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1, 52, 53, and 54.

¢21n F. Doherty, Intervenor pro-se in the above Construc-
tica Licease r»oce2dinzg now files these contentions in response
to Staff's release of lIURZIG-470, Supp. No. 2, "Dra't Sumnlement
to Plasl dovirsamental Statement relatai t9 =he Constnetion of

s uel2ar Gemerating 3tation, Unit Ho. 1", (hereafter:
Craft). This docunment was available accordiaz to Staff on
Jecedder 17, “280., Hd2nce Inti:rvenor “as treatei his obliration
to Tile Ccatentions based on the Draft as zrantiaz him 30 davs
frox Dacember 12, 1980, He furth:r bases ais right to file
these, 21 naw infornstion provided by the Draft. The Board

c

s am ANDA g % o
gaber 17, 1330 (Pz.2 ), stated, “Staff
e

aivige’ that the sz2c:n4 sup=slenant &9 the F23 would be issued
87zu (TR. 1219«15) 2n¢ the Bsar? sbserved and Sta’f zoreed
tho! gsaid issuance mi~ht sen2rate a-enizeats to na2titions
to iatervend..." (Tr 1814),
B e A
CLIRESTION 59
Intervenor ré;;esis trat for thy reoasons listed belaw the
-
“i%te 1esirnate! &bed in the Jraft is a sussrior site, wit ss
enviroazental innact fer the sane be:sfit,;sTthg cite. provosad
= 3
by ipplicant in Jallis, Texzs., Hence, saii IER% site must “e
-]
ugei fox» the nroposad boiling ~ 1

e WaFA)e Intarienor
2cee uot contend that necessazily eack of the below reascns
e s 4
is zufficient to sonclude the IZaP siv: 13 ernvironzestally
sudsrior and hence proferable, but that a continstion of al
or combinations 40 so.
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Tontention 451 (Parts (a) £o (¢))

(a) Intervencr conteonis there is 20, significant difference
ir the amount of 1issslved a2wrzen in tae Brazos RBiver at
foeharsa end Trizity River at Romaror according to 1979 firures

-

& 1 < W . ' $ - A o "™ g
from U, D JD-nartvgat 2f Iatpice S2-ort: ater 2ogruyees Dats

Lop DTocag, Voluze 2 (Pare 474, for Brazos River) and Volume 1
(Pare %98, for Trinitr River). The ave-age noathly difference
for 1979, is dbut 1.5 millisprans/ liter and this 4ifference is
not 3ufficieat to usge in any determination of difference in
environmental inpact of a 3WR svstem operating oa eiiher
river for the ACIGES or Li-3 site,

>

a

(3) Iatarvaa:~ couse ds Staff srred By cozvurin~ Brezos River
cualicy in its current coniiticn with Trinity River water guality
in eompar.ng the ACHGS site $o the Li-3 site (Draf t, Table 2,71,
Poze 2~61)., This is Hecause (particularly with regard to
Chloride) the Brazos liver will e further deterisrated by
biocides from the Conmanshie fealt Units T and II, blswdowa
ecoling lalte water. Impact on water cuality of vae ACNGS
en the Brazos River will be zore severe bscause the thresihold
of tolerance fo 1aoriies and heavyr metals in nuch of the

be exceoded uzlize the Qrinity

e
Y a - - "
bet er cuclity azd less

et

he Brazcs wil
=t

)

matals,

(¢) Intervencr conten‘e Staff has uvu’srestirtate” the survival

ability of the Trinity Bay and Galvaston Bay shriap to hoth

vatar temne-~ature changes and increased salinity, (Draft, Page 2-32),
Allatin, 127 (71965), 199215, "Growth and Sure

tamp sratures”(Page 215) for this shrian s»
s

i rPenasus setifarus make up the majerit
n the day coavlex to which tae Trinity B
d) Intaryvensr coatands Staff Lns unde-estinate+ the survivel
2ility of the oyster (Ostrea vircizica) from s.anres in salinity,
caused b»r water lose to Tririty River esgtuary from the operation

