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(Pal i sades Nucl ear Pl ant)
MOTI ON BY SI ERRA CLUB FOR PERM SSI ON TO FI LE AM CUS BRI EF

Comes now the Sierra Cub, pursuant to 10 CF. R 8
2.315, and in support of this Mdition for Permssion to File
Am cus Curiae Brief, states to the Comm ssion as foll ows:

1. The Sierra Club supports the decision of the ASLB
in this case granting the Intervenors a hearing on their
contention regarding Entergy’ s |icense anendnment request.

2. The Sierra Cub is the nation’s |argest grassroots
envi ronnmental organi zation, with over 600,000 nenbers. Its
M chigan Chapter has approximtely 16,000 nenbers. The
Sierra Club supports sustainable energy alternatives that
do not harm the environment. The Sierra Cub opposes
nucl ear power because its fuel cycle fromuranium mning to
spent radi oactive fuel poses grave dangers to the
envi ronment . In addition, reliance on nuclear power
unjustifiably delays the beneficial transition to clean and
renewabl e energy sources.

3. Wth specific reference to the Palisades Nuclear

Plant and the enbrittlenment of the reactor vessel at the



pl ant, nenbers of the Mchigan Chapter are at risk if the
enbrittled react or vessel shatters and di sper ses
radi oactive material into the environment. This can affect
the air, water and soil wupon which Mchigan residents
depend. Therefore, the attenpt by Entergy to shortcut
assurances that the reactor pressure vessel is safe poses
grave risks to the Sierra Cub and its nenbers in the
M chi gan Chapter.

4. The Sierra Cub’'s amcus curiae brief is desirable
in this case because it will present the perspective of the
many Sierra Cub nenbers who are residents of M chigan and
are affected by the outcone of this case. The brief wl
al so enphasize the far-reaching inpacts of a decision in
this case. A decision allowing Entergy to avoid testing the
material in the pressure vessel would be a bad precedent
for actions involving enbrittlenent at ot her agi ng
reactors.

5. Pursuant to 10 C F.R 8 2.323(b), undersigned
counsel certifies that he has contacted the other parties
to this proceeding about the filing of the Sierra Cub’'s
amcus curiae brief. The Intervenors have no objection to
the filing of the brief. Entergy Nuclear Operations and the
NRC staff have no objection to the filing of the am cus

curiae brief but reserve the right to respond to it.



6. The am cus curiae brief is hereto attached.
WHEREFORE, the Sierra Cub requests permission to file

an amcus curiae brief in support of the ASLB deci sion.
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ATTORNEY FOR S| ERRA CLUB
CERTI FI CATE OF SERVI CE

Pursuant to 10 CF. R 8§ 2.305, | certify that, on August 7,
2015, copies of Sierra Club’s Mdtion for Permssion to File
Am cus Brief were served upon the Electronic Information

Exchange (the NRC s E-Filing System in the above-captioned

pr oceedi ng.
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