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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE .......

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION "-

Northern States Power Company
Docket No. 72-18

(Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation)

FLORENCE TOWNSHIP'S REQUEST FOR HEARING
AND

PETITION TO INTERVENE

1'. INTRODUCTION

Petitioner Florence Towrship hereby submits the tollowing

Request for Hearing and Petition to Intervene regarding the

app Iica tion of 'f•ortherinSta"tes Power ("NSP"), for a license to

store spent nuclear fuel:at an Independent Spent Fuel Storage

Installation !"±2rSl") in Florence Township. 5 61 Fed. Reg.

.49,989'.(September 17, 1996).

This petition is supported by the attached Affidavits ot the

Chair and Supervisors of the Florence Town Board, Joan Marshman,

John Wurst, and 'Janet Bruce, respectively. All members of the

board arc residents of the Township, two live within one half

mile of the sit' proposed by NSP, and all are very active in the

community and have a significant investrei-1. in the Township.

IT. REQUEST FOR HEARING ANKD PETITION TO INTERVENE

tThL Notice of Docketing affords the opportunity to request a
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hearinq and petition to intervene. 10 C.F.R. §2.105;. Notice or

Docketing, 61 Fed. Req. 48,981,. Pursuant. to the Notice and

requlation, Petitioner Florence Township hereby requests a

hearinq and leave to intervene in this proceedingq.

II . FACTUAl. BACKGROUND

A. Florence Townshý-.p

Florence Townsiip has a population of approximately 1,270

residents, 'and two population clusters-in Old Fr6ntenac and

Frontenac Station. The nearest permanent res*identia1 dwel linq is

only 1850 feet away from the proposed'ISFSI site, and the'.

maj~ority of homes and the business district in .Ffontenic Statirn

are less than 3,000 feet distant. The.Town Hall is focated, by

NSP's calculations, just 2,700 feet f.rom.the proposed ISFSI site,

and the Township's heavily used new civic complex; containinq a

community center, picnic area, and playground is less than 2,700

feet from the site.

Within two miles of the proposed site are several churches

and the Villa Maria Conference and Retreat Center, which serves

over 6,000 ppople each year. The entire area of Old Frontenac- ig

:..a.a national historic ,.district and many of the homes are listedin

.theNational.Registry .of. Historic Homes. Frontenac.was t'e first

established in 1839 as a trading post, and was the first.

settlement on the Minnesota side of Lake Pepin. Indian burial

mounds are common in the area, and there is one in the pathway of

the rail spur for NSP's alterrate site and near the southern
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intersection nf County Rd. 2 .and Highway 61. Other,

archaeologically siqnificant features include Ian 1"ope in

Frontenac State Par,%, burial mounds on thr? trail onathe west side

of Highway 61, SanJy Point, Half. Breed 1'racts established by ft.

SnelIing, and tradit ional celebration and meeting areas for 'the

Dakota Nation.

Florence Township is thriving economically. -There are 30

year-round local businesses, including i surr store,'

restaurdnE,, and motorcycle shop.. There are ciu ;bus.inesses such

as Knutsen's Caramel's, Bushel: & Peck Product, and Great River

Vineyards, that produce edil'e. commodities withih twb miies .of

the site. The tarm'er who i's .rerftinq and- farming the site, ah"d

whose farm is one-halt mile tron the sit6, milks"ý:.80 cows", .

employs 12 people, and has received a l)0% ratinq from the dairy

that buys his milk. The area's primary sources of su-'port are

aqriculture and tnurism, both sensitive to the environmental,

health, anJ safety issues surrounding r ticlear waste storage.

This is an area renowned for its natural beaity and its

agricultural, commercial fishing, and recreational resources.

Florence Township l.ies on the shores of Lake Pepin, on the...

Mississippi, which is a large widening of the river which is the

result of thei natural::phenomenon of the joining ot tributary

rivers.: Fish from .the..ake are sold in local markets. Lake

Pepin is also widely known as the."birthplace of waterskiing" and

the "Waterski: Days" festival is held each summer in Lake. City.

The proposed ISFSI is also located in the watershed of Wells
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Creek, a tributary of the Mississippi. The ISFSI site is.on a

plateat, overlookinq the creek. At the site, the water table is

about 60 feet from the surface, but in, nearby Frontenac Station,

the wells are only 20 feet.deep.

