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Qur conscience teaches us it is right, els e.
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FORZLAWS OM ECARD'S: S- gggj ,

z.
I. Argument for the Arimission of Conter.tions etca :f es se tW

,7 C:n:2 L Emi"AS :: and AS-6. -

Sr :a @/ j
,

..
''

II. ?ocition on ipplicant'' " Response to Soard's g,
Order cf April 28, 1981." M

Dated: June 1, 1981

! I. A. On April 8, 1981, the Atcaic Safety and Iicensing Icard

received for consideration a " Stipulation Regarding Contentions and

t,

Schedulinr," in which the applicants and the IIRC staff acree that

proposed intervonor contentions ASl throuc,h AS4 shcula be acimitted
as issu'es in the above entitled croceedinr. ''hile the staff di:i

not orpose contention AS-5 the applicant il d so it a: arpr.ont sub-
corte ds that 'ecause th: drnftr;tte A ril .t, 1991, ir "hich it r

.

l

environmental 1. r 'a c t stat 3 ment on the Pcialc '?rinE3 lucitar 'lunt
was issued in fcbruar, of 1976 it followc tnat " t. .c .e tt Council on

Environmental '.uality regulations have no bearing on t?.is matter

unles: as ne t e ' in 40C F", 150 6.12 an c ency 1:sirca to impler.ent the

same at an earlier date." The applicant then qu:tes a "r.e. ,t ro co s e d
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Most Asked Questions Concerning C:O's ':ational Invironmental Policy |

Act Regulations" ( 4G T3 180 26, March 23, 1981) which states in rele-
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vant part:
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doc ume nt . Thus the new regulations do not rec.uire the redrafting of
an E S or supplement if the draft EIS or supplement was filed before
July 30, 1979. However, a supplement prepared after the effective
date of the regulations would be controlled by the regulations.
(46 FR 180 29, March 23, 1981, Question 12a.)" ;

;
. ,

- The effecti've date of the Couheil's regulations was July 30, !

1979, and the effective date of the Craft Supplement :10 , 1 to the
FES on the Febble Springs Muclear Plan Units 1 and 2 was November,

1979. It is clear that the new regulations Of the Council on

Environmental Cuality are relevant to this proceeding and that there

is a genuine issue to be resolved. Furtnermore, the latter ,nart

of the contention AS-5 which states: "The site comparison analysis

fails to .7.0 into encu.en detail so that the defferences in environ-
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"Mowevo", it is alFo the intent cf the Cormission that
the staff tC: 3 steps to identify additional cases that mi ght
warrant early consideration of either additional features or.

other actions which would prevent or mitigate the Ocncequences of
serious acciden'tc. Cases for such considera:1cns are those for
which a Final Environmental Statement has already been issued at the
Co nstruc tion. ?e rmit stage out for which the Opening license review
stage has not yet been reached."

It is Forelaws On Board's contention that this proceeding

represents just such a case and one in which it is demonstrated
that there is no apparent need for a rush to conclusion of an

inadequate analysis of site alternatives. The choice of site

alternatives represents those " actions which would prevent or

mitigate the consequences of serious accidents." It is obvious that

the preparation of an adequate analysis can lead to a site location
best fitted to provide high quality accident response as well as

mitigation of accident impacts upon all aspects of the environment.
We would note that this is echoed in the U.S. Department of Interior's

January 13, 1980 commentsHon the draft supplement wherein it is
' *

stated that: .
n- ,

"We feel that site' specific consequences of reactor
accidents should be among the key issues, both in the applicants '
site selection process.and in the staff's evaluation of that

_

process." (Final supplement No. 1 to the FES related to the
construction of Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2, E-3 4)

Under the circumstances we do not believe that the Board can
i ignore this issue and believe it is incumbent that an examinationi

of class 9 accidents be introduced at this tire in this portion of

the proceeding.

II7 Forelmes On roard has reviewe d coth t!.e aci:licc.nts ' "Respense
|

to Joard's Order of April 20, 1301" and the "UEC Otaff */iows oni

Ap,nli c an t r ' ilesponse to Board's Order of 4/ 2B/01. " T!te Applicant raises :
ariety of issues which inpact the final outcome of the Feb ,le 3prings plants,

|
amon; w'.ich are "the completion of its car' man Plant, the Regional

.

