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MOTION OF THE NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL, INC.
TO AMEND ACCEPTED CONTENTION 3

Intervenor Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc.
requests the amendment of Contention 3, as presented in the
Board's Memorandum and Order of November 2, 1982, through the
addition of the underscored language set out below:

3. Applicants have misapplied the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42 U.3.C. 432 [sic],*
by rejecting the following alternatives which are
available, environmentally preferable and more
economical than the proposed Skagit/Hanford Nuclear
Project: wind power, biomass, solar, conservation,
co-generation, XgwsA€Ad hydro, increases in the
efficiency of the electrical delivery system,
adjustments in wholesale and retail rate structures,
abandonment or modification of critical water
planning, ocean temperature differences and alcohol

fuel. Further, Applicants have followed a very
narrow view of this Act by considering each alterna-
tive separately. Applicants must also be required

to consider combinations of various appropriate
technologies as alternatives toc the proposed project.

Reasons for granting the motion are as follows:

*The correct citation is 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.
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1. All three of the additional alternatives proposed
for inclusion in Contention 2 were set out expressly as subparts
of NRDC's proposed Contention 4, along with supporting bases.

See Supplement to Amended Petition of NRDC for Leave to Intervene:

Contentions (April 20, 1982) at 19 (increases in the efficiency

of the electricity delivery system; 19-20 (adjustments in whole-
sale and retail rate structures); 20 (abandonment or modification
of critical water planning). Individually and cumulatively,
these options constitute a significant part of the spectrum of
potential alternatives to Skagit/Hanford.

2. The proposed substitution of "hydro" for "low-head
hydro" reflects the fact that the environmentally preferable
hydro facilities described in NRDC's initial contention are

not limited to "low-head" projects. See Supplement to Amended

Petition of NRDC for Leave tc Intervene: Contentions (April 20,

1982), at 18.
3. No party contested the admission of NRDC's Contention 4,

of which these alternatives were a part. See Applicant's Answer

to Supplemental Petitions to Intervene and Motion for Extension

of Time (May 4, 1982), p. 2.

4. The Board has ruled that NRDC's "contentio(n]
relating to ... alternative resources show[s] the specific
aspects of the subject matter of the proceedings as to which

the petitioner wishes to intervene as well as the basis therefoie,”

and the Board has formally admitted this contention. Prehearing



Conference Memorandum and Order (July 1, 1982), at p. 4.

The proposed amendments simply conform Contention 3 to the
earlier-admitted NRDC contention on which Contention 3 is in

part based.

Respectfully submitted,

(il

Ralph "Cavanagh d

Attorney for the

Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc.
25 Kearny Street

San Francisco CA 94108

(415)421-6561
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the following:

1. Motion of the Natural Resources Defense Council,
Inc. to Alter Designation of Lead Parties;

2. Motion of the Natural Resources Defense Council,
Inc. to Amend Accepted Contention 3

in the above-captioned proceeding have been served upon the
persons shown on the attached list by depositing copies thereof
in the United States mail on November 22, 1932 with proper
postage affixed for first class mail.

DATED: November 22, 1982

Gl o K

avanagh é
Attorney fcor Natural Resources
Defense Council, Inc.
25 Kearny Street
San Francisco CA 94108
(415)421-6561



SKAGIT/HANFORD SERVICE LIST

DATED: WNovember 22, 1982

COMMISSION

Secretary of the Commission

Attention Docketing and Service Branch
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington DC 20535

LICENSING BOARD

John F. Wolf, Esg., Chairman
Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
3409 Sheperd Street

Chevy Chase MD 20015

Mr. Gustave A. Linenberger
Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatcry Commission
Washington DC 20555

Dr. Frank F. Hooper

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
School of Natural Resources

University of Michigan

Ann Arbor MI 48190

NRC STAFF

Lee Scott Dewey

Office of the Executive Legal Director
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
vashington DC 20555

APPLICANTS

F. Theo<core Thomsen

Perkins, Coie, Stone, Olsen & Williams
1900 Washington Building

Seattle WA 98101



INTERVENORS

Eugene Rosolie, Director
Coalition for Safe Power
Suite 527, Governor Building
408 S.W. Second Avenue
Portland OR 97204

James B. Hovis, Esq.
Yakima Indian Nation

c/o Hovis, Cockrill & Roy
316 North Third Street
P.O. Box 487

Yakima WA 98909

Terence L. Thatcher, Esg.
Naticnal Wildlife Feceration
708 Dekum Building

519 S.W. Third Avenue
Portland OR 97204

Robert C. Lothrop, Esg. ]

Columbia River Inter-Tribal Fish Commission
8383 N.E. Sandy Elvd., Suite 320

Portland OR 97220