•. Within two miles of the proposed ISFSI site.there are many

local parks, a golf course., a-sl'i area, and heavily used

snowmo! .le trails run on the property selected for-the sil-,

which!is known as some of the-best white-tail-deer habitat in the

statie...The site is vxsible-from Frontenac State Park-, which

91,000-tourists-visited.in. 1994.' It is also-less-than one-mile

from an estimated 80 acres of wnt.lands, plus 40 acre .Pleasant

Lake. Less than one mile from"the site, there is a campqround, a

picnic •area, a marina, and-a boat landi.nq..

From the moment NSP's site selections for the ISFSI were

made public, Florence Township has taken a leadership role in

educating the-community and -,articipating in the administrative,

leqal, and leq.slative avenues open to the public. The township

immediately crganized Township task forces to address

environmental, safety, technical, and site selection

administrative process issues, and held three hiqhly attended7.*",

.,community meetings to educate the public about the Minnesota

Environmentai Quality Board ("MEQB") siting process. The

Township has also sued in state court to stop the siting process

-because that siting process itself violated many state

environmental laws.

Florence Township has actively participated in the EQB
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administrative process. Two of three town board mdembers were on

the MEQB Siting Advisory Task Force, the Chair was a citizen of

Florence Township, and 'there were two other Township at-large

members., The Board and the Township's citizens have spent

considerable time'at the 'legislature lobbying to change the

Minnesota law,' 'Which will again be reviewed in the 1997 session.

B. NSP Lici,.nse ýApplication 'tor FSI

On Auqust 8, 1996, NSP filed its application for an ISFSI in

Florence Township. The sit -is approx0matelyý 33 acres, and the

storage area 'itself is approximately four- acres. -The stora'qe

area"is surr6iinddd by a 17 foot hi'jh earthen berm and two

security fences. The facl i ty ut~ilizes -a storage" system-

consisting of an interior 1cani't7ir. and separate exter-ior casks 'o

be used -foi, shipping and !storage. *Casks will brought to the

facilityby rail', and transferred from the t'ransport casks to the

storage casks and placed upon four concrete pads in its transfer

building. There will also be a security building on the site,

and the site will be brightly lit at night.

NSP filed this application for an 1.,FSI in Florence Township

because the HMnnesota legislature passed a law*that nuclear waste

must be sited off of Prairie Island in Goodhue. County if NSP

wishes to utilize additional casks at: the Prairie Island

Sfacility. -Minn. Laws Chapter 641. NSP has received additional

cask authorization from the MEQB, and at the same MEQB meeting,

NSP's appl ication for Site Certificate for the Florence Township

site was denied. MEQB, Resolution, 10/2/96.
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C. State Permitting :Process'

The Minnesota Legislature mandated that NSP's ISFSI be sited

using Minnesota's: Power Plant Siting Act. Siting a Power Plant

in the state of Minnesota is a dual-track process which requires

a Certificate of Need from the-Public Utilities Commission (PUC.)

and a Certificate of Site Compatibility from the MEQB. Minn.

Stat.: §116C.51-5 9; ;Minn. Stat'. § `216.243; _ State of

Minnesotag t v Citizens Aga!ins't' Power Plant 'PollutiQn. In c, (CAPPP,.

In c,-' VAinnesota' E!3onm=ntal Oua~lit:. Board,!get' al., 305

N.W.2d.:575 (Minn.' '1'98'). On -the f irs3t 'track' aný 'app4licatio n

provides :a detailed ap'plicati6n to6 the 'PUC Which lists in great

detail the 'physical 'design Of the'faci.ity, 'use a'n:i term of

storage,' alternatives in technology, storage site, and energy

generation'and'demand,' which-';provide the basis for, the''''

Certificate-of Need :inquiry. Minn. ;R. ,ch. 7855.0600-0670. Then

the proposal moves through the Certificate of Need process, which

includes general notice and specific notice to the affected

community and at least one hearing. The PUC then makes a

determination of the need for the facility balance against long

range energy; forecasts; potential damage to the environment;

possible conservation effor's; promotional activities :n the part

..of theýa'pplicant;: and socially beneficial uses of the output of

itheý facility including protection or enhancement of environmental

quality. $._• Min. Stat. §216B.243, Subd. 3.

