DOCKET N@Eﬁ ' ' '

°ROD. & YIIE, ER, 0‘370% 7/

—

Affidavit and Petition to Intervene in the

Proceedings of'the,Watts Bar Nuclear Plant.

I, Jeannine Honicker, 302 Binkley Drive, Nashville,

Tenqeésee, 37211, am a cusfomer of Nashville Electric

.Sé;Qice, who buys its‘poﬁer from TVA, am a taxpayer
"in the State of Tennessee, ana am the mother of a
student attending.the’University_of Tennessée at Knoxville.‘

| As a customer of NRS., any action which TVA takes .
that can cause an increase in rates.affeéts me.._Any
action WhicthVA takes that adds costs.to'thelstate.of
Tennessee can necessitate thé.increase in taxes, which
affects me. As the mothér of a student at UTK, I have

a right to participate'in any action.which can endanger
him,.. B | |

I therefore petition that I be admitted as an
intervenor in the hearings and that TVA bé denied an
Adpefating liscence for the Watts Bar Nuclear Plant for
the following reasphé:

(1) ;TVA'has_not adequately considered the advantages
of using decentralized energy sources instead of the Watts
par Nuclear Plant, specifically,
| (a) Solar collectors for heating ana hot water

heatihglto be installed immediately on all municipal,
federgl,.énd state buildings. : | . y;
(b) Ass1stance to home owners to encouraée the

installstion of solar collectors on nrivate re31dence30



(2)
(c) Garbage and sludge to be used as fuel sources.
rather than conéideréd waste to be destroyed,
(da) ‘Tew buiiding codes requifing K20 insullation
insteéd:of53 11 on all new construction. |
(e) Energy efficiency; such as using the waste
heat‘ffom computers to heat_bdiidings¢
(f)b MHb - which would produce twice the energ
from a ton of coal, ¢omparéd to:conventional coal fired
generators, without produping sulfur dioxide, and having
" a valuabie'bj product, fertilizer,
| (g) Energy plantations,.Growing vegetation
 épecifi§al1y as enefgy soufcés, a technology available
now. |
(h) Other renawable sources as technology becomes
available. | | |

(2) These alterhaté‘egergy sources would creafe

new jobs. By not implehentingAthem, TVA 1is denying the
state revenue in the.fqrm of taxes which would be paid
- 1f they Were implemented.

(3) The Breeder; which is highly cbntroversial,
would noﬁ be needed if TVA developéd slternate énergy
sources; The costs of the Breeder and other research
for tne nuclear industry should be considered as part of

the costs of operation of Watts Bar Plant,
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(L) The-Cpsts of TVA's.involvement in exploration
for uranium shouvld be included in the costs of orerstion
of Watts Bar HWuclear Plant.  | |
__jS)TVA.is incompetent to operate a Nﬁclear Plant, and
. as such shodldvbe denied an operéting liscence.
(6)TVA ié‘an unregulatable federal agency.
(7):VTVA is.substituting a fuel which is in short sunly,
- uranium, for olil and 5aa,'when we f@ve a supply of coal
éxtiﬂated st hundreds of vears,
(8) .TVA.ié‘Substifntion'é.fuel,'uranium, which,
may have to ke iﬁnorted from the very nations that have
the U.SF in an’énergy cfisis how, when we have a readily
~available coal éuppiy. |
(3) The cost of Hucleaf genefated eléctricity is higher -
than coal generated electricity.
(10) TVA residential custouwers are being férced to &
subsidize the nuclear industry.
(11) TVA has not considered and added to the costs
of'the.operation.of'thg Wntts Bar Huclear Plant the extra
costs to the taxpayers of TNVid added services that the
:state will be obligated to provide as the result of TVA's

operation of Watts Bar as a Huclear Plant.
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(lE)_The-Stété bf TR wili be required to have an
emergencj operation plan for safe drinking water in the
event of;éh accident that relesces radioactivity into
the source of a public drinking.water supplye. |
“3(13) The.state of TH does not have a n.emergyncy
bpefation plan for sarfe drinking water in the c<vent of
an éccident fhat releases radioactivity intp.the
sOurée df.a public drinking'water_sunply.
(1&) The cost of drawing up such‘a'plan-has ndt~been
included in TVA's Operatioﬁal costs of Natts_Bér. 
| ’(15) :The ¢ost of implementing such a plan has not’
been iﬁcmuded in TVA!s_cost-ienefit annalysis,
Ob) TVA has not provided the state with such a
plan,bnér made arangeménts for'alfernate sources df
Aén édequate drinking watér-supply in the.event of a contaminating
event. Such an alternate éource should be developed for
‘each and every ﬂater company that takes its drinking water
from é source tdat,could bé,contaminéted. This should
be adequately implemented before TVA ié allowed to load
nuclear fuei, and/or béfore-tney are issued an 6péfating
permit for Watts Bar.
(17) In addition to TVA's monitoring system;-the State
of Tn. will incur additional costs hecause of the necessity

of increased radiational monitoring.
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(18) TVA has not considered the cost to the state of
increased radiational monitoring.

