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September 27, igsa 

Dr. Wilmot Bess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN' 
Office of Energy Research 
u. s. Department Of Energy 
Washington, o.c. 20545 

RE; SSC DEIS COMMENTS 

Dear Dr. Bess: 

Thank you for the opportunity to revie"" and to comment on the 
referenced project. 

Our overall conclusion is that the EIS Draft is a well-written, 
structured and documented report. The tact• appear to be 
balanced throughout. The document reinforces the position of 
the Maricopa County SSC site as. it clearly demonstrates the 
excellence of the technical and environmental characteristics 

j_ of th'e area in which the SSC hes been proposed. 

z 

It is clear that the Arizona site will demand less acquisition 
of private property than the othet' contending sites. This is 
an important point to consider because massive land acquisition 
can be time consuming, disC"uptive and have a negative social 
impact on the community. Also, climate, meteorological 
conditions and the availability of materials, equipment and 
labor fol:'ce favors the se.lection of Arizona. One can derive 
that the ecologic<11.l impact on Arizona is not significant and 
that mitigation •easures could be implemented throughout the 
project to reduce habitat loss. The impact on farm lat'lc! is 
limited and no wet lands would be disturbed. 

Furthermore, Ariton~ has had recent e~perience in major 
infrastructure construction such as the Palo Verde Nuclear 
Generating Station and the Colorado-Arizona Project {tunneling 
expertise). The Phoenix Metro Area fairs favorably with the 
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Or. Wilmot Hess 
September 21, 1988 
Page Two 

(CONTINUED) 

other sites when one views the accelerated population and 
economic growth of Arizona as well as quality of life factors. 
Air quality at the site is excellent. The Arizona site Offers 
opportunities for solar energy utilization. HoweveC", solar 
energy is not addressed in the study. Another factor which is 
not considered in the study, but which is impoC"tant, is the 
location of the site in the southwestern portion of the Vnited 
States as tt relates t.o the Pacific Rim Area. 

In 'teYit!'llfin9 the report, we find that the socioeconomics and 
infrastructure analysis on page 111 of Volume !V needs 
strengthening particularly when discussing the future 
completion of Maricopa County's fc-eeway system (p.129). It is 
important to note that a half-cent sales tax was approved to 
complete a multi-billion dollar highway network in Maricopa 
County. It is also valuable to mention that Phoenix Sky Har~or 
is an International airpoc-t, one oe the busiest in the nation 
{seei p.132). Comments quoted fc-om Yatzeck on the same pa9e 
with respect. to airport operations will need verification as 
aviation delay figures may have changed c-~ently due to 
competition among airline companies which may h4ve resulted in 
a •ore efficient aviation system4 Furthermore, charact~ristics 
of the Phoenix Goodyear Airport should be expanded due ta its 
regional importance in western Maricopa County. 

Additionally, we find that the two Air force 84sas {Luke AFB 
and Williams AFB) should be mentioned in the report due to 
their significance in Maricopa County. 

lt has been a pleasure assisting the Ari%ona SSC Project team 
on the d~velopment of the proposal and providing comments about 
the SSC Draft EIS Study, Please call me at 261-7206 if you 
have any questio~s about this letter. 

Sincerely, 

0 Ardaya B., C ·.J.., ~~-
cipal PlannerJ conomic Oevelop~ent 
ronment Review Officer 

GAB/bme 
cc: Joseph R. Comfort, PhD 

SSC Project, Arizona 
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LETTER G?54-

&"W!Br.. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS 

C0MMENTs FROM SWCA, 
SUPER COLLXDER DEIS 
OCTOBER, 1988 

INC. PRESENTED AT THE SUPERCONDUCTING 
PUBLIC HEARING AT TEMPE, ARJ:ZONA ON J 

I •• Dr. Scott Milla, representing the environmental 
consulting fir11 of SWCA, Inc. our coapany has been involved 
with tb• Arizona SSC project for 110r• than two years. our 
aajor involvement wa• assisting in the preparation of the 
Bnvironaental Section of the proposal tor the Sierrita Site. 
In addition, we have visited the Maricopa Site, -t with 
State and Federal resource aqencies and ~viroruaental 
9roupa, and reviewed numerous d.;'afta of the Environmental 
section of the Maricopa proposal and proposals from the 
other atates now being considered for the ssc. 

We have reviewed the Environmental and cultural Resource 
Sections of the DEIS and would like to provide the followinq 
co1DD&nta. 

overall, the DEIS appears to present a reaaonable evaluation 
of the envirotmental and cultural reaouri:ea of eai:h site. 
However, the a.aunt of information provided. far each aite 
variea widely. The greatest disparity appears to exist 
be:twean the Arizona and Texaa aitea. Arizona clearly 
appeared to provide the most complete assees~t of any of 
th• states beinq considered. My company believes that 
dei:iaiona should be aade on the greatest amount of 
information that can be qathered, and we atronqly encouraged 
the Arizona SSC team to identify and aasess aa .any potential 
envirarmental impacts as possible aa early •• possible. It 
has been our experience that a lack of infor.ation usually 
leads to worst-case scenario speculation. Given the limited 
time period available, ve think the Arizona team did an 
excellent job in presenting a fair assesaaent of 
environmental impacts that would be caused by the ssc. 
However, after reading the DEIS, we are concerned that the 
liaited uount of text devoted to potential environmental 
issue• far a number of other sites gives the i•pression of 
fewer impai:ts rather than insufficient information. We trust 
that our recomraendations to provide a fair, detailed 
aesessm•nt of impai:ts will not be misinterpreted as an 
indication that th• Arizona Site will have the greatest 
impacts on tbe environment. we would even encourage a delay 
in the site decision pending more complete environmental 
iapact asse-.nte of all the sites. 

We found a num1:1er or errors in the DEIS pertaining to 
environaental aspects of the Arizona Site. I believe most or 
'these have been included in the comments provided by the 
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LETTER Co54- (CONTINUED) 

Ari~ona SSC P::-ojeet T'51Chnic:al ccnamittae, but I would like to 
mention a few in tha tiMe I have today. 

Requirement• of the Arizona N~tive Plant Lav bav• been 
misinterpra.tad. M1tiqation for tha d:ieturbanc• ot native 
plant.a covered under the le.w is not requ.irmd as •tated i.n 
Appendix 5 (S.1.5-2) and a~ various other ~l&C41e in the DEIS. 
All that i• required is llOtltieation of 'the Arizona 
commission of Agriculture and Horticulture prior to removal 
of these plants. We do, hcwev9r, rec0111111end ealvage of native 
plants and reve9etatJ . .,n of areaa di•turbed durinq 
construction, and it is our understanding that auch 
•itigation ia planned. 

Federal statuses of a nuMber of •p•cies ara used 
inconsistently and sometimes incorroctly, and population 
status in the atudy area is often laokinq.. Gila Monster i~ 
incorrtictly listed as a cate!9·ory l species in Table 4.-17, 
thouqh correctly as a Category 2 specie& in Appendix 11. 
Wi9qin 1 s Challa i• incorrectly listed as a Category 3 •Pecie9 
(which aean• .it has bean dropped from consideration) id 
Appendix 1.1, thOU<Jh it is likely it will soon ba downlist&d 
from its C'ateqory 2 status. In ke111ping with the liberal 
inclusion of an::Y listed spec:.ies that ai9ht occur in th• are.a 
of a Site, Peraqrina faleon and Bald Eeqle should be. included 
in Tabla 4-17, Federally listed awJ Candidate specie•, aa 
well as in Table 4-18, State-Protacted Species. It would b~ 
better to title these and corresponding tables from other 
s:ites "S'Peciea 'that Kay cccur .. ,. lt should be aade clear 
which species potential!¥ bresd or winter and which are just 
cas1Jal •!grants. swainaon'• Hlliwk ia. identified a11 a miqrant 
only in the Arizona SJ ta in. Chapter 5. but not in Chapter 4 
or Appendix ll. 

The statement made in Chapter 4 that eeosysteas within 
drainages ~behave as a series of islands ot bioloqical 
productivity in the sea or desert paveaent,• overemphasizes 
the difi!erence• between riparlan and upland habitats at the 
Arizona Site. Ripari·~ habitats in this area are poorly 
developed compared vitb those in areas with greater rainfall 
or draina9'G.. Productivity in •'-ny areas of the Upland 
subdivision of sonoran Dese:rtscrub &ore as hiqh or hiqher than 
that along washes in the r..awar Colorado Subdivision. It is 
doubtful whether any ot t?le riparian habitats in the area 
would be considered "voodland.s~" 

We d!sagrae with two statements !n Appendix 11 concerning 
water •ources in d~sert areas. 'l'b.e atatemant in 11 .. 3.1 that 
•creating new water sources can bclco.. an attractiv• 
nuiaance tor wildlita whic~ will disturb predator/prey 
relationships, c::hange exploitation ot food resources, and 
increase eompet.J.tion with species not indigenous to the 
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LETTER 054 (CONTINUED) 

~ ENVlftON!>AENTAl. CON.SULT.-.NTS 

desert• la very aialeadin9. Native wate:r-d.apendent habitats 
have dtterea•ed dra.atically in ret::ent J'1H1.rs; creati1'n ot new 
ones i• desirable. As lonq aa vegetation around water 
source• i• li•ited to native a.peciaa, virtually no exotic 
anim~ls would be likely to colonize th9ae new habitats. The 
Ariz:o~• Guaa and Fish DepartmtJ.nt and ~ Bureao of Land 
Mar.aqeaent have !Mian creatinq water •cure•• ill desa.rt 
habitats for yae.ra tor the benefit of native wildlite. 
Cretation of water aources witb. associated native ripa%·ian 
veqetation -coald be an extramely effective wildlife 
mitlqation measure. However, availability of pe:rl2aJ\m\t water 
is not a principal limitinCJ factor for the population density 
ot many bird mpecies, as •tatad in this 1S&Ction. 

The visual impact' o:! tbe C1U1pu• and injector facility may 
not ba •• aiqnificant a. euqqested in Apperidix 1& because of 
the existence of a nearby town, ~rsew•y. and •qricultural 
fields, which already disrupt the nature.l.-looki119 land.scape. 
Tha ce.:apua and injector .taeil.i.ties vill be no :more visible or 
vieui:illy-doa.inatinq than these exiat.inq manmathi features. 
con2truction of the SSC will not disrupt a priatin11 landscap• 
as i•plied in the DEIS, though it will hav~ siqnificant iapac:t. 

!IA.1 · 1010 
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LETTER Co55 

ARIZONA.DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

IWSE MCFF'JRO 
G<l«t""" 

HIGHWAYS DIVISION 

CHARLi!S L- WU.ll'A .,._w September 19, 1938 r"'OM4SA l!RY ... f'lftl 

S•••~ en~•l>ff• 

Dr. Wilmot Re•a, Chairll\l:n 
SSC Site Taak Force 
ER.-65/G'rn 
Office of Energy Research 
u. S. Department o! Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attention: SSC DEIS Comments 

D"!1!IS Volume I. Chapter 3 
Proposed Action and Al tit~ 
lable J-3 (Page 3-27) 

Re: Environmental Impact Statement 
Superconducting Super Collidor 
COl'limfll\ta on August, 88 Draft 

Miles of new road - Listed at 101 miles, incl1Jdes Estrella Freeway, Should 
not include entire Estrella Fr11ewoy, Hcrthern 40 111.iles would be constructed 
for other purpo9ea 1 though 4$xpanded for the SSC. The Southern l& m.ilea would 
duplicate the primacy SSC road and, theref<lrl!, is counted twice. 

T<'ble J-4 
(Paa•· 3-29) 

ESTIMATED •CREAGS - includes duplic11ti'1n •fJ noted allove for Bstrell.s. Furtbe!r 
dupl!caeio~ iO evident in r1'1tt-of-way for railroad £11cility 1 llince the 
railroad con.s.~ruction voqld occur on land set aa1de for SSC. 

D§lS Volume IV. Appqn!tlJc._l_! 
Infra3tructurf! Ass11;p11mem~ 
Transportation - Arizona 10 

Maricopa-Mobile - Gila Bend Road 

Auy c.onatruc:tion act.1.vity upgrading t:he dlrt toad would have 11lmost zero 
impact on current traffic, current traffic being 10 lolil' as to be 
insignificant. The proposed hazardous w3sti! dtsvos.sl faeility ha.s proj.,cted 
ll-10 truck.a per day over the next several ye•r•. tlobile community doe• not 
generate inore than 100 vehii=le trips per d1.y, thus au<.:h con$truction impac.ta 
would be minimal, 

® 

llA.1- _1(>11 



4-

5 

7 

LETTER 

Dr. W. Hess 
September 19, 19a8 
Page 2. 

(CONTINUED) 

In reeard to connections to I-8 !or the tower ring access, Arizona doea not 
believe direct access to I-8 at uncontrolled locatlona la feasible. We 
proposed one point of conne.ction at t:be Freeman TI with a ring acceaa road 
providing local site access. Regarding traffic impacts to t-8, there ahould 
be nonEi in either the nf!ar or long tent, l-8 operates well below capacity 
both riow and in th• twenty Year projections. Project traffic exiting or 
entering I-B via the existing interchange would have almoat no impact, 

Reg3rding the proposed Estrella Freeway it ilJ anticipated this fTeeway would 
be coincident vitb. the SSC access road aa it connect ff to Vekol TI, but 
separate from the SSC facilltiea. 'l'he Eatrl!lla road vou.ld, When available, 
provide employee «ccess to community Cacilltiea. Additionally, the 4rizona 
proposal does inclt:ide fundinl for te11porary accesa with a 2 lane facility, 
along thia corridor. It should be noted the Arizona propoaal doea now include 
f\llldlng for a 4 lme road from Vekol TI to the campua area. 

The Modified accesa rDada plan. ohowtr on 14.2.1-2- essentially depict the 
proposed Arizona plan with t.he exception of the 2 lane acceaa north to the 
possible Estrella 1'1·eeway. 

l._~Ull.U!Jrg Aant§l'!meut11. 
Transportation - Arizona 17 

Southern Pacific Ma.in Line 

Arizona baa never experienced the closing of a railroad during roadvsy 
construction. We dr;t ~ot in tb.1• piJ.an foresee my closure of r&11 traffic for 
any type of road..,ay construction, Therefore, in the worst case, we anticipate 
a reduction of rail traf!tc apee4a through the construceton zone•. 

Grade crossings ar1t considered •!able in thl!I short tera to pemit earliest 
st.a.rt up of SSC cout:-uction. C:.Z.ade aaparatton.a are conaidered in the longer 
tum when 1ener11.l tr.affle ia preaent. 

JPO:bjk 

ce: J. Comfort 

Very truly yours, 

/1W. 
~P.~~ 

Aa$fatant State Engineer 
Deait.n Section 

llA.1- -- ·-'·""- -
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LETTER 

• 

Arizona Public servtce Company 
11'.0. - - • PIC)EMIC..vllZDNll ~ 

October 3, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Yea, Qviirman 
SSC Site Tallk .Force 
Fl!-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U. s. Department of Eneygy 
Washington, D.C. 2.0545 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

·At th.e request. of the Arizona SSC Task Force, Arizona Public Seryice Co.pany 
(APS) has reviewed the electric power portions of the draft En•iraamental 
Impact Statement {EIS) issued by DOE for the SSC. Because llOllll! passages 
af the EIS, particularly-- the ~in, ll8b to lte ·written in an 'unex
pectedlJ iwgatiN tenor regartlint APS' ability to provide power for the 
SSC, I {'l.ail to sPeak at the US beari.ng today t-o con.,1ace the SSC Site 
Task Force that we at J\PS are aaet poaitiv• about Olll' ability to Rrve 
the SSC. Furthermore, we believe you ldll agree that APS is la u extremely 
advantageous position to aer-..e the SSC oaoe 7oa are aware of all the facts. 

At thm EIS hearing, OOE will be pr~ented with AfS' wriJ:ten item-by-item 
coaaentary as part of tbe official St•t-e of Arizona reepo119e. In addition, 
please note the attached lett.er 9tlnt to Secretary of Ellerlf John Herringtcm 
by Hark DeMichele, President and Chief Executive Officer of A.PS. With 
this letter, Hr. DeHichele hae made el.ear hi• per110na.1 colllllitment to the 
SSC Pro jec~ • 

The APS coanentary in the Arizona resporute to the EIS~ along with tbe 
attached letter and our previous subllittals forwarded to DOE by the Arizona 
SSC Task Force, should convince you that not only is APS ready, willing, 
and able to provide power for the SSC, but that APS is in ao ezt.remely 
advantageous position to 'do so compared to utilities in other states. 
Please revie111 this materinl and see for yourself that APS offe'l'a t.he follov
ing benefits: 

l. tn addition to the dual (east and west) 230-kV transaiuion feeder 
lines, APS has proposed a 230-kV transmission tie-line to link the 
two major SSC substations. This tie-line is U11ique among our co11peU
tors' proposals and will provide enhanced reliabilitr for the SSC at 
t~ Arizoa.a/Me.ricapa Site, 

llA.1- JQI~ __ 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

Dr. W:l.lmot Hess -2- October 3, 1988 

2. APS is ready to construct the dual 230-kV transmililsion feeder lines 
and the station to station 230 kV tran.smission tie line~ Final EIS 
approval has been granted for the line routes, engineering plans are 
co111pleted, most of the right-of-way ha.s been purchased, and we· foresee 
no problems in obtaininB the remaitiing portions of the right-of-way. 
While the APS plans were drafted prior to our knowledge of the SSC, 
our plans specify tttat the line will be built with the capability of 
supporting an eventual upgrade to double its initial capacity. The 
upgrade 1'111 be put into effect immediately upon construction if nece~
sary for the SSC. Furthermore, APS' plans presently specify an in
service date of 1997, but changing this date to meet the needs of the 
SSC represent a part of the normal electric utility planning process 
and will not pose a problem for APS, 

3. The scheduled generation additions in the APS 20-year resourc:e plan 
(forwarded to DOE on 3/15/88) are readily available and cen easily 
accommodate the SSC and related secondary loads. Our goal is to adher 
to a prudent reserve margin (16% during the tena of the SSC) as closely 
as possible and we will continue to do so with the addition of the 
SSC. 

4, Generation and transmission facilities for- construction power are 
readily available. Within SO 111ilea of the SSC site, there are S major 
po~er plants (Agua Frie, tyrene, Ocotillo, Palo Verde, and West Phoenix) 
with 21 existing generating units having a total generating capacity 
of 5500 MW, and an APS 69 kV line to the Arizona/Maricopa Site has 
just been completed and is ready to be energized. 

Please also consider APS' traditionally high transmission reliability and 
our established histor1 of succes:ifully meeting rapid load growth with 
the timely construction of new generating facilities. 

We trust that, after a site-by-site evaluation, you will conclude that 
APS is in the best position to expeditiously provide the SSC with electrical 
energy of the highest quality and reliability in the full 8111Qunts and at 
the times needed for both construction and operation, 

With sincere,)";gards, 

~~ 
eek Davis, Manager 

APS Power Contract• 

J£D/ JFP ~ llV 

Attachment 

llA.1- _1014-_ 
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LETTER G57 

Arizoro. Public Service: Company 
PO BOX 5m9 • ""'OENIX. ,O,JUl!Otu.115012•39all 

a "''""II °' MIC>le;~e: --· ....,<:"'"' o•evrr•I o•••"""' -l-31<11 

Honorable John Henington 
Secretary 0£ Energy 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

De3X Secreta.r"J Herringtur.: 

September 22, 1988 

Today 11.T',f staff has completed a t;"lorough review of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) far the Superconducting Super Collider (SSC), 
at the request of the Arizona SSC Project Task Force. Specifically, 
we were asked to s.ddr'l!ss and clarify the sections pertaining to 
the furnishing of electrical energy to the SSC at the Arizona./Mnricopa 
Site. Our detailed analysis of thess sections has been made part 
of an official response to tb.e EIS by the Task Force, which wlll 
be sent to the tepa.rtment of Energ:r. 

ln the EIS, we found several passago:is which seemed to raise some 
question on the ability of Ari2ona Public Service Company to aerve 
tb.e anticipated S3C load io a relia.ble and timely manne1•. Nothing 
could be fui·ther from tbs truth - our com?BJlY is in an extremely 
stron~ position with respect to both gene~tion and transmission 
co.µLbilities, and we are 1110.st an:d.ous to provide energy for the 
SSC. Our reliability record, as stated in past Ar.izona SSC submissions, 
is amen~ the bes~ in the nation. 

Planned transmission facil1ties 1 s.lraady approved, cross tQ.e proposed 
SSC Site. We can and will move up the completion date of these 
f:i.cili ties upon notification of Eln a.ward of the SSC facill ty to 
Arizona. Our generating capacity is 11trong with large reserve ma!"gins 
and it will be no problem to supply the 220 megawatt SSC load with 
our traditional reliability end w1 th adequate reserve margin on 
the scheduled completion date. Finally, construction power can 
be easily furnished from a 69 kV line nearing completion this fall. 

I am confident the materials ~ submitted to the Task Force llill 
clarify our cap8.bilities, and I wanted to make you persons..l.J.y a\Jare 
of our intent to provide all required construction ar..d operating 
electrical energy for the SSC when it is needed, and to add my personal 
comm.1t111ent to the project. 

\IA.1- 1015 
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Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

For The 

Superconducting Super Collider 

Oct. 3 0 1988 

IJy the 

Arizona SSC Technical Team 
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LETTER ,CONTINUED) 

Dr. T11111ple, cli:dlscalsbe-.: m~•b~n: ol the r.•••I I •• Doa Morda fff 1317 
E. Speedwaf Bhd"' T11csoa, A:.t. I am l"rc;.ect ~ttV:M for tile AZ. SSC PioJect 
T1c.balcal Co•alttee ••• •P••• ror 1•e huadreds ef Arlao•••• wt.o ••Ye labored 
•• dU!1eally to ••Ji:• the SSC !'roJect a •11cces1 o• the ••tloaal, resfnal. and 
local leveb. Slace 1983 •em1Nor1 of Ille Techalul Co111•lttee ha•• tMoa1hl1 
exam!aed th• Gl'11114 C.010• Sla!o qeklac Iba perfect laclitloa lot the Sirper 
Colllder. We feel stro•clJ that the Arlzoa9./Marlcopa alte exceeds eTery lech
alcal crllerla for s1tla1 the SSC &!ii cxprrn<id la thv fi1,,ltatfoa f'lr Site PrQposals. 

Our csm1111ttee •u metkttlouf!'I)' re•i•w•• Ille D.€IS 10 t•at the Flaal BIS 
ea• Deceme t•• mogt ce•plc=t~ arid acc11>'atie documeat poHll>le. Tiie coacl11alo111 
of our review 18Cll$f th•t tht11re 111.e.y ie •••Y l•ter111al laco11:~!1teacln, tnon. 
and b1correc:I c:o1u:la:slo11:a dir•""• rrom d'a:fa •re1c•te4 la .t•• DEIS. Thffe l•P• 
ar~ la.,vitable .1he• the lf•ited U•e rnimi: that wa$ placed upo11 DOE aad suh
coatractor penoaael to prep••·e tbe Dl:lS. Rather th•• detail all these correc
tl4at here, I •ill $Qi!l•\t 33 pa.a~• ol dt-taHcd. com111cntary apgo tbe dose of •1 
preGeat:i:tio•. Ooe c:lear rqult Cro111 t~e ra.,ld •reparatlo• of the DEIS II tbat 
dlfferla: amounta of laforme:t11• protlded by eaCh 1tate caured 1l1•lncaan1 
differeat aaelyaes g( &Jae aatendaat 10\·lronme•tal lmpacb. Oaarh, tile pnpa«rs 
of the DEIS co1dtl filly ••• the data ••d• avallahfe to them, ht t•e aaaly1ll 
Is such that 1tate1 tb•t ,..,.1de4 more l•fnr-•athsa appear to haTe •ore ea¥1raa. 
meat•I lmpac:b tbaa ttao .. lhat pra,lded le'.t l•Corm•tlo•· Co111,pfc113U examplH 
ot' lll(s ph~n•••re are the f0Uowin1: 

1) AZ pro.,lded llletafle4 luJar•atlo• on 'rbreatoeaed a•d Eada111a:erwd 1pedn 
e.ad reeehed a la-dq.tli. aaftly1!!1, wit.ere .. TeYU predd.ed cnskler&lal1 
less lalormatloa aad a kss lllela!led a111al11l1. Tb• Dcpett•eat •••uld 
re11u1mhr tit• commeJJts of Mr. D••ld Curll1, Actl•1 Fleld s.,,,.,bor. 
U.S. Fhb aff WUdJl!t' Ser¥1ct1. FL Worth, TX (AJpeadls 110 ,_ A2&-
1S), a.ad I ll••te "'There ~· ao hadlcatloa that P•lroa•••lal •••diet 
llla•e •••• H.rrlN out I• sut'liclcat detaH to 1lve "dill ••d wlldllle re. 
101arce1 equl coasJderatloa •oder the law. 1"b11 appanat fallare ca11!d 
riesult la aa lacomplete DEIS. f.ac.deq,•ate <:oadlie1'atlo• or fist. a•d 
wildlife re::ourr;:es d1u-h~1 project a11alyd1 aad pla111ala1 co111r• nscrU la 
dgnlfh:••I adverse l•!)ICls a11d ~tn11J mltlcatloa ri=q .. iremeats. We 
eo-:011rare more thorou11h ea•iraameatal 1tudle1 shoald this lite (Te:iras) 
coathn1e lo recehe hlth coeslderatto• for d111¥elop•••t." (•ad ••ote) 

l) Shall.erly •• •1t•l1sla ar caHur•I rG•ource Impact• ••11e1ta t•at uaeqi11•I 
••••••• of data eaa t'~1111lt I• aaid•1.dla1 cond111loaa. 4. lad. or l•form•
tloa doe1 •of l•plf a lacl er c.ll11ral r1:so11rce1 or coafllctt aad, titer ... 
t'ore, 1ho11ld a1tt re.,e t&al hapreufoa. . 

We "auld eacoara1e ttae Secretar:w to carerully coe1lder the•• laeqaalltle1 
la th• DEIS •ltea renderln1 bl1 d.clsioa. A• the DEIS 11 ta •• a reJOarc:• for 
dech:IOD·•allaa, II •ust M e.-•laa:ed 1beua:h1f11Jly to tbat all sites are lllum(l'ared 
eq.uallv by the llar&11 Ualt.t •f poc.utlal e1nhoam11atal Impacts. 

Oue lmpor£aat Impact of the SSC aol adeqaately addrecsed by t•e DEIS I• 
the effect of SSC eoastncdoa aad operatloa apoa people lld•s Hjacut te 
tbe SSC "roofprlat.• . Tbece people wlll aot he comptaAled (or tbtll' lecaovco
ieaces ltecae:se lhelr laadc are aot re4ulrelf fol' slUa1 the SSC, Jel ther wlll h•'fe 
to ead"ure the ••roleas••Caers, •• desc:rlb~d la the D£1S, of a major coostrui:-Hoa 
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LETTER ~<D=5~B __ (CONTINUED) 

•lte la tbelr b•ckyarda. At Qici Arla11J11.a site, after tlui .4 •ec•'d7J rel~1i.o•• 
are completed tlaere ah •• TaaldeMt& lsa.medla,e(f adjaceat to nllu the e.ae-
11ue•ces aatl l•co••••le•cea of • sn~111-yu.r censt:raclioa p.fo&ram., I• tbJs 
respect, the Arl:zoaa alto caa 'Pl'••ld• • iocatloa that .. ,. 1r•atl1 de:cre•n ... 
dat of IUI••"•• I,.. ad~l-lwri•I roi.dnt ... · W• "DUJd .... es, t•at ... D.epart
mel'lt car111i1dl)' could.er tkla tne or lmpae1 w•e11 tanlerl• • fWal lledllo•. 

A1iotlr.11r lmportaat C-"D&.tq11eace left 1111Addressed "" the DEIS ll a rttent 
cas• In ••• Secoad Clrcalt ot' die Uall~ State1 Court of Ai"fe•I• cnmcaraia1 
cons1!'t1ctloa ia wetlaa41. Althoa1h tile f•t.llre l•Jl•ct of thl1 iHl1atloa Is nel 
adeq•atel7 lmawa, I would like to remi•d t11e DepJ.rtmeat tbat the Arbua aite 
11 c&e 00J1 sfCe oa th BQ.t dlat does 1;1ot l•rt.m 1ntlJ•111d e»?ira•m••&a. 

As the DEIS aetu, tM A.rlzoaa Ute b locatet la a d:esert area of 1h'land 
c1eosote tnub flats -d ..... aro, Jtafo \WU aad Nrlllt ap11th:d ~••talm. The 
lowland areas, Hue •Olt of tile SSC -=-a!tr.u.:tl~ will ts.k= ,late hs .. Ila 
used for 1ra'9:la1 I• Clecadu. la tlah lnhu1d arn. wttllia or adS.ccat la the 
SSC 11:lte wlll be .. tu a bazardouin wash dbatoc•I facUitJ, a coa,.e•tloa•I wui. 
dispo!!al facility~ aad deci1UNl5 an peadint for f1'10 oif reliaed• :aad a comaffcbtl 
practice laadla1 strip. Thlll tbe lowlu4 anu ara Ila 1-1er ptlstlae u• 1111.Ye 
the pttlealial of bel•& d.endap11d wltb YUl~11• faciUtle1 la addltJori to t1:1e SSC. 

The upland areas or the Mllrkopa Mul'laitshu a1e mach less dlstarhfll by 
hnmao ~aler•e111tloa. Tbe ... •1ala1 aud pcdimeah ane h.abit•t for deaert bis\ora 
cbi!2p aad duert tortoise., lle1b 1emitite .,ecics. fl.er tbi• rea&oa, tbe hr~•• 
of Laad M11aa1e•••t ba1 lach1ded lb~" uei11 aw; Wflderae11 Study Arni (WSA). 
Howe1er, !Her U. pUt Uc11de, U:n1u: acthitl~ prlmarU, la the fora of Ctff-t'nd 
vehlclu ha.-a lacre&H1d, tllireatea1a1 t~e Telathely pdstlae 1111t•1• Df die _,.,.r;.. 
tala" l!rpnJally .. It c:aac:enrr wUdtll• haJl'ital. Wltb Pltoe.eb nr,.udla1 to•uD 
Che SSC site f&rowth will br101 wtt• it f••th:;ir nl'l;:-oa•entaJ Jrecsarn to the 
re&loill. Two HW, laqe ,...ldeatial deYeiopmeats al'e entroaclr.la1 hit~ tld1 
area. Residents fre• the11e a«w de,.~lopmeab wltl ,,_cly loo\ to tbe Mar!eop• 
Moai"tahH fur tlleir recreatirn1al relu.s.e. 

Coactr•ctloa of th SSC aro11ad IM MJlrkOll• Mtiiuatalat wlU ttelWIU 9Mat•r 
c.u1tra' ol llama• dhrvptloa 41 tlN: Dl9«id .. l•ot1c wUdlfle anes. -Tftnt II' tbn a 
poteatlal to lace1r•t• a lilch tt~chcoloay r1clllt1 wl~h wlhh:r~P.H pro!e..:Uo•, a 
1n11lq•e and powerfal au1rr1a,fJ. 

A common the•• a•oa1 oar 1bi: co•petilon f• the SSC la tlteir ued to 
llolster tbe!r •l•mplna eco"oillles. We 111 Atbo11a d&o recQ1~b• tlae eco•omlc 
11-taefl!a the SSC ieuuld brl111 but do ao1 pursue H 1111 a i.oc:ial or p1d11lc wor!k1 
pro1ra1JJ. T•e SSC ta a l'eHarch &tld de,-elop.areo: proeraar. T~• pro•I•• of 
econondc uh·atio• may 1ar111er •tllarda1m, bat It wUI aot euur• nccusf•I 
cr>•strtlctlea aod. opl!r&tloa, "' will U 1•&1'late• the hi1hnt research Jrod.11cl• 
bily. We la Arl~oaa ar• cajoylaa a 'ibrsn1t .co•om1 wUh aoi•rat• aro\l'th, 
aot lieca111e we are lilesaed 'IVilh tremcailoos aatur11I resourcn or some spec!al 
tah!at •u& tt.caaae of our •1111Ht1 of llfe. J.t I• this q11a1tty or !Ha that we t..i 
wlJI •1t1·act tbe ... , U1l tha litrl1hte1t 11ad assure tbat the SSC wUI bl a sncce11 
la Arb:ooa. 

111\.1- IOIB 
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LETTER <o5'2l (CONTINUED) 

Redew Commeats o• lhe Draft EIS ror the Sap111rcndactl•1 SmperCaolllder 
b)' the .4.rlzoaa SSC Tecbalcal Tea• 

T11e f0Uow1111 comme•t• are lbted 111 aa order Weattc:a1 to l'hat or tbelr 
OCClilrre•ce la the DEIS. 

Vohune 1, Chapter 3 

pp. 3-25. para;rapb 5. The disposal of spoil• la •• l•s;ortaot co•poaeat 
of the YtU1oua lmpac:tis ••d 11dtl11atloo1 •11Cclatelll "itl!I 11'!• coutructloa of the 
SSC. 'file f0Uowla1 ts a 1nmmar1 1tatemeg,t which C011•5ders maftJ aspect• of 
the i;poib: 1eaeralloa aad disposal which are fo11ad la maay 1ertloa1 thraugho11t 
tht DEJS. 

Tluni11boat the entire DEIS ao coEU:l,;tenl cak11laUoa for the •olume of 
spoils (exc111Tatetl material) poteot!all)' produC'ed at the Arlzoaa SSC site 11 cl•eir. 
The document refers to at least three dlfft:!r•nt estlmate1 raaclng from l.45 x 
108 yc15 to 2.8 x 106 yd3• All estlm•I•• 1reaC11 exceied that c.lcaia:ed lly tbe 
Arlzo111111 SSC Project (t.•3 " 106 yds, shen oa p. 93 or the Milrkora Site Pro
posal). Th'= tnns e1ti1D•te m1111t be la er~or, for H auumet tb•! th• l!at1re 53-
•llt IOPI colllder tuaael wlll prod.see !polls. C1•arty, .bfc•••e 1t least 11% 
(DEIS} lo 22% (Arlzo11a-Marlcopa. SSC She Ptoposal, Sept. 2, 19117) of the coUlder 
••••~I woahl be coastructed by cu.t~a•d-co.,,.r m.etbods, a tech1111.lque that •poa. 
completloa doe• u.t produce 11pe>lh:, tbt1 DEIS baa greatly over dtlmate4 tl!o 
amount of 1poll1 that oeed to be properly disposed, Depeadla1 upoa the specified 
denslly of the •ackflll, It Is coacelveble tb11t •ore ••lerlal Ii••• 11 pro4aeed 
by lhe cut-aad~co.-er excli..-aOou wlll be necessary for backfllU•s. The poleatlal 
aet eff«t Is that nbltaatlal po!'tlo•s of the eolllder laaael exeavatloa wlll 
t.nllllJl!.t rather lbaa prod.ace "anwaatcd" exca•ated •aterJal•. This fact l11rther 
cet1et. to bda1, the DEIS cak11lat-=d ,.oht.m.e or spolts lsto q,11estloa. 

t":he D)US eoaslden foar options for tke dlspo•al of 1poll1 at lhe Arh:ona 
SSC 1lt11: l) to place the material at Hfe,blh1hed mine dumps at the Saeato11 
mlae, 2) llkewln placlu1 the materfal at tbe New Coruella mlae, J) to 1pread 
Cho material oa site wllhl• fhe hlch·e•crcy booster rlnc, .cad ~) for ase as a 
buildlag material la the Phou1.lx metropol!c•• area (DEIS, Vol••• IV, Appe11dlx 
10, p. 3). The Sracato• mhae wa10 selec\ed by tbe DF.lS •• the 111thsate reposHory 
for the Ath:onA SSC &lie 1p0Us because It la "lbe mo1t likely (went case) cflolcc 
or the optlo111 pr•1eated •Y eacb 1tat1 (D£IS, Vol. 11 Chap, 5, p. 5.J.6-18)." 
There I• some CO•f11sfo• la the DEIS whea dlacasslac "•est UketJ• ~•rsus "•orat 
ca•e" optloae for spoil.I disposed at the Arizona SSC she. Thi!' opllo• ••a!uated, 
cll!'11.rly I" 11 wont ease 1ceaarlo. A •011 llkelr case, ••d for the Arlzoaa SSC 
11Ue, the most •ro•••le oplloa 11 to 11e t1'e 1polls material for roa• eoactractloa. 
The DEIS points oat Chai IO to 111 •lies Of aew or apcraded ro•cl co1atructloa 
will be •ecessary for the Arh:ooa SSC 11te (DEIS, Vol. I, Chap. 3, p. J..25). It 
ah:o recnanlzttt t••• rpoUs coald be 1seil for accrerate (D£1S, VeL I. Chap. 3, 
p. !-S4), aad one m!.tl.aatloa that woalt rd.uce a1he1~e lm,ath Is lll1 ue of 
spoils for road C0•1tructloa (Oli'.IS, Vol. I, Chap. 3, p. 3·64). Tllie tile of spoils 
for road coaatractlo• ••• advocaled la Ille May 20, 1988 d•t• n••Utal 10 the 
DOE by lhe Arh::oaa SSC ProJtct (p. 6 of lhe sabmlttal). To reUerate, ~he 
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1po!11 caa be •Hd ror road cD1111tractioa at hd bi tlte yh:lolty of 1be klzenta 
SSC •lie; to ••• tbe Saeatoa mloe l•r apoUa di.spo1al wUI i1aore the poteaUal 
111sci of thia •aterial aa a n.tW.d. comi:lliodlty 11.ad um a areatly •eeded re1ourc11. 
Prelfmioary calcalatfoos lty Sergent, Heu1ldn1, A Beckwith (lllppUed to DOE 
with the 5/:Z0/18 •eta 1•b•iUal u Appeadlx 5) •nest ttaat 35.000 rd" of borrow 
(whkll woald be spolla) ••r mlle are aeeded to coastract a SO..foot rbdway 
aab1rade 1arncleat for a 4-laae roadway. If :2.1 x 108 yd8 of •polb are 1eaer-. 
atced (a maxlmem?'), coasen•atlvely tbat Is fa(t'ldeat fllaterial for coastractloa 
of 80 mlh11 of 4'-laae roadway, merely 66',{t of tbe poteatlal aeeds for Ille .t:lte. 
Clearly tills type of aaalysls prei;egfs a more credible •law of cbe appropriate 
1poU1 dlsposal mecbaal .. whbout aafalrly aad uaJu1t2y 0Tt1restlmatl•1 tba potea
tlal lmpac-t1 attdhted to '"41• dlspo1.1.f oa alr qwillt)', ••lt.kla •He• fraweled, 
and safety aue11meata. T .. eH1 011er<0111 asses1a~at1 are .. example or die erron 
presotnt la tba DEIS wllea the basic asnnaplloas wH:d do not acc11raaely raflect 
lbe ~ue coadliloa1. 

la 1ummary, all sactlo•s al the lJEIS depeudeut .upoa tbe 1•11aradaa, Uaas
portadoo, 11ad fJaal .dlsposltioa or spell.a at tlMt Al'l&Na SSC •he are la error, 
and do aot la aay way nprqeat the coadltlou that are most probable for ~Is 
•he. Thar• Ja •• hlt•raal luout.t«i"•cf a. dre Nl•~trk calQ.latloa1, a ais
uaderstaadla1 with rupe-c.t to tlN most probable use of this material, nd ruult-
1111 fro• tbeu errors are a 1UlM 61 lllapproprlate coaclu1ioD1 rqardla1 the 
ultimate eaTlroameatal couequeaca1 or rpoils disposal. 

pp. 3-27, Tabla J..3. Vader the sectloa titled 111lles of aaw road£, the 
•amber for Arl•ou ls lilted a.I 101 •lies. Tbl1 laclud.a1 tbe 1roposad E1tr•ll• 
Freeway r11•• ... fl'O• l•ter.uate JO (J~JO) •vlh lo ]~ Al •••tJoaed J• the 
DEIS the Estrella FreewaJ woald be coastracted for otktr ,.,, ... , aad therefore 
•cff •ot \e lacladed. I• , ... DEIS. However, ll J•ellldad, the •U•at.t •llaa1• 
Is too blab. n• •ctloa (approxl .. lely I •I) raaala1 lro• Bl1 Taak (Ju't 
aor1bealt or J2) IOatb to l·I Is COVDted lWlff. Oaea a put of the .lstrlflJa 
Freeway (as a aew 4-laae road) aad oace •• ao SSC site road (atw 2-laae road). 
This 11ectloa, u dl'aw• la Vol•me IV, AE!'P4•dlx 1, Fi1ure1 1.2.1-3 aad 1.2.1-4, 
follow the u•• alls••••• 4owa Yekel Road aad thereforti and aot •• eeualad 
twice. Tiie correc1 tetal •ilea of aaw road, iacludJaa the btreJ.. Fruway, 
sbo11ld be t3 miles. If tba Estrella Freeway Is aot lacluded tile total mUu of 
a.,w roads WOllild. ra ... Ja 54 •lies. 

pp. 3 .. 54, Table 3-7. This Tabla lde•Uflq M acras of _pri•a aad lmpor.taat 
far•laad c:oatarted for SSC 111e at tile Al'laoaa site. Pdaa far•laa41 b dafJaed 
la the U.S. Coda of Federal ReplaU0111 (CF& 657) bowa a1 1•a •f•rmlaad 
Pr11tectloa Po1ll'J' Act of 1981•. Und.tir sactloa 657.SIC,. 1rl•e t.armla•d liaclade1 
•olls that ha•e •• arid.le •Ol1;ture N:&lae aad di.a area lau a 4e,.elopa4 ir.rlaatioa 
water 1upply t••t 11 llepe••able and or atleqaate q11aJlt)'. A .depe•dabla water 
nipply 11 oae I• fth:la •oa1la water I• ••dlable f« lnl1aUoa la I oat of 10 
Jean for tba crops n•moal1 lf'Ow•. AU or the sulis at the Arl&oaa •II• ha•• 
•11 arid.le •olst•r• realma. T'laererore, a depeadable water .. p,ly b naeallal 
for any p&rtloa or tlae SSC UCe to b.a Identified u Jdme f•r•laad. &JU. of 
the soils of tb• Arl1oaa SSC .site Jaa.•a a Q11ead.lbla, tleTeloped lrri1atJoa waler 
s•pplJ. Thlt c .. ch1slo• 11 d.rawa from 011-slle laspei:lleas. aerial 1laotos. laad 

l 

llA.1· 102.0 

• 

,. 



1.5 

1<0 

. 1. 7 

i8 

LETTER eo5B (CONTINUED) 

own•rsblp m:ap1 aad dbcu11loo1 with Soll Co11ser•atloa Ser•lee persoaael. A• a 
resull there Is u prime farmla11d alfecced by lhe proJecl a•d Table 3.7 1b011td 
stale lhat !l acres or prime and Important farmlands would M coa•erted for 
SSC ase la Arizona. A.ls&, tlM perceataae of laveotory ~· the site re1ioa1 the 
aext line la Table 3-7, wm1ld be 0. 

Also la Table 3-7 the State of Arh:oaa SSC Site 11 lilted a1 ba.,la1 95 
Historic 1lte1. This should be cbaa1ed to 10, as Is correctly stated la Volume 
I, Chapter 4, Sec:tloa 4.10.1.2, 1ecoad para1rapb, third seateace. See al10 the 
comment oa Volame I, Chapter 5, Sectloa 5.1.9.1, flflh paraarapb, foaad below. 

pp. 3-63, Sec. 3.6i.J, third paraa:rapb. Tie '"Arizona Cactus Law" (which 11 
cftrreclly called the State or Arh:oa• Nathe Pl•at L•w) h•• •ot .. e• properly 
lalerpreted here, •11d does DOI require relltoratloa aad re,e1et•tht• •f dislarhed 
laad, •• Implied la tlui text. The Law requires oaly tbat ll11e Comml111loa or 
A1rtcaU11re ••d Hartlcalture be. aollffed 30 da.y1 la ••••ac• or •lstarbaaco (grad· 
lam:). Mltl1aUoa Is ut iraqulred al. stated la tl1e DEIS. AD cacti •• aot ltat'e 
to be collected. Tile plll'pon of t;e aotfncatroa Is to allow lh• opportaalty 
for cacti lo be uhaaed, ldaally by r.iad.scapla1 compaoles or aanerles. Howe,.er, 
mlll1alioa bJ uhaae aad. rep_laatlq remains aa attraclfra lll1hul for rcdacla1 
ea•lroameatal lmpacls or tbe project. ne laterpretatlaa of the Law la thil 
summary rolame coatradlct1 tbat la Volume IV, Appendix !A, Ste. !1.1.9.S.B, pp.71. 

llP· J..67. uctlo• 3.1..&.. T•e second paraar.aph states lhat: "Arlzoaa, Mlchl· 
caa, North Carollaa, aad Teaausee wDI ltave re1loaal eu:"6acn or NAAQS 
carboa monoxide llmlt1 re1altla1 from SSC·relatetl 1111lufoa1.• The DEIS treat· 
meat of ambleat carbo• moaoxlde (CO) co•ce•tratJoa1 for the A.rlzH• 11111 Is 
Incorrect. For reasoa1 ••kaow•, the DEIS un wont case CO coace•tratloas 
ror tbe Plaoealx matropolltlla area to represent llaek1rou•• CO coace•tralloas 
for the SSC dte. Un of Phoe•lx CO caaceatratlou ror the SSC 'f'lclallr Is 
lillapproprlate beca•se or the 30 .Ue1 •lstaoce 1iaparatla1 tbe two locaUoas. 

Rather thaa Phoeab •a.ta, CO m11a1areme•lli at Che Sierra Estrella Sallport 
tllaal• be ased to r.,rHeal hcl1roaU coadftfaas. Data fro• lhh locatloa 
were •sed la the DEIS ror ntahlf1bla1 back1r .. ad coadlrloas for htrur dioxide, 
allro1ea dioxide. GZou, aad total 1u1peaded partrculates. Use or CO dz.ta from 
the Sierra E&trella Sallporl fu ftacl.aro•ad coaclltloas wauld de•oastrate that 
NAAQS for CO woald aot rte axceeded. 

It slaoald also k aote4 tftat this statemeat coatrad'lcts paragrapfas 5 ud 6, 
Volume IV, Appeadlx 8. T•e par11rap&1 stale: 

"Then •1111 back1rot1ad1 or co ate aot characteristic or the proposed 
SSC sites I• Arl~oaa, Mlchlp-. Norlt• CaroJlaa, a•d ·reaa"'"• each of 
which la nral. Act•al site CO coacealrallou aro expected t• h ••ch 
lawer tha• that estl•ated. NAA.QS CO dolalloas are aot exlllffled." 

"The l•pael of SSC 1Ue CO ••lssloa1 Is •qll1fble oa 1111• •elropolll•• 
area11 air 4uallly becaase (1) these are low CO ealssloa nles aad (2) 
sites are relatively dl1taat rrom lhe •elropolllaa ceaier. 

3 

llA.1· IDZ.I 



1 'l 

zo 

21 

22 

23 

2-4 

LETTER (CONTINUED) 

pp. J-69, Se-ctioa J,7,11, Tho prime aad llftl'Of'fa111r f~rmJand •~cs fol' the 
Arl:toaa 1he $bould be reportmd •• 0. ~e co1ame•t •• Volume l, Ch1p~er 3, 
pp. 3-S", Tabla 3-7 for expiaa.atloo. 

Volume I, Chapter of 

pp. 4.-l. Table 4-1. The phy5ioarapll!' ror Arizoaa shoU1ld be Basia a1:1d M:aa1e 
1101 Soaor11• Des~rt. 

pp. 4-2, Table 4-l. Rerert:nces to •arlsbly cemealed bash1-fill a~d fa111lom
erate uader the •stratl1raphy at Shaft Lotatloas• a.ad "Stratlgr&,PhJ 11t 1'a11uel 
D•plh• are mlsleadlns. Fan1lomerale h: dariaed as ••d.v."blr ccmcatcd alluvial fans 
deposlti tb:.t comprise the basl11-Clll. These tw1:t ttrm ... re descrlbln1 the aame 
rock ualta. Carrect 111cb that oaly one tena appean, raurlo•erate Is preferable. 
•Geoloafc Stracture• •ote1 the preseoce of falultl wllhi111 the rln1, plc1se add 
lha1 ao f•ulta are katJWD to l•tersect the co!llder t•ri:uel. 

pp. 4-5, Scct1011 4.1.2. This saclloa aa str:atipaphy refer1 10 baslofill/f .aa· 
1!0Ner•tc In lhiz valley1 a1 tllp~gh the11e were separ11te •r:td clbth:ct rocks •alts. 
They •re no!, .ltotb terms d.e1crJbe tho us rocl 11111t. Corrl'!tl Uze wr1tt4u1 
dP.SCrlpOc11 1ucb thl'll ODly f1a1lame~.:ite .i?!Jt'AI$. 

pp. 4-6, s~cllon 4.1.J. "Geofo;!c:: Stru1.::ture" ceruttly notes th111t the roclr.11 
at the At'lzoaa 1lte are tilted 11.nd f1ulted, bl.It takes tped:al care to aote 1hat 
1ome shear zones a~e •I' to 10 feet wldo. Tills pa5Ulle la mltdeadla1 add does 
1101 ac~url!ely rerleci the char~cterii;tks of the rock anUs Intersected by the 
collidcr h1;a11el q currently tnowa. Tbe eatlre coJUder rla1 s11rtace trace has 
ltec.11 w•ll:cd ••t 6y •c,eral Ari:zoaa SSC Pro/ect lea• •embertt l111cl11dla1 1eolo~ 
itl~ts. hydroloalsh, 11111d en1h:1eers. No sh~ar zones of that i:reat thlckacu were 
e'er 11ored. More lyplcally the shear zone• are e•e I• two reet thick, aad an 
shear zoaes are myfoalffc. A1 a resull tllo shear zoae1 are foci of 1reater 
11reaath thaa the 1arrouadla1 lloedr:)ciil:, and aot zoae1 of Increased we&IJaess as 
Is oUea the ease with shear zoaes. Correct tbe paaaie to read " ••• are also 
tUted aad fsulled (lacladtaa sl1ear zuaes focally ap to 10 Cl wide that are aot 
kaowa to latersecl the collldef han9el)." 

~p. 4"23, Table 4 .. 5. The llDCAD a.aoual preclpllatloa for Arizona Is listed 
as 10.33 laches. Nowhere, la aay clo1:111meat 1abmltled by the Arizona SSC Project 
ot la the publlshecl IUtraturo Is the mea• annual ralafall arouad tha Marlcopa 
sHe that blgh. ne correct fl1ure should •• approxhaa~ely 7,0 Inches as ahen 
In the Arh:o1111-Marlcopa SSC Proposal, S~pt. 2, 19111; VoJume 7, TahJe 7~J, aad 
as roand ia Sel!ers and HUI (1974). 

• 
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pp. 4-:24, Tabltl 4-5. A l1t10.dluu 111 tbe T•ble ritads: 

"holeaa ita.uual dewpoiat 
huil:l.ld\ly (~)" 

Thl11 should he strictly; M'eaa aoniaal dewpolat. 

pp. 4-li', Tabla 4-fii. 'Ill• 'a.i'l.ioo moaoxid.e COAceatratlons sbowa la thls 
~.4M~ fnr Arlznai; ~re ao.l r&J19Rtat.lltlt"e or tbe SSC dte.. TGe hlj:hast a1111ual 
c.nrbtlll mo1101dde mea1uremeoe& mAdl at th• Sierra Estr4'fia Sall,ort from 1976-
1981 r11aged from 1,486 a&/m3 {1976) to 13,714 •e:/m11 (1977) ror one-hour, and 
from 915 na/111-' (Mi. 1911J. 1910, u4 Bl81) to 7,200 •ti•' (1977) for: elabt 
.b.ouu. Me.uuremuts at tlta Slt1111:& Estrella S&ilp.rtrt lu.Ye bile• 1111ed ro estabfr~h 
ab qu111Uy coodldom at the SSC lite rw tlllt.al 1upe11ded particulates, sulfur 
dlo"ide, 11hr01eo d.l•:i:W:ie, ..Dd Cdo••· Carbo& aoaoxide aeasaremeatJ made al 
tl:e Sh1rr11 Edrella S..Opori stla11ld a.IR· be uwd lo es.t.ablhlt. CO coa.clltloo1 •I 
tbe &SC r.Hc. 

pp 4-40, T11ble 4-15. WUhla tbe lable lbere I• a ll1tln1 of ladustr!11I sources 
wit!lln lllle SSC rlas- Uducied lo tJJ.s cate1or7 ue oil al&CI 1n pl:.ellaes. U11der 
Te:c;11s, "aoae" la ~l~d. la Vol-.uae 6,. TaltJe 6.l.J..5-l or &U T~!IC&JI SSC Proposal 
11 total of IJ oU a:ad 1JU plpcllau: &I'~ Uatad all cir1Msla1 the rta1 or abort laanel. 

pp. 4-42, Sec. 4.6.2.2, fks~ pua1rauh. II dtould be ~hHff etut th:at cetatrbl 
of cf1Ht d11rla1 coastruclloa (e.1., •ettlo1 lhe soil) 11 a ••cc:sd'1d rolllgalloa 
proeed11re for Valley re.,er ipores, 

pp. 4-M, Sec. 4.7. Tho Urse p.iiraa,raph., last 1eateace, reads: "The only 
c:a!tur111iy imporkat spec.Jes are raptors (all- slte!i) a•d f•ral. bur.:os (Al'ina•}". 
This i'.hoold read: ~Tiie caly e11Uu.rally tmpMtut species are rapton (11U sites)." 
R.11tder lh•o h4'la1 cullurafly lmport.ual, rer•I burros .1re coa~lideretl by ma.ay to 
be a "aul:iant"e tltl.'des•, oae whkh t'ompoete1 with e.•tlve aolmals such a1 blg-
1'oro 1h~ep. 

p~. 4-4.t, Sec. 4.7.1. TM s•cowl praa:r11ph~ flrat ac1:11taace, ru.U: • ••• eco
lo1h:al resoarce1 ~r• wldot1J ••ed ler rureatJoaal acthlUea•. Tbl1 1ho11ld-read: 
" .•• ecult>&lcal resoarces 1u~ wldel1 1111ed' for tt'cre•tloaiil acthUle1 1dd gra;!pg". 

pp. 4-44., Stt. 4..7. L 'fhe seceati tar•&ruJ,h, las.t n1aten.ce, realfs:: "Ualtke 
the other Mx slte1, tbe Arboaa dte ls pcdomlaaally ao•odHled by bamaa 
activities aad malatalwi ma111y wllderaeH char•ctedstlct:.". Tltls S. •ot eatfrely 
tru•. Altbou1h porUooc of the Arb•aa site malatala ••a1 wllderG••• clu1racter
l1tlcs, a larce perc:t1111laa:e of tbe Arlaoa.11 slle ha1 be'O?D •odlfled by c•Ule a:razla1, 
orr-ro11d 'ebh:le1 aad o.i:.~er bumu aclh•l~l.i'.s. Re:aoY• tbh luc••I• ror U. lloet 
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pp. 4-46, Table 4-16. Secc.ud cohrnui, 'econd r11w. "Giia Bend River" 
5hould read "G!l:t Rhcr•. 

pp. iC-~7, Sec. 4.7.2. The first paratraph, rfrs;t scn!eece, rl!lads: • ••. Gila 
Bend drallll.llC b::uh1." Tbl• i:ku~ld read:- • .•• CllA Rher dr;11fnsi:~ b:t~lne• 

pp. 4-47, s~c. 4.7.l. The thhcl pt.r.,r-.ph, nr!it !JCUtcuce, l"ted<;: "The 
eC'.CS)'~tems ...• re moderately u1i~h:turhed diaert ser•b !'i)'S~emig that: l) are sfow 
to recover from stress •.• •. 1·~11 shoulll read: Tbe cc!>sydi!ms ... are mllderateh 
undi~t1nbed desert 1c1·u!J systems tb1:t: I) sre slow to recover from !ll.i.t..u!lz.a.!ln." 
Suanrau desert scrub s1stcm1 are by nati.<re 11.dapttd hr m.1u'y formS o! slTCn; 
(;•.;:., S\ol1t1,H'2 5trc"s, heat st."e~~); t11h ability C<l t"ltra:e stres~ dtcre:asts their 
ability to rec:o.u:r frnm di<;lurb1tace {e.11., tu.hlt~t de .. truc:Clon, rlrt), 

p)). 4~47, Ste. 4.1.l. The third pf!ra1r11t1b, f~!"St senteot~, relld1: •The 
c:c<>s~1Uero,; .•• arc m:tol.ersttly 1u!dlst:1r~ed dne-rt 1cn•l:t .•ystemi;. tb111t: ••• 2} bcha'l'e 
.,, a sede.~ or lslaa~~ cf bloloeical l!r'ldttcthHy In the se• nr desert pa,.ement •• ,". 
T~fa s!i!l1.1Td read: "Tbe ec<.1s;:~tew! .•. ~re moder•lc!y r:n1J'i$turbed desert scrtib 
S.l'i~"'m!i iha(: ••• :?) bi"htn~ ai • mas11lr. of hi>teriu:tiot', unH<>, ia which outrlenu 
ii.ud tmertr ffow bl.!tween fb~ n:1<1re prcdirc:Uve desert ,..ash comm11ohy and the 
le.~~ 11r')tfuct!re tlesert scr\!1' Co>l'..l;t;c•ul(lt"s." 

~'1- -<·47, Se~. '4!.7.2, fDu:;lh sud fifth rt1r~,r•phs. T~e C"'rm 'cc<:>typc' lio 
o.;.f apo1·opdateiy uned here or 'l!fae·Nhere h1 the ElS, •nd shou•d lte replaced br 
•,.tf.l'l.l:tional auodallons'. Eco1y~e h.os • precise definition. refetrluf to a 
s-c·r.u111Ht1:1 C'( 11 o;peclcs 'l'hich ""'hlMf'i'. d!~!h:.ct morpholoekal, phys!OIGi,"::t:al, f)r 
o:l1er Md&t1!11tions. 

pl). 4-47, Sec. 4.7,2. The Hftli. [llH1tj::1•ph .. last seoreace. ru1.ds: "The waad
birnd ecoiype h; lita;hed to lhc two ep!!:emeral washes: traversina; the sHe.~. 
This should read: "There •re maJOy ephemeral wa;hes lh~t tr•vene th.e site; 
lflt- fnrger of lfzese support woodfand as~odatbns cfona: th-1:lr edc:es.• 

pp. 4-52, Sec . .&.7.4.1. An additional ~"lllin:t&i:)' tabie 1b•Juld he Inserted 
wbkh Ush; fuu!.n.u. occ11rreaces of ch~e:.~t11ed till!tl ~od'an~ered species In the 
il!.£.£J..(1£ l!.tl. or Che propo1ed sftl':; :01.11ch • table wuuFd lfst O threa1eued aod 
eRdancered species at tbe pr.:iposerJ Ad.i:nua she. 

pp. 4-SJ, Sec. 4.7.4.I. The ucand p111ra1tr•ph, first senttuce, rei1ds: ~There 
le one end .. :za-ered species 11car the propGsed Ar!.zona dte, lhe Tunu:naoc 1!obe
berry". Thh should read: "Th~tt' arc llO eud.cu:zit'red t;pecies al the prc9o~ed 
Arli.ou• titt; the closti:t known 1101t11lafla.'l of au e•ui.ioucr~d spe-dcs i11 the 
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area 11 the T11mamoc 1lobelterrJ, approxJma1el1 JO •Ilea 1out~ of Iha Arlzooa 
au •. • 

pp. 4-55, Table 4-17. Ullder Iha Arlzoaa ll1tla1 for federallJ listed aad 
ca11dldate tbreateaed ••• eadaa1eff4 1pecln la the re1loa of 1ba 11te altenathe1 
lbe Giia Moastcr I• lacorrecllJ lilted u a Catqory J 1pecler, U II actaally 
ll1ted a1 Cate1ory 2. 

pp. 4-56, Sec. 4.7.'-l. Tba fint parasrapb, ICCODd seatc11ce, 1tate1 that 
tbe torlo11e pop•lau .. la tlrte Nort• Maricopa Moaatala1 •11 located la areas of 
pnpo1cd acthltlu, upeclally 87.• This should read: • la located la areas or' 
proposed actlYltles, especlallr 12•. 

pp. 4·56, Sec. 4.7.4.2. The rlnt paraarapb, second 1eateace, reads: "The 
sites differ dra1tically la the •••hr of state-protected species la the area of 
the proposed slle.•. It woul• be kelpf•I to add lbat the reasoa for Chese dltfer
••ces laclude dlffereaces la the nateat or state laws (e.1 .• 1ome ltates ha'e 
Eadan1ered Species Acts which protect aalmal1 aad/or plaats, while others, 
••ch as Arb.oaa, have law1 wblcb ,ntect certain calearan,. •aluable plaal species, 
aad which 1111, bat pro•llla ao lepl protactloa ror eadaa1ered a11d tbieateaad 
aalmals), as well as real •1trereaca la aumbers of rare speclc1. 

pp. 4-62, Sec. 4.7.5.J. na rlnl para1rapb, flrsl Matcace, read1: "The 
limited raa1e1 of Iha •e1crt IOl'tol1e, the dftert •l1hora 1hecp, aad the Giia 
moa1tar make the Arizona 11te aal11ua.•. This 1tatameat should read: "The 
Arlzoaa 1lle, •• well u lar1e expaases or the 1urrouadla1 deMrt, 1upport popala
tloa1 of two 1tata-threate11ed 1pecln, Iba desert bl1hor11 aad the desert tortolle.• 
The tarm '••Iqua' Implies lhac tlM raa1cs or these specln are llmlted to the 
Arb:oaa slee, 1t'hlch 11 aot tne. 

pp. ,.-62, Sec .... 7.5.1. The Ont para1raph, second uater,ce, read:i:: "The 
Maricopa Mouatalas are co,ered •1 terrntrlal plaat aad a• mal commuallles 
which are slmll~r 10 those in tbe l•medlata rqloa; Che Maricopa Mouatalas 
ha•e far less rlparlaa woodlaau.•. Neither the Maricopa Mo••talas or lbe 
l•m1dlate 1urrouadln1 area ••pporl aay tr•e rlparlaa woodlands; rather, both 
support a few xerorlparlaa woodlaadt, alll1ou1h these are aellher exleashe la 
acrea1e aor well-de,elopecl. 

pp. ,.-62, Stt .... 7.5.l. The 1eeoad para1rapb, first seateaCe, reads: The 
duert Cor1ol1e'1 requlre•eat for wash areas aad easy water ••ailalllllty ••1 
ll•lt It• dlstrll~•tloa la ••e aru.•. Thi• slalemeel Is not aeceuarlly tnte. 
Factors ll•ltla1 the desert tortoise la the area are aot completely ••••ntood 
at t•I• time, aad mar leclada a "4•1re•••I for aa1razad •••Ital u well as 
for appropriate toposrapb1 (e-1 .. NC:k7 slopes aad "ashes), A aeed for 'ea11 
water •••llablllty' has aot IMea docu•cated; la racl, tortol1es can surYl•e ror 
loa1 periods wllltout rre.e "ater by obtalola1 moisture fro• their food. 
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pp. 4~63, Sec .... 7.5.J. The ncoact parazrapla. •ecoad ... teac.e. ruda: 
• •.. a11d the 1pecle1 11 aalq11e to the Soaor1111 rea:io11 of the '!l'e&le1'D U.S. and 
Mexico•, referrl111 to the Gila moa1ter. This should read: •-and the 1pedes 
occun thro111ho11t the larce, Sonoraa recloa or the wester• U.S. and Mexico.• 

pp. 4·69, 1ec: 4.8.3. The foartb 1eateace rnidc -Yhe Arbo- site Is localed 
la ao 11oderde1'eloped porUoa of M.i.rlcopa Couaty, oot ooly beca111e of Fe.ten.I 
laad owaenhlp/maoacemeot pullcles, b11t also because of the laclr. of water for 
lrrl1allo11.• The realoo around Ille Arizona 1lle Is uodeYeloped 11ot because of 
a lack of water bat becaase lhe 11-u ot Arboaa coupled wl ... Its UD&ll popalad• 
bas allowed 1ro.,.,lh lo coacntnte la t•e mod o)d.lm- areaa, •ch • where 
Pboeolx Is located. Phoealx la•1 hlstorlct1llJ lteet1 u lmportaat cz.ater or hablta
Uoa because of h1 localloa at the confluence or tbe Salt, Glia. VerU, aad 
Aaua Frla rl?er1. The prior lack of 1rowtb around lhe Arh:oaa SSC 11te caa 
be attributed prhaarlly lo; Us l1olatloa from Phoenix because of the Giia Kher 
lndiao ReserTatloa aad Sierra EstNll&, &Dd secol!Hbrlly to the lack of sarfaee 
water aod ltle &realer depth to lf'Oua4 watet". 

pp. 4·75, 1ec. 4.1.6, paracraph 5. The tblrd 1eateace rud.c •IJ..mjtod. 11'1'111-
ted farmla& I• carled oa ta the 1outhtt11 part af ti. SSC site.• Slace 1915 
the Arh:noa SSC Technical T-• ball cndiacted .lite-spac:illc fleht Ua.esdzatl-11 
co,erlo& the lea.ith aad breadth al tba Ari-• 1li&e. All .. tt .. "*" the la1t 
three )'eau bas a1rlcult1tre, lrrl1ated or otberwlcl! beea obserTed la the 1outhera 
portion of the 11te. Based oa the crlterloa for prime farmland, •• described lo 
the re1po11sa CO Volume I, Chapier 3, T ... le 3-7, H- 3-~ there ls •• prl
far111111laad at tba ArlZ011a SSC lite. TM •cares• far..U.C .. tlae dH la .,prud
mately two and one-half •lies aortll af Fl, aad two aila aortheut af JL 

pp. 4-77, TabJe 4-13. The t.bll! U1t1 poteatlal )N'ime faralud al l,400 
acres and actaa! prime rarmlaod at SOO acres, with the dllfenaa belo1 that 
potential prime farmland 11 poteatlal due t~ Us need for irrl1atloa. Pre,.loudy 
prime farmland acrea1e .,,., listed a1 36 acres ac;w It appears •• SOO. Aoy 
farming doae near tbe site, w In Markopa or Pf..aal Coll.Dty for lbt waller~ 
aeeds lrrlcatloa. Bee••• thue an M lrrlcat.loa 1y11an1 wJtbiD tile SSC a.lite 
footprint tHre Is DI. actaal prlme farmh.ad at tM Arbo•• 1Ue. 

pp. 4-94, Sectioa 4.10.l.2, seir:ond pua1ra19h. T.laa first: Metace ital.es: 
•se,.eral pba1e1 of fldd re1e•rcb at the proposed Arizona SSC alJe llaff bun 
completed by Arh:o11a Slate Uoherslty." We feel lhal full cr«dll for the l«?el 
of effort doae by the Arbo•• SSC Technical Tea• Is aot recocah:ed here. We 
would like to add tbat then Slll'T•J• pro,lde 'U'J' •nrl:r cempleta covnqe ol 
the SSC site. Hbtorlc ad archaeoloslcU alll'••P, Ila" haa H9411C&ed ol aU 
of Campas Areas A, B, ••II C; tbe lanrW be.a• accea uea• .l·I lhnaah J~ 
and a total of Hl.9 .at of CM l'iDC drcamfernce tlaat trill be lmpc.kd h:r opea 
Creach coastl'Uctloa. Tiie State Hb:tarlc PTenrYatl• Olfke ... the Bureui ol 
Laod Ma111.acemeat lacllcate that .. , •• ,.. are aot aeedell fu tb.- lllU"tl•na el 
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th• rl•I clrc••fereace tbal wlll .. coaslructed •1 tua•ella1. Addldoaal 111rYey1 
will ff affdtd for tbo1e oasola1 l•pact1 tbal caaaot bl ldeatllltd aalll tbe 
de•'1• pka .. .r the tro)ecL Tkl• w .. td lac.lade wc:b ae.tldtle1 as tU C1M11tru~ 
tlo• of roads leadla1 to ace••• 1hart1 aad th• 1elec:lloa of are•• to h ased 
for spell dlqosaL 

Volume I, Chapter 5 

pp. 5.t.1·2. Stttloa S.l.t.2. RefereDCc la ... , to oaly SO"- of tile Yolaae 
of excaYattd materials would h rock. lmplyla1 the rest woald h 1011. Tiie 
authors of the DEIS ba,, made Iba ... umptloa that faa1lo•erate materla .. are 
a 1011. Tbl1 II lacorrect. Br deflallloa fa111lomerate 11 •a 1edlmeatar1 tKk 
coa1l1lla& of 1ll1bt1y waterwor11. betero1eaeo111 fraameatl of all sizes. depo1lled 
la •• alhHl&l faa aad .. ,,, ce•••tff Jato a firm rock (Batu aad Jack1oa, ltlO),• 
EY•• aa ea1laurla1 1eolo1r ••llaltloa of soll refers oal)' to tbe •aacoa101ldated 
materlal1 abo•• hdtoek (Bata aad Jack1oa, 1980).• It le clear tbea tbat aa,. 
refereoce to faa1lomerate (or alteraathely cemeated basla.flll depo11t1) a1 a 
soil ll lacorrect. There 11 a coasl•t••t ml111ader1taadla1 about tbl• polat 
1bro•1hout tbe DEIS. Therefore, relatl•e to the t'olame of exca .. ated •aterlals, 
tb• eatlre t'Ola•a prod•ced at the Arlzoaa 1lta wlll be r8'k becaaae all •aterlat1 
to be exca••t•d ate tKU.. 

pp. 5.1.3·1, Table 5.t.J.J. Tbe worst ca!e ambleat air CO coaceatralloa1 
for tbe Arlzoaa SSC 1Ue are lacorrect. Aa e:cplalaed la tbe co•meat to Volume 
l, Chapter 4, pp 4-27, Table 4-6 aad eo•meoll to Vol••• lV, Appcadlx 5a aad 
I, the couceolratloae a1ed to ffprneat the SSC Slla 1hoald be replaced 117 
thoaa mea1ared at tb• Sierra Estrella Sallport. 

pp. S.J.J-1, Table 5.1.3-4. The estimated PM10 aad/or 
pertlcalale eml11loa1 for Ille Arlzoaa SSC Site are lacorrect. 
'•P•ulble for PM10 ••luloa1 to exceed TSP emlulou. 

total 1a1peoded 
It 11 ph71lcall7 

pp. 5.1.5-1, Sec. 5.1..5.1.B. flr1t para1raph. Add1tloaal Impacts to wildlife 
lachule PQnlltle chaa1ed pat1era1 of bumaa ptneace I• remote ana1 of the 
Wihleraeu Std1 Are• wbkb pr••••tly a.rs 'lllH6 bJ ot'f road 'fe'hlde (ORV) .. lb•· 
1la•t1. 

pp. 5.1.S..\, S.c:.. 5.1.S.l,&.l, ucoad. p&r•arapll. It sko1dd- ... •••tkhd 
th•I reclamalloa coald be ea•••ced br addltloa of fertllber which wo•ld ••h••ce 
lb• rapid de•elopmeal of de1etl 1hr11b 1pecle1. 

pp. 5.1.S·Z. Sec:. 5.1.5.1.B.I. Tb• third para1:1pb read1: 9Tha Arl:r:oaa 
Nathe Pla•I Law •rohlbll1 the cullectlo• of •••>' pla•t specie• la Arlsoaa, 
lachadlas all cacU. Major c••slractloa projec:ta reqalte permlttl•1 10 reaew 
••d re••aetatt: dl1turll•t uua.• It Uoald IN: added tliat the I•• allow• for 
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permitted remonl of 1rotected tluta thro.,ti eouenatio• aelbods. uwl toes 
aot reqatre re•q11lathn1. Fortller csplauclolri Is Clt'.ea: l• LU co111me•t .fo Vala.ate 
I, Chapter 3, Sec. 3.6.3, pp. 3-63. 

pp. 5.1.5-:Z. Sec. 5.1.5.1.B.1. Tbe fourth para1rapb, third 1eateace, reads: 
•_with 1lzeable popalatloa1 Gecarria1 la the Bender Wash (l'.5) aad Watetmaa 
Wa1b (F8) areas...•, reCerrla1 to the desert tortol1e. Altbouah addltlonal ce...,n 
of tortoise populatloa1 are aeeded, &TaUabfe faformadoa 1•11e1u that moualaia 
pedl111eat areu (e.a.. E7, Fl), ratbu tba the Iara• wa1'.b areas, npport Ille lu1er 
tortoise poplatloa.. 

pp. 5.1.$-10, Sec. 5.1.5.2.A., tarat pu11pap._ la •UU lo h meatlued 
that the clOAd t..- ,..,.1atknl -6 U.. Eaduaerd tmaatMC !Jlobeber.ry Iii J8 
mllc1 fro• the yropo• .. Ar1 ...... SSC dt., al!MI that Clelif su,.,.. of 4istariallee 
areas aro• .. the r1..- Q Arbon State UMwtrsilJ rienarclae1:9 re•ealed H 11GM
bcrr1 presnt .. Ule site. 

pp. 5.1.S..tO, Sec. 5.1.5.t.A., tint pancrapb. Alt11091h tb• •Jalltliloom.lq 
cere11s ba1 he• located oa the site, •• l•dlc•led la lb• text, It •••ds to N 
•••tloaed that thl1 cact111 occ•n at lo• dee1llle1 thro•1ho11t a lar1e rao1e 
wblcb lacl•des, h•I I& h1 •• ••••• reltrlcted to, the propo1ed SSC 11te. 

