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The Intervenors do not object to the Board's December 7 Order scheduling the site visit,
and are pleased that the expedition is to be extensive. We do, however, have some
additional sites we believe are vital to understanding C4a and therefore submit this
Motion in which we offer additional opportunities for the Board that will further address
Contention 4a. We respectfully request that this petition for a modification of the
features and locations specified by the Order dated 7 December 2011 be considered
and accepted.

We support the Board's statement in the order: "For purposes of this visit, the term “site”
is not limited to the boundary-line formally specified in PEF’s application." The heart of
Contention 4a is that the impacts of constructing and operating the LNP will far exceed
the boundaries of the plant itself, and any property owned or maintained by Progress
Energy. We, therefore, agree that the visit must not be solely focused on the
construction site or Progress property. We had anticipated a rescheduled status

teleconference and planned to offer these suggestions for discussion on that status call.
We offer them now instead. Intervenors fully understand that there are constraints in the
day, and so endeavor in Attachment A to provide detail as to how these opportunities
may be easily folded into the Board's itinerary outline.

On page 3, the Order specifies “13. Location of representative wetlands, ponds, creeks,
streams, ditches, channels, sinkholes, and springs (e.g., Little King and Big King) on the
site.” Subsequently, PEF has filed a motion clarifying that Little King and Big King
Springs are not within the boundaries of PEF property. 1

We have made contact with the Florida Sherriff's Caruth Youth Camp property where
these springs are located (see Attachment A). The Staff of the Camp offered to guide
the delegation to both springs; Little King is accessible by vehicle, Big King by foot.
In addition, the Camp has rest-room facilities that we are welcome to use. The Site Visit
Clarification filed by the applicant on Friday December 9th does not reference making a
rest-break, but in verbal consultation, the applicant's attorney very helpfully suggested
that we could visit a gas station nearby since the Levy County 1 & 2 site is not
developed. The Youth Camp is as close to the PEF property as any gas station would
be, so it is our suggestion that Little and Big King Springs be retained on the schedule
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The applicant in its December 9th "Clarification of Site Visit" asserts that "There are no
ponds, creeks, streams, ditches, channels, sinkholes, and springs on the “site” as
defined in the Order." (Page 1). All of these, and also additional wetlands and Cypress
domes that are part of the drainage shed of the PEF site are over the PEF site
boundary in Goethe Forest Preserve.

regardless of property ownership, and that efficiency for the day be maintained by
providing it also as a rest break.

In addition, the Youth Camp staff were very pleased to be asked to provide access, and
further offered a meeting room if we need it, and even to procure sandwiches from the
local Subway sandwich shop should we desire. (See Attachment A for contact
information).
We have additional off-site suggestions, which we find supported by this Board. Our
desire to include affected areas located beyond Progress property is affirmed In the
Memorandum and Order Denying motion to Dismiss dated 2 February 2011 (LBP11-01)
on page 5:
A dismissal of the portions of C-4 addressing active dewatering merely
because four active dewatering production wells were moved “off-site”
would assume that the resulting groundwater impacts are only relevant
if initiated at a location strictly within the LNP site property boundary.
See id. at 4. As we stated when we admitted C-4, the “requirement of
Part 51 that the ER cover all significant environmental impacts
associated with the project is not limited to onsite environmental
impacts LBP-09-10, 70 NRC at 99.