LS p T - 4 o Y - -y 9 i o . -~
of a 2UWR 2t tha Li-3 zite. In Bu'lazin of the 3Burcan of Figsreriss,
.t -a & | - - AME 1 P - &=

8, 21, { &, 8, Dapartasn® af Jaazarae, 55, "Aladtation of the
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Coatentisa #51 (Continued) Papts (e) to (&)

Salinity", 1935, A, Z. Hoplzings concluded snis species can
alant to a rize in salinity raviYIr but =more slouly when
salinitr decreases (2.363) aa I toleratas saliaitr as hi- zh
&0 27 =arte »ar 1ille. Thae AULhor %elieve? this pesearsh
an~licadle €0 Jstraa wip=: {sa (Inid. Yo 345). Accordingly
gtafl's 1ecision that i=vacts on sPawvains or aur-

sery grounds, water quality and to "i= portant™ acuatie
bista should be ~hanged to favoring the Li-3 site due to
less innact., (Mive:it is im~ossible to determine if thi
isaue 2polies to all three of these areas of aquatic ez» ory
or lass, so Interve chosen to auply it to all taree.
¢2:8iderable lack ef clarity ia
#azre th2 dividing 'ine for thsse three aress exist. It

is »articularly difiecult o seéparzce "Impacts on grawring

W
(8
[0}
0

OT nuLrsersy grounis" fron “iopacts %o ‘iaportant! aguatie

sdi in its 222e¢lusion

e &
£ i 1 . . . 2 i
w1t rerard t5 the imnact on the LUr3OTyY grounds of the
a

- n pe - ~ - - *
ATET1c2a orsier, Crassotvea vir-iqica O me.in, caused »-
1 - &> - - - - - =
CLAZUTITIVe water losz caused ae co2rafiion of 2 B4R at

the Li=% site, 'r=izh waul: o2 11 Trinits 2237 S2lvsstan
o} 4 $ b | - - . ? - ™ - o
AT8. Ain leg :ical Tavizs Sedort) 724, Treadte {5 Tawa
% d e T o~ a L) (] - o %4 -
4225200 Lsvals of tha Atcviaan Lrster. opublisied b7 the
m ) 1 X ™ A $ 42
=2xu8 Paris & 4il1lifs Desart=ent (1277) p. iii, R. R,
» N v -
Rofstutter, ranorted 3 re spat (liote: 3n0at
- - Py e vy A ey “srralers m- 1% u-‘_. ar - TEATS
.I‘- D e i OF w @ s L .«s,....f.- - D0, S-.. -a STSALO
o . o . - . - -
2L ALVavy mor™al rivoer flow, survival iz Yetsaw en rivaer
- B! - Fv ' . -::\I hL
flow i3 “elow soraal, Ir 'wes! Jears ajout 33% »f 4he s-at
- pe - - a 2
et °oTstar aizre gomrared £ 13 urviving

(e) Intervenor contends t-s catazcry 'sapacts t: zseming
T qursery grounds” in Table 2,11 /Dpafe Pr. 2-81) sheuld
ot ba "eM Lyt "4 din accomdazce with Technical Zeriss (Repors)
a4, "Trends ia ZTpoulatinn levals of the Amariean Jvretar,
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Conteation #57 (Cantinued) Farte (8) go (h)

o e

sublished by rhe Texas Farks & wWildlife Departrent (1277),There
(p. 26) R. R, Hofstetter, renort2i, that these oyster (Crass-
ir~iniee Guelin) soawn wita a tezpersture rise such

o8trea v
.
a3 wou'd ocsur or be 21124 Sy the tharnal lischarrces to the
m
.

t2 . the ity 2a s and Galvestsa 3ay from ths Trinite River

i
r22 a auclesr tlant at Li-3 site.

