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PREFZLE:-TESTIHCNY OF ALAN G@REGORY
Jctober 18, 1979

Would veu stacse JOLUr name and addre:s plezse?

Alan Gregzcry, Gregory Geoscience Lts., 1730 Corkwood
Crescent, ttawa, Canad: K2C2E5, : Statement of my
S-alificaticns will follow.

wiat have oy €ore2 in relation to tre Skacit Nuclear

Yet to be -ntecrai~d wizh each other or with krown
geograph:-, topozraphy, or other data.

weuld you fXPress your :entative cornclusiens?
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€ east striking faul:rs occurs in the

S«<agic Bivar Vallsy and, =0 a lessar extert, south of
- , - - - 1 \
the Valley A SCTplex cf younger, rorthwest striking |\




faults and shear zones cut and cffset the clder faults.
The ycunger faults are subparallel to, and include, the
proposed Bellingham Bay-Lake Chaplin fault. North
striking faults of undetermined relative age occur also.
The thrust plane of a Church Mountain-Decatur plate has
not been defined yet. In the immediate vicinity of the
plant site there are two east striking faults with major
strike offset. Of these two east-west trending faults,
one ccmes within 1/2 mile of the souchern boundary to
the proposed plant site, the other two north striking
faults of uncetermined magnituce can be found along the
eastern border of the proposed piant site. These faults
are guite different from those proposeé by EdCon.

Will you be refining your aralysis?

Yes, anc I will submit expanded testimony at that time.
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