With that reasoning in mind, Intervenors request that the following features and
locations be included on the site visit list, reflecting the spirit and intent of number 13 of
the ASLB Site Visit Order. Intervenors understand that the allotted time for the ASLB is
extremely limited. Intervenors have attempted to prioritize the features and locations
below that we feel are vital to add to the visit. They are:

1. Wetland and cypress areas in the reaches of the southern portion of the Goethe
State Forest, which borders the LNP site to the north. (See Attachment A for
details of a guide to assist in this visit)
2. Springs activity in the region of the Cross Florida Barge Canal and the
Withlacoochee River.
3. Big King and Little King Springs on and adjacent to the Caruth Youth Camp.
4. The floodplain area to the west of the LNP site, in the vicinity that emphasizes
the proximity of the Tarmac Mine.
The following list should not add any additional time, since they are located within the
site itself, or co-located with features already identified by the Order.
Intervenors and our expert request that the ASLB ensure visiting:
1. The proposed Barge Slip at the CFBC.
2. The locations of each of the boreholes used in the analysis referenced in the
PEF / NRC presentation to the ACRS Subcommittee on AP1000 on October 18, 2011
Work Order NRC-1215: ML1131/Ml11311A (Transcript 2.5.1, page 5; 2.5.1, page 8;
2.5.1, page 8).

3. The location of ALL of the proposed retention ponds.

CERTIFICATION
I, Gary Hecker certify that I have made a sincere effort to contact the other parties in
this proceeding, to explain to them the factual and legal issues raised in this

clarification, and to elicit their comments. I certify that after this consultation, the legal
representatives for Progress Energy and NRC Staff did not object regarding the
additional sites. There were no stated objections to additional locations or features as
the Board sees fit.

Additionally, PEF noted that there would be an estimated one to two hours of daylight
after visiting the areas identified by the Order. Intervenors hope that by offering these
opportunities, the Board's goals for this visit can be better served; we further understand
that the Board will set the final itinerary. We stand ready to provide additional
information or logistical support upon request of the Board.

Respectfully Submitted,

__________/s/__________________
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_________/s/___________________
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Attachment A

Item 1: Goethe Forest
Ponds, creeks, streams, ditches, channels, sinkholes, and springs, additional wetlands and Cypress domes
that are part of the drainage shed of the PEF site are located across the eastern boundary of the PEF
proposed construction site in the adjacent Goethe Forest Preserve.
The visit to Goethe could be facilitated by an Inglis resident, Bob Davis who has known this area most of
his adult like. Mr. Davis would serve solely as a guide for this portion of the day. Mr. Davis could either
join the lead expedition vehicle, or will provide his own vehicle to lead the caravan. He would meet us at
the end of 144th Place (see maps below), which is a public access point to Goethe Forest Preserve. In
addition, Mr. Davis holds a public day-use entrance pass that is valid through June 2012 and covers
multiple individuals in his company. The meeting point is about 3.5 miles from PEF property but only
about 1 mile from Caruth Youth Camp, site of Big and Little King Springs. See item 3.

Entrance to Goethe

Goethe entrance

Kings Springs (see below)

PEF site
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This map is provided to show the smaller tracks that are passable in Goethe, and with which Mr.
Davis is highly familiar.

Item 2: Springs activity in the region of the Cross Florida Barge Canal and the
Withlacoochee River
It is Intervenors' understanding from local residents, that the portion of the Barge Canal
referenced in the Site Visit Order is proximal to seeps and spring vents by foot. Unfortunately in
the 5-day period allowed, we have not been able to provide precise bearings. We believe we can
do so by January 6th. Our primary source for such information is currently not available, but will
be in the interim. The goal here would be to include in a short walk from one of the locations
already planned a view of spring activity. There are many springs along the Canal; it would
require a boat to see them all, and we understand that is beyond the scope of this visit.
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Item 3: LITTLE and BIG KING SPRING

Hwy 19

Little King Spring

Big King Spring
Item 1: Little King and Big King Springs
Little King Spring is on the property
Florida Sheriff's Caruth Youth Camp
14770 SE Highway 19, Inglis, FL 34449 (352) 447-2259
Distance is approximately 2 miles from PEF property (NW corner that intersects Hwy 19)
Big King Spring is not on the Camp property, but is accessible from the Camp, on foot and there
is no problem according to Camp staff about accessing both springs.
Mary Olson, NIRS spoke to Ms Corey Welbes who is Director of Camp Services on December
12, 2011. Ms Welbes stated that she is available to guide us to both Little and Big King Springs
on January 11, 2012.
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Additional documentation on these springs:
BULLETIN 66
559