On the second track, the utility must obtain a Certificate

of Site Compatibility from the MEQB, which is also a multi-step
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process. Minn. stat. ~ Il6C.55, Subd. 2; Subd. 3; 116C.57,

Subd. ; .Subd. 4:; see tl o Power _U .M__n.nn j gontai
Q~q1li•y. •ea,, 2h2 NW.?d 3]12£,..324 (Mirm. 1.977) : :CAjP•...._ V.

, 0' N.W.2d --71, %:79 (Minn. 1981). 'lhe steps ot the PPSA

must be completed within a specified time limit. First, -the MEQB

is to develop site selection criteria and standards in a public

process including nucice and hearings. :Minnn. Stat' §I116C.5L,

Subd. 2. The next ;step is develophment, of the 'inventory'of

potential sites. Minn. Stat. §lr16C.55.,-Subd.. 3. The third 'step

is submisslion of an application f.or a specif~ied site by. a p ibl ic

utility and subsequent environmental evalua'tionb'y the E0B.'

Min nn. Stat•. l16C.. , Subd. 'Y.

When-A utll .ty makes-I.ah application to the MEOB, it must

include :the.Certi.ficatt of-,Need'. Min. :R:. '4400.;2600.(.I)(I)'. T'ho

MhQB then reviewspossib.e environmental effects. -Minn. Stat.

§116C.57, Subd. 4. This evaluation is to be based, in part, on

the siting criteria and standards developed previously. During

this portion of the proces-, the EQB is also required to qive

notice and hold, at least one public hearing in each county

considered as a site. Minn. Stat. §116C.58. After evaluation,

the EQB may designate and certify a site with any conditions or

refuse to designate :a site and explain the reasons for the.

refusal and conditions under rnich a Certificate could be issued.

Minn. Stat. §116C.57? Subd. 1.

The majority .of these requirements have not been met, and

Florence Township has in ated a suit in stat'. court fc-
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declaratory :judgment that these laws and regulations were

violated. It is now at: the'appellate level, and review in

pend i nq. a t__ cllnesnm by yFQeJr_9_QTo ,_1Ji.ev. Jqorth r
Soe_!D_ p._ri i-n.oenti._Qai ty_ 13oa rd. Min neta

E_•lii idtig9QcMiss .on an•G~o~dhue, Countv, CI-96-00180,

Minn. CC. App. No. C9-96-15'48 (199,.

IV. PFTITIONERSý HA'1E, STANDING TO I'NERVENF.

Under 'the Atomic E,'erg'q Act and the rules and regulations of

the Nuclear ýRcgulator:y:'COmmi'ssion, "a6ny: person whose" interest may

be affected by a proceeding and who desires to participate" may

tile a petition to intervene., 10 C.F.R.. §z.714(a) I). A party's
• . . . . .

right to intervene under the Atomic Energy Act, Section 189(a) is

based up-n whether (l) the action being challenqrd could cause

injury-in-fact to the petitioner, and (2) such injury is. arguably

within the zone of interest protected by the Atomic Energy Act or

the National Environmental Policy Act (hereinafter "NEPA").

Yv=Qnt Yankee Nuclear Power Station, LBP-90-6, 31 NRC 85, 89

(1990), Citing Portland General Electric Co., CLI-76-27, 4 NRC

610, 613-14 (1976).

A... Florence Township Has Standing to Intervene on Bchalf
ofIts 'Citizens.

Florence Township would suffer injury-in-fact well within

-the. zone of interest protected by the Atomic Energy Act and NEPA

if NSP is allowed to proceed with its planned ISFSI.

Florence Township is the unit._of government with jurisdiction

over the site chosen by NSP for the ISFSI. The Township
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government beais the t IL -t lInP -1z responsib lity tor protecting

its citizen.i' intere:.tcs in o healthy environment as well as ,

sound tax ba-se and '.conomic toundation ot iqriculture. commercial

fishinq, recreation, and tourism. Ihe pr'(fpose( I;S)-i threatens

these interes;ts.

Thus, the government ot Florerce Township is entitled to

intervene in this proceedinq for the purpose ot protec*-inq its

citizens' interests from the injury-in-tac;t ttreatened i the

proposed ISFSI.

H. Florence Township Will Suffer Injury-In-Fact If The NRC

L icenses An I'SFSI In Florence'Tovnship.

"he proposeed I threatens" ih in ury' to: pet;tion~r' *:.:r L.

ci ti zens that il" 'ýdistinct .and-4alpabi :": ,l ... n .'