(2) Iazspvenor contends Ctaff has presanted no information

that migration of amy aguatic species will e inpacted by
location of a B4R of ACHGS ca~acity at site Li-3, in the

drafy, Therefore 3taff's conclusioa in Tadble 2.11 (Drpaft 2-861)
that the O3 3ite will have less iamact to "fe«ling arees

.

asul?d sow othazwise.

O izpration routes” is uansurnorted and

U

¢ e"fect of cosratisn of 1i-3 on
be greatesr than the effect of overation
& sane-ca~aszitr BJ/R on tie Erzzos River has led it ¢o
at ~uslity =oull »e greatir inpac~
i

(h) Intervenor csntends 3taff has erred in consludins that
a latriwantal :nviponneital iznact tu "I~ rtant® arnatie
Wia%z2 will s22ur (Spaft 232, zsd Danle 3.11, Face 2«41) if
galiaits of 3alvastsa 2a7 onl Poiiise Hay i3 irersazed as
a =a3ul% of ona~ntiza 2f & 3. at ths Li«3 sive, A stud~
o -5 od, Andeevs and

we mam Inc. for %z Texus Jater Cesvalooment 3oari (1%66),
titled: s lisw Coneent® 1kar “or pazsrvation of 3avs an
Zstiusriea, soneluded that for Jalvestaa Bar, the State of
Texas 3“:uld, "Zalar-e Rollover Pass at thoe east end >f Zast
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Cententicn #51 (Continued) Parts (h) t: (f)

Galveston 3ar to izprova'circul:tion and increase s3alinity
(P.33, ennhasis Iutervenor's). Accordinzly conclusions shown
i Table 2,11 of the Draft should he revised with rezard to
"Imoacts to 'iuncrtamt' aquatiec biota" and other catagories
where increased salinity due %o the operation of a BiWR a3

site Li-3 were included as part of the environr:ntal impaet.

i) Interven)r contends "Freshwater flow" for the Li-3 site
(Draft, Tadle 2.11, Page 2~61) should have brem juiged "+

or "C", not "=" becausze the Final Sup-lement to the Mizal
Znvironzental Impact Statement (Page 3. 5-3) statss oniy

that the intake flouc for ACHGS (a single unit) will de

less than 10% during low flow conditions, which is not
gitmificantly different from the statemeant in the Draft

(Paze 2-32, Sec. 2.3.2.2) which states 4uring low flow
conditions Li=3 will require 9-11% of the river flow.
Waterflow at the Li-3 site (Measuresd at Romavor, Texas)

for the Trinity River and at the AC!GS site (Measur::?

.ear Rocharon, Texas) are close to the same. For the Li=-3
site averare flow for the Trinity River (Rasulatad By
ivinTstone Reservoir) from 1369-1979 was 7,928 ofs,

r the ACUGS site averace flow for t:e Brazocs Rive

2 1979 was 8,017 efs. (Data from: .ater Ressurces
Data fopr Texas, U. S. Department of Iaterior, Geolozical Sur-
ver, 12799, Volumes I and II, page 597 and dege 473 respectively)

J) Inte-venor contends Staff has undersssizaced the environmental
invact tc winter fe:iiagz habitat for wat 1 by indicating the

e
reaoval of 5.270 acres of land at ACIGS 4 :erelﬁ equal to
1tion at the

the removal of feoling habit: 5
aft ( See. 2.3.1.2, Page 220
c
a

Li=3 site (at most 640 acreszs). BSea D
and Seec., 2.3.2.1, Page 2-27) Intervensr a

; s .
icate "less izpact t=

0riinzly maintains
Table 2.0 sh:u*L in n at Allens Creelk"

with regardi to terrestrial hatitat.
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Conzentisn €4 (£ cn*lﬂuedj Parts (k) to ()

(k) Staff has underestimated the ability of the species

Brevoortia patroaus (Gulf Menhaden) to tollerste salinity

end hizh teunsraturss in the Trisity Bay acd Galveston Bay.