•P· 5.1.S-!9, See. 5.1.5 • .-.A., flat pr•1npla. le II ut •ee11a&r8y tr.e 
tllat the n•Hn 91 l•dtvhtair.11 wt.o poiach reptJla., cacti, amt aeaqalU .. w 
lacreau becaue or Ille Increased acce11 proYlded by ti. SSC. Uace poacblq 
Is oft•• ••1•er ••• , ... or lo• populatlo• dea11t1 ••d Jen de•eloped orr-·road
Yehlcl• ro•ln. 

pp. 5.1.S-..2, Sec. 5.1.5 .... G. (Texas~ Does this Jarq,.P lapty lhal t•e SSC 
•Ill allow la1111tl•1 ••• rlshla1 to occ11r aacoatrolled oa SSC property! 

pp. 5.1.6-3, Sec. $.l.6.1.8., secoa4 ..,-qr911h. The flrsl uacuct ru.ds: 
'71ae poteatlal ror ce•trectlq Vall.,. F.-..er at ••e Arizon 1lt11 la • 1P9Clat 
ca.e req11lrl•1 special co•trol •••••re1.• Wa q11e11ioa the 11.ece11lty of 111la1 
•special uatrol •••••res•; •ltl1atlo• for V•lley F•Yar spores ca• ba accom
pllslaed tbrH&h 1taadard dull coatrol procedures, procedure• which OSHA reaula
tlo .. •or•allJ r .. 111lra la lalih-d.sc ar...._ 

pp. 5.1.9-1, S«tloa 5.1.9.t, third par•1r1ph. The. 1eco11d 1eateace 1t1tes: 
•01111 ll•lled arc•oeoloclcal fleld ••r••Y• b••• beea completed al aa1 of lbe 
pro1101ad ll&et•. Howe•er, al lb• Ari•••• ahe Ill fl/I tha arca1 that wH1 recehe 
direct 1orran l•,.cta • C9"'•11flJ k••- •aye bed • .,.,., .. rw arcba•ol•1lcal •It•• aad •tstorle ••dllasf. Tlrh b • .. n,, el ..._.,. acres, .., Jachides all 
of Ca•paa Ate•• A., a, C, ••d 10.9 •I al tba rlq drcaiaf ..... ce. Addla1 ... 1 
1ur••Y• wool41 h r•q•lred aaly ror •C1hllle1 that caaiiot be correatl1 derlaed, 
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111cb •• the 1peclrlc locaU0111 of access roads tb access cll••beH or areas 111ed 
for spoil disposal. 

pp. 5.J.f-11 Sectlo• 5.1.9.1, fifth paraarapb. The secoad H•t••n reads: 
• Aa bl1torlc balldla1 aad sites 1ar••1 bu aot bee a performed. at Ute proposed 
Arizona SSC site, •llbou1h 1taadl111 1tructare1 are expected to h rare.• This 
1bov.Jd read: Aa blstorlc bulldlaa and 11tc11 1ar•e1 hu beea co•pleted at Ibo 
Arlzoaa SSC sit .. aad a total ol five 1truct11ru were ldeatllled, of wldcll oalJ 
oae ltracture re•alas 1tucll111. Other hbtorlc sleet laclade three areas of 
historic refuse aad two historic tnl11/road1, •rla1to1 the total of •r1torfc situ 
to 10 for the Arlzoaa SSC 1fte, 

pp. 5.1.l0-5, Sec. 5.1.10.l. Wily ls It aec111ar1 • mcdlf1 raco1nbt4 and 
widely 111ed Yl:ual claultlcatfo11- 111tem1 aad ue • .. parat111 ••tut•• fflllwallo• 
•chem• for this EIS, wben tfle Arfl:oaa dte bas alreatlJ flff• eYalaate• b7 tlle 
BLM:' 

pp. 5.1.J0-1, S.c. 5.Ll&.3.A. Tb• secon• p&Ta1rqB, seco•d se•t••ce, nadl: 
"The Impact• on Ylews from. tile Wiider•••• Stad"J Affu woald IN' natl'oaal la 
scope". Tblt 1tate .. at 11 lated n a ta.It}' ana•ptroa. For a ,..,. ... 1_,act 
to be of national 1l1nlflcaace, the Impact mu1t be .. a dellsaat~ Wll•er•'" 
Area, aot to a Wllder•n• St••r Area. 

pp. 5.:Z-J, flr1t paraarapl'a. Tb• hlartll aeatoace 1tatn: "11:e1loaal n:ccedaa«t 
of NAAQS carltoa moaoxlde llmlt1 rn11ltta1 fro• ssc:..relllted emlnlou oecar 
la Arltoaa, MJcbl1aa, North Carollaa, and Teaae1SH.11 Thh 1tatemeat b l•correct 
wltb re1pect ta Arlzoaa •• explalaed la prior commeats (Vala•• I. Clllapter 3' 
pp. J..67, Mctloa 17.4; Volwme I, t'.:tmpter .t, Jp. 4-2'7, Tabla +.d; Vol••• f, 
Cllapter 5, pp. 5.1.3-7, Tabre·5.t.3-3t etc.} 

pp. 5.J..t, NC. 5.3.2.1: This meatfoas tbat I• I'll• a•se•c• or the SSC tle 
Mt.rlcopa 11t11 would remain a popular multiple a1e recrentlo11al ana la ••• 
Sonora• duert. How 11 popalar dcflaed. b7 the aum•er of people that a1e It. •1 bow aacb tboM tlnit •• ... It Ilk• lt1' As h st•• .. -It r. a• ••fair amt 
ml1leadla1 1tate•e•t ••• sloal• k nmo•ed t.o reflect •· Its• peJoralh• ,.,.pee. 
dYe. 

pp. 5.4-1, Secllo• 5.4. This section refeH lo the 10111 of •~tracta•I• •etalllc 
re1oarces la Arbo•• aad olbar ata1e1 r11alt1a1 fl'O• 11tr.1 de SSC. ne Dl:IS 
lloes ackaowled1e lltat tllll1 lo1s woald be of lltU• ecoaomle lmportaact. Tbl1 
1tate•eat bi la co•pl•t• cntndlctloa with Ta•re 5.6-3 aad" tbe eoacra1laa1 
ahut ecoaoalc 1u1011c rnHreu hr A:ppea•lx $;. S.cL S.1.1.1'. Fer a .. sa1Hc 
resoarca to be a:ttractable l'mpllcs tlat tile raoarca ._ .... 17,. ot ere nl 
tbsrefore of 10111a ecaaomlc 1lgalficaaca. Table 5.f..J aal tbe HCtloa cited f• 
Appeadlx 5 polat oat ••rJ clearly that w•ate••r tb• aatare er ••• raaarce1 
present at the Arizona 1f1e tll•J arc aaecoaomlc or of llttl• ec0111omlc 1l1alncaan. 
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By (ho: lc,i:le aormally 111ed la ev11luatla1 tbc economic worth cl aeoloelc re-
1011rc11, the putentlaJ rcso11rce1 al llue Arlzoi:ia she are Ru.i extractable because 
they are a:111 econDmlc. Sta!ea.eau su;1ei!lai :hat there 11re extractable 1t1oloalc: 
nsou~ce1 at the Arl.coaa 1lle arc la or.:.rror and c1nifl•illcl mor~ accurote 1tale
•ents la tbc DEIS IUeU. 

Vctul'!l'e IV, Apucndh: l-3 

Appendix I, He. 1,2, pp. I. Uader the u..:llGll on Arb:on:11 II Hads: •The 
proposal located 1!.9 ml (22%) ol tbe colllder rhzg ha C:i!t·li!ld•C01't:r tunnel aad 

·th• l't·maluder la t1Ja1tel boring machine (TBM) huuiel. Tb~ proposal limited 
the ma);lmuim d'!'pth of ciat-aad-coYer tuuad ti? 80 fi below the ••lstlag ground 
surface. Howe•er, In some areas the pf(.tl)OS~d c11t-.t1:cd-cov2r wiis actually &realer 
thaa 80 rt. aad 111 thes12 are111 this was chani;ed to TDM: t"na.z), Abo, where 
the cut-at<d-cetver tuuoel crossed the Gib, JJ°'od-MarkGJMI. Raad, the Southera 
PaclClc Railroad tracks, and the Buttr.1·rl-e14 Stitte Ra"te the cut-aud·cov~~ tunad 
wa~ chanreit to Tilt\t lu1uad brie:iuse thesoe f:.tclllti~s sho11ld not ltit ln~errupted 
or destroyed by epea c•l co111tttcUion. This rei:whs la a total or 6.0 ral (llo/,) 
er the c'Jt!lder ria1 111 cut-aad-co,er tunnel.• Nt1m.~1oa1 m!stake• ha.-e bee11 
aiade In then calculalloas. Finl, the Arboom-ftia.flcopa SSC Site Proposal, 
submitted Sept. 2,, 1987 did not Umlt the maxiunun de,th or cu~-a11d-c1ncr to 
80 t.eet. la fact la Voham~ l, Pase 93, flut p::~~araph, of ft1• Arbooa Proposal 
It says: "Tha experleace or local coutractora wllh tlte faoalomcr.!!.!e demonstrates, 
howe,er, stable ope .. -cul cxca¥1\tfou1 lo llepths o!' b:r:twoeu 1(1 aad 100 feet." 
Second, at the e1l11I of Che 121me p11rai\r1iph it ~,.a: MHowoTtr, e:cp.:rleoce shows 
there Is 1ls:u.llic.t:aC iucrensed rlexibUl!y u1d reduced eocts asiae; -c:ut·aad-l!ll a$ 
aa alterisa(he to TBM h1oaello1 up to a d;,p~h of IGO feet.• 

Ba~ff 011 Flz:~ire J-2 from the Arli:1n11.!!.-t\~adcor• SSC Sile Propoaal (lhe 
l:l·i,000 :oea!~ r,r(;U·tectioa) r;n~ u:.iaa lOO t~::• 1u~ t~.e a\all.hu1tm deptll for cut
aod-cov.:.r lu11nel (ile follo-..i!!JJ l.!~i:hs ar e»L1jcr rine co111d be coastrucled Gslae; 
t•C-11u~J-.:an1r cnnst:ucti<>o; 

1) 011 tbe w~1t side ot the alhi, fc")m KJ ~o J1u1a south &l th!i! Matictlp.f.
Gila Bead Ro.ad, 

This b approdmatilly l.SS ml. Auu.miDC a 1/4 •I ltaetb or this scctlo11 
w.gald lia¥e to bo h1a11eled aader the S.P. Rallro.ad (which 11 certs.ialy excesshe 
h~cause wh.:ire thfl Central Arizona ProJ11ct ('anal c:roue• r111Jrosid tracks and 
Interstate• IC re•&ia1 1urface C:'ID,tructloa to .1prrnxlm&tel1 100 a.atcr~ from 
the actual concern'1d area) lhls woi:r.ld he l.6 !al or cut-aiul-cou:r tuaad. 

2) O• the •a~t side of the site, from ml!e 4.3 to •lie 12.75 

Thi' 11 approxl111atel1 S.45 ml. Assumlac s l/<1 ml leaath under th• Batter
flt:ld Scace rottle, &•ti a 1/3 ml lent:th 111ader the Giia Bu1d-Marl.co.,a Rond and 
S.P. Rsllroad (which ar• aloaaside each other) would have lo h t•aaeled, this 
would lMr 7.9 m! of cut-and-cou:r tu1:1nel. 

These two seclloas total to 11.S ml (21.7~•} of cut-and-cover for the main 
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Vo\aat: t\'1 Avp•dh: Sa 

s~tfou .r t•• DEIS dlscuulPS" nrtb resourcts (DEIS, VeL I, CUp ... Sect. 
4.1; Vol. I, C!lap. 5, Sect. 5.1.1; aod Appe11dlx 5, Sect. 5.1.1) all nfter from 
•311k mlsanderstandiap la t~e detlnltlot11 or some lecbctilcal lena• aH• and tbe 
&*'nloXfc 10Ula1i1 or the Arizona SSC site. 

~P:· l, S.ctloa. 5.1, p11ra1raph 1. Tbb parawraptri eonoct1y Jotats wt th1t 
11:lz .\rl~ona alte lo: la lb• Basha ~•d Raa1e pby:slo1rapbic Jro•lact, b11t proper 
CbPYlalio111 of 1r•mmar necessitate thee the words basia aod ranae 1hould be 
c.-pltal1zed (YandeaDolder, I9fllt). 

Tlte tena haJelfa 11 r.correctly ased: to chscribe the intermeata::at •alleys adjacent 
to tt.e Maricopa lftoaatalll•· 8"aJAdil dncrlbet -m &road, tnli"aaoas ::an1,.-ra1 slope 
or 1~t11tly '•ell•etl detl'ltal hrt·ac• extendlaa: f'rom the baJe or ••••ts.i• r11111es 
011t JI.to ••ii aroaod n llll'aod hsi•, formed b1' the lster•I coalnclt9c• of • 
so!!rlH or •tparste kt coaffu'!'et alf11Yls-t (an, .. 1 h'r•1 at1 aa1halat1..- character 
doe to lhe c11,"e:dttn of rtae comtoue~t fau. A lta!ada k • nrrace or 'l!ug:. 
1IJ.!.a.n. u cutra•ttid' with a ,..nme•t, a 111rfac• ar· wif24 that ncfllllffe• a 
OaJ111da 111 sur(aet" font (Bales nd Ja~hoa, lftO).• As th detrllal surfaces 
exto!ndl•1 awa7 from· th ~rlcopa Mba~h.lrrt .,.. erOstoaal mrfaetts (P••rthree, 
19i'3), a correct dtaracteri':r11.tl,.,a woa;bt le tfut.t of a pedtmeol. All refer.aces 
to " ilaJada arc hr9.pprop~ate a-,d rncorrect. 

Tbt \'fff.r•tihkalh CCH'l'eet wq .r statt:i1 tt&11 tat ••tesce 11'Wld. be: .,.hru 
r:::s~or lllral••P' an present lu the dee ana: Waterman Wash, 'fl'bkh drataa the 
aord1e1t11 4u"dra111t IMo Rdabo" V arr er. Sead£>r Wash, w!rkb recel•ci• nnotr 
froRi ths to11tll ... a<Ntlliwest portloa of tile Ma1; a:ad Vertef' Wash, whJd tlraras 
the ;c;;athe•sot 4u•nn1t t.llJ thc!t Vetol Vaffer.• ' 

pp. i. Sect. 5.t.1.2, pa'l'•JT•'11l f, The DEIS llil•tet that "tbe t\att tta1e 
••e.:i to approti:lmat• th •et• of rock ••Its l'I die ·~c:ade of Norlb Am-rrlca• 
Geuloa;J 1981 Georo;lc- 'th11e Scale .. {Pafuter, J'8J)," .... ,.., throa1float ttt. 
••tlrit •11ca•llot1 ur lfr•ft\•apby aad'- "tli•losfes 11rneat at the Arrxe11a· db 
1b!11 time 1ct1le ta at n~d. FOi' n:tm,I•, th D£IS mat.et ,,,,_rnce to cra•lttc 
roclu at the tlte f1tn1ed J:,400 MiUioa ,.ear1 •co 4urfa1 111• early Proterozol~ 
(p. fi). Accordl•1 tc Palmer (1983) 3,400 Ma Is th~ boa•d.ary ktweea tbe Early 
aad. Middk ArcMao., •.t 01• t.arly rrotero;io\c, tba act•a1 aait of the 1raalitlt: 
rocks present at the sile, Tertiary rocks er• 1he11 •• qe raai:e or J.I to fi5 
Ma, yet Pllmer (1983} drilaes th• Tertl•l'J •• ?.6 to 66.4 Ma. Middle •~• tate 
Tert!"'rJ •I• ltaaadadn ar• 4efhed' (1'0- te 4'ft Ml& aad l',t to lO ~ rir11,1tcthelJ) •1 ~he DEIS. yet Palmer (1'983) «oet .-ot formaHy dhlde rhe TerllarJ Period 
la!o IArly, Mtcl&, ••I' Lat• ljt0elri1. h Arlzon, laformal a:1a10 •enau the 
MJddle Terllary at Oll'c~n• to E:arly Mld--Mlocn• (36.6 hi l!.l Ma), aad Lare 
Tert~arr •• Middle MJ4 .. Miocene to the P11ouae-1'elstoc••• boli1111tary {15.1 to 
1.6 Ma). The DEIS 1oe11 on 10 defla• the La!e TerUstJ aa 50 Ma. 1'111• der .. 
laUloa !s problemallc al be1t, for the Late Terlbry 11 1.6 to JS.1 Ma le Arizona 
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laformal 1ua1e. or 5& P.fa could 1-e dcfloloc tbe Early Tcrllat')'. Usa.&e tu111:ests, 
but I• by •o means de:ar tb11C the DEIS Is dbc1uslo1 rocks ol Lete Tertiary 
a;ie (1.6 to 15.1 Ma). Finally, tbe Quaferu•ry Is detlaC"d la tbe DEIS as 1.8 Ma 
to pl'eseot, wbcreal Palmer (198.J) dertaes the Quateraary P'erla4 u 1.6 Ma lo 
prueat. Altbou1b softlle •IKbt [lad these dl.s~ha~tlo11s trh!ai, Ille Jt'Oillem ls 
•Y•Jtomallc of the DEIS la 1eoeral. A Ume sctle Is 1peclfled •1 the DEIS, 
but aot a1ed 111 prac:ilce, which la tura lot1d1 to mlsli!,Acifa1 aad la •••1 la&taaces 
h1correcl co11duslo .. 1. 

pp. l, F!1ure 5.1.1-1. The Figure mAk .. 1 referrscc- to, the Bot&. H:Tls; this 
feature ls lacorrecUy labelled aad s.hoahi read ilwl1h. Hllh. 

p,. 3, Fla;ure 5.1.J-2. Thi.s Flt;ure suffers from a lack of prGoCreadlas. 
Ylolatloa of the rules of 1tr&:l1raphit' ao111e11clat11re, aod poorly compiled data. 
Geoloslc •nit X,i. Is mfsla•elled 1abbero, the correct 1pellla1 11 111hbr11. . Tlte 
only formal 1traU1raphlc ••lllle recogulzed at the Adzoaa site Is Pl••I Schl$t, 
all other rock aalt ••mes are h1for.,al aod shotlld aot •e capitalized. Examph!E 
•f lhi• error Include: Booth HUI Quarh: niorite ratfller Uu111 the ccorrcct Booth 
Hiii• quartz 41orlte1 aad Porphyritic Graalte rath.:;r th11.a the t:orri:ct porphyritic 
11aalte. All Proterozoic rock ••il•, exce51l for t•ll Pinal Schlsc, all Tertiary 
rock ••its, aad all Quatcna1y rock u11:lu. haYe Informal 1tr•tf1raphJc aame., to 
portray thc5e rock •nit• otherwl~e I• mlslcadla.1 and Incorrect. Tiie co1neaHons 
of 1tr.cfir;rapblc aom9aclahare a!10 art:' Yloiated ia Table 5.1.1-1. 4110, Fi11ne 
S.!.1-l 1bow:1 a fault coaCact •elwC!ea Middle Tertiary •olcaale as.d Hlflmeatary 
roi:ks cad Q!o11.!er11x:ry-Tertlary f•ae,lomerate. Tbe relatfo•shJp Hcweea b•sio
flll 1edlme•ts aad bedrock Is re.rely exposed, but where U ba1 beea obso:r,ed 
(Sacaton aad Twl• Butte• ci.pe•-pU ml.i::r.ec, and boria11 la Vekol Valley) It Iii 
alway• dep@!l:ltloaal. There i• ao e11lde•ce Ce larer fault contact lil<!!t1'e•• the 
lu11h1-flll 1edhseal• aad bed1oek at the 4rii.oaa 9lle. RtiaoYe die fauh 1ym
holov;y, 11u:h th•I ••e stratl1rapblc eolu..ma rt:flect1 the earreat lao1'!edae of 
the dte. l.:istly, the 11pproxlu:ate maximum thlckaess or the Qu11oter11ary 11!!11vlum 
1h1po1d11: b: v.e.st!y e1'ere1Unu1tcd al lJO fee!. A11 :i:t1.telf le the Marlc:op• Site 
pro11os.e.I (Vol. J, Stet. 3.5.1.1, p. 39) a!luv!u• rel~n only to lbo~e aaeo&sofilf&ted 
aad •o•-ladurated seillmeats !ypicaily f'ilui:d as 1t1rrace solPs. A rinlew of the 
sdsmlie rchac:tlGa data pro•lded lo DOE l• ibe 1'1an:h 15, 1981 Sarplemeatal 
Data Su.hml,slou (A.ppeadlee1 15-11 IS-4, 15-5, 15-8, aad 15-J) argge111 Chai the 
••xlmu• lhlckaa11 ef alluYhn• ratf!llJ exceed1 20 feet ••d fs more typically I 
to 10 fef'l. (a fact, Tabl• 5.1.l-I 41:scribe1 the Qt1ater•ar1 •"••l•m •• 1h!n. 
df'poslr1 or u:q,d ••d 1IU d.lrect:y coatradlcclnir; the tblckri~H !11,cd la Fl1ar11: 
S.!.J-1. 

PP.· ~ •od S, T11ble !!Ii.I.I-I. The coaYeatlou1 of 1tratl1u1phie aomeadaturc 
are •1•i• vlo!11tc4 la Ilda table. The cal•ma lalielled •foimatloa'" ••cl l>e re
labelled rodie ualts. for there are •o form•llY •••ed foraoatloa1 rcco1alzed •• 
the Arl:.cooa site, wUh the exceptlo• of Plaal Schist. All rock a111U aame11 m11st 
h relabetled to refll!lcl coufor•a11ce whh 1rratt1raphic aomeaclaiare aad afaadard. 
1eoloalc practice aecardtac to &be follo~l•1 tab!e: 
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DEIS 

Basl•-flll 
(Yo••1•r Faa1lo•erate) 

Baala-flll 
(Older Faaalomerate) 

Upper Coa1tomerate 

Welded Taff 

Basalt Flows 

Porphyritic Granite 

Booth Hiiis Quartr 
Dhs.rlte 

Plaal Schist 

Correct•• Label 

All•d•• 
(Qaa1eraary) 

••••a .. r111 
(JHa&er faasloaaFale) 
(Qaareraar1-Tertiary) 

Basia-IHI 
(older faa1lo•erate) 
(Qaaleraarr-Tertlar1) 

Upper coa1lomerale 
(Terllary) 

Welded taff 
(Tertiary) 

Mlddle coa1lomerate 
(Tertlar1) 

Basalt flows 
(Terllary) 

Lower coaato .. rate 
(Terllary) 

Porpb1rltlc araalte 
(Early Pr11t1rozolc) 

Boot• Hiib •••rt:r dlorUe 
(l.arl:r 'Pnter~oh:) 

Plaal Schist 
(Earlr Proterozoic) 

La1tly, wllh rqard to lhe rock aaU (Formatloa) colama, .-br are the •1•• 
oaly show• for th• Tertiary? Slaadard ••• correct ..-actlce woald dictate tbet 
Ua 1.1-.1 sho.W. lie Uste• (o, •H l'OC-11. ••lits aa sbo•• abo••· 

Tbe "Othe' Cbaracte,lsllcs• col•m• ror Ch• lo"er co•1loaerate pro.-ldff •l1leadle1 
laformaUoa. I! diould read, •ctaata are IYtlcally oa• lach la •la••tu, ht 
ca• be locally •• 1•1'1• •• three feet.• Tiie •••• columa detc1'l•l•1 rracture 
fllllaas wllhla tb• Booth Hiiia 4aart:1 dlorlce la also alaleadl•I· Epldote la aot 
replacla1 blotlte ••d bor11bleade aloa1 all fract•res la thlt roc:k aalt, aor la II 
presea\ aloa1 aH lradare1. The llrst Hateace of t•b coloma aboald be COf" 

reeled to read, "Aloa1 ulie fractures •phlote la 1re1eat, aad loc&llJ replace• 
blotlte eed borableade ••• • 

pp. '· Secllo• 5.t.IJ. The mo1t l•portaat Ila" la tbl1 aectloa dltcu11ln• .. 
• 
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the 1traU1raphy or lbe Arizona 1Ue 11 lbe wrl11eo descr!ptloa oD DEIS pa1e 6. 
Tbe 1ecUoD co11lal111 ab1111daol erron and 1n&tl)' co•(111e1 a dmple 1eolo1lc 
1tttlo1. The text rehn to 1ra111Clc rocks or A~t"be.an are tb1il do •ot exist. 
No Archean rocks are knowa In the wester• U.S. Cordlllera 1nutb or the Chey
eaoe bell la 1011tber11 Wyomlna: (Karbtrom and othen, 1987), Tiie aranlllc 
rocks at the Arizona 11te are thouaht to lie Early Proterozoic (approximately 
1.7 Ga) by correlation lf'Ub dmllar axpo1ures lo ceatral Arh:oaa (Reyaolds, 
1987). A radiometric a1t! determination for the porphyrltk 1ranlle la c11rrc0Uy 
uoderway (DeWitt, 1988). Other errors lnchule Incorrect a1e aueumeots (dls
cuHed abore), and refercoctc1 to aoa-exllleat rock types 1uch •• dloolle a:id 
porphyrlte 1raolte. The rulfowla& le•t pro•ldes a prererable and~ s11mmary 
or lhe 1tr•tl1raphy present at the Arlzoaa slle. 

The Arh:ooa lite Is comp,ued predominantly or Early Prolerozolc'(l.6 
to' 2.5 Ga) plutoolc aod metamorphic rock1. The oldest rock uclt, 
Early Proterozoic Pinal Schist, occurs la the 1outber1i Maricopa Moun
lalo1. The schist ba1 beea Intruded by E1rly Proterozoic: 1raaltk 
rocks, or ,..hlch most or the 1lte Is coO.posed. The plutoo.lc rocks 
coaslst or two separ1te 1raoltlc pt..1001 a11d a dlorltlc plutoo. Thi!! 
Early Proterozoic 1raolte1 coo1ist or ao older porphyritic 1raalte 
which b Intruded by dlk1t1 and lrre1ular mauec or leucocratlc 1raolte. 
Marie and rel,l!e dlke1 or presumed Tertiary (1.6 tu 66.4 Ma) •1e 
locally lotrude tbe cry1talllae rocks. A se4uence or middle Tertiary 
(JS.I to 36.6 Ma) 1edlmeotary and •olc:aalc rockc OYerllea the Protero
zoic basement la the 1outheasttra c:oroer or the raoze. Tbl1 sequence 
eoaslst1 or a 1eaUy soutbwest~dlpplo1 ltack or rocks tbst fof1D aa 
a1ymmetrl~ 1oatbe•1terly pl1101lo1 lrour;h that dh•ppe:1.r1 beneath 
youo1er 1edlmen1s. From olde1t to youa11:est the .u:ilddle Tertiary rock• 
are lo,..er con1lomef11e, ba1alt, middle cooa;lomerate, welded tclf, 
and apper coa1Jomerate. The total tblck11eu or the middle Tertiary 
1ectlon- 11 la excen of l,lSO feet. A whole-rock K-Ar aae determlo
•lloo bas yielded a• 11e or 20..44 Ma (E•rly Mloceee) ror the ba1al1 
rrom tbil 1equeac:e (Sbaflqullah and otben, 19110). Tbe alluwlal bulas 
1urro11ndla1 the Maricopa Mowntalns conlaln Late Tertiary (1.6 to 
15.1 Ma) and you111er elastic 1edlmenta •II to 1e•eral tboau.ad feet 
thick. Fana:lomerate, locally cooalom.erallc allu•l•I ran di!po5its 
cemented by calcium carbonate, 11 lbe predomioant lllholory lo the 
basins. O•erlyln1 the ranclomerate are unconsolidated and ooa-ln
d11rated sediments (all11•h1m) lyplcally fo111od 11 1111rface 10111 I• the 
desert ltasla1 of the So11tbwe1t. 

pp. 6, Seclloa 5.1.1.l. Proterozoic rock• at the Arlzoaa alte are dacrlbed 
11 oYer 510-mllllon-)'ean old, which would also lacl11de Archean rocks, It theJ 
were present. Correct lo read Earl)' Proterozoic (1.6 to 2.5 Ga). 

Allu•l11m aad faaclomerale are a1ed 1yaoaymoa1ly lo characterize the basln-lllJ 
aedlmeot1 that the colllder taaael wlll Intersect. Tbete 1wo term• are _aol 
1yaoamyas, All•,l•m de1crlbe1 ooly tbo1e 11ncoa1olldated aod noa-ladurated 
1edlment1 fo11ad aa oear surface 10111. The colllder toaael wlll aot II• ho1ted 
by ••Y of this material. Fanalomerate ldeatlrle1 those materials uaderlyla1 the 
allu,.l11m thal are locall)' coaclomeratlc alludal la• deposits cemeatelll by calcho11 
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carbo••••· It ls tb• raaal•••r•t• ••It• •••• c ... tltat• •ott or tbe •aterlal 
tbe collld•r rla1 •Ill l~terncL 

pp. ID, S.ctloa S.l.t.•. Tbl1 oatlro tectl" 1l•n a •l1leadla1 ••• lacoapleta 
•••crlptto• or tl10 ••1laffrla1 cbancterbtla of ••• 111.. Aa 1•c• It cntrlht11 
Uttla ta tlta Draft Ea'flrM•••tal lapact Stat ... at, w•lclt la ••J "9111 ab011ld 
n1trlct 1t1elf to auaulaa tit• ,.1aatlal ... 1,..aeatal l•J•c:t1 of altl•1t ••lldlaf, 
aad oparalla1 tlu. SSC. lf •••l .. tlaa tb ••alaurlq coan11.••-- of bv.Udh111 
tit• SSC at ••J 1haa 11ta It a 1ul of tlte 11ta ••aluatloa proceu at pr .. eat, 
ll abo11ld IN doa1 tltroaab a foca .... tbo .... 1•, aad a«arata 11g!p11r!9• 1tady. 

la partlcalar II 11 appareat that lite A.rlaoaaRMllrlcopa 11te proposal aad Iba 
ala• ea1111eerla1 reports prodded to DOE (Maire• 15, 1981 ••b•lttal) that ••n• 
u backaroaad for th• aUe propo1al b••• .... laapproprlatelJ parapbra1ed, 
d•pllrte4, alld •lscns.traed. TIMM 1'1PfM'\S at• , ... rualb or • pr•11mlaa1'J 
1eotechalcal l••••tlaatlo• of the Arizona •It• that •'•l••t• th• sit• oa the 
ba•I• of rock ••H c•aracterl1tlc1. Tbl1 appro•c• pro•ldn the 1reate1t •tllltJ 
wbea alle•ptla1 to •••luate the ••1laeerla1 al1alflcaace of eartlli •••11rlal1 for 
coaslr•ctloa aad to ••t•r•lae the appropriate coastruclloa ••lbodol•IY· A• 
portrayed la tbl1 1ectloa ef the DEIS, aearl7 three yearf of 11t~peclflc l••esll~ 
1atloa1 •••• bee• praNot•• la a way that II of •o h•eflt to ffalaatl•1 tb• 
l1R•• or laterut, tit.at b, ]IOtntlal n•lroa•eatal lmpacta. It ls oar oplaloa 
that 1um111arle1 of 1aoea1laeerla1 coadltlou for all 1Uea aboald h remo•ed 
Ito• the llaal EIS becadH ao 1lt• 11 •••lasted approprlatel7. Sa1pectla1 that 
1bl1 wlll aot oecar, oaly Jbe major errou la this 1eetloa are crUJqaed •• follows., 
llut II 11 1tre11ed that tbe Mello• 11 replete with error and •l11i1adet1taadla1 
end aot repre1eatat1Ye or the coo1lderable proles1loaal ••1laeerla1 data that 
wa• supplied to DOI for r••l•w. 

Tb• •bullets• ldeallr7l111 Che 1eota1laeeda1 •aterlab at the Arizona sit• dllfer-
eallate ba1la~1111 ......... (1oua1er ••• older raa1lo•erate) ••• raa1l•••rate; 
aad this erro11eoa1 lateritretatlo• carrle1 t•r••clt tU DEIS lo H•eral other 
ph11ce1 •• well. 1'hese cwo term• refer to t•e ... , roC!k aalt, theretor•, there 
11 ao 11etd to 1t1bdhlde lb•• Jato two call&orl... Correet the ltulleta ••Cb lhal 
a hparate llullet tor faaalomeral• doe• aol appfar, aalll correet all ocher refer~ 
eace1 la the doca .. eat tbal coara•• these strata, 

The 1ecoad-t ... 1ast ••aleace oa pp. 10 1latn; •aeceat alla•I•• al tbe Arlzoaa 
slt• waa aot •tu.died ••• • Tbl1 I• .. t tru. ll•JOrts 1t1 Nowatskl aad other' 
(1988) aad Beckwith aad Week• (1988)1 prevloasl7 ••pplled to DOE, describe 
borlo11, 1 .. 1101 11rocedar11, aad results ot lbose t11t1 for the Receat alla•lam. 
Tb• aext uateace ••11111tio tLat "soft clar .. aacoasolldated nods, aad cellap1 .... 
•••eepUble tolls ••7 h preHat• al lb• -'tt. These ape,elllc coadltloa1 caa 
aad do ctecar la sl•ll•r •••lroa•••t• •• aoted •1 the DEIS, but tbe7 are IJlJ. 
kaowa to h pre•ale•t or •••• ••Jor coa11ltaea11 at the Arlzoaa altt, aad 
tbeJ He tHtlul1 •u1.1ad fn t.1 ••1laaen wukla1-la Arboaa •bea th• coadl
tlo•• are reco1alsffl. laclusloa or till• 4aoted atate•eat la simply apecalatloa 
lly lbe DEIS aatbon aad 11 aol dereaded .,. ju1dlied II)' ••1 data, Correct the 
la•1•a1e I• the D!IS to ttllttt the true coatlltlou or the Arizoaa site. 
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pp. 11, p•r•araph 1. The tttoad to last teateace reads: •uasla-flll Is 
fo11ad at 13 shaft localloa1, two experlmeatal balls, aad ·the boost.er facilltles.• 
Arizona SSC Project data 111111est1 lhal basin-fill will be fo11nd at four experl
meatal balls (Kl, K.J, X4, aad K!), aot two, &ad at 18 shafls, aot 13 (Arlzoaa
Marlcopa SSC Proposal, 1917; ,.olame 3, fl1ure 3-1). la addltloa, the last saateace 
1tate1, •Faa1lo•arata hi expected at oal7 oaa 1haft locatloa.• na tarm1 raula-
1111 aad faa1lo•arata .,. a1ed Jatercbaa1eablJ to based oa the predoa1 comment 
18 1halt1, aot oaa, are la faa1lomante. 

pp. 11 para1raph 2. T•a nnt uateace 11 aa lacomplele seateacl whose 
•eaala1 11 aac:lear. The Hcoad Hateace refers to "1ood 11rea1tb characterl•l
lcs." Thi• ter• I• u•Jecll'• tad of •o ••••las I• •• ••1laeerla1 coa1ex1. 
Cerl•lal1 adequate •••• an •Tallable to acairat•IJ portray lhe fa,orabllltJ or 
tbe1e ••lerlal1 for c..,tnctloa. Pl•••• ••l1•e "pod" Hrea1tb aad It• atteadaat 
lapllcatloa1 fol' ea1laffrla1. ne laH para1raph Implies tbal the 1eoe111laeerla1 
properties of lbe faaalomerate .,. lta1ed 1olel7 •Po• the U-alfied Soll Cla11Ulca· 
tloa Sy1tem. Coa1lderebl7 more thaa the lta1lc aoll ela11lflcatloo1 11 know• about 
these aaterlab. A tborou1• re,lew of all data 1altmltted to DOE ren1•l1 that 
thue propertle1 are know• from a 111temallc teltl•I proaram that lacluded: 
lleld slope tutlaa. sine aaal71e9, Atlerbar1 llml11 eaal7ae1, direct 1bear te1Ua1. 
uacoa1olldate4 aadralaed trlasl•I tntla1, compactlo• taat1, dllato•eter aad 
pre11uremeter test, permealtl1U7 tut1, aad coa1olldatloa le1t1. Correct the 
DEIS l••1••1• tu reflect: the 1real4H kaowledae of the faa1loaerate materlal1 
thau It curre•tlJ' 1u11nlL 

pp. 11, paratrapb J. Cbaaae lhe fourtla 1eateace to n•d, "Qaartz dlorlte 
••J' be eacoaater.ct, but 11 aot especCed, la esca•allon• for the ltoo1ter/laJector 
facllltles.• la the eext Hateace 1ranlllc rock aalt1 ar• reco1nlzed .. ba•la1 
"f•lr to 1ood ltre•ttb charecterhtlea." A1•1•, eoa1lderable aaal)'•e• are •••II· 
able to 4eflae the r.ck ••u prapertles l•portaat to SSC coaslnctloa. Plea1e 
deflae ralr to 1oo4 1trea1tb aad esplela Its rele•eace. 

pp. 11, ••ratrapb <I. Secoad b•lleted Item refers to espectatloas that 
properlle1 la the 1raaltlc rock1 wlll Tar)' rapldl7. Exactl7 wbat propertle1 are 
expected to 'ary and how ra1t ar o•er bow 1001 aa later,al wlll the)' ••r11 
la •• ea1laeerlat cealest tbl1 e•aluatloa h •l1leadla1 If aot aule11. If lbe 
M•teace refers to the 1101uh1!cal propertle1 of the 1r••lllc rock•, to topic 
af •arlablllt7 ••• .,eaa d1sca1aed la det11J la docameal1 nlt•ltted to the DOE 
(•ff 3/15/11 1ultmlttal, Appeadlx 15-2, p. 61-63.). The third ballated Item refers 
to "raphl" c•••tH a1ala; pie ... •ell•• tbe meeala1 of r1pld la thll case. From 
the •Tallable ••ta, ... , kaowled1e•ble ea1Jnaen •o•ld conclude tbat th• '•rla
tloa la tba 1eotechalc.al propertle1 af aay of Iba 1raaltlc or •olcaalc rock maa1e1 
at the site la aot partlcularlJ creat for tunael aa• 1haft con1tractloa, nor would 
tbl1 Yarlatloa occar aYer aafaYoralal7 short •11tancn. Greater Yarl1tloa 11 
espected la the 'olca•lc a1se•.,l•1• tbaa that esUmated for the 1raaltlc rock1, 
aoaetbele11 prora11loul ••tlaeen work.lat wldl all tba aYallable ••t• ba'e 
Jadced these materlal1 •• aa ascalle•t •edlaa far c1aaelll11 (1ee 3/15/88 1ub
alttal, Appeadlx 15-2, p. 63·64). 
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pp. 14, fo•rth •b•lle1.• Ad• lbe followla1 • ••• It perched 1rouadwa1er 
occurs al thl1 depth h b well below the el"·allo11 of lhe c:olllder t11nne1.• 

pp. %7, parasr•p• 2. TIM la1t ua•eace reads: "R•co•era•le aroandwafer 
yolame I• 1tora1• llu bee• esUaatetl to lie altoat 3.1 mllUo• acr ... rt In the 
•pper J,500 ti of ut•rat•• 1Himenb (HolleU aad Mule 198?; WU1oa l9'7!il): 
This estimate ef 3.1 •af wu rlrat lo••• I• WH1oa (1979) aad auame• reserve• 
Of 1.5 m.lllloD ac:re-.lt from 0 to 500 fut Hlow the water table, aad 1.6 million 
acre-ft fro• 500 Co 1.$00 flielow the water tahle. Farther work fliy Holletc and 
Marie (1987) reriae• the estimate froa 0 to "'50 feet llelow the water table to 
375,000 acre-IL Au~mla1 the lower 1actloa, fro• 500 to 1,500 feet to be eorrec:t 
tbaa a more raa1osable e1llmale for basin water reHne1 weuld be 1.0 •lllloa 
acre-ft. 

Thb 11 also fo•ad la Vol. 4, Appe11dlz 7. pp. 96 

pp. 33, Sectlo11 5.1.l.1. The 1eco11d 1enle11ce reads: •The ex1reme hlii;h 
tem~ralwre ruorded wa• JlJ°F J• S.p¥ember-. Tbb Is hu:orracr U should 
read: The extreme hl1h temperatare recorded w-a1 lll"F lo JulJ •• .(Sellen aad 
Hill,- 1974) 

pp. 42, Section 5.J.4.2, part B. Tiie foarU1 1enteace reads: •11 1hoali be 
aoted that ao data are a•ellable for Slcrra Estrella Sallport afler 1971 (Pro•l
denl Eaercy Compaa)' 1979).• Moallorl•1 at the Sierra Estrella Sallport continued 
aatll 1980 lor ozone, 1981 lor carbon monoxide and altro1en dioxide, a11d 1982 
lor 1ullur dioxide and TSP. Data lor these )'ears w-ere Included la section 5 or 
cbe March IS. 15111 Arl&oaa ••bmittai lo the Department of £aersy. ·These 
data are also reported la the aa1111al air qaallty reportl luaed by the Arlzoaa 
Department of Ea•lroameatal Qa.allty (,tDEQ) (formerly the Arlzo•a Department 
of Health Sert·lces). The Estrella Sallporl Si1e Is Identified la the ADEQ docu
ments as fbe Maricopa site for Plaal Co•nty. 

pp. 44, Table 5.1.4~J. The Table presents hl1hest I-hr aad 1-llr reeloaal 
CO conceatralloas measured I• tbe Phoenix metropolltaa area for back.around 
CO coaceatratlons at the SSC •lte. The CO conceatratloas Indicated In Table 
5.l.4-l should ff replaced by cartao•- •oaoxlde coaceatra1lo•s mea•urell at the 
Sierra Elifrella Sallpe" fro• 1976 throa1la 1981. D11rla1 lhe1e years. the lal1bes1 
a•aaal I-boar co•ce•tratloa raa1ed fro• 1,416 •II•' to 13,714 •&!•' aad tht 
hlabest a••val 1-boar coaceatratlo111 ra••" rrom 915 •II•' to 7.200 111/m1• 

pp. 45, Fi2•re S.t.4-1. The locatfon of the Sferra E11relfa Saflport is 
approximately 6 al ENE of Mobile aot SE as •howa la the Fl111re. 

pp. 46, part D. The la1t 1eateace reads: "The closest PSD Clan I are• 
lh•t permits mlalmaJ air quality dcterlor1tloa Js Supcnrltloo Wllderocn 30 ml 
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•orlhwe1C or lbe 1Ue.• The acl•aJ dl1taace or the Superstltlo• Wilderness 
from the SSC Slee 11 50 ml. 

pp. 50, Fl1•re 5.1.5-1. T•• .. , 1llowla1 the localloa of 1eulth"e aolse 
recep1or1 1bow1 a ho•• oa the wnt side of the. El Pa10 aa111ral , .. Hae approxi
mately 1.5 •I • .,, of 19. nll 11 a •lstake for there 11 •• home al tbl1 locatloo. 
The aearnt ho•• to tbl1 area ls approxl•atel,. J ml to the •CM'tbwell or the 
aforemeatloaed localloa oa the calf side 111 the El Paso aatural 1a1 Hoe. 

pp. 51, 1ectloa 5.1.5 • .f: The third 1eateace reads: "The rln1 t11aoel will be 
located 100 fl hlow the railroad oa tbe west cr011I•& aad JOO feet below lhc 
railroad oa the ease crossla1.• This sboehl rc1d: The rla1 tunnel wlll be located 
12$ feet below Iatentale I oa the wut cros1l•1 ••d 360 feet ltelow l•tentale 
8 O• the ea1t cro11l•1 (Arlzo•a-Marlcopa SSC Proposal, 1987; •olume 3, fl1ure 
3-1). 

The 1eco•d lo last uoleoce I• lbe nae 1eclloe reads: -Ybe rallroad paHes 
wllhl• 1/1 •lie of laceractlo• pola11 l.l aad 1:-4.• This should read: The railroad 
passes wlehl• t/l mile or lateractlo• points 1'.5 and K6. 

pp. 59, 1ec. 5.1.8.l, 1eco•d paraarapb. Ba1ed o• lbe map 1bowa la rl1ure 
5.t.1-1 tbe 10•thwe1t re1lo11al l••dfllt II aboat 25 to 30 mllea from the site oot 
50 miles. 

pp. 61-64, See. 5.1.9.J. There are ao refereace1 1he• for the chatlon1 111 
this 1ectloa (e.1 .. Rea 1913; Warr•• aad A•derso• 1985; Webb ••• wthhlre 1913; 
l.elll 1970; Sandell 1974). 

pp. 62. Sec. 5.J.9.1.A, third paraaraph. This section aeed1 to h modified 
u la the 1•••ar7 •ola•• (see response to Volume I, Sec. 4.7.l, pp 4-47, third 
para1raph, tint A•feace). 

pp. 61, Sec. 5.1.9.1.B, flnt paraaraph. The aatbor bas read a 1e11eral 
textl»ook •• d ... r11 a.ad cbar•cterhted fbl1 site accordl•1ly. MDaJ of the cbar
acterl1tln •••tloaed are ••f prl••l'J' at tbl1 dte. Rather, this site, p•rllc•larl7 
la areas tbDI wlll Ille •o•t l•pacte• ltJ SSC caaltr•ctloa, 11 a relath·ely low 
dherslty, low ••lrle•I a•d lo" or1aalc aatter accumalallo• site. 

pJ. 61, Sec. 5.1.9.1.B, 1ecoatl paraarapb. Tbe 1eco•• •••teace, wblcb re•••, 
• ... tbe co.ti anoclated wllb tlnert recla•atlo• are bl1b• 1boald nad: •culs 
et daurt recla•alloa are ao bl1ber tba• la other blomes ••d ••>' be coasl•erabl:r 
Jo.,er.• 

20 

llA.1 · 



.100 

101 

102 

103 

104 

105 

107 

LETTER 058 (CONTINUED) 

pp. 64, Sec. 5.1.9.1.C, Cine par•1r•pb. Tbe •se of lbe lerm 'ecol)'pe' 
11 not appropriate bere, aad should be replaced by 'Ye1etaUoaal a11eclalloa1' 
(1ee response to Volume I, Sec. 4.7.1, pp. 4-47, Courtb and tlflb para1rapb1). 

pp. 64, Sec. 5.1.t.J.C, third par11rapb. The 11Ce support.I oaly llmlled 
areas of serorlparlaa .-oodlaad1, aad these are aot well-deYeloped examples of 
this comma1dcy Int•· 

pp. 71-73, Sec. 5.1.9.2. There are ao refereacet &(Yea for the citations la 
this sectloa. 

pp. 71, Sec. 5.1.9.2, 1. Arla:oaa Upland A11oclatlo11. The Ont par11rapb, 
sccood 1e111eace reads: •-the a11oclatloa Is domlaaled by le1amlaoa1 trees, 
locludlo1 •esqulle, lroa wood, aad a few palo "erde, 1ad by shr•b• aod cacti". 
This 1bould read: •-tbe a11ocla1loa 11 dominated by palo •erde, 1hru1;>1, and 
cacti." 

pp. 71, Sec. S.1.9.J. 2. Lower Colorado A1sodatloo. The rlrst para1rapb, 
fourth seateace, read1: "The few aaauals are dominated b1 plaatala aad Medlter
raaeaa 1ra11•. This 11 aot eatlrely eorrect. There are mao1, aot few, 1pedes 
(aad aumben or ladhldaal1) af aoaaall at the site. Altbou1h plaatala aod 
Medlterraaeaa 1rau are commoa aaauals at the site, they are aot the doml
oant species throa1boat the site. 

pp. 71, See. S.1.,.J, 2. Lower Colorado A11oclaUoa. Tba secoad para1raph, 
seeood •••fence, reads: "Most aotlceable aloa1 the washes are locrea1ed he
q11eocle1 of trlaa1le leaf ••raa1e, rataay, aad the colamaar cacta1 ,.,oaro". 
This 1tatemeat ll aot eatlrel)' correct; althou1h th ... three 1pacle1 do locrea1e 
la abuadaoce aloa1 •••hn compared to Iba 111rroaadla1 4e1art, there are •a•r 
other 1hroh1 and small trees which al10 occ11r aloaa wa1hca, and which are 
equallJ 'ootlceable'. 

pp. 73, 1111• paro11apb. Tbe porcoploe 11 oot a predator as Indicated la 
the first 1eateace. 

pp. 7'4, Sec. 5.1.J.J. There are ao refereocea ah•• for the clletio•• lo 
this uctloo. 

pp. 7S, Section 5.1.9.S. The 1acoad saateace states: -rhe hawk ls remark•.bl1 
al•llar to lh• retl-tallffl bawl la appearance aad Hra hl1tor1.• Swal•ao•'• bawl 
la •ot •re•arlahlJ 1l•llar• to the rH~talled hawk. It •••«• mo.tlJ I• 1ra11l••d1 
where palo ••rd• trees llo oot arow. 
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pp. 75, Sec. 5.J.9.4. There are ao references 1hc11 for the cltalioos In 
tbl1 section. 

pp 75-12, Sec. 5.1.9 • .5. There 111re ao references &l•ea for the citations lo 
Ibis sectlo•. 

pp. ''· Table .5.1.9-3. II tbe Tumamoc: 1lobeberry Is •aot belle•ed to be 
present la the Maricopa Moualalas• •• staled la the text, II should aot be 
Included la the table entitled "Threatened aad cadan1cred species at the Arb:ooa 
site.• 

pp. 77, Sec • .5.1.9.5.A.3. The third para1raph, lhlrd 1e11teoce, reads: •ourlna 
the UalTerslty of Arlzoa11'1 recoaaalua•c• of the proposed 1H•·-•. Thia should 
read •narlaa Arizona State Uahcrslty'1 recooaalssaace or the proposed islte ... •. 

pp. 78, Sec. 5.1.9 • .5.B. This paraaraph regardloa the Arlzon• N•ti"e Pl•at 
L•w Is correct, but tbe t•w b •of properly lacerpreted I• Volume I, Ch•pter 
3, Sec. 3.6.3, pp. 3-63, lblrd p•r•a:r•ph, ••d la Volume I, Chapter 5, Sec. 
5.1.5.I.B.1, pp. 5-2, third P•ra1raph. 

pp. «, Sec. 5.J.t.6.B. Tbb para1rapl'J aeeds <o be modified as la the s11m-
111afy ~olume (see Volame I, Sec. 4.7.5.1., pp. 4-62, first p•raaraph, sec:ood sen• 
teace. 

ftp. JIO, Appeadir 5. Th• last sear.eace of rft st'coad para1raph states; 
•1t Is estimate• that oaly 10-15'9 of the poteallally prime farmland at th• Arlzoaa 
1Ue are act11ally lrrl1ated aad performl•I u prime farmlaad.• As mealloaed. ta 
the respoan to Volume I, Chapter 3, pp. :J..57, Table 3.7 aoae of the poteaUal 
prime farmlaad acres at the Arh:oaa 1Ue are •ctually lrrl1ated aad therefore 
•o acres are performJa1 as prime f•r10Jaad. 

pp. 135, Sectloa 5.1.11.l. Pera1raph1 oae aad two read: •APS bas plan• 
lo brln1 a fifth ualt oa Hae at their Cbolla 1te11.111 1eaeralla1 pla•t la the year 
2005. This wlll lacreue capacity lo A.PS by approxlmatet, 340 MW (Arizona 
Publlc Ser,lce Compaay 1986c). 

APS also plaas to coa1truct 1e,eral 230-•V trapsmlnloa llne1 aad 1ub1tatloas. 
ladudla1 a aew 230-•V llae betweea the exlstla1 Saale Ro1a aad Giia Bead 
••bstatloas. Co11111ractloa II 1cheduled to be1ln la 1996 wllh a planned la-1enlce 
date nf 1997. APS has proposed both preferred aad alternate ;out .. to situate 
tbe aew Hae, aad has •lread)' flied •• e•'l'lroam.eatal a11enme11t report for lbe 
proposed coastractlo• project (APS 1988, USDOI)." 

Wlllle tbe •bo'e state•e•t• are correct, lmporlaot rat'tl pertlaeal to the SS~ 
project are omltled. APS 1u11est1 that lb• lwe para1rapb1 be deleted aad 
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repl.t.ccd witb Che tollow .. 1: 

H•vln1 a J987 1e•eratl•1 caps.dtl' of 3,66G MW, Al"S pta•s to nu.kt: 9 additlo11s 
[O It• 1eaerado1 ca,acll)' du.rla1 the 10-year period 1917·1996 tn prodde •a 
&ddltloaaS 1.361 MW I• scne Jr~j«ted load 1rowtb, brln1l111 199'6 total tt?aera
Ua1 capacity to S.021 MW. D1.1riac the 1ulneq11cn! 10-yell!.r period 1997-%006, 
A.PS rila111 9 •ore addl«loas to pro.,fde aao<ber l,87i MW or 1•1u:ratiz1 c-apaclty, 
brlnch11 year 2006 total 1eaeral!11a capacl~y lo 6,8~:? MW. This re1ouree schedule 
c•" am! •IU IM adjuste• a1 aer::essary to correspoad with aay cha111:e1 le tbe 
foad foreea1t sacli .,- the addUloa or the SSC (Ariz••• Pa.b!k Sert"lce Company 
l!J86r::). 

DHrinll'. tbr aexl 10 Jt:ars, APS aho plans !o construct aumerous traasm:h.don 
floe\ ai:ul s11.bstadoas, l•cludla& • aew 230-kV ilae betweea the •xlstla1 Sa1Ua 
Ros& aad Gila Bead •••statloas. A.PS ha• obtahl!•d flaal approval for a rauth11 
of tt<e Sa11ta Rna-Gila Dead Hne across the SSC Marlc:opa Sl1e. Whca coa
str111:red, this 230-iV Hae wlll protidc the two lr!:dcrrcodeot power source.: rcq·iircd 
ror the SSC becaute t•• ex:lttl111 S1tu!11 R~"'' and GU• Bead 111buatlo11s are 
hiterconaected wltb other ?30-kV Jh:ies. Tlte current. plaa l• to he1la cacstructloa 
la 1996 with a pl111aaetl la-service date of May I, 1997, tmt lhe 11111101 of the 
line caa aad wlll •e 11.ch·aaced to accOU'lll'lodate fhe •ceds or the SSC (APS t98B, 
us~~ · 

pp.~IJS, Scello11 5.J.11.2, rnutlh para&raph. Tblt pa:agraph r111ads: •Nat1Jral 
1•1 demands for the area la the 11idalty of the- Ar!zoa• she are •et by th.e 
Soutbwesl Gas Corporatlo• (Suuthwes1), E'! PB&u Na~ural Giu: Compaay, Arizona 
Publli; Service Compaay, the Salt River Project, acul the Black Mounlaln Gas 
Company (Arizoaa Departmeat or Commen:e 1987}." . 

Neltbier Arli::o11• Public Service Company aor s-11 Rher Project are lavohed !a 
the 1u11·~· or dlstrib11tloa al aatura! l&'I. Tke abll'Ye ifatemeat shoilld be re1Yrlttea 
11dth thesl!' two electr[c atllltles omitted as rolkll1·s: 

Nalara! 1as de1111iad1 for t•e area la the Yl.c!nUy or the Arb:oaa slte are met 
by lbe Soutb1Test Ga• Corporatloa (Southwest), El PaS"o Natural Ga1 Company, 
&nd tbe Btaek Moantal• Gas Cornpanf (Arh:ona Deparlmeaf of Co•mcree 1987). 

Pf'· 150, Sec. S.1.13.2.D, ueond para1raph. la addlUoa to the menUoaed 
dlsturbaaces, IWG ell refl•erles are pla1111'11ed for the area, a111d a "ute faeUll)' 
(In addleloa to the beur•oua 1'"lltlte facUUy) 1'"1II be bnlll aear the NE corner 
or the ring, 

pp. ISl, See. 5.1.ll.l.A, fourth P•'f•lr•p?\, •1o1d 5.l.13.l.D, pp. 1521 secoad 
par1111aph. U t•e Mlder11t:u Study Area w1.1 llesl1111•1ed •s Wilderaeu, the 
~ep traU1 "'oald ao luser be i;sable and tber«>rore ·visual se11slthUJ riorss th.e 
tfatf!C would 11nC eidsi. 
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Vol••• IV, Appe•dlx 6i 

•o co••••l 

pp. 15, .. c. 7.1.J.1, rlrlt ••ra1raph. The last 1Htaleaca,_ la referrh11 to t•• portloe1 of lhe Arb:oaa site where 1urtace dlstarb.aace would occ•r, 1tatn: 
91'1111 area falls wUhla Wa1111rmaa Wasll, aa 1phemeral •r•I••&• sJoplo1 to the 
aortbear.t (Fla•n 7-1)". T•e wortlh11 of t•l1 nateace ••kea U appear t•at 
Uae descrllted 1truct11ra are localed la Watermaa w .. 1a. Noae of t•• •eolloa
.. straclaru an located la Water••• Wai•. A •ore appropriate 1tatem1at 
wo\lld be: This area falls wltbla tba Waterman Wash 4ral1t111e lia1la. 

pp. 15, MC. 1.1.3.1, t•lrd para1rapb. The rltsl aaoteoce rea4a: "The ••Jor 
sarface dl1torbuca wotdd ha located la Watermaa Wash, where tl11 ca•p111 aad 
lajector co•plax, two addllloaal axteraal baa• acce11 areas. JJ a•• 14, ••d all 
•f th• Clftaaad-co••r taoael ••Ca•atlo• comprlH abo•t 900 to 1,000 acret of t•• watcnbed.• Tbe wardla1 of t11l1 Motcace makes U appear that lbe1e 1trac
t•rn are located I• the wa1•, wlllcll aoae are. More accarale wordlo1 wowld 
be: T•• ••Jor 1al'face dl1t11r•aace •otlld be located la the Watermaa Wa1ll drala
a1e flia5Jn. when - al ••• watershed. 

la tbe •••• ••raarapk, secoad 1eateace, tbe DEIS acys: •watermaa \\o'a1b 
bas a dralaa1e area al over 150 •11, so the dlstar•a•ce ••Id h oalr altout 
1% of tbe watenbed.• Tiie actual dralaa1• area of Watermaa Wa1ll 11 Ot'er oilOO 
mi2 {USGS. 19loil; •P. 406). Tllerefore, the natcace shou;ld read: Waterm.aa 
Wasll Ir.as a dnlaaae uca of OYer 400 m.12, IHI tlle dlsturbaace w .. ld be lesa 
thaa .!"4 af the waten•ed. 

pp. 17, ffC. 7.1.3.l, fJnt parqraph, Tiie aHoad seal••ce stain: •aecat1n 
at tlle 111-4eflaed ea tare .. f chaaaels of desert •a1hn sad llaJ•d•s. tbll o,.ralloa 
wo.ld l'efl•lre lewen aad dbenloa1 chaaael1 aloa1 the ap1tr••• Ilda of the 
o•ca•atloa1 to callect aad dbert all flood nows al'Ollad the excawatloa." Thi• 
ls a •l1leadla1 aad la te•• r11pcct1 erroacou1 1tatemcat. The poteatlal tor fl••• floodl•I la t•• halaa1u croued llJ th• porlloa of lh• SSC t• .. co•-
1tn.cted fro• the •rface la a loacaacccptff aod ••II •d•rslood proltl•• la 
A.rlua•. Slallar coHltlo•• were eaceaatered ••• altl1ated for lriaadre .. of 
•llet alaa1 t•e Ceatral A.rlzoaa Projecl. A.llhau1h chaaael1 I• de1ert washes 
caa c•••c• rapldlJ depeadlac oa tlri• ma1altada a.ad freqaeacy of flow, aaaly5ls 
of aerial photos froa lbe Arizoaa site wlll reYeal a sy1te• of ,..,, w111-41(!g1cl 
cha•····· 

Voh1m• IV, A,peadlx I 

,,_ S, Ta•I• ..... Tlria EPA AP-41 expres5loa ased to calculate ••IQloa1 
fro• ••l•rlal traa•fer •rocu1ct: 
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•g1 • (K)(O.OO!BXS/S)(U/S)lH/5) I (M/2)1(Y /6)0·"-

h•s; recen11J •••• modlrl•d by EPA. Tll.e 11ew expressioa (presented I• •1aterlm 
Repore oa Ne• or Re11lced PM10 •Dd other Emission F•cton," USEPA, April 
1988) Is: 

£1 • (K)(!J.003::!)(U/5)1.s I (M/l)i." 

pp. 11. Tit• third Hue from tbe top Indicate<; tb111 4<f0m le equ.h·alent to 
2.25 ml. fDar huBiired aad forty merer• (440m) 11 eq111al to O~:i::-1 mi, aol 2.25 ml. 

~p. J?. The first 1enteac:e Gf the fourth paragraph states:" Carboa moaox~ 
Ide (CO) NAAQS exceedauces wauld re1ult la Arh:or.ia, Mh:blcua, Noli't• Carolin11, 
a~d Tenner.sec. Tbesc exceedam::ea ca• !le attributed to blab CO hackKrouads.• 
WHh re;pect to Arizona, Olis statement Is hacorrect. Tlte bl1b hack;rGand 
referenced for lbe Arlua• Site h: £ro111 ~h:e Phoenix melropollt•• area IDCated 
approxhnatdy 30 ml dl11aut. Ambieal bad;1ro11ad CO measurements made "twee• 
1976 and: 1982 at the Sierra Estrella s .. !Jport located aprtroxlmately I ml from 
tbe SSC Slee toward• Phoeah: ladlcate maximam annual 1-llr CO coaceatratloas 
of 1,486 uc/ms (1976) to 13,714 •c/1111 (19'17), MaAlatum 1-lrir CO concealratioas 
r1..u1ed ham !US u1Jm' (1976, 1979, 1980, 1981) to 7,200 •l/1111 (1977). Addllloa 
of the wnrst case CO coacealratloa due to coa1tr11ctlou of tho Arizona SSC 
Site (l,(tSlll aa/1111 for I-hr, 1'7 u1fm' for l~hr, Se• Vol. IV, Appendix I, Pace· 
17, Table 8-9) to these back1round lenJs wo1:1ld aot produc12 ex"eedaaces of 
thl- NAAQS for CO. It 1hould •e aotecl lh•I lhe CO measaremeot1 made al the 
Sierra Eureila Sallport ba'e beea docuou!eted la: (a) Sec!ioa 5 of Che March 
HJ, 1918 A1·!J:oa• S1d11alUal to Che DOE, (b) the PSD Permit Appllcatloa of Provl
dtat Eia«:rcy Compatiy, a•d (c) the aanual air 411a!Uy ·reports lined by the 
Arh:o.ct.a D"''•rtmcint ol E1nlronmenld QualUy (formerly the Arizona Deparlmeat 
of Health. Servlcet). CorrecC the DEIS la111u•ce so thal these lacts are reco1-
1du:d. 

pp. 13,, sec It.oil.I. The Hrst paraaraph states "Data used I• deYelaplna· the 
emiis.do1ts i1tle&lory cakulallo• rellect ibe lartucoce of local coaclitloas oa tbe 
deslc::1, control methods, and operatioa1 or Che SSC t• Arlaoaa." Al this llme 
U sh.ould be mentloaecl, as wa.1 cloa"e la Appealilx 8, Table 1-9, that la 1ome 
cakulaeioos a!r quallty data, lll'OI llkelf ta ht: represe11taHve of f'it9c=alx or Tucson 
were u1ed. 

rti• 14, JCC 8.4.1, Table 8-4. This TJ1ble elves the percealage of cut·and
coveo• colllder rlaz as 20%. Yec pre,lottsly (Volu1ae iV, Appe114th: 1, sec. J.2, 
pp. I) lhe DEIS stcted that It had redu.red the amouat o( e•C··and-co11t"r pauible 
at the she lo 6.0 mi (or li1'i). la this case the u~e of ZO% Is detrhacntal ro 
the A:b;o11a site aa It hu:rrases U1e 1m;>u11t oC f•el .:ombustlori emhsloas (Table 
1·5) •ad l1111tlve d1u;t emlnlo•s (Table IM7). tr chaoses are to be made to 
1h•f pr-11o1101ed lly lbe Arlzoaa SSC Prnjecl some eoadsceacy woald be •ppreo
dattd &ittd 1£ rJa:htf:illr expe~ted, 
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JP• 17, Table 1··9. The apecU'led backaround 1-Jar ••d l·hr CO nacentra
tlou which are repn:ieatalhe or tbe Pboealx m.etropolllaa area 1laould be re
•l•ec• •:r tbcua mauared at 1be Sierra Estrella Sallport. These •easara•eat1,. 
are •IKaued la tba eomme11t to pp. t:Z of Appeadh: I. 

Vol••• JV, Appeadlx 10 

see. J0.3.3., pp. 2 Th~ p2ra;rapb explalal111 !be proposed sewa1e dllposal, 
c•••••b Ill.at tbe method of sewa1e treatment proposed bJ the State of Arboaa 
b aaacceptable to tbe Arlzoaa Departmeot of Earlronmc•ial Qaallty (ADEQ). 
11 f.irtber explalu that 11 tertiary tre11tmeat system woi1ld be recalnd. This 
1tale•ent 11 wroaa aad 1ho1dd be corrected to read: "Tille metbod of sewa1c 
treal•e•t propoaed b:r the State of Arlzooli Is •ctephble to tbe Arlzoaa Dcparl
•c•t er Ea•lroa•••lal Q•all11 (ADEQ), No tertiary treatment •1st•• woald lH 
r~•lred.• Tbl1 dlscrepaacy arose from a letter seat by P. Schieldl1er er ADEQ 
to Mr. Joe Coafort or the Atlzoo.a SSC Techalcal Tca111.~ad 1abseqaeatly teat 
to t•e DOE with the March 15, 11)88 data 1•bmUtal. At tit• time then was 
C;Hll•1loa at the ADEQ OD the l'Olnme or Scwa1e to be prod•ced. A Htoed 
letter trom P. Scbeldl1er to Mr Joe Comrort corrected the •l•t•Jr.• ••d eckaow
led1ed bis •l1•adantaadla1 or the •1Jlame or sewage to H produced •Y the SSC 
Project. The lettier f•rthcr r111m1rk1 that the lalllel plan •• propo11d •1 the 
Arlzoaa-Marlcopa SSC Site Proposal I• la fact adcqaate. Thi• leUor was 1eat 
I• the DOE May Z, 1988. ft ••• recebed a1 edd~uced by Us prneace la the 
rer1111·1ar.e1 ror tbit DEIS -la Volume I, Chaptiir 9, pp, 9-15, rerereace •!. Fol' 
so .. e reasoa the correction was aot coosldert<d h1 lbe wrhlaz: of l\e DEIS. 

Volae1e JV, Appe11dlx It 

p;J. S, Sile. I t..1.l. The firth ae1"Ceace 1(ate11: •cu·a,lt'!i:: aew water st111rire1 
ca• ltecome •• attracll'e ••is1uu:e !':.r wlldltre which ••J dlst1n•b ,redator/prey 
relatloasblp11 cba.aae exploJtAtfou or fofild rH011rces, and Increase coapetltlo• 
..,u11 1pccles aot h•dlceno•• to lbe de•ert.~ Thi• stateme11t Js ••rr ml1leadlu1. 
Nad"e '!'f&ter-depe•deat llablt•l!J b11'l'e decreaM• dramatlc11Uy I• A1izoaa I• receat 
7e11n, aud crealloa of ••w 011es al'it d-t~lrable. Dl1t11rti.t.ace1 to e1d1tl•1 ff0-

1ystitu11' wo11ld he •l•l••I aPd limited to the Immediate •r.• 11ro11ad the water 
scarce. A1 10111 as 'et:•tatloo arnaad 11:uch water so1rcu wa<1 11"9ited to aalhe 
species, TtrtuaUy ao exolh: aiilm,;11 wo11ld t.e lllt.el7 to coloabe th~H aew babllat1. 
1'1ae Arli1u:1a Game ••d Fbb Oeverlment 1u14 Bareau of La;;id Maa.:1tme111t ba'l'e 
U.a craatla1 water 1011rce11 la du;erl areas for )'ears ror the ilN:iefh et aathe 
wHdll!e. latrod11ctloo1 or exollc wildllre, mo<1tl)' rJ,h and hu!ltrocs, ••••Uy 
eccan oely where they ••'• p1u·pos~ly bee• ph111ted. Sach h:itrod•ctlo•• 1lllo11ld 
usl;y IN pre .. eated la • eoatrolled 1ctth11. 

•P. 5, Sec. IJ.J.J.2, 1oco'.!ld ~•rscraph. Th• prim.try d.bh1rHatt aKeiu 
••"e bee.a 1ar•cyetl I• large p•rl for threaleal!d an4 eadAa111ed 1pecle1 aad 
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•o•e were loa•d, ••pporlinc the 1tatemeal that, •clobeberr1 11 aollkel1 10 occar•. 

,pp. 6, Sec. JJ.3.t.1, roarth p•rqrapla. The fDllr locatlou ol tile ai1llt· 
blooml•1 cere.1 ba.,. he• 1peclOed (see Vol•lff IV, App .. db: SA, SK. 5.1.9.S.A.3, 
pp. 77); It 11 aot troe tht these fur locatlo .. an •....at aupulfled sttn•. 

pp. 7, Sec.. 11.3.1.~ flnt parli.araph. Tbere ls mo referuce llate4 rw (llo• 
1986), 

pp. 7, Sec. 11.3.1.l,. The rlrct para1rapb, ncoad 1euteace, aeril to be 
modlrled u la Uae nmmar7 Tolame (1ee .re1poa1e to Sec. 5.1.S.J.B.1, pp. S..2, 
roartb paraarapll, third uatnee). 

pp. 9, Sec. 11.3.1.3, tint paraarapL The epheaaral dralaaps oa tbe site 
ba•e ao real rlparlaa commaaltln. Some of the Jarcar d.ralaqa ••pport a 
poorly deYtloped Kerorlpulaa •ec:etatlu usodatloa. Gnerally, llae dea:rt 
wa1bc1 1apport 1aall desert trees, trees which are also prue•t •t lower de•sltln 
oa tbe pedl•e•ls aad mouatala slopes. 

pp. 9, Sec. 11.3.l.4, flrsc para1r•11h. It Is ••likely that the SSC project 
wlll caa1e aa Increase la cacti aad reptile collectloa compared to that reanltl•c 
rrom the aew resldeatlal deTelopmeau la the area. It 11 more Jlkely that the 
SSC C•• praTeat nllectloa ltJ eouroUla1 aeeeu. la either CllH, the DEIS 
statement ll purelr 1pecalathe with llO ba1ll I• fact 1U it lhMld .. deleted. 

pp. 9, Sec. 11.3.t.4, chlNI paracraph. The correcc 1pellln1 of 'sacarro' b 
'1a1uaro'. 

Volume IV, Appeadil: 14.2 

pp. I to 10. Section I, Roads. The followJa& are 1eaeral eommeati from 
The Arl:roaa Departmeat or Traa1portatloa tlTea to the Arl.zoaa SSC Project 
for submittal la this docameat (A.DOT 1988). They are concerah11 Che eoutruc· 
tlon of new roads and tbe 11p1radia1 of curreat Oae1 as described la this sectloa 
or the DEIS. 

M1r!r;on1-Mobllc • G!l1 Rgd R91d 

Any constnclloa acthhy aprradln& the dirt ro1d would llaTe almost zero lmp1ct 
on carrent trarnc, carreat traffic belo1 so low a1 to be la1l1nlrlcan1. The 
proposed hau.nlou waste dbpoul fadlltr bas projected 1-UI tr•clr.s per day 
oTer the 11ext aneral rears. Mobile com•1111lty •oes aoc 1e•e.rate •ore Illa• 
100 Tehlde trips per day, thas soch coastractlo• lmpacb woald .. al•lmaL 
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1-1 Acscn 

I• re1ard lo coaaectlo•• to 1-1 ror the lower rl•1 accesa, lhe Ari~••• Departmeal 
of Trauportalloa •••• aol IMlle•e •lrect acccu to 1-1 at aacoatrollad locatloa• 
11 faulltle. We proposed oae polot of coaaectloa at the Fr••••• Tl (trafrlc 
latercbaa1e) wllb a rlo1 acceu road profldl111 local 11fa acceu. Rc1ardlo1 traffic 
l•poct1 to 1-1, there 1boald be ooae la either Che oear or loaa tar•. 1-1 oper
ate• well hlow capacity both oow aad lo the tweat1 year proJtflloaa. Project 
lrafrlc exltlaa or caterla1 1-1 da the exlstloa latercbaa1e woa)d ha•• almost 

•• ••••••• 
Estrsll• fru:way 

Re1ardla1 the proposed Estrella Freeway II 11 anticipated lbil treeway would 
h colacldeat wllll the SSC acceH road •• It cooaected to Vekol Tl, bul 1eparate 
from t•e SSC facllllles. The Estrella road would, wheD aYallabte, proYlde employ
ee acce11 to CO••••lty facllllle1. Addltloaally, lhe Arlzoaa propo•al doe1 lacl.-de 
l•adla1 for temporary acceu wUb a 2-laae faclllly, alOa1 1hl1 corridor. It 
1bo•ld be •otff. the Arlzoaa proposal doe1 aow locl•de fuadla1 for a 4-laae 
road from Yekol Tl 10 the campas area. 

The Modified access roads plaa 1bowa oa 14.1.1-1 a11eatlally depict the proposed 
Ariza•• •••• with the exceptloa of the 1-laae acce11 aorth to 1

1
he po11lble 

Estrella Free .. ay. 

•P· 17-11, Sectloa 1, Rall. The followla1 are commeats from the Arizona 
Department of Traaaportalloa re1ardla1 Iha 1ectloaa oa Rall. 

So11h1r• P1d(!s Ma!p Llnr 

Arb.oaa baa aeYer eirperleaced the closla1 or a railroad lllarlaa roadway coastruc
tloa. We do aot la this pla• foresee ••J clos•re of rail traffic for aay type 
or road"•J coa1truclloa. Therefore, la the 'lt'Orll case, we aatlclpate a reduclloa 
of rail lralflc speeds tbro111h Iha coa11rac:tloa zoaes. 

Grade cro11la11 are considered Ylable la the short-term lo permit earliest stare 
ap of SSC coa1tr9ctloa. Grade 1eparaUoa1 are caasldered la Che loa1er Cerm 
whea &•••ral traffic Is preuot. 

pp. 100, Sec:tloa 14.1.1:.J, aiath p•r•1r•pb. The last seateace reads: "Oa a 
•tllll1·1peclllc •••Is APS doe• aoc prajec:I Chai Its re1erYes 'lt'Oald be sufflcleat 
to •e•I c•e SSC load la 1996 •ale11 coa1lr•ctloa of plaaaed &•aerallaa ••It• 
la accelerated. JO'lt'er purchases are made, or elher arraa1ement1 for obtalalaa 
JOWer are co•claded. 