(19) TYA has not included plangs te adeQuately
and'timely'notify the public of their monitofing results.,
Monitoring results should be included in daily weather
.;-reports just as temﬁerature and rainfall,
| ,(?O) TVA should be con@ermwed with the'health and
vsafeﬁy of the people and should offer_monitering
above thaf specificelly required in the guidelines. Such
an edequate_moniforing system weuld be ene-ﬁhat weuld
erevehf the ingeetion of milk and Vegetablescentainiﬁg
"more pCi/l of I 131;.cS;137, Bq—luo;'Sr-QQ,_or'Sr-eo,
_than that waich wonld result in more than the allowable

aose as.established b» Guideline 1.l2. |

(21) TVA bas‘not inelnded the COst af to'the state:

of ™n, for necessary emergency preparedness ih cése of
an accident that would require evacuatien of areas
surrounding the niant, or perhepe, even the entire state,

(22) TVA has no adequaﬁe evacuation plen for Knoxville
vthat would insure that the population and visitors could
be evacuated in the event of an accident taking into acceunt
that such an accident could occur when the University of

Tn. is having a football game in Knoxville,
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(23) TYA has not considered the loss in revenue to
the state that would occur should there be a significent
aeeident.. _ ' _

(2uv TVA has not considered}the cost of the loss of

revenue from the mourlst ‘Eusiness at Gatlinburg and
-'the tourist attrac+1ons around Chattanoota, either or both
of which could he dotrlmentally alffected by a significent
accident at Jﬁtts Bar. | _

(25) TvaA has not considered the cost to the state of
pfoViding alternate transportatlon routes ;nthe even?of
" an accident involving‘the transportation of fadioaqtivelr
waste or spent fuel from the Witts Bar Hucleaf Plant.

(26) TVA has not adequately'considered the condition
-of the railroad teds and tracks, or.tne cost of‘upgredingv
of_the rail lines if they opp to tranSpQrt weéte'and spent:
fuel by rail rather than bv truck.

~(27) The cost to the state of upgrading'and/or revolacing
bridges, eithefrail or road, over which Tuclear spent fuel_
and.radioacﬁiVe waste will pass, should be inriuded as

an operation cost of the Watts Bar Nuclear Plant.

(28)  The operation liscengeé of the Watts Bar plants

eheuld be denied until the question of reprocessing and -

disposal of high level waste has been completely resolved.
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(29) TVA doés not have an adequéte plan for dealing
with low level weste, and hés not adeQuately considered
the cosﬁs.l 
(30) TVA has not adeqqatelj éonsidered the alternate
‘use .of the land hecessary for the storage of the waste.
"(31) TVA has ho:speciffic plans for desling wifh'the
spent fuel rods‘from wﬁtts Fep. |
(32) iﬁﬁ TVA shonld be denied a permit for the operation
6f the Watts Bér plant until the éeneric guestion of
reprbceséing is resolved, end thereafter, until TVA has
a definite contract with a Areprocessor who has
prqveq;byIOpgration for;at least three yearE‘dE an environmentally
éafe system, |
(33) Should feprocessing be denied, TVA should have
| a hearing on the disposal 6r storage of'spent fuel befofe‘
an opefation:liscenée_is iésued. v
(34) TVA should comply with all Sﬁate and Federél Alr
Polluﬁion gnd Water Qualityvcontrol iaws and should_neither_
ask nor be»grahted-a variance on any stafe or federal clean
air or clean water law. |
(35) TVA has not adequctely considered the synergistic
effebts‘of the effiuents from’%he Watts Ber Juclear Plant.
| (36) _TVA hzs nbt adequately asses the cost Qfgx_potehtial

damages that could result from the acid mists that can be
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created by the combination of the vapor plume from the
Watts Ear Nuclear Plaﬁt cooling towers and the effluents
from the Wqﬁts Bar anl fired plant.
(37) TVA has not adequately considered the costs of
the possibility that the Watts Par coal fired plant
__ may have to be shut down prematurely because of the
”interaction of the vapor nlume from the Watts Rar MNuclear
Plantiand the datts par coal flred vlant effluent.
| (38) TVA has not adequately prov1ded for the burialv
or entomement and perpetual care of_thé watté Bar Nuclear
Plant.when its useful life is over in not more than Lo yeafé.
(39) TvA héé not included §he costs of medical freatment
and burial costs to the victims of the'incréésedzcancer
" leukémia, and othervdiseéses that wiil.be‘caused'by the -
.>operation of the Watts Bar iuclear Plpnt°
| {(4o) Tva has not considered the loss to the statezinede&ﬁa.oé?
revéhe ffom taxes that w1ll occur because of the loss of

productive years of emnloyment by the Victims of cancer,

lcukemla, and other dise ases cavsed Ly the overation of
Jhe Wette Bar Tuelear Plsnt.
(ul)' TVA customers are subsidizing foreign countries

cecause MVA is charging the Oak Ridge Diffusion Plant
rates lower than those charged to residential customars;
The Oak Lidge Cascous Biffusion Plant enriches uranium

which is shipped to foreign countries.
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- (l2) TVA residential customers are being'forCéd to
subside the war effors of foreign_countries-who can ﬁse

the enriched uranium‘furnished them by thé Oak Ridge Gas=-
eous Diffuéion nlant to fashion-atomicIWeanan'aftér it
Vhés}been fissiohed in a.Hucleaf Power piant.