F. 3d I150 , 1508'( th'C i r. , IC:U dnen . , ll-5...ct... 1 " VI9 ,

. _r , i.-. t.4, 422! U.S. 490 ,. 50! (l.,71-I. The in jury- is

also. directly "traceable" -to the proposed *license app.ication.ard

can be redressed by , decision denying the application. .I1. If

the proposer facility is licensed, therv is risk of an accidental

radioactive release from the dry casks that would injure and

compromise the ihealth and saf ty of the Ci:t-izensof,.the.Towqshi,

and the integrity of the natural environment;

An. accidental release could contaminate the &ir, ground and

surface water, the: land, and surrounding people, animals, and

-plants. ::For example., .in a cask~explosion scenario, or

terroristic sabotage, the citizens of Florence Township could

suffer immediate severe radioactivity related illness or death

from I',qh-level radiation exposure. Other scenarios involving
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high or low level exposure Could result in increased cancer and

leukemia rates or cellular. and genetic defects many years into

the future. An accidental releasewouId also cause significant

adverse-economic consequences, includinq diminished property

values and a correlating decline in tax revenues, as well as

endangerment of the area's aqricultural and tourist income base.

This accidental relzase'cbuld'occur by meansof a

transportationý accident, Or'ýa'designor manufacturing flaw in the

cask used. Acr:itIcality accident 'could ddUse'a radological'

explosion. An accident could'aiso' occur: by' sabotage or'

terroriqm; or 'a, task drop during. transfer',, br' by'. M'any cother.

means. NSP Emergoncy Plan, SeCt'ion 4...,; SARch;1 E.

As discussed in more de.tall' in Sectioh t) belo w, .peti.tioner

is concernud that NSP's license..'appiication for; the ISFSI lacks

sufficient measures to protect them from such an accidental

release, thus posing an tidue risk to their health and safety.

Petitioner's concerns may be redres.ed by denial of the license

application on the ground that it fails to provide sufficient

measures to protect health and safety.

Petitioner is als( concerned thit the'Environnmental Report

("ER"I).prepared by NSP in support of the license application

contains insufficient.information on which to base a decision on

the relative risks, costs and benefits of the proposed project,

or on alternatives to the project. • Section D below.

Petitioner believes that if supporting environmental documents,

Section D is incorporated herein by reference.
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including the ER dnd the torthcominq.Environmental. Impact

Statement. ("EIS"), were 'to, fully disclose the costs and ri.,ks of

the proposed ISFSI, the-NRC would choose not- to -license the

facility. Thus, preparation of'.a compl e and accurate ER and

EIS would, in all likelihood, result'in-the denial of the permit,

and thereby redress petitioner'. colnrerns.

C. Petitioner's"Interests Fall Within the Zone Protected
by the Atomic Energy Act and National Environme3ntal
'" Policy Act.

Petitioner's corn.c'erns regarding the heal-th and'safety risks

posed".by the proposed ,ISFSI. fall within the "zone of interest':

protecbtedy the Atomic Energy; Act." whose purposes inclUde'the l

protection I the public tibm undue hazards posed by the nuclear

industry... K_'• r= D_t__Ygnpjag 'allp-ra; LBP.-§0-6,* 31NRCIat 89t,- 4,

U.S.C. .§§2133(d), 2210(b). The National Envirnnmental i-olicy

Act's (hereinafter "NEPA") "zone of interest" also encompasses
•-. ,.. , .... -.-. ,... .. ,....... . .. .. . I.,. * . '. .. ' -. , . .

petitioner's interest in protecting the quality of the

environment and conserving a sound econ' ,ic base for thr,

community through protection of property values and the tax base,

and through ,maintenance of the environment in a-condition that is

conducive to agriculture, fishing, recreation, and preserves its

unique historic character, and is attractive to tourists. Kll

". .,42 F. 3d at .1509, .giing Lujan v. Defenders of Wiidlifl

_' U.S. -. ,., ,'112;:S.Ct. 2130, 2149 (1992) (holding that injury to

economic interests through loss of property values confers

.standing under NEPA).

V. STATE(XNT OF ASPECTS ON WHICH PETITIONER WISHES TO
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INTERVENE.

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. §2.J'1L4(b)(2)Y, the petitioner i-s

required to state, the "spe, ific aspect or-aspects of the subject

matter, of the proceedinq" as to~which it wi'shes to' intervene.

The~purpose of this. requitrementlis'hot to- judge the admissibility

of~the issues, as the petitione" has the right to amend its

petitiohvto intervene With'contentions later in the proceeI ng."

