Qur conscience te.ches us it is right,
wur reason teaches us it is useful,
that men should live according to
the Golden Kule

W. Winwovod Keade
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Forelaws on Board

*TLE FOUR LAWS OF ECOLOGY

t Everything is connected to everything
else

2. Everything must go somewhere
J. Nature knows best.
4 There is no such think as u free lunch.
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excent the 1'PC staff, to substantiate our

viiether there vwill be a need to

revised alternative gite:

~ .

inadecquacy

2. 'tee intérrozatory response number 1,

3, intarro-atory response number 1,

4

4, :

B FOPEEIon Gn Loartd has not at thig tine identified any
witnesses we i1l utilize in the evidentiary hearinss re~ardin~
the staff's reviscd alternative site analysis in this proceedine,

6. Seoe interrosatory respongse munmbier S.
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for all data assinulated from aveilavle literature as weoll as
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r surslementing what could not be obitained from such

[
o

iterature, The comparison would also cx plicitly account for
ite specific plant designs and their costs which would serve
o

s
t mitifate environmental impact.
i4, The basis Tor choosing the site conparison process

cutlined in interro;atory responsc nunber 12 is that it would pro=-
vide a coinlets site comjarison analysis, giving egual treatment
to all alterrnative sites and based upon an adequate and fully
developerd site exanination within eanh narameter .of environmental
impact to e measured, All thie would be enconmpassed by the
anplication ol consistent site comparison methodolory incapable
of being manijulated in order to orchestrate a particular outcome.
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1%, icn razard to zguatic rescources; thie stalflfts evaluation

of the "rotential sites" in "absolute terms® nild have affected

(o
the overall outcome of the Tinal site alternative

analysis by fTirst
ol all requiring the gencration of adequace site specific infor-
mation in erder to eo-nduct such & compariszon, The zeneration of
this inforration (i7eally with considerstion o 3

plant desi ng) would have provided a coirlete zna
alternatives considered and would have rendered a result free from
the inadeqguacies of the staff's current zite anslysis which calls
ults,

17. Ve contend that until an evaluation of "{he otential

to question thie mani_ ulation of its re

77}

sites" in "aleolute ters” with regard to aruatic resources is
conducted, the stalf cannot justify a deternmination that any of
i

the other potential =sites are not oiwiously suverior or preferable

18. Viease refer to interrocatory reluponse nunber 17,
19, Yie contend that stalf cannol denonstrate, usinz tiue
information thered and methodology aunplied in their site alter-
]

native analysis, that the Pebble Sorincs site or any otlier site

will or will not have unnacceptavle andsor lo nc-term adverse

impacts on aquatic resources. Forelaws On Board does not have the

vy vy



rinancial recources to conduct the kind of sile conparison
analysils whizh the stalf should have perfornmed.

20. GSee interrogatory response numier 19,

2l. llo, It is our contention that the Locardian site
cannot b2 utilized under the gresant circunstancez as a2 nuclear
reactor gite and it is irrelevant to hy.othesize circumstances
other than those “thich are in existence.

22. rlease reler to interrojatory response number 21,
o]
24, Tlease refer to interrc_atory response nuwiber 23,
3. lothidng in the undverce has Leen kKnowm to "never perman=
ently ceasc" its operations and iForelaws On 2oar-i cannot begin
i
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Co Zuessz how leng tng U,5. Havy intends to optrete
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soard is very nuci aware that tne gstaif has provided no demon=

stration tes:ifyving to the ceasation of

o
12

Qreration of the

weapons Training Facility or itz relocation to come ot.uer site.,
2fiy, Please refer to interrojatory response nusber 25,
&7 O. ¢ contend that the stall cannot Justifly that the

Hanford zite is inferior with regard to aguatic resources and thus

cannot substantiate after accounting for all otner environnental rankings |

that the lianford cite is on balance “ecyual to Fellile Springs fr
the standpoint of overall environmental concerns." I1If the staff
haij not manipulated the outcome of the enviromicntzl impacts, with
rezard to aguatic resources, for the Hanford gite, then upon com-

parison fromn the standpoint of overall environiental concerr.z (using

ot

a
the staifl's criteria for other catejgories) the :ianford site would

"D
~1
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28. Dee interrogatory response number

of the term "accidents" includes reactor or
nydrological accidents which would cause dewatering of the reservoir.,
These could bLe due to anything from dam failures to mechanical or
exrlosive manfunctions of the rcactor itself. All accidents could

be caused by natural events, "Acts of Cod", mechanical manfunction,
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hunan error, salbotaje, or any coulination theprcor.

29, Contingenecies for devatering the reservoir due to
acclderis wore testiriad to Ly thic applicant in licensding hearings
belore the Orezon State Lner: gy Facility Citing Council.