_“fﬁ3) TVA'S increaéa[use‘of uranium as fuel for Watts -
'”Bérrﬁucleér Piant will cause a need for additional enrichment
fépilities.._ﬁdrichment-is highly energy and capitol
_inténsive. The Oak iid. e uaseouS»Diffusibn-Planﬁ_cht
| oVer 3/l Billion Dollars and uses the power.qqdivaientx
.vto the cities of Néshvillé, Chattadooga,.and Knoxville._y

(41) Since the.Hartsvillé Huclear Plant is ﬁeeded_to
‘provideAadditional powef to -0ak Ridge, the nortion of the
needed expanisdn at oék ridge Gaseous Diffusion Plant that
is attribwtab1e to the need to provide Watts Bar enriched
ufanium‘ shou1d be added to the cost-benefit aﬁnalysis

: the cosgt of
of the Watts Ear plant, along with/that portion of the
Hsrtsville Plant that is needed td.provided the elcetricity
for thaﬁ nortion of the Gaseous Diffulsidn plant. .

'»(MS) TVé_haéAndt adequately considered the coﬁbined
environmentél effects of its tqnal nuclear program,
and the_support'fécilities thnat progfam will ﬁecessitafe.

To consider.them séparately is inadequate, because the total
effects may be greater than the'suﬁ of all tiae parﬁs.
- (46) The effect of tae operation pfAtheHWatts Bar plaht'

on agriculture has heen inadequrtely considered.
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(L7) The length of the wvavnor pldme from the cooling
towers is only one tenth that 1isted_for.the vapor nlume
from the Hartsville Plant, TVA should reaccess the piume
iength; andlthe effects it will have on people, animals,
and veéetation in that area.

,LAS)' TVA should reaccess the effects of the increased

- .molsture to people, animals and vegetation in the area,

as wellkas cnan;;es in the‘weather caused by the opergﬁion

of the Natﬁs Bar Plent,

(h9). The hardsiips imxﬁxxﬂxxx to be imposedr on the
- people of.the-effecfed aréa;'énd to the taxpéyersvbf
Tennessee sﬁouid be feaccessed; and tue cost to mifibate
these hardships should be included in the cost-benefit
énnalysis._ | |

.(SO) The*dperatidn'of the Watts Bar "uclear Piant
can cause chanées in‘the eco-systems ,'both tefresterial
and aduatic. The effects of these changés have not beeh
adequately evaluated, - |

(Sl)‘ The costs of aitigating the effects of the changes
in the eco-s7stéms'has not been included in the cosf—benefit
aﬁnalysis; .

(52) TVA's top priority snould be to protect tiae health.
and safety5of the peonle thét it is suppose to serve, rethér

‘than to producé electricity at the lowest possible costs.
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N (53) TVA should be required to install and use the
latest a&ailable and best z2vailable tecnnology to nrofect
thezhealthfand safety of the population,

(SM)  TVA operators and policy makers should be required
to;be knowiegeéble about the risks inherent in the operation
_Of.Nﬁclear Power.plants; including the bio1ogical risks,

(SS) - The public should bebfully informed about thé
'riské and costs of nuclear power, and its far reaching
| effebté. Since they have to pay those Costs,”and také

those risks, they should have a voice in whether they
want to assume the nuclear opsion, or whether fhey prefer -
alternative méthbds of vroviding energy. |

(56) Tva ‘is misleading the public concérhing the
problem 6f wasgte,

(57)-'Environméntal Imnact'étateﬂenté afé not reédily
availablé to every ratenayer, and should be afstandérd
_feference in every librarj in the state. ’Costé of providiﬁg
them should’be included in the costs of the opération of
,the.vuclear Plants.

I am a private citizen, not a lgywer, vI wrote a letfer
- to thé.NRC séveral days ago and asked for infbrmation relavent
to the filing of tais petition and affidavit. The notice of
- the proposed licensing action'did ndt give a docket numbér.v
I.respectfully request that this petition not‘be'denied
becausé Qf form, tht that ﬁhe-substance and concern of an
interested”citizeh be'taken into consideratioh/iﬁgﬁ my

petition tolintervene be granted.
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,Respectfullj submitted %o tie Secretary of the.Commission,
‘Tuclear Regulatory Commission,'ﬂashington, D. C. 20555,
Attention: Docketing and_Service Section, this 26th

Day of Januéry, 1977, ®fmxgx Original and 2t>copies;

Jeannine W. Honicker

362 Binkley Dr.

STATE OF TENNESSEE
COUNTY OF DAVIDSON

- Nasihville, TN, 37211

Noterizéd bry: - . ,. , _gf'f: T
Comm Exp 5/1/79 ‘

Copies also sent to Nuclear Regular. Commission
washington, D. C. 20555

Attention staff 1in charge of Watts Bar proceeding

and
T. VO AO
fnoxville, TW,

attention staff in charge of Watts Bar nroceeding



