





for failure to file on time. Grant of a late petition then depends upon
the Board's balan.ing of several factors, viz, the avaiiability of other
means to protect petitioner's interest, the expectation that petitioner
may be reascnably expected to assist record development, the extent 22
which petitioner's interest will be represented by existing par.ies and
whether petitiocner's participation will broaden th2 issues or delay

the proceeding.

While Mapleton can be held to have had actual notice of this proceeding,
it was not unreasonable of it to have expected the same courtesies
extended to other parties to the CP proceeding. Therefore, it can be
concluded that Mapleton has shown sufficient good cause at this early

stage for its late filing.

Since no contentions have been admitted and no prenearing conferences
have been held, it is impossible to determine whether Mapleton's
participation will broaden issues. Mapletcn certainly will not delay

the start of the proceeding. Therefore this factor must weigh in Mapleton's favor.

While the petitions of Mary Sinclair and the State of Michigan have been
found to reflect adequate interest to participate in this proceeding,

=
Rules of Practice provide that late petitions must demonstrate Good Cause
neither party has a presently admitted contention. Thus since it is not



yet possible to determine whether a contention will be admitted and 2
hearing held, it cannot be saic¢ that petitioner's interest will be represented

by existing parties or by other means in this proceeding.

There is nothing in the Mapleton petition which would enable one to
determine whether Mapleton possesses any expertise which would materially
contribute to the development of the record. While this factor tends to
weigh against Mapleton, on balance it cannot be concluded that it out-

weighs the others.

Although Mapleton has not made a particularly strong showing of good
cause for late intecvention, no significant prejudice to the other parties
appears. Therefore the Staff believes Mapleton's petition should be

treated on the merits.

Iv.
Petitioner's Interest

This Board has determined that the standards for determining cognizable
interests in this proceeding wiil be the Commission's current rule 10
C.F.R. 8§82.713 and associated decisions. (Memorandum and Crder dated

August 14, 1378).
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