This atale•••t l•plles • ae1athe toae leadl•1 lo oh1care Cbe po1Uhe 1talemeat1 
of ce••lt•eal aad upport for the SSC Project by AJl'S •aaaae••••· We ••11est 
tbal lhb 1Catemeat M rephrased u fallows: 

APS 4oes aot plaa to ba"e exce11 resenes la 1996, bul when Iha proposal to 
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site tbe SSC at the Arlaoaa Maricopa Site It confirmed, A.PS wlll modlr)' lls 
rno•rce plaa to pro,.lde power for tbe SSC b1 atteleratl•1 lb• tlmla1 of plaaaed 
1eaeratla1 ••II• aad/or power parcba1e1 or b7 some other arra111emeat to obtain 
tbe reqalred power. 

pp. 102, Tabla 14 • .1.2-1. ne sabject table shows tbe APS 21J..7ear load 
forecast aad rasoarce 1chedale for the 1ear1 1917 to 2006 fro• the 1217 APS 
Lons R1pg1 hrt''" as pro•lded to DOE oa 3/15/18. This plaa ••• dneloped 
wltboat lacladla1 tbe poteatlal load of the "C; therefore, Iba naal colamas la 
the table "blch bl1bll1bt '"Plaaaed ReserTa w/o SSC- Tel'IDI "l'laaaed Reser'fel 
w /SSC" are errG11eoa1 aad •l1Jeadh11. The A.PS plaa caa aad wlD ff modlned 
to accommodate bo1b SSC &ad 1ecoadar1 loads, a well a1 Cbe req11hed 16~ ruer•e 
marsla, whea the proposal to 1Ue the SSC at Che Arlzoaa Maricopa Siie 11 
confirmed. 

An, electric •tlllty which 1aln1 aa aaforeseeable 200·MW load 1acb as the SSC 
wlll aecessarll)' ha•e Co chaa1e IC1 re1oarc:e plaa correspoadla1 Co the cbaa1e 
la load forecau. Most atillele1 do this oa aa a11n11al bails la aa attempt to 
Iterate toward• aa ac:tloa plaa which proddu an amoaat or resoarc:e1 (1eaaralloo 
plas purcha1a1 mla11s sales) approdmately equal to load1 pl•• reqalred re1ar•e1. 

APS ••11est1 that the eatlre Table 14.2.2·1 be deleted from the flaal draft of 
tbe EIS because cbe columas labeled •r1aaaed Re1.en·e1 w/SSC'" aad •Percent 
Reser•es w/SSC" do aot represeat APS plaas. The followla1 1latemaats could 
be sabstltated for Che tabla: 

With 1987 1eaeratla1 capacity of 3,660 MW -• a plaaaed capadty of, 5,021 
MW for 1996, APS mora lhaa meets DOE ullerla which req11lre1 1eaeratlo11 
capaclly to be areater tbaa Z.4C10 MW (12 time• Cha SSC peak load or 200 MW), 
ltotb oow aad la tba fatare. APS operatu 5 major power plaatt: (A1ua Frla, 
l:1reae, Ocotlllo, Palo Verde, aad WQt Phoaalx) IKatd wlthla 50 miles of Che 
Arlzoaa SSC site with 21 1eaaratla1 aalts ba•la1 a prueatlJ lastalled 1eaeratla1 
capacity which totals 5,499,4 MW. 

pp. IOJ, Secllo• 14.2.l.J, seco•d par•araph. The Mrsf •••leace states: 
•Bee•••• of tba latlox of coa1tructlo• aad •peratlo111 worker. aad secoodary 
commercial •ad hulastrlal •clhltle• upportl•1 tJr.e SSC aad Its work.an, APS 
c••••t •eel tb• demaad of l•craa ... IJ'Owtb la the SSC rqloa wltbo•t affectlaa 
the scbed•I• el f•tllre 1••eratla1 capacity and power purclaa1es. • 

This stalement Implies a ••&all•• toae Caadla1 to 0•1cara the posltbe sCalements 
of commUme•I a•d 1apport for the SSC Preject •1 APS maaa1em1rat. We ••11e1t 
that Ibis 1tatemeat he rephrased as follow1: 

APS 11 commlUed, to meet tbe demand of lacraued arowtb I• tba SSC rqlo11 
aad will u1are a ••fflcleat aad reliable nppl)' of power 10 pro ... lde for both 
SSC load ••d Meoadar7 load• whlle malalalala& a Ui'll resar•e ••ral•. 

pp. 103, Sectlo• 14.2.2.3, llxtb para1rapb. Tbl1 para1rapb states: -The 
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11aal Jocallo• of the proposed SSC facility may require the relocalloa or seYeral 
1raasml11loa Haas la tba dclally. This would reqalre 10•a rero•tl•& of llaes 
to •alalala 171tem coalloalty and castomer UtYlce. Aa1 Impacts from this 
rero11tla1 woald be short-term and aeall&lble.• 

Tbue statemeotl do aot appl7 to the Arizona site. The oaly Hau la the area 
ara aa APS 69-kV dl1trlbutloa llae preseally bela1 coastracte4 aloaa Iha Mari
copa-Giia Bead Road at Iba wnt latersactloa of Iba road aad th• SSC rloa. 
Tbe aext cloHsl Hae Is a Tucsoa Electric Power Compaa7 ~s-rr.v Hae which 11 
'located approximately 5 miles east of the Arlzoaa 1lle. Otherwise, the closest 
llaes are the APS Llberly-Glla Bead 230-kV Hae, located aboat 10 mlle1 to the 
west al Its dosnt approach, aad lhe A.PS 230-kV llae1 l•r•laalla1 at Saale 
Ro1a Sub1talloa, located approxlmatel)' 15 mlle1 due east or Che site. The Saale 
Rosa 230-kV llae1 emaaale to the aorth (O•e llae to lt7reae Power Plant) aad 
loath (two llae1 to $a1uaro Power Pleat). II II oot aallclpat1d that ao7 llaes 
would aeed lo he relocated, aor aa7 outaae to cu1tomers occur, lo order to 
locate the SSC al the Maricopa Sita. 

The abo,.e para1raph sboald be deleled aad replaced with the r0Uowla1: 

It 11 aot aatlclpaled that aa7 exlstla& power lraasmlulo• llau would aeed lo 
be relocated aor that aay Jaterruplloa or serdce to exlsUna customers be re-
1\•h'ed la order I• locate the SSC at the Arboaa 1lte. 

pp. 103, Sectloa 14.2.2-3, sixth para1rapb. Tbb para1rapb 1tates: "Curreal17 1 

12,272 MW or the total 15,803 MW aet capaclt7 addUloa1 plaaaed lo be opera
lloaal la 1996 are aot )'al aader coastructloa. Tha1, the realoo would bat"e a 
reduced ablllt7 to' rnpoad to lacrea1es la dem:aad la Uu: 1990. Ir coastruclloa 
of this capaclt7 does oot proceed oa schedule.• 

The abo,.• larormatloa Is from pace 81 or the September, 1987,- pabllcatloa 
rro• the North American Electric Rellablllt7 Coaacll (NERC) titled 1217 Bcllab!!!1y 
assrnmcnl !hf fyturg or Bulk Elrc;tr!c; Sy,rem Rc!!ab!!lh lg North America 
1917-1296 which was proYlded to DOE by APS oa 3/15/81 I• the respoase 10 
RRFI Q•eltlo• No. JI, Utllll)' Data Section, These 1tatemeat1 appl7 to the 
entire Wester• S711.e'm1 Coordlaatla1 Couacll (WSCC) power s7stem, lnch1dla1 
14 wester• stales, tbe oortbera part or the Mexican pro•lnce or Baja Callroral11, 
aad lhe Ca11adla• pro,.laces or British Columbia aod Alberta. Broad stateme11ts 
1u"h a1 1h!1 do aot reflect •Po• APS ablllt7 to meel r.tare loads oo the APS 
system, and we 11111e1t lbat lhe 1ubjcct text be deleted rrom Ille tlaal drart of 
th,. EIS. 

Thi' rollowla1 J11urts are hom tbe 1986 Aflzona J.01d1 and Rt1pyrc;e1 Report 
1917 tp 1216: 

1987 1ea. c1p1cit7 owoed by AZ utilities ..••.•• 
addlf!oaal 1eoerallo1 capacll7 1987-1996 
19Yo 1••· capadt7 owaed by AZ atllltles ••.•••• 

14,656.1 MW 
3,022.3 MW 

17,671.4 MW 

The rollowl111 tl1aru are from lhe most recent APS Logs 81911 fprrc:•st dated 
6/3/17 (This Is larormatloa pre•lou1l7 prot"lded b7 APS oa J/15/81 la the response 
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to- RF~ Quer~lo• No. <I, UUIEly Da.ta Secrlo.n): 

19&7 1e•. capacity owaed fly A PS .........•.. 
•dditloital APS il"'lll· capacir)' 19811 • 1996> ••••.•. 
1996 ge11. capaci1y owned by APS ••. , , ••••••• 

J,660 MW 
1,361 M\Y 
5,021 MW 

Ot the 1,301 MW or 1e11eratlo11 p?aa11ed to ~ added hl' APS fftwee• aow a11d 
!996, the l&!l.1. Binge For•1aut 1how1 t\11t oalf 12 MW (Jen thau 1%) represent 
coastructloa at a ae"' site. The remalohtc 1,349 MW ot aew 1eaoratloa wUI be 
pravlded a follows: 

Palo Verde Unit 3 (operAtlaaal 1/10/88) ..••• , .• 
ChoUa Ualt <I recap~u:re froza layoff to SCE ••••. , 
Ocotlrlo Ualts I &: 2 recommlssfoalni •.•• , •••• 
Ocotlllo Solar Power Facility .••••• , ..•••• 
S11guaro U11Jt5 1 & 2 r1u:omm!ssloalu1 • , ••••• , •• 
Challa Unit.! 2 & 3 uprir.le- •... , •.••• , ..•. 
\\le~t Phoenix llnl!s 4, S, & eo rccoirrnluloalna: 
TOTAL 

J'llJ MW 
3$0 MW 
219 MW 

10 ,..w 
11 .. MW 
61 MW 

108 MW 
1,349 MW 

There should be GO doubt re""nl.JB& tfte abillty or APS to pro,ide: power to its 
customers. APS ••s • lc•a •irtor)' of 111cces1fially aulln1 the ch•lleace or 
rapid load crowth la Arizona a11d bas aot r~Jfo4 to proflde addltloaal 1ea•ratl111 
capu:lty lu a llmely maaacr durla1 a period wbeo tile 1rowlb rate was moclt 
b.lt:h"r tha11 Is rorccatt ror the ntxl 10 yean. 

• 
pp. 10,., Sectloo 14.1,2.3. The first p~raa:rapb stales: •AM lnue expected 

tn be ot c;>atla11la11. coocer• d11rl•1 the •ext 10 rears Is the effect of lle••J 
ecn11omy lu1uiif11rs 011 belk electric power •fcte• rel!abiJUy. Cher the last few 
yt•«, red11ced a•• aod all prices 11.aYc a!lcw~d 11tllltles to aeacrate e11er1J ••re 
ecaaomkally with local 1a1 acd oll~rired ••lrr. Becau1e of thl1 lacr1ta1ed. lac•11.
the ror ecoRomlc enere:y tr11asfers, portloa!: of tbe rfl'1loaal' traasml.sllo• aystems 
are lo.sder! to hlaher leYc!s for 11u;taloi::d per-lod.s of time .. The mode of operalfoa 
po'les ireater risks to system reliabilUY bccaase of reduced operatlas msraln. 
rt Is expected that OY11r the Ions ter•, th11 coat •lrterentfal behreea 1a1/oll
Cired r;ener•tlt<g u111ts ••d other 1enera1lo& resourcl!s wl'.luld lacrl!ase, thereby 
c"Cacerb:.illo..: lhis pr;>blem." 

APS s»a1ests that the abo'e para1r•ph be llelcte4 •e<:au.se It I• a sllshtly laac
curate aod lll1hly lrrlllleviiat paraphrase of te11:t fro• the Septe•bcr, 1917, pabll
catloa from th• North Amerlcarr. Electrlc R~llablllly Coaacll (N!RC) titled l2I! 
~~i!f!v AneHmcnl the Ft•I11r1 o( Bylk Elsc:tr!c System Rellahl!lty In North 
~..J.2.l1:.12.tt. Talfea out or courext, the alto•• Hatements appear to prefful 
a cause for coacera rt:r:ardln1 th-= rellabilHr of tra•s•lstio• t• the SSC. bowe•er, 
the para1raph lm•edlately followia1 the paraphrased ssctlo• or Cbe NERC report 
ludk~leti that the primary are• of coocera I• 'be SOO-kV •lteraat101 current 
(AC) Pac:itle latertle, electrrc,nr remote fro• loa41 I• so•ther• Arla:o••· The 
AC Pacific latertl• co•slst1 of lwo SOO..i.V ll•n n:te•dl•1 from hy4roelectrlc 
1enerallo• la the P•clrlc Northwe11t to CaHror•i• •UlitleL Tiie Coplc Is c.acl•ded 
with the1e statement•: •operatla1 restrktloas (deflaed •1 •••oara1111) •ave 
fJoeea fmpo!ed. fo llmft 11lmult1.neoui:: lmportr to Califorala. The1e nperaC1a1 restrlc-
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t!o•• are req•lr•d to auare that reliable 1y1te• performauce ~:&• be ••lutalaed 
J11 tha e•••t of a 4l1tarbaace.• la other word1, ao tr11a1.111l.i:slo;a problem exllt1 
1toca1.11a C.lltonda alllltle1 coordlaate with eacb other lo Umlt their power 
lmporla fro• aal1bborta1 11ate1. 

Also omllled fro• Iba parapbra1ed texl wa1 the precedl•I aeateace w•leb 1tatn: 
"Tbe WSCC traa1ml11loa 171tem1 are adieqaate to acco•m•dalf a11tlclpaled firm 
a11d molt ecoao•1 uer11 traa.1fcr lldatd11ln Ilaria& tile l0-1ear period.• NolA 
tlat aa acoaom1 eaer17 tra1&1fer sehe4ale ls & comaltme.11t f~a oae atllltJ lo 
sell power to aaotber atllltJ aad 11 qrffd 19 oal7 al.r.r a.II fJra loads, 111eh .. 
tbe SSC, are a11are• adeqaate aad reliable traasm.luloa c11paclty. 

Eac:lo1ed 11 a copy ol P*1e1 80 to 87 of the NERC report, wide• coatalo Ille 
entire report •• lb• WSCC. Tb• portion or text ••lc• ba1 b•ea paraphrased 
I• lhe DEIS 11 bl1hll&ht1d oo pp. 11-l:t •. Plea1e •ote tb&t a 1pe.clflc report .. 
tb• Arlzoaa-New Mexico Power Area 11 •• pp. IS-16. APS 1ropose1 that tll• 
followla1 text coatalalac ••oles from thl1 NERC rap11rl oa Che WSCC replace 
the subject text la cu rl••I draft or lh• EIS: 

Geaeralloa CapacltJ 

•1wscc1 Gea11ratloa capaclt7 aar&I•• 11r0Jected for the 111•taer peak decrea1e 
fro• 30._ to 21'6. over tta. aext 10 '9•rL TMH upaclt7 aaq;la1 are 
ade4aate aad. wlll euble WSCC le re1poad ta addltloul 1 .. d 1rovtb aJto ... e 
that forec:asled la th• •••at ol aa accelerated ecoaomlc reco~er7.• (p. IJ) 

la A.rlzoaa-New Mexico Power Area (AZ·NM), coa1lslla1 af Arizona, most 
or New Madco ut tlM wectera-moat pa7'1. of TeJC.aa, .... eMatiaa capadty 
aarsla1 .. arlq nmaer ... 1; wlll decrease from 37 .. to 21~ ••er the ae1d 
10 yean Ht will ... adeqaate to .. ppl7 projected Joad1.• (p. 15) 

The AZ·NM uea alllltle1 coatlaue to forocast paerath111 capacity le•els 
wit.Jell are 1lplfica1llJ areattr ti&&• tit.air •l•h••• capac:ltr aar1las.• (J. 
16) 

Traasmisslaa Adequac)' ud Operallou 

-The (WSCCI lr•asmluloa 1y1tem1 al pla•••ll will be adequ.ate to 1er•• 
proje:cted loads.• (p. 10) Mditlooally, It.ca•• O.re exlsl1 tra111mlsslo11 
eapaclly •Ito•• aad be7ood t••• "•ulr•d te •••• all lo11ds, •tb• WSCC 
h·a .. •baln .,.,, ... ••e ad.equ1e to accoa•o4ate aallclpate4 llrm aad most 
ecoaoar eaer11 traasrer sc:bcdules durla1 t•e l0-1•ar period (1987-199t.• 
(p. II) 

•The AZ.NM atllltles are actl•elr warklo1 wUlt CallfO¥ala •tlllti~ .. tb 
dlrtte:tlJ ••• t•ro•1lt WSCC, la lacrna the usuraau that ••• ,...,. •• aad 
proposed re•edlal actloa sch•••• (anodat•• wltll ••• AC Pacific laterlleJ 
wHl aot ... ,.., IJll•• re1laltlll1J I• nae AZ-NM area.• (._ I') Ut•o1C 
care 11 ••ed ta aa111n tbal ••J poteatlal problem• wU• tbe Pacific latortle 
eaaaot ad•en•l1 affect orher po"'' 111111., la Ute 'NSCC. 
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H 1bould be •otcll:I: that lhe NERC Rellah!Uty Ascessmtnt does 110! pro•lde as 
favorable a report for e!eclrk powe,. 1ys~em1 la •(ilt other lireac ot the North 
America• co•tlnent. 

V1dume IV, Appendix 15 

R~ferences. Pleu;c add to tl::to ref¢rerr.cts: 
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,.. '51;l. __ 
'fl v (CG JflNUED) 

I wscC) Wcstem Sy.!tcms 
Coordinating Couacil 

Wscc has r.1Jdc mrijor progress in a cotn· 
prehensin: rr:vir:w of its bulk eli::crric sy.~lr:m ;cJiabiliry crircria. in 
developing project review procedures tod.:al wich proble:ns rel:Jted ro 
bt>avy ttaru:nissian syscem utilizaiion, and in t:be t:.>e of rf:'111edi~J 
action sch~:nes as a substirut~ for additional tnrnsmiJ.'iion faciliry 
invest.-nr:nt. ProJ~:;red WSCC capl!ci!y mar;;iilS for rhe 1$·87-1996 
period wiIJ :necr p~sent reliab(1irycriieria. ln addition. the tr:.1nsmis
sion systc1n:; as p/3nn;:d will be adequate ;o scr.rc proji:ctcd loads. 

-·-. ----------.---[ 
Actual Forer,ast 

~·--~ .. ·--~~~----·- ----·----~~~~~---·-----< S1,.1mmcr l'!fl6 I i9S7 19% " Growth Ra:c 
~~w";",,~,,~.,---.,-,-.,•"1•''1"---1--1987i7S78---·~,.~.~.~;9"1- ''!:!!~'-"~'-'---< 

t--~~~~--~~-~-~·-·~w~s""'cc - u.s. 
1------·---------·---~------------------1 

Summer Peak--~JfW~'--------~~,,7~'~'--+--~''~.''~· '~'----"'O~J~604=---~'~J:-----i 
t-Wi~"~"~''~P~•~o~k-_M~W-:::'.C'.'.'--------~~·"'~"~'--+--~''~ .. 0~'~0----~·-7~9-78~----'-·o ___ --< 

Annual Ener~-GW'h 1180.218 500.57..i 598.002 2.0 

Ins1alledCaoabi!iry(summer'l-MW, ___ ~1~0,•~·~~~°""'C,.._-~~C~a~'~~'.~·~-c':-----'~"~·~"~'~----'·-"----; 
Summer Peak-MW 9,496 10.!14 IJJ61 ).0 
r-:~,~~-=,,-~-~~---~~--1-~~~~-~~~-~--,-·---; 

1-w~;"~'~''-'~·~·~•--'-""-.---------'~'~·'~"~-,1--~'~'~9~'~'·----~'•~-'~'~'----'~~-----< 
r'An::::;n~u~•~l=E~n~o~"'-·-;c.;:G~Wh::;: ___ =---~'='·"'-"'--ll--!~,.~'l'4 - !Ol.905 3.1 

lruralkd Cao:1b!_!.i.2'._(win11:r)-MW 17,686 17.686 19.574 I.I 

WSCC - Mcxi..:o 
Summer Peak-MW 619 682 1..215 6.6 

Winter Peak-MW 393 "'41 185 6.6 

1-~An,,,,n~u,"l~E~n~•,.,~-·-~G~Wh.::.::_ ______ _,2~£~34,_~--~'~1~3~1-----~'·~'~''~---~'~·'~----l 

!nst11lkd Cap:.bilirv fsumme.,•~1-~._M_w_· ____ !,~"~-~'--~'~"-'~'----~'~.4-18~---~'~·'----i 
WSCC -Tot:i! 

Summcr~~'~'--~M~~W'---------•~.;~}~68,__J---9~0~.7~6~9 ____ ~1~18~.IO~lc ____ ~2~.1~----i 
Winter fe.ak--,\fW RR-!.15 95 :!43 115.(MS 2..1 

Anni.;aJ Enent_::·-C\.\.'h 555.?_~--t--''~'0~.,::'.~7~9~---'c• .. ,'~'.7~7,,, ____ ,2~'----; 
Installed Capaliilicy(summerl-MW 142.38S 142.()32 155AJ2 1.0 
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Peak Demand and Energy 
The ac:comp1nyin1 labln provide a comparison of this 
year's CoRCUt ot peak demand and enerv wit:b las1 
year'• forecast and summarize lhe 1.986 peak demand 
and an.ell)' PP!irience. 

WSCC (U.S .. Canada &Del Mexico) 
Compariaoa oC Forecaat1 

1llil Year's Laat Year's 
Forecas1 Foncan 

(1917-1996) (1986-1995) 

10. Year Forcca111: 
Siam.mer Peak Demand 
c; ....... Ra .. ('1'1y~ '-"' 24" 

Allnul EnersY 
Growth Rate (%/yr) 22" 2.4% 

Forecuta for Year 1995: 
Summer Pak 
Demand-MW 115,715 llll.101 

"Cbanp -201I 
....... Eoe..,..OWh 

698,709 (Median Hydro) 689,968 
IJr.Cbanp ·LI" 

WSCC (U.S .. Cauada and Mexico) 
1986 Peak Demand aad Eoero Experience 

1916 Achaal ¥1 Jt86AcN .. \II -- lff6 ForecUI 

Summer Peak Demand -L6" ·3.8% 
December Pakt>emand -26" 

_,_.,. 
Annual Enera ..,,. -L2" 

'}OE.-fAltArfolRA\E'I> 
Generating Capacity 1:E<-To•IJ ~ 
Nee hydtoclcc:tric pneradng capaci1Y additions (J.J57 
MW) planned throuah die 1987·!996 period represent 
21~ of' die iocal phlnacd pneradng c.pachy additions 
wi:chin Ebe Repon. NCI coti-fired acnennina t:a:paciey ad· 
ditions (6.383 MW) ~1 •and noao.Udlity pnen11· 
tion (NUO) 1ddidoaa C"-l90 MW) rq>racnt 31% of 
WSCC"s planned pncnlin1 capacity .additionl. 

Oeneradon cspaciry tn1'1ins ptejccted l'ot the summer 
peal: decre1is• rrom n '° m O'ICI' the ac:a 10 JQn. 
These cap.dry marpn1 aft! adequate and wi11 enable 
WSCC 10 respond IO addition.I INd arowdl above that 
l'oRcasccd ia the event or an accelcralCd ecooomic recov. ..... 
CUm!Dcly, ll.27:? MW or1he lOral Cl.80) MW net c:apaci· 
I)' addirionl planned IO be opcnuional in t996 arc not yec 

' 

I WSCC I 

wscc-u.s. 
Gcacrating Capacil)' by Fuel 

Su.mmcr 

.. ;-:=::;::..::•·-------·-----·-·---~·-, 

.. 
,., 

• 

.. 

c:i

-"""" 
..... ... 
..... 

·-... 

123 

1117 

-Ca.I -HydrD -"""' . .. 
'" 
a• 

""' 

•A 
·~ 

under construction. Wich the exception or NUG addi· 
Dons, whkh typically have a OllC" to two-year ~11$INC· 
tion period, the lleJion -.rill b1w reduced abiluy to re
spond to illCft&SeS in demand in lhe 1990's if construc
tion or this c:apaciiy does not proceed on schedule:. 

Transmission Adequacy and Operatioos 
The WSCC transmission system• arc adequate to ac:com
modl1CI antici1>11Cd rum and most econom,. mergy 
transfer schedules durin1 the 10-v · ·-.tnn.L• 
An issue which is apeeted lO be or conrinuins concern 
durin1 the next 10 yun ii the effect of heavy economy 
transfers on bult...electric powa- system reliability. The 
Rqion's diverse load and capacity resource mix. com
bined with localized surpluses of basek>ad capaciry, 
tarp fuel price ditr~rcntial&. ind dTons to increue re
aional opcradn1 elllcicncy will con1inue ro make econo
my energy uansfrm becwem areas economic:any benefi· 
cbil ror buycn ·and scllcn alik&. 

Over lhe 1111 rwo ycus, reduced ps and oil prices .have 
allowed utili1ics IO pnerate atef1Y more ec:onomically 
with local IU" and °'1-riml u.niis. Jn addirion. "e."' 
buelo.d sencrarin1 uniu haw tecendy been placed tn 
1ervice within 1reas 1ha1 have hiscoric:ally imported n:la· 
lively l•rlC' amountS atcncrn. These condi1ions

1
haw- n:• 

Cl"lto.r" T') 
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V!SCC-Caaitda 
Gcnen.!ing Capaci~ by Fuel 

Winter 
Th~al"4'11 

" -- i!mOlllG<as 

" 10 

11;:~7 19'15 

WSCC-Mcx.Jco 

u 

'' 

.. 

Generating Capacity by Fuel 
Summer 

••• 

••• "'"' 
~~ 

1:1.1 ... 

"A 

1Q87 1901 

5\;!ti:d in reduced ecr.nor.\y cncrJY iransfe!"! within the 
P.:gi1.m. 11 is e:Kp«tcd tbar aver the lon;-1nm. :he <::csl 
dilferr.ntia! ber.vecn ps/oil-ilred gcn'!ra1ing units :,,nd 
o~h:-r gt'.~e:nting re>curct'S will inettruc, rcsu!tint in a re• 
t:.1rn ro n1o~e economy enerD trar.s(r:rs. 

Bc-:1use of lhc e;;:pccted incn:ues in econom} energy 
tnmsfer1, portions of the rciPonal tra11smi!sio11 system" 
-Mii be leaded to higher levels for $l1Stained periods or 
~mr:. Thus, rh.c bulk !ntnsmission systema •lill b:o: opcf"-" 
a1cd IO pro.vi.de srentcr eco11omic adV'Jniagcs even 
though lhis mode of op~nuion will po~1: l"ari:r risk$ 10 
system rcliabilirv due tO ~duced operating m<Jrgin. 

\liSCC mcmb~r systems l!ft making a c-:in.:c.ied eITon to 
m::i1;u;,~ an :t1:.:epl.<lblc level of exi~ting ;1nO fu:ure syr· 
:rr.1 rt!;~t::i1iry wh:k accurnmodating higher 1r::ru.fer lt:v
e:~. \,j ~JC.f W(lrk has teen COmf)eled .and addition;i_! 'Ntirk 
is undr.rv.:ay IO improve 1he rr.liabiliry of lhe r.icHk 
Ir!te;tl~ ~rid ar~oc:i11.tc-d remedial a;:;tion sche!nc~. F.~lc:ys 
and ilS.~t>ei3!cd cg11iprnc,1t arc being ~pl!1~1l and. ad.ii
tiaual cin::uh brc.ilki:r.; and Ndundant c:m1n1ur.i,.a1ion 
systi:ms ate b..:in3 add~d where ::.ppropriat~. An i:i1kpe'1· 
o:i>:nt d.:,,tecrion 2Cfu:mc ta initiate ccnU'Olleit i::l11n:li1;&; for 
lcsi er the two 500 lcV ae lint!I of 1he Pacific [~;enic. 
s?muld ttte prim.al'}' transfer uip scheme foil. ha~ bttn 
placed i11 service in a monitor mode IO e'>'i!.h:i!.tt: il~ fe;isi· 
biliiy. 

Opernting ~trictions (defined by nomogr:i.ms) ha·1e 
been imposed to limit Jimultaneous imports IO Ca!ifor
nia. TheK opera1in1 mtrictions uc rcqliired to s.uure 
th~! acceptable sys1em pcrform!.ncc ca11 be maima:ned 
in rhe e,-en1 of a disrurb~nce. 

The Coi.;ndl has .supported a number or ether 1c:1ivi1i:s 
in an effort to promote an acceptable level of furure sys
tem reliability. Some or the more noteworthy icti .. hies 
inr;lude lhe follow;ng: 

• During 1986. the Council initiolcd a comprcheniiYc re
view of' its planning and operating rtliabilif)· o:.-;1cria. 
The review is scheduled IO be completed durin1 1987. 

• Spetial S(lldy groups have been formed 10 C\lalu::.1e ma
jor projects planned during tbc ncin ten ycan ln cnli\lre 
that performance or cacb pnijec1 is in complio.n('e with 
WSCC cri1cria. 

• WSCC System Disnubancc Repons ace ro1uincly 
analyzed ro .klen1ify lbe facton which conrribut:d to 
the disturbance and lmprovemcn~ which should be 
rnidc. The status or implemendng disnarb11.ru:e report 
recommendations ii updated 1hrc1: times per year. 
Since 1979. over 2SO discurbanr;e repon rei:omm~•da· 
tians h;ivc been implcmcn!cd to enhance 1hc rdiabilit"J 
or 1he \;.'SCC interconnected syi!em5, 

• TlHOU!ih WSCC"s Oispati::hcr Tr;;ini:'lg Pror:ram. op er· 
&tin& personnel ire sc'101.,kd in inierconnccr~d sys• 
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terns operation fo promoce ovaall sysrem reliabiliry. 
Ourin1 1986, 246 panicip.11111 aacndcd the 12 trainin1 
K$Sie>ns. which were held .al~ 1oc:.ations. \hfOllgb
out the WSCC Rqion and tu:ei~ more than 6.000 
man-houD o( trainina. 

Durina the l987-1996 time frame. scwral b:y planned 
n.nsmisaion projecu and traosferpadl upratts are likely 
IO haw a sipir1C1n1 effect on rhe operadon orthe WSCC 
imero::lru\cctcd systems aN! dm.r CUTIJ transfCT cap&• 
biliry. Thcu projects and uprsles include: 

• Upgrading the transfer c:apabilil)' of lhc Nonhwes1 io 

California 500 kV ac Pacific lntenie (rom 2800 MW to 
l.200 MW-1987. 

• Complc1ion of 1hc 1.600 MW Jntennount:ain Power 
froject Gencratin1 Plan1 irl Uuh and the associated 
:t500 kV de line to California -1986-87. 

• OC Tcnninal Ellpansion Project. Up1radin1 lhc 
Celilo-Sylmar ±500 kV ck: line from l.000 MW w 3,.100 
MW-1989. 

• Completion of the third Nonhwr:u to California 500 
kV ac Pacific lntcrtie - 1991. 

• Increasing the Arizona.California transfer capabiliry 
ftom 4,700 MW to 5.,200-5.SOO MW - 1987. 

• The addi1ion of phax Hliflin1 transfonncrs in south· 
.-cs1em Colorado 10 partially control loop (parallel) 
Oow- l988. 

Thi! Council has placed a hi1h priority on studying the 
effe1;u of thoe projcm on the rdiabilitY or lhe \\'SCC 
intl!"rconneca:ed systems and evaluating alternative reme· 
dial action schemes which will confine the effecu: of dis· 
rurbances invohing these projects to the project panici
pants. eonsequendy minimizios 1he effects on neighbor
ing systems. 

One- issue 1hat the Council and iu members con1inuo1: 10 
srudy is developmenl of an equi11.blc solution to major 
and minor loop {parallel) nows. Loop now requires some 
utilities t0 provide uncompensated tr:i.nsmission seMcc 
to others. 

Non·Ytility Generation 

or the four WSCC areas, 1he Califomia·Sou1hern Neva
da Power Area is projecting Ille bi1hes1 growth in non• 
utiliiy ge:ncra1ion. Increased N1JCi facilities have been 
stimulated by lhe C1lifomia Rqulatory Commissions· 
interpretations or the Fcde.r.t.l FJMrnmcnt"s Pub\ic Util\
ty Rcgula1ory Policies Act (PURPA) of 1978. Because or 

I wscc I 

che oversupply or NUGa. the California Public Udlitics 
Commission hu suspended most or Ille standard offers 
whieh the California U\~ed utilities were R
quited IO sip to buy electric power rrotn developers. 

tn most cases. the 1.uiUUa. haw Ul'llc or no conual over 
non-utiliry pnenuion operation, and m1,&1t accep1 the en
Cf!Y when delivcrtd. Since ntOJt or dleae NUQa arc 
basdoad in namre. tbt bost utilily's load·r0Howin1 am· 
enu&n1 capaciry mus1 'flWOrt harder. which incrcasca -.r 
and ic:ar. mainrenance. and perhaps outap ra1es on thcr-. 
mal equipment. In addition. many NU Os arc small low. 
vollage uniu and arc likdy 10 separate from the system 
durina diHribution S)'Slcm disturbances. These fad0111, 
plu1 unccnainl)' about 1he long-tenn economic viabiliry 
of non-udliry &eneration. raise sicni(tcant con«m.s 
abo~I reliabiliry issues in those areu CXBPCting major 
NUQ dcveloprncn1. 

Northwest Power Pool Area 

The Nonhwell Power Pool (NWPP) Area is comprised 
of the suites or Wuhinsron. Oregon, Idaho, Utah. 
ponions·ofMontana. Wyoming. Nevada and CalifOnJia. 
and the Canadian provim:es oi'llritish Columbia and AJ
beM. 

Projections or peak. demand and ent:rzy requiremen~ for 
the 1987-1996 period are presented in lhe accomp•nying 
tables. Winter 1cncratin1 e1paciry margins for this win
ier peaking area decrease from 24 to 14%" over the next JO 
years bu1 wilt be adequace IO maintain area reliability. 

Northwest Power Pool (U.S.) 
Comparison of Forecasts 

ThdYear's l.a51. Yur's 
Forecut Forecast 

(1987·1996) (19~199$) 

10-Ycar Fonca&ts: 
Summer Peak Demand 
Growth Ra1= ("1yr) l..S"· 1.8% 

Annual Energy 
Growth 1Ute('Kt/yr) 1.6% ~"" 

Forccasrs rorYcar 1995: 
Summer Peak 
OemaruS-MW l0.141 30.S30 

%Chan1e .0.9% 

Annual Ene'l)'-QWh 21.S.929 219.006 
"Change ·1.4% 
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I wscc I 

Northwest Power Pool 
(Canada) 

Comparison oC Forecasts 

1b1- Year's WtYear'.1 
Forecuc Forecast 

(1917-1996) (1986-199$) 

IO-Yaarforecuts: 
Summer l'qlt Demand 
0-'> -<'l/Y<) 3..,. 28" 
Annual Enttgy 
Growth R.111: ("1yr) 3.2% 2.9" 

Forecuu for Year 1'9S: 
Summer Peale 
Demand-MW l2,900 13,174 

"Chan1e -2.1% 

Annual Energy-GWh 98,724 95.559 
·-%Change 3J" 

Progress continues in complctine the Cols1rip 500 kV 
traiumi"ion system. A temporary Colstrip acncra1or 
tripping scheme for loss of either section of 1hc Tall· 
Oworshlik.·Hatwai 500 kV line will remain in service un
lil 1hc iafl-Bell m IV line ii ener;ized in the ·ran of 
1981. 

The Cranbrook·Lanplon SOO kV inum:onnection b~ 
tween BritiJh Columbia ancl Alberta has been in serv1cc 
since Janu.ry 1986. sumgr:hcning the in1erconneaion 
between Albena and Brililh Columbia.. 

Upon completion of ICSlS associated wirh new series ca• 
p11cit0n: baWftll Table Moumain and Tesla Substations 
in California arty in 1987, the tninffcr cap1bilitY or the 
tc Pacif1e Jntenie will be upgndcd from 2.800 MW IO 
3,.200 MW. Thia uprate hu been considered in the sea
sonal DOrDOp'lms prepared by wscc. The 1mount or 
NoMwest gencn.10r trippin& will be increased ror single 
utd double line ouraaa at the- new 1r1nsfer apabihcy 
level 

The Celilo-Sylmar de expansion project 1a incn::asc the 
capKil)' oflhe line from 2.000MW10 l.100 MW by 1989 
hu catered dac conscruction phse. Specifications are 
bcin& prepared for n:laled dynamic voltaic suppon 
rac:ilirics to be i111raUcd 11 Milin and Table Mountain 
Subscalions u pt.n of U.C project. 

Pl1nnin1 ii in PfOBml rcpn:lins rhc uPlfldc or 1he ac 
Pacific lntenie IO 4,800 MW lhl'Ol.lsh c:ons1ruaion of a 
lhird 500 kV line in nonhem CllilOmia. The new 500 kV 
line. scheduled for c:omplelion by 1991, will extend rrom 
Tesll Substation in Cahfomia. nanh ., the Malin·Mc
ridi•n .500 kV line in Orqon. Addition of the third .ac: Pa· 
cirtc ln1enic line should eliminate the need for the NE/ 
SE Islanding Scheme aa remedial action ror loss or the .. 

rwo existing ae Pacifie lntertie lines. A decision regard· 
in1 the actual routing of W line is cxpec1ed in 1987. All 
mutes under considcnritlon provide some scp.anrition 
from the cxisrin& Malin-Round Mountain lines 10 mini· 
mizc the likelihood or a three-Ii~ oumee. 

An aggressive program ia ia propeu lO improvt the reli· 
abilicy or the Pacific lnieme by taking measures ao re
duce the litdihood of ou'8ges. and by upgradin1 and/or 
ft'Placiras remedial actiOQ schemes fD insun: proper re
medial action for Pacific lawnie OUC&ICS- TI't! program is 
scheduled to be .:omplcud in lhree ph8KS by 1990. 
Mca5Ul'CI bcin1 taken IO imprvve rcmcdjal ac1ion 
schemes involve 1hc use or ml.undancy. monilOrins. and 
separation of schemes to reduce 1he likelih(l(ld of a major 
remedial action scheme r.aun:. 

Rocky Mountain Power Area 
The Rocky Mountain Power Area (RMPA) eonsisis of 
Colorado. eastern Wyomiae and • small porrion of 
South Dakota. The accompmyin1 iable presents lhil 
year's rorecut of peak demand and energy as compared 
IO last ycais forcc:asL Summer gmeratiOll eapaciry mar
Jin• will do::reasc rrom JS.. t0 27% ow:r the na1 W ycan 
bu1 will be adequate 10 11L1intain area reliabiliry. 

Rocky Mountain Power Area 
Comparison of Forecasts 

Thia Year's Last Year's 
Forecasc Forecas1 

(1987·1996} (1986-1995) 

IO.Year Forccasu: 
Su~mer Peak Demand 
Growth Rate ('it/yr) 26" )j" 

Annual Energy 
Gl'O'Wth Ra11: (%/yr) 28" 2 .. 

Fo~c1u11 for Year 199S: 
SummerPe.ak 

Demand-MW 7,493 8,213 
%Change -1.8" 

Annual Energy-0\1/b 41Jl.5 47,886 
"Chansc ·1.3 

The 100 MW Nucla Auidi.zcd Bed Combustion Demon
stra1ion Project. localed h1 wes1cm Colorado. is sched· 
ulcd to begin opcra1ion in die 1hird .quaner of 1987. Thi• 
rwo-year te51ing pJOlram Mlould demoristratc the ability 
of 1h11 1echnology 10 bum a wide range of f'lds whh im· 
proved boiler efficiency and with no KN~cn required 
IO maintain air qualii:y. 

The Rine-San Juan 345 lr:V 1nnsmission line. ;?65 miles 
in lcnlfh. is nearing complftion. The RJRc lo Mon11osc 
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aection orlhis line is now in seMcc. The RiOe-San J11an 
line win scrw loa4' la western Coklrado 1s well as 
arcnl'ben dle illleteOnnecaed transmission l)'flem bf:. 
twcn. Colol'ado and lhe Ariztma/NC'W Mexico •rca. 
The 1n.umisaion 1J11Cm nonheul or Denver conrinua 
ID bt llai\'ily I01ded. To relieve the he1vy lolldina. plans 
an- ndcrwaly 10 upnie ccnain c:thUng l:ine sections and 
ID cotlltnlCl a new 230 tV line ben\<een lhe Ault Subsia-
Doo and Ft. Sc. Vrain Sw\icllyard. bo1h in Colo~do. 
Much ot lhi5 Ti'Ork if scheduled during the ne~ 3 to S ,.. ... 
Tbc Hayden-Blue River :'.:30 kV transmission line, 90 
miles i.oa. \aljth, i.s scheduled for compktion durina \he 
fourth qual1Cf or J9S7. This line '4ill substanrially in· 
masc lrl.nsmission capaciiy between wcsrcm and east· 
em Colotlda. . 

ConstNCdon of a third ac-dc:·ac tie between WSCC and 
MAPP in southwestctn Nebraska. near Sidney, is sched
uled for completion in 1987. Th.e ttansfer apabi.litY ol' 
dlit de tic is 200 MW in cilhet direction. 

The a:isrinS DI kV cnnsmission system conn«tin1 
nofthcrn Colondo and U\ah is 'lt'1Y heavily loaded 11 
times. These ha\'y Joadin1 coddi1icins are due 10 a com• 
bination ofdnn schedules, economy schedules. and loop 
flow. To provide relief. pl•ns •te underw•y to cons1ruct. 
by the urly l990"s. a new 345 lcV line between Colorado 
and Utah. 

During 1986, 1oop l\ow continued to .:.dvi:rscly impaa 1hc 
transmission system between the Arizona/New Mexico 
and Colorado/Ulah areas. In an effon IO mirip1e 1hil 
problem. the Wmcm Arca PQwicr Admininmion is pro
ceedin1 vlitb plans llO inataU phase--shil'tin1 trans(ormers 
IO conuol loop flow in the western Colondo ponion ol 
the imen:onneaed sysctm. 

Genenliftl capacity hu bem installed in RMPA which 
ii surplus IO the ncar-cema load n:quircmenq wiihin lbe 
aru. A significant amount or coal-fired aenerating ca· 
pac:il)' is available ror area load pawth and export 10 och· 
er uas. Surplus e1padty (approximately 1.000 MW) wu 
aV1ilable in lhe 1986 summer and t986l87 winier opcn1· 
ma seasom. Tbc npon or ,_.rplus pncration is limilCd 
by the transmission capacil)' IO outside aras •nd the 
matbiability ot mrplm enc'IY which bu been •fTccted 
bJ' lower au and oU prices and new_ bueload ouclcu 
anirs recendy p1Ked in operadon in Arizona and Calt
baia. The surplu blleJoad capacil)I will be available 
ror S to IO yean bcf:cKe bcin1 absorbed by area powth. 

Growth In NUO l'acililia hu been Jd.a1ively slow 'in 
RMPA. This Cla be adributed IO the subataintial amount 
o( Alr,lut coal-Rred pneradng capac:l()' availa~c within 
lhc ate1 wtaic:b rau111 in low 1"0ided c:osu. 

I wscc I 

wscc-u.s. 
Electrical Eaergy Production• 

'by Fuel 

I 
':: 

1UT 
481.411 Gwtl 

..__ .. -.. .. , 

._....,. ___ ........... ~------
Arizona .. New Mexico Power Area 
The Arizona·f'tJew Maico Power Am. (AZ·NM) consisu 
or Ariiona. moa or New Mexico and lhc: watcm-1n0$1 
pan o(Taas. The accompanyinJ &able depicts lhis )'ellr·s 
rorecuc or peak demand and atellY a compared co lase 
year's forecast. Cicnen.li111 capacilJ lftlrgins durins sum· 
mer put will decreue rrom l"' IO 2n over the DeJ.C 10 
years buc wall be adcqu.- IO suppJy projccted loads. 

Arizona-New Mexico Power Area 
Comparison o( forecasts 

ThiJ Year'1 Lase Year's -· Fo ...... 
(19f7·1996) 0986-1'9$) 

»-Year ForeCuu: 
Summer Peak Demand 
Orowth Raw ('Wyr) lJ" 3.6'1 
A1u1.ual El\etlY 
o ........... 1""'1 l.2l< 3.3" 

Forecascs ror Ynr 1995: 
Summer Peak 
Demand-MW IA.l)(t 14.404 

-.chanac ·1.9% 
Ann~I E11tTJ)'-GWh ...... 70.4S2 
IJl.Cll.anae -0.8'• 
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LETTER (o5?J (CONTINUED) 

I wscc I 

WSCC-C..oda 
Electrical Energy Production• 

by Fuel 

1187 
71.M3·GWtl 

____ .., 

,. .. 
102.%11 OWh ·--------.-------

Projccscd DCl aenen.tina capacity addition.I for the 1987· 
1996 period total approximately 2.940 MW and are 
predomi1WCly coal-6rcd and nuclear units. 

Dwin1 1986, two Palo Verde nuclear pamilin1 units 
'Mell a combined capability of l..$40 MW ftre placed in 
commercial •ration in touth.atem ArizonL The 
third No Vcnk: unil , (1,210 MW} ii ~pcaed to be 
placed in conunctcial operation during 1hc third quaner 
of 1917. The AZ-NM area's shan: of the Palo Verde nu· 
clear plam rcpraena lpproximately 60'5 or the area's 
planocd net aenen.tin1 capacity addiiions over 1he DUI 

lO years. Tbc AZ·NM an:a utilities continue to l'orcast 
sencmin1 e1J)Kiry levcb which •n: sitnificandy cruier 
lhaa their minimum capacity margins. This sihlation bas 
raulled in an incrcuing ncal'IO marktt swplw eltetric 
encl'I)' 10 nci~borin1 arcu in the neaMCrm. 

Although the Arizona IO California transmission system 

hu been stmt11hcned. the uansm&ssion system cman11· 
in& 10 the wat from du~ Four Comers area bu not. It is 
anOciptlCd tbat cloekwilc loop Row will. u in the past. 
inhibi1 power cnnsfcrs from the Four Comers area pow
er planlJ to their respective Arizona/California ownca. 
For dlis reason. the AZ-NM •rta utilities continbe 10 
suppon WSCCs effons to develop loop flow control pro
cedures u well as long-range plans IO nduce die irnp•C1 
of loop ftow. 

86 

WSCC-Mcxico 
Electrical Enerv Production• 

by Fuel 

1987 
..... ow. 

....,. ___ _ 

1911 ......... ·-------...-----
With the continuin1 economic: incentives for California 
utililia ID maximize Paci&c Nortb'lllm. and Southwcs1 
impan:&. die me ol M>pbislic:ated mnedial action 
IChemes suc:h as FDCWOr aippiq ad couuollcd sys
tem illudin1 are beins tspuided. Should these reme
dial actioa. schemes fail to opama: u planned. the •d
vene effect on lbe AZ·NM ara ii a maner oC Kriou 
concern. The AZ-NM-utilities ue actively llliDlking whh 
California ulililies. both direcdy md tbrouah WSCC. ., 
increue the assurance that the pruml and proposed re
mediaJ action sdlemcs wih not dqndc: system rcliabiliry 
in 1he AZ·NM area. 

C.lifornia .. Southern Nevada Power Area 

The Califomia..Soudtem Nnd 1bM:r' Ami eac:ompass
a CaliforniLsouthena Nevadaud: the north em portion 
ol Baja: CalifomiL Muicio.. 

The .ccompanying table praena this year0

1 Corecast or 
summer peak demand and enerJ)' for the U.S. ponion of 
IM area u compi.ml IO las1 JU.r's l'orccut. Genera1in1 
capacity maflins durin1 summer peat wt11 dicrease 
Crom 25" ro 20% over the nut to yain but will be ade
quate ro supply projected loadl. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

California.SOutbcrn Nevada 
Power Area (U.S.) 

Comparison o( Forecasts 

ThlsY ..... 1 Lutl'W's 
Fo ...... Fo~t 

(1987-1996) (1986-1995) 

10.. Ynr Forecuts: 
Summer Peak Demand 
Orow1h Rate ("1yr) 2.Jll 2.lll 
Annual Energy 
On:rMh Ratc 1%/yr) 2.0ll 22% 

Fon:casu for Year 1995: 
S1.1mmerPe.:ak 
Demand-OWh 5(),479 S0,961 

%Chan,e -LOll 
Annual Enell)'-(iWh 2'2,628 260JBJ 
1'Change -2.9ll 

TI1e '13 MW Rancho Seco unir, which hit been sbul 
down since December 26. 1915, ls.sclledulcd m> n:rum Kt 
aervicc by the lim qaner of 1988. O.rinr 1986, Ota" l!M 
MW or non"lltility amennion were placed in operation 
brinPn&thc a~a toW NUCi capacity to 3,8l9 MW. 

Over the next ten yean. a number ofQ:Hendstcd r.cton 
will afl'ecc awmin· 1J1CCD1 retiab!flty in the- Calif'omia
S.-,uthem Nevada Power A.la. These facron ilklude-~ 
followini; 

• Remedial acttoa schemes will condnuc IO be med IO 
suppon exi5ti.n1 or incrastcl power transrers. 

• In order to provide reliable opcntion. special operat
ini limits are bein1 observed. 

• Plu:isc-shiftins lnftiformm Kbeduled t"ar i.ns!a1ladon. 
in Colorado imd ander ODnSidmuion in dlit Utah IO 
Arizona/New Mnico buerface. could have a sipifi
cant elTect upoa the C.fifomia/Sow:hem Neftda SJ5• ...... 

• A n':Jmber of projects which will result in increased en
Cl'JY transfer capability inlO the Cali(omia/Southem 
Nevada arc. arc: 

- lncrcuingtbe ae Pacif'ac lntenie ttanslercapabitit)' 

- lnc1Usin1 the Arizomi:Cali(omia uansrcr capa· 
billry 

- Completion or the lnrcnnounrain \"oW!t Proja:t 

- Addition o( the second Palo Verde-Devers SOD kV 
traruminion line 

- Exp.:insion or the de Paci.lie Intcnie 

I WSCC I 
- Completion of' the C.Ul'ornia/Orqon TransmiJ. 

lion Projccc (daird ac Plcifk: tntcnic line) 

- Addision or lhe Mead-Adelanto de transmission 
line 

These redon and otbcn. u menlioncd under the ftri.ous 
incfivich1rJ ara badinp, Dlwnle the neceuily £or con· 
dnual C»OnliMrioa olplaruriq lad opcradon 10 1ehieve 
an acceptable Seftl otimcn:of'r wt sys1em1 reliability. 
nc rncmbtn of wscc. tluaap IMir coordintced cf
roru. arc acbicviq dlil objcl;IM. 

W ~fern SJJIMU Co:miin:JrinJI Council lft'SCC). with 
60 JMm«r SJ'SU'11U and 4 amliara. encompasses approx-· 
imarcty 1.8 miUioa Jqa..-C tllilft olrerriroty in 14 •urem 
mra- plus pans ofl Canadian pnn;nce:s and rhe nonhern 
ponion of B;1jl Califomia, Mako. The Rqion is charac
ll!ftttd by crtmna ia populalion ud IOlld densirin in 
addition to loaf diltaoces btnteen Bd cmrm and elcc
rrir; powr flllC'lllion soun:a. TM Rqjon ~subdivided 
bwo 4 _,. namrfr. die Natrtwesr ""-' Pool ~a. 
wl&Khi U ~pntioa•*' llal'ilydepcncknr on hydro 
jllmC'talion: die Rocty Mat.1nain Pawn' Alu. •·hich is 
eifher •mmtr « •iarer ,_,tm, .silb a 14S lr.wdro and 
62'1' coal-fucd jttlffabon ntir: Ult Arizona-New Mexico 
Po"-er Ana. a11ich ii Sl.lmmtl' p..-aldn1with11 Jtm psloil 
ud' ~ coal·lircd ,enenuicm mix: and rM C,alifami11· 
Soutktn N.:vada Polt!U Ala. 'lllllilich is.summer ~:J~ng 
attd ltavily~.:111 oa ,_..and aiJ-flml pn•rarion. 
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LETTER 

Con!Jft!ill of tbr 11nittb &tatu: 
••ll'~injito1t. Ii< 20515 

The Honorable John Herrington 
Secretary of 8ner9y 
o.s. Oepartment of Energy 
1000 Independence Av9nue, SW 
Washington, DC 20585 

Dear Mr. Secretary; 

October 3, 1988 

As you ar~ no doubt aware, the Ari~ona congressional 
'delego11.tion must be in Washington today as the lOOth Congress 
compl~taa its legislative buslneaa, and we prepare for our 
State's presentation to you tomorrow in support of our effort to 
construct and operate the Superconducting super Collider (SSC}. 
We did, however, wish to have included in the record of this 
important hearing on the draft environmental impact statement 
(BIS) published by the oapartment August 28, 1988 some thoughts 
we sh&re on the subject. • 

W• have long contendG~ that Arizona is uniquely positioned to 
provide the l•nd, resources aod skills required to make this 
vital project a success. Our State offer3 exceptional geologic 
and weather conditions, readily transferable land, a highly 
skill~d and experienced constructlon and technical labor pool, 
and outstanding cultural, educational, and environmental 
resources. Perhaps as signlficant and distinguishing is the fact 
that there is presently no discernable opposition from any 
consttt~ency affected by"-this project. 

That there are so few public witnesses that have sought an 
opportunity to submit testimony here today should be construed 
only as evidence of the very broad and enthusiastic support this 
project enjoys ia our state, and we would add, in the West 
generally. The political, academic, environmental, business, 
labor and othar commu~ities that main~ain an i~terest in this 
ende.svor are fo::esquare behind it and resolved to ensure its 
success into the future. 

As the draft EIS underscores, the Arizona/Karicopd site would 
permit tunnelin9 above the water table and would not adversely 
impact any surrounding watersheds or ecosystems~ Further, the 
requisite land could b@i easily transferred, sufticient electrical 
power, natural qas and water ace available to the site, and 
necessary infrastructure improvements and vegetation relocation , 
can be achieved with minimal effort. A superb 9eological settin9 
p~rmit:s opti:nsl constl:'uctian fleKibility and would allow, in our 
view, significant saving:i in cost and construction time. 

llA.1- l(){o2. -



LETTER ~fD~59~-- (CONTINUED) 

The Honorable John Herrington 
October 3, 1988 
pa9e two 

we are pleased that the draft !JS underscores the l\lfttita of 
the Arizona/Maricopa site which we have long touted, and that 
there exist no known unacceptable or unmitigatable environmental 
impacts of building the SSC here. We are satisfied that the 
executive and le9islatJ9e branches in the State are e011mitted to 
satisfying the infrastructure requirements set forth in the draft 
!IS. Further, we reiterate our own resolve to work with tbe 
appropriate committees in the House and Senata to give 
expeditious and favorable coneideration to wilderness area 
redesignations that would be necessitated by selection of the 
Arizona/Maricopa site. 

Finally, Hr~ Secretary, we applaud you for your continued 
lead~rship in promoting the SSC as a national i•perative, and in 
conducting thi• site selection proces• in a manner that fa 
even-handed and that granta primary consideration to the 
technical merits nt each site. We, the "91Dbers of' the Arisona 
congressional delegation, pledge our ~ontinued best efforts to 
elevate 'this project to the f'o-ref'ront of the debate on domestic 
priorities, and to •ecuring the requisite political eupport to 
sustain the project through the construction and operational 
phases. 

~~ 
sob st~p • 

~~1r 
~11~-

Sincerely, 



j_ 

LETTER (f)(o0 

Dr. T•mple aiul cll•lll&i.i;~'hf:i. racmbeu or th• i;lanel I woufd Uke to tlur.ak 10• 

for thi& op11orciu1Uy t• 1icprc'• frri)' comlfll~nt• bcre lud&.)'. 

aad •••• 11 part of lr•me11do1tt eh••se •11:r• la tho Phoenlx •r••· WhlL coaUnu:cd 

1rowt• &ah11 eacoora1cd aa.d 1.,e,-h•f1ie f tbiuk n .. SSC "'"11114 be a tJ"•a:ien4ou• 

Oae of th• rea10A1 I have ~e•a fotlo .. l•I t11e p.rOltilll of dle SSC du1Jnl tbe 

p•t ••reraJ )'Ui"I k tltal l ic...- IC u a ••a• of r111po-n1(fJl• 11:ro,.,tll1 ll •• 

aachor o• tlae ,.-eltera tide or lb• RaEabow V•Uey, lowardt wlllcll 4e"dopmeat 

C'f.IU14 N lo~u1cd •• .Phu1t&:c: coatli:rvu to pow Sou<fl 111•d W111. The SSC caa 

elflo111re that the Ak..Cbi• aad GUa lead lad!a•• ar• not left il1 tho waytld• a• 

the tacli••loay corrldor 1111.li Ja •ot oaly t1J"W'&rd1 Plroeal:c:, lrut with the SSC, 

toward.a Gii• 8•ad. 

I ar11 aot traublff br the !act that tb<>•hl th• SSC co•• eta Arb:Qa• my la•d 

woald •• •efded tcu· Ir. I ••rco•• ii• arrJval ~cae•• I llC'He•• th.ti ceatt'aJ 

Ari•••• caa r.e1 1usd will lte, a •atlo•al locua for lllab ttcb •e•earcb ind de¥elop

•••t. The SSC caa, aad wlll 111, a 111aJor •i!dftfoa to wlu11 b aOlll" a dtralo"lq 

corrtdl)r of scleisc.e aad tech•a-1011 betwHa Phocab: ••d. Tuc5o•. 

I h•v• •een, fto• lb• bard wort carrl•cl out fJJ th• Arh:oaa team o¥•r the 

palt few 1e1r•, t.n.d coaflrmod I• the Draft E•droameoraJ llbpacr Study, rllat 

the Ariz••• •h• •orks. la some ar1a1 lhe 1t1rdy •aderitate• to•• lr•IY a•l••e 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

••••flt• or the 11te, laehuf.1•1 •• Ideal cll••l•i Ma•tlf•I. scn•fJ •hie• 11 ffa•CI~ 

f11I yet co•••• b•r• la Arl1oaa; ud a •It• ••lcb ll ,.,reel ••I e•IJ tor ••••Iopa 

•••I or a sdeaca rnearcll fadllt1 aow, bat also wltb dta I••• ..-ett IOI' ••• 

lae11Uablt part.1r1hlt '1ctweca •d•aca ••• ladutrr, whaa tlta , ... arc• from et 

lltt SSC ere .. irelo•e.d lala tU ... teckaolollff ot tho f•hlra. 

la looli:ln1 tlaroa1h tho DllS ••• lcarala1 •• ,.. abMt Iha othtr tlln oae tb••tbl 

cam• to •I•._ Rcaar•leu of ... SSC'1 1ff1et •• tho plaa11 ••• ... •••••I• 
••• •••t lmportaat lll'llpct will .. •• paa,a., aa• ti•• Arlana 1Uo far ••d awa' 

•Ill l•pact Iba fawa1t aa•b•r of people. Nowllare al1e la tlu COMDll'J caa ro• 

flad •• l•ra• aa area of au~aal4u, aUe•elo,cd, aad yat ... 11, ohutaablt 

laad 10 clo.e to a ••Jor •etropol!taa aru wltb •II et It. •••nldn. 

I •• alto ••rprl•"d t• n• t'llial tbcN 11 •o aeatlo• t• the ed1• tbat ArlH•• 

••• I• Nla1 11ble to ••H• illle SSC .. time, ••• .. b••1••· 1>14 ••1 of tb• 

Dth•r 1tat•1 •• u eomplet• a Job1 r do•'I w••t to He ••otbtr pork ••ncl 

project whh:!t takes •ore yun, ••d more •Ullo•• to b•llL Arboaa hu 1bowa, 

•Ith Ut •etalled •twdla 08 to••tr•ello• ech1d•ll•1 ud cost1, that tb• Joli ea• 

•• doa1, aot Ju•t oa tlmt, ••t ala ... ot time. That 11 t111 Arb: .. a ••lrll at work. 

I ••• Ari•••• lo the aoxt ceatur)' u ••••1 aot Ju•t a aew •1Jllcoa yaJloyt, 

•u• • ••• foe.1 for tho ••••I•»•••• of 11e•aolo11 .. oal1 •A•••• of 1Ha1. 

The SSC off1r1 a promise for A•orlea la tbo 2l1t Ceat•rr. O•r l.ol'd create• 

thli "'" laotbcap1. .U cr1• ... tbll 1reat laad to whlclt tho PtOPlt of Arlaoaa 

•••• eowa. To11U1er, 11117 u• a r• .. rce which caa, ao wlll, llall• tU SSC. 

... ••• 111 oporatloa. llrl111l•1 to Ille SSC the Arlaoaa spirit of r-....rcefall••N 

••• Illar• work. 

llA.1- JQ<.i!2._ 



1.. 

LETTER 

TO: 0£PARTIE:NT Of ENERGY 

DATE; October J, 1988 

My name is Charles HBMilton. 1 • Preaident of Trivee·tcor, Inc. I appreciate 
the opportunity to speak here today in this open fort.n. I would li~e to speak 
today aa a geographer. I hava a masters degree in Geography with a lapecializa
tion in Land Use Planning, 

I waa in Texas last Monday and witnessed the show put on in Waxahaxie by 
the propoderance of civic leaders who clai111Bd to have thoroughly analyzed the 
EIS report. They continuely stated from their analysis that the Te1taa site was 
supported by the EIS report, and it should be built in Texas in 11pite of nt.t11eroua 
problems. They felt frm their own analysis, that all proble1118 were minimal. In 
articles written about other sites similar statements have been made. 
I contend there are sollll!I real problems at these sites that cannot easily be 
mitigated. As you well know, an organization called CATCH (citizens against the 
supercollider here) has been formed in lllinois, North Carolina end Temessee. 
This is not a ataall organization. The numbers or people who belong to CATCH in 
each state are substantial. In Texas an organization called TASC (Texans against 
the supercollider) has been formed. They claim they sent to you 400 petitions 
signed by Texans s~ainat the collider. They also claim that for every person that 
signed a petition at least three others wanted to, but were afraid to because of 
local political pressure. It is my contention that if you locate the collider at 
anyone of these sites you will be buying litigation, which we all know will be 
extra111ely expensive and ti• consuming. But 1110re importantly you will create 
battlefields within these co11111unitiea. These battlefields will destroy the internal 
fibers that holds these cocnmunities together. 

In all sites, with the exception of the Arizona site, a aupercollider will 
have to be forced on either the physical or cultural landscape and in most cases 
both. This is substantiated by the EIS report and at what expense? When you 
tunnel under a watertable it bec0111es very expensive. -It is e11;tremely difficult to 
guesstimate the proble.,. that will be incurred and the coats related to those 
problem3. When you 'l'Ove people it is not only expensive, but in many cases it is 
emotionally trau111&tic. When you change floodplains it not only ia very costly, but 
it creates new problems. It is uncomptehensible that the DOE would canoider dis
rupting thousanda of acres of wetlanda or affecting the preservation of historic 
and prehistoric sites. 

A common thread stated at the Texas hearings and has be~n stated at the other 
sites is: whatever it costs envirof'llerltally ia small in comparison to the ecoflOlllic 
benefits that would be received. I ask, received by whom? 

It would be nice to think in 1980 man has learned the overwhelming importance 
of living in harm:Jny with hik environment. Throughout hietory man has abused both 
his physical and cultural environment for economic benefit, end all to frequently 
man has found the economic benefits not to be worth it. We in Arizona, lM'llike 
Texas and some of the other sites, have learned the i~portance of working with our 
environment. Arizonans have developed quality land use plane, ae evidenced by the 
planned co111111unitiea of Sun Cor, Stan Mar and Estrella all in close pro~imity .of 
the collider site. 
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LETIER 

Department of Energy 
October J, 1988 

(CONTINUED) 

Gentlemen, . ., have an opportunity here in 1988 to show l:tle WOt'ld that we 
have learned aOMething about hOW to live in our anviromient. That man, nature, 
science, and businna can live in harmony with each other instead or 1:1t the 
expense of each other. The Arizona supercollider site Offers such an oppor~ 
tunity. lt la • site that has a superior geology, it la a site that can enhance 
its own physical environment, it is a site that has no water problems, it is a 
site that hae no detrimental effect on nature, it ia • site ttiat effects no 
floodplains and 11>at i11Portantly, it is a site that does not diarupt the lives 
,:of people, In fact, it is the only aite that not only Meta your criteria but 
substantially exceeds it. Instead of auperisnpoaing the collider ring on an 
area, it can be blended into the Phoenix infrastructure, and be a 110del for the 
world. Gentlemen, we have the opportunity to create &0111ething very special here, 
instead of de&troying eo ... thing very precious - our envtrorment. Thank you very 
much. 

c;tL/~..k 
Jt'?/£.0~~ 

rd~~ eS2sY 
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LETTER 

.Jlrizona ..State University 
Department of Physics (602) 965-3561 
Ttmpt, Arizona 85287-1504 
FAX 1602) 965-7954 

Dr. Wilmot He&&, Chairaan 
SSC Site Task rorce 
!R-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S. Depart•ent of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess, 

October 3, 1988 

I a• submitting the attached statement titled. "!nvironmental 
Benefits of the Superconducting Super Collider in Arizona" in 
response to the Draft EIS, DOE/EIS-10380, issued Au9ust, 1988. 

I appreciate the opportunity to respond and I thank you for your 
consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

g"11 II r_,.p 
Joseph R. Comfort 
Professor of Physics 
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LETTER Co(,, 2. (CONTINUED) 

DIVIROHllBRTAL BINIPITS OP 'l"llB 

.aueU~UIG :SDllBa ·C:OLEo'tDSa z.• AR~llGHA 

••••rQ ·.t....QUentied" rto t!be Deperitiaent O'f 'llnff'9y 

X>ur.in9 ,fln:ri-n.9a ·:an tbe ~r111~t illnviPOD•ertta,1 Impact ·ft>a•bement 

for the 8u.p..,onduct:JmiJ ·&upe.r Coi'l'icfe.r 

T••pa. &.ri·.•.ona'.; e>c~b• 1, 1·9ae 

My name is Joseph Conafor.t and I am the As&ociace .Projeat 

Manager f.or ·the A:ri-:iana ·SBC .l'ir:Oj:ect. My .ad<kna ii• Che Phy·si-ce 

Depart•ent,, AT.i"U>na Jtt:a%l8 '.Urtiw91'111-i'~y. Tempe, AZ 15:%817 whew 'I a• 

also a P..rQfe••o-r of Eh~c&... tty research inteTiest& a•iie 111 

1 experi•ental nuclear and pa.r:t.'iC"le phy:Acs. I ·ha.ve 'bNn .... ociated 

with the Arimma SSC :Rl10ject a:in:ce i"t& :inceptiion fiwie ·r••r. •go. 

2. 

I vi11h t-o comaent :bri_e.M·y an the ·cra£t .i:nvJ.•ro1111enbl.l I•peet 

Stateaent issued by the Department of Ene.cqy for the ·SSC, 

especially wd.th re.gaak to the ov.a.r·a11 i,.pact of -s-i"ting -the SSC in 

the Phoeni• utrap.olii::MI uea .• 

In a dynaaic •n»"i.l'onaent.. ~t i• J.aport.an•t to d1at.tn9ui1h 

between the d:i'Pect aoc:i-oec.ono•ic impact• of • 'la·rge-acal• project 

such aa the S-SC. and the ot.herwi•e na·tu·.i"a·l ,development of the 

re9ion. In ay v..iew .• the Di:a!t EIS does not ~k• th1'a dlatinctlon 

sufficiently clear in &.r.isona•a caae, nor does tt ·•eoo9ft1H ·how 

the reg.I.anal de.v.elopmen·t:a ·will pi:ovide bene.fi.~ tthait: ""i"l.l .o'fff·••t 

so•e of the di·rect. t.pac.ta of the ssc4 
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Just last week, the U.S. Census Bureau reported that, durin9 

the 1980'•• Phoenix was the nation's fastest growing metropolitan 

area of those having populations in excess Of one aillion. This 

growth speaks clearly to the attractiveness of the region in terms 

of jobs, climate, life-styles, and future opportunities. At 

current growth rates, only a few months of the normal influx of 

new residents will accomodate all of the jobs created by the SSC 

during its construction and operation over the next 30 year or 

~ore, as well as all other jobs stimulated by the presence of the 

SSC in the region. In human terms, the SSC slips right into the 

proposed Arizona site. 

Arizona has all of the resources and experience needed to 

construct and operate the SSC. The $3-billion Central Arizona 

Project, the $9-billion Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station, and 

the $~-billion freeway system in Maricopa County now under 

construction serve as clear examples. The SSC is a welcome 

addition and not a burden. In economic teras, the SSC slips ri~ht 

.!E!.2. the proposed Arizona site. 

The dynaaics of the region are best illustrated with the 

accompanying •ap. One of the areas of 9reatest growth at this 

tiae is along the interstate I-10 corridor to the Weat. Once 

beyond the Estrella mountains, development can and will occur down 

into Rainbow Valley, towards the SSC site. In fact, construction 

for a aajor planned coam.uni~y there has already begun. A second 

area of major growth is along the I-10 corridor to the Southeast 

towards Tucson. "aster plans for another .. jor planned co .. unity, 

just west of Casa Grande towards the SSC site, have already been 

llA.i- 1070 
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approved. In terms ol co .. unit3 development, the SSC slips riqht 

into the proposed Arizona site. 

The SSC Campus is near interstate I-8, a transcontinental 

freight railway, transeonttnental oil and 9as pipelines, and an 

extension canal of the CA?. Plans exist for a new 210-kV 

electrical transmission li·ne to pas• across the aite and a 

hazardous waste dispos111l facility is unde-r construction inside the 

SSC rin9 perhaeter. E:icpect for four relocations, the SSC will not 

impact existing i·n-frastructures, but will i·nst~ad slip riqh.t into 

the proposed lrrizona site. 

The Arizona SSC Proje'Ct t111kes exception to the co .. ents in the 

Draft EIS that the SSC might be visually incongruous at the 

proposed Arizona SSC site. Architecture that is environmentally 

sensitive should be mentioned as a aitiqation. Xn fact, 

infrastru~tures impairin9 visual resources already exist. The 

most important Eastern portion of the site is on land that has 

been overgrazed and has revegetated with creosote bush. Near the 

4 adjacent community of Mobile·, a conventional waste facility is 

being planned, one or two oil refineries are under study, and land 

is bein9 purchased for a pilot-trainin9 airstrip. These 

developments will occur with or without the SSC. However, in 

terms of the potential for the growth of industrial 

infrastructures, the SSC slips right into the proposed Arizona 

site. 

Pinally, the proposed Arizona site encircles portions of three 

:} Wilderness study Areas •anaged by the Bureau of Land Management. 

BLM has recomaended that the areas not be classified as 

wilderness, in large part because of the extensive human presence 
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that has already occurred. The Arizona SSC Project, h~ever, 

endorses all effort• to ••intain the Maricopa Mountain tegioQ in 

aa primitive a state as la r~asonably feasible. The Project 

believes that the SSC will be able to deaarcate the boundaries of 

auch a priaitive re9i~n and that it will have the political 

leverage to preclude daaa9in9 intrusions into an environaentally 

sensitive and attractive area. Environmentally, therefore, the 

SSC slips right into the proposed Arizona site. 
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'i'htlhtr an -WltcrlUILivt'lltl II l¥ill&bl1·th#t 
"fttftlkl -aun kit• h&f'ftl ·to Ute -~U.nda. 
f5pedflctllly, 111 p.-kl• ·that -~no-tl'i.eharp 
«r drt11~ - 1111 'ftlaieri.u ·aluin "',..,.,ut. 
t.ii lf'thtre M I prat.Uct.ble 1ltlmltl¥t" lo 
tht ·propueal Uill 'WOUid ha•t •a "lul ad· 
'r1rw 'lni(llct .. on. 1ha "•qunllc. oelhf&blm", 
lt 11'0 Pfl'YllSet thal I IJ'f91!1.101Chla alt.orna
ti'ltl ""1 •ineliMll .... .eirt11 .no( .prtHnlJy 
owhld!bf till applicant whlllh·11H11d ·l'Ul9D

·•blJ iltt <tbfainfd, udll&td. txlllndftl or 
•tn1n111.d ·In unt.r to .fu.lflll U.1 tbuic pa~ 
P11H ·of the pl'OlpOHlf -a"OUYl'tJ," .,a C.1'.ll 
230.1'8(1)(2), 'It fllfth••ptDYidll lha\,. "Un· 
JtN duriy ·dwmon.tn.eqd •ntlterwW;a", .JIAC" 
ttul1N·1lt.rnat.h•• are-~1) "prn•mtd .to be 
11nlllblt" ·and (21 '"pmumllld •lo J'11vc 11ta 
ldHnt illl)llll!t (lh'llie~q111tlc.·-y1tnn", 
oCO C.Jl'.R. '2$1).lO(dJ(S/, t'liu:r, an iqJpllan' 
aitr:h 11.1 Pyramid mu•t l'Clhu~, both ar th1111 
pr8111t1ptiont In order to obt.lttn 1 J*fttk. 
Sectio• 230.lO(c) ind .(di requirti.~t -Uw 
Corp1 not permJt any ""'rJt•rr• trnil wovJd 
tontributc t(l 11ignl!ie1nt J11rad&Ucn:r. o(:tha 
l'Jal.Jon'.1 w1tW16' •ntl that aJUl.•dY.el'H im
paclll :11w1u rho mltl;1i.d thn!nf1h ,pnic:tic8· 
~ mtullnt. 

111 .Udtllim to lollowin1 tht .f.04(b}(l) 
·~Ii""" ,Uw Corsu may 40Jldwst a "it111J. 

,...-i- . .i tile ,...,pullllj ai:Uwltr RU1r bo·con. ....... 
(l) Whcirt lhr •rtldtJ' :ul6Dl&lld Wllh 11 llllt

dil1f'lr ·whhh ·ill f""f'C'Hd '"' • .,..c1..i .-i-11' 
111111 (dlflnmi In IM.ibput..1!. io.bldwlc w.1l~J 
~ n111rnqiqr1~ew11"11r,prMhnilr ro or dUllf 
wltblli :tile -&pedil 911ur.lll: tlic .,,. •rtl!fllictn HP 
ruimi II• ,IJISle Jlllrp(>M 1(1.a.. ·I•'"°' .._. • ., ••• 
.,.llft.trl), '1r1Nlk.ol1 &hu,,.,,.., u.., • ..., 
•in1111lve • .pcic:i;11 . ...,.11i~ '111u . .re1,r.ul'!lllll IO·M 
,,.,.11.11N. 11nl1t1 ~loult ·~ ..chat· 
........ , ......... llloo\. ..,...... • <dleoflarp ".,., ... 
"""",, ... ,. .,.cc-1&1 aqu.tlr ..... ..., .~bla 
•llnn&tl•• m 1"" 1~d dhil:h1rsc whl~h do 
not ·ln\'01111 • dhduarp •in11111.tptc1tl 91111111e 

·111\r ••n p,_,...,.i 10 lwlw llM .llfftfl 111\l*lt 
'•" ,n,, .... ,"'.-•)Ill.,., ....... ......,.,, • .-... 
""''" cic11..-....-
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mr.11-i..Bcn&di.A.~MMt 'wl&I. 
AJ ....... 11 ..... ,....,.... ........... i I 

bdi• latnl&GM ................ tt..ti.KUri-~ 
dill: ..... _ ._. r.u.lr.' -. ....,. W"'- lll:di- ~ .................... .,..,...,....i 
..... pt' ,.,..m.lat; ... '!. 