In Fisazoy Bulletiz, 77(4), 1980, a publicatioz ol the U. 3,
rtaent of Commerce, ational Marine Fisheries Service,

« Ferraxo in "Zubrycaic dev:lopment of Atlantic menhaden,

Brevoortia frrsnnus, and a fish eabryc estinatica method,”

observed salinity between 10% and 30% had no effeect on

embryonic mortality and no noticeable effect ¢a rate of

development. Temperature was siznificant below 15°C. only.

Llthough the comaon Gul! menhaden is brevoortia datronus,

Intarvencr contends this species is sufiiciently -mllar

to the study's species to establish a nexus.for the con-

teation, and that Staff's co ~erns expressed i. the Draft

( Sec., 2.3./°.2, page 2-32, and in Table 2.11, page 2-61)

with regeri to "Impzets to svawning and nursc:y grounds"

are inccrrect.

.

’l) I»-Uui 1':‘:
rentai ia an
at the Li-

"T
Throatena:

r coatenis Staff errsd 4n its ecsnclusion eunvirole

on terrostrizl specius from ov2ration of a B

te would bYe the stne as that of the ACUGS on

arersd sgecies” (Dpaft , Tadle 2.10,

Pz 2.53)., Tae .insal

Iapact Statement, ? '8

from the "Eudangered an
In

o
0
.J

upn.ement to the Final Znvironmeatal
(”abls S, 2.5) lists six species
i1 Threatened Wildlife and Plants”
of the Pevartnent of Interior cf 19277, for ACIES, dut th?

vaaT

- » . - ™
raft mentions bHut & single species, the alligatar (Pg. 2-31).
—a— e e g
- . * - P B < 1
d2nce, Intervanor coutenis the Iie% site will nave less
. E : - g
i atensi terresirial soscies fron

an operating 3WR and its consctruction than the iapaect of
tae propasad ACHCS on its gite,

(m) Intsrvenor con+ends that since the cooling towers for

the Li-% site will accomnlish the samne task as a e¢ooling

lake for the AC!GS site, thaese two Aiffereat ccoling systems
must be co=zrarsi for "onsite irjacts," (Drafs, Table 2,10,

Page 2-58), Intervenor csntends the use of circular neechanical

A . e = . a o S : A =Y ) (18 ¥
dra’s esoling tawvers ao Lescrlbed ia IURIG-0574, "Final
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Asntention 51 (ZJontinued) Parts (m) to (O
Znvironmental Ispact Statemers Related to selectinn of the
preferred clos=d cycle cceling system at Indian Point Unit
no., 3 (D2ec. 1973, Sec. 2.4.3.%), at the Li-3 site would
heve lass anvironmental iapact on Trirzity River than a
weooliaz lake at ACH'GS, because of l28s land uss, less
visual innact, less loss of habitat for protection of
terrestrial fauna, ani incresased availabiity of land
Zor residences,

(n) Intervenor contends 3taf? has erred in its calculations
af the anount of land to be taken for powerline transmission

fap the Li-? tite. Using 63 miles (Draft, Page 2=-29)
transmission lins lengtl, and using typical right-of-way wiith
franm Tablé 4,1, (Pa. 24Y) of HManc:ement of Transmissicn Line
Rizhtg=of-ve? for Pish and iildlifse, Yol. 1, U. 8. Department

i

rigat £ ways

b
"\

of Interior, Fi Ji121ife Service, 1579, the trpical right

&

-
of way for a 345 kv line is 150=-170 feet 2r 132.2 %o 20,5 acres
nap mile., Staff used a 200 foot corridor without explaination

to arrive at 1,324 acrss removed for thig puroose. Staff has
ag unnecesearily ia its calculztion for the
£+, eorridor the Li=3 site will require
an the ACNGS. Henee the offsite {invaet
ian line co=rilors for Li-3 site will be less
& fepr a nuclear plant at the ACNGS site, which
ected in Table 2.10 of the Draft.

