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TOWN OF GARDINER

GARDINER, NEW YORK 1252%

" s

OPFICE of EXECUTIVE LEGAL DIRECTOP May’ 11, 1979
UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION  ©M L . % ’ | 07
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555

AMENDMENT TO PETITICON FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE IN New Haven } AND 2, AND
ALTERNATES, Dockets STN 50-596, SIN 50-597 ORIGINALLY FILED March 13, 1979.

This amendment to our original petition is being filed to indicate
the more detailed nature of our interest in the proceedings according to
NRC rules and to add new considerations, based on events occurring alter
submission of our petition,

In defense of our ‘untimely*® petition (one day late), we repeat that
choice of Gardiner as an alternate site was kept secretv from us by New
York Electric and Gas (NYEG) and by NRC staff until after the possibility
of timely filing was past, The record will show that the Gardiner TOwN
BOARD, at a Public lieeting, on March 13, 1979, voted to petition NRC
for intervenor status., #e could hardly have acted in a more timely man-
ner, NRC staff in their answer to "Columbia/Ulster” petitions to inter-
vene, 4/2/79, and their supplement to this answer 5/2/79 (delivered to
us 5/8/79) repeatedly mention the 'untimeliness' of our petition. A
similar argument is used by appiicant. ‘gain, we couldn't have acted
in a more timely fashion to protect the intereste of Gardiner citizens,
We reject NRC staff ‘grant’ of several days .race, It is su~gested tha+
publication of notice of Hearing on Febd, 9, 1979 by NRC was .ntirely
in that governments and other interested parties at alternate sites were
not informed prior to NRC published” Notice of Hearing.

As NRC staff point out, "consideration of alternatives (Gardiner
assumes 'sites'as well as ‘processes’ here) is the linchpin of a HEPA
analysis, Monroe County Conservation Society, Inc, vs. Volpe 472 F, 21
693, 657-98(24 Cir, 1972)." 1t is evident that procecedings should not
start (here by publication) until government and others who nmight be
directly affected by said proceedings are notified of their status =
here, GCardiner as alternate site for two nuclear power plants, . -

The Town of Gardiner, New York sees its interests threatened by:

l, operation of nuclear fission reactors at New Haven;

2, operation ¢f nuclear fission reactors at the alternate site, Stuyvesant;

3. construction and operaticn of either nuclear fission reactors or
fossil fuel thermal electric generating plants in Gardiner, the second
alternate site;

4, operation of nuclear fission plants in other possible alternate sites
in New Yorx, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts,
Yermont, or New Hampshire,

5. electric power distridution facilities required by the 2500 Nw(e)
facility:

6., off-peak energy storagze fasilities,

The interes.s of the citizens of Gardiner are not represented by
anyone else in the proceeding and these interests cannot be defended unless
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the government of Cardiner is party to the -roccedings,.

The Cardiner Town Board and involvrd branchcs of Taown Government,
the Planning lcard and the Environmental Corncervation Commissicn are
thoroughly familiar with Cardiner including the alternate cite selected
by NYEG and al. with described routes for coolinz water and power
distritution, We ars familiar with the general nature of nuclear pewer
generation and gome of irno provlems involved in this process, The Town
Eoard and advisory bodies have professicnal exnortise in radiobiolesy
and Chemistry, geclosy, and enzinecering and much experience in assessing
and maintal .ing environmental quzlities, We could assist in developront
of an accurate reccrd in the New Haven 1l and 2 and alternates oroecesdineg,
The Town of Gardiner would addrecs the impact of the proposed u.o, ccts
on the environment, and on the health and welfare of fecllow citizens,

Under previous precedent cited by NRC staff (TVA Watts Bar Units
1 and 2, ALiB-413, 5 NRC 1418, 1421 n=-4, 1977), agencies within a 50
mile radius of a planned nuclear facility have 'standing®, NRC staff
disputes our claim to Standinz based on the approx. 150 mile distance
from New Haven to Gardiner (but only approx. %5 miles from Stuyvesant
and zero miles from the second a. ternate site), We suggest that recent
¢vents at Three dile Island No, 2 (TMI) require a charze in the estab-
lished 50 mile test of standing, COur reasen for making this suggesticn
is the finding of the New York Dep't, of Health that 13%%e was identifies
in the Albany, New Torx atmosphere (New York Tiras, May 3, 1979, ». Bl2)
some 4 weeks after polsase durinz the eurly hours of +he T+1 incident,
Albany is over 200 miles from Til indicating that an incident of sinmilar
magnitude at Na2w Haven or anywhere in this regisn could significantly
increase the radization to whic citizens of Gardiner are cxposed, Cone
sideradle evidence has been obtiined that low dexs of rauiation may have
& greater prorortional biolozical effect than higher dcses so that even
emall increm:nts in total doce over background even for relatively crort
periods may harm the health of present z2nd “utura gencrations as far away
“$ 200 miles or furthsr, The repcrt of 133Xe, which is a ficsion preduct
not normally feound in “he atmgsrthere, sueczregts the exposure of Cardincriies
\150 miles froa TiI) %o even more raciatizn from =2° @ than Albanians
thougzh cnly a few porcent hizher than normal backzround, .Other fiss
psyducfg which becam. coicentrated in partieular tizsues (e.g
o 51 etc,) were not measurnd by the New Yerk Healzh Le:
they were protatly all released from *re NI eor2 ard_neme (4D
7erited and may have heen dispersed as widely as the +/J¢e, Thus, th
ceduced, small, increase in dsse in Albany was a mirizum, the acsuzal
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10se likely teing higher, Also, hizher cdcees were Frotatly recei
:loser to the tim2 of the Tl incident and closer to
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We outline thege thines to indica‘e cur concern with New Haven, wi