·-·--· ..... - r -·- ~ 1\itdlor\Jo.HUll t)....U .. Sw ...... ! 
·-- lllillalft.,.. _ldll ,.. J 
~--:~H '11-C I •. ~ .. 

-~~--··· ... ,...,,_, . .._...,...""' , .. 
Atie... ...... ~u ......... 
.... ,_ ·...n.w. lit. "'°""'Ulelioro (the __ ...,.._ ... _ 
..... ,.,.. ....... ta ........ (Ill wldtUoil.ta-__ ..... _ .-... _ ... _ ......... ._ ..... ..._ 
........ ~~.r,.1a • ..........ai 
Qualll.J Zncbwrlll ('"Dllql") , ... ,..... _,. ____ m:qr 

HnW tbl eppU.U..r.."Aopdl tm.. 
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.. ::~-:;~::::.'=u-:E~~~~ ~:~:=.-=::-~ 
: . did llOt .... the projtd ,,.,.,.bit .. otlto .. tnlMltd in order lt flllfill u. .... 

• •ll••,..lh'• INtaut ol .-nut1e_ 1nNr- pu.,... of the llf'flllOted ae&l.U., ""'' N 
..-.:1 or •~ la &ht ....... ., dint '°"""""' .. 
-~EPA :M whM P,..nld ..U."" '° CJ'JI. t ao.IG(olfll Com- ..... ~ 

•, ,"..rbt •"7 .,,,...._ le. U... ...,_&Mt EPA..,..,. .. -• 
. -s" O.lub' l. 1188. P)'raUI "IMtD.DNll &he •wu". II dtll G•Ulrfr lffSMiUutrllf 11. 

. fl·intraat. 9Cdon ID \ht diltrid. CCM&" 10 ¥Kt\e ~- 8or ""'""ti1t11, IOI S.Cl. 
': ( £PA'I fiul 4ecerm1Ml1Da 11 aftit.ruJ' and 11, U1 0M1J. ......... \hit. \ht 8111· 

. .l.aprielou. AlW "" ,..... nw .,_. - Coon 11o111,. llltl"" ·--· 

., ...... for Ill...,,.~ Chi lltWI• ...r ........ of"""" '1fnll aa.,u.,1 In 
; \ ...... np1r\H Uiat PJrunld la_.. 10 J IOl4•1 Df die AA nlen llllir W the 
. , ,.e.r • jUt ..curt wldi NED \o WIW a pNNll ud f1wre. 

._ ll'ISU al. U.. Nordi Attleboro 11"' Afflda. WhOI \Jiii .,,. ... llM a fin.la ..,,. 
·. ·fib 111bmittad OOMll'nlni thM de•1lap11111l t.111 .,,.., wt are ,.,...-. U.t I& II 

4ld siot IDdlmte whtthtr P,nmw plumed coit&rarJ 1o • ................. or th• 
i '· to coatlltlle Utt 8neden1 SW11mp proJM&. rq1attiHli lhlt IL._. u '""1 llltral 
! It.el u.. joMic. """*"' ........ t ... 1tlll ... JWTOW .. ..,,,... ol U. .......... 

.. draft form. EPA did not '9Jct Utt pci.t. and thal.ll .. aln rtt1Wt'llHftll 11111 ln\MI· 
tio. ... , the cut ... .... .. ..,. Coqnu. 

On OoMiba- 1. 1111', U.. ft\111. puW Pint. whH1 It II I.nil that the Juiwap 11 
SPA'1 mlKloD '°' ........., JM..-. ktd.lpt11tn\lnll.ltdolt111&followdtat 
Tbl court 1la&ell dll\. wtu. ,.. ..... to 1M UM "snoK utural" ..... ot Ult ,.... ... 
markft...,. dltory, D'A'I '*-'Pretadall tloM _,.Id milt a ...... .......... 
olielrtralatioMWN...WWtodtf...-. Nit. AIEPApcNl•nt."'lhlNP..._ 
ni. .,,_, folJowed. dD IOI IDdk:at.e ""'" ll 111 .. bt ...... -.. 

For \he nUON whkh foUciw, wt amn.. whither Ill alWl'lltUff 'ii' ......._,, (.,.. ............ ""'~' ....... ._.,, .... 
II. 

.. 
Wltti reprd IO the a.quap ot tM rep• 

ladoDI. l'Jnlllld l'MIOlll diM the ilCMC\Kll 
plUUMI are tmMcl II tht prant ta11, 
•hlll the -.bl •tl'J' •l'fl"OMh ,_ • the,,_ .., ........... dRhltr. ,,... 
tiaUle atlemaU.. IMI HailaWI II tht tflllt 
tM IJIPl'aaAt. ......... "'' ....Ut .. MUdi 
far • alt.. To 111pport Ila 1rpmdt tba&. 
IM 4'M(b)(&J ,.-.11 .. .,. r....n 111 the 

pnnnt .... PJn,mid ·-- &ht follow
., lanruqe: 

"AR 1hlral""1 II pnctbblt if k If 
lwaila~lt.,., If "9 OUl1rw1Mr I pfMCI. 
tabla alttmative. un am eio1. ,..,..,.u, 

Nlllla&lonl lllil'iL ... dw dnll UM .,,UC.-
lloo It.-- tlot .... k lt -
., .., DtlllberOf ............ ... • ntdlns""" .................. of 
ti. eoatroWni Mltule llld I.be ,.,.. .. .. 
• • wltole, ....,.., we ....,. diat. 
whm UM .,.... dnlc.d U. luruart la 
........ ""7 tloaplJ ...., .. 11hlnldar of ..._ .......... ., ........... 
.... I• wWoh an mpplicut bU anllablt 
al._t!Yes aL \he dme ll ... •Jedlas lb 
al&t lNL lhnl llllma\Mm Md Cftpwalld 
bJ thm IDI II. •PPIW ror • ptmlit. -,..e 
&hertfon .,noe wldi Utt dlltrln COllrl that 
thl nr11l1tklftl art .uenlJ.n1 .acnt " tbt 
... 111 DI Lknlnr 11111 U.i It ...W bt lflPl'O' 
priale 10 IOlllldw tbt objectMI fll ~ Ae\ 
Ulll the ini.e1L undlr'11nr Liiie ,.._.1pt1oa 
of &ht tt1111aUoM, .,,.,..,, fMpra. P• 

f'.lllpp. '' '1L 
Slconll, .. EPA ._ ... &etl tu!.. tlM 

prUm~le &It tht 404(b)(l) 1Wd9U- ltaWI 
th1\ th• p11rpv111 of the ''pracdclbll ali.er-
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•d•" ....i,.•-11 '1o nrcoPu tt. ,,.. 
dal valw of ..u.• uul &9. 1¥81 dwlr .........., ... __ """"""' 
........... ~ ...... ,ail-
.... .. lllJO«lade.,... ........... . 
....,,.._ ..... _.L• 46N. 
Bir. u.au """' ...... .-i. la 
odter .... iM parpotl " ....... '" 
iacn\M fw Wn\optn '° &n\d ehooUtt 
.....,. whn dttf could ehooM an alW
MtlYt Qpland tbt, J7runid'1 radins of 
die resu...,._ WMald Chwut dill pgrpott 

htct.111• I& WfllW l'lnMW9 ""' ifteadyt: '"" • 
Mnlopmr til 11ucb far u aJ.t.tcu.\lq lM 
" thl Umt 111da .. lnatatM " DeffM. ..... 
at the U... k It nllbtr IM ........_ IO 
ll4eet • ,..... ..... If the pnctlcabll 
1lt.malh• U&I,.. w.rt IJIPIW IO &M 
time of U.. appUclUoa tor a permit. Utt 

dl¥eloper would """ UW. IMtnU.t co 
...,... tor~ .. , ...-11n7 1t 1t. • .,. 
ctlndeal. Illa& al&tru&MI JOOI would .... 
.,,..,, C..YUl&I~ .. la I eue ii whleb 
.U..madY• Wtrt IOl arialblt It. U. Unit 
Ute devtioplt .... ltl , Mlffdon. but i,. 
QIN ·plU&bJit bJ' the Um. ol applbt1on. Ibo.......,.,. • ._.... ...w bo ...... 
,,,.. u.oup ll .. _w aot haw uplored Ult 
lllt.r•ll•• 1lt.I it lite Um. of lta demJon, 
-~lh~-"1u .. · 

Inf that r- ct.Mlapm woukl •kt Utt Nk 
11\K IA ayaBllJle llt:ll'llltiN Illa '""'Id bt
IDIM ·-~ ud I.hat EPA'• IUdlnf ,_IJl'OPI,,,. ...wo,,. &ht lllOLI"' ud nbo-
'"'"" Mai. Cit inlDll ol tM 1PPl1nnt. 
n ... UJl&IDl*I. art wldt ot UM tnuk. 
'Whtthlt llWlllt raMlfti d.¥GIDplil would 
lab 111ota • rllk " lrrtle•llllf.. The paWit Ill 
IMt P)'l'Unid'• Unlf.ot'-appllcltkm lheoty II 
~ "oddl wkb \bl n1W"'fll .,. 
tent ot ths ,.,,..tlont lo prO•klt .. "-"' 
UY1 to 1Yelld cboomlns welkn41. Sbnilllrlf, 
EPA.'1 •....,,.WUoft _.,_ not ncavire 
eovu to lnYUtlr1t.1 I.fie aub,feccln ••'-of 
inlcid DI a • .,...... ,EPA d ..... lcat. 
ot·mlnd INVll •1" -. .... It ill diffuNhtl 
1119 pu,,_. behind tht rt.,aJalloM. whidt 
" conctn1ed rih I.natl-. &t'ld U.111 In 
fuc Is lndlnedJ' COllcel'Dtd W!lh the .dntil
optt'1 .... , ..... 

In "1hor&, wt eonctM. that 1 Mmmotto 
............ , If tJa. Ital.US. II• ~ only 

w u.. ·;.;;.·.t·u.· nMrll•t trlU)' 1pproach· 
....i"16PA. 

•• 
WIUI nprtl to Ult JIM& pmUce vi dtl 

C4lpl Ind EPA. ,,... ............ \Ille. •" 
&fatr bu ""' 1pp&ied I IDlfh& IMrJ • 
)lfNCh, It Rn&: dt.11 lWO prt\ioul flul 
dnennlN ... or EPA. boWD .. Chi • .,,. 
Dll DltfnftlnllJoo If thl Auidu\ Admift. 

lltnUlr r- E11Wmal "'"*' Concttoin1 
U. JICll. M111MM SU. Oill Jlhoat1 laJ...S. 
Soutb C.~lne hnaut &o Section 404(1!) 
of lhl CW.. W• Act." April I. llJli 
r'M•Jbf.nll. Dl'41nniulicllt'1. IM U.. "Final 
Dtunnlnadnlt or \bl Ad.n.lltntor Coa- c 
ctmlnr M.A. Norden h Pun••nt '" S. 
Uoil ~ti or thl Clff• w.-. Ir.ti." Jvn. 
\$, \1M l"N°'*" DeWJtMIMlNll"). 0. 
the bull of lh,.. detlnnlna\IDN. PynimW ) 
•l'f1llt thll. hid EPA-. ..... •....,.,, ... 
111"7 iPfll'OICh ill U.. ._, I& wouW j 
ha"f nanUIMd whit.her •ltcrM&iffl .~. I 
.. ~ "" Milr u.- ,,q tMl £PA bMS t 
hJled tt ............... tlol. PJnto ! 
..... tf&H NeUot1sl A ..... ~,, T 
& N•rtl Mo1urtcli• Dole. ~ l4 f:MU.L. l 
.......... iEn>tl.UutJ CD.NJ. 0... .. 14. 1 
11811, l'tWttd• of ~ ICril "' .IWlU. IOQ 

F.2d m <1 Clr.JlllJ. llMI HolllA "llflrtlt. ·I. UT P.SUpp. T.a lD..Mut.lllllJ. 111 ........ 
ol mHt In which llOlll1ll !i•ff api..W C:.C,. 
dldlion1 wWcb laad ._... tllJ UIOH 
prac:tJNblt IJC.l'ftl_tml Lhal ..... IYIUU. 
al the tbn# of U.. ,..,.a mttw. 

Our aumlnatJo• II the,. prier dtefliollt 

ha 11t1.1Red ... -·"'· dial u.. .... rlild IA the; Jnetut _. lfmplJ bu DOI: 
bun lddl'IAld btfON. .. Nal.fflql A•· 
n;.., Sorilfr. thl 1CIUJ luue ... whl~ . · 
• tlit aJlfm•U... Mtc Md lo .. 1w1H1bll '9 · 
the IPPlie91't·or 1111 ..,.,.,. I• HittlZ. 
"" ceurt. whihl ....,....., other lulNlr 
abnpl,. lflptD'9CI I Corpi dldlfoll In wWdl 
nlr UiOM 1"-rnl"'1n 1¥.u.MI at~ tbN 
Of &be rerilW WtlN ~ fa HouP, 
tM ecMlli 1n ... uute11 , ~ •.b.ca"" 
dw Cnrpt .... OOlllidtnd ,.., aJten11Uwn 
H& 111\hlr IMn:IGM H 111....ii &hi& lldli 
aJIHMWI• llOQUmM( \0, .Ut ..... U.. 
entire 11lldlo. procua. ....,.,., ~ 
lil•Jluk DNmdna\bli Id t.ct. 1cldn1Nd 
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ar.RSANI •· RORICllAVD aw•••.1111.- ..... car. . .-. 
iltl• la the Nordo1n Dflermitla• 

whln ... , olD flCll••le •ll.lrn&Uw 
wwe W.Ufi.d, ol which '""" were 

,. ioiJlbll u. IM dint of lflflllntlota. El' A 
W 110t &ddrw \bl thnia1 ill1M espUelll)', 

,. ....... Owuow ..... lndto-IM,_ 
~ ol the .... eaft'Oa&ll paj91b11.a1 ... 
S~'.*' ~IL .. .......,. .• ,iwcJI u. 

t~ Ml,..,.,.dllit tM ·klsw &Ue"ndalfr ·la 
~ DI Ont IMJINllloft. We .;..- EflA!t 
I icdoe In Ult lnl-.t cue •-an·appHeaUoa 
• ., the ,... .. ..., ~ 10 Ult 1p1dfiit 
~i· _.... °' ""' ................ fOl"tht 
<fin' U... Wa INrthn hoW'\Ml· EPA r .... .- act.II· ·conb'UJ' .. ptliw prv&lce 
: · IUlder the rttUlirlcma:" 

111. 
'' Ill We tanM1W1o thl iiMue.ot whll.h

. • EPA'• 1a-,,.t1cNt of the 'Dt(bXlJ 
pldellnel iu cnU.i.I to \ht Wm11et 
UlllllJ atcordtllt an 111,.af •Ith nrU'd .to 
ltl ill~tlDtl of rtsu'9.tlom It II 
chirp! 1"ce ldnNltlli.trlnr, . ..e EPA "· 
NaUen•I Cnad!M Siotw A#·"tt. 441. U.S. 
M. 81 (1980),.ud ~tcd In farmw.t
i.r. S.. M iUNiied SIA,_ a .Rucorp, 
R-. EtaiJi.~!Jalet Co,,., Ml P':2d·to. 'rt 
(I Cir.), ..c,, .. ifll, 10t.S.C&. 1"11 UW). 
,,. .. ~ '"" lrDpllld In IQ. deNkli 
...... It WU .-dins EPA neh dtflnMll 
ii tuirdftln1d11 aiad&.t ••b'J appreiirh. 

r,,.nic1 ...U thld. 1..ni ..iertMt 
WM llDWVTU..S beca.H two llllMllM
EPA ONI ... __ .......... 

...,.. the ........... uid the Cot(ll 
nnhed • dUflnn1. l:OllduM rroca WL ol 
IPA oa the market 111.uy ltl111, I\ btlrtl 

*" eoauvr • EP..\'1 .IMl'ktl """" ap
Jln*dl. the ~· p111IUora ii I.hat tho 
an.ilabiUty ltMld bt. dNnained 11 of .the 
tlnlt an lptiligaUQa la. undllr nricw," P)'f
amld polnu INt thaL u.ndw I "U(bl tbt 
rqubt.tHtna ... • N ••tc.sitd br El' 1t. •1i:i 
eonjuncdw •ltH" "'-• Semtt.ary of die 
Army (who aC..' throu:h 0.. Corp.). ll 
tltafl Gtnl111...U&lft . . Co.,., CiUwrt. 'ZJ U.!I. 
W, 144-41 (11111. for dtt,J.ropot!Oon Cha\ 
• court.111ut..t&1111i11.n·n.J1111¥n\4m1 ill.uo• 
ltflllAc • rtpladol'J whon UNI, •ltflClff 
with rMpo111lbAI\)'· Cor adm~ it 

nach llW•r1ent ronelualon.. h ai.. -
......... thc c:..po i..,........,.... 
IMI wilh -~HperdH· lft ......... 'die 
"aHilabili\f' 9f alttrn1tiff1'8uia £P'A, .... 
ta•ff k ii Chi Corilf'tbd'mak•··tM·kiltW 
.._ • \houlli....S. of.applbeloM·Whll• 

EeA "'- - r"'ld..., -· ~ PJTSmid *IN did 1M 
•DlllDUlar'· .... •• knpU!ra•··...usic. .. ,........,,,lllUdi&lftlll .... ·m em"...._ 
..a.-

la '"'ponu. ;Ei'.t UHrt1 that ·lht r...,.. ........................ ..,_,..,...., 
)IOllUon ·•··U.<tUue of whit. UM It relt
""' ·ifi Ula "prteil•bll ahlmadY ..... 
aaalpll. "" ,..._ I• dlil It tMt. ·a. 
c..,,.. ...... .....,.a ...... Wiii.'""" 
ltll ... iea.p;IBlarilJ. 01 Ill· ftndlq U.t 
f'Jnmlll'• 'int\lpUon,.pnpo..s· ... WOl'b' 

·Mo. BP'A •IN•auvta. oa U..illoe .r'it. 
apertllo. \hit :a. "'ttctm .......... 
fnquent. ~ .. Df Ill mo '"""' •"" 
...._. mP'A'I '~"·Ucracuq 
1111 q&o. PIMltr SP.A 11111'11 tbl.t"\he 
Ate11 1t1ldl&M hlRory lbdlcalel U.i ·ea. 
....... bililndld! El'l " .... tM ·"'flnal 
wtd .. oa aay·6pg1a1 willl lht c.or,... 

Whl1t 11orie·of £M-.'1 ...UOU.11 ...... 
I)' l'l"Uuift, Ihm allo · M"I lliffietdtm 
with PJrunld'1·.PMltioL Jt ii .11Dltnlablt, 
ror ua1nple. that W"aU Iii .ftel·dll11rtd·that 
the Nortll At.LWboro tilt wa1 ..,_nUiJ;lf" 
and U.11 It appt1ra thlt. the C0&111 Whlr 
wu applyfnr 1 timf'Of-11ppllca\loll ldt. Ott 
U.. other hand, It h pouAlle lbM Wall 
btlnvfld that Pyramid did· no& C.- 'the
ftllriiet ldldl'·.!ttr ltED h&d·pun:'-d Utt 
Itri AUJtboro 1l1a, Mtordlnrlf; WaU 
IMf""-"' roldld tht aklmadvt • .. _ 
avalil.bW" tindar lht •ukct. 111trr ap
proach. J'ynmld'• ·and ·1P-A:'1 o\blr •fl'I• 
atenW·1hnllartrM both....,. or an kwn· ....... 

EV.n It w1 an not.llut110t1Plr.r-n1UIUW 
W.t F.PA.~1 ll'ltarprldatd ••• fttitW to 
defen-, howe\'tr, .... nutdhal .. Nit' 
elad1 ih1t the- diluict cwrt.'a_...._. iR its 
''"' mu1c be uphDI. .. Al, P.Jnn!W. ltHlr 
pllnta ovt (to \hf . .clll\llmlnt ol ha arp· 
IMftll. 1be 11, ... ol dtterutt II WJll'Nle 

fratrl th• .... ol thl l\lndlrdl of """""' 
or w di11\ril!\ .court 1rwf· af our c.n. 
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(3, 41 0. appW. w nu11t wbjact thl 
dlHrin eourt'a Judpent to ,.,..ry N'rifw, 
PoWnu .. NM Yri SAlppi .. Au'is, 81M 
r.2d a&, 21t II Clr.llllJ. -. ""''"' IDT 
S.CL llQ (1187), llld 1pply tilt .... IUlll-
flW'J .ftadlm-t tat 11 applied by the •i.. 
tiid oout. Sn r. W. £1n. Sr,..,, Ifft, k 

l"ilcijlc RIM Co"'rufO" A• 'Ir, 809 P .Id 
128, 130 (I C!r.lts?>. An 11fMJ'1 lnc.r
PttcaUoll tf l&I ow• n1ul1Uot11 r1lt• a 
qU11tiotl or law, WU'kJU.... ._ FM. 112 
J'.2d 632, &M (8 Clr.Jt82}. ind th ... en .. 
11' ,.,......,b .. bJ wr CoutL 1'rJ1111a1'I CA 
.. FER~- 111 r.2d ua. na cs ar.19U). 

The •tandanl or ,.,19w ror tht clilitria. 
COUI'\ ia thil - Ill ""' \ht murt 1ht.U .. , 
Nklt IP A.'• tlndlftp, conrtu• or _. 
\lon1 onlr II thtJ art "•rbltrvJ, rapridoua, 
Ill ailuM of dllemlon. OI' 04.herwia. not JD 
accom .. with a. .... " Adminilaaa..,,,,. 
an1..,. A.at f 1CN•J. I U.S.C. t 70842XAJ 
(1112). A.1 llated br the ........ Court In 
llotor VMioZ. l(/h. A11'11 k StAU l'o"" 
Mut A1do. ht& Ca.. i1N U.S. D (1913). 

'1AJ rl'lttwlDf loarl .. , no\ .. , ...... 
&a IPINJ ndl "'91. It !'It.Iona~ lrMsd .. 
COci•iMndoa ti dis relnut ,....., ud 
wlthia tht aeope ot U. ••tltorilf del111$
td t.o the actneJ bJ the 1t1c .. w.... n. 
leOpt " ........ ltndtr tht 'arWtn,,. and 
capricioU1' ttandud II urrow and a 
court It "°' to 111bldtuca Ill Jt&drment 
tor illM of Ult apncy. N1'9l'thtltN, 
ttt. Af9ftC1 """' eumlM U.. re1tv1nt 
data and ll1inJ&c. I 1&Ulf1ClorJ tll.Jlil• 
natloo for ICI acUon includln« a 'raliun1I 
tonnectlon i.e. .. the lao1a found and 
Ult cbotct madt.' " 

14. al 42--41 CituoUn1 8Nrli11vlr,,• Trwd: 
£ln1i. IM. " Clnilld Slatn. S'U U.S. IMI, 
Iii (1"2)L 

Applyln& ""'- t!Andarda, we art con
rirteed U..t l:P A. 't .. rkll 111try latttpnta· 
Uoa wat rulaftable, &nil &iteHCnrt WU NJ. 
dMt "•rbl\raf7 and opridctM1" nor "not In 
aaeordanct with law." Wt tht11Core hold 
U.t th. dJltrlet. '°""' cotn1ttJJ round that 
EPA'• "''•1'fftadon ot 1ht .r.aulalloftt 
WU N&Mnllbl1. 

IV. 
nn.11,., •• turn to PJnrNd'• 11bo,. 

dlnate clabn1, UlrOI 111 which warran brllr 

....... Pynald ..... (If tMt tJit ...... 
b& ntr, ttt...,, ....... ..,...&nU.. 
law ~ kcaUI " II llf. 'l*ltle 
nouP to pn u. pubMe .. llOdtt .r • .._., 
It rA•l coMldtr al&ensalni lkn; (2) tltll 
EPA.'1 ap~ of U. ..,bl. M"1 tMoo 
'7 w11 taafW Ill thfl aw, and (II thM U.. 
diairi;t court ncff.W ill atalhoritJ 1- t11p
pl7la1 a~~ for l.'PA"t ilecWeA wfllch 
wu '"'' ollued b7 EPA. 

Aa for U.. dalni th&' the mull•' tn&r)' 
approaeh II not 1119dfta ...up. PJraaiil 
,....,. Utt.& ... , 1111mbtr ., polntl .. dma 
JD11ld cout.il.ute "atr)'"' hlto di. marli.t. 
ll 1pecu.lat.n whetbtr ,_,.,, tllltry tffllrt :i 
"ltorn the u ... lAe nnt lnitf'UI MmOnlt' 
ilwn II wrltta.," or 1ht Ume "UM Rnt 
conaalwit {II) llfrtd," or the U.... dw "ffnt 
nea:otlailo111 for 1 lite (llJ mad1tc&ld.'" We 
.,.. pan\Mdad, hownw, dial EPA II Cllf" 

ml in uurtm, thll k II IWllllftlMl7' hi 
pla .._n the •tandanl to ludl • ... ,.. ud 
tbat ll would eonfu11 thin(• l1U1hw to 
Mlllmpt. ID do -. Sinn lhl pRit of "• t 
k7" lllClllU'il7 will ..., ,,.. ... " 1 
UH, .. Mll.H U. '""Pi ef "..rbl ·t 
.. ., ...................... _ j 

'110\llb to "'' • .......,... .. ll9t#n " 4 
wh.o " thould IN ~ al&miadl't ~ 
1

':1.11 1W1anl to Chli tlahll dtal EPA ap- . j 
plied tht marbt eAlt)t •l'fll'OICh __,,., Ill :i 
th• IRttanc ""'• PJr1pld ....,. '"" UMt 
w17 &!PA lftl'IOll!MH 1 ~" llMilard (the · 

llllltklf, "'"" nat.> ... the. .,,.... " 
.. ,.lrvllcti,.t," II tw. t111 w. llrnct.m ... 
tally 11nf1lr. It U.. """' Wit EPA'a 
faJlura to addrJla arldeltn \HI. the Jrf«t.11 
AWtbont "tt wu , .... naw. a& &ha time 
"Prruiid't rnarlc1l""" - .a1.1r. Mo 
cordlns to PJnmid. hid! ,...._Alai •• 
Calntt.u riolaw tka IWincfpln u4w)Jln1 
U. AltmlnWitralh-1 l'ron411h A.ct. !Jn 
Morla" .. R"il. 416 U.S. 191, %:1Z 0114). 

A• •• Mid allow•, howl!fff', wa wft 
U4'1 irlLll'Jll'flaUon .t the t1ln u a,... 
toaaW. af'PlltaUo. at CM t1111ll'°'7 ._, 
fllllt' '° U• ,,.... fVll 11 thll ...._ 
nM In whlrh ll i..a.......,,. l• U.. 
tint UIM to rWllCh U.. -., et _.,,. anil-
11MU11 ahould be .. I,,.._., EPA 61 1tR 
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, wand a1HKH1net • ....... •ta'*'"' and Er A'• 0Mlfl1 diat th• Mor\h AW•hDrO tlte 
· .'~ •pPIJ' It rttrHcti¥Mf ·to ,r,....id.. Ralhtr, hi. UJ nlllll wu 1tlU l't'loilabfe .. la -~m-

1
~ .. t A in\.f..,,.-1 U. i.w.·r. .,ply It'° U.. bw 11111. whl• f'\' .. PJ'runid .drnlt.tad It 

.ell of WI-. hllll n&end-.&U t'lllrk1t. 
)lof'ID'Yff, we """" the 11&.tnllve ... ,,,.mkl URN that EPA 'dhl ;not, m11k1· 

f.lolltnU•• neor4>111PJlllN'•·ftndinf·Ulat ~ Rndbit and \Mt \h• cwr1.-11nqiroperlr 
&it North Atll.-.-·ll\t·w .. -..U.W. ta &UPPlled 1 ,.UanaW-r111·Er..A'1 dl111r-.. 
tyramld wbtn It .. ..,.._ lhl- niubl. UDll .Uaa,. EP* dla not 1rUri.1late· h.ulf. 

·livt11 If l'yraaiid ..,." folUld rm tcr lave 'Diii 11Hft!onJall1, btrW•"r; hea1111 ·EPA 
:fPilrff lhl maria. ndl SepWnbor ·1'81. dill malle.\hf fifldhtf. In hi fhral detenuf. 

i
"'iner NED t.d acquirff OJ1tlon1 to pur- natioll It 1wteJ 11var1I re"HOnl why It bo
Clii" ~ Nolllh AUleboro 111.t, It do4ta not lir•.d Ult North A:Ulobol'O tlte 1hould be 
~11 ro11ow \hat th1.11t1 .,..., 1tMH.IJ; dettrnod- to hi.vi bed .. ,.,•il•blf": It """'' 

Tibl1. A1illt from \ht fact U.t NED did od, amuni oU,.r th!Jlp, (11'th1t NED muld 
.~ llOI 1tq11ire .U the_ optton1 rnr thr Nortti "hut bl!rn talk.d Into reltnqulrhln1 it.a i11• 
.! JWeborO .. 1.9. until J~n• IDM. It •lM wu tuut" ID th• alt. ""' 111· Sflpt.mber or. 
i po11ib\I for Pyramid UI 1tl1::mpt to par- Da:emblr li1B3; (!J u..t P)'RC!dd never 
.. dl9t• lht O[llinlll from NEl•. ~" rttWd lhv•tli:•Led tlNI 111alt.bllity ul \ht North 
., •ho"'I no 111oh attamptt· to pim!I~ lhl Atdoburoilt.e Mcl\IH It heliencl It wu too 
,:,•lte, or tv1n '° lnna•lpct I• ,, .. ,labiHtf. rar from th• titghwar. and (3) tliat P)'rl' 
... Alttrnalluly, ,.,.,.. thoqh lhe dlltric:t. lllid haci ret11Hd to pn\'ld• EI"A 11.-lth·lnfor-
;, D011rt app ..... 111J7 wt• llttl. pen111'1dMI bJ IL. niatJua on u11 time: of ltl •ntr)' into· t.he 
. ch111111lrto ".•ld1211ce in1:bt reeonl·to<1hnw rnarkrt. itnllni th1tt11ch l11J11rm11tklll "1iM> 

lhU P1nunid:1cW1U,. 111tantd tho market )lly d• nnt oiit", Th111, thn trad•·C\SI• 
kl I.he Sprhll DI t"DBI. bofnN MED ~ I.om rround to auppon th1 finciin1 of 1YaU• 
puchef.Od lb OJltlona. P'lnally, tht ••· ald\llJ nt a~mpanild bJ ffHral oUiirr 
derlce 1hows tba~ tbt North AUkrbol!D - l""'ndl kl \ht !ina1 datnminatlon. \111 
pd boen 1v111iab!. UI 0.BIU"tDln, PyramW~ dillrlcl- i:uurl lhefdnre did ·not. "aupplJ" a 
pndte11uor. EPA. could ma.onabl)' hl.v• do me t EPA Rltlll! EJ"'A 111pplilld 
detttmlntd tllat P11*mid 1hould be held.to n n °': ' r, 
"it.and In the eh(lell" af 'DoBartokl. npc· ..,.,,.i ror ll.11tl(. 
eially 1ln" It-• able ta ul>to\in a1.al• ap- W1 affirm tht dl~tdct. co11rl'1 !tttitlcm In 
prov al al I.hi projecl 11nder lht ln1·1trhto ~ all rr1ptell. 
pftt 1t11ta Malldanla that tmd orltlnall)' 
1ppliiid to Ddltrwlo. 

F1fta117, Pyramid eontcnlk that Lhr- dll· 
trict. eourt impropttl)' 1upp!lttd a ralh.ma!e 
fl'I' EPA'• !lnal d1~1rminution U.11 ErA 
lt11lf did not :anie11la1'. It ii 1r111 that tl1t 
di1trlet eD111':t r•jected ontt of EPA'• 
1rnund1 tor findln1 lhat Pynimid hnd 
(elled to reb\11 "" pr.11aun1rtirin 1bnt a prae· 
drabl1 aJt11rmdllY1 w11 a\'tllthkl. Thi1 
rro11nd .,,,.. tht.l lhl "tr•• e11etam" cf 
dtv1loper1 .... to lnvnl.tpte a· po\lnlial 
dei•e\01.in1o1nt 1i~ tor m1ny monthl befort 
p11~h11inc It. EPA rlia1oned u .. t. ff·-P)T .. 
mid had p11ttl1111MI Swpdr.na Sor.*lftp· in: 

v. 
To aununari&e: 
W11 hold [J) thtL t.hr mt1dlel1nh':; 1heory 

II eon1i1t1nt "''ith buU1 the r•1ulauiry Ian· 
111a1:9 ind pan pratdce; \21 that EPA.'1 
lntffJ!ftl1tlc111; whila not nettturily entl· 
ll•d to d•fc!renee, II r.1J11nahle ind Ill •P' 
plieatiun nf lt!I r11le la 1uprnrted by ~ 
rtenrd: 11.nd UJl lhat Pyr11nid'1 ct.her lt(ll· 
m1nt1 1Ael1 1n1rll. 

Af!irm~rl 

ctor.1~1C c. Pl\'ATT. Circu1~ J11dlte1 
D!!rem~r 1AB3;.1t wu-.ui:ilikelr~ ill<Tit.w·af 
th1 tr1dt (\!Stenn, that It had •lal'JC'zi-. lh1. d!A1n1ini:: 
marlt•t onlr··•lch\ w11ka 111rlinr-IP' 54ip- Eh•dln; 1hat a ''eommon-HnH reiuilnr"' 
timber IOU-U 1'rl'lt11id· elaitned. The of 33 U.S C. f. l~•'lltcl "e11n l1U nnl)· to lht 
aourt ace1pC.d what It fhlllflltteritad "" UM nr thl nwrk1t en\17 •ll)•rot1eh". th• 
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1Mjority IOdl)' . holda !hat ii 11Dmilnbtr 
wh.tber an "alWlllLlvt·U a•aiblblt",VA 
ii '° look, "°' ai tht ,,_.n, ............ 
amt mt1t emrent data. 1MI\ ntMr •·* 
CUl'ftl\Utal and tial& Wiltch 'ftlltld, ipll"' 
hap1 Y•ut ..,n.r, whon tht dntloptr ~ 
eenN tbt m&rktt", Thl1111llikl'-1flttr'dlao 
ory apl'fO"htt a MnaiU•t ea'l'lrontnaital 
problem throuch a thM ...,,, l& 1,._.. 
the 1tzat11t.'a b .. ie p1tf110M, and .11. lll!hbil 
unfair ind anomolou1 tt111lt1. I thcrdON 
dlllanL 

I. f'1i. Lf,Ulrdilll HUtor;i 111ul P'JC"710ft 

of SGation JIU. 
Sta~ lJ« w .. 11111!1.ed .tty llOlllUll io 

ti'IZ u pan ot a bro~e.illllnt 
to 1 national wator p11Uey lbat lwi :ban •. aa 
conrraa1 termed It. "inlWiqll&ta io ••rr 
Yitai upect.'' S.ReJI. N.o."14 .. 92 Coq.,.2J 
S,..1. 7 (1!112). Sp111iGadly,.tbe.MCtlon~•• 
lnttl'ldtd to lddrw lllll au.a.a bimnce 
betwun thi;iM activW.. which tndan19r 
.. m•rin• 111'f'ironmant Psui-) -lllllW>po.l •P· 
t.em1" on Lhl one hand..-nd U... actWIUn 
"uaenUal for th1 mailitananu:.al IUlntaW 
IUld torelcn commam" 4b .Lha .ethrr. 
Cont.Rep. No. 12116, U'lud Cen1 .. 2d S.... ,!1-4, (lf72). 

llD :&hi jltOllOMic •lid .oeill ·ltUdl or .. u.. 
cpubUc; '" •U JMt,Hrlffm9d wilb. tb1 ld1tn
'twll .ar;p11t.>UIMU11 fl( .,.,U.:.ular Jtvel· 

n. 17t• rv,.,.,.. ·ot s.cr""' i.ru 111111 "'' 
MMb~ Entrr 77tl0r)', 

lo .thll "'' I h•v:t DO problrm - with 
UA'.1 kllc appro.ch. ll eonecl1nUou1I)' 
•U.fmpttd to wei~ tit. .ecol'IOntic advan-
1&111 1ir;tii11t lh• eCQ!oP:al dlaad11antaira 
of d1v1lopln;: 9...,.1tdan1 Swampo&lld. bi ap
proachin1 thil dotonnlutlo~. k properly 
baked to alwmat. av&ilab!. 1it11. HGW• 
~Ir, EPA w1nt wrot1j:-..,.Wu1l7 WNn1-
'When lt'Mlopted the morbt tntq' tl1"1'7 ~ 
dacide whtthlt' an alt.emat1:.1ite wu aw.a.II· 
abl1. BJ focu1in; oa tlie .decl1itKlm1klnt 
&ecbn~uu &nd taatlc1of11.par.tic:ulat deveJ. 
ctptt, ln1i.1sl of th• 1ct1111I .altttnadvt1 to 
.dllturbi111 U.. w1tlaftd. EPA if;notft J.b1 
1tataalt'1 centnJ purpou . 

'Fho matk1t.dtl'y thtc•l'T in -ef&et.tainbl 
• -,.cUeu1-r .malDptir "11'itb rtal'ffl co a 
pmicmlu .. u... while lirnorinr 111• erMI 
11..Won ol -whethfr the 1lte lbiflf 1houid 
bt:pnun14. Vader the mn-kft.·entry·Ute
°'7•-WnltlopV ./& -would IN Jnlod.,. ,.mnil 

!1cUun 13.t4 l1 unU111al: lta-primuy Pll" "Oft 1 ,..,.afie,.lel· beeaui• when bt .ni.1'111 
po.• bl neither tn puniah lhDM whl'I llle11.lly lhf mo.rket atae£D&tivu wir• l'r&ilable. tut 
lnfrin1Jt on natlonal ~. nw, .u the •t«canier U'f'.e)oper lJ, .mo entered tM 
majority opin111, "to provhfe U lheentlvt mukll. aUor t.bol# altilrnati'f'lffl hlld bficnmt 
[to de'f'•lopen] l.o •¥oid ebooalnc wet- UM'Nll.W., wGUIJ bo enl.Wc:d 1.o a parm1t 
tand1". To th1 cantraey, tha 11.ab.t\I II IM "'-'laplAa' t.lic: Amt iitt. ln 1ueh a ,_ 
direcl.td t.t th• lind ltMU without any ~· aae, .tht thettt)' no Joo&u prottt:CI Ui• ·I.I. 

gvd '4 wh111lbtr th1 p1iri:y 11Hld1t1 to deYel- lalld, -buL !n&tad bec:amel 1 diatnr.ted p1111i• 1 
op it hu cleen lwida. 'l'tutl, It th1 "blolag· -&I,,. •vn It punilhH devoloptr A by I 
!::~'~~~:::; ·~!::=~ ~:i1r:;! = da!yin1 him a i"'nnlt. !Jut ;l'Ulll doveloptr f .. · 
mtn:o" &dvtn1.11.1;n Uilt th• till! ·cuukl IW'Oo B a P'.rmllftir tho aaJM prof>l~y-and lht 
'J lh Ile h Id · d 1-d .only d1U1nnc:1 i11twe.a tbtm ti when tliey 

"' 1, • 1 ' ou N•llA•n un evelV.,... "1Dta--"' the nia ket" 
n11rdl1p ot whkl! d1.Yelopt1t bi ·1nklnt , ~,... r · 
tht Jlt'Mnit. SH Ii.Rep. No. fl4, rlml "'l!he 111ukllt fllll.n' U\eof1 ha1 lu1lher 
Cn!ll .. 2d s. .... 1 '19'121: Cmtr.n11p, No. -prubl•ma. In th;. co11. !or .1x1niple, tr • 1 
1231, 12nd C1111;., ld Saa . .flt-H ((912). 'Elor.id '1'1:11mp had "•nt.e~d I.he •tkel" 
Co11vtt'l1l7, ii Lh1 bAhat1ui weaxhl in flvor ·an.t NJJD tDoJi tl111 .apt.ion on tlw 'N11r\h . 
of conuntn• or 1,th1r 'f'Cl'Hlamie "Silvan· 'ltUlrdioM'Silto a11d madt 1t,11na.,1ihlble, ""' 
ta;o1, tht11 the Ian-I •ho1dd !>. dHtolopl-d, 1blr GM'1 ,...r~acrh he -.&~pmintly wuuld · 
•KMn re1Dtdl911 ol thit ~prcift(' ~IOI* haq 1-an ,.nlkled .to·• permit to dl'f'elup 
ill'f'OIVtd. Id. In 1hort. 'eGhfl'ftll dellpwd tw.1dltnil:li•••P· J11t. altar .ol>t41ni1'1 the 
the nellon to pr,...,.,, UNI 1nYirolUMnt. pemllt.J.SnJ,th1•IMCI, nald Trump the11..U' 
aoosiatt'nt wll.h rruon•ble accomnlOdatkm 1h111 )tlK'klllCI t<l Pyn.mid to dcnrek)p? Or 
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· M b11iW lti. IDAll ind tti... Mil Ow. to en\lt \hi l!lllrHt an.r lhlt alU!mAW ,1w 
&let i. P1nmici'r U, on tM 11• Ntame .,..,........ Ahli \hil woold be .o 

'1 \111 an1wer IO \htH q\lllllunt la llffn lf llDO&hn, .......... ul\911 liY fhould 
, U- \lNt marlu1t entq tlttory ii no ~ 1HU.W. alWr lhl Mcond Mte»t
UIJll a troulMHornt mir111 \lu1t. rouhl er t11tn1 tht ..n.t. liteau .. \ht; "eommo11 

· bl elnwmvem.d by Pyramid'• uinK Hnllt" mulld...., Ulterr »okl l'lniJ, ud 
pM1)' IO btl)' llul ""' and obtain 'bllPdly' " .... altarwUh• aftl1abi. IL th• 

• p1rmlt. It, on Ult 91.hlr Mnd, tht WM Ow •Pl'UalM "•wed \hi! marilel ". 
(ll!l'Wll' II "?to", lMn Pyiamld ii fonvrr 
~ '°""'"' prohibil.d ........... hal likt 
~al •<Wod•r-ll'Oflli owai.1 U.11 r-rTJoo 
~· 1t&.1, •Ml onJJ !Nclun at .. , l.lnw bi 
!ht put." Md "•RWtd Ute -r1in" whilt 
1'. si""*""' waa 1UU 1.ailablt. 
l"!r&Mnnore, In I bullftlll that nttdl H 
ijeh predlctllbilltJ u p1111iblt. the m1rk1\ 

. ~ lheory will r.1,.Wlhl)' Inject eqUielW 
'"ppenell• W'Jtu dou I ~ lnhlr 
~market! Wiien he r1t11. tetai.emp\&w 1 
ffftioplllaial. In IJ" ana? U ... Na wltat 
P,..-thl ntdghborbocld. lhl vlllllll .. lh1 
fOwn. Ult llALs or \lNt AJiorat DMI h9 
Pw tlie market when he flnt tU.t1 IOm'" . 
&n'irmaU.e llCdonf ll IO, t. U..t whfll 1 .. 
l!llU11$ hll 1taU t.o nNard& pou1blu 
.U-. when he ¢0U!mltit mcmey for more 
~ 1t1111J ot W.. N&e1. wbln Ill' 
~&I I r-.1 •taW btolter, _.hll'I ht flnt 
.WU • '"'9, • •M!D ht mu. h\1 firt\ 
.U.r to JM1rdull WIUlo'n UIA'lli"ll'll to 
iiut qva~ • drHio,... tan 1t1ver 
bo• •blih• to Jl"OCMd throllfrh u.. ••• 
ptnM ot coatneta, 1011inc. Pf"Hdln11. ind 
EPA 1PJ>licat.lonl. Sueh a vqae 1tandatd 
11 "mari&K Utt)'" C1U. ,., 1horl. ol \Jtt 
nqllfnnttn& that. •• ..."', 1rdc11l1\I ila 
1tafldardl •W. ll&flidim& fl1rit1 IO thAt Uw 
alla«H commwnJt, n.ar kJIO'W •hit \hOM 
111•rdl an. S. lloeor VW..lir ldorw· 
Ji.Ann A.It._• St..U F'ol'M llu1114/ /rt• 
•met Co.. t83 U.S. II, '8 U981J; l'Prl 
"""'"' Rot'lrool Aa'lt a Unicmt 
Sto4H. Gli\ F.Zd 1188, 13'4-U t6U1 Ctr. 
lfm 

lvn mor• loipc.it1.111t. thl n111lt l'll•dled 
b)' EPA PCI &hi majorit.J II eantrar1 10 
wha& eonpw11 MUIM to achiln vrbe" 11 
,..._. f 1144. '7nlllld hM '--" "P'I• 
ilhtlf"' ,_ .... 1a., ltl qlttfl •hen the 
Nonh AUhhon 1M wu llthl 1v\ilable; 
'Ill& l....S.111 ..,...., ~kl11 eoukl ............ -................. ... 
doll Q' I0"'9 atbw ct.¥tloper whe b,,..... 

111. 771,,_ l'nt,-- n.rr for Ch~rmi1ti111 
lr.V!Mr ID Allf'1WICI Sik U Ai.ii• ..... 

Sintl coaar- ~tld to EPA ti,. nt-

1pon1ibflltJ' far diuc 1 dlfBeult 1nd ,.,... 
liUH ballnct MDOlll -.numle and .a.>loP 
eal eonet,..., iPA Uould du IO onlJ aflM 
con.1!derlti1 U.. eirtwNtl!Mft wbleh •I.ill, 
''°' whoo tllt .....,.,. fll'll& aneew.11 el 
hla Id.a, IOt .._ ht 1niertd lbt merkt\., 
ltOf IVClll wlln ht Hblrliu..d h!R 1pplicaUon: 
1"9\Mr, EPA. • 1 mrt ol equl\1, thou.Id 
hiiv1 u.e r.11 LIMm. or, 11id 1tto.ld be 
Nfl,Uirod to .-...., \ht C~
whie1' u:lst .i Ult Um1 il mUn ltl dtri· ''°"' Thia II tile ""7 mtthod which W(M&ld 
1Uaw EPA to_.. a fuRr informed deti
Pon-u ...,... lmmdld-ilaNd on 
whee.her, KU.. mDllWftl, I.here la 1orallt.l>Mi 
• .i .. whicb a111 '""'" Med..t ~ 
and ICldt.I .._..,.. le th• pul>lk. wiLliou' 
ulllleft'IMl'llJ kllriMtic valualJM wn....... 

Such a.,._ II ....,_ .. U.01')' ii nrlno 
rorctd b, t.hl prnatt·tlnN lu\l:u14t ol the 
r1111laiJCM1, •lliell ecmt11111di EPA IO dlw"' 
mini whtdwf u 11"'"'911 1lte "II avafl. 
abll". Sn G .. tln•r fl/ Sm'tlljl1ld w. 
CAlto,.U, .. , , ... .-,1o.... 108 S.Ct. 
ITf. 3111 (111111 tprual WPll l1npql' la 
rrrlatiow ....- qat:J •hould 1pplf Wt 
rqullUon i. ,,..em. ,,. put, rireunto 
tlAftl'ff). 1& II Mo 1appm1A!d by \ht ex· 
P'"" ,..,._.ll ol CINllNM whwn It 
~Med \1111 ....... ud. l woukt 1ubmit, bJ 

"" "CIDQ&l'l'lllll .... ". 4flJ •••MJ '"'•" 
the l&DllW9Wt .... ol ba1tMln1 ...... t.tally 
~ ,..... ill dt'-Cnnitline •hi' 
ii ii& \ht puWk"1 bMt lftinnt. 1hoaW klok 
10 d'9 ...t ....... "' Uta, ind "'lute 
\he IAOll nrnM dttum&&aeeet. MJ • 
Ill' IOI~ n.111 tlllfdlvll)' tie \hll apArJ 
111 an lmlrft9& •"ID U.. pu&. whla W 

llA.1- JO~--



LETTER V,(,,2.. (CONTINUED) 

60 llf FEDERAi. l&ROR'l'lilt, U SERIES 

qllfldul .. bt ...... ii ........... ... 
the lllYiroNMa&al ........... .-a ........ 
ot u.. ..... t ..... f11""11. 

ln n WILLINGTON CONVAU:SCJ:NT 
HOM&. INC.. Diker. 

~ w. llOl'PKAN, Tnlll\lt, 
.rw.&lfl'..AJfdlanl. 

" STA.TB or CfJNNECMCUT. DEPAJlT. 
lll:NT OP INCOME llAIHl'BNAl'fCB 
.... lt&Ce ., CtlutHCleul, ~ 
.t HtalUI Bin ..... M .......... A.,,.a. .... 

\lnlt" Ital• of Allllria. 
lnlen'.....-A..,.U ... 

la ,. Mwar4 ZSM, J>U&or. 

Mutla W. HOPFMNI. T...-. 

. Plal•~""""""""' 
" STA.Tl or CONNICTlCUT. DEPART· 

MllNT or RIVENlllr1 BER'VICD, 
.tlW ..... •"""'"'11"" 

Uahlll l&Met el AllMrl-. .. ~.,... .. 
N• '11, fU. Doektll n..fn1. 11--60U. 

Unli.d Statel Court of AppnJs. __ .. 
Arptd J•n. '7, 1188. 

~J1111111,1• .. 

Cliapt.tr 1' trul.M ,. dlh&on i. ~ 
nt.&ed kukNptcJ ............. llnias!at ... 
Uoll ...n& 1t1i. for bll90N' ol etrWn 
fundla..tt.o......,fvMl,.W•S.lebf ..... ~ ......... Id~-· ... ...... r.. ThoUll .................. c.. .. 
lor tM ~ ot ~t. aoMn L. 
K'"""8Jl7, J,. • B.ll 111, MW 1Ca&t'1 

..U.. to lllmill. ·UHl-ar!peah ·wen lak-
40.. 1'111.Dlltried'..Hd. U1UL;fl1 ud''TI 
,a.a, um,,._. c. .o ... ,. ,J .. ,.... ..... 
... ......... ..,.,..,... Tbt --Couft ., JAfo 
,..,., 11iltlr, .Clmill ''"'"· 'hlW"Uaa' .... ... ~ .... ,,.r. ...... utlmt . 
...itbir mon1&a1y 1"MU1 ,,.. •tate an 
oa..W. 1c.pe of Banli:NJtlCJ' CcMtll ...W... 
ot 10•uelsn 1nunumcr provWml. MMI tMY 
an barnd bJ Eltvnth AmondmmL 

J11dg:nwnu ot dlr.trict court aCfimiM. 

I. Bukr11ptCJ .... 
Bukruptc7 .Codi .IKtkNI, .pnwldlna: 

Ullt. nocwiddlandiq UNtdoa of llO'lf" 
irifa lnulu.uJft.)o, protrbioa ot Tit'- U tt'D

WMttt Mrm .. cNdltor." .. tntit)'," or "p• 
enuM11r.I ••tit... llPPI'- IO ro••rnnwocal 
un!Y, "•"'" ti.ate llO'f'GftisJI IMm•Diq 
olllJ le attn& uot111at1 for knknpttr 
OOIU'l to ~ Malit'• righca In debtor'• 
•tate. hnkr.Ccid., 11 U.9.C.A. ff 108. 
lOl(c~ 

t. Bankrup&q ~11111 
luknip&q-Codt UlnloVW p ........ 

... pnflNllef ecUonl Mekj"' • .......,. 
,_.,.,. frota 11aw _ an fttUdt 1cap1 et 
kaknp&q Codt ..., ol ....... 1.,. ... 
1m11\it1 provWon, and thus· an INlrM ltJ' 
&.111Ua AlrdndmmtL s...kr.Coclt, It 
U.S.C.A. If lUl(c). Ml(b), 5f1(b); U.S.c.A. : 
C.0..t.AJMDll. u. ~ 
I., ....... c. .. n. .. us ,, 

8ullll by Otapt.tr 1 tru&M la Ullreltted 
Mlkniptq ~np 11alal& 1tatt tor 
&ll1'1Mn'• or lundt ...... debtor"' CoDittfd. 
CU\ {Or medlcaid urtkn and l.o nfOnl' 
lllOrl'8I tnnel_,,. t. .... alle111dlJ ID 
pntertnU.I n .. r .. ..,. bl"*' bJ DIY
..a. AN1d11111L Banir.Code, 11 U.S.C. 
A.. u lOll(c). S4f.fb). w1(br. u.s.c.A. CoM&. 
.tu.nd. u. 

M1rtln W. Hoffmall, Truatet, Hmlord. 
Co11n.. ln MUI CUH tor ,....ulf..,,.llu\. 

Klllllllth A. GrUam, A•\. Coutatlall. 
Stac. Al\J, C-., Hllftf""4. Co1L ~ L 
UebmnM. Connecdcl& Stale AU,. 0-.. 
ot coua.el) fw dtfenrdan ... IJllMRHI S&llt 

llA.1- J_@J_ __ 



• 

LETTER _,.<o&=3'---

LARDOVHlal RIAa TR& "RAllCOPA" SlTI • K.\llCOfA COUWT1 

AllZORARI ro• TRI IOflRCORDOCTlRC IUPll COLLlDll 1111 

V•, tb• ••••r•l1a14 o•••r• of laa4 l• Rartcof• Co111t7, 
Ari••••, •••r tit• "R•rlcoe•" 1tt1, follJ 11peort tb• 
VI D•e•rt•••t 1f 111r11 l•e•rco1d11ctl11 l11p1r Colllder 
ProJact la lt• attlGft to l101t1 tb• llC 11 tb1 beat 
"11allfl1d 1lt1 aacl ltall••• tb1t Arl1011'1. "H1rlc1p1" 
1lt1 1• tbl lt11t •••llfl1cl locatloa for tbl llC. V1 
1t1ll••• tit• as DOI Drift l1•ltoa11at1l tapact lt1t1111c 
CllltlJ ••••••ttltll tbat tit• "HatlOOfl" 1tt1 •• tit• 
!DIAL Locatloa for tba l11p1rcoacluctt11 l•f•t Colllcl1r • 

llCl•TUll (Ptl11t 11111 below) ADDISll 
lo Rll I l1ok ••1• f1rc1l 
la cl 11 fro• llC 10./l••••r of Ac 

llA.1- )QEl_f> 



1 

2 

LETTER CaCo4-

Or, W111'110t Hess, Cha11"111n 
SSC Stte Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Off1ce of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washtngt~ O.C. 20545 

Dear 01". Hess: 

October 3, 1988 

Our conipany prepared the tnfonnat1on req1.1ested by the DOE for 
evaluat1ng the tmpact of the SSC on Noise and Air Qualtty. We have 
reviewed the Draft Envtrort111ent4l ]llfl<lct Stat81118nt (Draft EIS) for the 
Arizona SSC Site and have found several dtscrepanc1es. I would lfke 
to htghltght what I feel ts a 111ajor discrepancy fn the Draft EIS 
which should be corrected. 

I would like to first of 111 express dtsappo1ntntent that the 
Majority of the air queltty d.tta ~fded to the OOE was not included 
tn the preparation of the Draft EIS. We assume that this was due to 
the tr ... ndous effol"'t necessary to pl"'apa,.. the EIS and the tt• 
COflstratnts under whtch tt had to IM prepared. One of the data sets 
which was not considered, however, and which produced serious and 
erroneous consequences 1s the carbon 11c>nox1de data collected at the 
S1tu•ra Estrella Sailport. The Draft EIS used worst case carbon 
lll0nox1de: Masu...-nts in tM l't\oenix •tropo11tan area to represent 
background conditions at the SSC Stte., 

Use of the Phoentx data to ~l"esent SSC background conditions 1s 
1napproprtate because Phoen;tx ts a Major urb4R center whereas the' SSC 
vicinity is a rural undev:.1opec1 area. Fur'ther.oN, Phoenix and the 
SSC are 30 atles apart wtth tht Sierra 'Estrel.14 MountOtns and South 
Mountain tnteT'pOSed between theta. 

It is our optnton that carbon· 110noxide measur11111nts at the Sie,.ra 
Estrella Sa11port provide representative backgrourul concentrations fo,. 
the SSC Site. The Sier"'• Estl"ella S.ilport ts located approxi~ately 7 
Miles frClll the SSC rtng and ts in a rural envt,.ontnent similar to the 
SSC Site. Measu,.ennts at this location were used to establish 
background condtttons for sulfur dtox1de, nitrogen d1ox1de, ozone and 
total suspended particulates. There is no reason why .. asur..,.nts at 
thfs sa1111 location should not be used to est•blfsh background CO 
conditions for ttte SSC Stte. 

Use of worst case Phoenix CO concentrations for background 
conditions at the SSC Stte will indicate that CO 111issions fl"Olll 
acttvtty at the SSC Site wtll cause exceedances of the CO NAAQS. The 
fallacy of these calculations ts recognized tn the Appendices of the 
Draft EIS. I will quote paragraphs 5 and 6 of pp. 12, VolU118 IV, 
Append« B: 

ll02) ~1 • $llO w. B1oaOway, Sui!• 2CM • P.O. BO• 28791 • Tempe, Arizona 8S292 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 

"These high backgrounds of CO are not characteristic of the 
proposed SSC sttes 1n Arizona, Mtchtgan, North Carolina, and 
Tennessee, each of whtch ts rural. Actual stte CO 
concentrattons are expected to be• much lower than th~t 
estimated. NAAQS CO vtolattons are not e:itpected." 

"The impact of SSC Site CO emissions ts negligible on the· 
metropolitan areas' air quality because (1) these are low CO 
emission rates and (2) sites are relatively distant from the 
metropolitan center." 

The body of the Draft EIS, however, does not contain these qualifiers. 
It states, and a9ain I quote from pp.3-67 of Section 3.7.4 

"Arizona, Michigan, North 
regional exceedances of 
resulting from SSC-related 

Caro.Jina, and Tennessee will hav.e 
NAAQS carbon monoxide 11mi ts 

emissions. 11 

Thus unless one reads the comp.late Or&.ft EIS with tha ;1ppendices, 
which 1s extremely vo.luminous" one: is left with the· mistaken 
impression that the SSC will cause e.x.ceedan.ces of th&- standard. 

We thus urge the DOE to tak•- the follow.inq. actions in preparing. 
the final EIS. 

1. Use CO. 1118l1Sure111ents at the. S.1errll Utr-alla Sailport for 
background conditions at the- Arizona SSC Sita. aod 

2. If the Sierra Estrella Sa1lport measurements cannot be used. 
then to. llOdify the language· 1" th& bodiY of the Draft EIS to 
include th• qaotat:ioas specif1ed tn thtt epJlllOdfc:es. 
(parag_raphs 5' and. 6 of pp.12.. Volume IV. Appendix 8) whtch 
would acknowled9'1 that tti.. calcu.la.ted exceedances· of the· CO 
standards are incorrect and would not occar. 

cc: Or. Joseph Comfort 

s1)0;:·c.~ 
0. 1 

C. Thanukos. Ph •. D~ 
Manager. Environmental Projects 

llA.1- 1090 



LETTER <oCo4- (CONTINUED) 
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IN THE VICINITY OF THE MARICOPA SSC SITE 
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Prepared for' 
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Prepered by 

Herbert J. Verv11 le 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 
This document suaner1zes the results of an ambient part1cu1ate 

110n1tor1ng program conducted at the Maricopa Superconducting Super 
Collider (SSC) Site. The program included ambtent measurement of 
total suspended particulates (TSP) and particulate matter less than 10 
11tcrons aer-odynamtc diameter (PM10). This pr-ogram i-epresents one 

component of the overall air quality assessment conducted at the 
Maricopa SSC Site. which is described in Section 5 of the Arizona 

subnltttal to the Department of Energy (DOE). 
The objectives of the particulate monitoring program were 

three-fold: 
1. To establish ambient TSP and PM10 concentrations at the 

Maricopa SSC Stte; 
2. To establish a relattonshtp between concurrent TSP and PM10 

measurements: and 
3. To compare the measured concentrat1ons w1th h1stor1cal 

measurements at a nearby site (the S1erra Estrella Sai 1-
pol"t). 

The ensuing sect1ons of this document 
1mp1emented to ach1eve the above objectives. 
backgl"Ound 1nforaat1on on the SSC site. This 

summarize the activities 
Section Z provides 

1s followed 1n Section 3 
by a description of the monitoring progr"am including the 11an1tor-ing 
site, equipment, monitoring procedures and quality assurance procedur
es, ·A sunnary of the pal"tfculate concantrat1ons measured at the 
Mar1copa SSC S1te fs pres.anted in Section 4, Conclusions with respect 
to the object1ves of the nmnitoring pr"ogram are presented fn Section 
5. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

2.0 BACUROUND INFORMAllON 
2.1 hscr1pt1on of the Mar$rcepa SSC S-1te location 

The tl•r1copa 'SSC Site 1s located :fn • rural_ .•Ma •pprox'klatel1.1 
JO wiles south-southwest .,,f Phoentx. Watura1 desert v-.getat1on 1in the 

"'" 4ft®llPUS'lng 'the SSC r-1ng and &f;lprw:1Jaab1-)' lO •fl.as outside 'the 

r1nv baundl'f"Y consists pr1•r1ly of Arizona ·Upland and .Lower ·Co1o~ado 

desert scrub vegetation c0111Unit1es {F1guNt 2.1). Also w1th1:n th1.s 

area 1s 'the sparllil.,y ·populated COlllllUni~y of Mobile. SeYero1l ·1'1o~ated 

:private 1ud ho1'd:l.ngs ·with structures • .end unpavld d1rt r.oads. ·:nae 

pri•"Y sources .of partieul.ate .llitter 1.n tlre .• ,... ·is f,.. .dust 

generated on the -dirt iroad network and na'tur•:tl1 oceut'-r1ng-.wi.nd .blown 

dust frm.desert s-ur:faces. Although •gr1cultura1 fields 4o a1st ·to 

the east and southust · crf the SSC .r1-ng, these • .._ coa:s1derad to be .an 
insignificant .source .of p"art1culates .due %0 t:he1r ·d.1stanc:e from the 

SSC T1ng: n 1$ th. case •1th the Met·ro-Phoen1x al"H. 

2.2 At.ta1Ment Status 

Nrtional ~1 .. t Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and Arizona 

A.bMnt A1r 'Qua11ty StaAd1r.ft ·(MAQS) f.or .pal"'tf=ht. ..ttel" regulated 

by tbe Clun A1'f' Act 11re 11sted 1n Table 2.1. 11"9 11ar1cop1 SSC S~-te 

11es w1th1n an eUatrnment -a·re1 for TSP. 

PM10 ntt111aced TSP ·.es a er1ter1a ·pollutant -on ·tbe fecterl.11 lL8Vel 

effective July 31, 1987. The ·flM10 st1nct.nl, '.bowaver, has ·not been 
adopted. 'by Arizona _to 4ate. ·Unt-t·1 the EPA appl"QQS Ar1zan•'-s -PM1'.0 

Stat.a l11Plementat1on :Plan, the ex1st1:ng TSP -standards. will 1"91atn 1n 

affect. When BJ>proved -by tile £PA, the Arizona ·a.,0 .standanl wf.11 be 

the s•• I'S U.e NAAQS since Arizona Statutes fOf'bid .starrdal"Cls stricter 
than federa'l standards. 

Desi.gnat~en of •t.tatftlll8nt/.non-atta1nmant ~lO •re1s w1th'i-n uch 
state have not been .made. EPA has pl"elt111nar11y classtfted &J!IUS 

•1th1·n ·'ftch state according to three gl"oups: .Group 1 al"8as are those 
thot have a 95% OI" greoter prob1b111ty of exceeding the standards; 

Group 2 areas are those wtth a 20-95% probabtltty of exceecHng the 

standards (or w1th 1nsuff1ctent data for 1111ktng .a determ
0

1natton)'; and 
Group 3·areas are those with less than f 20% probability of .exceading 

the standards. The Maricopa SSC Site lies w1th1n • PM
10 

Group 3 area 
as shown in F1gure 2.2. 

llA.1- 1095 



LETTER (o(o4-

LEGEND 

(CONTINUED) 
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Ii. All QUALITY MONITORING 5111 

Figu.-a 2. 1 Distribution of vegetation t)'pes. schools and 
residences within two miles of the Maric09a SSC ring. 
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LETTER CoCe4 (CONTINUED) 

Table 2.1 N1tion1l and Arizona Allb1ent Air Quality Standards for 
part1cul~tes. 

Arizona Federal 
Pr1 .. ry/ Averaging Standa§d StandaS"° Pollutant Secondary n .. ug/o ug/o ---Particulate Pr1•ry 24-Hour 260 

Matter Pri•ry Annual 75 
(TSP) ·(Geom. Moan) 

Secondaf"y 24-Hour 150 
Secondary Annual 60 

(Ge ... Moan) 

Particulate Pr11111ry a 24-Hour 150 Matter Secondary Annual 50 
(PM1ol (<lr1th. Mean) 

• Short tann standards (24-hour duration) for PM. ... are not to be 
exceeded lllDMI than once per ye1r blsed on a ~year running 
average. 
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D PM10 Group 3 

~ _PM10 Group 1 

(CONTINUED) 

• TSP Non-Attainment Area 

A Air Oual lty Monitoring Sile 

0 

N 
0 

Ml • 

10 

Figure 2.2 SSC site location 1n relation to Metro Phoen1• TSP non
att.a1nment a.-ea, PH10 areas, and ·a1r qualfty 1110n1tor1ng 
sites. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

3.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE MONITORING PROGRAM 
3. 1 Monftor1ng Location 

Daily measurements of TSP and PM10 were measured between Decemoer 

5, 1987 and May 3, 1988 at the "Mobile site, 11 located approximately 3 

miles east of the SSC ring (Figures 2.1 and 2.2). The site fs located 
sufficiently distant from sources of particulates that the data should 
be representative of particulate concentrations tn the general 
v1c1nfty of the SSC sfte. Particulate concentrations within the SSC 

r1ng may be less than those measured at the Mobile site due to the 
reduced presence of human actfYity with.in the SSC ring. 
3.2 MOnttorfng Equipment 

The monitoring 'equipment consisted of two standard TSP hf-volume_ 

samplers and two Sterra Anderson Model 1200 PM10 sfze selective inlet 
(SSI) samplers. Each sampler was equipped with an internal flow 
controller. 7-day ttme clock, running tfme meter, and Dickson flow 
recorder. The samplers were mounted at the corners of a 4-foot wide, 
by &-foot long, by 8-foot high platform with the PM10 Sllll1Plers located 
at diagonally opposite corners. 
3. 3 Monitoring Procedures 

The monitoring schedule consisted of repeated samplfng on two 
consecutive days followed by one day o.ff for' changing filters. Sam

pling durations were 24-hours (midnight to midnight) with the most 
distant TSP and PM10 sampler on the platfor111 operating st11Ultaneously. 
The samplers were assigned tdentificat.ion numbers and were run in 
pafn as follows: 

A. Pa1r IT 
TSP Saniplar 13005 
PH10 S-Ttr 13 

B. Pa1r 12 

TSP S111pler 13002 
PH10 Saniplar 14 

All S4111Plfng procedures employed during monitoring followed published 
EPA guidelines. The stand•rd operating field procedures used to 
collect samples are presen~ed in Appendix A. 
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LETIER <oCo4- (CONTINUED) 

Glass f1ber f11ter"s were used to collect both TSP and PM10 
sutPles. F11ten !fer• nighed b.fore •Rd afteir upo'lure usi~ 1 

calibrated analytical balance with an accuracy of± 0.0005 g. All 
filter weighing was conducted tn a humfdfty and temperature controlled 
laboratory at Arizona State Untvarsfty. The filter watghfng pro
cedures whfch were followed are also pr"esented fn Appendix A. 

3.4 Quality Assurance Procedures 
Quality assurance procedures .. ployed during the monftortng 

pt"ogr111 consisted of: (a) multtpotnt and single point cal1br1tton of 

the samplfng equipment. (b) hmidfty and t~rature control of the 
filter we1gh1n9 env1r0Nlent, (e) tnspectton of tha ftlttTs and 
calibration of the- analytical balance, and (d) ffnal data review. 
A. Supler Caltbratfon 

Each s111pler was set to operate at ii flow rate of 40 efm when 
racefved frOll the vendor. The SlfllPlers ~re operated for approx-
1ntately one month after which a 11Ultf-po1nt calfbrat~on of eactl 

sampler was perforated using a calibrated multi-flow or1f1ca and 
manometer. Upon COCDpletion of the monitor1ng_program. each samplar 
was recalibrated. The initial and ffnal calibration fl.ow equations, 

aloft9 ~1th the variances between the calibrations are presented in 
Table 3.1. A detaf'led description of the rwethod utilized to derive 
these equations and the actual work-sheets a.re presented 1n A.ppendiit 
8. All variances, except for PM10 s4111Pler #4 (-8.52%), were within t 
7%, which is the tolerance established by EPA guidelines. 

Single point operational flow rate checks were •ade per1od1ealty 
to track the in-control conditions of the sampler calibration. these 
were performed by placing the caltbration orifice on the sampler (with 
flow controller eonnQcted) and determining the standard vol11111etrfc 

flow rate (Qstd) using both the orifice's certification curve and the 
sampler's calibratio" curve. If the difference between the two flow 

rates ••ceeded ±. ~ the sampler -.as recalibrated. i'.s a resu1t of the 
sfngl• pofnt calibrtt1on checks performed cturing monitoring, PH10 
sampler #4 and TSP s~ler 13005 were recalibr4ted. 
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Table 3.1 Initial and final calibration flow rate equations for the 
TSP and PMie suplers used to 110nitor particulates at the 
Maricopa SS Site. 

Sampler 

A. Initial Calibrations 

PM10 #3 

l'M10 14 

TSP #3002 

TSP #3005 
(Pr1or to 1/14/88) 

TSP #3005 
(After 1/14/88) 

B. Final C.l1br11.tfons 

l'M10 13 

PMlO #4 

TSP #3002 

TSP #3005 

Calibration Curve* 

Q td • (Y - 12.5339) I 0.881604 
5 I 40 cf• : Y • 47.80 

Qstd • (Y + 1.56669) I 0.834629 
@ 40 cfm. : Y • 31.82 

Q td • (Y - 10.6983.) I 0.9i9822 
5 @ 40 cfm : Y • 47.49 

Qstd • (Y• + 1.2541) I l>.Q560717 
@ 40 cf11 : Ym • 0.99 

o,td i ~~ ~,!·~1~1!> 2{_~8504143 

Q
5
td • (Y - 7.3671) I 0.9600 

I 40 cfm: Y • 45.77 
% Difference From 
Inftfal Calibration • -4.25% 

Q5td • (Y + 0.3004) I 0.7352 
I 40 cfm : Y • 3l.82 

I Difference fro. 
Initial Calibration • -8.52% 

Q
5
td • (Y - 17.6778) I 0.1S25 

@ 40 cfm : Y • 48.98 
% Dfffer1nce fl"Gll 
Initial Calibration • +3. 14% 

Qstd • (Y + 3.129) I 0.6185 
I 40 cfm : Y • 21.61 

% Difference f f'Oll 
lnftfal C.ltbratfon • -2.031 

• Qstd • Flow rate (cfm). 
T • Average flow rate calculated fr011 flow recorder chart 

for 24-hr sampling period (cfm). 
Ym • Average 111.noMeter re4d1ng for 24-hr smap11ng period 

(read1n.g taken before and after sampling period). 
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LETTER Co<D4- (CONTINUED) 

B. f11t1r Weighing Environment Checks 
Before. pre-weighing and final weighing of the filters, the 

humidity and tecnperature of the laboratory were checked and recorded 
fn the filter weighing log book. The laboratory environment was 
checked to tnsure that the temperatul"'e remained between 15 and 30 
degrees Celsius (not varying more than ± 3 degrees) and the humidity 
remained < 50% (not varying llOl"'9 than ± 5%). 

c. Filter Checks 
All filters were allowed to equilibrate in the weighing envfron-

11ent for at least 24 hours prior to both pre-weighing and final 
weighing. Each filter was inspected to insure that they were free of 

loOse particles, pinholes, or damage of any kind. If any damage was 
discovered, the filter was discarded. 
D. Analytical Balance Checks 

Pr1or to each filter weighing session, the analytical balance was 
checked by weighing a standard Class-S weight of between 3 and S g. 
Actual and measured weights. the date, and the operator's in1tials 
were recorded in the filter weighing log book. 
E. Final Data Review 

The final data review consisted of visually checking the data 
records for each sample to insure all final calculations ~re made 
correctly. Concentrations that were based on sampling periods less 
than 23 hours, as a result of equipment or power failures. were 
considered invalid. For three samples, the TSP coacentrations were 
less than the concurrent PM10 concentrations. These were attributed 
t~ untraceable equipment or operator errors and were also considered 
invalid. 

3.S Calculation of TSP and PM10 Concentrations 
final TSP and PH10 concentrations were calculated using the 

equat1on: 

CONC • (NFW • t06) I (Qstd • T) 

where: CONC • Concentration in ug/m3 (TSP and PM10) 

NFW • net filter 111ss aafn in g 

Qstd • Vol111119tric flow rate fn cfm 
T • Sa111Pling ti .. in min (Q

5
td • T • total 

air volume sampled) 
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4,0 PRESMATIOll OF OATA 

4. 1 Data lteco'ffiry and Tota 1 N-.r of Measur ... nts 

A total of 102 "-1t119 ""ts .. ,.. «~odulld for tfle Plar1cop<1 SSC 
-.onftortng prog,.u. The IM>nthly •net total d1t1 r.conry statfstfcs 

for both TSP ...i Pltio .._ p,...entod 1n Tab lo~ C, !, uclud1119 May, 
110nthly d1t1 l"ftovery percentages fol"' TSP r1t1ged betwffn 11% (January. 

