UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOZ2

NRC PURLIC DOCUMENT R00M
)

In the Matter of

Docket Nos. 50-522
50-523

PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT
COMPANY, et al.,
(Skagit Nuclear Power Project June 7, 1979%

)
)
)
)
Units 1 and 2) )
)

APPLICANTS' RESPONSE TO
SKAGIT COUNTY PETITION FOR
INTERVENTICON AS INTERESTED COUNTY

1. On June 5, 1979, Skagit County filed a "Petition
for Intervention as Interested County" pursuant to 10 CFR
2.715(¢c). Although denominated a petition for "interven-
tion," what the County has requested is an oppocrtunity to
"participate” in this proceeding pursuant to 10 CFR 2.715(c)
"without taking a position with respect to the issues
presented”.

2. Although no reply is required, Applicants thought
it might be helpful to the Licensing Board tc know =-- as
Applicants have previously advised the County =-- that
Applicants have no objection, per se, to participation by
the County in this proceeding pursuant to 10 CFR 2.715(¢).
Applicants would, of course, be very concerned if this
rather late coming participation were to significantly

delay completion of the hearing and issuance of cthe Boifdus -
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initial cdecision or partial initial decision. Howaver,
the County has asswved Applicants that it does not wish

to delay this proceeding and that the subjects on which

it desires to participate are: (1) delivery of the
reactor pressure vesse.s by barge up the Skagit River

and (2) emergency evacuation plans. See also the attached
article from the Skagit Valley Herald for June 6, 1979.

3. Applicants notc that 12 CFR 2.715(c) authorizes
the Board Chairman to "require such representative [of
Skagit County] to indicate with reasonable specifity, in
advance of the hearing, the subject matters on which he
desires to participate”. Applicants suggest that such a
requirement would be appropriate in this case, in view of
the advanced stage of this proceeding. Additionally, the
familiar rule that late coming participants must take a
proceeding as they find it (i.e. the definition of issues,
the hearing schedules estab'ished, etc.) would seem
appropriate here.

4. 1In its petition, the County requests that it “be
included on the official distribution list so that local
government may be fully apprised on all matters pending®.
Although not a matter of great moment, this could be mis-
leading. Not only did one of the Skagit County Commissioners
serve on the State Siting Council throughout its consider-
ation of the Skagit Project (as required by state law),
but also, in the instant NRC proceeding, from the very

beginning, Mr. Robert C. Schofield, Director of the Skagit
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County Planning Department, has been served with all
documents. For example, see Applicants' certificate of
service list dated January 30, 1575, covering Applicants'
answers to the SCANP petition to intervene and to the
raquest of the State of Washington to participate in this
proceeding pursuant to 10 CFR 2.715(¢), which included
Mr. Schofield; he has remained on Applicants' service list
continucusly since that time. (Service has been made on
the Director of Planning rather than on the Prosecuting
Attorney because both the Rezone Agreement between Puget
Power and Skagit County and the Site Certification Agree-
ment between Puget Power and the State of Washington
designate the Planning Department as the authorized repre-
sentative of the County; if the County would prefer that
we serve the Prosecuting Attorney, we would be pleased to
do so.)

DATED: June 7, 1979.

Respectfully submitted,

PERKINS, COIE, STONE,
OLSEN & WILLIAMS

ol to i,

F Theodore Thomsen
Attorneys for Applicant
1900 Washington Building
Seattle, Washington 98101
Phone (206) 682-8770
0f Counsel:

Lowenstein, Newman, Reis,
Axelrad and Toll

1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

washington, D. C. 20036

Phone (202) 862-8400
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SKAGIT VALLEY HERALD
June 6, 1979

Page 1
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County seeks
‘: JUN12 1373»

to intervene
in N-hearings

ByLAUREDUNHAM
Statf W

MOUNT VERNON — Skag;t County has

L;oned to intervene in the Nuclear

tory Commission hearings on the
pmpoaedsnplmxkarpow project.

Intervenor status would allow the county
to participate in the NRC proceedings.
scheduled to resume July 17

‘\\enm&symgutre(ormenww
project or agamnst it.” Pat McMullen,
county prosecuting attorney, said. “We're
asking 0 \ntervene without taking a
position either way '

A change in [ederai regulations last year
allows local governments to icipate in
the NRC licensing process. state was

ted intervenor status in January.