2 8

Using a 150
8 2
(@]

(o) Intervenor contends the Staff has errei oy not considering
the possinility of neander csut-cff (as 2 resuit of flocling)
n t-e 2razoc River at a voiznt aq9roxizately 1,71 niles upstrean

fron a soint ssrked "3 1" 4in Fisure 8. 2.3 (Paze S§.2-8) of

the Final 3u-nlement to the Fizal Tavironnental Impact Ttatement.
(The %ranscript of the Fre-hearing Coalererce pp. S84-03Q coveriag
a Bishop Comtention has mere on thisj.ivs date iz 10/16/79)

If the piver takasz this new course, eanstruction of a pipeline

ta the =aake-up pumphous2 in excess af two niles would be re-
suired. In addition, a 7 le of pipiagz from the spillway to

o —



Coptention 51 (cbntinued) Parts (o) to (a)

the Brazos, would probably e required unless the Drior

goilluas wapre closed ard a ne. one conxt~ucted. An addi-

£i35a1 aset would “e dewn tine of the ACNG3, caused dy low

ecoolin~ sond watsr lavel while the new nake ud pininr and

tther facilities were constructed. Intervenor :ontends failure

ts inecluie this in the comparison between Li-3 "makaup and
discharre pioeline" impacts (Draft, Table 2.10, Pg. 2-58) and ACRGS
war in erpor 2né that the Li-3 site is equal to cor suverior

to the ACNG3 site wita recard to eavirnnnental impacts from

thig foature of the two BWR plants.

(p) 1Intarvensr contenis Staff's conclusion "In-nizratican"
D

(Draft, Tasle 2,12, Pz. 2-54) will have a zsreater impact
1 the Li-3 site than in-migrstion on the ATHGS site is
not denonstrated by coupariu~s the text in the Draflt

(Ze¢. 2.3.2.2, page 2-33) which pertains to Li-3 and the
tuxt in tho Drefs (Jee. 2.3.1.2 ,Fg. 2-24)which ertains
to the ACHGES site. DBecaunse of thls,=vaff's only conclu-

O

sion ontions are that the two sites are equal, uncertain,
o that the Li-3 site is surerior i3 tais soecioecononie

(q) Interveaor soatands the continued wastward growth
. £ which result in i:creased
ponialati- 28 reflecte

witners Tillier P, Jtite, 8u:

f'g conclusiorn the

the iavset of %he p*aaosed BJR ¢n the ACYGS site demogrephy will
scual to that en the Li-3 sive (Drpaft, Tanle 2.12,
2-84) is in error bvegausa current land uise pacierns
snd population growth patterns both present and emerging
i:dic te the appearance of the ACIGS and its cooling lake
will iapinrse a Panidly growing residential area, where on
the other hand the L,nd use andvopulation rpatteras at or
nesr the Li-3 site indicate little recent change.or emerging
pattern changes.
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(r) Intervenor contends 3taff errcd im deciding the
impact on the site damorranhy of the ACHIGS woull be equal
to that at the site of 1ii-3. This is because staff did
nnt consider the imnact of heing a 200 ft tall reactor
building and associated structures on the conduct ef
the "Concentrated ~tulent jet nilet training arcas
(Which) are located ~n latacorda Island and directly

to the north of Matazorda Island,"(Draft, Pg 2-2 and
Figs. 2.2, og. 2-5, ard Fig. 2.6, pg. 2-11). The plaut
and its cooling “ake both offer severe hazards to such
trainees in the event ¢l enerscency landings or other
stuisnt errors in the form o¢ ~vllision; drowning or
other injury or 4damage which would pot occur if the
terrain of the ACNGE site were not disturbed.

