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PUCET SOUND PCWFR & LICHT CO.
et. zl.

(Skagit/HanFord Vuclear Frojects,
"Units 1 and 2)
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VATICN FOR EXTENSTON OF TIME

Fursuant to 10 CFR 2.711(a) the Coalition for Safe Fo-
wer requests an extension of time for the filine of addi-
tional contentions in the above-captioned proceeding. The
Coalition asserts that good cause exists and even the more
stringent requirements of 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1) are met. Thus
this motion shotid receive a favorahbhle ruline.

food Cause

The Coalition, by letter dated December 2, 1981 fAt-
tachment 1) eeque:-ed a copv of the Skagit Preliminary Safety
Analysis Report (TSAR) from the NRC Staff. XNRC Staff at-
tornev Richard Elack informed Vina Bell of the Coalition
on January &, 10%2 in a telerhone conversation that the
proper course to follow in this matter was to make the re-
quest of Fuget Fower, the Applicant.

Amendment 27 to the I'SAR was received by the Coalition
on January 10, 14852, Also received on that day was the
Amencdment 4 to the <kagit/Hanford Application for Site Cer-
tification/Fnvironmental Report (ASC/FR) as amended. Upon
revics of the received FSAR we noticed that sections that
were not amended were not included., So, on February 19,

1982, Ms. Lell contacted Fuget Fower ty telephone recaest
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1082, Vs, Bell centacted Fuecet Power by telerhone requesting
a complete copy of the PSAR, Tueet Power responded on fe-
bruary 24, 1982 that they would not supply the requested ma-
terial.

On March 6, 10%2 the Coalition filed an amended petition
to intervene in response to the Commission's notice. The
Atomic Fafety and lLicensing Board issued an Order on April
2, 1982, which was served on parties April §, 19%2 and re
ceived by the Coalition on April &, 1982, prantine the
Coalition's petition for leave to intervene and ordering
a pre-h.aring conference approximately 12 davs before con-
tentions were due.

Following the Board's Order of April 2, 1052 Applicant's
attorney sent a letter dated April 12, 1982 confirming mat-
ters covered in a telephone call with Ms. Bell on April 8,
1952, In its letter, Applicant agreed to supply the remain-
der of the PSAR. Applicant also informed the Coalition that
it was filing an Amendment S to the ASC/ER. This material
arrived at the Coalition office on April 16, 1052, (Attach-
ment 2) four days before contentions were due.

fiven this late arrival date it was impossible to re-
view these documents and formulate any meaningful conten-
tions,

To date the only documents filed by the NRC Stafft is
a ‘afety Fvaluation Report Supplement ? which addresses
only issues related to NURFC 0718, Rev, 1. The Coalitinn
has reviewed this document and filed contentions Fased cn

that review, However, the Coalition cannot ‘e expected to filed



contentions on \RC dosuments ~hen these documents have
to be produced.

v

he Avagilability of Other Means Whereby the Petitioner's

Interest Will be Protected

Clearly there is not other means available to petitioner
outside this hearings process.

Extent to Which Fetitioner's Farticipation May

sonably » Expected to Assist ‘ in: Saund 3

Recor

Petitioner has alreadv ti1led a s contentions

raise substantive 1ssues, letitioner, i1n the past,
participated 1n previous hearings on this application
other matters betore the \i ret n part
a combined hearine on \ weed ro power
the early Skagit and Telble
was resronsible for the settinc:
the Trojan Control Build.neg case

Fetitioner also rpresented numerous witnesses

Fuel Tool proceedings in the same doc-

tent to Which the letitioner's Interest Will be Re-

resented by Fxisting Parties

are no oth=r existing parties other than

Llearly neither r these




documeiubts had been made availahble the issues would exist
anvway, Furthermore FPetitioners have already raised a
number of issues and tlic possibility exists that no new
issues will arise.

Conclusion

fiven the above facts and the showine that the require-
ments of 10 CFR 2.%11(a) and 2.714(a)(1) have been met,
Fetitioner Coalition for Safe Power pravs that the board
in the above-captioned proceeding grant this motion feo
an extension of tirme,
Respectfully submitted,
Dated this day, the /f) (:":
20th of April, 10%? < NaA ._;25;[
ina Bell, Staff

Coalition for Safe lower