1988) and 951 lDec-r and Plan:h, 1988), wh.flo ™to data r_,.ey 
·parce11ta9es ranged between 74% CDtcember. 1.981} •nd 100% (Msn:h, 

1988). Total data rec:over"y parc:antages were 83% for TSP (85 saniples) 
and 86% for PM, 0 (88 •A<11Ples), 

4. 2 Measured TSP end PM, 0 Concentrattons 

A 1t:st1ng_ of tndtvtdual TSP and "'1o conc:entratfons nMlesurcd 

during th• 110n1tor1ng progru ts presented tn Table 4.2 with monthly 

•nd total data sumnaries presented in Table 4.3. A more CCJllPrehensfve 
data listing. 1nc1ud1ng net ftlter ~ass gain and -volumetric flow rate 
is PNtSented fn Append1~ c. TSP values ranged frOflf a low of 5.8 ug/•3 

to• high of 129.7 ug/rt3• The J110nthly mean ranged frOIA 27.2 ug/•3 for 

Dec..i.er to SO. l ug/•3 
for Morch. . The .... value of TSP for th• 

1aeasu1"11!11\eRl pe.r1od was 38.4 ug/m3, b•sed on 85 s1111p1es. 

PM,0 c.oncentrat1ons, based upon 9Z smplu •vereged 22. 5 uv/•3 ' 
fof' the •e.surennt ~rtod. Monthly values for P14

10
, verted less than 

for TSP;- fro. 17 .1 ug/•3 tn De.cember to 25. 7 ug/•3 tn March. In
dividual PM10 c:oncentrations varied fram Z.4 ug/•3 to 59.5 ug/•3• 
4.3 Relationship 8etwa9n PM10 and TSP 

An evaluation of t.he relationship between con~r.,..nt PM
10 

•nd TSP 
concentr1tions was perfor11111d. usfng linear Tegres•ton analysts. Thi! 
best f1t regressfo~ equatt011 descrtbtng tl\9 relattonshtp 1s 1llus
trated tn Ftgure 4.1 and ts given by: 

f'"io • TSP (0.528617) + Z.6931 

The correl11tion coefficient of the "'9r•ss.ton wa\ 0.9oz. (Kpr•ss1on 
4. 1 tndtcates that, for typfcat TSP concentrations ... sured •t the 
tit• (38.4 ug/•3), •pproJt1mate1y 60 pdr"cent t.r.: in tht: PM

10 
t.1xe 

range. 
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T1blo 4. 1 Data recovel"'Y stat1st1cs for the Mar1cojN SSC 
part1cvlate samp11ng program.• 

PM PM 
Scheduled· TSP Data TSP 01t1 D1l~ D1~1 

Month 
Sa11Pl 1ng 

Oays 
Recovery Recovery 
(Samples) (%) 

Recovery ·Recovery 
(S..,ples) (%) 

Dec 19 18 95 14 74 

Jan Zl 15 71 18 86 

Feb 19 14 74 18 95 

M.r Zl zo 95 21 100 

Apr zo 16 80 15 75 

May 2 2 100 2 100 

Total 102 85 83 88 86 

*Sampling duration: December s. 1987 to May 3. 1988. 
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Table 4.2 TSP Ind Pll1v H11pl1ng d•to coTTected It the Mol><Te 
1110nitorfn9 tte. 

TSP I'll TSP Pit 
Cone. eo~R. Cone. eo~R. 

Run O..te (ug/•3) (ug/"l) Run Date (ug/"l) (ug/113) 

IZ/05/87 26.8 NA OZ/17/88 NA Z0.6 
TZ/06/87 18.1 11.7 OZ/18/88 51.0 Z7. I 
lZ/08/87 31.3 NA ·OZ/20/88 30.8 20. I 
12/09/87 48.9 Z9.9 OZ/21/88 18.6 25.8 
12/11/87 74.2 SZ.5 02/Z3/88 84.4 45.4 
12/12/87 26.5 NA 02/24/88 72.5 39.5 
12/14/87 40.4 Z3.7 OZ/26/88 55. 7 30.8 
12/15/87 47.6 NA 02/29/88 18.7 9.7 
12/17/87 Zl.6 18.2 03/01/88 NA 7.5 
12/18/87 13., 8.0 03/03/88 16.9 9.6 
IZ/20/87 14. I 10. 7 03/04/88 17.Z 9.0 
12/21/87 12.2 9.Z 03/06/88 31.0 19.7 
12/24/87 10.1 5.9 03/07/88 Z2.6 12.z 
12/Z5/87 9.Z 5.7 03/09/88 36.2 zo.o 
1Z/Z7/87 Z0.4 16.3 03/10/88 75.6 33.3 
lZ/28/87 31.9 19.2 03/12/88 18.5 8. 7 
12/30/87 23.2 14.8 03/13/88 43.3 18.6 
12/31/87 20.1 13.1 03/15/88 36.9 22.0 
01/01/88 14.2 10.1 03/16/88 50.1 Z8.6 
01/03/88 Z7.7 21.5 03/18/88 58,9 29.8 
01/04/88 66.8 59.5 03/19/88 95.5 44.5 
01/09/88 33.3 22.9 03/21/88 57.3 33.4 
01/10/88 43.5 32.7 03/ZZ/88 47.._7 27.3 
01/12/88 40.8 29.8 03/24/88 60.1 36.5 
01/13/88 35.5 22.5 03/25/88 66.3 40,3 
01/15/88 74.2 58.0 03/27/88 48. I 24.2 
01/16/88 34.B 18.2 03/28/88 129. 7 58.5 
01/18/88 NA 4. 1 03/30/88 54.6 40, 1 
01/19/88 26. 1 5.3 03/31/88 35.6 16. 5 
01/21/88 22. 1 13.8 04/02/88 47.0 31.1 
01/22/88 23,7 10.6 04/05/88 51. 9 35.2 
01/24/88 21.z 16.0 04/08/88 44.5 23.3 
01/25/88 32.0 16.5 04/09/88 62.7 NA 
01/?7/88 NA 19.9 04/11/88 69.1 51. 7 
01/30/88 NA 13.2 04/14/88 32. 7 Zl.6 
01/31/88 29. 1 18.3 04/15/88 26.2 12.6 
02/0Z/88 50.2 25.4 04/18/88 20.3 13.9 
02/03/88 5.8 2.4 04/20/88 17.3 12.5 
OZ/05/88 NA 8.4 04/21/88 12. 1 5.6 
02/06/88 44.9 44.9 04/23/88 14.0 9.5 
02/08/88 25. 1 16.8 04/24/88 25.2 15. I 
02/09/88 31.2 17. 7 04/26/88 27.8 25.2 
02/11/88 NA 22. 1 04/27/88 37.8 24. 1 
02/12/88 39.4 20.2 04/29/88 34. 1 28.3 
02/14/88 NA 21.0 04/30/88 62.3 23.5 
02/15/88 34.4 20.5 05/02/88 26.9 21.9 

05/03/88 57.l 30.6 
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Table 4.3 Ambient partfel• SUllllllll")' fQr the·Mlir1Cop1 SSC Sit~. 

TSP (ug/• ) PM10 (ug/• ) 

Number of Number of 
Month Measurenent~ Mean Min Max Meaiurements Mean Min Mu 

1987 
December 18 27.Z. 9.2 74.2 14 17; 1 5; 1 52; 5 

1988 
January 15 35.0 14.2 74.2 18 21~8 4·.o 59.5 

Febr"uary 14'. 41.6' 5.8 84.4 18 21.6 2:4 45.4 

March 20 50.1 16.9· 129.7 21 25.7 7. 5 58.5 

Aprfl 16. 36.6' 12.1 69. 1 15 22.2 5•6 51. 7 

May 2 42.0* 26.8 57.2 z 26.2* 21.9 30.6 
--·--

TOTALS 85 38.4' 5.8 129. 7 88 22. 1 2;4 59.5 

•The mont.Jtly Man fs not r.911'able due to fnsufffcfent measurements. 
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F1gur-e 4. 1 Ltnear regression between TSP and PM10 concantrat1ons 
measured at the Maricopa SSC Stte. 
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Equation 4.1 1s based upon limited data and should be used w1th 
cautfon. Furtfiermor• the data represents w1nter-spr1ng type particu
late size d1strfbutfons which 111.y differ from those ex:t·st1ng during 
sU1111M1r and early fa11·. 

4.4 Comparison of TSP Concentrations with Prior MeasurM11nts 
Prior TSP measurements 1n the vicinity of the Marfcopa SSC Site 

were l!Slde at the Sierra Estrella Saflport (SES) between 1'976 andf 1981. 

The SES site .1s located approxf111tely 8 mflt!is east-northeast:. of the 
SSC r1ng (F1gure 2.2). 

A cm.,er1son of available monthly TSP data 111eesured at the SES 

and Mob11'1 inon1tor1ng sites fs presented in Table 4.4. The 1987 

December. 1988 January. and 1988 April TSP. 24-fir arfthmetf~ means were 
less than the comparable 1976. 1978, and 1919 110nthly data. The 1988 

February and March 24-hr ar1thmetic means were lass than the com

parable 1976 and 1977 data but exceeded the 1978 1110nth1y· data1. The 

24-hr maximum and m1n1mum TSP conc&ntrat1ons at the: Mob~le stte were 
also generally less than those measured at the SES site~ 
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Table 4.4 Compar1son between TSP concentrations measured at the 
Mitbtle S1'te and Hi'S'toM-cal' concentNtfons•measuJ'ed: at·. 
tho SES.site (.1976·to 1~7a),. 

No. of 24-llr 
24-llr 24-Hr 24-Hr Arfth. 
S..,.1•. Max .. Mill• Mian• 

SES Oltc 1916' 16 ll!J . Zll 75; 
1977 14 428 14 134 
1978 16 72 5 66' 

Mobfte~Diitc· 19871 lit 7• 9• Z7< 

SES Jan 1916 13 122 35 80 
1977 15 86 9' 48. 
1978. 15 75 12 38 

Mobile Jan 1988 15 74 14 35 . 

SES Feb 1916. 15 198 28 88 
1971' 14 126 56 82' 
1978• 14 81 6· JO; 

Mobile Feb 1988. 14 84 6 42 

SES· Mir· 1976 15 239 Z4 105 
1977 16 338 36 109, 
1978 15 73 5 35· 

Mobile Mar 1"988· 20 130 16 50, 

$ES Apr 1976 15 210 35 98 
T977" 15 168 33 81 
1978 15 89· 19 5a 

Mobile Apr 1988 16 69 12 37 
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S. 0 CCMCLUSIOllS 

The results of the •SsasS111tnt of ambient particulate concen
trations fn the v1cfn1ty of the Maricopa SSC Site allow tentative 
conclusions to be drawn with respect to the threa.objactfvas of the 
monf tori ng progr1111 whf-ch were: 

1. To establish ambient TSP and PM10 concentrations at the 
Maricopa SSC Stte; 

z. To establish a relationship between concurrent TSP and PM10 
measurements: and 

3. To compare the concentrations 111easured during the program 
with measured historical concentrations. 

5. 1 Ambient Particulate Concentrations 

The area encompassing the Maricopa SSC Stte has been classified 
bY EPA as a PM10 Group 3 area. As such, the area has the highest 

probability of being in attainment of the NAAQS among the three PM10 
classfficatfon groups. Measured PM10 concentrations 1n the vicinity 
of the SSC site between Decembers. 1987 and May 3. 1988 averaged 22.5 
ug/m3• and were well below standards. This appears to corroborate the 
area's PM10 Group 3 class1f1cat1on. 

Although TSP standards tn Arizona w111 be replaced by the current 
NAAQS for: PM10, the AAAQS for TSP are still 1n effect. The Maricopa 
SSC S1te lies within an attainment area for TSP. Ambient TSP con
centrations measured in the vicinity of the SSC site were well below 
the current AAAQS fn conformance with the attainment designation of 
the area. 
5.2 Relationship Between PM10 and TSP Concentrations. 

The linear regression performed between PM10 and TSP concentra
tions measured in the vicinity of the SSC site (Equation 4.1). 
suggests that the PM10 portion of the total suspended particulate 
matter 1s app~oximately 60%. The relationship between PM10 and TSP as 
determined fr0111 this study. however, should be viewed with caution 
since the monitoring was perfonied under winter and spring conditions 
which may be characterized by particulate size distributions which 
differ from sumer conditions. 
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5.3 Current and'H1stor1Ca1, TSP·COncentr.at:lons 
Coaipar1son of current TSP .. asuret1ents at th• Mobile sfte with 

prior TSP 1111surements at the· SES sfte suggeW.th&ti.the.cur.ret_ 

concentrations at the Mobtle site arti lower. Reasons for this cannot 
be detenatned w1th the ltmtted available data. but could be attrttiuted 
to: (a) a te111por1.l de<:rease fn TSP parttculatas and/or (11:$ ttfesMt>btle 

stte's greater dtstance from TSP sources. 
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Appendix A 

Standard OperatfOfl Field Proceduru 
end 

F11ter W.1gh1ng P~oceduru 

STAJIDARD ~~iJi~go~iE~~iillOCEDORES 

I. INSTROHJ!NTS ON-SITE 

A. Pair 11 

1. PH-10 H 
2. Hi-Vol 13005 

B. Pair •2 

1. PH-10 13 
2. Hi-Vol 13002 

II. SAMPLING PROCEDURES 

A. Filter Removal (After Initial Set-Op of Station) 

1. Until Hi-Vol 13005 is equipped with a flow recorder, u"'c·n 
arrival at station run instrument Pair #1 (both instruments 
simu•ltaneously) for at least 5 minute!I to establish run
temperature Conditions. Connect manometer tube to nipple 
located at bottom of motor on Hi-Vol #3005. Record the 
manometer displacement on the "final flow reading" line on the 
current sample data log sheet for the sample. Disconne~t 
manometer tube and shut-off both instruments. 

2. For each instrument, open the shelter and remove the faceplate 
of the sampler by loosening the four winsnuts and swinging the 
bolts outward. Lift the exposed filt.er from the supporting 
screen by 1rasping it aently at the ends, not at the corners. 

3. Check the filter for signs of air leakage. Leakage may result 
from a worn faceplate casket or from an improperly install~d 
sasket. If siKQS of leakage are observed (i.e., fuzziness of 
the sample outline), replace gasket before next sampling 
period. 

4. Check the appearance of the particulates. Any changes frvm 
normal color may indicate· new emission sources, construction 
activity, or dust storms. Make note of any change in fil~er 
color and any known reasons for such chance on the current 
sample data 101 sheet. 

5. Fold filter lengthwise at the middle with the exposed side in. 
If the collected sample is not centered on the filter, fold s~ 
that exposed portions do not contact unexposed portion~. 
Place folded filter into its properly numbered folder and then 
into properly numbered manilla envelope. Note: if exp~sed 
filter has been damaged during removal, place all pieces of 
filter (exposed sides contactina ~~posed sides) into folder. 

l 
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8. Viaually inapect th• &••ket. face to ••• if 11••• fiber• from 
t.he tilter are bein1 left behind due t..o overt.iaht.eninC of the 
faceplate wincnut.a and th9 conaequent cuttin1 of the filter 
alon1 the casket interface. Make note of any adJuat.ments 
on the current aample'data loc aheet which need to be made 
prior to the nezt aamplinc period. 

1. Remove 'the flow recorder ehart from eaf;h inatrw11ent, indic:a
tinc on back of each chart. the date and time of removal. B• 
sure that ihe PH-10 cir Bi-Vol inatrwnent IOI, the run date of 
the aample, and the correapondinc filter ID• are .. rked on the 
back of the flow ·recorder chart. Place the flow recorder 
chart. in the .. nilJa envelope containine the exposed filter. 

8. Record the runnina time meter readin& on the fffinal runninc 
ti- meter" line on the current aam.ple data 101 sheet 

filter Installation 

1. ror each instrument, open the ahelter and remove the faceplate 
of the sampler by loosenin1 the 1ou.r wincnuts and swincin1 the 
bolts outward. 

2. Wipe all dirt from the au.Pport screen and faceplate. 

3. Inspect the new, properly numbered, unexposed filter to be 
used for each instrwneDt and if damaced, discard and replace 
with undamaced filter. 

4. Center the tilter with the rouch side up on the wire scree~ so 
that the 1asket will form an airticht seal on the outer ed1e 
(1 cm) of the filter when. the faceplate is in position. 

5. Ti1hten the four winsnuts just en.ouch to prevent leakaa~ wh•n 
th~ filter is aliened and the faceplate is in place Do not 
overti&hten 

6. After installation of each filter. record 
cation information on a new sample data 
name, station, run date of sample, 
operator's initials. 

the sample identifi
loc sheet: proJe·:t 
filter number, ~nd 

7. Record the runninl time meter readinl on the ··initial r•.inn;.na 
time meter" line on the new sample data 101 s_heet 

8. For each instrument with a flow recorder, r~move any m~ist;re 
from the inside of the recorder with a clean cloth C•refu:ly 
iaaert a new chart into the recorder with the instrument It•, 
filter ID•, run date, and date and time installed marked on 
the back of the chart. Do not bend the pen arm beyond its 
limit• of travel while insertina the new chart. Be careful 
not to damaae or weaken the center tab on the chart, but be 
aure the tab is centered on the slotted drive ao that the 
chart will rotate the full 360 decree• in 24 hou!':; with~ut 
bindinc or slippinc 

2 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

9. Check to see that the pen head rests on zero (i,e·., the 
smallest circle dimneter on the· chart). If not, tap the 
,recorder lichtly to make cert.ain that the pen arm is free. 

10. Check the time indicated by the pen. If it is in error, 
rotate the chart clockwise by insertina a screwdriver or coin 
into the aldtted drive in the center of the chart face until 
the time is correct_ 

11. Turn the sampler on (never turn it on until a filter is 
place) and observe it long enough to know whether 
instrwnent motor and flow recorder are operatin1 properly. 
sure pen markings on flow recorder chart are visible, if 
replace pen cartridge. 

in 
th'9 

Bo 
not 

12. Until Bi·Vol 13005 is equipped with a flow recorder, run 
instrument Pair #1 (both instruments •imultaneously) for at 
least 5 minutes to establish run-temperature conditio~s. 
Connect manometer tube to nipple located at bottom of motor on 
Hi-Vol 1300S. Record the manometer displacement on the 
.. 'initial readinc" line on the current sailple data loc she~t 
for the sample. Disconnect manometer tube and shut-off b~~h 
instrwnents. 

13. for each instrument, set timer to start and atop the sampler 
such that the sampler runs 24 hours, from midniaht to midnight 
local time, on the sheduled run date". 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

A. Filter Preparation Prior to tnitial Weiahinc 

1. Ins99ct new filter• 1nd1~idl.Ullly on licht table. lf hole• or 
detect• such •• tears, ere•••• or lwapa ar. oba•rved, discard 
filter. 

2. Nwnb•r filtera with numberinc machine. St.JJll.P the tilter 
number on two diaaonally opposite corners; one number on each 
side of filter. 

l. ?laoe •&Oh ~Ullllb•r•d t1lter 1n a aaanllla folder. Place tilter 
id9nt1f ication nwnber on folder for ease in selection of 
fllt•rs~ 

4. Store unweiehed filters in weiahinc environment for at least 
24 hours. The weiahin• environment should be between 15 an.d 
30 deerees C (59 to 86 decrees f) and should not vary more 
than +3 decrees C (+5 deareea f), The rel•tiws hwa.idity 
should be < SO• and not vary more ·than +SX. 

B. Initial Filter weiehinc 

1. Record date. and temperatu~e and relative humiditY of weichi~& 
environment in filter data lo• book. 

2. Remove filter from carryinc folder, beinc careful not to 
dam.ale tilter. If filte.r is damaced durinc t"•moval or any 
time durinc weishin•• discArd tilter. Clean filters must not 
be folded or creased prior t-o their use. 

3. Before weiahinc first filter, check the balance by weichtne a 
standard Class-S wei&ht of between 3 and 5 C· Record the 
actuAl and measured we11hts. the date, and the operator's 
initials in the data 108' book. If the actual and measur~d 
values differ by more th~n +0.5 •I• report the values to the 
proj,ct supervisor prior to p~oceedinc. 

4. Wei1~ each filter and record the filter IDI and the wei&ht 
undeJ" the "Initial Jilter Weight" entry in the data loc book. 
Meas~re the filter weiehts to the nearest millicram. 

5. Plac' weiched filter in or~cinal carryinc folder. 

8. Upon completion of initial filter wei,hing, store prew6iched 
filt,rs for future use. 

t 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

C. final Weiahtnc of Filt•r• 

l. Store uaed filter• in we1sh1nc •nviroru1•nt. Condition• of 
welahln~ environment ahoYld be •• deacribed in A.4. above. 
a.cord date, and wei&hin& environment temp•rature and· relative 
humidity in filt"er data 101 book. 

2. Jle•DY• 
see if 
Recover 
folder 
brush. 

filt•r from c•rrJ"iDI folder_ Kxaaina the folder to 
filter material haa been dislodaed from filter. 
•• much •• poaaibl• by bruahilaa the· material from the 

onto the depoai\. on the filter with a soft camel-hair 

4. Examine the. fil.ter. If in.sect.s are embedded in th• filter 
deposit, r4aove t.bem with twee~era b.Lnc careful not to 
diatu.rb the filter deposit. 

5. Check the weiabin& balance•• described in 8.3. above. 

6. Wei1h 
wei1ht 
priate 

exposed filter to the neareat mili1ram, recordin& th~ 
under the "Final Filter Weiaht" entry tor the appro

l'ilter ID•. 

7. Place wei1hed filter back into carryin1 folder and store at 
th• Laboratory of ClimatoloCJ", ASO. 
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SIU. IWIRl.llR 
<r.U.~SRAlllJOll PllQCIDQlllS 

A. EQllrPHENT 

1. C•lib.rat.ed. Mu-l:t.1-:UoN. Ol::ilt.i.C• 

2'. ~gme.ter. 

3'. l'l'l:ters 

4. Calculator with Reaession Capabilitiea 

S. PROCEDURES 

1. Rbcord· the off'icial name o~ the station, 
name, sampler ID•, ~if.i.c•• tppe anti IDI, 
(based' on station elevation), and averaee 
season) on calibratiOD workaheet,. 

2·. Place • clean f'ilte~ on. saaapl.e:.r inlet.. 

date, calibrator's 
barotaetric piress·.lre 

station pressuire (for 

3. Connec.t the.caiibratioa. 01::i.fice1 t.01 tb• sam.pller inlet and conn'!lct 
the rnanometem- to. the orJ.tice. pr••s.uz•• t&·p·. 

4. VerUY. that D.ickson· recorder is properly 'connected to pr.es.sure 
tap on lower side of sampler motor and install a clean Dickson 
t low recorden chal'.'t .. and &e.¥'o· ad.Ju.st th .. recQrder pen 

5·. Render the. flot1· controll•r inop•rat.t,...• br· plue1inc th.e satnp!er 
·motor ~irectly into the 110 volt outt•t. 

8. eperate the sampler for at least five minutes to est. .. blish 
thermal equili.bri.ua Qrieut •o c::alkbra~iom. 

1'. A"dj'us:f.. the c:al~&tllon.. o:J..fi.ee "° attain maximwn flow allowin• 
the sampl:er. t.o IND.. f.o.r. AD' add:l..tiona.l 2 minutes 

8. • Rec:ord the. manc:uaet.er dJ.apl.ac••en~ ((R»esauEer drop across orifice) 
and' the Di'.cli:son reeo.rdrar n.sP.Qa:ae c:m,, fllwi c:al.ibrat.ion worksheet 

9 Adjust the calibration orifice to attain minimu- flow allowin& 
the sampler. to. ~uni to.r a. m:bnut•• ..,....,, tht adjust.ment 

l·O·. Record, the aa.nome:t.•1:. dJ.,spliAc-eat and: t;he Dickson ree:ordo.r 
respons .. on. the ca.D..i.b~i:oni. wozr.ksheee. 

11 Based oD the .. no••~r displacements with th• orifice adjusted 
to maxiawn and' ainiaum flows respectiv.lr, adjust the orif~c• to 
attain. f.lowa a"t... tnr .. addJ..t;i,Qnail f'.'10# 11a-t:ea;. that are spaced at 
•'1"1•·?. int·erval.a.. beitnreen. the aa&im.wa and ainimum 01tif ice 
ild'J)a.sf.men.ta:. .A:Llow. th.. -.ple1:.· to r1.1n 2 ai.nvtea after tiach 
ad'ju.staent. and r.ecoc.ct the. manoe•ter displacement and D:Uclr:son 
recorder response fOr •ach of these three adJu•tments. 

l 
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LETTER (e(p4- (CONTINUED) 

12. For each' manometer diaplacement, determine the atandard volume
tric flow rate (Q1td) uaina the least square• alope and inter
cept of the calibration orifice'• tran~poeed certificaticn 
rear•••ion equation alona with the atation pr••aure based on 
elevation and the a.vera.ce at.at.ion t.ea"rature for th• season. 

13. Determine the calibration relationship bettMell the aampler's 
flow rate and Dick•on recorder by calculatinc t.he least squares 
rearesaion between the fiVill.V&luea of the Dickson response (Y) 
and the five values of Qatd (X) for each of the five orifice 
adjustments. The final calibration equation tor the sampler 
should be in the form of: 

where: y = 
• = 
·X = 
B = 

y : ..X + B 

Dickson response 
slope ot least squares recresaion 
Qstd 
Y-intercept of least squ•rea r•aresaion 

14. After the calibration relationship i• determined, recheck each 
calibration point to determine if it i• within the limit• of 
Linearity (iS~) by determinina a Ycal value for each calibration 
point uain• the calculated calibration re&resaion equation and 
the five Qstd value• calculated fro• the orifice'• certification 
reareasion equation durin1 calibration: 

Ycal = m(Qatd) + b 

The percent difference for •-ch value of Qstd is determined by 
comparina each Yc•l value wfth the correspondina Y val~• 
(Dickson response} recorded durina calibration usina the 
equation: 

• difference = (Y - Yc•l)/Ycal * 100 

where: Y # Dickson response •• recorded for ••ch orifice 
adjustment and calculat•d Qstd durinS calibration. 

Ycal = value calculat•d tor the •am• Qstd uains the 
calculated calibration resreaaion equation. 

Any calibration points that are found to have a •r•ater 
dift•rence than !SX should be repeated and a corrected calibra
tion equation should be recalculated. 

15. Opon completion of the calibration, with all calibration points 
within ±5* of linearity, aubaequent flow ratea followin1 a 
aamplina period ·are calculated u•ina the averaae· Dickson recoJ:
der readinS• for th• samplina period and the equation: 

where: Qatd 
Yav 

b .. 
Qstd = (Yav • b) I m 

volumetric tlow rate durina s..nplina P•riod 
aver••• Diek•on response ov•r aamplina period 
r intercept of calibration re1resaion 9(luation 
slope of calibration rearesalon eq~ation 

2 
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LETTER (o(pt\- (CONTINUED) 

ANeodi• c 
U1tt"J of lSP .... :"J&. s...,11., Pa-

U111a1•v.ttw t1111 Mt11 Stte 

TSP and Pll-10 oaapll., ~ aoll...,.ed at the Mobile ...,ltorln• sit•. 

----------------------------------------------~-----------------------..... Net Total TSP PM•lO 
Suplr Ti• r11ter Qstd Vol. Cone. Cone. 

Run Date ID • (loin) Wat(Cl (cfml (113) (••/m3) ( .. /•3) -------- ................... ................... ................. -------
12/05/87 3005 1391.1 0.0425 40.2003 1584.41 28.8238 
12/05/87 3 1454.5 0.0325 35.1241 1448.84 aa. te;a 
12/08/87 3002 1441.5 0.0259 35.1113 1433.81 18.0883 
12/06/81 4 uo•.o 0.0198 42.1845 1878.51 11.8909 
12/08/87 3005 1393.1 0.0488 39.3088 1550.83 31.3381 
12/08/87 3 1454. 8 0.0287 35.8919 100.50 ;g 5;a,;;a, 
12/09/87 3002 1440.7 0.0883 33.2148 1355.18 48.9232 
12/09/87 4 1410.0 0.0498 41.1152 1885.n 29.8987 
12/11/87 3002 1432.1 0.1212 40. 2814 1833.70 7'.1877 
12/11/87 4 1388.0 0.0888 42.014? 1849.14 52.5122 
12/12/87 3005 1395.5 0.0439 41.9837 1:1159.22 28 .• 582 
12/12/87 3 1489.8 0.0227 28.4807 1184.51 lQ 1itQ 
12/14/87 3002 1448. 3 0.0547 33.0789 1354. 89 40.3724 
12/14187 4 1404.0 0.0399 42.3142 1882.47 23.7152 
12/15/87 3005 1392.2 0.0721 38.4169 1514.67 47.8012 
12/15/87 3 1481.1 0.0380 30.0204 1259.20 39 .1779 
12/17/87 3005 1392.2 0.0338 39.7545 1587.40 21. 5843 
12/11 /87 3 1488.8 0.0298 39.2388 1829.88 18.1833 
12/18/87 3002 1458.8 0.0204 37.8353 1580.85 13.0889 
12/18/87 4 1410.0 0.0134 41. 88(8 1871.72 8.0157 
12/20/87 3005 1392. 2 0.0229 41.0920 1820.14 14.1348 
12/20/87 3 1448.3 0.0189 38.3858 1572.25 10.1489 
12/2l/87 3002 1443. 2 0.0192 38.3788 1588.80 12. 2402 
12/21187 4 1398.0 0.0153 41.8849 1851". 49 9.2308 
12/24187 3002 1440. 2 0.0158 37.8994 1537.82 10.1455 
12/24/87 4 1404.0 0.0099 42.4840 1888.42 5.8635 
12/25/87 3005 1398.9 0.0130 35. 7417 1413.95 9 .1941 
12/25/87 3 1484. 7 0.0091 38.2440 1586.37 5.7363 
12/27 /87 3002 1442.6 0.0308 38. 1481 1501.32 20.3820 
12/27/87 4 1410.0 0.0271 41.1152 1865. 74 18~2691 
12/28/87 3005 1389.5 0.0471 37.5252 1478. 84 31. 8981 
12/28/87 3 1457.9 0.0303 38.2440 1579.01 19.1892 
12/30/87 3005 1393.0 0.0358 38.9519 1536.84 23.1874 
12/30/87 3 1460.2 0.0233 38.1023 1575.84 H.7877 
12/31/87 3002 1439. 8 0.0308 37. 29.17 1520. 57 20.1240 
12/31/87 4 1410.0 0.0220 42.1845 1'883. 68 13. 0666 
01/01/88 . 3005 1390.2 0.0218 38.8827 1530.04 14.2480 ' 
01/01/88 3 1455.4 0.0182 38. 8112 1599.88 10 .1Z70 
0 l/Cl-3/88 3005 1403. 5 d.0433 39.3088 1582.40 27. 7137 
01/03/88 3 1481.7 0.0324 38.2590 1507 .12 21. 4980 
01/04/88 3002 1437. 7 0.1015 37. 2917 1518.36 86.8486 
01/04/88 4 1404.0 0.1009 42.8138 1894.38 59.5499 
01/09/88 3005 1397.5 0.0518 39.3088 1555.12 33.2964 
01/09/88 3 1482.4 0.0350 38.9880 1531.03 22.8604 

1 
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LETTER c,,G,4- (CONT1NUED) 

:~:-~~-~=~~-~~~~~-~~~~-~~~~~~-~:-~~~-~~~=~~-~~~==~~~~~-~~~~: __ 
Run Net Total TSP PM-10 

s-plr Time Filter Qatd Vol. Cone. Cone. 
Run Date- ID I Cain) Wllt(ll (ctmJ (m3J (u1/m3J c u.c/111.3 > -------- ------- ------- ------- -------
01110/88 3002 1438.4 0.0851 38.7481 1498.95 43.4884 
01/10/88 4 1404.0 0.0548 42.0147 1870.58 32.6837 
01112/88 3005 1403 .2 0.0572 35. 2959 1402.61 40. 7811 
01/12/88 3 1489.4 0.0508 . 40, 7982 1897.67 29.8056 
01/13/88 3002 1439.1 0.0533 38.8840 1503.22 35.4573 
01/13/88 4 1404.0 0.0378 42.3142 1882.47 22.4670 
01/15/88 3005 1383.8 0.1290 44.3582 1738.11 14. 2185 
01115/88 3 1451. 8 0.0905 37 .9805 1580. 74 57.9852 
01/18/88 3002 1442;4 0.0505 35. 5250 1451.15 34.7999 
01/18/88 4 .1410.0 0.0308 42.4840 1895.84 18. 11542 
01/18/88 3005 102.3 0.0159 '7. 5815 137.85 NA 
01118188 3 1448. 8 0.0085 39.0948 1804.08 4. 0522 
01/19/88 3002 1442.5 0.0397 37 .2917 1523.42 28.0597 
01/19/88 4 1404.0 0.0089 42.4840 1888.42 5.2712 
01121/88 3005 1384.3 0.0328 37. 8638 1476.54 22.0786 
01121/88 3 1447.7 0.0221 38. 9530 1597.03 13.8382 
01/22/88 3002 1441. 7 0 .0364 ST.5835 1533.88 23.7338 
01/22/88 4 1398.0 0.0177 42. 3142 1875.28 10. 5854 
01/24188 3005 1384.9 0.0348 41.8308 1832.77 21.1909 
01124188 3 1448.9 0.0249 37.9805 1557.83 15.9859 
01/25/88 3002 1442.1 0.0559 42.7275 1745.00 32.0343 
01/25/88 4 1404.0 0.0279 42.4640 1688.42 16.5Z43 
01127 /88 3005 102.5 0.0105 47. 5815 138.12 NA 
01/27/88 3 1449. 0 0.0335 41.0798 1885. Tc 19.87Z6 
01/30/88 3005 101.l 0.0052 NA MA NA 
01/30/88 3 1450.0 0. 0215 39.8619 1828. aa 13.2009 
01/31/88 3002 1439.0 0.0477 40.2814 1841. 57 29.0576 
01/31/88 4 1388.0 0.0305 42.4640 1888.78 18.2988 
02/02/88 3005 1383.8 0.0941 47 .8294 1874.13 so.2101 
02/02/88 3 1447. 3 0.0400 38.3658 1573.34 25 4::36 
02/03/88 3002 1442.0 0.0093 39.4660 1611.69 5.7703 
02/03/88 4 1392.0 0.0040 42.0147 1856. 28 2 4l51 
02/05/88 3005 101.l 0.0097 NA NA NA 
02/05/88 3 1446.1 0.0134 39.0948 1801. 07 a 3694 
02/06/88 3002 1421.2 0.0742 41.0968 1654.08 44. 6508 
02/06/88 4 1392.0 0.0251 42.8138 1879.90 44.9414 
02/08/88 3005 1385.1 0.0471 47.8294 1878 .16 25.1045 
02/08/88 3 1447.0 0.0282 37. 9805 1555.58 16 84213 
02/09/88 3002 1422.2 0.0515 40.9609 1649.77 31.2165 
02/09/88 4 1398.0 0.0297 42.3142 1875.28 17 7284 
02/11/88 3005 102.4 0.0125 NA NA NA 
02/11/88 3· 1449.2 0,0354 40.0873 1.845. 24 22 124:5 
02/12/88 3002 1420.7 0.0652 41.0968 1653.50 39 .4316 
02/12/88 4 1392. 0 0.0341 42.7635 1885.80 20. 2278 
02/14/88 3005 102.9 0.0063 NA NA NA 
OZ/14/88 3 1445.9 0.0336 39. 0948 1600.85 20.9889 
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LETTER <eGk (CONTINUED) 

TSP and PH-10 samplin• data collected at the Mobile mcnitorina site. 
-----------------------------------------------------------------~----Run Net Total TSP PM-10 

Samplr Time r11ter Qatd Vol. Cone. Cone. 
Run Date ID I (min) Wct(a) (ofm) (m3) Cua/m3) (ua/m3) -------- ------- ------- ------- -------
02/15/88 3002 1419. 9 0.0581 40.5532 1830.Tt 34.4023 
02/15/88 4 1398.0 0.0348 42.9133 1699.00 20. 4827 
02/17/88 3005 100.1 0.0108 NA NA NA 
02/17/88 3 1448.5 0.0328 38.8894 1588.28 20.5513 
02/18/88 3002 1422. 2 0.0819 39.8737 1605.98 50.9989 
02/18/88 4 1392.0 0.0453 42.4640 16.73.99 27.0611 
02/20/88 3005 1439. 7 0.0578 46.0938 1879.35 30.7553 
02/20/88 3 1448. 8 0.0311 37.8187 1549.35 20.0730 
02/21/88 3002 1421. 5 0.0837 40. 9609 1848.98 38. 8305 
02/21/88 ' 1398.0 0.0435 42. 6138 1687 .14 25.7633 
02/23/88 3005 1454. 9 0.1829 48.8378 1929.84 84.4111 
02/23/88 3 1445 .1 0.0711 38. 2440 1565.15 45.4271 
02/24/88 3002 1420. 5 0.1195 40.8809 1647.80 72.52:11 
02/24/88 4 1392.0 0.0859 42. 3142 1868.09 39. 5063 
02/28/88 3005 1445.2 0.1091 47.8294 1957.57 55.7325 
02/26/88 3 1441. 5 0.0489 38.9530 1590.19 30. 7511 
02/29/88 3005 1445. 8 0.0362 47.3335 1938.07 18.8783 
02/29/86 3 1444.4. 0.0153 38·. 3858 1570.19 9. 7441 
03/01/88 3002 1433.4 1.0381 41. 0968 1868.28 NA 
03/01/88 4 1410. 0 0.0127 42.8138 1701. 82 7.4635 
03/03/88 3005 1445. 4 0.0318 45.5979 1868.49 18.9302 
03/03/88 3 1448. 4 0.0146 38.9880 1514.28 9. 6415 
03/04/88 3002 1019. 5 0.0203 40. 9152 1181. 31 17.1843 
03/04/88 4 1020.0 0.0109 42.0147 1213.85 8. 9811 
03/06/88 3005 1451.1 0.0597 48.8378 1924.80 31.0162 
03/08/88 3 1444. 4 0.0308 . 38.2440 1584.39 19.6882 
03/07 /88 3002 1421. 7 0.0388 40. 4173 1827. 30 22.8141 
03/07 /88 4 1398.0 0. 0203 41. 8649 1657.49 12.2474 
03/09/88 3005 1445. 6 0.0802 40.8390 1683. 74 38.1838 
03/09/88 3 1445. 9 0.0319 38.9530 1595.04 19.9995 
03/10/88 3002 1418.4 0.1235 40.8891 1834. 44 75. 5609 
03/10/88 4 1392.0 0.0566 43 .0631 1697.81 33.3410 
03/12/88 3005 1448. 4 0.0341 45.1020 1847.47 18.4577 
03/12/88 3 1448. 4 0.0134 37.5351 1539.84 8.7033 
03/13/88 3002 1419. 8 0.0875 38.7865 1559.58 43.2815 
03/13/88 4 1405.0 0 .0314 42.4840 1889.83 18.5840 
03/15/88 3005 1445. 6 0.0772 51.0527 2090.0J 38. 9366 
03/15/88 3 1447. 8 0.0349 38. 8694 1595.51 22.0118 
03/18/88 3002 1421. 5 0.0837 41. 5044 1870. 84 50 .0946 
03/16/88 4 1170.0 0.0403 42.4640 1407.02 28.84:?1 
03/18/88 3005 1445. 9 0.1189 49. 3171 2019.43 58.8532 
03/18/88 3 1447. 2 0.0489 38.3858 1573.23 29.8112 
03/19/88 3002 1421.4 0. 1596 41. 5044 1870.72 95.5278 
03/19/88 4 1405.0 -0.0752 42.4640 1689.83 44.5069 
03/21/88 3005 1449. 8 0.1091 48.3417 1902.45 57.3470 
03/21/88 3 1444.8 0.0515 37.6769 1541. 62 33.406!-
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LETIER CP'7+ (CONTINUED} 

TSP and PM-10 aampline data collectAd et t.he 'Mobile monit.orinl s1'te. 
----------------------------------------------------------------------Run Net Tctal TSF PM-10 

S...plr Time 1'1lt.er Qstd Vol. Cone. Cone. 
Run Date ID I (•in) llct(I) (cfm) (m3) (ul/m3) (ua/m3) -------- ------- ------- -------
03/22/88 3002 1423.0 0.0766 39.9737 1606.88 47.6699 
03/22/88 4 1386.0 0.0445 41. 5654 1631.SI 27.2754 
03/24/86 3005 1443. 7 0.1126 45.6458 1874.43 60.0715 
03/24/88 3 14'2.5 0.0584 37. 8187 1544.95 36. 5059 
03/25/88 3002 848.0 0 .11634 39.8280 958.48 SS.2844 
03/25/88 4 8'8.0 Q .0308 41. 6157 763. 71 40.3297 
03/27/88 3005 1449.1 0·.0909 48.0938 1891. 62 48.0540 
03/27/88 3 14'9.2 0.0379 38.1023 1563.77 24.2363 
03/28/88 3002 1418.4 0. 2134 40.9809 1645.36 129.6980 
03/28/88 4 1392.0 0.0987 42. 783"5 1695;80 59.5479 
03/30/88 3005 14411.5 0.0754 33.6965 1380.37 54.6229 
03/30/68 3 14'7. 2 0. 0631""' 38.3856 1573.23 40.1085 
03/31/88 3002 1419.0 0.0599 41. 9121 1684.28 35.5641 
03/31/88 4 1405.0 0.0282 42.9133 1707 .so lS.5153 
04/02/88 3005 877.2 0.0532 45.5979 1132. 76 46. '9651 
04/02/86 3 686.1 0 .0290 37.2005 933.52 31.0651 
04/05/88 3005 563.9 0.0370 44 .8081 712.3' 51. 9412 
04/05/88 3 557.1 0.0206 37.1097 585.48 35.1846 
04/08/88 3005 1C23. 5 0.0645 47 .0856 1698.19 44.5162 
04/08/88 3 1408.0 0.0380 38.8112 1545.38 23.2952 
04/09/88 3002 1415.7 0.1148 45. 5813 1827.47 82. 7095 
04/09/86 ' NA 0.0865 42.0147 NA NA 
04/11/88 3005 141'.1 0.1227 U.3582 1776.43 69. 0713 
04/11/88 3 1407. 3 0.0800 38. 8ll2 1546.61 51 7193 
04/14/118 3005 1429.0 0.0591 U.6061 1805.18 32. 7392 
04/14/88 3 1444.3 0.0340 38.5278 1575.88 21.5753 
04/15/88 3002 1424. 8 0.0437 41. 3885 1889. 00 28.1833 
04/15/88 ' 1388.0 0.0207 41. 864& 1643.28 12.5969 
04/18/88 3005 1427. 1 0.0371 45. 8458 1853.88 20.3381 
04/18/88 3 1443.2 0.0212 37. 3933 1526.32 13. 8715 
04/20/88 3005 1428.0 0.0317 45.3500 1834.00 17.2847 
04/20/88 3 140.3 0.0200 39.0949 1599.08 12.507.Z 
04/21/85 3002 1420.1 0.01'21 24.9251 1002. '2 12.0706 
04/21/88 4 1374.0 0.0087 40.2175 1564.93 s. s:.94 
04/23/88 3005 1429.9 0.0285 50.3089 2037.25 13.9895 
04/23/81 3 1445. 0 0.0155 39. 8819 1623. OB 9.5499 
04/24/88 3002 1419.7 0.0244 24". 1098 969.38 25 .1714 
04/24/8~ 4 1380. 0 Q.0235 39.9180 1560.08 15.0635 
04/28/88 3005 1427.3 0.0576 51.3008 2073.83 27. 7'774 
04/26/88 3 1445.2 0.0407 39.8201 1617.48 25.1626 
04/27 /88 3002 1420.1 0.0313 20 .5785 627.53 37. 823' 
04/27/88 4 1385.0 0.0380 40.2175 1571.48 24.0894 
04/29/88 3005 1'25. 2 0.0702 51.0527 2060. ST 3'.0682 
04/29/88 3 lUT.5 0.0480 39. 8819 1825.87 28 2926 
04/30/88 3002 1422.0 0.0988 39. 3301 1583. 88 62.2528 
04/30/88 4 1380.0 0.0385 39.7682 1554. 20 23 4847 
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LETTER (e(p4- (CONTINUED) 

TSP and PH-10 •mivlina data collected at the Mob~l• monitorina •ite. 
----------------------------------------------------------------------Run Net Total TSP PM-10 

Saaplr Ti .. ·Filter Qotd Vol. Co11c. Cone. 
Run Date ID • (•in) Wat Cal .(cfm) (113) (US/•3) cuc/m3J ------·- ------- ------- ------- -------
05/02/88 3005 1430. 3 0.0531 48.8212 1977.58 29.8513 
05/02/88 3 lUl.8 0.0348 38.8894 1S78. 72 21. 9185 
05/03/88 3002 1428.0 0.0570 24.8534 995.81 57.2514 
05/03/88 4 1385.0 0.0488 40.5170 1589.21 30.5813 
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LETIER . 

ffi ltrrt Club 

C0111m•nt• on th• Draft· Environmental Impact St1t•m1tnt <DEIS> fOf" 
the Sup•cconductin; Sup•r Collidec <SSC> Maricopa sit•· Pcesent
•d to th• Departlt9nt of Ener9y <DOE> •t the Arizona Sttt• Univec
•lty on 3 Octobec 1989 by Cht;i• Tr••~ on behalf of th• Pala V•rde 
Group, Grand.Canyon Chapt.,., Siarct Club. 

lntcgdyst,1901 

Lidie• and gantlemeni On th• b•h•lf of th• Palo Verde Group 
of the Siecrt Club, I wish to express our appreciation in having 
the opportunity to participate in the Depactlll9nt of Energy's ce
viaw of the Drift Environmental Impact St1temant <DEIS> for the 
Sup.,.conducting Sup.,. Collider. W• have reviewed the DEIS in 
tt•a entirety, with respect to the Maricopa site, and we htve 
pcep.,..9d the followin9 comments for your con•id•r•tion. W• will 
cover four of th• fiv• issu•s th•t were colftmant•d on pr•viously 
at the •coping hearino Qf 9 F9bruary 1988, •• well as on• addi
tional. Thes• i••uas •r•1 Water, wildlife, v•o•tation, surface 
•An•o•mont, and archaeological. W• shall addr•s• each of these 
i••u•• in turn. We would lik• to make it clear that the Sierra 
Club has not yet tak•n a final position on this proposed project. 
W. are eager to ••• additional i'nformation regarding the env1-
ronm1tntal concerns that we will mention her•in. 

Wt.tee teauea1 

We notice tm111ediately that th• allocation of Central Arizona 
Project (CAP> water has ba•n dropp•d fro• con•ideration, and it 
is now propoaed that SSC wat•r requirement• be derived •ntirely 
frDM the North Vekol Vall•y <~.2.3>. Althou~h the DEIS •t•tes 
that the u•e of this wat•r r•presents th• ••Jar impact to natural 
re•ources at the Maricopa site CS.6.4.1>, v.,;y little in the line 
of estimate• far th• impact to the depth-to water, presently es
timated at ov•r 3:SO f•et <4.2.2.l>, are pres.nted. Th• continued 
operation of r•no• i111Provements, such as stock tanks serviced by 
windmill-driven pumps, would be affected should the water table 
be lowered by any appreciable •mcunt. This is an iMpact ta the 
local economic CO#lfllUnity that does not appear to have been takan 
into consideration. 

The aiMJunt af water to be used by SSC, astim•ted to be from 
1,3~0 ;al/minute (~.1.2.4> over th• life of the project to 2,4~0 
;al/minute <Table 3-8) during th• operations phaee i• of some 
concern. Although the DEIS uses the fcrmer figure in comparison 
with the asti•ated annual recharg~ rate of 1,200 acr•/ft/yr to 
2,200 acre/ft/yr (~.1.2.4>, it mentions only briefly <5.2.3) the 
fact that the withdrawal rate during the operational phase is 
nearly daubl• that of the lifetime rate. The possibility of an 
av•rdraft of the aquifer (~.7.3). is well advised. Such an ac-

- I -

llA.1- Jf5Q__ 



LEITER ~Y,,5 (CON'l'INUED) 

c•l.,.at•d discharge rat• will certainly r•sult in a significant~ 

although localiz•p, low•rinq of ~h• wat•r tabl•. Thtt effects of 
•uch a l"'·ate of withdrawa-1 will cer'tainly incl.ud• a d-oree of 
subsid9nc:::e C3.t.2>, and should be tak•n into ac.c:oun.t during the 
d••ign ph••• of 'the wa.t,.,. eoll19Ction syst••· 

We highly encou~•9• the r-ecvc.ling of water fer nan-pot.1ibl• 
u•.S ••a .. ans of reducing the chttnand on the aquifer <~.6.2.2>. 
Th• r.use of cooler blowdown, brine concentrators, and sewage 
tr••t-nt are a·ll in good or-dar. but it ts v.,..y discour•9in9 tet 
find· tha.t the DESI only c-asually •entions th••• conservation 
-••ures. Wit fully expect to ••• a 1ttCra dat.ai.lad disclosure of 
th• pract:i·ce• to ·ba used whan and if a fi.nal ·EIS is published. 

In .addr•••in9 ·th• issu• of w•t•r quality, w• .,... gre•tly 
conc.,.ned that the following •tat1Hnent would even exist; 

-At the Art:rena site, lack of •urf.ace wat•r and the great 
depth to th• water tabl.• would •ff•c.tivel.y prevent transport· 
of ·cont .. inant• into th• groundwat.,. tp-v• 3.1.2-20>." 

Recent histar"y has proven that •ven in an .,-id climate such 
•• ours, such • •tatement can only be considerm;d a• b9ing highly 
questionable. W. only need to consider th• recent di&coveri•• of 
TCE plume• in the communities of Tucson, Phoen·ix, and Scottsdale, 
as well •• other industrial and agricultural conta111inants in do
,..•tic water supplies, to reali•• that such a guarantee is unre
ali•tic. W. 11110•t certain'ly hope 'that this sor.t of at.titud• will 
not pr•vail and ttTat t~• final EIS will contain IDClf"'• suitable 
•trata;-i•• for t'h• proper c-ontain•ent and 111.nag ... nt of such ••
teri•l • tha-t would threat.en the quality of a naw-Priatene aatur
al resou~•· Th• burden Of proof should be upon the project pro
pan.nts to deMOnstrat• groundwater protect.ion. 

Wildlife 1114••1 

Wit readily note that the forms of impact upon the desert 
bighorn sheep (Ovt1 c•naden1i1) h•v• b•en discuss&od, such as 
noi H C:S. -1. :s. 4. A>, i ncr-••'JI• huM4n pr•••nc•, and encroachment in 
9enmral <4.7.~.11. lt i• i111lso Mentioned that the s~eep popul~
ti:an has, i·n gen.,.i111l, been declining in th• ·~•t• ov..,. the ·1~st 
d•c•d• ~4.7.~.1>. Although th• DErs ••k•s du• .. ntion of the 
pa••iblliti•• of mitigating th• noise impact• in this arei111 
(3.6.3>, it l•t•r discusses in gr•at d•t&il th• l•ck of i•port
anc• of this ••tter f~.1.:S.4.A>. Given that the DEIS racognizes 
th•t the nai•• and other •ffects of incr .... d human pr•sence will 
probab-ly -hav• a negrtivtt •ff•ct upon th• already declining sheRp 
papulati·on, we ean on·ly e)(pr••• disappoin.te•nt at the •PParent 
lac:k of concern in this i111r•a. We do, hCJW9v•r, r.c:ogn-i.ze th~t. 
some ef.fort can be 1D1d• to of.fs•t th• iaip•ct.s to this species, •• 
1Mmt·i on•d by way of th• placement of water sources and th• alter
ati on of .fences during the desi9n pt\as• <3.6.3 and 3.1.~.1.e~l>. 
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LEITER (CONTINUED) 

lnas~uch a• prct•ctian is not •andat•d by th• End.ano•r•d Spec:ie9 
Act, th• Mitigation o<f negative impact• td thi• ind oth.,. specie• 
in th• vicinity of SSC ire cerl•inly of positive b9n•fit to th• 
biolo9ic1l community in the 1re1. 

The "'•tter of ·th• desert tortoi •• (Ggph1tCu1 19••1•;: ii> ap
pear• to be to be 1ddress&d, beino •• the Bureau of L&C'\d Ma.nage
mant <BLM> h•• developed guidelines for th• •itigation of impact• 
to this specie• cs.1.~.1.e.1>. Sine• tt l• •lated in th• DEIS 
that the-populations.,... considerably high.,.. in the north•rn M1-
ricop1 Mountains than in the lowl&nd• C4.7.S.1J, lflt\er~ th• MIJor
tty of the SSC activity will be located, it •PP•.,.• that the im
pacts At"• not •• great •• tho•• of the d-..,.t biQhOr'n sh..-p. 
How•v~, .,.. •~pect th•t • Mar• thorough •tudy of popul•tion d1tn
siti•• throu;hout th• SSC sit• will be conduct.cl prier to the 
initiation af construction. 
~ Gila Monstar tH•1Qdpcm• nufpm;tum) •till rttquir•• th•t 

MOI"• i•for••tion b• d•volp•d in ord•r to prop .... ly esti••t• the 
ifftf)act t..o thi• •p•cies. Phy•ical r•moval •nd relocation to 
equally suitabl• habit&t, such •• with the d.-9rt tortoi••, 
should b• con•idered ae a vi•bl• M••sure. 

y.qeta\lpo ll!Ue!I 

We ar• pl••s•d to not• th•t the DEIS -.ntion• th&t the ~70 
acr .. not permainently di1turb~ by the construction of SSC Mill 
be r••tor9d and rev.qetat.cl <3. 6. 3>, ·.and that the dr"y washes dis
turbttd by cut-and-fill construction "ill b• re•tored to their 
Of"'i9inal topo9raphy t~.1.1.1). The use of nativ• plant• •nd the 
appltcatian Of nitr04en-tmh..nein9 •l9&e <~.1.~.1.B.l) will 
vr•at_l y enhance th• recovery of th••• disturbed •reas, •• wi 11 
th• stockpilinQ .ad r•storation of th• v.n..,. of topsoil at th• 
spoil• disposal sit• c~.1.10.3.A). W. would like to s•• this 
l&tter practice •Mt.nded to th• cut-and-fill Ar••• •• well. 

Th• DEIS correctly r•co9niz•• th• need for th••• ... a1ur•• by 
havin9 nottrd th• low, stocha•tic productivity of th• desert scrub 
•Y•tems in th• thr•• subdr•inav• ba•ins and heavy r•li•nce of 
th•se •yst•ms on b•ct•ri•l nitrog•n fiKatlon (4.7.1 And 4.7.2>. 
It i• ••••nti•l to th• •ucc••&ful restoration of the i•P•ct•d 
plant communities that th•••· factors continu• to~• taken into 
account~ 

' W• will await th• fin•l EIS (should th• tit.ricop• site be ••-
lect.d> to revi•w th• mtti;•tton that 1• y•t to b• d•t.,.Mined 
with resp•ct to th• prot•ctton of th• ni9htbloo.in9 Clff'.Us (~ 
•u• grcggii • Penipcercy• gceggii) <5.t.~.2.A>. We •xptte.t that 
this will tak• the for• of collection •nd •ub•equent r••toration 
•nd/or relocation of th•· effected sp•cim.n•· In •ddition, it 
would be prudent that • •or• thorough study b• .. d• concernin9 
th• preeenc• or lack thereof of th• Tu.maftlOC t;lobeberry <Tum•moc• 
Macdgugalii) (4.7.4.S>. 

- 3 -
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A(cheeplpgisal i•JN••l 

With • total of seven prehlstoric and t•n historic sit•• 
having b••n identified within the SSC sit' {4.10.t.2>, lt should 
be raquir•d that • thorou9h vvalu.ation of these •nd any subse
quently discovered sites of historical signific•nce <3.6.2) b• 
m•d• in order' th.at their eligibi·lity for the National Register be 
establi.sh&d lS.1.~.t.B>. 

Burftse ••nagement i11ue11 

We continue to be concerned with the likelihood that the 
presence of the SSC at the Maricopa site will threaten the in
tegrity of the mana~ement of the surf~• ·re~rces ~ith respec:t 
to the biological communities, in particular the North Maricopa 
Mountains, South Maricopa Mountains, and Butterfield Stage Memor
i•l Wildern•ss Study Ar•as (WSA's>. We note, from Table. 3-J, 
that the only proposed ~ithdrawals will be thosm .r••• •••oc:i•t•d 
with the near and far clustRr"s. This withdrawal will aff&ct all 
three WSA's, in particular the South Maricopa Mountains, and then 
cnly with respect to th• far cluster. All other faciliti9s ap
pear to be accomodated by the use of rights-of-w•Y• 

InasfnUch as th• North Maricopa Mountains WSA repres•nts 
prilft4t habitat for the desert bi9hor"n sheep <4.7.~.1) as well •~ 
being considllf"•d by Bl.M as a long-term desert tortoise study site 
<S.1.~.1.B.1>, it would appear obvious that it "'14.lld be of little 
benefit to th••• species should the consistency of the •t•w.,.d
ship of this area b• degraded. We would thltf"'efore stress the 
miniMi:atton of th• extent of these rights-of-w•y in order th•t 
th• •tewardship of this area remain intact. It is reasonAbl• to 
assume that this •ini•ization will have little intpaCt on SSC op
eration•,•• only three •haft facilities are involved. It-·i• 
stated in table 3-7 that the conversion of th••• wsA•• will in
volv• 1.zx. of these ar•••· We wou.ld a~pr.c:iat• a i9ar• datail•d 
d•scription of the •raa• to be aff•ct•d. We assu.at1t that thi• 
1.2~ is included in that portion of the site that i• to be con
verted to liqht industrial use !3.7.10>. 

Th• DEIS pays great att.ntion to th• wild and un•poil•d 
charact9ristic• of th••• WSA~s (4.7.1, 4.8.~, and 4.11.2). Al
though the BLM has reco•mendad th•t none of th•s• WSA's b• nomi
nated far wildllf"'nes• designation and subsequent protaoction 
<4.B.~>, it will be Congress that make• th• decision as to whe
ther or not these areas will be included in th• wilderness des
ignation (~.~.2.1). Although it is difficult to pr.vitnt any and 
all impacts ta the WSA•s •nd the •urroundin~ area•, th••• i•p•cts 
can be minimized and th• characteristics of th••• areas main
tained for both th• biotic .and recreational cOfttaW'lities, and 
thereby retainiing the suitability of th••• •~•a• for inclu•ion 
in the wilderness system. 

Clgainq cgmm«nt•t 

We of the Palo Verd• lit"oup of the Si.,..ra Club r••pectfully 
•ubmit th••• comment• for the propo••d M•ricopa •it• for the Su
perconducting Super Collidltr"' to the Depart...,,t of Energy for r.
vtew and con•id•ration. We •aain appreci•t• the.opportunity to 
participate in this proG••s, and w• fe•l that continued coop•r•
tton b•tw•en the state of Arizona, the Depart"'9nt of ·Energy, and 
concernMI citizens will reduce the proJttet"• impact to the envi
ronnient. 

- 4 -
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LETTER C.70 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTIENT OF 
AGRICUL.!lm; 

SOIL 
CONSERVATION 
SERVICE 

Or. Wilmont H•••• Chair•an 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-651GTN 
Offic• of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Dear Or. Hess: 

8LD6 A, 3RO FLOOR .. OHOC 
2490 WEST 26TH AVENUE 
DENVER· m,npeoo 90211 

We would like to c.omment on tbe draft EIS for the Superconducting 
Super Col I ider <SSC> •• to Its l•p•cts on prime and Important 
farmland in Colorado. 

The Soil Conservation Service In Colorado deveJopeA a Far•land 
Con'lers ion Impact Rating <A0-1006) In respon•e to • Oeparbent of 
Energy request of June 6, 1988. 

Based on the mapa and informatioq provided for the SSC site in 
Colorado, we developed the A0-1006 rating on impacts. The SCS 
used the 7,690 acres to be converted directly •• provided on the 
A0-1006. We did not evaluate'the 1....,act• of 930 aorea to be 
oon'verted Indirectly a• th•r• waa no •It• apaciflo data to 
i dent I fy' tha •pee if i o I ocat ion of tfta•• .,.. •••• 

The SCS Identified tha acre• and percentage of land on ou,.. report 
of July 15, 1988 •• fol Iowa: 

A. Total Acree Prima And Unique Far•land 0 
B. Total Acraa Statewide And Local Important 

Farm I and 4197. 7 
C. Percentage of Farmland In County Or Local Gov't. 

Un It To 'Ba Conv•rted O. 1~ 
D. Parcantaga of Farmland in Gov't. Jurladlctlon 

With Sama or Higher Ralatlva Value 41 X 

The draft EIS data for the SSC has doaa not agree with tha data 
we prov I dad as fol lows. 

Paga 3-54 tabla 3-7 
farmland oonvarted. 
to ba converted. 

shows 464 acre• of prime and Important 
SCS did not Identify any prime farmland 

Paga 4-77 tabla 4-23 ahoW9 2,000 ac:aa of •otual pri•• 
far•land. Wa do not agraa wi'th 'thl• da-ta •• thara la no 
conversion of ~Prima farMland. 
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T•~I• 4-Z3 shows 4,700 •ores of farMland• of statewld• 
Importance If they become irrigated. We have deter•ined that 
this data sho1,1ld be 4,197 aorea. Ou• to aav•r-• I imitation ·of 
obtalnlno additional water supply and the over approprlatlon 
of existing water aupPly, I~ •••ma highly unlikely that this 
dry cropland will aver become Irrigated. 

Wa ballava iha farmlands of atatawlda Importance should be 
ln~raaaad from 3,200 •• shown In tabla 4-23 to the 4,197 
acr•• that SCS determined aa being Impacted. 

On page 5.2-9 the title of the tabla 5.2•1 combines all of 
the lnvantoriaa of prime and unique far•landa with those of 
atatawlda Importance. 01.1a the significant difference \n tha 
iMportanca between these m•Jor c•tegorles of f•rmlands It 
would better represent the Impacts if the•• c•t•gorl•• were 
separated. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on thla draft EIS and 
hope that our r•co•m•nded changes be lncorpor•ted In the data for 
Colorado. 

~~f 
SHELDON G. BOONE 
State Cona•r~ationiat 

co: Michael Fair McMuah 
A••t. Program Director 
Co1or•do Jolnt Revl•w Proo••• Program 
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LETTER "'71 

Dear' Dr • Hess: 

I am.wrltlng to you ln favor of bulldlng the new 
Superconduction Super Colllder at the rennllab site. 

Ae a participant ln the excellent Saturaay Morning Scholars 
program at Fennllab which allows high school students to 
tour the facllltles and talk with the experts in high energy 
Physlcs. I have learned the importance of this sor"t of 
research to the future of our nation. I feel I have 
benlflted tram this interaction of FeC"Dlllab with local high 
echools. I would hope that the same opportunity would be 
available to my chllaren and my children'• chll~ren. 

As a student at the University of Illlnols. I look forward 
to the opportunities that await me at a first rate 
lnstltutlon such as Fermi lab. either through the Co-op 
program or dur1nq my gradUate studies. 

As a registered voter and resident of Dupage County. I am 
encouraged by the positive effect that Fennllab has had on 
the surrounding community. Both the the economic and 
cultural benlflts to the community are too numerous to 
mention. 

Thank you for your tlme. I know you will agree that 
Fennllab ls the best choice. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Bergstrom 
1100 Mt. Vernon Ct. Apt. E 
Wheaton, IL 60187 
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Thi• 18 U. 118 plct.urw-.. flllnofe aen 117£. at'tord tJ'9 aa::. Bonda luu.d an 
t.be ,.........,. 9", in dtreot. -...titian vieh U.. ll:linol• e.n.r.1 F\nd,or tfhich. 
~lcm i• • --"' o,-. Our Mlhool di.VIG\ nomt.IJ' ... _, a ... r_....m vhicll 
iA:a .... our· ~p··t.PH .nte ~-191.fr. AN we beiq • .._. t.o pqo 
_.. ftlr edun\oion fft· ._. ~ blX tiff lllMt now al.o in eo.e:mae ?bmpean'·• 
~ ftlr- • 41'1 ka .,. la at.ate ~t lwJ at. .-Jee• t.hi• W"e incr.:liba. 
lr ._. r.ct.- u.. uw .:- ru.norna n1.r tie ..-1 .. .-. rro. u. .,_.., "-1, 
U. -- f\ed' u.t ecfucat.fan •ll'oc:.t.u ft.e ~ rrc. . 

..,_, 8ouwaw n._..an ub w for a 40S ·1~- in st.at.. t..xe., i • t. 
IJet,t.intiil· VOl"l"ied" aboue U.. -..-!Neb fie &a. .-C-iMCI U. O.O.&. T 

lllinol• b..t t.t:.t..r lift iU l'l"iorit.i•• · i'n ard.-. Thwe _.. ~ bet.t..
.,. .. for ve t.o r. ..-nr&na °"'" ___,. t.o _... t.a. ..-da or u. ,.ople. 

tee-. U. 88C M of 11linoi•! Zful:llt.i.m ....,. our __,., IOI' u. 8BC! 
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LETTER 

Dr. "r11l:not Iiesa • Cha1r:nan 
SSC Site 'l'ask Force 
ER-6$/G'.ill 
Ott1ca ot Enere:y Research 
Waah1ngton, D. c., 2054.S 

AT'm: SSC Draft EIS 

Gentlemen: 

Septe:nber 10, 1988 

Aa tar:nera in mid•nortbern Ada:na county. A oount7 onl7 
18 :I.ilea wide. We are opposed to the building ot tbe 
Supper Collider in our area. With the area that Denver 
1• ·anriexinr.; tor the new airport on tha west (44 aq. :nilaa) 
and the Coll1dar in aaatern Ad•~• co., plue a tour lane 
b1gbwa7, propoaed b7 our Governor, thru tbe oount7 will 
put a burden on what agriculture la latt. 

Thar& a·re es1at1ng roads that could be used, Colorado S2 
la onl7 71 miles north ot the.proposed road, and runs 
al:110at direct to the Collidar aite. Alao U.S. Highway .36 
on the 1outb could have an acca

1
aa road to tba al ta. 

Water tor the Collldar will take water trom the sand hills 
•rea, tbat ls now providing do:neatio water and water for 
.agr1cal2amee 

We reel the C::ill1der should be '!'laced where it will not 
confl1ot.w1th acrieulture, a~d where roads could !>a built 
that WOQld not be cutting up one anall oount7. 

It possible ~a would like to read this atate:'19nt at the 
matins in Ft. Morc;on on the 29th. or: Septe:nber. 