(s) Intervenor centends the Staff erred in concluding

a BUR of the proposed ~apa ity at site LI-3 would nave

greater inpact than a replicate BWR 2% the ACNGS site

with regard to impacts on spawning grounds e-d to "impor-

tant aquatic dbiota" (Draft, Tudle 2.11, Pg.2-61). The inm-

pact of increased salinity from this location would improve t
smoregulation of meture feomale crabs (Cailinectes sanidus

Bathhun), because this spvecies does not funection as well

in 1his stage of its life cycle in low salinity, as reported

in Tachnical Series (Report) #1, A Contribution to the Bislomy

of the Blue Crab in Texas, Texas Parks & Wildlife Department, 1959,

(t) Intervensr contendz the 3taff erred in concluding a BWR °
of the proposed cavacity at nite Li=3 wouid have greater
impact thana reslicate BUR at the ACNCS site with recard

to impacts on "habitat quality" and "feedinz grounds" (Draft
Tabley 2,11, Pg. 2-67). Tt has been shown cperztion of a plant
at Li-3 wonld inerease salinity in the Trinitvy and Galveston
Bays, yet, for productivity of a wide variety of detritus

food for various aquatic eresatures, "Only under extreme con-
ditions, i, e. in hypersaline witers, does salinity seem to
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Tha fjpn e wuiekh soropes Tor *ha flpst “ime the woclios
125 s :

economiz een~enunncen of conttruc*tion of thr . onoged
eration A+ ‘hp TP sitn with the consequence: o construction
a* *ha A\llasr Cre k rite hor unreasanably eorcluded *hnt the
$ magt af fnewisv-tion o7 woprkers at the \CHIZ mite will b
laaa 4kap a* +ha “MP aite rnd the KaeY zlte, Lea Talle
2,12, nwees Dafis, "Min is hHacauce Fafl ham suoumed "no
workers on ST™P L and & will ra=ain in the ar-a %o work on

a thirs uni® at U'NE". Ag of Décember 31, 1979, STNP #2 was
177% eonstructed and STHP #1 was 524 completed, and fuel loading
was plannéd for ISTIHF #1 in Sent. 1?33’and for STNP #2 in April

1985 accordin~ to NURIG-0030, Vol. 3, #1. Delays have since occured.
Tebapyanar cater a inemispation will wava lew~ [mnnc* (from the above

at 37D ~md va=3 leading to the conclusion tha* Lath (a-3 =nd
57D ara sunarior siten {n in-migration impacts and that given

G+affi~ gther findings with reesard tu STNP, that site is a

X — ,
aunerior site to TNES,

Conies of: "“JOMI! FP. DOHERTY'S CONTLENTIONS #%1,52,53,and S54,"

were servea on the parties telow thig (§&™ of January, 1981

at Houston, Texas.

Sheldon J. Wolfe, Esq. Chair, ASLB; Gustave A. Linenberger,
Administeati-s T'd~e, Dr. L Leonari Cheatum, Lsq., Administrative
Jude; Richard A. Black, Esq. for Staff; Jack R. Vewman, J. Greg-
ory Copelani, Esgs. for Applicant; Atomic Safety Licensin: & :
Appeal 3-ard, 3Fichard Priester, Suscn Plettman, for Stat« of
Texas; and Dockuting & Service Branch, N.R.C.

Nespectfull v Submitted,

/«4&3’. (ehZy

. tohn P, Dcherty, Intervenor
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Jan. 46 , 1981