3111, a*:.d construc tion progress on tne Cc1 strip 3 anc 4 and vi?PSS
No. 3 units," all of which need further examination :y this Scard.

:n addition, the Merril Lynch report examines the effect of One
i

November 1980 election in Oregon on the Pebble Springs Plants as
!
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| It is ?c relaws On s

r
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requirement contrac ts with the Donneville F r..rer Administration..

) In addition, Residential Power Ixchange contracts tith EPA are being,

Q ::. .c- ... . ". =. a ' '- .' " . . .- a.
,- -mo0 4e.,..a. . .,. ,~. = =. o n s. . a . s v. 4 _' '_ e .' .4 ~ =..

-
-

m .

. . a _ s , a 4 4 ,. n**,ms' o .e. a .a
-

, , , ., 4 .s u .z4.
Q _1 c o t g.nc u e.%. a .e..- a y. u 4 n. 4 es o.e. n .. o . .. .u w. v

~ . .. ..

policy would be implemented. Resources needed c fulfill these

power obligations would have to be consistent '.cith a resource plan
7 developed by a new Regional Power and Conservation ?lanning Council.
- - Any other resources wculd require a special Act of Congress. Thei

p. . .

j ' ' totality of this proc,ess is. immense and represents a major change
for energy planning and resource acquisition in '.ni s re;;io n .'

Forelaws On Ecard believes that under circumst snces such as these
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In the Matter of. ) N . dAC , s Q' ~'
s . '
/

. \ ***
PO?.TLAND.GEUERAL ELECTRIC ) Docket Mos. 50-514'

COMPANY ) 50 -515
s.

)

(Pebble Springs Muclear Plant, )
Units 1 and.2) )

w .: m. .r .e r e A m. .e. O .r o _e.n. .VT C r
~~ - -

w . .

.I-hereby certify that copies of "?crelaws On Scard's: I. Argument for.
the. Admissicr. cf Contentionc. AS-5 and AS-6, II . Position of Appli-

,
cants' " Response to ,Doard's Order of April 28, 1981" dated June 1,
1981, in the above captioned proceeding have been served on the fol- .

,

i ' lowing by deposit in the United States I: ail, first class, this '.st
[ . day of June,.'1981.
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Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq. James W. Durham, Esq./ !

Atomic Safety and Licensing'3oard Warren Hastings-, Esq.
U.S. .Iluclear Regulatory Commission Portland General Electric.Co. |

1 Washington, D.C. 20555 121 S.W. Salmon Street, T317 ;

Portland, Oregon 97204 .L
. Dr. William E. Martin

q' %.. ,Se'nicr Ecologist Frank Ostrander
,

Sattelle Memorial -Institute Department of Justice,-i. i
,

1 Columbus, Ohio 43201 529 S.W. Yamhill ;

Portland, Oregon 97204.

Dr. Walter-H. Jordan
881 West' Outer Drive J. Carl Freedman
Oak . Rid e,: Tennessee 378?O Lo:: 553E

Cannon 3each, Oregon 97110 !

Frank Josselson, Esq.'

William L. Hallmark, Esq. Atomic Safety and Licensing
C. Elaine Hallmark, Esq. Appeal Panel
1 Southwest Columbia, 8th Fl. U.S. Muclear Regulatory Commissicr.

,

Portland, Oregon 97258 Washington, D.C. 20555'

i

! Kathiecn :.s. 3hca, E s.1 Atomic Safety and Licensing
I' L0ecnstein, ::ewman, Reis i: card ?anel

. j. A Axcirad U.S. :uclear Re;;ulz.tcry Com'r.issier
10 25 Connec tic ut Ave . , M . ', ' . eacnington, D.C. EuS55

.| c|achincton , .C. 20036 ,

i.oc.:ctinc & Corvico Section
|I,'
'

:1r . T.cenard Bordenic!: Office of the Secretary
Counsel for i.0 Staff v' . S . Muclear Regulatory Commissior
U.S. Huclear Ecgulatcry Commission '|a s hi n gt o n , D.C. 20555
k|Ashington,-D.C. 20 c:o t
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