy

been started on the units and tecause a majority of the re-~
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. documeuss had been made available the issues would exist
anyway. Furthéermore Petitioners have already raised a
: NCho )
ve . s * ‘
s number of issues and the possibtility exists that no new
issues will arise. ' ) .
’ Lonclusion i
i Given the above facts and the showine that the require-
'ments of 10 CFR 2.711(a) and 2.714(a)(1) have been met, .
Fetitioner Coaliticn for Safe Power prays that the Board
in the abtove-captioned proceeding grant this motion for
.
an extension of time, ’ ' . .
. Respectfully submitted,
a -
Dated this day, the _ //t) fz:,,>
20th of April, 19&2 Aba e
. —7Xina Bell, Starfft
. . Coalition for Safe Tower
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