UNITED STATES OF AMEXICA
NUCLEAR REGULATIRY COMMISSION

BEFORZ THE ATCMIC SAPETY AND LICENSTIG 37ARD

In the llatter of ; [
"HOUSTS LIGHTING & POUER COMPANY ) Docket llo. S0-4£6 CP

(allens Creek Nuclear Generatinz
Station, Unit 1) g

JOHN P. DOHERTY'S CONTENTIORS 58

John F. Doherty, Intervenor pro-se in the above Construc-
tion License proceedinz now files these Conteations in resnonse
to Staff's release of NUREG-470, Supp. No. 2, "Draft Supvlement
to Final Znvironnental 3tatement related to the Construction of
Allens Creex Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No. 1,"(hereaftenr:
Draft). This document was available according to Staff on
Decenber 17, 1930.£/§ence, Intervenor has treated his obligation
to file Contentions based on the Draft as grantinz him 30 days
from December 12, 1980, He further bases his right to file

these on new information provided b7y the Draft. The Board
in its Order of December 17, 1980 (p. 2), stated, "Staff
ad

s
vised that the second Supplement to the TES would bHe issued
n(TR., 1210-15) and the 3Board observed and Staff agreed

t said issuance mizht generate amendments to netitions to

AT T AAT
CV.‘ _E¢I..‘—.v =!=/
.

Intervensr csntends that for the reasons listed bHelsw the
site desiznated
environaental iag
57 Applicant ia Jallis, Texas., 3Hence, szalid Je-=3 site nust be

11 the aiazs

e~3 in the Draft is a suverior si%e, wi*h less
t for the sae benefit, as the site prcposed

%]
8]
[
o

used for the oronosed Hoiliag water reactsr to fulfi
of the llational Zavironmental Foliey .et (IEPA). Intervenor
2 .

oes not contend that necessarily eace
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Conzention 55 Parts Qa) to (€)

(a) Intervenor contends 3taff has erred in its caclulations of
the azount of land ¢o He taxen for power line transzaission

ri hts-of-way for site Je-3 Using 73 miles as transmission
line lengzrh, and usiag a 150 foot wide rizht-of-way a 2ini-
mux recommended in Table 4.1 of Illanaz2ment of Transaission

Lines Risht-of-vay for Fish and U/ildlife, Vel 1, pg. 24,

(Devt. of Interior, Fish & Wildlife Sorwice, (1979), the
tynvical right-ofi-way for a 345 kv line is 15-170 £t or

18,2 = 20.6 acres perazile. Using 75 ft/ mile this would
reguire 1,328 acres, which is 442 acrss less than staff
estizates, and 523 acres less than required by ACNGS (Drafs,
Sec. 2.3.1.2, Pg 2=23)

(b) Intervencr contends the Draft 4id not eoncider the pos-
sibility (and hence erred) of meander cut-off (a: = result of
flooding) on the Brazos River at a péint approximately 1.1
miles upstrean from a pozut naxied "B 1" in Fizure S. 2.%
(Fage S. 2-8) of the Final ~lezent to the Environmental
Inpact Statezment. (The Spe ial'Pre--e:.z r Counference of

A~ -~ ~ -~ e . = N 2 - 2
\12/1€/79, pp. 984-939, covering a Bishop Contention has more
-
~

OO)

on thig. IJf the 3razos River
of a pipeline to the azake-up ?
would be reguired., In additi
spillway to the Brazos, woul o
the prior svillway were closad and
additional impact would de 4 -ti
by low cooling pond water level whi
ana other facilities were coastru
failure to incl:de this in the compariscn between Je-3 "makeup

new one constructed, An
for the ACUGS, caused
e the pew make up pipin
~tervenor contends

(¢
<t
@D
(o™
.

tie ACIGS site with rezar
makeup and dis

( intervens>r coutends the Draft is 12 error ia i%s conclusion
N

=2 AN
. - - -~ . 1 S 1

environmental impact on terrastrial s~ecies from a 2lant at

- » . s . \ W ~ ™ Y -tOA: | "

the Je-3 site would He the same as that of the ACHGS with
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Contention 85 Par~; (e) to (&)
»ezard to threatened or endansered terrestrial species,
sn Table 2.10, Page 2-58. The Finul Supplement to the Final
Znvironmental Impact Statzaent, (Table S, 2-5, Page 8, == 7)
lists gix soecies fron the “ZIndangered and Threatened Jildlife
and Plants," iist froms 1977, for ACHNGS, but the Draft mentions
but twe species, the red wolf and the alligator, and the
Coastal Site Comparison Report by Tera Corporation (Mov, 1980)
lists but three others: Lskxizno Curlew, Brown Felican and
Soutasrn 3ald Lazle, none of the three of which are believed
to inhabit the specific si%e (Tera Study, pg. Je-3-7), Hence
intervenosr contenis the Je-% site is suveriocr because the in-
pect to eniancer:zd or thrszatenéd terrestrial srecies .s less
at Je-3 than at ACKGS,