McMulien said the areas the county will
address at the licensing hearings are

of the nuciear reactor

vessel up the Skagit River and

implementation of emergency evacuation
pursvangtCmmtyauthonues

“The of this petition is to

participate in the hearings and provide

uuonnatmtome\'RCl

‘Wc.\luuen said. * Wedonotwuhbdday
the proceedings, but would like t® main-

tain our status «s an informed party in the

nuclear project. particularly smce the

comractrezonemay possibly expire at the

end of this vear.”

Skagit County has a rezone contract with
Puget Sound Power and Light, which is
gr;upos;d]to locate the twin-unit plan at

near Sedro-Woolley.

1f work at the site does not begin tw the
end of this year, the contract expes and
the zoning reverts to forestrw.
Pomcanseekanexmono(hm
agreement from the county.

The petition is an attempt te keep
wgrmedonmepm)ectmcuememy
must consider extending the rezone
agreement. McMullen said. *I think we'd
be derelict if we waited until January” to
study the situation, he said.

The decision to seek intervenor status
was partly influenced by recent eonilict

with the state F.nery Facility Site
Evaluation Council.

The council had attempted to pass a
policy which county officials viewed as
state ' preemption of local control.

somebodyxsmlwalcmngmnlc-ow
interests.” McMullen said.
Evacuation plans are an importamt topic
Decause of recent changes in the
inciuding the possibility malasu.nmor
camp will be located in the vicinity of the
power plant. he said. Even thomgh the
county has denied the most recent honor
camp propesal, Mc'fullen said he expects
the state to continue searching for
Skagit County.
F.eported probiems at the Satsap power

“Once we get in (to the p - we
may find other unnp olmm h
said.

Puget Power currently is attempting to
obtain a Limited Work Authorization from

the NRC, which would allow the utility to |
begin excavation of the Bacus Hill site |

mmoouma(omalmnmpermn
to build the twin-unit plant.
ob}h pmemwrmmdhemucavedm
ection o county’'s petition for
intervention from Puget Power.
The NRC is expected o rule on the
Ccounty’s petition before the next hearing.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the following:

APPLICANTS' RESPONSE TO
SKAGIT COUNTY PETITION T'OR
INTERVENTION AS INTERESTED COUNTY

in the above-capticned proceeding have been served upon the
persons shown on the attached list by depositing copies thereof

in the United States mail on June 7, 1979 with proper

postage affixed for first class mail.

DATED: June 7, 1979
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F. Theodore Thomsen i

Counsel for Puget Sound Power =
Light Company

1900 washington Building

Seattle, Washington 98101
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‘44lentine B. Deale, Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
1001 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Dr. Frank F. Hooper, Member
Atomic Safety and Licensing Roard
School of Natural Resources
University of Michigan

Ann Avbor, MI 48109

Gustive A. Linenberger, Member
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Alan S. Rosenthal, Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing

Appeal Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dr. John H. Buck, Member

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washingten, D. C. 20555

Michael C. Farrar, Member

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Docketing and Service Section
Office of the Secretary

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Lababaed Y ot

Richard L. Black, Esgq. _

Counsel for NRC Staff

U.S. Nuclear Regulatocry Commission
Office of the Executive Legal

. Director

Washington, D. C. 20555

Nicheolas D. Lewis, Chairman
Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council

820 East Fifth Avenue

Olympia, WA 98504

‘rhomas F. Carr, Esq.

Assistant Attorney General

Temple of Justice

Olympia, WA 98504

Date: June 7, 1979

Robert C. Schofield, Director

Skagit County Planning Department
218 County Administration Building
Mount Vernon, WA 98273

Richard M. Sandvik, Esqg.
Assistarnt Attorney General
500 Pacific Building

520 S.W. Yamhill

Portland, OR 97204

Roger M. Leed, Esq.

Room 610

1411 Fourth Avenue Building
Seattle, WA 98101

CFSP and FOB

E. Stachon & L. Marbet
19142 So. Bakers Ferry Road
Boring, OR 97009

Robert Lowenstein, Esqg.
Lowenstein, Newman, Reis, Axelrad
& Tell

1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20036

Warren Hastings, Esqg.

Associate Corp srate Counsel
Portland General Electric Company
121 S.W. Salmon Street

Portland, OR 97204

Richard D. Bach, Esq.

Rives, Bonyhadi, Drummona & Smith
1400 Public Service Building

920 S.W. 6th Avenue

Portland, OR 97204

Caznadian Consulate Gensral
Donald Martens, Consul

412 Plaza 600

6th and Stewart Street
Seattle, AA 98101
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