ith
»tuyvesant, and, of course, with Gardiner itself, All of these sites -
'specially Cardiner - are closer to Gardiner than Tn1, Exposure %0 ruclear
'‘adiation carricd *hrcus~h the atmosphere, in cur surface or greund waster
upplies, or in ocur food Supply would bte detrimental to our health and
elfare, Sirce sush radiaticn frem a nuclear reactor ras tecn measured
ver 200 miles fro=m said Taacior, we suscest modification of the watts 2ar
uling, From these considerations, Carainer should have standing re
ew Haven, Stuyvenant{true under wattls Ear) and Cardiner (true in any cace).
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The interests, health, and safety of the citizens of Gardiner
would be affeccted by operation of nuclear or other therral generating
plants at any of the s .cs under consideration, In these amendments
to our petition we have attemptcd to explain the causes of our cone-
cern briefly. On the basis of these considerations we resnactfully
request desisnation as Intervenor in ST 50-596 and STN 50-597
(New Haven 1 and 2) by rizht, not diseretion of NRC, and without
limitation as to issues of intervention,

Sincerely yours,

\j/ Bl e 7&{,«4%‘

’
WILLIAM KEEPING

SUPERVISCR
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in germ cells thereby iffecting the next generation;

b. nuclear plants routinely release gaseous fission products
thereby increasing the probability of radiation-caused disecase
and mutation in the directly affected population and of spread-
ing widely in water and i>ods indirectly affecting a much
greater populaticn and becoming dispersed in the environment
of Gardiner and other nlaces even distant from the plant affect-
ing the abilities of these environments to support life;

¢. an'incident' (e.g. Enrico Fermi, Browns Ferry, Three Mile Island,
and ~2ny others) would release much more radioisotope fission
proc  c¢s affecting populations and environments (see 2-b)
at great distances (see discussion in amzudment to petition to
intervene) from the site of the 'incident'

d. a severe malfunction, such as a meltdown, would release the
entire radioisotope and heavy atom inventory of the reactor
to the environment and would be expected to directly affect
environments at great distances from site and indirectly at
still greater distances not only with nuclear radiation but
also the associated chemotoxic effects of substances such as
239%puwhich would also be released;
all of ihe principal and alternate sites for nuclear plants
which are being examined in this hearing would have deleterious
effects on Gardiner the mest severe being, a Gardiner site,
second the Stuyvesant site, an. third the New Haven site
inasauch as the danger is inversely related to distance.

Since no accepted disposal method for fission products exists and
reprocessing of spent fuel is not presently planned, increasing
inventories of these materials must be stored at plant sites in-
cluding New Haven or Stuyvesant or Gardiner where they could escape
from control.

Traasport of nuclear fuel and exhausted fuel rods containing
fission products and plutonium would adversely affect Gardiner
because priacipal north-south rail and highway systems pass
through or are adjacent to Gardiner and would be expected to

be used in operation of New Haven or Stuyvesant and, certainly -
Gardtner where an accident could - despite safe design - cause®"
release of fissile materials and fission products to our local
environment.

Since radiocoactivity cannot be stopped, the production of radio-
isotopes in nuclear reactors has the potential for ultimately
destroying human life not only in Gardiner but throughout the
United States and in other countries if subst.ntial accumulations
are ever released either accidentally or through someone's pur-
poseful action.

Gardiner has been proposed as the site for a pumped storage hydro
plant and appears to be on a proposed route for 765 KV lines both
of which facilities would need large base "~.d Ffacilities such

as that proposed but which would seriously affect the environment
in Gardiner not only because of non-productive use of land(e.g.
about 1500 acres for proposed pumped storage plant and a 350 ft.
right of way for 765 KV lines) but also because of increased
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microwave radiation, arcing, and interference with communications
from the 765 KV and a clear flooding danger from the pumped storage
plant. The need for these ancillary facilities affecting Gardiner
sould be reduced if not eliminated if the proposed project at New
Haven or alternate sites was abandoned.
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