(4) The Draft has specu.ated consider ably in the impact to
the "onsite" area in its terrestrial ecolocy analysis. PFirst,
altough it references the circular mechanical 4ra’t cooling
towers of the FIS of the 3lue Hills Station, on pz. 2-33, it
states a requirecent:for three of these "towers" while the
Blue Hills Station FZS (UREG-C449, pg. 3=7 requires but
two such units. Hext, it is unclear froxz the text if (be-Draft
considered a cooling lake or a cooling tower in arriving at
he conelusion on site izpacts would be tae same at Je-3 as
at ACNGT (Draft, Table 2,10, pg 2-58). Intervencr taur con=-
tends the oncite inpact will be less at Je-3 site than ACIIGS site.

-

(e) Intarvensr eoatenis since the ¢ooli 2: towers for the Je-*
site will acz2omnlish the same task as a cooling lake for the
ACIGES site, these two differ ling srysteas must e come-
pared for "onsite iapacts",(Draf%, Table 2,10, pr. 2-58)
Intervanor contenis the use of circular nechanical Araft
cooling towers as described in NURZIG-0574, "Fiznal Zaviron-

3

i3]

A
election 2f the crefermred

> -
- - - - - e DAt kL3
aental lapact 3tatenent Related %o
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Contention 55 (Continued), Parts () to ()

(£) Iatervenor contends the Draf% erred in coacluding the ACHGS
site suverior to the Je-3 in agu-tic ecolosy @nd water use, because
thejccnclusion is based on heingz able to determine but & of 9
cata-ories (Drpaft, Table 2.11, Pg. 2-81), Hauce, 3taff h

not"adequatel weirhed the relerant environmental factors in
decidin; "“et“er and bow to o forward with the project.”
cuthern Yaracnt v, Jeecratiry of Trans-

ortatis 27,633 (D.C. Vt. 1973) affirmed 508 Fad
927 (224 Zir. 1974), vacated 423 U. 5. 809,(1975).

(%7 Intervenor c-ntenis the elfect ol tranzsnission lizes on
(1) terresterial habitat qualitv, and (2) erndinmered species

411 pe greatelv mitisatved by use of a sit le 345 kv comn stion
from the Je-3 site and the Cedar Bayou unit of applicaut,

‘swer recuirements at the 2. H., Rovinson unit of applicant
eouls *hen bSe shiftcd from Cedar Zawou to 2, H., Robinson
via the existing 345 kv line between these two applLicant
plants (Dpaft, Fig. 2.7, Page 2-13), Use of this plan®
woul? make the Je-3 site of less environme:ztal impact in
+ sse two characteristics than ACHGCS in these two character-
i.¢:.c8 2n its site.

(n) Intervenor eontends Staff's couslusion the impact on habie
-

u t a8
for site Je=3 than ACNGS is in error, because it is based
1

hear .17 an & "Perssnel Comzusication” (Ref., 10, Pg. 2-89
referring to a statement on 3. 2-39) which is (a) too vazue
#)r the siznificance aczorded it, and (b) a2 private record
unavailzsle to interested persons for nurwdse of comzent,
Infornation on habitat suali

- o 3 .

imoort~nt detarnination. {ance The determiacti
\’ A e qv‘—t . 1 X

in *his so~aeawvhat sursorr first look at sites.

0
ion is unsupported even