Sincerely,~-· 

~~~~1dt. 
lfz.tu,,_r£~ 
Barhnro Sei1.n1d; 
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LETTER 

UNIVERSITY OF DENVER 
AA • ; lduM lkltverslly 

Uniw:rsiryPark, DenYer.COklrado80208 

DepartmeN O{ Sociok>j{y 

October 6 1 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess. Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN . 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S .• Depar-'tllent of Energy 
Wa.sJlington 1 DC 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

Enclosed please ffnd a copy of the Testimony I delivered at the D£IS 
Hearings on beha·lf of the State of Colorado and 1 cOpy of the 
scoping s.tm:fy {Socfal Impact Arralts1s: Colorado Siting of tile SSC} 
of the Soctal Impact faSi Group of the tcilorado SSC Project. 

Thri you. 

Sincerely, 

tfe-.-~~~~ 
Dora G. Lo 
Assistant 

Enclosure-

OGL/ars 

llA.1- J_lk?-___ _ 



LETIER (CONTINUED) 

TISTDIOWI nBSEllTID TO '1111 DOI 

01 !Ill DWT ta ID lllVIIOllllllTAJ. IMPACT atATIH!ll! 

OI •mw.r or 'f'BI STATI or COLORADO 
' 

FOl'I HOllCAJf, llPTIMllll 29, 1988 

DORA C. LOJ)WICZ:, Ph.D. 

1 aa Dr. Dore G. Lodvick, A••i•taat Profes•or of Sociolog1 froa tbe 

Dniver1icy of Deaver - a private uuive-raity~ My •ailin1 address is; 

Departmeat of Sociology, Uaiver1ity of Deaver, Deaver, Color~o 80208-0%09. 

1 bave been •••ociated •itb tba Socioe'11viron.•11.tal Taak Poree of the SSC 

Project Office •inc• 1984 nd vaa part of the Board of Scieati•t• vbicb 

reviewed tbt: State'• fropoaal befot'e it vu tub•ittel to the th1.pa-rtMUt of 

Inergy OD September 2, 1987. 

Purpo1t: 

I have choaea to ce1tifJ be.fore ~ tod.ay 1 bcm,i.se ot: aa.e i:Aada~aciea 

vbi.c:b I fo.nad in your 1-.rf of Colorado'• proposal particularly ia the 

l.) cOldlaity value1/attitude1 .. reflected ia 1eCtioa ,.2.10.2 Ids.al 

kW!&. (DUS Voluu iv~ A.ppead.is 5) 

llA.1- ll(o ?I_ 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

... 
2.) in your ••••••••at• of the "boomtova eff•ct•" •• vr••eated ill 1ectioa1 

14.1.2.1 (Cggccptual B11i1, 15 Quality of Life/Social Vsll-Being DEIS 

VolWM IV, Appendix 14) and in SectiOD 14.1.3.2 (~, E.QOALITI' 

OP LIFB/SOCIAI. VELL BEING) e1peciall7 #2 and 14. 

l "',,) PUST - ClWOilii 'IALU&S/ il'tnUDU: 

Tbi1 topic vu highlighted by the •ember• of the Super Collider Site 

lvaluatioa Committee of the lfational Academy of Scianee1 and the Ratioaal 

Acad·my of l:agi.neeTiag. They •ue1tioned the ~alid'it7 aad reliability of 

latter• net aevapaper reports received u doct111entation of local and 

reg-ional cooperation. Tberefore, they agreed 12t to uae that iafonutioa 

in their delibera-tion1 and concludl!d: 

The co•aittee 1trongl1 belie•••• bo••ffr, that coaauaity 
acceptability, 1upport. 1 aDd cooperation will be important factor1 that 
w•t be con•idered. carefully by DOI •• it •••in•• tbe b•st-qualified 
•ite• in the next •tage of •it• 1electioa proc•••· (IL\S/IAI, 1988:23) 

Rovner, the D!lS uses • W of. naluatioa crit•ria. F0-r a:ample, for 

Colorado in section S.2,.10.2. (Loc1l S1ttip1) it 1tat.u 

Comm1aity valuu tnd attitude• toward the SSC project are 1•a.erally 
positive, •• nidea.ced by the relative dearth of letter• recei'fed froa 
the public u p•rt of the DOE public scopiq proc•••· (a.•22 letten). 

Colorado had, however, presented more valid docu•atetion in Voluae 4, 

(l.!GIORAL RESOURCES) section 4. 9.1 (!1istjn1 and Potsgtial C9mp1pity 

~) (State of Colorado, 1987) reportins a scoping 1tudy of 93 

c~nity le•der1, in 198S, repre1enting the principal opinion sectors of 

the C'*lll!Jnity. The aaaple included (52%) bu•irle11 alld political le1der1; 

(24%) aocial 1ervice aector, including education; (102:) r1ucher1/farmer1, 

2 
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LETTER rP J'3 (CONTINUED) 

and ( 15%) other•, prWrily the elderly. (Center for C~nit7 Change 

Studies, 1985.) The•e opinion st!cton •T• the aajor on•• reflectiag 

different types of reactions to lar&• project• (lraudaobera. 1986; 

Leistritz: et al, 1983). Seventy-seven pt:rceat of tho•• w«r• "•tronalJ ia 

favor" of building tbe SSC ia tbe lqion. PoaitlY•• D.Utral, allll aecatiYe 

concen• vere also explorl!d (State or Cotora4o, 1987). 

The Colorado pTopo11l also report• a etat .. icle talep'hon• •tan•J l':.ood11ctod 

in 1987 of 306 raadot1ly 1alecte4 resister .. "Nters. fte ft .. bs• la•icate4 

that 74% of thoaa vho had read or baae"d @out tbe SSC fa•ored b1tildia1 it 

in eaatern Colorado. 

lfeither of the1e studies were refltM:.t .. ia ,.2.10.1 Lps;•l hg5im. (Rll. 

Voluae IV, AppendiU: S.) 

let the Dils r•port• ••r•ey• npparClft el 111111 .. t. ... ...._ fll 

Illinoi• (Cater for '°'"~tal ltwi••• IRT) • Tn•e (SllU C-IJ 

ln•iron••ntal l.e'9i" C-ittee. ltH) Miii el au••• (It.CR• •, d, 

1988), I propo•• tbt you al•• report: t• n. ...,......,. W·k'IJI WN ....._, .. 

in Color•do ud •how ••pport for tll• ISC. 

Addition•\ Eyidsac•: 

Add it ioo•l cvU...:e of c._•it7 ,.,,_.i: b taaltJ ........ M N ICU 

representatioa ol tbt Col0¥"&4o propoeet. n. ,..,1. fa die •-itl• of 

the a.aioa of Iafl•nce .. wll • cai.....-- .._ 1Clh1 - .. 17 -me• 
POSITI'I A.TTI'l"DDIS toverd• tM proJ•t. ~., el•• ................. 11, 

J 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

in-.olved ia. developing tbe planaiog for tbe project •ince 1985. Tbis i• 

documented in Colorado SSC Site Proposal Update (July 12, 1988) eection 

4.9.1. 

Colorado U• creatively involved co11111aJnity and 1tatevide 111elllbers in small 

groups for feedback aod di.scus.sioo as "ell as in larger 111as1ive-scale1 

involvement• and inform•tion programa. The8e at'e suggested as the best 

procas•e• of cit izeo in vol ve10e11t (Pease aod Smardon, 1981+; Freudenbe-rg, 

lf63; Pri•colli. 1963). 

The det'aile of the process have been presented to you. I would simply note 

that the involvement started early - almost as soon as the Stll.te began to 

get actively involved in the planning, This bas been a key f~ctor in the 

tremendoul!I 1upport which the citizens of Colorado have given to tbia 

project (Rall, 1986), They have bad time to examioe its implications, to 

bave their concenut addressed, and then to participate ia. bringing it to 

their co11aunities. Their continued involve•ent vill be fot'111alized through 

the monitot'ing and mitigation strategies outlined in Coloiado's SSC Site 

Proposal (1997) section 4.10. 

2.) SICOKD - aomrron !FFECTS 

The classic research on the "boomtown effe.::ta" Ot' the i111pacta of Iapid 

grovtb on the qual·ity of life of people in grovioa cocmunities is 

refet'enc~d in 14.1.2.1. (Quality of Life/Social Well lein1 DEIS, Volume IV, 

Appendix 14). Sowie moie recenc work is reflected in Elkind-Savatasky 

( 1986). I particularly call your attention to Freudenberg (1986) who 

4 
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• 

•agge•t• tb•t ••rly predictioa• of •o01U1da7 or of ecoaa..ic ... 11 beins ••r• 

llil too aztr••• 1nat tb•t •• •••d to cuerd •c•i••t •••••l•1 

VDdifftrpt:iettl iwestK gp 111 PURle tp 111 se=upltler. (I•• alao 

llapier et al 0 1913.) lt i.. critical to •••••• th put ..,.n.-.ce of 

particular co-.oitiea aad 1tOC:i1l SToapa -with social cbaus•• We 'ba•• doo.e 

that ia our re1eare-~ (C .. ter tor Ca..mity Cbauge Stadiea. 198S). 

The c~11itias of lru•b and Port tforgaa b.mve both aperie-ac:ed rapi-4 grovtb. 

with the P11V1:1ee Power Plant (Canan et sl, 1985), Furthermore, tbe1 are 

mineral-based econ01ay. Color1do. ha' historically been identified •• a 

•tate with i111t0vative ways of meetia& this challe'Oge - particutuly with 

the Westeru Slope taergy development efforts (Ralste.S et al, 1984). 

Th'e State Ir.nova bov to bod.la r•pi.d grovtb. It ha• iu•titutiou•lized • 

realistic procesa vhicb deal• not only with the fiscal and infraatructu:ral 

11upporta for rapid 3rovtb~ but alao with the 111oe-:ial ad cultu-ral ••Pe-eta 

through its Comaunity Li.aiaop Center. It h•11 involved the people iD a 

coopuative effort to di!vel-op flexible 1111d Tealifltic aupport aystew.a to 

Thank you. 

s 
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IEl'!IUCBS 
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April, 1987. 

Elkind-Sa•atsky, Paaela D. (ed.) 
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Ellia County EnviroDmental Review Committee 
"Report of the Ellis County Envirotm1eatal Review Co-ittee for the 
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Laboratory Comaiaaion. March, 1988. 

FreudeDberg, William R. 
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Savat1ky, (ed.) Differenti1l Social Impacts pf Rural •c•putce 
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1986. 
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Coalition for 'Altematives to Shearon Harris 
1.c. lloox 2181, ~p•l lltll wc·21S1$ 

SUPBftCOl.UDKft SUBSYDr M!:.L'WS 1101''!1! CJ.1'0L.t)Jli1'S l.OSE; 
B1aa•~ "Impaet Statement" I•nere1 riak et gett1ag a•ll!der halt'--•i1t.. 

ffnet1t• d rae.t 'u!ld1ng .. lt; "EI!" toll •t err•:r.• 
Oc.t4ll:ler 3, 1:~68: mere inf•: ,'lfella Sdlllema-n. -'ff,?-h91'l 

!b.e pr.pe1ed ·super•c•l11de~ will c•aswns •-eut ·tJ.oo m1111en wer~ 

et eleetr1c1ty -eaeh 7ear 11" •v.JrP'lieC--, the 'Shearon llarri11 nuclear Jtlaat. 

C?&~ •l&Da t• oha~e·tbe eoll1der •nl7 •-•ut b&lt that fer electrielty. 

The result e1t1seaa will ,ay •-•ut $50 m1111en a year aa •• electr1o 

'e"t'tt ...--IJ't'dJJ ttir'tl:Pt «Wl:~e~ -- ~It tll.i!agCle&r ~lant re~atra •~• 

••••17· ·'Jh11 -&dd~ ll'P te 0•.AZ" ·f 1 ~1111•• it the oell1der runs tel' 

!S 7ear1 •• pl• ... ••• 

It supplied :tr.m Puke Pewezo plaat.e-, the eel11der 1a electric aa,a!d'f 

vo!lld •till be •••l.lt •IJO mlll.1ea. eaoh #JIU"• '!hat la $7.SO wdlli•D ••er 

2S J'e&r1 ..... mere meaer thaa t.be •tate el&iaui it will get ••ck trem the 

1600 laill1•a •r •• in ta.rpa7er ••'•1die• tbat O••• Marti• baa ii:rom!••d 

la erder te t17 'tie .set t.be oell1der ·bere. '!be electric rate ••-sidle1 

• te the e~ll1de!" a:re •• lare;e that the a"Yerage 1'eJ'th C•Nlina cl tlaea 

w111 l••• .. ner •• the cel11der e"Yen it the 3tate'• "•enefitn el&il!la 

'?be Dept et' Bnerg"T'• "'ERrtrcumeotal Inmact Statement" 1gnerea 

the e~e'GO'l'do and en•1~1Mlwaental c.sta .r~P•••ring the cellider, 1n~lud1ng 

a'aeut lSO tons et h1gh 1~ --no.cl.ear waate 1• 2S 1ears 1t 1 t is uewe.,.ed 

~ nacleaJ> pla•t•. 

It al•• lgnere1 tbe risk tb.at h•ae1, land and reaeuroe1 •111 be 

taken l•r tb.e eelllder, "ut then the ga'Yermt1ent ~ua• eut et ... .,. te 

'uild it. '!b.1• veuld oreate oe•t• wltheut an7 'eaetlt1. It la talrl7 

1.1.ke·l.J 1 a1aoe th.e ••1114-r 1• ea t11U.te4 till ••• t t9 ~Ull•• te -uild., 

aie federal ,.uqet det'1o1t 1• h1glL, ad 1 t will oeat •••r tloo '1111•• 

te eleaa .., tbe •••• at the Dept et' DMirsJ''• aaelear MM •Icing plaat1. 

MOftl ... aee Mair 

llA1 1170 
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-Z• 

It tile Do• ,.. .. ••' •t _,, hM1 ..__, l•-· a•d •• ••• 

v1U II• •atllOI<• dlill haMa, I. -••• .._, k a.,, r.. lnlU ot -

VS loQH Ap-l'iat1o .. ~- ata'91 -· lop\ ol ... ..,. •NJoetl 

•••t: a~out S t!•t tbek ftl!lpl ••tl•tof •••I to Hmpleto tr ....... . 

Coat: oYel"l"11ft9 ..... It la eye, _,.,. 1D•l7 D• ••llJ ..... vJll .. HN .... . 

- 1_ ... - lloMtlta ot •• "aUd1ac tllo ••1ll4••• l1111ad1111 

8&91111 land, ho .. 1. oemuntt1ee, M--.i HH8J'0001 &IMI tbl t9 '11111 .. 

oon•truct:1on c•1t: ott!aatot ~ ~ '·'• I•••• ,,....,..sa'1ena 11a1te...S.t'-e 

start. Other •••lng• taaltade ...-etS .. 101ta1 IU Mlllon galleu 1 7••• 

et \f& ter ( tlblob the eolll .. P ••uld ... .,.... te M' ••11.ate), ote. 

De•'•"1mpaat 1t&t••ntf' l1 tall et Ol"NPI and ..S.11lou wbtcb 

1nd.tcate ltlaa and a dot.mtnatloa te ),UJld t.b• oolU .. r !• •ldt• or H•t1 

and public o'Pl'•11lttoa.. Sne1"• tnolude elalll!.DI there are ne nualeaP 

pla.ti.ta w1tt.1n So mil.el ot t.b.o CGllldor oampus •llltllq tbe hzlt•I"• oN.l• 

tlr1td plan_t t:ztena ,,1anta in the at'ff.j]!ip•Hntl7 •111.ttlag moat ot th• 

c•lllts and onYi~nmeat-.1 lmpa.cta .r aup~17tng tbs Oftllider wt th power 

and water which it •111 gu••l!3 ~iaatona ao~ear to include '111111.DJ' 

intl'"aatructure eosta t. attect•d counttea; finding a n•• lani!ttll ter 

oollidor •aato• {aiJ•t.1JJB Oruta r»ar~ Jdll ~~ el•a'ld •r cl•s!nt when 

tho collidor 1• scheduled to ata:rt Ull'I!)grects et s'fll• •t ltquid Uliam 

er liquid nitrogen; and the preblom or radi••ct1Yo wastes trom tho cnllidor 

got~g into aowe~s (including these that teed ftaleigb.•a wator a~ool7), 

l•nclttlla or tht air under tho Wdclora ftegulat•l"1 Conrdaaton'• new 

"Belew Regula totwJ Conce:rn11 'DoliOJ, which will 11 l•'ll Md1oact1Yl!li wa11tea 

t• ~. released tn many casea Mhore they a.re aow required to -· contataed. 

11"7 I /IA.1- ----- --
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GAO 

(CCJNTINUEO} 

Vait.ed States General Aeeoaad•• omee 

Briefing Report to the Chairman, 
Committee on Governmental Affairs, 
United States Senate 

N,UCLEAR HEALTH 
AND SAFETY ----- -··---~- ----

GA0/~197BR 

Dealing With Problems 
in the Nuclear Defense 
Complex Expected to 
Cost Over $100 Billion 
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LETTER ~?I" 

State of North Carolina 

Superconducting Super Collider (SSC) Project 

DL WiD.lam L DUJUI,. Project Diredor 
Dr, 5...,. Dakln,l'rofect Deputy Dhector 

lnfonnation on the Superconducting Super Collider 
or on any aped of North Carolina's Site Propotal 

<U1 be obtalned &om llu! N.C SSC Project Office: 

or write do llu! N.C Board of Sdonce arul Tedmology, 
116 W. Jones St., Raleigh, NC 27611 

• 
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LEITER (CONTINUED) 

Summary of the Proposed North Carolina SSC Site 

North Carolina has offered a site to the. U.S. Department of Energy on which to 
build and operate the world's largest particle accelerator, the Superconducting Super 
CoUider (SSC). Morth Caroliria's proposed SSC site ls geologically ideal for tunnellng, 
well supplied with electricity and water, environmentally favorable, and almost completely 
rur-aJ; yet it is *ithin JO miles of rapidly &'°wing sunbelt cities, an international airport, 
three major research universities, and the nation's largest planned research and develop
ment park. 

North Carolina's proposed SSC site occupies a strategic position within the state 
and is at the heart of the East Coast. The site is north of Raleigh and D\jrham, and 
lies between Oxfor:d on the e'ast and Roltboro on the west (see map). The proposed cam
pus area is 24 miles from Raleigh-Durham Airport, a rapidly expanding American Airlines 
hub that will offer nonstop service to Europe later this year and will average 400 daily 
departures by 1989. The site is easily accessible by Interstates SS and 40 and an 
excellent state-run road system. North Carolina has offered an incentive package of 
highway improvements that would further enhance site access. 

North Carolina's proposed site Is 9SI. rural, but is within easy commuting distance 
of the Triangle area of Raleigh, Durham, Chapel HiU1 and Research Triangle Park. Home 
of Duke University, the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, North Carolina State 
University, and state government, this rapidly growing area is a C@nter not only for high 
technology and scientific research, but also for state..af-the-art medical care and for 
cultural activity. The Triangle area has gained a national reputation the high quality of 
life it offers. 

The proposed site lies on gently rolling, largely forested terrain •. Under the rela·· 
tively shaUow soil is unweathered metamorphOsed volcanjc bedrock that is ideal for um
neling and construction of the large underground chambers required for the SSC, The 
rock i~ nonporous, uniform for the purposes of tul"\nel boring, and.~strong enough for an 
almost entirely self-supporting tunnel, though not too hard for good tunneling ad,,,ance 
rates. The proposed ilverage shaft depth is about 17' fee~. Thus, the tunnel would be 
~low the local wnter table, and should not affect wells in the area, '!Xcept for those 
fe111 that are adjacent to the proposed tunnel location a.nd would have to be relocated. 
The site Is in a region of low seismkity, and there is no evidence for movement along 
faults within SO miles of the site Jn over 150 million years. 

Construction and operation of the SSC at the proposed site would have relatively 
slight effects on present activities and land uses in the area. ·in this predominantly rural 
area, background noise levels are low, noise generated by SSC construction has little 
potential to disturb sensitive receptors, and there are no sources of vibration that could 
interfere with SSC operation. About !06 relocations would be required. The State is 
undertaking a program to meet individuaily with citizens and businesse~ who could be 
di:splaced by tile SSC. The Governor has provided his assurance that affected property 
owners would be adequately compensated for the loss of their land, including existing 
improvements. The North Carotlna General Assembly unanimously passed legislation giving 
the State authority to provide the land for the SSC project. 

Part of a popular region for hunting ,i,nd fishing, the area of the site is botanically 
dherse and rich in game and nongame fish ~ ""ildlife, However, no federally 
threatened or endangered species are known to occur on or near the proposed site, and 
there are no wildlife refuges or sanctuaries .in the vicinit~ Although habitats for 23 
plant and animal species rare Jn the state are scattered across the area, the SSC faci
lities could readily be positioned to avoid or minimize disruption to significant b1ologi.cal 
areas and to hunting and fishing areas, especially because the accelerator ring would be 
constructed by tunneling, rather than cut-and-cover, methods. No significant archaeolo
gic,i,J or paleontological sites would be affected, no sacred Native American sites are 

llA.1- _I I]_±\-_ 



7 

LETIER (CONTINUED) 

known or expected to occur in the area, Md only one signJIJcint· hlctorJc ttructure lies 
on land proposed for SSC surface uses. 

The -proposed .'Site's ·focation in a headwaten area at the North- Carolina Piedmont 
enklres an abundant SUPPIY of good-quality water:, -with relaehelJ' ·a.11 wetland and 
flooilp:lain areas. Apin, construction by tunnelln.g, along with IPPl"OPri&te 111.1tigatl0n af 
the .effects of surface constructlon, would .minimJ• 1he ·pro}ec:1:'1 <effects '°" the site's 
oW&tflf resources. CooUng -water would be aupplled .by Mayo Reservoir and Lake Butner, 
and -the r.equirecl VO gallons ·per minute of drinking wat• would also come from LaM 
Bulner. t:he site also la weM served with electrlcaJ power. Either of two major utility 
companies tCPctL and Duke) could easily aerve the SSC OUI of extstln& reserves. The 
two compl!lies have pled&ed to cooperate with each other to ·provide efficient servk:~ to 
the .SSC, thereby reduciftg the potential future impact al .lta 120 megawatt electrical 
deinand on. the rest of the rq:ion. 

North C&rollna's Triangle area provides M ideal environment for construction and 
operation of the SSC. Nearly 1.1 million people live within a JO-~le radius of the pro
posed site, and the 17 North Carolina counties wlthin this radius offer a pool of nearly 
'°•000 construction workers. The 6.300-acre Research TrlangJe Putc wu founded in 
1959 to take advantage of the ·research capabllitle1 of the nearby universities and of the 
lkilled training offered -by the area's technical Institutes. Conveniently situated .aJons 
l-tO between Rale.igh and Durham, rite Park -employs over Z.J,000. A major purpose of 
the Park ·is to engage the ate•'• govemmen.t. educ:ation, and bualnesa relOUl'Ces in 
eooperatlve ventures, such as Rnearch triangle .Institute and the Microelectronics Center 
of North Carow... The Triangle .area bu :seneratecl a large pool of skilled technicians 
to support Research Triangle Park firms and other high--technology businesses and uni
versity laboratories in tile Triangle .area. North Carolina's strona: Community Collep 
System would be called on to Jll'Ovide tpecialized training to meet the SSj:'• needs for 
tl!Chnical support pusoMet. The· State has agreed 10 J)C'OVlde $JO million per year for 
higher education support of the SSC. The three major research universities in the 
Triangle would expand their faculties and programs 1n physics and other !SC-related 
dlsciplines, in order to •hance opportunitiet for c:oU.botation with SSC staff and visitlng 
scientists and .to help stimulate the area's emergence .u • center of high-energy physics 
research. 

As an internationally known center for health-related research, the Triangle area 
provides outstanding medical facilities and lerYices. Medicine is Durham's leiiding 
industry; IJIOC'e than ~ of the city's workforce ·is engaged Jn health-related oc:cupa· 
tions, and more than $400 miJJlon .is invested annually ln medical -resevch ln the city and 
county. The proximity of thiJ medical research community to the proposed SSC. site pro
vides exciting possibilities for the continued technology ·iransfer between high-energy 
physics and mecHclne, which in the past Ms involved developments 1n proton therapy and 
magnetic resonance imaging. 

Contributing immeasurably to quallty of life in the Triangle area are its thriving 
cultural institutions and diverse recreational Gpporturdties. The :area la borne to the N.C. 
Symphony, the N.C. Museum of Art, the American Dance Festival. and the N.C. Museum 
of Life and Sc:ience. Nationally known perforrnen appear regularly In the acea's IDlllY 
concert and theater series, and opportunities are plentiful for partlclpatlon in the ari.. 
The area offen state parks, large recreational lakes, Jpting and flthing, a popular 
·minor•leque bueball team, and the hlgh--quality athletic campetltionl of three Atlantic 
Coast Conference teams. A tribute to regional Interest ln. and atppOrt -of athletics was 
the record attendance achieved when the Triangle area hosted the 1917 National Sports 
Festival. 

North Carolina is proud of its stat1aa u an emerging high-technology state, rich In 
resources, varied in 9eography and opportunity, and hiving both a growing economy and a 
responsible gov~nment. It offers a site that Is Ideal for the SSC. 

llA.1 • lli5 -----
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The region ol the proposed North Carolina SSC site. 
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11111 Cill,llJ SSC 
110111 ., ,,,,,,,,,,, 

The region ol Rextbtllty exlencls 2.000 (eet In 
any dlrection from the' propmed colllder locaUon. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

The r+cadoo•' laleftt1 of Ille Super Colllder 
far Nordl c..un. 

The pamblllty ol IOcatlng ... -·· ....... - • .. - ... North. ea..llna holc!S-tpromlle loroducalloo II oD levllL Par- -1111 lhl pnllpl!CD 
me particularly exdtlng. The Super CoDider would make lht Tmngle .,. • world 
-olhlah "'"'117,,.,..,. ............. ,,..,,.....,. - o1.....,.o1 lhe worid'• 
best Iden.tilts. The Super Col11der would help tnvlgonte our fllcultia through 
tollegLaJ exchangt1 and would offer the protpeet ol n)or ldentific dlscover1et In 

- IMy c:ouJd ponlclpole. 

The praence-of the Super Colllder will benefit educadon In North Carolina In mmy 
...,. beyond the rarlllod ...... o( - - ......... The -ly ... 
.......... ol trodlllonolly ,,. ......... ""' ............ _ ... _... ...... ,.,.. 
~lhe-'1oupplyaf-1y-.-and.,...._.. 

Moreover. the Super ColHdar wUI requlN high lewll ol aklD In.....,. meu other lhan 

......... eompu .... -... •• - ... - ............. -Ind. other fteldl will find m imporWat llboralOl'J In the CDnlb'UCtlon Ind operation of 
lhe SSC. The extraordinarily demudlng requirernenb, of the experiments to IMt 
amducled ot the SSC wDI --gkal od- IO ............... -.llftc ,,,_ 
Not only hip ed-- will beNftt &om lhe SSC. Aa ........... _,._pd 
In the lraining of lacheft and Yltally conctmed with the. quality of educatloll in our 
publlc - ,.. bellow dult tho SSC wlU pnMde .,.....iuJ .....,.._IO,._ 
people who Mve •n Interest In ldence. Reid trips IO the SSC. worbhop9 fQr llllCNn,. 
ttudenll. ud eclue1tion faculty, aind lhe presence in the community of to many ftnkallt 
ldenttfic minds will all have •n upliftmg effect on lhe levti ol tdence education In our ............. _ 
The SSC coukl alto provide Important opportwdtles for medbl .-n:h. espedally in 
Ille ffelds of cancer thenpy and ddgnoU. Currently, the do..e proton therapr 
fatillty ii In Boltcm; wUh the SSC. our medical centen could MW! lignlftcant 
opportunities for both lhenpy and reteardl. AdTac:es In •pm:onductlhg mllgnet 
technology necessU.a~ by the SSC could well hlive posittve spfn-of& for magnetic 
-lmlgln~ '°'"""'I'... . 
In lfhort, locadon ol lhe SSC In North c.roHna would ere.lit •gnlflmnt beMlitt fell' 
education at YirhWly every level. For the fublft ol oar 1tate, ..pon. and bwdtutionl. 
we ltl"Oagly IUppOl't North Cuolinl's bid lor the SSC. 
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At the ..._time, we are •waft.ol:cman11Jrrmme f9rtl of the CDllUNINty aver the 
pradical effects of locating the facility. Pint. IO thole who are concerned OYer the 
question ol mdlationproduced.by.the-SSC,,....,woul4•y.awoalol,,,_.ranm. 

lxhlustfve INll}'lb of the facility at Ft:nnn.b owr thrt years hu clemonatnted no 
..-.......,, ..._ lnNn ......... Tho SSC loexpect<d., ....... ,__ ... ., ..... -. ---........... ,.........,....--......,.i. ..... 
:pnxhlcld·by'dw..SSC'.WOllld.be· .... tlw\!that apaiawwwd..by,aa;tadfftdual,who lhOYl9 ·-lhe-Trlaogle•·- ............ . 
A-cenain-mlOQIU·rX•bHevai-l'lldbidiw-wute -will-be produced·~ tbl t.cility. We 
-..... the IWe and fedlral,aovernrnmta.IO-maM ew.gi effo&t-•unlnimile..tbe.production 
of such Wiiie 1nd to pl.In c8ftfully and lhotoughly Car Ill cU,poaL . We.offer .the 
tmria!s ol oar spedalisbl in this uea ror any .id.via! or AllllttnCI! that may be needed. 

. As dlizillw·af:tbt CDmlllllftily:we haw.deep maamn tor.thoe .-.... ,. be Mked'*>.Jield 
.pmt,of ll9- Aand.ftloc:Meo or-----~Jawa•Ewa4ae to the.adng ol 
the SSC. We urge the-Mate ad ·fedlral,~,IO!Jocale.tbl,fldll'Y in order ID 
hep to an lllllolute minimum lhe m11nbe:r of disloclltiom required. Por tlWllt whoH 
1property ll'W.lltbe KqUHed.-..c:aU onlthe.llatit to.malae.ampleand-~cuuopa ·eden 
·and-to ........ U...t-thw-mdiriduals-are and for with.the.ptest llDll.dwlly. 

Jn .um, we beHeve·thlt;the future.of.our atate and·natioft,.,...apo11 our-ability lo 
conttnue.to me new knowledge.and ID improve our.1echllolqgicaH>u•. -Asa project of 
pure resetrch and high~. the SSC can make important contribution1Jo.both 
ueu. In ID doiiig, It can also provtde gra.t benefits fot education In oar stale. We join 
tn offmng-aar U161tanee 10 tbt 511119 of·Nonh Carolina.in ID lffor-..to.-=aue the SSC. 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

• 
Statement of the Polonllol Medial Beneftlnf the SaperCoWder 

""~-· opoc1o1-·tnt11tm.ao- ... --., ....... --...... co11.-...... tht _ _... - .. -.. tht.._c.aw. tn Nartll Cuolw. 
'J'ho-..... - .... .,.--1or-.-py.·111wssc1o-......-.,. - wl"'......., opj>llcodom lo mind, tht pauilllll._,.........,.... .... pyond --.. --. 

Other I .... bawUo bem med for CWB li'limpy· OUr 8ftNIJ ....... ecperienct 
~ p1t1ent1 ID lhe Cydotlon at Huwrd and the LaWNnee ltadiltion Labomory at 
..WV la<aUfomla. To'lww'the·world's ...... ~wllbln-llltrout 2S·mllel of 
awdbl ce1111r1 In Dmtwn. Oapel HDI. md Rllmgh would crate exdttng opportunilie. for ---The SSC will.ICClllmlte.proerm. ud en M·--* ID produm·MUtrons by :proton 
bonimdmenl·of llllCled nlelial&. · Bolh prataN ud t1CUbonl can bt highly ueful In dealing 
with pudcullt.type of tmnon. ·rr...-cu be.faculed _,.,pNCilelyfor a. on tumon In 
diUcaa. ... ., the body. and amb'Olll 111.ft. much .... lcilling power lhan the x ..... ,.. 
thlit an typk:ally ...t in mdlatlon therapy. Both proton and neutron therapy ha'ft! - .... -... _... .......... - ........... 

The· SSC on be a ..,. wtuble tool for both ttae...,, mtd further march. '11\e SSC 
Offen high energy levels and good rell11bility. Location of the SSC In proximity ID lhe 
a-n Trtaagte-ad its mediell ceNm woUld. put North CaroBna in a un&que'J'Mltkm to 
._. raan:h In these U1!U. 

In Mldldon. the dnrelopment of the SSC In North CuoUnl mulcl hive w.ny advantagn 
for the production ol radiobolopel wHh imponant dlnlcll applialdons. Some of lhe imtopes 
of Immediate interest could bendtt pomtron l!lllie9'on tomognphy; others can be uled with 
rnonoc:lonal u.libodia for diagnoltic: tm.png -and for therapy. 'The SSC could 11111ke • 
alpiflc:mll bl'lpact on lhe production of IPldicaDy important botopel for ue In our ua and 
-llolly lor tht UnUal s ...... 

In ourntimadon. lhe de;slgn cott1~withprovidb!gror..._8ledlc:al ._would 
be mlnhnll 11 indaded Initially. We ate c:onftdent that v Udl ladlity .»...cabUshed It could 
be 11&'1:1 IO treat hundreds of pttientl nay ,... 

In sum. we 111t11 wry real benefits IO the people ol North CuoHna ~ the mutt.II region 
lhrough locating the SSC i... Oar purpOlll liOday an twolokl The ftnt Is 1o Inform the 
publir ol the lmp>rtanl medical mes auociated with K'Clllmilor lechnology, which iftdude not 
onlyndia...,-.py. ~-tedmologyhooobomode-ble,_,...,....._.,_glym_.dlo-IOol. 

Second, ~ woaJd Uke to urge the deligMn of the SSC ID incorponte thelt amceptl at lht 
- nw_ ....,.. ... _,..,__bylad-,me111co1 opp11co...,,,... 
the'flnt cmt'be COnlidenble. Welland Nlldy 111> offer our auialailce ii\ determining how bell to 
amtruct dw SSC to.thatitl medlCll ._CID be .......... 

Ouccdbaltd'by Dr. HIJpatn 
DubtlnivntyMedlalC..... 
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f..~'J. -e..,( 55-z, • 
O~~rt!.-,'tJe ~1S6S 

l'r :/J\1£ IS .lN£s Jlu1NrnE AND I AM A RESIDENT OF liRANYILI.E Crum, THE D1AFT 

fNvllmelTAI. ilf'ACT STAT!NllT IS FILLED wmt Pl.l'EROOS Cl11SslOllS, FACTIW. 

ERR!lRS, AND MISl!EPRESENTATIOllS, I WISH TO AOORESS 11£ TOPIC OF IW!ITAT LOSS, 

BEit«; GREAllY INTERESIED IN WIULIFE ALL MY LIFE, I WIVE BEEN COOCERNED wmt 
TI£ STEADY ~ lli\T Cl/TS f.tv..y AT ALL WIULIFE IW!ITAT FOR !'ANY \'CARS, 

fbweR, 11£ PLAC&ENT OF 11£ SSC IN lbmt C'Ain.INA WILL HAVE A '!Raero.JS 

llftDIATE EFFECT Oii l!tlS AREA'S HAB!TA!J(F ~EIS TELLS us "!WIT !klll!i 

CAmLINA WILL HAVE '!!£ SECOlll l.AAGEST tlJtiR OF ACRES D!SlUIBEll, l.1ffi Atru:S 

(T~ 3-7 PAGE 3-52,) WHEN CllltS'IRUCTIOll IS Cllt1'LEIC, IT \'llLL BE lllRSE 

lli\N A FOREST FIRE BECAUSE '!!£ ANU'ALS CAN NEVER r,o BACI<. TO 11£SE ll9J ACRES 

ll'AT WAS l!£1R KM:. 

twff WIULIFE SPECIES NEED FAIRLY LARGE BODIES OF FOREST FOR 11£1R PROTECTION 

AND !EU. BEING, THE SSC l«Jt.lD BE AFFECTING SCl'E OF l!iESE LARGE BODIES OF 

l'l:lOOl.Al«J, [!_HE J:US STATES "!WIT 11£ ~KE JlAss IS SENSITIVE TO INCREASED 

SEDIMENTATION, So lff\T HAPPENS 1'ltEN CONS1RUCTION BEGINS PNJ STREAMS ARE 

DISllllBED? 

I WT!CED MT '!!£ VISUAL !f'f'ACT OF THE SPOILS Dlff'S WAS OF SCl1E cor«::ERN TO 

TIE PLW1ERS FOR l!iE SSC, So l!£Y PLANNED 116'15 AND 'IRfES SO lli\T PEOPLE 

l«lWJ WT EE AS AWARE OF ITS PLAC&ENT, !krr, YOU CAN'T CAl!:lfl.AGE lJO ACRES 

OF SPOILS FRa1 '!!£ W!l.ll..IFE AND IT PROVIDES t«l IWllTAT AT AU., 

!t ARE TOLD lliAT '!!£ SSC WILL BE A MAJOR SOl.RCE OF GRail1'I Alf) lli\T ll£RE 

WILL BE 15,rm PEOPLE f'IJVING lllTO OU! AREA m CONS1RtJCT THIS SSC. {p,3-£5) 

EVERYONE HAS 10 BE SCl1EWHERE AND T1£SE NEW PEOPLE WILL TAKE I.I' SPACE. lbRE 

IW!ITAT LOSS FOR fllUSING OF THESE >.llRKE!lS, 

llA.1- 1!_~2. .... 



LETTER r,,, 99 (CONTINUED) 

2 

MN>!v OF 11-E IO<KERS WILL PROBABLY BE tu11ERS TIEMSELVES, SO 1«M WE HAVE 

LESS .HABITAT AND l1lRE HtMCRS IN THIS AREA OF !bmi CARol.INA, 

So, YOU CAN SEE \oliY l FEEL THAT IF THE SSC CMS 10 fbmi CARol.INA IT WILL 

BE A SAil DAY FOO WILDLIFE IN THESE TlflEE. cot.tlTIE~. fJHJ IT IS CLEAR THAT 

THE tbfmi CAAol.INA SITE HAS NOT BEEN llEMJNSTRATED 10 BE All ENVIROllEITTALLY 

ADflll.IATE li>ST SITE FOO M StnRcoooo;r1NG SIPER Cou.IDER, 

THANK YOO, 

I 

11'0?> llA.1- - ----
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LETTER 700 

'~A' #t/J'V
/.lll'y'~ £,.., 
)?..,._'/A./<:. r?J?'Z 

-1 -

The draft Environmental Impact Statement ia filled with numerous 

omi8810ft8 I factual error. o misrepresentation.• and f:At;t• detrimental 

to North Cai"olina. I wish to addreaa the topic of ijiiif!ltAJ!'Atli<L@) 

•••. Schoo la in_ the Durham, Person and Granville County areaa •.•• 

Currently in the three county area we are· faced with inadequate 

facilities to handle the number of atudenta we alread,. have enrolled. 

Take for instance the Du.rh• County school ayat•. Presently there 

are more than 100 mobile classroom trailer• on Durham County school 

campuses. These trailers amount to a atop-gap measure to provide 

classroom space quickly at minimal initial cost until adequate 

permanent facilities become available. In additiOn, ,·tl.\8 State of 

North Carolina has auggested that two of the county's elemantaTY 

schools be abandoned due to their severe inadequaciea. Two 11Dre 

schools in the county system are currently 1cheduled for replacement. 

There are new schools which are being built to educate students 

coming from these old schools but at a very high expense. For 

example, Howard Easley Elementary School at an estimated coat of 

S.l million dollars. Add this figure to two other elementary schools 

presently being constructed and the total price tag tops 18 million 

dollars: An additional 42.5 million will be required to complete 

remaining projects and to finish new schools, No small change~ And 

this is just to keep up with current demand. How much more. can the 

taxpayers afford? 

Well, if we are to believe the projected figures located in Table 3-7, 

page 3-56 of the EIS Volume IV, Chapter 3, the taxpayers will have 

to ante~up much more. In this table up to 2,972 more students will 

be attending schools in the three county area and up to 170 more teacher 

will be required. 

llA.1- _l_\_~_4: __ 



LETTER 700 (CONTINUED) 

SCHOOL CAPACITIES 2 

What doe• this mean i~ dollar• ,and cents to the three ~otmty area, just 

to provide for the added bur~ the SSC incurs on an a.lready burdened 

educational infrastructure? Approximately 7.3 million additional dollars 

to pay for ,an estimated 135 extra c1asarooms, with an additional 3.4 

llillion dollars a year in increased payroll. Add this to the 

4.6 million dollars that will be needed to accomodate SSC related 

growth-JUST IR DURHAM COUNTY ALONE and you are talking MONEY: 

One of the means by which a school system is judged is by the ratios 

between students and teachers. As an example of excess student 

population in relation to the total number of teachers being employed 

in the Durham County Sch0ol system in' 1984-85 the pupil-teacher ratio 

was 18.3 to 1. Today's latest figures confirm a current ratio of 

26 to 1 (K-6) and 24.5 to 1 (7-12). Similarly. in Person County 

the current pupil-teacher ratio is approximately 25 to 1 and in 

Granville County it ranges between ZO and 25 to 1. Additional pressures 

to build new facilities or expand and renovate old ones will be 

placed on these school systems when the State's "Basi~ Education frogram" 

is instituted in 1992. Additional funds to the county school ay~tema 

will be forthcoming at that time but questions remain as to its adequacy. 

The "Basic Education Program" generally states that the pupil-teacher 

ratio shall not exceed the following: in grades K through 3 a ratio 

of 20 to l; in grades 4 through 6 a ratio of 22 to l; in grades 7 and 8 

a ratio of 21 to l; and grades 9 through 12 a ratio of 24.5 to 1. 

It appears at the present time that most Of the three county achoo~ 

systems are not in co,.pliance with the require~ts of this future 

program. 'lb.erefore, more expenditures would seem to be in order to 

increase their educational staffs and facilittes. 

llA.1- _!IS2_ __ 



LEITER 7ot? (CONTINUED) 

SCHOOL CAPACITIES 3 

It seems li:ltely that addt:tianal gxowch in this area (eapedally 

growth which in part removes a aignif icant amouat. of tax revenues 

from the t·u rolls, auch as the proposed SSC) will ·come at the 

expertt1e of the local area taxp&yera. bot perhapa JllCHl.t impo.rtan.t:ly. 

at the espense of the a·rea' 1 •asdentt•. ~ A the long l'ead time 

necessary in the planning and construction of new school facilities 

the quality of education may very well drop until new facilities 

are in place. This could only add to an already suspect educational 

pool from which to draw likely candidates for SSC jobs. 

It is clear that the North Carolina site has not been demonstrated 

to be an environmentally adequate ho9t site for the Super Collider. 

llA.1- Jlf!>_(,,_ 
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LETTER ZtJ I 

Jlt• Dr·&ft .1.n~ir.aftunti11J 1.,.ac.t Stat•••nt 1 .. filled •ith nu••rous aa1••1ons, 

f•ctua·l errors, aisreprasentaUon.s, and fac:.te .d•tri.eantal to th• •iting of th• 

Super Callid•r Ln North Carolina. 1 •Lsh to address the toplc of the 

put>l it concar.ns allout th.a anv-ironaantal affec.t.• of the Super Colli der •ere 

anti.rely t.9nored-. Lt t•k•• • lot of r.eadln.9 to I oc.ate a respon<Je ta any 

particular conc1rn. Much inforaation is lnaried in ·th1 Nrrapp1nd1cas .and 

ln additlon., th• 1nforei11tion ts not al••Y• cansi!ltent fro•. voluee to voluae, 

coeeunlty support eitiats .and ho• 1tron1 a.ny opposition eight be -to sitin9 tht 

not1fici11tlon of affected properly owners by the State of North Carolina, lack 

conc•rning the SSC, divar11oh of tt•t• •••ru•ncy funds for SSC propos~I 

davalopeenl, al•r•in9ly lo• esti•ates of property valuas, or9•n1zed groups 

oppo11nQ tll• SSC in Mortll C•rolina, l•c.k of adequ•t• ••ppin9 b-y th• •t•te, th• 

unc1rt•inty of Fed•r•l SSC construction tundln9 1 and th• l•rg• nu~b•r of paople 

.,i9nin9 .p•tit1ons oppo11ng the ftarl:.h Carol.in• SSC s-it•. Th• only response ta 

lorth C•rolin• ait.m ••r• racaivad by th• DOE bafor• ~un• of this v••r. 

So~ioecano•lc concarnt raised by CATCH Included th• i•p•ct of pl•C•m•nt o~ 

the b••• •bort In tt1e l:.110 •ost populous o1rei1s in th• raqlon. This co~carn was 

llA.1- _!!_B..2~ .. 



LEITER 70/ (CONTINUED) 

Concern• r•11•d about co•eunity disruption ••r• not •d•quate1y addr•1111d. 

The ~oug..ant coe1unity •ill 11peri•nce th• 1011 of two churches and their 

and aost of tht rt•aining ftr•l.•nd in the •rea. N119at1ve Jep•cts iqnortd by 

the ElS includt the loss of tr1d1tion1l fleily lands, forced relocations of 

tld11rly people and people with 111dic1l t1Jn11sset1 andfor· their n11t1tork of 

support in the co11unity. 

The continued refusal of the 1tat1 to identify property owners affected by 

SSC-related roads was r11v111i11d by CATCH and ignored In the draft EIS. 

The explosive gro~th of th11 area without the SSC and the Infrastructure 

1epacts of additional growth caused by the SSC 11 well ~ as the negative 

fisc•I iap1ct an loc1l gavern~ents "hich w•1 autlin•d in Sav•rnar K•rtin • SSC 

Fe1s1bil1ty task farce r•port w•r• suoert1ci1lly 1ddresaed tn the drift EIS. 

Durh1• County of •bout S4,b •1llion could be fin•nced !by the countyl with 

lanq-tera bonds. -{h1nk you for your support.', 

All of th'••• 11n1nsw•red qu•sttons le•d ta an• •are question. 

Why ••s public Input sollcited7 

It ts cl••r th•t the North C1rolin1 1ite h•s ru!.tbeen de•onstrat•d to be 1n 

•nv1ron•ent1ll1 1deq111te host 1tte tor th• Supercand11ct1n9 iup~r Coll1der. 

llA.1- 1190 ----
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LETTER 702. 

Sup•r Collid•r in North C•rolin•. 

cQiv... ~ +-J-11- """~ ~ 

-t'O./V'I J> • ..., .., 
1-' . .iDo>.:1301 

'll•use""o11+- /\tc_ 
d"1-5'+;;J. 

nonr•spons1veness of th• EIS to ••v•r•I concerns r•i•ed by the gener•l public. 

construction of • new science wing this su••er. Northern High School 11 the 

out• other inve1taent in the are111. This possibility ••• 1t.a.ted in Governor 

M•rtin 1 SSC F•••ibiltty T.a'k Force report. 

1tate1 at f•c• valu1. Not only has none of the 1upplied infore1tion been 

confireed, but the concerns r111i1ed &bout r&re or significant ani••I •nd plent 

species in the C~TCH response were only acknowledged, but not inve1t1gated. 

Concerns raised by CATCH about water qu•lity and water use were generally 

ignoreo, The Increased d1eand on w1ter supplias c•u••d by 'SC-rel&t•d 9ro•th 

••• cona1d•r•d • potanti•lly •i9niflc1nt 1 un•itigabl• i•p•ct in App•ndax 7 on 

Qu••tions r•i••d by CATCH conc•r~in9 conflict• between th•·ISC d••i9n and 

DMrh•• County·• ••t•rsh•d ordin•nc• ••r• •ddress•d la Appandi1 Sc, on P•9• 91. 

The rastrictions ••r• s1eply llstad, •• if to ••Y •Th••• are th• r•9~latioat •• 

llA.1- fil_I _ 
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Su•••~ drought •tf•cts ~n ·~ter suppli•s were illddreseed in the drtft £:5 

through only one st1te•ent1 iquotel •Th• continued relilbility of the s~rfece 

0

11attr sources, •slJecl•lly und•r drouoht concUtions, 11 a t.19niflc,1nt Milter 
t)qW-4\,,."t "'QS qn 

r1saurces itsue In the erea.• ............. U i~-depth analysis. 

~ A reques$ for institution of • policy .+ full disclosure of isotopes 

produced and e11pected 11•• no": '·"1res•ed. 

•nd stortd in accordance •Ith~ regulations. When sufficient qu1ntities 

" 
~ater11l will be shipped ta an 1pproved 

lot }ihe.*n an in-depth discussion. 

dispas•l 

Questi.ons raised by CATCH concerntno .d•co•elssionlng iepact!I in.:ludad 

pra~tdtn9 • tt•ellne for eonttoring of the site after d1ca••1•1ionin9 1 ho• 

d1co••i•sionin9 a.ctuallt/ •ill b• c.irri•d aut, lev1ls of radioillctivity in the 

This is nat acceptable. 

All of th••• unanswered questions lead to an• •or• qua1t1on. 

Why ••• public input solicited? 

It is claar th.it the North Carolin• sit• h•s not b11n d1•ort1tr11ted tab• an 

anviron••nt11Jly adequate host sit• far th• Superconducting Super Collidar. 

llA.1- ll~?-_ _. 
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LEITER 70~ 

5 f;,. f let,,., 
&ic t!if A 

s~.. Mt. l..?-s u 
' Atr pya11ty • pgtent1al Iprtc Ch11tcal1 

The draft envtron1t1nt1l t~pact stat ... nt for the superconducting super 

colltder ts ftlled wtth n11111rous u.tsstons, factual errors, and •tsreprta 

sentatfons. l wtsh to address tha topfc of potential toxfc atr.emtsstons. 

Sources of toxtc a1r e11tsstons assoctated with the SSC were extrt111ly poorly 

examined tn the draft EIS. One of the potentially stgniftcant sources of 

toxic air emfsstons frOll a co,lltder operattort are the operation's cooling 

towers. Several potentially toxtc chemicals are used tn co·o1tng towers as 

corrosion tnhtbttors, fungtctdes, 1lgaec1des, and bacterttctdes. Many of 

these chemicals are chr011tU11 and ntc'kel salts. Hexavalent chromium .fs a 

constituent of many of the cORRercially·sold chromium COlllPounds. Hexavalent 

chromium 1s a potent ant•al ·and huun carcinogen and can pose sertous health 

rtsks. ChromtU11 e11tss1ons can be deposited in the atr and on the ground and 

vegetation through cooling tower drift. Cooling tower drift was 1n no way 

addressed in the draft EIS. 

As evidenced repeatedly tn the literature, cooling tower drift can 

release s1gnfffcant a11aunts of chemicals like ~hromfum, on the order of tons 

per year. The potanttal problems of cooling tower chromtum emtsstons are so 

stgntf1cant that the U.S. EPA ts currently tnvesttgattng the developaent of 

a national entsston standard for hazardous •tr pollutants or NESHAP 

regulation for chrOMtua from cooling towers. The State of California has 

proposed the banning of all chrDllli11111 chemical use tn cooling towers tn the 

State due to analyses that showed unacceptabli health risks. 

llA.1- J.!9~--
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LETIER 703 (CONTINUED) 

The draft EIS should address what ch111ic1ls would be used tn c:ooltng 

towers for water treatment purposes. It shou·ld also provide quantitative 

1stt1ta.tes of 1trborn1 releases, This. d1t1 should tn turn be used to perfonn 

quantitative risk 1ssesS1ttnt analyses to estt .. te potential hWllln health 

risks. The risk 1s11sSMnts should be conducted ustng EPA~approvtd 

protocols which have bffn published tn the fm11W Rntst1r, The potential 

risks ff'Oll cooling towers using chr011tU11 and otlMr ch•1cals tllve clearly 
' been deter11tn1d by EPA ind other States to be stgn1f1ci.Dt. Why was this 

topic totally passed over tn the draft EIS ualyst~(!n addttton t,a tha atr 

quality concerns, how IM&Ch of these cbetlttcals ,PGltnti1lly are released Into 

water systems? 

Besides ·chr0111U11 froll cooling towers, the entire draft EIS makes 11UCh 

too ltght of the use and .. tsston of hazardous toxtc chemicals. The draft 

EIS really doesn't address the tssue at all. It doesn't according to the 

draft EIS because (and I quote) •there are no anticipated publtc health 

impacts frOll the hazardous and toxic naterials that are expected to be 

used.• Who •ade thts determ1nat1on? Where t's tt docUMnted? Have the 

potential public health risks been quanttf1ed7 What toxtcs wtll be used? 

With an operation as large and expansive as the SSC, tt will llOSt certainly 

use a potential wide variety of chemicals for various purposes. Knot11n and 

suspected carcinogens such as benzene, toluene, xylene~ trichloroethylene, 

.. thylene chloride, and others wtll undoubtedly have uses 1;5 cleaning and 

degreasing agents. In lddtt1on to these degreasing ch .. tcals, chloro· 

fluorocarbon use and llltiss1on in connection wtth refrt9er1tton systems ts 

also 1 posstbtltty. Onct again, because of the potential hUlliln health 

2 
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LETTER 7o? (CONTINUED) 

rtsks that hive been estimated, the U.S. EPA ts currently developing a 

NESHAP regulatton for degreasing operations. As a Matter of coanunity · 

right-to-know, the draft EIS should have at least 1denttf1ed the substances 

likely to be used, instead of only containing the condescending and 

patrontztng statement tt did. 

The use of these chemicals and potentJally others -ould be occurring 

during the continual operation of the SSC, n~t just during construct\on. 

Potential toxics available forrelease dur1ng construction also exist. 

Where have these been delineated and addressed? The draft EIS make a big 

deal out of saying that fuel cOlllbustlon Is a primary source 'of atr emissions 

during construction. Fuel combustion generates several toxic air en1sstons 

from trace metals to polycycltc organic matter, so111e carctnogentc. These 

are never discussed tn the draft EIS, nor ts.any human risk assessment 

performed. A similar case could be 1111de for SSC and supporting road 

construction 1nvolv1ng asphalt plants. Asphalt productfon generates several 

carcinogenic organic species. The draft EIS addresses none of this. 

Potential human health risks cannot simply be written off because SOllleone 

conveniently ~anttclpates• there ts no problem. 

To colftf)ound all of this, there ts no attempt to estimate potential 

toxics to atr associated wt th the influx of people who will work at the SSC. 

Residential fuel cOllbustton, increased utility electricity generation, and 

coawerctal support factlittes all have the potential for toxics releases. 

To perform a truly comprehensive environmental impact assessment you have to 

e.xamine 111 of the contingencies associated wtth the project. 

The draft Ets~ as tt stands, does a poor Job of add1"esstng potential 

toxtc e•tssions to atr and other media. It has only .. skid the topic behind 

sweeping generaltttes. It ts clear that the North C•rolfn1 sfte has not 

been de11Dnstrated to be 1n 1nviro1M11nt1lly adequate host stte for the SSC. 

llA.1- Jl~2_-
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JU....b, B~ 
·~:,~ 13,,,,,_ :23.i._ 

R,..,~/l/c IV I,< a 7o;;:, 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement ia filled wit:h umerous7.J-0 
omissions, factual errors, misrepresentations and facts detrimental --<_ 

to North Carolina. I wish to address the topic of •euis:erC:OPPOSmoa. 
TO~ORni!'Cl:aOr.rtiA!s'PROPoSEDiSI'l'JO. 

Berween the dates of February 7, 1988 and May 13, 1988 Citizens Against 

The Collider Here were able to collect over 7,000 signatures from 

North Carolina residents who oppose the Super Collider site in North 

Carolina. The petition· reads as follows: 

We the undersigned citizens and residents of North Carolina do petition 

the President of the United States' Secretary of Energy to disappro~ 

the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider Project of 

the United States t>epartment of Energy and the so-called North 

Carolina site as proposed by the Office of the Governor, State of 

North Carolina. 

Our opposition is based in part on these facts: 

1. Local elected officials and residents have not been actively 

consulted in the development of plans for the North Carolina 

proposal. 

2. ni.e state of North Carolina has provided misleading and inaccurate 

data retative to the impact of the project on the area containing 

the proposed site. 

3. Over sixteen thousand acres of land in Durham, Granville, and 

Person Counties would be taken destroying hundreds of family farma 

and prime residenti.sl areas. Millions of dollars would be removed 

from the tax a•sessment rolls due to the project end the additional 

acreage rea.uired ,or ro~ds construction. 

llA.1- _ 1l_9~--~--
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PUBLIC OPPOSITION Pa~e 2 

4. The state of Borth Carolina failed to c;onduct an enviroumental quality 

review, especially of those large ~derground areas-in all three counties 

subject to Tadioactive cOntand.nat:!:ou. 'l'here are many scientific unknowns 

about the environmental effects of the project. Such matters deserve an 

extensive environrneutal quality review proceaa. 

5. Less extensive and more appropTiate alternatives are 'available, Both 

federal and state governments already own vast land areas which are far 

more suitable and less costly." 

Over 7 .ooo reaide:ota of North Carolina signed thia petit!ou! Ia this to be 

considered a small contigency of affected landowners? '11le Dt'aft Environmental 
'l."I .. 1>1-. . Impa~t Study ·atatea that there villeMSnty 111 relocation•, a figure which 

we know is incorrect. We sent copieo of all the oignatureo ln with tlle /f!f 
Environmental Impact Statement and they were TOTAU.Y ignored~ We were told 

by the Departmen.t of tnergy in the first heari~ga that public opposition would 

be considered in chcfatng a site. Just WHEN will you acknowledge this sizeable 

public Ot>Poaition: 

It is clear that the lilorth Carolina site baa J90T been demonstrated to be 

an environmentally ad.!quate host site for the Superconducting Super Collider. 



LETTER 70$ (CONTINUED) 

3J lo 

Petition lp.lmt lortb C&rolina SUperoonduc:tlng SUper Colllder (SSC) 

We the wxler•igned citizens and residents or North caroltna do petition the 
President of the United Statea' Secretary of Energy disappro'le the cOMtructton 
ot the Superconducting SUper Colllder Project of the United States Department 
or Energy and the so-called Nortb carolina aite as proposed by the Office of 
the Governor, State ot North Carolina. 

Our opposition 11 based ln part on the:se facts: 

1. Local elected officials and·reaidenta have not been actively consulted in 
the,developMtnt of plans for t!Je North Carolina propa"-1. 

2. The State of North Carolina ha.s provided •ialeading and inaccurate data 
relative to the impact of the project on the area containing the proposed 
aite. 

~. Over sixteen thousand acrei of land ln Durham, Clranville, and Per30n 
Counties would be taken destroy1n1 hundreds of family rar11:1 and prime 
residential area. Millions of dollar• would be r8110ved fl'Oll the tax 
aaeaSMnt roll• duea to the project and the additional acreage required 
ror road• construction. · 

.Ii. The State ot North Carolina tailed to conduct an environmental quality 
review, e.speclally or thoH larp underground areu in all three counties 
subject to radioactive oontMinac.ion. There are uny aaientit1c unlmOWM 
atiout the environ11ental affect. ot the project. SUch •ttera deserve an 
ea:tenalve envlronmant.al quality rnlew process. 

5. Leas extensive and MOre appropriate alternatives are available. Both 
federal and at.ate governMnts already own vast land areas which are tar 
.ore suitable and less co•tly. 

Respectively yours, 

1. 

2. 

3. 

'· 
5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

g. 

10. 

- ........ 0.te 

llA.1- 119_6 __ 



1 

2 

LETTER 7os-

~~-~'fl! ~t m:s tor the SSC - October 3, 1988 

~~ 
(Waw bi)(Plq ._ ~ ......,_ 0-7 ets ........ , Lucid.]¥ I ha.,. ..Uy 

tive ainut.88. 'IIUa noise *11 1ut tor Hwn ,.an, berrllnJ.111( 

lll.tb..mn. 1989 \m.t.il md 1998' (DBIS1 \l'Ol 1, a.p 3-18). 

'lb nn.tt -tal -Sta-.t !. fWed with -.. 
c:.i.asicma, tacbal erron, l&inepcewtatJ.on11, md tact.a detl:'Umt.a,1 

to t.he •iU.U.S ot the SUpel" Collider in North Carolina. I wiah to 

a:ldreu the topic at Ho.Lae. (•Jo nai•) 

Noise i• defined ........... ted acu.l" (lJBJS Vol 1, O.p.&, 

s. ~ .4-t >.The ....i '°" Juat bard .... a c:1mer awraci.N 86dBA 
lle8SUred. within l toot of a 8CQd J.ewl ... at 0 tmtdenoe. Table 

9-5 ahow9 road carmt.ru:ticn equi~t noi.ae .u.aic:ma (DEIS, vol 4 1 

Appen.9,p.18). (~ J). Mote tbllt t.heae-,..,... hrrm 84 to 88 dB at 

60 feet. To retrellh JOUI" ... .,.: thi• b 86 dBA. at 50 - 100 feet fraa 

• darli.nll ~ittle-.. (pla:r .... 7-13), Doa -~- .,...1 
'lbi• 9B1> depict.a u... I llrld F 'Where .,.__ receptor biO ~ 

ia .._ted," (TllANS 2) B ..... I.an& ... ~ .._ ~MU.ch there....., 

to, 5. 1 Jllll'e8 eadl; am F ~ta Jnter-iiate ~ --. o1 

Mlicb t.bere 8l'e alao 10, .a ..::irea. > (1RANB 3 -1ea. bld.pic) 

AotlBJ.17 the u... at tld• b.dldiaw b 4.1 acrea - lllld: NCIUld ....a. 
n.tit into one of t:..be.e MrVice ueaa - .m. ~ llhoul.dn't Id.Di a 
litUe more noiae at ·the 1-ialatiw Bld.J.d:iJI&. a..n reoepton are 

11991 ~ Of JW1iclmy)es1 

puira, OllllllSr .nd. wildlife ref\lpa.• Picure 6.2.4-8 8bowa "a..ut 
reoeptora at the .C Site.• (TJWIS ,, 1'bl!li .DEIS atat.. that "the 

ru.ber of btman receptof* at each point .,.. not det.er.ined." tm. • 

annoyance percentaaea cannot be reduced. to aobal IUlber of people." 

Doea that 11een t.hat the au.-. recept.ora aren't bumn.? 

11qq 
llA.1- ------
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LEITER 7&S (CONTINUED) 

Pa&"e 2 Noise - Caallenta ~ DEIS 10-3-88 

~ the conatruction fbaae ard. operation& Pwse theae area will 

operate on a 24 hour ner day 365 dax per year basis. "Spoil.. haul 

truck noise .(82 dBA at 100 feet) will be not!oeabl.e for Iona: 

di&tance9 uey- from the read alona haul routea."(Append.9, p.19). 

"1bere could be 480 ~ loads per day of excavated •terial (to the 

17 •it.es - 330 ac:reu) ~f the twmel borine l8Cbinea operate 

aiaultaneoualy. The luiQ' B and F areu alao llhall have .. t.e.porar)o " 

C 10 man.the) (p. 7 Appe:n, 9) noise increaw ~ that two tablem were 

included: noiae emiaaiona at niaht and noise emiaaiona durin8 the 

~. OUea what? Overall llOlad level durine the daT M18 68 dBA and 

overall sCM.Di level dur~ the niidlt MUI §l @A. Chl7 4 dBo\ 

ditfere~. Even 3 dBA can aake a difference to JOUI' ear. Bicpoaure to 

noise is C\all.a.tive! 

Good bea.rinl' ia •i..ai.lar to wt.ter - we take it for eranted - lmtil it 

1• lost. 

Finally, I'd like to addreaa Appendix 9, YolUle IV. The Federal 

~ Adai.nistratian am. the Department of Houeina and Urban 

Developaent (HUD) have attmpted to quantify acceptable nohe levels 

hrt: p. l states that "these levela are not leoJ.b' applicable to the 

SSC.'' Yet, in Vol 4, Apperdu 5 thi• Table 5.5.5-1 

('JRANS 5) ebowa -.xi.. peminible 801.Dl-~ level.JI for noise 

radiated continuousl7 frc. a facilit;r (Durti.. Coo\mt.7). LCXE AT nm 

DECIBEL LEVEL9 - All are lesa than 54 dB except at the lowest 

trequenc7 barxl of 20 - 75 HZ. Host noise i.ndtQ!d losaea occur at the 

ru..her frequencies. These are relatively quiet 

levels:23;24;25;26;28;31;34;37;41;;47;54;69. 

llA.1- J@ __ 
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LETTER 70.=S-__ (CONTiNUED) 

Appirentl;r "Durhtta County pr"OCLllo.ted. (-..id lmoMl offic:iaJ..17 .,.-.i, 

for11all7) alloweble erop!rtz lina noi:.:ie lt!"-el criteria for R@eearch. 

Id-sn&le" Park fi;o.ci.llBu 

I quote AL1UU2 00 PAln'S. Cl! 11lB SSC lfDL 113: LDC.\TBD m DLIB\H 

m.Nrr, CDfPMIDIJ '1118 .vL:WA8L2 MJ!SB LBVF3..S IJQ'l'H mR JW'BC'I1lD M'JISH 

LIMl..9 llDt AH SSC SBRYICZ ABBI.. ts ~IA'J'I, SDEI THB ~I~ 

JXliS ~A ~ Cl ADJACJWt a:u«f W!SB AaiEPrAM::B. 11 

'"""""'' (mA!ll9 6) 
"'l1lB AWJIAl!Lj! l'RCl'llRl'Y Lll<B N)IS£ UMlL IS CALCIJLA1'liD TO Bii 

~ 47 dBA. TilE SDVIClt ABSllS 'iDID l!:IDmD 'Ilil.9 U'VEl. BV' 

APPllXJMA'IB..Y 8 dBA. • 

(DEIS. va.. IV, APPEN. 9, P.60) 

WHY IS thia DteHAM ODlrY RllllllATICN !!1t APl?L.ICABLB To 'l'HE $80? Wha. t 

about -C611A (Occupational SaletT aild a-J.tb Adwiniatn.tlon ) 

atandarda? NC bu a helrorin1 loa:1 statute ; "pemlt.7 for willlul 

failure to wear HPD'•• .. (Heari.JC Proteotian Devioea) lNoiae HMrinr 
!!!Ii Cqnaervation M!lnua!.1 4 tb Bdition, Berpr, Ward, Morrill, an::l nr. 

len7 ao,.ter, tlbo le ~NC St&te in Raleiah, 1986). 

Now 11\191' ainoe Bzir.1 told 1.a1 at that fateful Feb. 4 Roxboro meetinc 

w ahould be bcnond to hrl.ve our ~ and la.~ OOlldl!Dlll!d. fl)r thia: 

lood cot.mei in other wordlit, "Don't Worey, Be BaPPY?" •••• 
Wctll, that worried • ao:l I'd. l.ilte to quietlr tell 1'lUt" collider 
r.ihere to .,,. 

Pinprspell G-0 T-0 T-e-x-a'-9. 

It i:a clear that the Nort.h. CUl:olina aitc baa not been cbaonatrated t.o 

be an envtrr:w.mtal.17 adequate boat site tor the SUperconduotini£ 

- Collider. (SSC). 

Omd.lce Scharwr 

6Z02 Aubmn Drive 

~.NC 21712 

919'477-1063 

llA.1- !W_L_ 
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LETTER 706 

~N~ 

Attitudes of Residents 
~~8~ J.3'1.. 
f?~ ffs7i._ 

The ~raft Environmental lmpact Statement is filled with U(J} lf-77· 91.Jo<.. 
o~issions, factual errors, ~1srepre3entation3, and facts detrimental to the 

siting or the Super Coll!der in North Carolina. I wish to address the topic of 

the opinion of residents in the three affected counties abcut the Super 

Colllder. 

l'n tne North Carolina proposal for the Super Colllder-, it was noted that 

{quote) "The regions well-informed publlc ••• heartlly supporta the SSC project. 

N~ organized local opposition to the .site proposal exists or is anticipatet" 

(p. 1-5). The Governor even touts a poll conducted last March·as evidence or 

public support r~r the Collider. HE:wever, this poll was condUcted by the f11'9 

that employs the Covernor 's son and was done last March before •ny p<30ple in 

North Carolina knew anythin1 about the Collider. 

SO C. A. T .C.H. spon.90red a random telephone survey of nearly 800 household" 

in the three affected counties to determine the attitudes ot these residents. 

This evening telephone survey was conducted by HicroC'Oll!puter Applications 

Specialists of Durham during the period of June 10th to the 26th. C~uter~ 

generated telephone numbers were rand0111ly selected using all available tele

phone numbers in Durhalt,,Granville, and Person countiea--the three affected 

counties. The margin of error across all three counties is less than t~o 

percentage points. 

Respondents were asked whether they ravo~ed the Super Colli~~r, Opposed 

it, or felt they did not know enough to make a decision abOut the Soper 

Collider at that time. The findings revealed that 58 pe.roent of those house

holds polled felt they did'not know enough about tho project to make a decision 

at that time. In other words, even nine months after the submission Or the 

llA.1- _12.Q~--



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

State's proposal, the Governor and hls staff had not done an adequate job of 

informing the public about the Collider project. 

However, of those who felt they did know enough to make a decision, 62 

percent ~ppose the Super Collider as proposed in North Carolina. The percent 

ln opposition ranged frOtl 58 percent in Person County to 66 percent ln Gran

ville County. Men and women equally opposed the project and there were no 

differences in response between likely voters and non-voters. Residents in 

evei:-y part of" each county op~aed the Calllder, except in southern Durham 

County near the Research Triangle Park where the opposition and support wEre 

evenly divided. 

lf ttte 00£ decides ta place the Super Collider in_ North carolina they Will 

be doing so not only against the wishes or the state politicians serving these 

three counties, but also against the wishes or the people living there. This 

opposttion is not so much an opposition to the Collider a:s it is opposition to 

the Governor an~ hi~ staff in their attempt to plaoe the project here without 

con~ulting the people and local officials. 

Copies of an abstract or the poll survey form, the poll results, and the 

poll news release are attached. 

lt is clear that the Horth Carolina site h~s !!2.!:, been demonstrated to be 

an environmentally adequate host site for the Superconducting Super Collider. 

1203 llA.1- - ·--------



LETTER 70G (CONTINUED) 

ABSTRACT 

'nle Attituda of Residenta in Atfocted Counties of North Carolina 
TOWQrds the Proposed St!pereonductln1 Super Colllder 

Hore than 60 percent of those persons who feel they know enough to make a 
decision oppo'e locating the Superconduc,ing Super Colllder (SSC) in North 
Carolina according to a recant telephone survey. The survey, conducted ror 
Citizens Agairtst the Collider Here, or C.A.T.C.H., questioned restaents or 
nearly 800 hooaeholds in Durnam, Cranville, and Person Count1es, ~ngr~ the SSC 
is proposed to be located. 

Respondents were asked to indicate whether they favored the Super Collider, 
ooposed Lt, or felt they did not know enough to make a decision at th.ilt time. 
The responses of residents from Durham, Qranville, and Person counties are 
sUIW!larlzed below. 

Opinion Towards the Superconctuct1ng Super ~llider by County 

favor Oppose Do Not Know Enough 
~ ~ f!!:£m ~ ~ ~ ~ !~ 

Dur""" •• 17 69 25 158 58 273 
Cranv1lle 42 15 80 JO 149 55 271 
PC!r.son 39 17 5• 23 m 60 23• 

Overall 127 16 203 26 448 58 778 

or those respOnding, 58 percent lndicated that they did not know enough about 
the proposed Super Colllder to make a decision at this time. 1his cuntraotcts 
the North Carolina proposal which stated·*Th• region's well-1nfol"llll!d public ••• 
heartily supports the SSC i;iroJoct. No ol"'ganized local opposition to the site 
proposal exists OI"' is anticipated." (p, 1-5) 

People in Cranvllle County responded 2 to 1 against the pl"Oject. While 15 
percent raver the SSC, 30 percent oppose it, and 55 percent do not ~now enough 
to voice an opinion. ln Durham County, 25 percent oppose the project, 17 
percent are in favol"', and 58 percent could not 111.ke a decision. In Person 
County, 23 pel"'cent oppose the SSC, 17 percent favor lt, and 60 percent did not 
feel they kn .. enough about the proposed Super Collider to answer tile question. 

As sllown below, while men and women equally opposed the project, men outnUllber 
wOcMn 2-112 to 1 in support of the SSC and more woaen feel they do not know 
enough to make a decision about the SSC at this time. 

Opinion Towards the SUpel"'qortctuctins Super Collider by Sez 

Female 
Male 

Favor 
NWl!bttr ~ 

47 
71 

10 
25 

Oppose 
~~ 

125 
69 

26 
25 

Do Not Know Enough 
~ Percent 

301 
139 

64 
50 

rz.DltllA.1 • ------
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LETTER 706 (CONTINUED) 

There were no differences ln response based' Jm trequency of voting amona people 
favoring or opposing the SSC project, but those people wno telt they did not 
know enough to make a decision at this tjJDe tend to vote less often. 

Oplnloa 'To.rdll tbe Sup 1rconduot1Dg ..- Coll16w bJ Vottnc Frequency 

VOt ins Frequency 

Never 
Seldom 
Sometimes 
Most Times 
Always 

Favor 
~ Percent 

12-
7 

11 
39 
56 

11 
13 
11 
21 
18 

Oppose 
!!!!!!!!!: ~ 

17 
11 
21 
57 
92 

16 
21 
21 
31 
3" 

Oo Not Know· Enough 

!!!!!!!!: f!!:5!m. 
73 
65 
68 
•8 
51 

T.hose favoring the North Carolina SSC project were 111.1.ch 110re likely to feel 
they loHlUld not be affected by it. However, '-7 pe~oent or those opposing the 
project indicated that they would be affected in SClllll way. Only 9 percent of 
the respondents who felt they would be affected by ~ ·project indicated they 
had been contacted by tne State aboUt the extent or their tXn:ential 
involvement. 

fiesidents livln1 in southern Durhall County were split in their .support or the 
project, while residents ~n both the city of Durham and ln northern Durham 
County opposed the SSC. In Granville County, respondents living ln or near 
St•, Oxford, Butner, and Cre~r were all in oppoaition to tbe project. In 
Person County, residents near Timberlake were in oppo1ition by a 3 to 1 roargin, 
and 56 percent or the Roxboro area residents were in opposition. 

Opinion Ta.t'dS the SU,.rcondueti,. .super Colllder by Loatlon 

Favor 
Counc~/Locatlon ~ Percent 

Durham County 
South of Durham 17 23 
Durhu City 16 16 
North of Di,&rham 10 15 

Granville County 
Bullock area 1 13 
Butner area 10 17 
Creedmoor area 6 13 
Oxford area 18 16 
St• area 1 13 

Person County 
Hurdle Mills area • 31 
Roxboro Area 25 16 
Timberlake area 5 13 

Oppose 
!!!!!!!!r. ~ 

16 22 
23 24 
22 32 

1 13 
17 28 
10 21 
35 32 
5 63 

3 23 
32 21 
15 38 

IW5 llA.1- ----- -

Do Not Know Enough 
~ ~ 

41 55 
58 60 
36 53 

6 75 
33 55 
32 67 
58 52 
2 25 

6 46 
98 63 
19 49 



LETTER 70(,, (CONTINUED) 

For tnose respondents indicating they were opposed to the North Carolina 
proposal for the SSC project, the primary reasons were: 

Number of bu:l:Lness and household relocations (28 percent ot respondents) 
Impact on the present way-of-life (28 percent) 
Hazardoua waste issue (18 percent) 
Community opposition {15 percent) 
Negative environmental impacts (14 percent) 
Loss ot taxable lands ( 1.11 percent) 
Prohibitive costs ( 13 percent) 
Increase in taxes (13 percent) 

The primary reasons by proponents for favoring the project were: 

Jobs (63 percent) 
Scientific benefits (25 percent) 
Prestige the project might bring to the area (13 percent) 

The evening telephone survey was conducted by Microcomputer Applications 
Specialists ouring the period of June 10-26, 1988, uslng computer-generated, 
ranc:tcm telephone nwabers or residences ln all three counties. The marsln or 
error ln the flndlngs ror the three ccunty totals is less than 4 percentage 
polnt.s. 

For 110re information or copies of the complete findings of the survey, contact 
Bob Paslpankl, Public Information Officer, C.A.T.C.H., P.O. Box 507, Rougel'llOnt, 
NC 27572 (471-7513). 

llA.1- l~--
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LETTER 70h (CONTINUED) 

SSt Poll Quest1om 

1. GOOD EVENING, WE ARE CONDUCTING ·a t~HINIJT! PUBLIC OPIHIOll SURVEY 18001' THE 
NORTH CAROLINA PROPOSAL TO LOCATE THE SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIDER IN 
DURHAM, GRANVILLE AND PERSON COUNT'lES? 'ARE YOU IT LEAST 18 YEARS OF ACE? 
(If not, follow direotloma) DO YOU FAVOR THE SUPER COLLIDER, OPPOSE IT, 
OR FEEL YOU DO NOT KNOW ENOUGH TO KAKE A D!CISIOll A800T 'ftfE SWER cotLlD£R 
AT THIS TitfE? 

D Fa'4'or [GO TO QUESTION 2a 1 

D Oppose [GO TO QUESTION 2b) 

0 Do Not Know Enough; lfo Opinion [GO TO QUESTION 3) 

la. WffllT REASCW(S) L£D rou TO SUPPORT t'H£ sum COU.fDER AS PROPO$£D IN jl()Jftff 
CAROLINA? 

D Joba D Prestlgct 