Q2hjwmexLsj' .:"(Midlahds Plant, Units I and 2), LBP-78-27, 8

NRC 275.,. 278 (1978)".' Rather.,' the purposeýof the requirement 'is

to, determi'ne whether the petitioner-speýiifies "proper aspects"

for the proceedinq. Id..Thus, the petitioner:may:satisfy'the

requirement "by, identifying qeneral potential'etfects of'the

licensing action or areas of concern that.Are within the scope-of

matters that may~beconsidered ih the proceeding'.:"' K tra

Y ,iap__,,- LBP-90-6, 31 NRC'at. 89; citing Virgini" ElectrQ

and PowerCo, (North Anna Power Station, Units I and 2), ALAB-

146, 6 AEC 631, 633 (1973).

rhe aspects of the subject matter on which Florence Township

seeks to intervene are as follows:

I. The.license application poses undue risk to public health

.and safety. because it ;lacks sufficient provisions for prevention

of and recovery fromnwaccidents during storage resultinc from such

causes as sabotage, cask drop and bend,-or improper welds.

2. The license application poses undue risk to public health

and safety because it lacks sufficient provisions for protection

against transportation accidents, including a criticality
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accidentý For-instance., the desiqn of the shipptnqgcask does not

provide sufficiont-protection against, a. criticality accident

durinq tran,;pbrtationJ. Nor does tne license application provide

sufficient eaulei for-. protection ot .shippinQ casks durinq sub-

zero weather-.

3. rhe Ilicense application po.es uhduerisk to public health

and safety~beca se it fails'to provide 'n idequate emergency

plan. For:'instar :e', .4S;P-has failed to",sectlte letters of. .

agreement f'rom:.emierqeni.-. res ponders: to -th• ISFSI ;it

misrepresents thL's&tatuls-ot Letteis ootAqgeem'eet with'emerqency

providers;' it fCai"ls'toý specity the:provider offire-fiqhtinq

assistance, ha i'16mbuiance set-vice; it cont.`:"ns inadequate"

pr0viTsi~ons for• training.and exercises; and!'it also incorrectly

identif:ies the, provider"of-:hospital and'medical support.

-4 The license'application poses undue'risk) to'publicheilth

and safety because it fai!• to make sufficient provision for

funding of estimated construction costs, operating costs, and

decomnissioning costs. 10 C.F.R. §§ 72.22(e), 7!.30(b).

5. The license application poses undue risk to public health

,.and.safety because it is not apparent how NSP will obtain any

fundinq.for construction, operation or decommissioning of the

,:-.. ;'ISFSI,given that it has failed to obtain certain state permits

that constitute prerequisites for funding. In particular, the

MEQB has denied a siting permit for the proposed site and

requested NSP to withdraw its application for an NRC license at

.the earliest possible date. MEQB Findings of Fact, Conclusions,
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and Order, 101/2/96; Letter -of Hustad,' Chair, MFQBto: Howard,.NSP

10,/ý4/96. In order to build the ISFSI and obtain financing

through the rate base, NSP must. apply'or a rate case through tne

Public Uti:itiesCommission (hereinafter "FUC"), and may also be

tequired'toapply for a Certificate of'Need, 'also through the

PUC. It nas done neither..

6. The licernse application noses' undue risk to pub'"i'c thalth

and safety because the 'propowLd'site dannot be adequately*

protected aqainsl- flooding or groundwater contamination, due to

the facility design, 'i'ts locatioui i:n"a fI'd~dplain, .and'the nature

of the'soils and bedrock of tne area. :

7. The license application poses"undue.risk to publi' health

and safety because it rail s to provide foradequate radiatioon

moni orinq to protect the health of the public "and workers. It

also failsto provide'for -idequate radiation M!nitoring nece!rsary

to facilitate radiation detection, event classification,

emergency planning, and notification.

8. The license application poses undue risk to public health

and safety because.it does.not provide for on-site weather

monitoring.