LEVY COUNTY
Big King Spring
Location – Lat. 29? 06’ 59.12” N., Long. 82? 38’ 32.14” W. (SW¼ NW¼ SE¼ sec. 1, T. 16 S.,
R. 16 E.). Big King Spring is located on private land 5.5 miles (8.9 km) north of Inglis. It is
adjacent to and on the northwest side of the Caruth Sherriff’s Youth Camp property and is
not publicly accessible.
Description – Big King Spring pool measures 75 ft (22.9 m) north to south and 45 ft (13.7
m) east to west with an estimated depth of 8 ft (2.4 m). Three small boils with 5 -8 ft (1.5 m
– 2.4 m) long rivulets emerge from limestone cracks at the base of a sand hill on the east
side of the spring pool. Another small vent with a visible boil issues from the pool center.
The spring pool was tannic during the August 2003 visit though water flowing from the
spring vents was clear. This wild spring sits in a dense hardwood lowland forest with sand
hills rising to 8 ft (2.4 m) on the east side of the spring pool. Flow from Big King and Little
King Springs flow through the Gulf Hammock region of the Big Bend into the Gulf of
Mexico, in or near Withlacoochee Bay. Other names for this spring are Big Spring or King
Spring. This spring is surrounded by private property
Little King Spring
Location – Lat. 29° 06’ 39.05” N., Long. 82° 38’ 52.14” W. (NW¼ NE¼ NW¼ sec. 12, T. 16
S., R. 16 E.). Little King Spring is located within a dense hardwood swamp on the western
side of Caruth Camp, a Sherriff’s Youth Ranch. The property is on the west side of US 19/98
approximately 5 miles (8.1 km) north of Inglis. Permission to visit this spring must be
obtained from the camp office.
Description – Little King Spring sits in a low banked bowl-shaped depression surrounded
by a wooden boardwalk. The spring pool is approximately 35 ft (10.7 m) in diameter. There
are two vents, one east and one on the west side of the pool with estimated depths of 15 to
20 ft (4.6 to 6.1 m). Limestone is present near each of the vents. The spring was tannic during
the August 2003 visit but is reported to flow clear during drier times. The run averages
2 ft (0.6 m) deep and 10 ft (3.1 m) wide and flows west through the swamp, eventually reaching
the Gulf of Mexico in or near Withlacoochee Bay. Wooden bleachers are built on the east
side of the spring for presentations. This spring is also known as Caruth Spring or Little
Spring. The spring is surrounded by the Florida Sheriff’s Youth Ranch.

Item Four: The floodplain area to the west of the LNP site, in the vicinity that emphasizes
the proximity of the Tarmac Mine
King Road, pictured below in wet season (courtesy of a Withlacoochee River area resident)
would provide access to part of the flood plane.

~4~

Attachment A

~5~

Attachment A

Goethe entrance

King Springs Site
King Road (pictures) in flood plane

PEF Levy Site

Summary
The Four locations that Intervenors propose to add to the itinerary, in support of the goals
embodied in the Site Visit Order of December 7th are all proximal to the PEF proposed
construction site -- with the greatest travel distance being about 3.5 miles to a public access to
Goethe forest preserve.
The other two locations are between the PEF site and the Goethe entrance, and all are easily
accessed from Hwy 19.
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It is our suggestion that the visit to Little King and Big King be substituted as a rest break -- if
the judges so prefer, it could include lunch, as suggested by the Caruth Camp staff. The drive-by
King road can be easily accomplished going or coming, and the Goethe tour could come either
before or after the King Spring stop, as desired.
All of this, except perhaps for the lunch option could easily be accomplished in less than 2 hours.

Attachment prepared by Mary Olson, 828-252-8409 / maryo@nirs.org
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