D Sptn-ott Industries D Sclentltic Benefits 

D Governor's Support or Project D University Support 

D Mew Roads D em..nttySupport 

D Others; specify 

[GO TO QUESTIOI 31 

2b. WHAT REASCll(S} L£D YOU TO OPPOSE THE SUPER COU.IDER AS PROPOSED UI .NORTH 
CAROLINA? 

D Lack or Job.s tor Local Citiuna . D Proh1bit1Ye Cost 

D Lack of Environnental Study D Lack ot Economic StudJ 

D Negative Enyironuntal Jmpacta D Impacts on va.y-of·Lite 

D Lack of Involvement of Citiaena D Loa or Taxable Lands 

D COlllUnlty Opposition a ·limber ot Relocations 

D Increase ln Taxes D Increase in Ut111tJ Coats 

D La.cir: or lntrastructure Support:I D Laclr: ot caretul Planning 

D Fear or Departllent or Eneru D Federal Jmolnaent 

D Hazardou::1 Waste J.111auea D Radiation Fears 

D Others; specify: 

3. Indicate the sea or i:he respondent: D .. ,. D F-le 

llA.1- .!Z.OI_ .. 



LETTER 70(2 (CONTINUED) 

q. oo YOU vorE D ALWAYS D MOST TIMES D SOMETIMES D SELDOM D NEVER? 

5. IN WHAT COUNTY DO YOU LIVE? 

D Durham County [GO TO QUESTION 6a] 

0 Granville County [GO TO QUESTION 6b) 

D Person County (GO TO QUESTION 6c J 

6a. HOW WOULD YOU DESCRIBE WHERE YOU LIVE IN DURHAM COUNTY, NORTH OF THE 
DURHAM CITY LIMITS, IN THE CITY, NEAR INTERSTATE 110, OR SOUTH OF THE CITY? 

D North of the city 

D In the olty of Durham 

[CO TO QUESTION 7] 

D Near 1~40 or south of the city 

o·· Other; :!peclfy: -------

6b. WE WOULD LIKE TO !CHOW IN WHAT PART OF GRANVILLE COUNTY YOU LIVE, BUT 00 
NOT WANT YOUR COMPLETE ADDRESS. TELL US, WHAT IS YOU ZIPCODE? 

D 27507 Bullock D 27565 Oafonl 

D 27509 Butner D 21sa1 s~ 

D 27522 Creedmor D 27582 Stovall 

D 275611 Northslde D Other; specify: _____ 

[CO TO QUESTION 7] 

6c. WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW IN WHAT PART OF PERSON COUNTY YOU LIVE, BUT DO Nar 
WANT YOUR COMPLETE ADDRESS. PLEASE TELL US, WHAT IS YOUR ZIPCODE? 

D 
D 
D 

273ll3 Semora 

275ij1 Hurdle Hills 

D 27573 Roxboro 

c:::J 27583 Timberlake 

Other; .specify: ____ _ 

7. ARE YOU LOCATED IN AN AREA YOU FEEL IS AFFECTED BY THE ~PER COLLIDER? 

D Yee 7a. 

D No 

D Does Not Know 

If "Yes•, HAVE YOU BEEN NOTIFIED BY THE STATE ABOlTI' 
THE EXTENT OF YOUR INVOLVEMENT? 

D Yes D No 

THAHK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING IN THIS TELEPHONE SURVEY. 

llA.1- !_Z.Q'Q_ 
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LETTER 707 

tl"'ro1~- f\ U-JvJ-e 
JOBS AND IN-MIGRATION 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is filled with numero~s 
omissions, factual error9, ~isrepresent.a.tions, and facts detrimental 
to the siting of the Super Collider in North Carolina. t wish to address 
the topic 0£ Jobs and In-Migration. 

With the presentation of th~ SSC proposal in N.C., one continues 
to hear of the outstanding job opportunities. Yet, on a recent trip 
to Fermilab, it was discovered that the base paying jobs average arow.1d 
$6.00 to $7.00 per hour; Not the most outstanding salary knQWn to the 
working world. Ma.ny of the techn~cal jobs had a base of around $25,000. 
•nnually; still not an outstanding salary. On top of these co~sidera
tions is the fact that there have not been any spin-off industries 
associated with the Fermilab area of Batavia, Illinois. Yes, the EIS 
states an influx. but the influx is scientists; not the "14"orking clas·s 
coomon to normal labor pool. 

On page 3-16 of the EIS> 
work of the SSC is detailed. 
to be done. 

section 3.l.4; The construction of 
Allow me to abbreviate some of the WOt'k. 

1. Cut and cover excavation for the installation of the 
injector facility. 

2. Vertical tunneling of access shafts •. at approximately 
2.S mi. increments around the ring. 

3. Tunnel boring using tunnel borins machines •. 
4, . , cult and cover or underground mining techniques .. , 
All of these operations would require outside expertise 

~orkera. No local companies handle such activities in the proposed 
collider site. Jobs would not truly be created during this phase 
of construct.ion; rather only an influx of outside workers, wich such 
construction knowledge, would occur, 

People who are currently a part of ·the local job force would 
lose their vacations due to forced sell/111oving from the career 
locale with the coming of the SSC to the proposed,N.C. site. 'those 
who would lose Could not be a part of the const~uction expertise as 
i:aentioned above. for their knowledge would not extend unto such labor 
skills. 

Page 3-65 of the .EIS states that 0 impacts to the State of N. C. 
with an increase of approximately 15.000 •.. would be highest during 
construction with a lesser impact during operations". So, this 
statement supports the thought of jobs going to outside work~s during 
construction; not the native public. 

llA.1- l].Q9 __ 

• 



LETTER 707 (CONTINUED) 

On that same page or.e discovers that the housing unit demand 
is nighest in N. C. of all the seven states on the best qualified 
list; Why? The influx. of outside construction workers needing 
housing; 4,070 housing units. A side point to all of this has to 
be the increases in area traffic; already unbearable; overcrowding 
of schools(already bursting at the seams) and no gains can be 
obtained by such occurrances. 

On page 3-69, section 3.7.ll, one 
lost to 0 1.ltsiders due to the taking of 

is highest with a figure of 593 acres. 

can find that fact of jobs 
prime farm land; again, N. c. 

I believe this figure to be 
way off base, for I can name farmers in the iumediate affected fee 

.tJ- simple areas who farm more acreage than the total listed. As a 

5 

·matter of fact page 4-76 of the EIS mentions "The estimate of actual 
prime farmlands at the site amounts to 2,800 acres". 

No matter how we look at this figure concept, jobs will be lost 
in farming and it's related industries; i.e. seed dealers, 
fertilizer compani.es, retailers, etc... Again, jobs for outsiders 
gained; loses of job• already in operation. 

On page 5.1.8-11, it can be found that as far as baseline 
employment factor goes. "the corresponding figure for the N. C. 
region is about 0.9i, with the relative increase less for all other 
regions". (????) 

In migration of outsiders for the work force runs very high in 
N. C. proposed site. 11Relati•.;ely small labor forces in N. C ••. result 
in estimates near the high end of the range" (5.l.8-14) Theae 
figures only increase for in migration of outside workers during the 
pr-0gresstve construction and full operation(Tabla 5.1.8-4 on page 5.1 
8-15 ef the EIS clearly supports this fact) 

The same page announces an increase in population to the N. C. 
site during construction "to about 15,000 persons" and with full 
operation figures to "almost 13,000". "4,10011 would b~ in-migrant 
housing increases. Again, these are workers coming from outside of the 
SSC site area; not jQbs for those who presently re•ide in the 1ite area. 

The bottom lj.ne 1• a imply that jobs would not be produced for the 
ones directly affected by the placement of the SSC in the proposed N.C. 
aite. These people lose their homes, lands, and' incomes but are beaten 
out for the "job11 supposedly produced" by the SSC. Thia just gives me 
another reason to request the R.C. proposal to be rejected by the DOE 
for the placement of the SSC. 

It is clear that the N. C site has !!£..!:. been demonstrated to be 
an environmentally adequate host site for the Superconducting Super CollidE 
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LETTER ?o.? 

THE WILDLIFE SOCIETY 
NORTH CAROUllA CHAPTER 

P.O. Box 37913. Ra1efgh. NC 276Z7 

THE SUPERCONDUCTING SUPERCOt..LIOER - WHAT DOE 010 NOT TELL YOU IN THE 

DRAFT ENVIRONHENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

I am Phl111P o. Doerr-. a professional wlldllf'e biologist. currently 

president of the North Cat"oT Ina chapter oF THE WILDLIFE socr"ETV 

The Wl1dllfe Society Is an International organization oF 

professionals serving the resource management fields, especlally 

wildltfe ecology and management. The North Carol Ina chapter Includes 

administrators, btologlsts, educators, managers, reseerchers, and 

students. The Society promotes sound stewardship o¥ WfldllFe 

resources and the environments on which wfldlffe and humans depend. 

The North carol Ina Chapter oF 1HE WILDLIFE SOCIETY believes 

that DOE: has not told North carotJna citizens the whole story about 

Impacts of' the SSC on the natural resources· 0¥ the proJect area. 

As part oF lt~s resPonsfbllltles und~r The National Environmental 

Po'J Icy Act (NEPA> • the state oF North Caro 1 f na prov f ded the Department 

of f:nergy (DOE) aval I able environmental Information f'or the proJtte't 

area, emphasizing, however, that sufficient bfologfcal surveys have 

not been conducted f'or that area. Prelfmlnary studies fndfcate thet 

'"<POrtant natural resources occur In the proJect are•, however. 

DOE Ignored many of the concerns expressed by state natural resources 

agencies In prega1ln9 the Draft Envl;onmental Impact Statement COEIS). 

llA.1- IZ.IJ 



LETTER ~7~0~lf'~-- (CONTINUED) 

z 

Among the concerns o'f the wl 1d1 ''• Pl"'Of'ess.lonal s For the SSC project 

ere the t'ol lowlngs 

State water quelfty designation• '?r area stream• were listed In the 

document. but the significance o,. thesi was not Identified, resulting 

In a failure of the DEIS to adequately relate •~lstfng water 

quality problems to cumul•tlve Impacts From the SSC end associated 

developmen"€:)~1though the 1988 drought emphasizes to local residents 

the serious deficiencies In available water resources. the DEIS 

,.lndtng that addftlon11I water demands From the proJ~ct wl 11 not have a 

sfgnf,.lcant Impact Is questionable. 

Recent preliminary studies showed that area streams are a sfgnlflcant 

ref'uge For a diverse population of freshwater molluscs (clams and 

MUssels) which are Important water quality Indicators. The mol1uScs, 

•nd species sueh as the Carolina Darter, Neuse River waterdog and 

C.ro1 fn11 madt0m are now I lmlted tof"eadwaters o-F proJect area drafnage 

systems because oF water qua I fty degradation do...instream. Game species 

such as the Roanoke bass are sfml larly tmpect.ed. The DEIS falls to 

.cldress Specific unique stream resources and the Impact 0¥ the SSC 

on them. 

llA.1- l'Z..I ?,-_ 
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Mussel species nationwide heve dee I lhed dratnatlcal ly. with many I fsted 

or proPQsed f'or I t9tfng as threatened or endangered by f'edera1 ancf 

state goverrvnent9. To put the value of.proJeet area headwaters In 

perspective. only I nat,fve f'reshwUar" mussel species ts f'ound tn the 

Neuse River From Raleigh to New Bern, whlle last week, 10 species were 

recorded In the South Flat River. a headwater tributary to the Neuse 

that Is In the project area. Notably, 5 of' the 10 species are being 

considered For threatened/endangered llstlng by the state. This recent 

discovery hfghlfghts the lack of' knowledge about the bfologlcal 

diversity of' proJect area habitats and species oc"currance. DOE cannot 

select a pref'erred alternative based upon the site epeclftc 

Information It currently hes evalleble. DOE does not have suFFlcl«it 

lnFormatlon from the North C.ro1 Ina site to evaluate project Impacts. 

Jnterestlngly. the document iifns:>haalzes Its rell•nc• upon Federal and 

State llsted species for determination of project Impacts on area 

natural resources and comparison of these lmpects among the proposed 

sites ¥or selectlon of the pre¥erred alternative. Because of the 

tack 0¥ ln¥ormatfon about endangered species occurrence fn the 

proposed North carol Ina site, the select Ion method Is f'atal ly Flawed. 

llA.1- _!~~--
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• 
In addition. the Wlldllf'e Society believes there Is llttle to Suggest 

that Nor-th Carol Ina wlll b9 able to en~ure present water qualtty In 

project area drainages which are Important to Fish and wlldllFe and to 

area residents. Waste water treatment plants have a dfslflllll record oF 

compliance with water quality etandards throughout the state. A recent 

Division or Environmental t1anagenvne11t repart states that 

Rapproxlmately 28\ of dischargers are not In compliance with their 

ftna1 permit I fmlts. Forty-sl>e percent of 342 municipal plants are 

not meeting lfmlts while 25~ o' 2,053 non-municipal ptants are not 

meeting f'tnal llmlts." Ase r~ault of the St.:!ite"s lnobfl'fty to 

regulate discharges the qualtty of the waters Is already seriously 

compromised. wfth serious consequences for Fish. wf1d1ff's and the 

citizens 0¥ the state. The Future Is not promising, es ths same report 

noted that due to staf'f' I fmltatfons .. many plants go unlnspected for 

Years". How can DE" be expected to regulate the discharges oF new 

Plants In the·proJect area when the agency cannot ef'Fectlvety handl~ 

Its current responslbllftles. 

Terrestrial wtldllFe resources wtll also be Impacted by the ?roJect. 

•lthought DOE seems again. to have Ignored this tnTotmstton. Parson 

end Granville counties provide Important outdoor recrlltfttlon~t 

opportunity For·~esldents of' the rapidly urbanizing Research Trlengl• 

•rea. Hunting, Fishing, birding •nd hiking can all b9 pursued In the 

•rea. Throughout the state, wlld turkeys are the most prized game 

bird. Person county In 1987 had the second highest turkey hervest 

llA.1- J?-J1'._ . 
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5 

reparted In the piedmont and the third highest In the state. During 

1987 th' 

f'or North 

flr't ever Boone and Crocket white-tailed deer was r~pcrt~d 

carot'tns. and that deer was harvested In Granvl I le County. 

COE seems to h.!lve also Ignored this lr.t'ormatlon provided by the state. 

and certainly of Interest to North Carolina sportsmen. 

Placement oF the projec:t would a.Ism dfsPli!IC9 the North Carol Ina 

National Guard from lands the Guard currently uses for training; 

among the sites the Guard would llkely be transFerred to Is the 

Sendhtlls Gameland, where numerouS federally listed endangered 

species are KNOWN to occur. These Impacts are not addressed by the 

DEIS. 

The WI ldl lfe Society recOOTl'M!nds that al I North Carol In fans take a very 

crlt!cal view of OOE"S report because we belleve the Impacts of the 

project on the qual lty of I lfe In the area wf 11 be so..ibstantfal a_nd 

largely negative. Ask them about these things DOE has chosen to omit 

from their report! 

llA.1- _tZ.J'2_ __ 
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SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIDER PUBLIC HEARING ~ October 3, 1988 
Willia• v. Sell, Chairman, Durham County Board of C01111issioners 

While I am a member of the llof'th Carolina Co;m1ss'fun on the SSC, I 1111 
speaking today as Chairman of the Durham County Board of COffllissioners. 
To update the Department of Energy on the position of the lk1rham County 
C01111issioners, 0t.ir Board has taken no official action since March 14, 
1988, when we Yoted to withhold support for the Superconducting Super 
Colltder project in view of the inadequacy of fnformatfon on which to base 
an opinion at that time. Our position today, near!Y seven 1110nths later, 
is unchanged. We are unable to offer our unqualif1ed support due to 
several concerns which can not be addressed by the responses of the SSC 
project specialists nor by the draft Environmental Impact Statell8nt. 

First, although we as County Connissioners have no role fn determining the 
project location, we appreciate the residents' frustratton caused by the 
uncertainties of project siting. Since the eiact location of the ring will 
be determined by the DOE only after selecting the preferred state, many 
residents have been lfvfng and will continue to live with the possibility of 
forced re'ocatfon, with no specific fnfor1111tion regarding the &110unt of 
C011Pensation for those who .. st be relocated and the effect on property 
resale values for those who are not forced to relocate. This uncertainty, 
while perhaps unavoidable, was a 1111jor issue for the thirty speakers who 
spoke in opposition to the SSC at the County's own February.23, 1988 public 
hearing. We are encouraged by the designation of a •region of flexibility• 
and trust that, should Horth C~ro11na be selected, th$ ring would be 
positioned so .as to •iniaize the i11tpact on existing property owners. 

As Soard members, we are responsible fnr ~ddre$$ing other concerns 
raised by the SSC. T0'1iegin with potential fiscal i111Pacts, the draft EIS 
projects an estiaated annual loss of tax revenue of S53,000 by Durham 
County fl"Oll bfee simple• acquisitions alone. A greater financial concern 
raised by the EIS is the projected need for an additional 154 full-time 
public service 911ployees in our county i~ 1992, the peak year of 
construction: in current dollars, those positions would represent total 
salary and benefit costs of 0·1er $4 million to be split among City 
government, County government, and the school systems. In addition to 
salary costs, the taxpayers would be obligated to fund capital costs such as 
additional public school classrosms and law enforcement and fire protection 
facilities and equip11ent. The EIS does not provide enough detail to 
calculate costs to each unit of government, but the llOSt efficient means of 
raising the $4 million for new employees--on the County-wide tax base--would 
require an increase of 110re than 6 cents on the current 65 cent tax rate. 

We are aware that SSC emplo,yRnt and spinoff deve.lopment would contribute 
in some measure to the County's econ0111ic base, but we are equally aware 
that growth ~does not pay for itself.• If North Carolina is selected, 
direct aid would be critical in order for Durham County to provide SSC
related public services without levying substantial property tax 
increases. The State, accord·ing to the SSC Project Director, proposes to 
provide at least Sl5 •111ion in direct aid to Durham, Granville, and 
Person counties 1 but the appropriation and distribution of those funds 
would be subject to the uncertainties of the legislative process. 

llA.1 · JZ.I~---
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County Con11tssioners also share responsibility for establishing local 
land use regulations. Since the campus, expansion areas, and service 
areas of the SSC are proposed to lie in northeastern Durho111 County, the 
Board would expect the SSC to confon1 to existing zoning regulations, site 
plan/special use permit provisions, water quality basin standards, and 
erosion/sedimentation control regulations. Until the site is selected and 
site plans are •de ava11able--to and revtawed by officials tn each county, 
we Comissioners can not be cOlrfortable that the Depai't.nt of Energy will 
meet our stringent regulations. 

Regarding land use regulation, Durham County took a particularly strong 
position aaJng North Carolina local goverftllents on the issue of watershed 
protection in 1985, when the Board adopted a Critical Watershed Ordinance. 
In August 1987, the County backed up this regulatory action with a County. 
funded comprehensive watershed •nagillent study for two aajor water supply 
reservoirs which serve Durham County, the Lake Michie and Little River 
reservoirs. We understand that a State-contracted study concluded that the 
SSC could be built on the North Carolina site without harming the region's 
watersheds, and that State funds have been approved to prepare more detailed 
studies for controlling runoff in all phases of the project. However, this 
spring, Durh•• County coU11issioned as an addition to its existing $200,000 · 
watershed stu~ contract an analysis of the impacts of the SSC on Durhaa 
County's watersheds. We are awaiting our consultilllt's report and will not 
t~e a position tn support of the SSC until the watershed protection concern 
is addressed to our satisfaction. 

finally, let me assure you that Durham County residents and elected 
officials appreciate the public airing of these issues. 

Durham County entered the SSC public foru• late fn the game, because the 
ring was .oved into Durham County after the proposal was initiated. Jn 
January 1988, when ft was announced that North Carolina would be on the 
preferred list of sites, State officials offered to give the Board a 
presentation on the project. The Board held a public hearing in Durham on 
February 23, 1988 which began with a brief presentation by the Governor and 
included responses by State SSC project officials to questions asked by the 
CQ1m1issioners and the public. As I have mentioned, 30 people spoke at the 
meeting in opposition to the SSC; l person spoke in support of the project, 
3 persons raised issues to be considered without taking a position, and 54 
.are people who were unable to speak due to ti.e constraints signed a list 
indicating their opposition to the SSC. It was at the next regularly 
scheduled Board .eeting on March 14, 1988·that the Board voted to wit~hold 
its support for the SSC based on inadequate tnfor111tion on the aany issues 
which had been raised. 

The, County Manage:r, on the Board's instruction, relayed twenty-one specific 
concerns 1n a letter to the Executive Director of the SSC Site Task Force at 
the Departllent of Energy, dated March 14, 1988. On July 28, 1988, the 
County received a detailed response prepared by the State's SSC Project 
Director and Scientific Writer: we are still awaiting 1 response from the 
Department of Energy. we appreciate the effort behind the State's response, 
and have reviewed it and begun a thorough review of the draft Environmental 
l!lpact Statement, received by the County on septllllber 1, 1988. Our 
assessment at this ti•, however, ts that uny of our questions can not be 
answered until an,exact North Carolina site is selected, site plans are 
available for close review, and provisfons-•and funds-·are in. place to 
C011pensate property owners and local govern1111nts for acc01110dating the SSC. 

2 
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lf Nor.th Cara.11n1 is ·se:JecteCI by the DeP.-11"beni of .Energy 11 the .preferred 
s:fte of the SSC,1 the Durh• County Board of Coafssioners w:i,11 conduct 
.fur.ther pub~.ic hearings on the impact of th.is dec.is'.fon .upon .Dur!hu ·County, 
.fu.1ly !f'ev1ew and ~at .on the .fina.1 .Env.11'0Mlnta1 I1111act .Stataent, and 
aake rec~ndations to the North Caro~-ina Camfssion an the .SSC for 
•ini•1z1ng the fcp1.ct on affected property owners and local govern.mats~ 

Tha'* you .. 

llA.1- _!-Z,,l!'1_ __ 
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1n8dequaey or Land &cqu.J.sion Plana 

The Draft Environmental Impaot Statement ii:s filled with numerous 

oalssion:s, factual errora 1 misrepre:1entatlon:s, and facts detrt.ental to the 

siting of the Super Colllder in North Carolina. wlah to address the topic of 

the inadequacy of the land acquisition plans a:i: demonstrated by the maps 

provided· in the Draft EIS. 

On pagea A-SA through A-SY of Appendix A of the Draft·EIS, RTX presents 

property acquisition maps for North Carolina's' proposed siting of the Super 

Colllder. Thei:se mapa clearly demonstrate tho inadequacy of the Governor's 

Office to provide correct and complete information to RTK to be used in the 

development of thii:s Draft £IS. I will use several transparencies to illustrate 

these inadequacies. 

This transparency (TRANSPARENCY MP-11 is frm page A-SR. Looklns at this 

transparency one might believe that the green line represents a road. Actual

ly, it :shOwa the location or the abandoned Norfolk and We:stern Railroad tracks. 

Also, it appears that the red lines would repre;sent far11 roads, or at least 

some undeveloped area. Actually, there are several extensive subdivisions here 

as this overlay ShOWS {FLIP OVERLAY]. 

This transparency [TRANSPARENCY HP-2] is from page A-SU. Note the 

highlighted portion that implies maps for this area are not available. Actual

ly, C.A.T.C.H. has been working with the missing tax map--Person County tax 111.p 

A-51--since last March; here is the actual tax map. 

Similarly, this transparency from page A-SS (TRANSPARENCY.HP-3] mentions 

the unavailability of parcel data a~ this time, yet C.A.T.C.H. also has been 

working with the missing Per.son County tax map A-52. The missing information 

here ls the most revealing, because this is the section where there is a new 

llA.1- -~~l,'1 
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st.-.tch ot U.S. 501.. The sreen line represent:l ·old 501, a two-lane road whiah 

is now called Roby Barton Road, The red line, running directly on top of the 

propo3ed tunnel location, ls the loca:ti°,." of' the 1'our .. larnt 1 divJded h:.lghway 

U.S. 501
1 

which ..as constructed ibollt ten 1ears ago. Thie 1'-inail .transparency 

(TRANSPARENCY MP,..IJ) represents page "A..:5T. lt shOwa ·the ·rttat or ~he rie-4ocated 

.sectio'l of' U.S. 501 that is proposed ·to run directly on 'top ot ·,the 'tunnel .• 

North Carollna's land acquisition plans are lncompilete.and 1naoourabe, It 

111 clear that the North Carolina .site 1ha.s .!:!£! been ·de110netrated :110 ·be an 

envtronmentally ectequate host site for the Superconduotlng Super ·.Coll.ider .. 

I 
-Ai. 

-~A;_ 
• 

.; __ 
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"-ber of lelocation:s 

n1e Draft Environmer1tal Impact Statement is filled with numerous 

Olbissions, factual errors, •lsrepresentations, and facts detrimental to the 

siting of the Super Collider in North caroltna. wish to address the topic of 

the nWlber of relocatloM. 

In the North carolina proposal, it was indicated there would be t06 

relocations. In the 8QL response by the State and in the EIS (p. 3-31), they 

increased their estimate to 111 relocations,- including 5 bUsinesses. 

However, typical of the poor quality or data supplied by the State in both 

the original pro~l and in their BQL response, the nUllber of relocations ls 

underestimated by at lea.st 75 percent. In actuality, there are at least 169 

relocations in Nortb carotlna, including 3 businesses, 2 churches, and 4 

cemeteries. Thi.s means that North Carolina la: second onl1 to Michigan ln the 

total number of relocations. A listing or these relocations is attached to 

this submission. 

Why the discrepancy between this list and the figures suPJ>lled by the 

State'! Thl:s quest.Lan 1.s e<ul.ly answered. The State located potent1.al reloca

tions by sitting in an office using old ta~ maps. In an updated listing of 

potential relocations in Durham County for the SSC dated August 15, 1988, which 

was sent to the Durham County ec-issioners, .they st.ate (al1d J quote): 

These properties were identified fl"Oll tax records in Durham, NC 
during the sumer or 1987. for the reuon:1 cited above there ls 
still SOll'le uncertainty in the rinal plllCelMH\t or the SSC, ancs 
thus no ground surveys have been conducted to verify this list. 

C.A.T.C.H. has verified its listing or ~!(relocations by doing an on-site 

inspection of each potential relocat1Q:n. In fact, we have spoken to almost 

&Vet'Y- one of the businesses and families to be relocated. This verification 

process indicated that many of the potential relocations on the State lisb were 
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not relocations after all, especially in Granwille County. However, a very 

large nU11ber of relocations were missed altogether on the State list. 11le 

State missed all renters, all new dwellings, and several existing residences. 

There are many renters in this area and ln several instances there are multiple 

rental units on the same property. In fact, one property owner has at least 

seven famillas renting dwellings on his property. 

Why didn't the DOE require verification of these lists? This question ls 

eore difficult, but a good guess is that they wanted to 11ake every site look as 

goad a.s po:ssiblll!!I. Of course, if the Department at Energy really car4d to 

verify the actual IU.lllber of relocations they could have done ~ during the Task 

Force site visit to-North carottna, in late.June. For that site visit, 

C.A.T.C.H. supplied DOE offlclala with a 1111p or the COllJ>lete North carolina 

al-ting along with a five page, written tour ot the entire proposed Collider 

site. Thia tour indicated all roads bJ both highWay number and the 111>re 

familiar local n&M8 or road:.. Each of the 189 relocatJ.one along thla route 

wa.s clearly indicated by one ot these 11ign.s [HOLD UP SIGN), which gave t.he name 

or the' tally, buaineaa, church, or ce.etery to be relocated along with a 

relocation number. 

However, DOE refu:sed to tour the entire site and see the11e relocatioruJ 

firsthand for the1111elves. Why? Becauae DOE tram the start hu refu11ed to 

accept any lntormatlon other than that supplied by aupporters of the Collider. 

This ha11 reaulted in the acceptance of unverified, incomplete, and inacourate 

information tor a number or ditrerent requiraents-lnolUding the actual number 

or relocations in North Carolina. 
1 

It 1a clear that the North Carolina aite has ogs. been demonstrated to be 

an environmentally adequate host site for the Superconducting Super Colllder. 
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Durhall County 

11-uJwi~ 
~, £J1sc,c.. 
Sh."111. /U {., 

Liat of Faailtes to be Relocated Ln North Carolina . 2--7stJ{ 
by the Superconducting SUper Colllder 

Duma. County (Cont.) 

..!2.:. !:!!.e. §!S. Lot OWner [Renter! .J!2.:.. !!!.e §:!2. Lot OWner [Renter I 

1. 901 2 
2. 901 2 
J. 901 2 
4. 901 2 
5. 901 2 
6. 901 2 
1. 901 2 
8. 901 2 
9. 901 2 

10. 916 1 
11. 916 1 
12. 916 1 
13. 916 1 
14. 916 1 
15. 916 1 
16. 916 1 
17. 916 1 
18. 916 1 
19. 916 1 
20. 916 1 
21. 916 1 
22. 916 1 
23. 916 1 
21t. 916 1 
25. 916 1 
26. 916 1 
27. 918 1 
28. 918 1 
29. 918A 1 
30. 918A 1 
31. 918A 1 
32. 918A 4 
33. 918A 4 
34. 918A 4 
35. 9188 1 
36. 9188 1 
37. 9,188 I 
38. 919 1 
39. 920 I 
40. 920 1 
111. 920 t 
lt2. 922 1 
43. 939 1 
.-. 939 I 
45. 9112 1 
46. 942 1 

19 Ceorge Phillipa 
19A Roy S. Berry 
19P John 8. Wilson 
21 Jackie W. Day 
25 Joy H. Roberts 
26 Junior Aiken 
27 Vernon S. Bowen 
28 Jack Currie 
29 Marvin Bostic 

1 lAura S. Hack 
1 A Bernard S.1 th 
18 
2 R. Bowen [Wayne HangumJ 
2 Rufus Bowen 
3 Erne.st Hangua 
3 Artella Jones [renter) 
II Nannie Briggs 
6 R. Bowen (Mark Stone) 
9 R • Bowen (Joe Darcey J 

10 Elliot Parker 
11 Bryant Durham 
11 Billy Parrish 
18 Red Mt, Baptist Church 
19 I.H.Terry,Ill(D.Harrls) 
19 l.H.Terry,III[C. ~sJ 

19A Red Ht. Baptist Church 
4 New Red Mt.Bapt. Church 

5A llew Red Mt.Bapt. Church 
16 Bryant Roberts 
18 JI.a Hill 
20 John B. Mininger 
4 Hydrauli~ Ltd. 
5 Michael Mueller 
6 Thocnu Johnson 
1 19rry Hedges 
2 Larry Little 
5 Roland HugheJ 

15C CUrtia Daye 
9C Lunsford (J.B. Hopkina) 
90 Claude Glenn 
10 \lashington Guy 
1 Lucioua E. Glenn 
1 Jobn H. Whitfield 

2A Terry W. Roberb 
1 J.G.Copley (D, Cate$) 
1 J.G.Copley [G. Wear1J 

47. 942 1 
48. 942 1 
49. 91l2 1 
50. 942 1 
51. 942 , 
52. 9'12 I 
53. 9'12 I 
54. 942 1 
55. 9'12 I 
56. 942 1 
57. 942 1 
58. 942 1 
59. 942 I 
60. 942 I 
61. 9'12 1 
62. 942 1 
63. 9'12 1 
64. 942 1 
65. 942 1 
66. 9'12 1 
67. 9'12 1 
68. 942 1 
69. 942 1 
70. 942 , 
71. 942 1 
72. 9'12 I 
73. 902 I 
74. 942 1 
75. 9'12 I 
76. 943 1 
11. 943 1 
78. 943 1 
79. 9'13 I 
80. 9'13 I 
81. 9'13 I 
82. 9'13 I 
83. 943 I 
84. 9'13 I 
85. 943 I 
86. 943 I 
87. 943 I 
88. 943 I 
89, 9'13 I 
90. 944 2 
91. 9411 2 
92, 944 2 

I Julius G.Copley 
1 J.C.Copley (P, Simp.sonl 
1 J.G.Copley [TOii Jacobs) 
1 J.G.Copley [renter) 
2 Jeffrey c .. Clayton 
3 Phillip B. Latta 
3 P.B.Latta [Jolly Perry) 

3A I.Allen heirs(O.Downey) 
38 Howard Ellis 1 

3C Wayne T. Howerton, Sr. 
5 Coy T. Berry (J. Davis) 
5 Coy T. Berry {Gonzalez) 
5 Coy Berry (Paulo Gomez] 

SA Robt.L.Hill [Dale West) 
6 W.. Mcfarland [renters) 
8 8.D. Hill, Jr. 

SA Noah T. Dunn, Jr. 
8C Lane E. Ellia 
8D lenneth W. Lockamy 
8F Curtia 0. Ingebrebon 

11A Sidney R. Clayton 
11A S.R. Clayton [mother] 

12 J.C.Copley {F. Bowling) 
16 Willis J. Bowling 

• 16 ?? 
17 J.Williford(Pete Will.) 
17A Ji1111ie L. Williford 
18 Steven R. Copley 
19 Roble W. Cates 
IA Edgar P. Parrish 
18 Pervis J. Jacobs 
18 Jacobs Garage 
1B Pervis Jacobs, Jr. 
2 Willie L. Blackwell 
3 Jean Ellia 
3 J.Ellls[Ronnie Elliott] 
3 J.Ellls (Wayne Jacobs) 
II John A. Hof1'1an, Jr. 

itA John Jacob$ 
llA J. Jacobs (renter) 
i.c Ralph Snipes 
qo Joseph Burton 
6 H. Thacke~ [D. Lookally) 
6 Henry Thacker [renter] 

13 Sidney v. Ellis 
tq Phillip L. Ellis 
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Durhaa County (Cont.) Parson Caunty (Cont.) 

J!2.:.. !:!!.2 ~~Owner I Renter l ~ Owner [Renter) 

93. 9•• 2 15 James E. Ellis 138. Estelle Ii Alicia Tilley 
9•. 9 .. 2 f6 Laura D. £111.3 139. Silly Mangum 
95. 961 1 2 Wllllam 0.Davts {renter] 140. John Perotti 
96. 961 I 2A Alco Carrington 11'1. Charles A, Gantt 
97. 961 1 29 t.ois B. Dav1s 142. ?? 
9~. 9~1 1 2C Albert Carrington 143. [Darrell Greenway) 
99. 961 1 2P Ronald w. Davis '~"- W.A. Howerton 

100. 961 1 3 Coplf!y Cem. ( 113 graves) 145. n 
TOT, 961 ' 4 c.s. Hester (O. Parker) 
102. 961 1 • C.S. Hester [renter) Perooa 'County 
103. 961 1 6 Donnel Carrington 
104. 961 , 1 D.CarrLngton (M.Hester) ...!2.:. !!!2 ~~ 
105. 961 2 1 c.s. Hester [Eubanks) 
1o6. 961 2 1 Vaugkan Cell. (23 graves) 146. A-70 33 Huel M. Gentry 

147, A-93 8A Donnel Satterfield 
GramiJle County 1'8. l-93 BB Lee A.. Wilkerson 

1119. A-93 BO Faullcner 
.J!2,. Owner fRenterl 150. •-93 12 Annie S. Welker 

151. •-93 22 Silvelyer Allen 
101. [Chester A, Thorpt] 152. A-93 22 'nieophelus Bredshfllr 
108. K. Thorptt and N. Reed 153. •-93 23 £11111. Bractaher 
109. El-nest T. Majors 15•. •-93 211 ·Hughes: ' 
110. Don Shoenberger 155. •-93 30 Johnnie Lawaon 
111, Clifton l Hattie Stewart 156. •-93 Ill Willie• Goldie Palmer 
112. .EstMr Lawson 157. •-93 -6 Robert Allen 
113. { Jdes Thorpe) 158. •-93 -511 Daniel Palmer 
t111. {Bruce W1lkerSCJ~] 159. •-93 57 {Ruth Belle Wlll1iUll3] 
115, Lee W 111eerson 160, A-93 60 Allen & 'Dorothy Slllth 
116. ?? 161. •-93 61 Doris t.Awson Corbett 
117. I Frank ~kley) 162. •-93 65 Wtllle Clyde Day 
118, (Willie D. Brocks] 163. ac93 66 t..eo Wilkerson 
119. Sp and Terry IC. Ha.son 164. •-93 67 Dock I Gloria Jtagland 
120. Belzora H. Bun«?ll 165. A-93 68 Robert • Raebel Pipea 
J2l, Hlkft.l3 166. •-93 69 Leroy Ii Ruth Ramsey 
12a. NoMllll. Gosaett 167. A-93 70 Sylvia Johnaon 
123. ?? 168. •-93 71 Reginald Womack 
121L ?7 169. •-93 14 James ' Marton Jetf'ers 
125. Grover Lane 110. •-93 75 B.A, DnDDWright 
12'. Anita Gray 171. •-93 11 Urry LunafOf"d 
121. Steve Miller 112. •-93 78 Lloyd Carrington 
128. llllthan l Bomtle John.90n 173. •-93 B' nx.u Kilea 
1"9- Tyson carpenter m. •-1"" 3 ( Eugene Marr is J 
139. 11 175. •-10ll 3A Webb'I Chapel (Grill) 
131. Jack T. Poole, Jr. 176. l-10ll llB ?? 
132. {renter} 1n. a-101& 5 ( Ad4 ia Creen l 
133. k.D. • Pauline Gentry t18. a-1011 7 ( Breed te Gl'"ffn J 
13-. Phillip Duk• 179. A-1M 15 Addle G. P1dlll1 
1,15. W1111M Evartd' 180, A-10'f 16 Evelyn Hughe-e Bullock 
136. Donald Tllley 181. l-10JI 28 Utl•Y {Chandler} 
137. Lane A Cheryl Wheeler 
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LETTER 712.. 

Rutrictive covenant.a in the Red Mountain SUbd1wla1on 

Th' Draft Environmental Impact Statement iS filled with nl.llll!rous 

omissions, faatual errors, misrepresentations. and tacts detrimental to thft 

siting of the Super Collider in North Carolina. I wish to address the topic of 

the restrictive covenants attached to the properties in the Red Mountain 

Subdivision in Rougemont, 

The Red "fountain Subdlvl~ion is one of four new subdivisions in the 

Rougemont area, none of wh.!.ch appeared in the North carollna SSC Proposal. 

This subdl11ialon wu supposed to consist of 112 holle8 and now would be in its 

final stages or completion were· it not r~r the announcement or" the propond 

Super Collld~r lut January. Since that tille, onlJ 2 homes have been built in 

the development, at least 6 homes under construction or in the advanced stages 

of planning have been put on hold, several property additions and enhancements 

have been delayed, the third and final phase or subdivision has been postponed. 

and almost no real estate has changed hands. One home that had been completed 

before shortly the Collider announce.ent at vacant tor .seven montM; it was 

recently occupied, but only bec~use the builder was forced to negotiate a 

lea~e/purchase agreement--providing some income to the builder but allowing the 

potential buyer to back out or the deal if the CollJder were to ccme here. 

You see, if the· Collider co11111!•s to North carolina it would take 32 homes 

out or the middle of the develoPftl'nt. Another ~o homes would be located in the 

:itratified fee estate area and would be devalued by the SSC. Thirteen homes 

would be located inside the ring and would not receive any reimbursement 

because they are quote "not affected." The other 37 lots would have been in 

the third phase which was never subdivided because ot the Collider. 

llA.1- _g QO~ 



LETTER 712- (CONTINUED) 

What does not atrected mean? It 1De8M nottiing, ~ every lot 1n the 

subdivision will be affected a:s one of the two ~ wella will be talcen and 

the remainder or the development will not be completed because· of the Coll ider. 

This maans the property ~easments to support the clubhouse, swim11in1 pool, 

hor!le barn and riding trail; and other ~n areas will have to be increased 

by at leut one-third to Met the aionthly c~n_ area ezpenctltures. 

What doe.s all this mean to DOE? lt means theJ' will have to paJ' oionthl1 

asses.rents on uch ot these 32 tee simple properties. You see, there are 

restrictive OO'HllUta on eaeh oi' these ·properties that. go .. 1th the deeds. In 

MSdition to the .ontbly aues:u11 its, OOE muat provide a 20 toot rlght..of-way on 

the outer ed&e of tho9e properti~ on the boundary or the de'leiopment for the 

commonly-owned har.se trail. Perhaps .iore aignitlcantly, ~structure built 

on these properties fall.a under> the control or an Arobitectural ~ittee of 

the led Mou&tain ~s' AaHCiatlon with requir-nta for mini..,. square 

rootage. setback, and •arlous other rutrict.tona. Finally, it is important 

that the D()g realize that all· l"Oad.:11 ln thla aubd1vlslon are privately owned and 

therefore the State or DOE will have to reillburse ·each pl"Operty .owner tor the 

purchlise or these road.s. 

It 1.t clear tbat the North Carolina aite haa !!!:!! been demonstrated to be 

an envlromentall)' adequate heat a:lte ror the Supercondue!tln1 Super Colllder. 
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LETTER ·71+ 

in North C.arollna. I .,ish to addrass th• ·to11lt of Visual 

SSC n~t dl.1c11sstd in ·th1 draft EIS. 

The i•P•ct• of Fl~FIO h•"• not. bten adtq1.1at1l.y .tddr•••lfd, •inc• tl'le ~ 

and !,•••-ol tlft cooJ tn9 ta••rs h.ave not b~en •P•ci·fi•d~ lllbtrt th•r• are trees 

Also 

describtd in this i1pp1ndi11 ar1 beaa absorbers <LS and L2l Miiich would inc!ud• 

Ag.ain 1 this is unacceptable. Sine• the 

visual iapacts of thtse ~otantial facilities, plus th• visual i•P•cts of the 

visual effects of several areas as discussed in th• draft EIS ara unfairly 

tiniaiiad, this ssction of the EIS is r.ot acc11ptabl• and th• DOE i.s requested 

either to i1.ddress the$• i11pacts b•fore • site ·i.s 1alacted or dlso1.1alify this -Sita fro• further ccn1id1ration. 
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~t;)~-t1i~ 31. 

Genml AJr !lutl!tx ~ ~ b-<;~ 
.L.4'-" 'I~-~ ~-.ss

Th• draft 1nvtrormnt1l 111Pact st:ateC11nt (EIS) ts filled wtth na.erwe 

011tsstons, f1ctual errors, and •1srepresentattons. I wtsh to address the 

topic of air pollution Ind •Ir quallt7. 

The 0$ does not, f ~llfl 11 lfo an adequate Jab Of adcfress'1nt the t8lll"f1C 

of atr po.llutton missions assoctatecf •t'th the constructton· and ope1!'atfea of 

the SSC. The e:xplanattons of how the Sumll7 Mfsston totals were 

deter91ned· wen p,oor. Referencing At·42 wtthat shew1nt calculatto.Ml 

procedures and all assumptions and input variables •sect to e&ta-tn, tlM 

estt111ted 111tsston totals ts s1111PlY not sufftctent and ts not good science. 

Thi cred1b111ty of the •isston totals ts l'tssened bJ' tl'le us• ef ol.t dat;11. 

References to tho U.S. EM Natl .. al missions ht• S7st .. (NEllS) Indicate 

"'' use of outdated 1nformatton. Much of the Ata.' on mtssfons tn the NEDS 

system ts of 1 1980, 1982, or at best 1985 vf·nUge. It ts not It all of 1 

1988' vintage as one •tght 1ssU11e by looking purely at the reference. 

Criteria pollutant emission totals shown tn th&' draft EIS are not 

c011p\ete because they do. not include a.11 potent1,al sources. Sources not 

included were res-..ntiia.l beating fl'Gll the influx of sevtral: theus.and people 

predicted in the draft EIS to be required for the project, increased power 

plant emtsstons fro11 increased electricity gt?nerat1·on for SSC operation al'Mi 

cons11111er growth, mobile source emissions from population growth directly 

occurring to staff the SSC, and t1111ss1ons from addtttonal consumer support 

services specified in the draft EIS to be required for the project. 
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Projecting emission impacts can't Just stop at the absolute impacts 

connected with SSC construction and operation. You must also consider 

&111ss1ons from sources that only occur because of the extstence of the SSC. 

These potentially sfgntffcant emtsston levels would not occur fn the 

absence of the SSC. 

The draft EIS c~ntinually seems to •ake light of the air emissions 

COf1!1ng from the SSC. Granted, the SSC construction ancl operation wtll not 

generate e91ss1ons on t.lle order of• large tndustrtal source such as a 

refinery or steel mill, bf.It they are not 1nstgn1f1cant. These emfsstons are 

even 110re important considering the nonattafnment status for ozone and 

carbon monoxide recently proposed by EPA for Ourha• Cou~ty and the 

nonattainment status for ozone in Granville County. 

During construct1on of the SSC, the following unacceptable air quality 

sftuatfons are projected to occur. 

0 
-~~ 

Average annu~•b1ent concentrations will be 54 percent 
over background levels. 

o The SSC will be responsible for one-third of projected 24-hour 

0S~~ncentrations. ~ 
o The 24-hour particulate matter concentration attributable to 

the SSC will be six times higher than background levels. 

o The SSC will be responsible for 52 percent of projected average 
annual particulate matter concentrations. 

2 
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• The SSC will contribute greatly to the area exceeding the 
national ambtent ~tr quality standard for PH10• 

Oponttol> mn\:el1s of 199 U.s/yr fw .-.. -~ 
24 '8H/Jr for l\yd....-s, and 32 tona/11' for NO, w111 
only'tncrease areawide problellS wttll nonattatnment for 
ozone alld carbon monoxide. 

.,;.. 

The probleo with the EIS eo1sslons Is th•t oga1n, It likely 

underestimates all cr1ter1a pollutant et11ss1ons because 1t does not exa•1ne 

all pollutant sources. For .exaMPle, the draft EIS only included vehicle 

•iles traveled or VMT and corresponding e111ss1ons for VMT fr'Oll constructfon 

traffic and SSC \taff-O"perat1onal traffic. What about all the VKT frOll the 

construction personnel -outside of the actual.SSC stte? What about the VKT 

fro. the 3,000 or so people thought to be llOVing tn-to the area to staff the 

project? There will also be a host of other •fss1on sources th.at wfl1 be 

butlt, opened, or expanded that are required to support the· influx of 

people. This gT'owth in tll\issions doesn't sew to h1'1e been CO'lered at ill 

in the drift EIS. North Carolina alroady has the second-highest nuober of 

days with a h1gh atr pollut.ton potenttal of all the snen SSC contenders. 

The projected emtsstons and. those not currently 1'ncludlld in the draft EIS 

wtll only worsen tht.s sttuation. These concU't1ons and the fact that the SSC 

_,ill either solely 'lr in part 9ntatly tontri'bute to the exceffance of 

several national allbient atr quality standards, makes tt clear that the 

North Carolina stte has not been demo~strated to be an environmentally 

adequate host stte for the SSC. 

3 
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October l, 1988 

Public H~arinq on the Superconducting Super COllider 

Draft Enviroz:unental Impact Statement 

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC HEARING COMMITTEE: 

I have 4 areas of concern. Each will be highlighted. briefly. 

WATER SUPPLY: 1'.ro major inaccuracies should be corrected: 

(1) one of the 2 sources of cooling water is misidentified, 

and 

C2) the assessment of i:mpact on ourl\am's water supply does 

not take into account completion of its new water supply. 

These inaccuracies overstate the impact on local water supply. 

SEWAGE TREATMENT~ The means of sewage disposal discussed in the 

DEIS is not in accord with infonMttion supplied to DOE. The 

State suggests a more cost-effeetive and environmentally sound 

approach involving use of land application systems for domestic 

waste and surface discharge for cooling water. 
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oetober 3, 1988 Page 2 of 2 

s~~CE. IMPACTS OP' CONS.TR.UcT!ON; The DEIS pZ:OPoS4l is based on 

use of cut-and-cover techniquea~for construction rather tAan use 

of a tunnel boring machine. 'l'unnelinq and underground excavation 

has been prOposed specifically to reduce environment~l impact and 

feasibility should be taken into ac~ount to make a fair 

ccmpariso~ of potential impacts. 

Finally,~ 

SPOILS DISPOSAL; Possible alternAtes to surface disposal of 

tunneling spaces should be considexed as a possible mitigative 

measure. 'fb.e state h.a.s identified. 11 suitable and adequate 

di.9posal sites. 

Harry L. m:ierly 
Executive Vice President 
Menriorex Tele1 corporation 
Raleigh, North Carolina 
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Talking l'ointl for PubllcHcarlng OD the SSC Dm!t Envirorunenbl Imp:ict Statemmt 

t. Water Supply. Two major inaceur.adcs in Volume I, Chlptcr 3, should be corTCCted: (1) one 
ol the two major Sources for SSC mollng w•tcr is misidentified, and (2) the lSM!S$mml of 
impact on Durham's water supply does not take Into •W>Unt the completion of the dty's 
naw Uttle River Reservoir. which hu doubled Durham's water supply. 

In Voluml! J, Chapter 3 (p. 3-0), lhe description of the propoaed North Carolina site state 
incomctly that "water supply for the various facilities Is proposed from existing resources 
including Lake Butner, WI. Michie. and wel1s In the area." The actual proposed cooling 
water sources for the SSC are Lr.ke Butner and Mayo Rm"10ir, not Lake Michie. 
Similarly, Table 3-3 Incorrectly identifies the water supply to the SSC far duster as LUc 
Michie {p. 3-:28); this should be clv.nged to Mayo Reservoir. Also, the summary table for 
water supply (p. 3-66) lncom:ctly states thet "SSC direct and Indirect water requirements 
Impact the Durham water supply W\til Its expansion is complete.• In fact, SSC dinct water 
requirements do not Impact the Durham water supply, and the Impact of 1ndlred water 
requirements Is greatly reduced, because the "expansion" referred to (the Little River 
Reservoir) has already been cumpleted. On addition, Durham expect' to construct another 
reservoir, on the Flat River, which would supply an additional 18 million gal/day by 
1998.) 

For this zu.son, Tables 1-1 and 3-7 and the discussion in Chapter S (pp. S.1.2-27-28) 
o~ntate the SSC's imgect on Weal wale!" ~- The tables state that the project wou]d 
"use a large increment of exctss capacity. hf11 appears to be be!ed on a stamnent in 
Appendix 1 of the DEIS Cp. 60) that in the peak year of consirucffon (1992), populallon 
growth rel;i.ted to the SSC could 1111e up to 11% of the mvailable exce;s water from Lake 
Michie. The DEIS states that this could be a problem if the Little River Reservoir is not ap 
to capacity by then and if non-SSC-related population growth uses up all the currently 
av;ilable excess. 

Tilere arc three main points to be made here: (1) the Little River Reservoir Ii: a111lldy up to 
capacity, so the e.stlrnated SSC-related population growth would use up to 5.S'IS. of the 
e.:cess capacity, not tt%; (2) no information is prer.ented in the DEIS to suggest that non
SSC-related population growth might. use up all of the excess capacity of these two 
reservoirs by 1992; and (3) the DEIS probably overestimates the SSC-related population 
Increase in Durham County during SSC construction, thus overestlmatlng the Increased 
indirect w~ter dema:rid in Durham County. (According to an economic tmp;w:t study by Dr. 
John Connaughton, o( UNC-Charlotte, the DEIS greatly underestimates Wake County's 
probable contribution to the construction work force, thus overestimating in-migration of 
c0nstn1ction labor to Durham County.) Taking these fadotS into considcntion, ii would be 
more accurate to Sily that the project would use a sisn!ficant but small increment of excess 
capacity. 

2.. s~wage Treatment. The means ol sewage disposal from the SSCs far cluster facilities 
discussed In the EIS is not in accord with the most tt(ent information supplied to DOE by 
the Slate. Volume I, Chapter 3 (p. 3-42) states that •sewage treatment would be supported 
by existing municipal systems.• Appendix 1 (p. 59) states that "the far cluster wastewater 
ce>uld be divided and sent to botl_i the Durha~Eno River facility and the Oxford-South 
facility," but suggests that because the Oxford facility's capacity would not be au(fident, a 
nL'W' package treatment plant should be built on a Roanoke River tributary. Jn its July 28 
submission to the Site Task Force, the State has proposed that only the near cluster be 
served by an exist!ng municip;I system (the Butner'Waste Water Treatment Plant). For 

llA.1- 12.42-



7 

LETTER 7/t:. __ (CONTINUED) 

b'~atment of wastewater from the far cluster, t t te su ~ts a more cost.effective and 
more environment<'lllv und a Jion s tern for 

omcg11c: wl!Jte and ~urface dlschar . for coo Ii t~ The State does nDt recommend use 
of the Eno or ford fao 1tlC$ or com;truction of a new t~atment plant on a Roanoke 
tributary. 

3. Sud.;ice Impacts of Construction. The DEIS analysis Is based on the use of cut-and-rove
teclmiques for construction of the High Energy Booster tunnel, rather than use·of a tunnel 
boring machine (p. 3-16 and p. 5.1.1.l·ll. Only Michigan and Tennessee are Identified in 
the DEIS as having proposed tunneling lor the HEB; however, tunneling for the HEB also ls 
proposed for the North C..rolina site. The analysis of "!Vironmental Impacts should be 
based on construction of the HEB tunnel by tunneling. rather than by rut.and-cover 
techniques, at sites where it Is proposed and technically feasibla. 

TI'le DEIS also states that "from three to six of the experimental halls might ~ constructed 
by cut-and<OVer excavation ill the •• North Carolina site" (p. S.t.t.1-1>; the next sentence 
notes that North Carolina has proposed. underground excavation for construction of 
e>-.'Parimental halts. but states that "if site studies do not show sufficient thickness of 
w1weathered rock, cut-and-cover techniques may be considered." The State has provided 
Information to show that the thickness of unweathered rock is in fact suffiden1 for 
underground excavation of aU experimental halls. The analysis of environmental Impacts 
should be based on conslTUction of the aperimental halls by underground excavation, rather 

-"than by cut-and<0ver techniques,. at sites where it is proposed and technically feasible. 

Tunnelln and uncle ound excavation have been fleall in order to reduee 
env nmental im acts o co"stTUc " n t r · i s1 be taken 
1n account a ta1r comparison of potential lmnacts. particularly on water quality and 
wenandi. 

C. SpoJls Dlspo1al. Possible alternatives to surface disposal of tunneling spoils should be 
acknowledged and ronsidl?l"Cd as a possible mitigative measure in Volume I. The State has 
tdentiffcd. 17 posstble spoils disposal lites. totalling 315 acres; however, local aggregates 
produom also llave Cl?<pressed Interest in the crushed rode. as mentioned in Appendix 10. 
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Legal Challeng~s 

q1~ 
3,y. Go,J.,,"., It'd. 
bv. ... J.i111oo I NC., ~71fi( 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is f1lled w1th numerous omis

sions, factual errors, misrePr·esentations, and facts detrimental to the siting 

of the Super Collider in North Carolina. y,,u will be hearing this statement 

and evidence to prove it raore than 70 times during this hearing. The ~orth 

Carolina proposal and the Draft EIS conr.a1n numerous errors and mi3r~presenta-

tlons. Errors like unaccounted for railroads and gas pipelines. Misrepresen-

t~tions like a ~-lane divided highway that runs on top or the proposed tunnel 

location for more than a mile, but is misrepresented on the maps. Misrepresen

tations like outdated and no longer valid letters or endorsement and the with-

holding of town cooncll and county coamisaion resolutions againat the Collider. 

There are errors--or outright lies--about the numb~r of relocations and 

affected ~lls, resulting in 70 percent more relocacions of famiJles than 

announced and 75 ttme:i more affected domestic well::S than the GoveM1or and his 

staff have told you about. 

However, will leave these ~epics to others. Instead, I wish to address 

the potential legal challenges that Citi2ens Agalnst the Colllder Here will 

~r.iue if North Carolina is selected a.s either the preferred .site or as an 

altrii1•nate site ror the Super Colllder. There are at least five legal chal-

ler.ges pos~ible. 

The first involves the Draft EIS and the conduct of these hearings. Hore 

than q1 Fersons above the planned number of single day .speakers reque3ted 

speaking tlme nt least one week prior. to tOday. However, DOE b~gan refusing 

caller3 last Monday morning (September 26, 1968), telling them all time slots 

had been filled and they could not reserve a time to :ipeak. Subsequently, DOE 

extended the speaking tlir.es after pressure tram one of our State Repreaenta-

tiv~s, but eventually denied the privilege of ad1ance registration to speak to 
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at least 16 pers~ps. Only a letter from our attorney persuaded DOE to extend 

the hearing to a second day as required by the published rules. However, only 

a morning session was added (even though there were enough speakers above the 

first date cutoff to schedule a full second day, afternoon and evening, of 

speakers). The Tuesday morning session denies the opportunity to come and 

~peak at this Hearing to per3ons who have to work for a living, unlike those 

~";tr~t~cXor~:le pa~~~u--..~CJt!. ;Ji-~~~~ 
There are other probl~ith ~ Draft EIS that are in conflict 1t ~ 

publi:ihed EPA guideline=:i. The Draft failed to incorporate ls.sues clearly ta.;,_r-
identlfled during the Scoping session (such as area droughts, electricity and 

water problelll8, and significant local opposition), it ls not lolritten in "plain 

language," the impact statements in the swmiary document are not drawn frOll the 

appendices in many in:stances, and the general public in North Carolina was not . JW..11 
adequately infoMted about the Hearing as there were no adv~ceAnot1ces ln tho 

local newspapersN\.t.c.J ~~.~ • 
A second legal challenge concerns the failure of the DOE to fairly address 

concerns in North Carolina. As an example, C.A.T.C.H. requested to speak with 

the Site Task Force during their visit in early June and were initially 

informed by Brian Quirk, SSC Public Information Officer, that we would set that 

opportunity. Then we were informed that DOE could not meet with us as they 

could only address issues ln the State's propoaal. However, thls did not stop 

the DOE from meeting with another group about a potential medical application 

of the Collider, an issue never addressed in the North carolina proposal. 

Third, and perhaps 11Cst significantly, we would challenge the selection or 

North carolina since the deci81on would be made U3lng known faulty data. In a 
;...J..i •• i<! 

letter to me from Wilmot Hess dated August 23, 1988, he ~-r.he SSC Site 

Task Force site visit to North carolina ln June provided them {qu°8te) " ••• wlth 

llA.1- JZ.45 __ 



LETTER _7_/_7 __ _ (CONTINUED) 

an opportunity to confirm information provided to us by, tha proposers .•.. " 

Since we sent you a !'lap of the entire p!"oposed Collider site and haJ e·H::1·y one 

at the mo1·e than )$0 relocations clear1'1 marked wlth a sign ln the front ya.cd, 

this mu~t mean that you either verified that the State's number of relocations 

was entirely too low or that you fail;!d to meet your !'EPA obligation to ·1erify 

this information. This ls just or.e example of the incorr~ct information 

pro'li.ded to DOE: by the Governor's Office. 

Fin.ally, there are at least two areas in which Sta=e-level legal chal-

lengea ~an be initiated. We ha~e been informed by a legal ~ource at the State 

level that (quote) "A good lawyer should be able to keep this: thing tied up in 

court for at least two yearlll." 

If DOE must build this facility, it should be placed somewhere whe~e lt ls 

wanted--and needed. A recent poll- of household.'J clearly ind.teated that 1.t Ls 

not wanted in these three counties. Both State Senators and all six State 

RepresentatiYes who serYe these three count I.es plu:ai ·ehe Speaker of the Hou.se, 

Conn!ssioner of Agriculture, Attorney General, and labor COllllhissioner haYe 

eKpress~d oppo~ltlon to thls project. S~nce even the Governor's own rea~i-

bllity and economic impact studtes demonstrated this project is not economi-

catly ad11anta.geous ln North Carolina and :li:ice the North Carolina propo:>al Ls 

not binding an our State Legislature {contrary to the ·requlrtments of the ISP) ~ 

ar.d WEI na·1e one of the most powerful Legislatu["es in the country, the chance or i. 
thi~ project ever being funded with Stata monie~ is quite slim. ·~ 

Wake up DOE. This p["Oject is not needed or wanted here. And lt will be ~ 

clea[" by tomorrow that the North Carolina site cannot be demonstrated to be an 

- ~ I . . . ,;._ c.....t.:..... .J.. ,la. j;. ,.,,,f;I_, "°> 'b 

:2. e.. ,.,._ _:t <l ~;G ~ . ~~. ')k: ~ 
"' ~ 1 ·I --'--11· ' (1 "O -AA WI" I' --- ·-. -- .~l j , I 
~""'-1fl.. cU.ia /t<A.:. ~ a. Jl.,Q ,..._.(.t....: . ....,. A.~ ' ~ 

_,_ _._ ' \ '-'- :;t;t; L,_. .... •\-.- • -±ot ""'r 
i.G.~. ~~,.l..4...d .. ~.·~1~T.z..L~- :---,,~ -~.. . .... 4 

1 -:r~ ... 1.\\ 
-.-· ._:.,__......_ -·- ........., . iJ...,;,. I J '~ ""' •. :;-,. cvl.~~ ... ....._ ..;_,~,· ..... - "l,....."1.-c..,_._.., u. ...... 1...·_ ,.._:;. ...,....~~ .'"'-1 ~.tnl.'L'.:I ~ ..... ·u.:..:, .__,.. ~. ,) 
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~!1Q!IUINJ\(l!l~,~NS 
FOR BUSIHESS ANO INOUSTllY 

C~<11rm~11 o/ •h• Boo.rd. Jo kn F Mc!t'''· UI. W1,.at<1n·$ .. i•m 

f·,ur V•~• Ch~"'"""· Ed'"'" !I Jlo•d<o"- C'.,,1aboro 
S•cond VoC"<r Cll01rmaii. S.Il. T•nn•r Ill. ""'"'°•lord•on 

225 HJ.11-.boro11oh St: .. 1,. P.O. Bo:& 2508. R.t!eti;Jh. 
NorthCtnolino. 27002. TelephQna 9l 9,'9~9-075S 

i:.-........... c~mm<lt

Pf~'"" r. Adom• 
Di1thw11 

Tha:u• W &ado.114.,, Ir 
Ro;i,..Qli 

C&ul" ~ S1J.1•. Ir 
Lattm1bu19 

Ao'o..t11 Q. c~n111ncii..m fr 
l'i•o;iah Fatul 

II. ~'""'' Olck•on 
Cllorlotr• 

I t. r.a1..., 
i:i..,,,,.,.11. 
Luc1u• fl Kor~ln. rrr 
H•11d"''°" 
t<h•ud A. Honl\'11111, /r. 
iv • .,.,,,,,.s"'•"' 
l>:>nalti !\. lko;ihu <J,.,,..z,,,,,. 
Fr•nel1 a. lentp 
Cb,.,ior111 
ll~lph 'R lee!n• 
So/,Uiurv 

l..H•fl<IM./Wr..ioM 
Aa.\111>.:uo 

!AtiLC. ~. 
M/m111Q'f<>n 

LV1nc...•Lo-fr 
1r1i.o. 

Wa•M P-i11rt0<1 
,~ .... 
,_ Qr~ ... .,. '°°'- fr ...... 
tlo""'MA Ro• 
Du<11~m 

r,..i.,td< B !Ji." 
TIJ,_<n1tJ}J11 

11~ ....... L. y ~'"°'""qh 
kll'!ftsVllfll 

G Sr.>odeo 'i"o•k 
/to/1111111 

p,,_, C.~""m""' 
GeoH l\lldw1n, Ir 
Pt~F<>NM 

111.....,u M. Belk 
Clim/on. 

c c.c ...... ,..,, 
Cltar/o11'9 

ll<dlard l. 0..uqbr.f'V 
h••"'"" rnonq/11 Parlt 
Th""' .. I. IU~i:bft', /r 
Wt!ro" 

C F•li• 114<ttY 
.t.n•lon 
C•d lf<>r11,Jr 
Cllar/ott. 

W•lh.•mS.LH 
Cliarl<>I:. 

'Ill l'1..Ult8"l.n.l./r, 
Rot.19/1 
Clwd•R.......,. 
Al!NvrJI• 
Sh.,.,O<KI K. Sr.:uth. Ir. 
RW•19/i 
Rti<1•rS<>! .. 
co .... u ...... o 

"II 0.~<<IS~'" 
.. h/l•bon> 

Th.,mu I >1101<' 
Clu"''n. 
Ch,. 9 'N,d •. Ir 
;r,,..11.,,, ;ai•m 

My name ig Joe Ka.rwood a.nd I am presently serving 
as chairman of the En~lronmental Concerns Committee of 
th~ North Carolina Citizens for Business an~ In~ustry 
(NCCSIJ. The NCCSI orqaniz.ttion represents over 1300 
businesses and man~facturinq fit"mD within the state of 
North Carolina. I have· come here today on behalf of 
the Environmental concerns Corrmittee to voice our 
continued SUSJPOrt of the: $tates effort~ to h£ve the DOB 
Superconducting Super Collider (SSC) Project sited in 
No:r:th Carolina. 

In January and February of- t:h.ts yeer. .scv~ral 
selected Cotmlittee members reviewed. technic~l and 
envirorwenta.l aspe<:ts which would be a&socia:ted with 
tho construction and operation of the SSC at the 
proposed Notth Carolina site. At that time, the 
committee concluded the SSC project would pose no 
health ot- safety riska to the general public: and have 
minimal impacts to la.Jl.d, air and. water resources in and 
around the project bou."1.daries • 

Rec'!lntly. the committee ha.a: taken t..,_e opportunJ.ty 
to review and e'lalua.te tbe draft Environmental Intpact 
sta.teiwnt for the ssc as it pertains to the proposed 
North Carolina site. In th!• 1.·e•1ie\Lf, we con:sid~red 
both known and Potential environmental 1mpacts detailed 
in th~ DEIS relative to land resources, air quality and 
surface and gro~ndwater su~liea. 

Based on our review, the committee poeition again 
is one of support and encouragement to the state in 
havin9 the SSC sited, constructed and operated in North 
carolina. In addition, th9 Environmental Conc~rn• 
Committee!! continues to pledge and offer its technical 
support to the state in their efforts to havo "this very 
important technical project sited in North Carolina. 

'lhtU">.k you for the opportunity to c~nt on thi• 
project. 

J. E. Harwood 
October l, 1988 

llA.1- l_Z._'!f>_ 
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LETTER ~7~1~9 __ 

Ol"l f;•itl 
~i..- .. 

llaterabed Restrictions ln Durtma County 

a .... 
tH .. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is filled with numerou:i omissions, 
... ~ ""~o.111. 

lere4Mnri errors,~isrepresentatlons trf· factsA.detr1.118ntal to the siting of the 

Super Collider in North Carolina. I wish to address the topic or watershed 

restrictions in Durhaa County. 

Durham County ha3 developed a C:Ollprehenalve watershed Protection Plan, 

especlal~y for northern Durham County. The proposed location of the SSC in 

northern Durhar!i County is located exclu.sively in the County's Water Quality Basin 

area 1• The proposed Super Collider 1s Near Cluster (Ar8' I), Future Expansion Area 

(Area C), and·over 95 percent of the Buffer Area and Buried Beam Zone (Area I) are 

located in areas where there are generalized soil limitations for development, with 

po.sslble well contamination and erosion from any OOR111truction. The re:it of the 

Beam Zone and all ot the propc>Rd Campu:s Area (Area A) are located in an area or 

slow drainage and high erosion potential2. 

Huch or the Super Collider that ls proposed to be located in Durham County 

is in violation or these watershed restrictions because it involves construction in 

the water Quality Basin Area or the county. Thi.s includes all or the Campus area 

(Area A), the service areaa at sites F1 and F10, any construction in the Expanslo~ 

Area (Area CJ, any construction in the near cluster (Area G), and any construction 

in the Bur led Beam Zone Acces~ Areas (the J areas) or the Buffer Area and Bur led 

Beam Zone (Area I) within Durha.11 County. 

These restrictiort.s include prohibitions against above-ground storage tanks, 

construction within 50 feet of the Flat River, and restriction:s on the allowable 

amount of impertiou.s surfaces. Yet, there are two proposed Service Areas in Durham 

County (Fl and F10). The design for each of these Service Areas includes 13 above

ground tank.s for the storage of helit.111 gas, !~quid nitrogen, and liquid helium--all 

in violation or Durham County watershed restrictions. There may be other storage 

tanks in the Campus and Expanslon areas as well. 
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LETTER 719 (CONTINUED) 

The proposed Buried Beu Zone Access, Area. at J2 would- str&ddle the :Flat 

Ri'11er. The DQg bu J•·t. to speeJ.fJ what. would be built on thls 110 acre site, but it 

ls important tor the DOEfreai1ze that no 11truoture ot any kind can be built within 

50 l'•t ot tbe Flat.--11.er lo tM- Water ~itJ Bula lr•. 
ll.IO, Mtttl ....,. auppl1ed ~ & t~ p.lalK, \ha llUiaul uount Of 

~niGUS ecrr.Oe• a.lJOlfled In the lilac.tr Qwa.tltt luia wu .la 30 percent, altboUSb 

up to 110 percent 1.s allowable ulth a special WM permit.. However. the prell•lnarJ 

.,..,,,,.,,_.., • .i1 ~-study~ bJ llUton. Auociate.s for the state of North 

Carolina Ntlatu tbe CllllllNll Ara. will OOll8ia& 91 betweea 8o and 90 percent 

illps:nlwa mrtaou~ Tbac restrlatlona &150 NIDllld pt'Qbihlt. or reatrlct coutruo

tim Jn ttw Future bpanaioa Area, tiMI Ser"ioe Areas, the Uear Clllst•r,. and the 

lurled 8eaa ione Acea. area. 

Val..e I ot tbe Draft £lS does not dlaoua tbeH: Kater 4).laltt:r Basin 

rutriotJom ot tbl ....._ COJ.mtr waterabed. Appeodla 5C. pace 91, doeo list the" 

l'eatrletl-" bat. ture la llO Oiacuaa-laa Of tliow. t.beae reatrlctlona CQ\lld b4l •ltl

gated. Thl:ii -.aat lle8.n that the Department ot Eneru WC1Uld plan to openly violate 

tMM ... tenMct ..-t.rlctlQDll ta Durham Couatr. 

ln eanclua.&01t, ecast.ruet:Jon or the .super Coll.W.r u propowd 1n Durham 

to.mt, NOQ.ld be ln cleat wiolatiOD ot HYeral rutrict.iena ol tbe Durtaui County .-.,. ~ ~,....,. 
water Olallty Basin Ara. lbwlert pa 11 •• ni•l-"6•• N tbeae violations are 

not diaeuued iA the Draft tlS. Should DO! aelea.t the- proposed :.1Uog in North 

C.rol1nt1, tbia wciuld be a el.ear iDdicatlon to ttw reaiden.ts or llorth. Carolina, 

upeoialJ7 the residents or Durhaa CGt.mty r tba.t the DOI doea ~ iRtend to protect 

the watenhed _. tbe SSC bu the poteotial for aer1oua envirQmeatal 4-ge. 

It ls Qlet1.r U.t tbl lortb carolt.na •it• has !!?!. beeo demm'trated to M an 

em'1ro...ntallJ adequate boat alte tor tba Supe&"ooaduCtin& Super Collider. 

1"Durhul: Put, Present, Future." SU-ry Report. Du.rbu: ~rtmnt ot 
Plarm1ng Md c-.m1q- ~l~t. PebruarJ, \983. 

2"Durhu County General hwilopment Plan, 2005." Durhu County Departllent of' 
Planntne:. \986. 

llA.1- 12..~ 
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j• & J".tl/A- 'f" IC Or/lr7 

D-r '"~ 
«.JA~/~tJ.rd~;,<;f 

:ll'LL D.U.JAG;; bUAl ccnSTRUCTIOl'I ACTIV:rTIES SSC EIS 'l.0-J-SS I 

. ~4---'1~~ .. y.,.. 
,~.~·-_draft e~vir~nt~ impact etate~_n! ~-~). j.• _ .t~lled wi_~-

numeroua omiasiona, taetua1 errora, and miarepre_aentation~. I wish 

._to ~ddre~a _the topic of pot~~tial. "'l:i_-da~ from_SSfJ_const"?"U~tion 
... ~c:ti_vi tiee. 

The draft EIS does not e.tfectiTel.y' address potent1a1 damage that 
_may occur to citizens' wells aa a reeul.t Ot SSO construction activities 

. _The amount of surface and aubaur.face d.iat_urbBD.cea that Will occur_ 