• The license application poses undue risk to pubii- health

and s.afety: be.cause it fails to provide adequate protection of .tne

ISFS.I against intruders. For instance, the area is' protected.

only by' a fence that would not deter a determined intruder. The

area is also surrounded by bluffs and open land that would

provide ample protective cover and access to the site.
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10. The License application poses und, .. sk to public

health and safety because it calls fox .se of a cask whose design

is *nsafe, and has not been certif.iedfor either transporta-.ion

or storage. 1:

11.. The l:cense applicatioi poses undue -risk -to.public

health and safety bec.ause NSP has:rot ad.equ~ately comp~lied with

the rail carriers r,;.4uir,ements... NSP has ...not .rece,ived,,the -

required authorization from the.:railroad for. ,:cess to the

rnainline, construction at a railroad crossing, and ;has not,

addressed the des ign .requirements established :by the rai-lroad for

the railroad crossi?, desiqn and..railroad spur design, including,

bLut not limited to specifieJ..spur ,qrades, degrees of.,curvature,

and track design .. ,-

S .12. In violation of cI.O .R,.§51.71(d), toe .ER fai.ls to.,

give due consideration to the decision ot -the MEQB deny~i~ng a

siting permit for the proposed site and requesting that NSP

withdraw its application for an NRC license for an ISFSI in

Florence Township. MEQB Findings of Fact, Conclusions, and

Order, I0/2/96;.Ltetter of Hustad, Chair, MEQB to Howard, NSP

10/4/96. The ER also fails to give due consideration to NSP's

failure to obtain the requisite Certificate of Need from the

State of Minnesota before the Public Utilities Commission.. Minn.

Stat. § 216C.243: Minn. R. ch. 7847; Minn. R. 7855.0600+0670.

13. The license application violates NRC regulations

because the ER fails to address the status of compliance with all

permits, licenses and approvals required for the facility. 5p
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10 (.F.R. A. il . ), d) For exampl.ei the ER.f.aiIs..to address

federal water discharqe requirement: and the certifications and

permits .required for water and storm water discharqes, -erosion

and sediment control tor prevention of-pollution ot water; air

quality requirements and-the Construction of a Stationary Source

permit;'ard'because.NSP has not pr, :xded "'erification c! a,

aqreement between.th• railroad and county, and has not received -

DOT authorizatio'n construction at a railroad.crossinq....

14> The license-application violates NEPA because its ER

fails t6qive ddcquate consideration to alternatives,.includinq

alternative L: -s,a Ie etnatiK'e technol64ies' andthe; no-action

alternative. For instance, the inrentory of sites was :.imited by

both the state legislature,''which required that the inventory be

limited to -Goodhue -County; by NSP, which lih'ited its choices.'to

those witain one mile of'the only 'railroad 'track in'the~county;

and by NSP again, when it restricted its inventory to those sites

not underlain by limestone.

15. The license application .riolates NEPA because its ER

fails to give adequate consideration to the adverse impacts cf

the proposed ISFST, including the risk of transportation

accidents.

'16.' The".A.cense application violatesNEPA because the ER

doesinot contain a.reasonable comparison of the, costs and

benefits of the proposed ISFSI.

17. The license application violates NEPA because the ER

does not address the impact of the proposed facility upon the

-16-



historic dist'ict and archeological heritage of the area,

antriculture, commercial fishing, recreation, wildlife, and

endangered species.

.9. The license application violates NEPA because the ER

does not adequately consider the impact of the facility upon

property v3lues, the tax base, and che loss of revenues for

agriculture, fishing, recreation and tourism, which comprises tl-!

economic base of Florence Township.

V. CONCLUSION

For-all the reasons set forth above, Peti.ioner Florence

Township must receive a hearing, and be permitzed to intervene,

pending admission of its contentions.

Respectfully Submitted,

-L 0- -//- Dated: ___

Carol A. Overland ..#254617
Attorney for Petitioner
.OVERLAND LAW OFFICE
P. O. Box 202
209 Oak Street, Suite 8
Farmington, MN. 55024
(612.) 460-6461
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Northern States Power.Company

(Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation)

1

Docket No. 72-18

NQTICE OF APPEARANCE

Notice is hereby given that the undersigned attorney, an

attorney-at-law in good standing admitted to practice in the

state of Minnesota herewith enteres dn appearance in the. above-

captioned matter. In accordance with 10 C..F.R.,.§2.7:13(b),.: the

following :information is provided:

NAME:

ADDRESS:

Carol A. Overland

P.O. Box 202
209 Oak Street, Suite 8
Farmington, MN 5502.4
(612) 460-6461

PARTY
.REPRESENTED: Florence Township

-~~ .... .... ..

October 17, 1996

Respectfully submitted,

¾66Sy
Carol A. Overland 1254617
Attorney for Petitioner