Contention 4S5-4

31, Pleacze refer to interrogatory recronse numser 27 and

YR8 DasE of $ TES Q4+ yman e e 1
trien to raje 2«32 of the res aubrlenent lio. 1

{or FeblLle Springs

vnere it is stated in the second raracrach, top of prage, "Sites

with two or more w“av ratings and no "-" ratings were Judged to be super-
ior to Feblle Sprinzs.” Turning to Table 2,1¢, "Ctaff EZvaluation of

by

Lac Jultacility of Alternative Gites Lelative to iebble Sprinzs" and

4 - d T
idaregarding th

(8]

stafl's manipulation of Aypatic Degources, Jjustified
by such exanplez as those reasons outlined in interro;atory number
|

» 8nd applying conservatively a new rating oL "Coual" urd cr

Aguatic fezources, as a fair application of stafl's Jethodologj

then the only conclucion that can Le reached is tha: the lianford

-~ -
- e

e 1z "the cbviouszly superior alternative o Yeble 3prings plants
t

i
vith the pre-csiablishied parancters
i

n

et forth by the staff in con=-

e 5 4 P T o A - g e 3
ation ol the Tour uite comperis

on categoriec . v
S2. vur contention neither statez to the &flir c.ative or negative
cencernin- tho -stion. Our contention does siate tiiat the stass
haes not <eno. ~ve2d that the iugacts to ajuatic reszources at tne

)

&35 summarized in Section 2.5.2 anc at:tested to in
Section 2.6, will bhe significant because of tie urocence of thiree
othner nuclear plants on the sapne strotelr of .o
33, fee intcrrogatory response nuwni.cr 32.

34. The [{ollowing nrovisions apply to the Fil3-ilUPr. as pre-
pared by the staff in this proceeding, 1500.2(c¢c), 1501.2(b), 1502.10,
1502.14, 1502.1¢, 1502.22(a)(b), anc 1502, 24,
35. Lo have not made this coutention od thwer i tiw affirmative

or Lhe negative but sugcest the stafl revievw 40 (i 1807.3.

€

G, Hee interrogatory response numiir 35,
37, Yes
8

(%)

« Whe FLU-SUPP, ie not in compliance with 51.23(¢) in that
the staff has not guantified "to the fullest extent practicarcle™



'Y o o 5 A ag o
o0 varicuszs fac:

(&)
ot

}
i

e
-

v

.
»

-orL  oneerning “tie environmental and
plfects of ths fsc

11ivy end the alternatives available by

»
¥

or
reducing or avoiding those efiects.” Instead the staf® aas pers

forned a cursory examination of alternatives (fe: exan.les of

this s¢2 footnote, page 2-11, Acuatic licsources 2.4,2,2.2; page
~ . ' o~ el -IaT < vy - - TR - 1 3 .. -~ -
2-5 Tirst paragraphng lbage 2-19y top paragrapn and very bottom
pARTCZra iy [ age 2«24, subpart 28,240 2:4, 3rd full paragraph;

ge 2-32, sub, art, 2,5.1, 2nd f£ull paragraph; praoe 2-34, 3rc

11 paragzrazh) compounded by erra.le and unsubstantiated
welzhting of certain factors (for examples of this szee page 2-34,
o i ragl; page 2-40, subgsart 2.C, TOU%.. paragrapa

b
(Poardman) and Zifth paragraph (ianford)),

LT affirm all responses to the IMC stars's interrczatorics
we truc to the vest of i1y itn

ot

O




UIIITED STATES UF ALERICA
HUCLEAR REGULATCRY COMNISSION
DZFORE

THE _ATGIIC SAFETY AND

JUL 201981 »

LICELSING LOARD

In the llatter of

PORTLAND GENERAL
COlPALY

CLECTRIC

(Pebble Spring

& lluclear Plant,
Units 1 and 2)
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that cories of "roreclaws On Loard's aesponge to
G ftall's Interrocatories QG/3L/E1Y dated July 28, 4481, in the

avove cajtioned proceeding have leoon scrvec on the following Ly
er.oslt in the Urdtes States hall, first class, this 28th day of

July, 1281,

Elizabeth &, Zowers, Esq. Jarmes \/, Lurhan, Esg./

Atomic Safety and Licencing Loard Warren Hastings, Esyg.

U.S. Nuclear !egulatory Commission Portland CGeneral Electric Co,

Y.P
Washington, D.C. 20555
Dr. Villiam L, artin
senior LEcolozist
cattelle ilemorial Institute
Columbus, Chio 43201

Dr, Valter Il. Jordan
881 Vest Outer Drive
OQak Ridre, Tenncssee 37830
Frank Jogselson, Esa.

illiam L, Hallmark, Esq.

R, Elaine lallmark, Esq.

1 Southwest Columhia, 8th Fl.
Portland, Oregon 97258

¥athleen 1, Thea, Esa,
Lowenstein, llewman, Reis

& Axelrad
1025 Connecticut Ave,, il.V.

Vashington, D.C. 20036

ilr., Fernard Zordenick

Counsel for lRC staff

U.S. lluclear Regulatory Commission
vAshingteon, D.C. 205%5

121 5.%, Salmon Street, TB17
Portland, Oregon Y7204

Frant Ustrander

Department of Justice
52% S.V. Vanhill
rortland, Oreazcn 97204
J, Carl
Boy. 553
Cannon Bcach, Ureron

Freednan
97110

Atemic Hafety and Licensing

Appeal Panel
U.S. Nuclear Negulatory Commission
Washington, D,C, 20555

Atonic Safety and Licensing

Locard Panel
U.S. Nuclear iegulatory Commission
Vashington, D.C, 205%%

Nocrreting & Service Seccion

Office of the Secretary

U.S. liuclear Regulatory Commission
WVashiagton, D.C.

20555