during cenatruction will. be great. T~e potential to~ rock atr~t• e.nd 
_groundwater die'Npt-ion will: be e1¢~1:-~ant'!... The twm~ling ~ctivities 
a1one for construction o.f the ring JnB3'_produce i.rmaeaaurable impacts 

. on __ the surrounding rock and sroundwa'ber, a:ttectins nearby •ells • .:._ 
_The magnitude of thia impac+ may be tremendous, given,..the number of 

_wells in the affected 878a• There. ve JDBD1" more _;t~ ... the _nine_.wells 

__ the State of !forth Carolina told 7ou were in existence within ~coo 
feet of the aite. Thie number is off by more than an order of 

;:Fo;::;· otI!sS?t~~·:: 1~ ::.if~p~!?u.;·n0at~2e ?Ut tto 2000 reet, 
- - ' "'"" -,, .,ump WO-fold. 

No· attempt "ha.a been made to estimate vrhat- all the tuniieling and 
---()thii-cOi1StniCtiOn· Sctivitiea will dO._to 8Xisti.ilg-ire]..l. w&terQWilit7 or 
-aua:ntitY~-- I_t· 1-a·-not inconceivabJl.9._that both- iitttU'Ci\lalit)i'-8ild-iiiWlt1ty--
- coUfd ·be ·ctra&tic8.ll.Y altered] To-i11Ustrate--thi8-POint~ OD90iil7-h8.&-·--

·- ···---- . - ·- - .1 . 
to look at the State's record in preparinC its SSC propoalil-t·o-DOE. --_--·· ·· 

-A.a- part of .. it&- .prOposal, North C&rolilia" conducted ·several-ge·o1og1H.l.----·· 
-teat drilliliga. At the site of one of these supposedly aimp19, atraigh~ 
·rorw&.rd, drilling 8iteB., a neighbori.D& persoii1 8 well--went ·baa;-· WS.t"er- [..._ 
-QUality di&:l-ided -Significantly withil:i.dEcy'a attir-geOlOgiCal" teStfii& 

------------ ·----- ___________ J 

~here had never been B.113" problems with that familJ''a well for ~l yeara 
prior to that t:ifie. Water quality became ao bad that a sophiat1cate4 

--~d _.!_~ensivEF water treatment ~ystem we.a req~d to make the water 
_1.J:s~~!- _and drinkalrle asain. 

The water deTeloped an oiJ.T ~11 and-taste and a brownish color

-~_!'-ic~--~ stained f'ab:r::~~· e.nd 1-uin~d clothes.- B~th- husb~~ .!:!i~- trif'e 
c.ompla.;ned of kidne;r problems ~hich the;r. a~a.ociate wi~h drinking water 
1'~om t,]?is well. These problems have diminish.~d since th~ installation 
of _wat_!r purificat1.on. equipment. 
about~~~ loq term effects t,~t 
_!he_1~ __ '1ealth.. 

Howeve~,~_t__h_!se peop1e_ ~-concerned 
drinking th:&~ water DtB.7 have upon 

llA.1- 12..?_1 __ 



3 

LETTER 7;z. o (CONTINUED) 

'Eh.ia well damage occurred in June, l~d7. ·J.'he probl.e.m wae If 
rvported to the x. c. state o££1c1a.ls who invea~igated the matter~ 

_the~ decide~ tllat altheush there was no proof' 'lha't 'the- damage re-wlted 
'f_.rom the State'a drilliDC activities, no predrill~ 1Dv8~t;ig~tion 
_had-been done. So, Dr. Bili Dunn" pro:POffd: to·-the If:.C~s~:Pe"; Coiii~i~r 
c-~~;s1cm that the· state diri.11 the :rud:i;-6 new w81l.ne <iOmin:ie:&.J.on. 

. ~e-c_!~~d to tabi.8 the matter. s·o, a.tteriis. moot·hs, th:ta tam:i.i7 -iiae 
--~ot _!>een compensated and th.is 'i:aatter has. ·not- been a8_~~~4. ·~= ~ ---· 

'l'he a1:ate"a teat well is located: 3/4 D1e nore:h ·ot-nat.e road: 
l)oo-:-·· The 1andoWner•e Wel.l isi lli.IO 7arc!s nortbeaat o~ tlwtt-a1i:te-. ·· 

1:1b.1·le proving that 'Che State• a drilJ.1Jlg 1;;.ctfV1 ties c!'.l.used thia 

person's wel1 tt.>. go bad llQ""ill>.• be poe.di.bi.l?r"'...·:.tae circumatantial 
evidence ie Pre1it¥ clear. Gi.ven. the dist.anC8, and d~eCti-on. of the 

s 

_ .. f~~l7·_• ~el1 :f'r~ ~~site,. ~h8 ~o~.!~ .&~~o~---~t the-Brea~ 
and the m-arne.ae t.a "the aurface of g:roundwat.er 1n the_ area, 1 t 1a 

-- highly p~~be.bl.111 that the a.~uri-i.1es c~u.n:d"-tM .proble.xl--riib the-·wu. 
ID tlua case, t-he St.ate waa ~ 4rillb;-;:-.;;,ll. bor1n80f- a fe~ inches 
in di~er:J '!/hat .are the imJ,8:cts 9.oin8 ~o-~~8 from a J)iojeCt the-- size 
end magnitude of' the SSC? How is the construction of an-lmder.grO\ni.d~ 
rins ia f'eet in die.meter mld_ 53-·i:u,1_es oani.#oilic to "a:r-i.8Ct . .!roUndWat-er 
%.1~~ mn4 water quali"lJl at p0.~aQ--~~! -~ a,d.1.amn- well -Sit-e-S? 
Ri.gh"t;. now, I doubrt that 8D3'--:._~owe ~- t_~• EIS d:~a not. re.tle·c't- en 
adiequ.at.e invas1i:i.gat1oa IO:I '&hi.a ai ~tton .. --- - · - - · - - ---- _ - _ _ ti. st ... ~ ~ 

aace COiiernec.1on-ect:iT1t'ie:e ilril."----xirrul."1 i:iiW'Uf6,_ =w may l inU--

1 t:ael.f l:aa'Yin& to purehase mere· tee eimpl@ 11ropert.1e·s than it eve-r 
1..g1.ae·a, kcaiiae o.f •ell 42.Jaa&• pnbl.ema... '?be numbei-- 0-r relocations 

ret1.ii.ired: could 4rBJ1&'tical.l7 eac.a.lata-. I·-d.on't tb1nk-1::hat tllie j)O-t8ii
ti&l1J" eno-rmou• probl.em. laa• "been eoi:t91Ure4 "in ·~oiie'8·-C&1CUi&tion&. 

- -··----unt:ll. these questions and,, othere ar.-·r.&aoiialli.7-an.wen:d-,- it ·1 •. 

-cl.ear that the North Carolina Gita has not- b"Eien demonatrat·eii"_t_O~ be 81'.l 

eavfr01!1Mllt"ail7 a4eQU&t.e lw.e:t 8i t.e !OJ."'· tAe SSC. 

12.52. llA.1- -----
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LETTER 72. I 

lo.l:n and Vibration 

The Draft Enviromiental Iapaat Statement i• tilled with numeroua 

oaJ.ss1ono, taotual er:r-ora, •larepresentatlon11, and tacts detrlHntal to the 

sltlng or the Super Colllder 1n North Carolina. I wish to address the topic of 

noi•e and vibration around the Colllder site in North Carolina. 

As ·with the 1s3Ues or wella and relocations, the State has vutly under

estimated the mmb•r er human recoptora around the propoaed altlng tor the 

Super Colllder in North Carolina. Onl1 one area or realdentlal concentration 

la indicated (p. 5.1.11-9), even thaugh the t~wns or .St• and Rou1aortt are 

either OOllpletely Nit.hln or adjacer.t to the Butter and Buried 8eaa Zone araaa. 

In addition, only tour r•:llidenoea are lncUoated within the ree simple area.s tor 

the near and tar olustera, curipua area, injector area, and future expanalon 

areas even thou&h there are ower 170 re::1ldences to be puroha:ted ln ru s1.llpl• 

Ln these areas. ~ch~ miarep~entatlon or the data by the St.at11 or 

North Cal"Olina ahould be' an arrront to the lntellir;enoe ot, the J>OfZ. ~ ~ 
f.ewtt.1' t-.f";-"'' ."' ,144· ;/""" 

Besides aisrepreeentln1 the nul!Der of noise receptors, the State also 

·failed to indicate two sources with a high potential ror providing vlbratlona 

to the detriment or tunnel operatlon3. First, North Carolina ls the only slte 

that pi-oposes s tunnel looatlon wlth a four-lane, divided highway runnin1 

dlreotly ever it tor at least i. Ml •ile. This higtiway ln thi• looatl~ doa 

not appear on the State-provided •ps, u theee upa. ~re outdated, There ls a 

eectlon or U.S. 501 about two ailes northwest of Timberlake that ... reloeated 

about one-half mile to the east several years a1n when the rotid was changed 

from a two-lane to a four-lane highway. This new ai:retoh or rour-laM hlgh,.y, 

whleh hu extet1sive tNolc traffic, run11 directly on top of the propoeed 

locmtion for the tunMl. However, the Stel.te ups, lncludlng tha paroel Mp on 

llA.1- ~53 
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(CONTINUED) 

~ r JJ..-r J J.,, :f ..A .,...:(.. 
page A-57, do not show thl11 highway. In.stead these Np.s lndicatjd'u.s. 501 u 

b4!ina in its old looation, whlcta Ls now IOlown u Roby Barton Road._ It durln1 

their .site vi.sit in late June DOE had,;accepted C.A.T.C.lt.'11 invitation to our 

barbecue, whLQh was attenlied by 110re than 800 paylng· antl-Colllder residents, 

they could have seen this highway ror theaselve11 since the Hcaestead 5,teakh°ouae t' 
. fJ,•liliV .-J""' (GV"" '/Alf 

ls located Ju11t west or Roby Barton Road, w~Lah ls the old U.S. 501 which ls 

we:11t or the new U.S. 501. 
Mtf' 

All or the BQL slte11 except Colorado have one or 110re ralll'"O&d.s o~ing 

the oolllder ring. 'lbe_North taN>llna proposal lndloate.s only one :such 

railroad, but there are actually two, The Norfolk. .and Western Railroad, which 
fWO 11-4.IJ.'IJ.f-r_o.1">..J ar-'rr CfGS,,-..C.. #If/it-'~ ou.._,.y """'"P -

the State tnd1catas on page T-3 of its proposal as being abandOned northwest ot 

tht r~ng, actually ls not abandOned until south of Tlaberlalte--well inside the 

' ring. The present ter11lnu:ii ls a logtn1 operation abOut 009 •Lle •outh of 

TiJlberlake. In addition~ there is a second *"'roe or raill'"Oad vibration, al.so 

unique to North CaC"Ollna. The CSX Railroad tracks run directly on tap or ~.....,. ~J. 
proposed tunnel location in the southeast quadrant tor more than 1 •llefco.J'""r'lf.'I 

Although the State hU SX'OVLded .scae vibration and noise level da.ta, tr 

these data are no bettar than other data that can be 110re euily verified (.st.1ch 

as nullbet" or bUlllUI receptors and sauraes of vibration), how c_an these dat.a b<I 

"/ 
trusted. There l.t no way the DOE aan select ttte North carolina slt• since the 

data have been proven to be inaccurate and unver~fiable. 

It 1111 clear that the NO<'th Carolina site hu ~ been dCllOhatrated ta be 

an envlronHRtally adequate hoat .tite far the Superconduatln1 Super Collidflr, 

llA.1-
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LETTER 7Z2. 

Oppoa:ition by State Elected Of'flcWa 

The Draft Envlronmental Impact Statement ls tilled with numerous omissions, 
tactual errora, •lsrepresentatlona, and facta ditri .. ntal to the siting or the 
Supor Colllder in North Carolina. I w11h tq acldresa the topic or oppo3ltlon by the 
elected state offloiala serving these three counties. 

Both of the State Sitnatora and each ot the aix.State Representatives serving 

the three affected countle:1 have now expre:ssed opposition to the Super Collider a3 

proposed- in North Carolina. These include some very powerful legislators. This is 

important because we n.r11 the only state without a gubernatorial veto ar.d have one 

of the natlon•s most powerful legislatures. 

Senator Kenneth Royall, Jr. ls chair of t~e \lays and Heans Committee and 

vlce~ohalr of the ApProprlatlons and Base Budget CDnAittees. Senator Royall has 

lnclicated he cannot support the Collider aa long as it remains in Durham County. 

Ropreaent.at1ve BillJ W8tkin1 1~.chair of tbe Appropriations Expanslon Budget 

COll91tteo and a powertul llellber ot the Appropriations Base Budget Committee. Rep. 

W&.tklns was the rtrst area leslslator to_aiate his oppoaltion to the Collider. 

Representative Ceor1e Hiller, Chai; or the Finance C011111lttee, ls noted for 

his eipertise on rlsc&l matters. He opposes the way the eovernor has managed the 

proJoct and opposes :nich a large state expenditure. Re. Hiller has stated (quote): 

"We were tOld that there waa sufficient available undeveloped land that acquisition 

ot pri11ate property would be at a •inlm.1111. Now we learn 'that hundred.s or home:i 

will be arrectl!d and mariy people' displaced. We cannot allow thls to happen." 

Representatives H.M. "Miclccy" Michaux, Jr. and Jinrny Craw.rord are members of 

both the 11.ppropriatlons Base Budget and Expansion. Budget committees. R.ep. Michaux 

haa: stated (quote) •t do not intend to support this matter when it comes before the 

General Asaembly." Rep. Crawford ha.a indicated he ha.s concerns about the placement 

or the Colllder and its impact• on people. 

Sen. Ralph Hunt is vice-chair or the Local Government and Regional Atfairs 

C011111ittee and a member or the Appropriations and Base Budget committees. He has 

atated (quote) "I am with you (the people)" against the Collider. Re::i. Sharon 

llA.1- 12.55 -----
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LETTER 72.2. (CONTINUED) 

ThOfl\PSOn Ls a "'9Qlber ot the Finance Cc•ittff and has been a strong supporte!" of 

the opposltlon to the Colllder. Rep. John Chu~oh ls vlce-chalr of the ~inance _____.. 
CO!lalttee and has indicated he has serlou~ concerns about the C~lllder as p!"oposQd. 

Each of thesl!! stllte senators and repreisentaei~.:s ttas been asked 1.'he'.:her the 

Department of Energy has tver contact~d them to get their opinions about the 

project. Each haa lndl•:ated they ~ve not. 

Senators Royall and Hunt and Representatives Watkins and Hiller were among 

those originally 113kad to back this project. n1~y were informed by t~~ G~ver~or 

that this projeot would be n:istly underground, would take very little private land, 

NOUld not cost V1!1rY 111.1ch, and would only displace "about 12 people." Q/;JJ/A.tter 

these eleoted officials deten1ino:I they had been •Lalod--that more than 8000 acre~ 

would be taken toe simple (91 percent private lands) with another 6,000 a~res taken 

ln .strattrLild fff estate,· that Lt w~d ··~t"~re thin 620 million sta~e tax 

dollars, and that it wiJutd displace ovar 1&s~ramtlles and more than 500 people--
~.· :c:;·_.. . 

....,. thon 4llll6 these elected ofriclals ~ t!;•lr support from the project. 

In addition, Speal(er or the Houa t.i:at0n RaMOey hu indioat..ad that North 

Carolina cannot atrord this project.- ::·Attorn4y General Lacy Thornburg ha3 stat.ed 

that spending money tor the Collidar ·b{d l$ (quotel " ••• like pouring money down a 

rat hole.• Collllaaioner or Acrlculture Jilli Grab.Ill has stated his opposition to 

this project, primarily becauae or the exteris1ve negative eff11ota the Coll!d4f' _
1

, H_ 
'lo•.[!1.. ~· M•w Se~~.,,~ .. ,...__ T 

would have on •rp tarmera. lo. ec-i.saioner or Labor John Brooks has votelf against ;;::_ 

apendl11a any .,re state aione1 on tbla pr1;1Ject. ·J..f ;J ~ 
~~ 

Tht North carollna Legislature ha' • history or not supporting legislation .,:... 

that la opposed bJ le1ta1ator1 ln t.he atfeQted districts. Therefore, we strongl~ ~ 
suggest that 7ou talk to these st.te offlcial1 before deoidins to place the ~: 
Colllder ln Norttl Carolina where there is' great potential that the ~eglslatu~e 

will not provide the neoessarr funding, ev•n tor initial lanQ acquisition. 

lt ls clear that tht North Ca:oolinl site has ~ been demon~trate~ to bf! an 

en•troraentally adequate hOst slte tor tr:e Superoon<tuoting SUper Colllder. 

llA.1- li._'5(;,_ 
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LETTER 7:2...3 

RESPONSE Til THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE SUPER CONDUCTING 
SUPER COLLIDER: SPIN-OFF JOBS. 

The Draft Envtnmiental I•pact State1111nt ts ftlled wfth numerous oatsstons. 

factual errors, and atsrepresentattons. I wish to tddress the toptc of •spfn• 

off jobs.• Both the Environ11ental l•pact Statement for the Super Conducting 

Super Col11der as well as the North Caroltna State proposal suggests that 

construc:tfon of the SSC would result fn numerous •spfn·off• Jobs befng created. 

However, as noted tn several DOE and North Carolina State documents, the SSC 

ts a baste researc:h facflfty. It 1s not 1 production industry requtrtng a 

constant flow of production supplies and product shfppfng fndustrfes. The 

SSC's prt111ry function ts research. As such, there wtll be little need for 

such •spfn-offs• as parts and supply tndustrfes or sflfpptng -industries. Indeed. 

the SSC produces no directly •rketable product ancf therefore requires no 

production supplies or product shipping. Although certain supplies and services 

will be needed by the SSC, it ts noteworthy that the Governor's SSC Task Force . . 
Repcirt dated 1986 stated that •a sfgnff1cant .,..unt of ••• 900ds and services 

required by the SSC w111 come from outside f1ras.• Jn this context, •outside 

firms" referred companies to outside the sta~ of North Clrolin.11. Thus, 

opportun1t1es for SSC support and suppl7 sert.fces will be 11•1ted 1n th1s state. 

Jndeed, the 111Jor1ty of the sp1n~off Jobs would likely be 1n servtce-rel1ted 

industries to 1cc0111110data the SSC employees. 

Seemingly, spin-off Jobs would have the greatest posttfve 1•pact 1n a 

statewhere the une11ployment rate ts moderate to high (t.e., there are •nY 

available workers seek1ng work) 1nd the influx of population caused.by the 

SSC would be •tnt•l. In North Carolina, however, the reverse circumstances 

are true. Jn the Triangle Area alone the une11plo.)'lllnt rate his been 3S or less 

llA.1- IZ.~? 
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over the last twelve-llOnth period resulting fn a ·relatively s11111 portion of ttte 

populat1o~ seektn1 work. Also as aoted by the DEIS, Horth Carolina would 

experience the largest tn-mfgratfon of workers ln4i their f .. f ltes shoYld 

the SSC cOllll!: to this state. Further.~as noted by the DEIS spouses of these 

.orkers would seek emplo,rment 1n the local. Job .. rket. Therefore, ft ts likely 

that these spouses would compete against current residents of North Carolina 

for wh&tever sptn-off Jobs are creat~ by the SSC. 

Another factor that detracts ff'Oll the SS~ spin-off effect is the nuaber 

of public sector service-related Jobs created to support the fn-•fgratfon of 

workers and their fa•111es. As noted by the DEIS, North Carolina- would ex

pertence the lal"gest tapact on the -School system of any state to support the 

SSC ln ... mfgrat1on than Would be required 1n any other state. Sl•11arly, 1t fs 

expected that .are police~ 'fire protection personnel, and other public sector 

service-related Jobs would be required to support this tn-•tgratfon. Therefore • 

.. ny of these spin-off Jobs would place an a~d1t1ona1 burden on local govern

ments to provide the Infrastructure needec? to support this tn-•tgratfon. Th15 

ia-mfgratton would result at 1 t111! also when the SSC would result fn re110val 

of much pr1vate land from tbe tax roles for the SSC project. Hence, RAJ' of 

the SSC related spfq-off jobs would pla.ce IA &ddfttonat burden on area tax 

p.1,Jers &s & function of the -SSC befng sited fn thfs state. Although the state 

has pledged $15 •i\lion to local counties to offset the Impact. the data re

ported fn the DEIS suggest that th1s amount of money would not be sufffcfent 

to acco..adate the tncrease of the fina-nclal strain on'local government. 

la. vfew of these constderatfons, ft appears t.hat the SSC related spin-off 

Jobs would "6ve a far less posftfve t•pact in this state than they would ff 

the SSC were to be sited fn another state. •here the SSC fn-afgratfon ts •1n1•1 

uct there art MlrtY local rufduU seellfr.t emplo-.-nt. tlWis.. t.M llort". Ciiro\-ina 

site has not been demonstrated to be the best host site for the Super Co111der. 

llA.1- _12.S~ 
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Zoolng llutrlattona 

/J.h.. _ ~ V\.<.L) 

R;f 2 Ja IJj. ~ 'f'f~ 
in......,. eoun1:'"r' .. ...,.~11.<;. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement ls filled with numerous 

oinisslons, factual errors, Misrepresentations, and facts detrimental to the 

altlng of the Super Collider ln North tarollna. 

land use restrlctlafls in Durham Count7. 

wish to address the topic of 

The Draft EIS says there are (quote) "llllnor local changes (needed for the 

SSC) from e~lstln1 (zoning regulations)• (p. 3-53) in it.a discussion of the 

North Carolina site. Yet, if North Carolina is selected a:ii the preferred si~ 

for the Super Colllder, it would require comp.let.a land use re-zoning for all of 

the Campus area (Area A), the service areas at sites F1 and FtO, and any 

construction ln the Expamlon Area (Area C). Al:so, complete re-zoning would be 

necessary to ac~te any comtruction in the near cluster (Area G) or the K 

areas of the Butter Area and Buried Bull Zone (Area I) within Durham County. 

All or these lands currently ar-e zoned residential or rural development and are 

located ln the Water Quality Basin area or northern Durham County. Recla.sslfl

catlon and re-zoning or any or these land3 to IndU3trlal ls not ~rmi.ssible 

under the regulations or the ~ater:shed restrictions. 

However, since Appendi1 SC or the Draft EIS simply lists these restric

tions with no discussion, this -.ist mean that the Department of Energy would 

plan to openly Yiolate these zoning restrictions in Durhafll County. 

It is clear that the North Carolina site has not been demon.strated to be 

an envlromientally adequate host site ror the Superconducting Super Colllder • 

• 

llA.1- _g.~--
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LETIER 72.S 

Good afternoGa -- Hy name ts Gerald ke11ey ASststant 

Plan•t.ng Director for Durha11 C1ty-Ourham County Planning 

Deo.art•ent. 

You heard ear11er today fro• Mr. V111tam Bell, Chairman of 

the Durham Coun.ty Board of Com•fsstoners, address the fssues of 

fiscal f~pacts, watershed orotectton, and sat1sfytng land use 

regulations fn Ourha11 County tf Horth Carolina ts selected as the 

preferred stte of the sec. 
Today I'• soeakfng on behalf of 

.J.-.~ ....r;t....· 
theACfty of Durha• on the 

topics of future water supply, wastewater treat•ent, and roads as 

tdentffted tn tbe Draft En'lfron11ental l•oact Stateme'nt for the 

SSC. 

Jn Appendix 1, p. SZ, the reoort tndtcates the constructton 

of the east end connector and thi northeast loop between I-85 and 

u .. s .. 1501 as well as other roads 1n the v1c1n1ty of the project. 

How.ever. in Appendix' 14. u. 54. there ts no •entton of .the east 

end connector. The· east end connector should be included as a 

transp~rtat,ton project between U.S. #70 1nd the East-West (De-an) 

Expressway to provide a direct route fro• the SSC campus to 

Research Triangle Park and the Ralei9h~Durfta• Atrport. 

In ~pP.endix 10. p .. 7 the State Of· North Carolina proposes 

that sewera\e fro• the far cluster, service area 5 and the 

e•ergency ·service bu11d1ng could be pu11ped to the City of Durham 

Eno Treat•ent Plant. If this 1s the only alternative. the Durham 

Ctty Council ~ould need to either amend their Urban Growth 

Boundary or grant an exception to tha~ Pol!~y.. Furthermore. the 

Durham County Board of Co••isstoners would need to ••end thetr 

llA.1- 1£.(;:,f) __ 
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- 2 -

crittcal •atel"'shed protectton or-dtnance to t11ow pumo1n!i thr0ug-h 

I geogra-atitcal area of Durham Coun .. ty designated •cr1ttca1 

watershed• before reaching Eno tre·ataent Plant. 

Fin.ally, .tn 1 letter dated lltarch 14. 1988, from 

Mr. A. T. Rolan, Dtrector of V•t~r Resources. to Dr. Wt1mot Hess, 

Chatr11an of the Stte: fast faC'~e- 1 Mr. P.o·la.a: raised 1 major concern 

tf Durham can de.velop • .~u:re water supo1y on the Flat Rtvitr 

fro• fowr •Jttttt•tfve 1:... u·nder co1ts-h:rer1.tfoa it c-ft.e: SSC 'f.s 

constructed tn tts proposed tocatton. The City Of Durham need 

answers to questto11s. ast·ed b:f Kr. Rol11t to •scertatn the long 

range water supply tinol tcatt.o.as for the C1ty of Durham. 

anttctoate thtS tnformatton w111 tie suav11•d 1fl Volume 11, 

Comment Resolution Oocument of the f1n•1 EIS. 

Thank 1ou for the oaaortunit1 to sh•re these thoughts, and I 

hope the f1na1 EIS will clar1f1 the tssues raised tiy the Ctt1 of 

Ourh•• if North C•roltna 1s selected •s the destgn•ted site for 

the ssc. 

10/3/88 

'J 770 I }J.C. 

q1'l- (p<g ~ -l.J.\~? 

12.4>1 llA.1- -- --···· .. 
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LETTER 726 

Statement 

of 

James R. Hendricks. Jr. 
Duke Power Company 

Charlotte, North Carolina 

before the 
Department of Energy'• 

Publ'ic Rea.ring on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

for the 

Superconducting Super Collider 

Butner, N.c. 

OCtober 3, 1988 
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Mr. Moderator. I am James a. Rendriclca,. Jr • .representing 

Duke Power Company which is headquartered in Charlette, N.c. and 
serves a portion of t.he site area. under c:cn•J.dera.ti.on for tha 

superconducting Su.per Collider .. (SSC). At Duke Power Compe.r.y I 

hold the position of Principal. Engineer with responsibility for 
enviranrnen-tal matters associated with Power Plant Sitinq-. 

At the previous De~t.ment of £ner9y•s PU.blic scoping 
meeting for the SSC held on Fe:C::uary 9, 1988, Duke Power Company 

pledged its conmitment tc;> provide all or pax-t of t.he elec<;;.i·lc 

powex that would. be :c:eq"Uil:'ed for. the North Carolina •ite ssc 
facilities. Duke also stated, based on its experience in sitir.~. 
construct.lnq and operating large power plant facilities, that all 

appr:3pria.te environmental studies and proqratU relative ta the 
SSC hava been ident!.fied and, if p:ropexly implemented, wi!l 
result in an environ.-nentally acceptable facility. 

Recently, Oulte Pwer Comp.any has :reviewed and eval:.ua.ted. 

applicable portions. of tbe draft. ea.viromueatal. impact.. statement 
for the project and we wish to xeaffirm our previous cormdtments 
and e•1aluations of the .. SSC as well as conment on water qua.lity 
and water uae a.spect11 of" the pr.oposed f·acilit.y... Ini ~ of 

water quality, our review of the IlEIS •• it pertain• to. the 
proposed North Carolina site suqgests there will be minimal 
impa.et.s to surface and. ground.water quality in and around the 

project area. In addition,. ba11ed on our knowled:qe and 
understanding concern.in9 current and planned wate~ supplies for 

the SSC fac'ility, water use will n:ot exceed existing or future 

water supply capacities of the area as J.:lCilcated in volume I, 
Cha.pt.er 3 of the· DEIS. 

In suanary, Duke PQWer C~ny •trongly eru:oura9es and 

pledqea it• aupPort to the atate in their ef f orta to have the SSC 

aited in tforth Carolina. 

llA.1- !iS£.~---
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NORTH CAROLINA PUBLIC HEARING 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY SSC DRAFT ENVIRONMBNTAL IMPACT STATE!-1.i:.tn· 
OCTOBER 3, 1988 

WATER SOURCES 

THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT CONTAINS 

MISREPRESENTATIONS, OMISSIONS, FACTUAL ERRORS, AND FACTS 

DETRIMENTAL TO THE SITING OF THE S1fPER COLLIDER IN NORTH 

CAROLINA. I WISH TO ADDRESS THE TOPIC OF WATER SOURCES. 

THE N.C. PROPOSAL (PAGE 1-5) STATES ~NO ENVIRONMENTAL 

FACTORS HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED THAT WOULD PRBCLUDB.CONSTRUCTION OR 

SIGNIFICANTLY LIMIT THI LOCATION OF THE SSC ON THE PROPOSED 

SITE.u WE DISAGREE. THE PROPOSED SSC SITE IS AT THE HEADWATERS 

OF THREE MAJOR DRAINAGE BASINS COMPRISING OVBR 201000 SQUARE 

MILES, THI DRAINAGB BASIN:S BNCOHPASS PIV&: RIVERS; ROANOKE RIVER, 

NEUSE RIVER, TAR RIVER, FLAT RIVER, AND LITTLB RIVER. THE 

HEADWATERS DRAIN INTO THE WATERSHEDS OF THE MAYO RESERVOIR, LAKE 

HICHIE, LITTLE RIVER RESERVOIR, LAB'.B BUTNEB, LAKE ROGERS, LAKB 

DEVIN, AND THE FALLS OF THE NBUSB RESERVOIR. 

THE CITY OF DURHAM Rl!:COONIZES THB SENSITIVITY OF THESE 

WATERSHED HEADWATERS IN ITS STUDY ~DURHAM PAST PRESENT AND 

FUTURE" CDPPF) STATING THAT ACTIONS IN THIS ARRA "CAN ADVERSELY 

AFFECT THE WATER QUALITY OF DOWNSTREAM CITIES SUCH AS RALEIGH, 

SANFORD, AND FAYETTEVILLE" AS WILL AS DURHAM. TKB '"DURHAM COUNTY 

CENERAL DEVELOPMBNT PLAN 2005, 1986 UPDATE" (2005) CALLS FOR 

REGULATION OF DEVELOPMENT IN THE WATERSHED TO, PROTECT LAKE 

MICHIE, LITTLE RIVER, JORDAN LAB:B 1 AND FALLS OF THB NEUSE 

RESERVOIR ~LSO. I~ THE SOUTH FLAT RIVER AREA (SSC CAMPUS .\REA) 

llA.1-~~-
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THB COUNTY DISCOURAGBS ALL CONSTRUCTION, BiCAUSB, INDBBD, IF' THI 

s"sc IS BUILT THE PROPOSED FLAT~RIVER RESERVOIR LIKBLY CANNOT. 

WITH THE LOSS OP THB FLAT RIVER RBSIRVOIR SITH, IT IS POSSIBLE 

THAT DUIULlll WOULD RIACH ITS HAXIMUH GROWTH POTINTtAL IN ONLY A 

DOZEN YBARS 'IBCAUSB OP asc &NCROACHMmtT. nT THB STATB OF NORTH 

CAROLINA DISRBOARDS TBISB CONCBRNS IN ITS ATTEMPT TO WIN THE SSC, 

DURHAM COUNTY PASSID TRB CRITICAL WATIRSHBD ORDINANCE IN 

1985 TO PRSSIRVB THI DRIN&INO VATlll iN TBB WATIRSHBDS OP THB 

LITTLB RIVBB, rt.AT a1vn, IMO a1vn, PAL~!"t.LAKI, AND JORDAN LAU. 
' ,, 

TO PROTBCT TRI QUA.LITT AND QUAHTITY O• ITS GROUND WATBB SOURCES, 

DUl'HAH COUNTY HAS CHOSBN TO DISCOUllAO& INDUSTRIES WHICH R&QUIR& 

LARGE QUANTITIES OP T'UATID VATD, AND TO 8NPORCB STRICT 

REGULATION OF TRIS TTPI DIYILOPNUT. TRI 8TATB'S SSC PROPOSAL 

HAS, ALSO, CHOSBN TO IOMOall TRI CBITICAL WATIBSIBD oaDINANCB. 

'voLIJllB 8-1 OF TB& N.c; ••c l'llO-AL ITAYRB f&AT BACH OP TR& 

FOCJll WATIR. IODIBI, LAD lllr!IU, llAYO l&&UVOIB, LAU NICBIB, AND. 

Diii UIBllVOIR, HA& aun!CIBNT CAPACITY roa VATIR llB&D8 01' TR& 

88C, IF TRIS 18 TBUB, WHY AU TBDI PLBAI AND IBBYRICTIONS 

IM10SID IT LOCAL CIOVBllHNBllT9 P0R WATIR CONSUV4TION llVlllY ltlMllBll? 

f PICTtJBlll NOTI THAT LAKE MIClll& IS 91'RAINBD NOW DURIMO THI 

ANNUAL DIY l'UIOD f&AT NORllALLT BXl8T8 BSTWDN APRIL AND OCTOBBR 

WHEN DEMAllD 11 HIQBBIT AND RBPLINISHlNO RAINFALL IS LOWBIT. 'Yl<T 

IN VOLUMB 8-38 THB ITATR ~AYS LAD HICBIB ~LOMB COULD SUPPLY TH& 

360,000 GALLONS PER DAY OF POTA8LI WATER THE SSC REQUIRES. 

LAB1 BUTNBR IS OFFBRBD AS A PRIHABY SOUICB OF COOLING AND 

POTABLE WATll P0a THI SSC OUARANTBBING THB 2200 GPM REQUIRED, 

YET LAKll BUTNIR HAS SERVED IN THE PAST AS A BACKUP FOR OTHER 
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COMMUNITIES DURING Si1MMBR DROUGHT PERIODS. THE STATE, HOWEVER, 

CHOOSES TO DISREGARD THBSB REALITIES WHEN IT STATES IN VOLUME 1-3 

OF I.TS SSC PROPOSAL .. ABUNDANT SURFACE WAtBR I.a AVAILA!,LR WHICH 

CAN EASILY SUPPLY THE COOLING AND DRINKING: WATER OEDS OP TRB 

SSC". 

THB DBIS VOLUME 1 1 CHAPTER 5.2.,3 AND VOLUME IV 1 APPENDIX 7, 

AMONG OTHER SECTIONS, EXPRESSES CONCERN ABOUT SSC WATER 

RBQUIREMBNTS EXCEEDING EXISTING WATER CAPACITY IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

DURING SUMMBB IN SEVERAL AREA COMMUNITIES. WATER REQUIREMENTS 

ALREADY EXCEED CAPACITY WITHOUT THB IMPACT 01!' ll •. ssc .. 

IT IS CLEAR THA't NORTH CAROLilllA HAS t!Q.t. 'BEEbl DEMONSTRATED TO 

' BB AND ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND HQS't Foa THE SUPERCOYDUC~ING SUPER 

COLLIDEB. 

llA.1- J2.~--
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HEAL.TH a SAFETY 

OM1••iont1• t'acti:u•l •rror•, •.t•~•pre .. nC•~iof'tl •nd t'a~tr• d~ril'lllfnC•l to ~h• 

•.t·ti·ng ot' th• Buperconduct;:·tng EIUIMI" Col·lid•r in NorClt .C.rol.tn•. X ,.i•h to 

1111gr•ti1~n of tPiti'"" arid sod11.1m-i!2 1.nto th• •urr"ounctAnu •oil• and waC•r. 
I 

Thi• propo,N-1 1• b••9d an th• •ul:lsur:-fac.. geo.logy of tlh• s.t.t•. and sc· h•• 

un9hi•lchtd tunm1l will .-..ultl 1-n •ignif'h:ant: cont:.ui11-nat1an of th• 

grof.Al'ldwac ..... S.Ol·ogtcal report• conft.-._ th&ti •t11"ttectat;:•d .a:on•• cro.ae th• 

With th• •Katption of Colorado, th• calculated •ffect• of • •ingl• bmam 

1099 upon • .... 11 ·locaUd 1~ .ft fl'"OM th• t;:wnr•l arw atr l•••t- an ord•r of 
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und•re•tiM•t9d th• nWll'tMlr ot' w.11• in clo•• proKimity to th• rtng, & 

•itu•tion .micti only •K•c•rb•t•• th• •bOve. 

S.condly, r•l•• .. ·or •irborn. redtoacttvtty •• • r••ult or SSC 

operationt1 will p..-..ent • potenttel thr••t to loc•l r .. tdente living ntt•r 

the diecherge point• •round th• ring. The pot•ntial tor •xpo•unr ts 

ar•ata•t tn th• vicinity or th• tnt•ractton hall• where air activation ts 

P•R• 871. Vet •• Fert11ilab, •o wht~ t-h• BSC has bettn ltkenR ti- and 

again, durtftg th• pi.rtod Jenuary 1987 to ...._y 1987, ~ Ct ot airbor"" 

rAdtoaettvtty was ,..l•aaect whtl• operating tn a sqlltd&np be•• mqd• 

<F•r•t lab lit• Erwtro.,..ntal R9port· for" C•l•nd•,. Vear 1987, T&bl• &, page 

8>. It' th ... f~tliti- ar. 90 •11"9 in so .. ny -)'9 why ar• th•y .o 

disparate in thJ.• ca-? Although • nuMb•r ot' progr.M9 h•Y'9 i:.." utl#d to 

ealcul•t• AtrbOrtMt •Mposur. at sit• bouftd•ri .. th ... &""9 not .~substitut• 

tor continuous MOnttor~ng or • larg• number or ,...id9nts tn th• vicinity 

of' th• rt.ng. Such • eo-1t-nt by tn• DOE and Bt•t• of' North Carolil"la 

Collid•r• 

J•tt ScharV9r, Ph.D. 
Sl!oe Autuflm Drtv• 
Du:r!'l.ur,· N. C.. 1!:7712: 
<919>-477-1063 
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LETTER 7.;?. 9 

Statement res Draft Envircnment•l Impact St~t•m•nt 
Suparconductin9 Super Collider 

Public ~earing 10/~/88 

by Ellen Reckhow, C•ndidat• far Durham County Commissioner 

My n~me is Ellen Rackhcw,and Jam a Democrat\c 

Candidate for Durham County Commissionmr. l am ru~ning for 

public office bec•use I am ccwncnitt9d to r•aponaible, planned 

growth for Durhem County. In evaluating th• impact cf th• 

SSC, we must consider the i1RPact on1 County public services 

and net ta~ revanume, infrastructure, and growth and 

devalopm1M1t policies. l raia.d the .. issues at the Scopin9 

County Col!Wl'li&sioners last February. 

The discussion in the Draft EIS of th• County public 

million and, then, a positive impact in subsequent years of 

$2.1 •illion to •~.7 Million. The .. r••ult• may b• faulty, 

•• l will •Kpl•ln. 

Firat, in •v•luatin; th• naW public c•pital facility 

neads ••sociated with tha SSC, th• EIS u••s • standard 

tnUltiplier baaed on 9KP.,.l•nca with dltf.,,•• installation• in 

oth.,. p.arta of th• country, which .,..Y not be applicable to 

Givwn the ·f•ct that th• 11chools in nor·t.harn Durham County 

llA.1- 12.~-



LETIER 7:2. 9 (CONTINUED) 

are ovltf"'crowd9d •nd other urboan ••rvi·c•• ar• not pr-•ntly 

provid•d. in that •••i-rural ar•a, a MOre preci•• ••ti•at• of 

capi t•l n•titd• 1111i;ht h•v• yi•lded sub•tanti ally·· di ff.,.•nt 

r••ulta. 

fhird, th• EIS ••timat•• that Durham County will n-.d 

approxi.-.t•ly l~O n•w public 1H1Ctor ttmploy••• to ••rvic• th• 

SSC and •••ociat9d growth. Th• •alari•• and op.,.ating co•t• 

•••ac:iat•d with th••• new 9111pldY•••• how•v_.., are not 

plu9ged into th• ai111pl• imp.act ~aly•i• in th•"EIS. lf th••• 

operating costs • .,.. included, th• •xp.c:ted posit.iv• net tax 

r•v9nl.'9S would pro~.ably b• •ntir•ly wipmd out. 

Th• l.ack of •ptteific infcir•ation iri the EIS r99ardin9 

local public tMlf"Vic• cost• i• particularly traublese>Mm, 

because '."'9 tr• not getting .ny b•tt•r infor•ation frOll th• 

State of North C~olina. A r•c•nt economic i111P•ct •n•ly•i• 

by the Centmr far 8u•in .. • and EconOMic R .. e.,.ch •t UNC 

Ch•rlotte, cOMnli••ioned by th• St•t• of North C•rolin•, did 

not •ddr••• loc•l gav•rn..,,t ca•t• b•c•u•• th••• co•t• ar• 

Ndifficult to •ccurat•lY ••••ure". In fact, sophi•ticated 

fi•cal impact an•lv••• ar• performed r•gularly far large 

proJ•ct• all acre•• thi• country. An eMten•ive fi•cal impact 

analy•i• w•• dan• for th• GM S•turn Plant in Maury County, 

Tenn•••-· 

Th• St•t• of North C•rolina has wav•rltd on th• amaunt 

of i1e1pact moni .. ta provid• the affact•d caunti••• Without 

tn0r• •ccurat• infor••tion, w• ar• only pl•ying a gu•••in; 

9mime. 
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Local 9overn111wnts n••~ ·to projwct ·th• ••rvi-ce 

r11quir•m•nts and costs associat•d with n•w dev•loplh9nt sa 

that tM• r•quired infrastructure can be adequately planned 

for and financltd. Local public officials should b• fully 

bri•f•d on the potential public ••rvice r•quir.,.wnt• 

aasociatlHI with the SSC to prot•ct th• eMistin9 residents af 

their c0tnmuniti•• ~ro• un•Kpected taM incr•a• .. and bond 

issues. 

Since th••• fiscal impact concltl"'ns and •Y oth•r 

concllf"ns re9ardin9 - disruption of the Rou9e.ont community, 

dislocation and disruption caus.cl by construction of 25 

•il•• of n•w 4-lane highways in our wat.,..9hed areasr 

potential ne9ative impacts on the wat•r quality of our 

drinking water reservoir• from the SSC and- associated 

developm•nt, and th• tr•m•ndous U•aQ• of water and 

•l•ctrical pow.r - h•v• not ba.n •dequ•tely adr••••d in th• 

EIS, I CAnnot aupport the location of thi• praJ.ct in Durha• 

County4 
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Sup•r Colltder in North Carolina. I wish to addr••• th• topic of Visual 

lepact1 of th• SSC 11 ditcu111d in the draft EIS. 

The dl1cu11ion of visual 11p1ct1 of th• SSC in North Carolina in Appandl• 16 

of the draft EIS b19in1 •ith the 1tat1a1nt Cquotel •Th• ch1ract1r of the site . 
it con1t1tentlv 1•111 to~n, rural r•1ldenti11 1 and aaricultural. The 

industrial character of the SSC facilities would be incongruout in this 

th• Flat Rivtr are c1111ifitd 11 vt•ually doeinant. Althouoh APP•ndt• 16, P•I• 

tnviront.•, YolU•t 1 conclud•• that 111 th111 i1pact1 can bt p1rtlallV 

•itl91ted •Ith proper 11nd1c1pin9 and chalet of 1pproprt1t1 color and 11t1ri1l1 

for canttruction. Thit concJution it ~11ed in part an the a11ueption th1t lt 

~be po11lbl• to••• the f•cillty through the tr111 11h1n the le1v11 hive 

f1llen. Thlit '1 • f•irly 11ft bet on • road 11•••d Lookout Point. Thtl r1111inin9 

~i•~•lly ~oainant. tne o•n•r• ut tne ov1rloolin9 lots tn R1d ~ount1ln 1hould 

bl co1p1n11t1d for the d11truction of their beautiful vi111, but ho~ can th• 

p1opl1 111to enjoy c1no1int on thl Fl•t Rivttr bl co•p1n11t1d? .,h.llt 1b·out the 

i1p1ct1 on tho11 p1opl1 •ho11 ho111 1r1 directly in front of this f1cllity? 

Th•Y 111r1 1ntir1ly ltnor•d in this di1cu11ion. 

llA.1- l'Z.-:!2_ 
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~a•i••nt, amt·th• EIS concludes that th••• canwot be •itig1t•d~ •~nee .th• 

facility •ill b• loc1t1d insida th• 1ubdtvt1ian. The o•n•r should b• 9iv1n th• 

·option of ••lllnt the antir• subdivision, since th• value of th• r1•1inin9 lot1 

will plu•••t. 

Th• iapact of EB Js described 11 na9li9ibl•, but th• people •ho live in the 

two hou111 it will be pl1c1d b1t•11n and the one 1cro11 the 1tr11t would 

pr
0

ob1bly 1r9u1 that point, Since this is iift ICCltltl 1r11 1 it •auld hlVI I great 

iapact on th••• p1opl1 during th• construct1on period. Again, 1d1qu1t1 

coap1ns1tion should be providtd ~· th••• p1op11. 

F7 is proJ1ct1d to h1v1 no iapact. Just 11k D1llzor1 Bur•ell how ahe f11l1 

about having • service 1r11 locat•d dir•ctly b•hind h•r lov•IY ston• hou••· 

This storyOook ••tting is irr•p1•c••bl•. ff•r n•lghbors on •ith•r sid• •ill 

•l•o h•v• this ••rvic• •r•• •f•ctory• •l•o&t in th•ir b•ck yards. 

Th• F' f•cility •ill r•quir• th• r••oval of Webb's Ch•p•I, • b•autiful 

r•1tor•d histor-ic structur•. To r••ove this structure fro• its hlstort·c 

cont•wt •Duld b• 1 cri••· It •ould lo•• it• •••nlnt in any oth•r ••ttln9. Th• 

EJS corr•ctly·cl1ssifi•1 this 1ction as 1 change of th• or•1test •agnitud1, but 

then classifies the i1p1ct 11 pot•nti1lly 1i9nific1nt only on the local level. 

Th• EIS cl1sslfl11 th• F4 •r•a •• visually do•inant •ith uneitig1bl1 

l•p1ct1. T•o ho•es •ill have an up clos• and P•tsonal vi•• of this facility, 

•hich •ill tak• another ho•• and •11 af th1 ro•d••Y• It •ould co•pl1taly ruin 

••••II, tight-knit co•sunity of about 20 ho•••· Ag•ln, adequate co•p•nsation 

for th• resainin9 hosto•n•r •ill bt ntc•ssary. 

Th• iapact of Et is cla11lfi1d as negli9ibl1, ffo••ver, it •ill be loc1t1d 

on a •••II vacant lot bet11•1n t110 ho11es, Mith t•o oth•r ho••• nearby. AQain, 

this 1cc1ss area •ill have a gr11t i11p1ct on th••• peple during th• 

construction period, Hnoth•r ca1e r1quir1no co•p•ns•tion of th• ho•eo•ners 

llA.1- 12..7 (p 
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Jn'YalvU. 

Ft 11 proJ•ct•d to ~•v• •• i•p•ct, 1ltbou9b it will bt loc•t•d n11t to on• 

ho•t, bth1nd • 11coad, and displa'• a 11r11 pan~, end destroy tht i1olat1d 

chera~tay of the rt••iain1 hD••• i• this •••)' hou•int d•vtlop11nt. Thi• 

ltpect •ill b1 prl11rllr caused by th• d11tr•ction of th• abuttlnt wood1. 

Co1pen1atlon of property awn1r1 if again called for. 

It 11 cl11r that the Marth C1rolin1 1ltt h11 !!!! 1 .. n dttan1tr1ttd to b1 an 

1nviron11ntally 1d1qu1t1 host 1it1 for the Sup1rconductin9 Super Collidtr. 

UA.1- 1211 
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Poli•cid• lepJicattan• 

'-1·"' v ....... s""X""
eoa.Goo.L..,,·k. ~ 
p ... ~ ..... >,il/C,.;;L?'7/ .:1,; 

'Th• Draft Environ••ntal l•pact Stateeent I• filled •Ith nueerous 0•1ssion1, 

factual error•, eisrepresentatians, and fact1 detrl•antal to th• siting of the 

of affected property owners. 

The •••••••ent of SSC l•pactl on quality of ltf1 ••• treated con111tently 

up having 1 lot in coeeon with the for••r resid1nt1 of the lon9-9one town of 

a special interest tn this catetory because l balonQ to tt. lt'1 especially 

lnt•rastin9 to read about the tr1ateent of category A people 1s1oci1ted with 

Unlike our c1t19ory A people, the people of Maston suppported their 1t1te's 

ieprove life In their town. 

The State of Illinois appropriated •lO aiJJton for the purch••• of th• 6800 

•cre1 needed for the site, but this ••ount •••not 1uffitient for "Just 

co•p•nsat1on• ta each property OMner. fh• Ulinoi1 legi1l1ture re.fused to 

incr•••• the eppropriat1on even thouoh this ••aunt Mii to caver the r•lac1tion 

of part of • r•ilw1y, •n oil pipeline, vital hioh-tentian electric power lints, 

3 lttser hioh-ttnsion distribution lines, and a vill10• of lOO ha••• and it• 
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S()Q ho•••• 1nd 1 •na9• p~illnt 11i'th the •••• C:•Plc:l-'ty. Ther•tore, tn.- •'t•l• o~. 

U 1 inoi • d••i gntd •n 1c:qul!n ti on proc••• •P•ti f ic:al l r for th• proJ•ct. 

lhl• proc••• .. pLoyff t.h• fo1:lo•in1 ta~tlc:si 

CU 1Uthholtlin9 infor••tion about •h•t ••• 1atnt Diii end •hat 11a1 likely ta 

•.,•••J \1\ r~'ll\L~t \\.rout~ n••otia\181\s as "°°" •• •"9'•1••1• ...-• ~•&dy1 (l\ 

delaying P•Y••nt of the property o•n•r1. 

Older r••i4ent• ••d 11tda•• ••re c:ontacted ftrat. fbe'le 1ettleaent1 tended 

to be quick and at lo• prices, influencing later 19r••••nt1. 

T~• netoti1tor1 refu .. d to ••~• .,,aintaent1 •ith t~• yilla9er11 advance 

notic• of • visit ••• avoided •• a part of the strate9y of keeping each 

vJlla91r in th• dark. 

Inly veri•l offer• ••r• a1d11 n19ott1tar1 ·rafu••• to ,ut th11r position• 1n 

11rit1ng. 

Me4oti1tor• 1dvi•1d ••nY of th• vill•e•r• wot to hlr1 l••y•rs, thr••t•ning 

l•••r aff1r1 end l•••r final ,r1c1• if le11y1rs ••r• •O euch as contult1d. 

Volu11 I of tn• dr1f~ £IS 1ay1 th11 about people in cat19ory A1 •They bav1, 

for •or• than 1 y11r, b11n in a 1tat1 of uncertainty and 1u1P1ns1 about th1ir 

future, and ar• concern•• about 11heth1r th•Y 11ould e•t fair walue for th1ir 

property, ••one ••ny other th1ng1.• 

N1 should b• concern•d b•t•••• th• only 1tt1ntion given ta the prot1ction of 

prop1rty 011n1r1 by DOE 1; th• r1qu1r1•ent that ••ch •t•t•·• land acquisition 

process confor• to th• Jn~itation for Site Proposal• •nd PL 91-646, th• Uni for• 

R1location A11istanc1 1nd Real Prop•rty Acqu11ttion Polici•• Act of 1'70. 

Nothing••• dan1 to help th• p1opl• of N11ton and nothing •ill b• done to help 

ut if th• 11or1t ca•• happ1n1. 

Jn th• best ca11, th• SSC •ill b• •ited •••••her• oth1r than North Carolina. 

In th• n•~t be1t case, the SSC is sit1d 1n North C•rol1n• and our 
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le9islat11r1 refuses to 1ppropri1t1 fund1. R1111D1r, in Marth C1rolin1 on• 

l•ti1l1tur1 cannot llind the •p1ndin9 of ·1 future i1ti•l·1tur11 tt 11: cl11rly 

1t1t1d in th• North Carolina 1it1 propo11I that the North C1rolin1 proposal 11 

not bindin9. 

In th• b1d, llut not •or1t 1 ca11 the l19i1l1t11r1 1ppropriat11 the fund• ~t 1 

r11son1bl1 1nd r1wli1tic 11¥11. 

In th• •or1t ca11 1 th1 119i1latur1 funds the project at the l1v1l 11tt11t1d 

by th1 1ov1rnor'1 office. 143 ail lion •ill not co1p1n1at1 111 for all 11p1n111 

111ociat1d •ith relocation. If this happens •• •ill h1v1 a lot in co11on with 

the people of Weston. We 1i9ht even co11i11r1t1 •ith th•• if only ••could 

find thee. 

It ii clear th&t th• Marth Carolln1 tit• l\as !!!!, be1n d••.onatr1ted to be 1n 

environeent1lly 1dequ1t1 bo1t alt• for th• &up1rconducttn1 Super C0Jlid1r, 

R1f1rence1 Poliscide, Theodore J. Lo•i 1nd 81nJe1in lin1bur9 1 "•c1lll1n 

Publishlnt Co., Inc., 1976. 

llA.1- 1z.eo 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

I
v }I'. ,?'"'/ ~ if' ~ Theodore J. Lowl 

)I _ . Nv r Co~~~ri·~n7!~~~~ 
y ~ -11 rY Macmillan '''"\~;~··, eoc. 

Inc. 

Chapter 11. Public Acquisition - ln Private 

The state of Illinois played upon the isolation or property owners that is 
caused by the process or public land acquisition. Otherwise, it ts docbtful 
that $30 million would otherwise have been sufficient to 83Selllble the 6,800 
acre accelerator site. Through the Department o.f Busine:sa ·and Economic 
Development (00£0) the .state designed a.n acquisition process sp&c.iflcally for 
the Weston (now Fermilab) project, They separated appraising rrm negatiatin·e:, 
so that re.sponaiblllty could be bandied back: and forth between the two. A 
blue-r•ibbon acquisition comittu was aet up to review de9isions. It tended to 
operate 110atly a:ii an additional buffer between the property holders and the 
state. 

Each separate ro!e, function, ~ layer in this process made more and D10re 
remote the prG8pact or •just oompensat!on." Eaoh property holder vas inundated 
with threatening facts about hia own situation and deprived or facts about the 
rate or his neighOOra. Respo.na~bility wu hidden, the tlexibillty or the state 
was 11aximizod, and the bargalnin1 advantages tloWed quicklJ fr"Olll private 
individual tp public agency, Some instances of intimidation are reported. 

Pres::iures or acreage and til'De were going to cost a tremendou;; amount. Thl:s is 
why Illinoi• :sousht and got extraordinary oondenmation powers to carry out the 
tenu of the agreement - powers 1.t had not used except during Wot"ld Wa.r II. 
Yet, as the presaure:s and obligations went up, the legislature refused to 
increase its support accordingly, The right to take concl-.tion ca.l!lle:S to 
court takes tille and can inoreaae purohase prices, but under "qulck·take" the 
owner cannot legally prevent aeizure and imedlate possession. For this 
ree150n, quick-U.l~e has always been considered an emergency war power. 

In addttion to eKt~aordinary quick-take power, the Illinois legislature granted 
the OBED chairman treaendou3 discretion in the .selection of land to condemn. 
The legislature did not require dbed to adhere ta any or the condemnation 
procedures followed by the Illinois General Services Administration or the 
highway department. 

The chairman of the DBED-was accountable to the governor, but he was also the 
governor's Qhier souree or information on the aoquisltion; therefore; tbe 
governor could not really hold hill to account. 

The DBED adopted a two-pa~t strategy to maintain business support and public 
acquiescence. first, they attempted to avoid lltlsation which 11eant a very 
limited and Ju_dicious use ar condemnation. Second, to deflect criticism two 
group.s t.Hire established - the blue-ribbon site acquisition oonaittee and an 
app~aisers' selection ctllll'lllttee. Although no legal authority was given to 
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either group, it was believe~ th~t the prestige and qualltications of their 
members. would add legitlma.cy to any aotion:s tha coamittee .approved., A mol"e 
ravorable context for tha agency• s 1ntere~ts was crea:ted bJ· apPQilltLng to the 
appraisers• selection cor.111.ittee ped'ple personall7 and profe~sionally acquatn~ed 
with the appraisers. 

OBED had less than 1q montM to as.!lembl• the acreage, olear the title:i, r'-!:r...::ive 
tho oooupants, and turn over t.~~ tract to the Atomie Energy COllD:li~3lon. 
Therefore it adopted the appE"oaCh to acquis:!.tlon u:ie4 :n.1coe!5.sfully over th!! 
years by C0111110nweo.lth Edison: to have appraisers evaluate the property and 
then follow up by sending agents independent or the appra.lsers to negotiate the 
settlement. Becau!!e OBED W03 IJOre tightly tied to "fair marltet value" it could 
not be so nexiblo!t as ~·di.son about negot.1atlna price3. The .solution wa.s to use 
two independent appraisala of each parcel wtW:oh would be submitted to the chief 
appraiser who would cher.:lc. aecuracy and use the two apl)raisal=i a3 a ba.:i:i::i f.,r · 
aetting a low and a hi.-gtl offer to extend to the owner. 

The :state's app.rai.s~rs a.P-~ l'lj!gat\.a.tGrS employed thr'e9 teclinlques or pr'e.ssut·e to 
tlasten the- acquisit1on !)C'ccess-: ( 1) the statti: w1th~d infor:r.ati-:in aCO!.!t i.ohat 
wa.s going_ on and What was l:Lieel.1 ta happen; ('2') th., . .stat• ru.sbed tt.i.rough 
negatiatton.i u saon as appra!.sa.la 'Wl!!"e. ready·; (3) the =itate delayed paying the 
villagers, lllaking J.t diCficult to act on relocation p~. 

Older re.slden~s anQ w1doUs. were Cl!l~tact~d fir.st. The3e settlements tended to 
be qiiick lllld at l.'N price5, 1.all!.!8r:cing later agreements. 

'The l\egok.ia.toMt refiised to. aka Rf;!paiot.ments wftfl: thle rfll'agus; a:d~ance not tee 
of a wisit. was a'iOid~ as a part at ~ St1'a.tli!IJ et ke«pin1 ea~h .-tllager in 
the darlc.- · 

Only verbal offers were lllade; B.lllgotia.tors refused to put their positions in 
writing. 

Necottat:or:s adViised many ot the. rillagen not to h:f.·re· lawyers, threatening 
lower- offers· and lower rinal prices it lai.1yers were- :io llUch.- as consulted. 

OBED r~eived it.s appropf'i.;tt.i,oo. es Ji.me· 30. 1'967,, but the state's cash position 
wa.s so poor that no disbu.rsements for acquisition could be 111ade before Ftbrunry 
196B. · Property values in the W~ston ar·ea had been climbing so r<li)f:dl:1 that the 
state could not proceed with appraisals until it was sure when lt could 
C011Plete tranaaction.s. Bat1o1een Nay 1, 1968 and Juna 16, f968', 67 of tbe 67 

•. L(} privately owned hOINs were apprai'sed and purchased. The entire pr()(:ed"r" was 
• ~ accotapli.shed, except for sill holdouts, in 6 week.S. 

~if' ~tie state paid tho hom.eowners an average of $l6, 797 ror the 99 mtjirl'lar hQllles in 
· 1\'l We3ton (only 67 of the 99 homas wo:re pr~vately owned). Villagers would have 
tl"lt -had to 1pend t2q,900 to replace their no.ea on equivalent lots. All but five 

A_l"\~ woston homeowners lo.st 1100ey. because of the condemnation. 'i- . 
ber factor•· went not taken into account,. such as dlfficulty or obtaining 

financinl (part;Lcu!ar1y for oider peopld), the difference tn interest r~t4'5, 
moring ezpeoaes, and the loSt t1me spent looking fol" a new home (300 hours was 
not unuaual)". 

llA.1- ~~~----
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Since individual appraisals were not aiade, except tor the last six holdouts, 
there wa:ii no basis for the wide variation in settlement prices whioh ranged 
between $15,800 to $1·9,!150, The six holdouts were the only villagers who had 
hired attorneys. 

Host villagers rett.ised to engage lawyers for three reasons: (1) the state 
negotiators actively discouraged people, particularly the less elluaated, rr.oai 
talking with a lawyer. (2) The legal profession maintained a high fee struc
ture in condemnation cases. (3) 11ley failed to understand that the state was 
taking an adversary stance toward them. 

The accelerator .site included bigh-tension lines belonging to Commonwealth 
Edison and a ma.jar pipeline belonging to Northern Illlnoi:s Gu CC111pany, The 
two utilities were the only property owners on the stte that the state or the 
AEC bothered to help relocate. 

After signing and closing, the homeowners had to walt an additional 1 to 2 
months for their money: The OBED also delayed and blocked repurchase or 
buildings remaining on the condemned land, after the governor had promised the 
vi'lla,gers that they would be able to buy back their homes. 

Chaper 12. Enemy or the People 

Farmers at the accelerator site could not replace their land in the area. The 
bulk or the11 moved 100 to 150 miles away. 

Although moving expenses for fanaers Were high, the state refused to pay a~y 
compenation. 

The state also refused to compensate tanners for their buildings, althOUgh they 
were i111POS3ible to MOve. 

Business interruptions and loss or clientele were not compensated. Yet some 
farmers were destroyed financially because they were forced to ·leave cllents 
and establish bu:llness elsewhere. 

An egg farmer estimated it would take hi• 3 years to build a clientele similar 
to his Weston. olientele. Grain farMrS estimated that lt would take them 2 to 
3 years to adjust to a new rarm and reach their maxi1DW1 efficiency. 

The state hired rarmland appraisers rro11 downstate Illinois who. knew little or 
land values in rapidly urbanizing DuPage County. Despite the promise that each 
faraer would be able to show his land to the state. appraiser and discuss it 
with hi•, over 'o percent of the farmers had never seen or spoken to their 
appraiser. 

The land was -appraised as farmland.despite the fact that the land was taxed as 
residential or industrial land, · 

The appraisers chose land in rural southern and western Illinois as compara
bles, although they were not highly similar locations, 

Offers macte were often less than the appraised value. The old, sick. and 
poorly educated were approached first, Negotiators misrepresented to some 
tanners the nl.9ber and identity of others who had :1ignedj accepted prlce:1 _were 
either kept sec~et or misrepresented, Hany farmers Were threatened with lower 
offers if they resisted and went to court. 

Those who Jc:ilned the farmers resistance movement were severely punt.shed. Any 
history of resistance pushed final offers downward, in direct correlation with 
the degree of resi~tance. 

llA.1- _!_?_13_? __ -
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Spinott "rcchnoJ.ou 

731 

The Draft Eovirenmental Impact Statement ls tilled. with- nwmtl'OWI 

oaitssions. ract_ual errors, anisrepresentationa, and- ract.s det:rirmental t.o the 

siting of the Super Colllder ln North Carolina. i wlsh to address the topic of 

splnorr t:echoolOgy to be gained- from the SSC~ 

On page 1-1 of the Draft EIS, lt states tquot~J "Widlift· th.e pa.st ten 

y_ears, the tectanolop: developed for hi&ll enet'gy physics ha# made new products 

poes1ble., locludlng equ.tpment made for medi.cal diagnast.lics and therapJ", 

improved computer components, and new superconductinc magnet technology," 

However, none of these advances has come tron research •·'- Feraflab. 

In the llrpllnser Vashingtoa Letter dated- Sept.ember 9, 1988. they state 

(and quote): 

Big science projects are in trouble becau~e or budiet 
deficits. Supt-r Colllder atom smasher will be a likely 
v:ieti• of cutback# •••• Other pro-jeeta competing tor· t'Und-1n&: 
are a 11111nned space stat!on, gene re.search· and a aupersonto 
plane. Colllder isn't at the top ot list., 

l would agree with their prtoritles. When compa.eed to, the manned space stat.ion 

and other NASA proJects, this SSC project pales in importance and· I.ts potential 

ror spinorr. teOhnology:. A3· proof, here i:t a catalo1 that l.t.sta many ot the 

splnorr benefits we have already achieved from our NASA space program [HOLD UP 

CATALDC).. These 11pinorra have occure4 Jin hcsall;h and. 1M11dic"ine,. public safety, 

consumer applications., hollft and. recreational bene-fits, enV'iron.ent and-

re=sources manage111ent, food and agriculture, ~nufacturing technology and 

industrial productivity, energy technolo&Y~ c~natruction techniques·L tran~por~ 

tat.I.on iaiprovement.s, structural analysis·,. and ool'lputer programa. 

Our space program is rich in applied spinorr technology, ~bile :pen~ing 

llA.1-
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thi.s lm6Ch additonal llDMJ on the Super Co-llid1r, to ~ote our Uorth Carol~ 

Attorney General Lacy Thornbur1, "is like pourin1 money down a rat hole." 

It 1• clear tbat tbe Supt1Tconduatin1 Super Collider hu not been demon· 

strated to be a worthwhile expend1tw-.: or w.cb a large a.)Uft.t or our f'edenl. 

tu dollar9. 

Ke.Jin 1 Jll"' Co.+es 
7)€ ~a.lf>l-.1-.. l<oo.d 

']a. ha. l"'\C.. I /VG d-7 so 3 

q1ci- 477-91.f>;C:, 

llA.1- l2.~'5 
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..:: :c S"' 
The Drart/Envlronaental Impact Statementlis tilled wlth~ou.s 

omlsslons, tactual errors, •Lsrepresentations, and tacts detrimental to t~ - . -
alting or the Super Collider in North Carolina. I wish to address the topic of 

•lsintormatton, wltheld lnformation, and inaccuracies within the Draf't EIS. • 

This task ls quite problemnatlc, given as I only have five •inutes to 

speak. You see this Draft EIS ls ~ poorly wr_!,tten, using so Bll.lCh unverifled 

an~_'!i::~rate in~~~~'!• and omit~i~l!_-~~y ~ired d.ts~~ that 1 

can but hlghlt1bt • few of the ~re obvl~llllllS. €'J 
First, there Ls the o~erall Jl09r quallt!_~~ docume~~self. Had any 

reputable fiMD conducted this study for anyone other than the Federal gover-n

lltnt, they either WQUld not have been paid for the work or they_M!!ver would be 

contracted to conduat another piece or work in the f'uture. It is supposed ta 

ac.nunicate to the public, but constantly uses term1 that are only later ot" 
(UJl<O .. /ll(M 

never "explained. ··For ell8111)le, on page Forward-1 the aorony• ROD is used. This 

1 Aeft.0.-.y(~J is ~~--~-;.ntil Chapter 3. The ~~nd Future £xpans1on 

areas are •istakenly located partially 1n Person County on several of the RTK 

maps. There are n~~~ua.!!!!_takes. t~~ut, such as the dis~ssi~n -~~-~rgan 

Township in Durham County~-which does not exist. Other examples are differing 
=-:;- - --==-- --- -----

2 

3 

sources or water and sewage trea~nt depe~g upon the -~olume you're r~ing, 

claiming expansions are underway that have not been approved (and probably 

won't be approved), and a ratlure to address legitilllate questions and to 

utilize pertinent (and actually more accurate} intol"ll&tlon supplied by other 

than Stat~ ;SOUrces. 

~ples of unverified information ~-~ude the rollowl11.s. (The nwnbe~ 
arfeoted pa.reels ls off by more than fifteen percent, the number of relocations ----------- - ·- -
L.i oft by 110re than 70 percer!J and §a number of wells Ls off by at leas~ 6000 
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LETTER 7 .32.. (CONTINUED) 

_Percent!lffi.e llol"follt-~nern ~1~ ~ Cl'OQU the ring •net i.11 

abandonad south or TLmberl.alte, not northwest or the ring aa lndioated. U.S. ----
50t la a tout'-lane, divldad hipay and runa· directly on top ot the proposed 
·- -:;::::--=:~ . - .- -
tunnel' tor 11e>re than a mile between P2 and £3..~t a two-lane hishWay to the ----· --- = . --
loHISt or the rl:ng •a •hown on the •pa. This is ~un the old U.S. 501, now 

~----

called Roby Barton Road, .,..,,- replaoed by • new, rour-lane high~! __ located a -r-·----. 
halt 1111• to the ea.st about ten years ago. The town ol ltougemont, ttie moat - --· - . -·- ------
-populOU9 &l"U of the proposed 111-te, does not appear on 110at • .,. or the name 111 

~1• b' the J\ ~;1-~!t~e Eno-~ .. ;.~- "~;;n~ ~1ant ~c1 
repeat is not) currently under90inr expaM!on .i.• ind1o8t9dHM1 tf.98:1 in the 

Draft !'IS. !natead, it la rtOW operatin1 at aapao1ty wl·th no aaauranoea that 

any expana-i~_is. poaaibla either now or in the near f\tture. 
·---~- - ·----

Some ot the oalitted ln-torwatlon le •ch mre lnterestin1 than thlt inform.-- --·- -- -· - -·-~ 
tlon that la tnclu~. (wti:y 1.s ~no ~~~-d~~-~!_dt"augbts_ a.a -

~lled tor by the ISP (Invitation ~~t• P~lsi,B[;tay 1.s there no 

d1~se1on or the electrical power shortages this ~r by both Duke Power anj 

~r;11~ ~ .. and Light capan1e~1E1 t• the;.-~-~.ston or boW DOE 

pl~-;-;.:late -;~·Dla~~ty sonlns and .. ~;.rahed. ~~gulatlanil'.l(i,y are 

ll)cal residents not oonaldered as a concern when lt come• to. envtron.ental 

...;,.ota, but the SSC scientists ~:[ihy la there no dlsauesl-:,;;-;;:-;he 

e~&rea growtb-:;1~ tM SSC ln Mo1"th C&roli~['.;y l• there no 

d11;;s:~r th;;;;~l tmpaetmfit1 is there no dtscuaeton or the 
. - :- --- --- -··-- --

publto opinion polls, petition siper1 1 aiMI o.tber organlced oppultlon to the 

SSC !!!J!orth. taro~!~ Why? ~ all ~r theff thlna:1, and a lot llONt, 
-- ·- -= would make llol"th Carollna appear to be the· unattractive site• it really ls. --- ---~-

ft ls cl .. r that the· lorotb CUollna slt« bu 92! bftn. ~t.r'ated to be 

an envlror-.ntally adequate host alt• tor the SuperooondUOtlng· Super- COlllder 

llA.1· IZ.'ai_ 
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~risc.1 I IP. 
'°Bo'f. 'CO I 
7'JlJfO'l.N\O»T > llJ, c_, 1. I ~I?. 

RESPONSE TO THE DRAFT ENYIRONNENTl\I. IMPACT STATEMENT: HEl\l.TH HAZARDS OF HIGH 
VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION LINES. 

The Draft E~1l"OnM!ia1 l11p1ct Statement 1s f111ed with .. .-rous ~1sstons, 

f1ctual errors, 1nd a1s.UPU!!!'tat1ons. [ wfsh to address the topic of th• 

Malth hazards of high voltage transa1ss1on lines. The Super COnchtc:.ttng Super 

Colltder 1f constructed fn North Carolina would bl the single largest user of 

tlectrtctty tn this state. To provide 1ts de8'1nds for electrtcf ty constrvctton 

of 1111lttple htgh voltage power lines would be required to serve the SSC c&llpUS 

and various surface 1"81 St!!_1ct areas. Although the Draft Envtron11ental lapact 

Statement notes that sOlll pawer lines on stte would be run underground, there 

ts no tndfcatfon where out51de hftft voltage transarf1sfon lines atght be located. 

This ts a concern since recent 11111d1ca1 reports suggest that high voltage trans

•f sston 11nes •1 provide 1 health hazard to ~he general publf~ [ revfew 

1rt1cle, which 1s attlched to th1s co1111ent, h19hlt9hts '°"'of tht health 

hazards potent11ll1 caused by such e1ectr1c tran5111ssfon lines. Gfven the 

pro.x1•tj:y of th• JIMber of Slllli cOMUn1t1es such as Rougemnt and St• to 

the SSC 1t ts a concel'ft that these power ltnes not be located adJ~sent to such 

coaauntttes. Although this concern has been raised previously at local county 

co..isstoner .. et1ngs, there ts no fndtcatfon· tn the Draft Envtron11ental l•pact 

Stateaient that the place111ent of such power ltnes near population conc~ntr:!tfons 

can be avoided. Further, local power companies hive 11t to fndfcate potential 

1ocat1ons for such sttes. &fven the location of SOM of the surf.let .area 

secrtce areas, tt w111 5MJ"~f~.!'''!'Y be.dffffcult to locate these power ltnes 

away fro11 c_,nttfes near the rtn~ ~ause of the ~tenttal health hazard 

of these ltftes to the general publfc, the SSC perhaps would be 110re safely 

located fn another sU·te that ts 110re sparsely populated. Indeed, unless the 

~ h19h •oltage po\IM~ lines serving the SSC can be placed at a safe distance 

frot1 cur~nt residents near th• SSC stte, DOE should seriously constder not 

bu11dtng th• project tn North Ciroltn1. It ts clear that the North Clro11n1 

stte his not been del!nstr..ctff to be an en.!!~ftll!.Rl!.11J 1ffqute ltost 1tte 

for the Super'Col11der. 

llA.1- It..~ 
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· LETTER 731-

CAMP BUT.NER ISSWES 

THE DEIS IS FILLED WITH" Ntlt'fEROUS.· tl1lSS·IOHS,. FAC!:UAL 

ERRORS AND r~qSREFP.ESENTATlet>IS.. I WISH TO ADDRESS THE TOPIC 

OF C.QMP· BUTNER-~ 

ON JULY 30 .. 1'ilS7,. 13Ql.:AENNOR JAPfES.• S~. MARTJ.N 91G~EO A 

·MEMORANDUM OF IJNDERSl"ANOING· TO' JOSEPH: DEAN·, sec. OF CRl.ME 

CONTROL AND MA:JOR GENERAL. Cf~RLES E .. S,llOTT ,.. ~lil.JUTiANT GENERAL 

OF NORTR: c:J:iROLl'~ PRt:MtSlNG •rF· 'ti-IC FEZ1E~C. ~/1'1ENT OF . . 
ENERGY LOCATES THE SUPERCCNDUCTlNG SUPER- COtlf.:DE" IN THE

AREA cut1PRt-SlNG A PA~ WF THE. FO~-EIGHT> H~OREO <4-1 800) 

ACRE .TMCT .... WHlti:H HAS' BEEN' USED •• -..AS- A TRAINING', PACTLITY' 

FOR 'tHE NOP.TH CAROL..lNA ~Tta-.IAL GUARD', • • • I' WTLI:. - !!E.CURE 

WI.THIM THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA A- 9-JNGLE' AREA· CONSlSTiNG 

OF AT LEAST 1 r ,ocro ACRES- OF ~o- CCNOUCJ.UE TD. THE' TRA[NlNC3 

Mrssror.r OF Tfl£ NORTH' CAROLINA. NA+r.~. G~ao·. •. HC: FURTHER 

AGREES "J!'O RE9U.1•tG- ALL- F.ACI-1..t.TfES,_ INCLt:JDTNG' BUI'LDI'NGS, 

Fl·R·lNG· RANGES·, ROADS.,, ANO HEt.rCOPTER' PA09· (!N.· THIS> NEl.J.-_'f,RAGT. 

IN .. THE DEIS,. THE ACRE""AGE REGU-I..fl!"EMENTS· FOR NDATff. 

CAROL..JNA TOTAL (JqL"(. 1·~-~sw. T.HE" jlljC'f.UAl.. El:GURE.' SHOULD. TOTAL 

2·6'.,.89'7 SINCE· THE ADD"rl,TI·~ 11;.,.0.00. ACF!ES:.A"RI! RECJU'rREO- FOR' 

THlf S·l!"'f.1MG- OF THE. SSC. 

THE TOTAL FOR PRIVATE LAND SHOULD BE 25,4~7~RE9 

INSTEAD OF 14,437 BECAUSE THIS ADDITIONAL lt,000 ACRES WILL 

CQ-1£ FROH PRIVATE L~DS. 

llA.1- l~"JQ __ . 
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T+ns AOOlTIONAL 1_1,DOO ACRES TREMENOOUSLY AFFECTS THE 

NUMBER OF PARCELS OF LANO ~D NUMBER OF ot..NERSHIPS. THE 

DEJS FJGURES ARE FAR TOO La.J. 

THE ll•l RELOCATIONS FIGURE FRctl THE DEIS lS 

R J D·I CULOUSL Y LCLI FOR THE 15, 997 ACRES. Ha.J MANY OTHER 

PEOPLE AND BUSINESSES WOULD HAVE TO BE RELOCATED FROM THIS 

11,00Q ACRE TRACT SOMEWHERE ELSE IN THE STATE? 

THE DEIS STATES THAT ONLY 9 WATER WELLS JN THE NORTH 

CAROLINA SITE WILL BE AFFECTED. BESIDES BEING 

l.NREALISTICALLLY LOW TO BEGIN WITH, IHA.GlNE HOW MANY MORE 

WELLS WILL BE AFFECTED BY THE ADDIT1~L 11 1 000 ACRES. 

·ARE THERE ENVIRCl-ttENTAL STUDIES FOR THAT 11 1 000 ACRES? 

CONTRARY TO THE DEIS, THERE WOULD CERTAINLY BE MAJOR 

LOCAL LAND USE CHANGES FRC't'I THE EXISTING FOR THOSE l J , 000 

ACRES! 

SINCE OUR GOVERNO~ HAS NOT TOLD- THE PEOPLE OF NORTH 

CAROLlNA WHERE THE ADDITIONAi.. l l ,000 ACRES TRACT IS LOCATED, 

WE'. HAVE NO WAY OF KNWING IJHA'f AOOITICNAiL HABI'fAT LOSS FOR' 

THREATENED ANO ENDANGERED SPECIES THERE HIGHT BE. 

HCW t1ANY AOOITlct.IAL ACRES OF PRlHE FARf'1UltlHD wo~o BE 

LOST, Of' llleTBfllB JR ARClll6i!&L8Sl6;;~ Slltt5fil. 

AND WOULD THERE BE Joss cREATED FOR THose 11,000 ACRES 

LOST? WOULD -IT CREATE NEW INCOME FDR THE LOCAL EC~Ctff? 

DOES THE l'llATia-.qL GUARD PAY STATE AND LOCAL TAXES OR WOULD 

llA.1- 12-~L __ 



LETTER 73f (CONTINUED) 

THOSE 11 1 000 ACRES· JUST BE OFF THE LOCAL TAX ROLLS LIKE THE 

DRICINAL 15 1 897-ACRES? 

Ha.I ~ THIS STATE KEEP TO THE PROPOSED SCHEDULE WHEN 

THE NATl~L GUARD FACILITIES AND IMPROVEMENl*S HUST BE 

REPLACED BEFORE THE 921 ACRES OF Q:IHP BUTNER REQUIRED FciR 

THE SSC CAN BE RELEASED? 

WHAT HAPPENS TO THE REMAINING 3923 ACRES OF CAMP BUTNER 

NOT NEEDED FOR THE SSC? 

J,T is, CLEAR. l'HA:Y: THE N • .C:. Sll=E MAS· NO!f> BEEN 

OEHCNSTRAlTED·TO·Be AN ENUIR""'1ENTAk~Y ADEQUATE HOST SlTC 9F 

THE SSC. 

12.92.. llA.1- - -·-··---
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LETTER 73S° 

Allot.int o~ Private Land 

The Dr-aft EnviPonmental I111pact Statement is filled with numerous 

omissions, factual errors, --.......... - .. , and far.ts detrimental to the 

siting of the Super Collider ln North Carolina. wish to address the topic or 

the amount of private land to be taken. 

The S1Jper Collider as proposed in North Carolina llOUld take 14,437 acres 

of land from private citizens. This includes 6,817 acres· in fee simple and 

another 7,620 acres in stratified fee (p. 3-30). Yet, when this project vas 

first proposed to our leglslatlve leaders our governor told th.em it would be 

111ostly underground and take very little private 11nd, 

The Draft EIS indicates there would bf! 826 parc~ls of land nec<1ed (p. 3-

31), but ttlat the numbor or parcels and owner111bipa could vary by a.s a:icb as 10 

percent. Once again, our State hRs underestimated its flsures. Based on 

surface land as.ses:smenta (instead of the outdated taK ll&PS used by the State), 

it has been detet'lli.ned that at lea::it 9115 parcels of land would be involved--

second only to Illinois, another undesirable site ror the Collider. 

Not only would all of this private lane be given up by private citizens, 

it also wou.ld be removed from the tax rolls in the three counties. ThLs would 

result in higher taxes and limit future planned wise growth potential in the 

area. 

It ls clear that the North Carolina site ha.s ~ been d"90natrated to be 

an environmentally adequate ho!l1: site for the Superconductin1 Super Collid~r. 

llA.1- IZ.93 
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LETTER 73(:. 

HUGE SCIENCE EXPERIMENT 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is filled with numerous 
omissions, factual errors, misrepresentations. and facts detrimental to 
the siting of the Super Collider in North Carolina. I wish to address the 
topic of a"Hugh Science Experiment". 

If the work ac Fermil&b has been so vital; that such discoveries 
have been made to astound the wisdom level of humanity; and now the need 
co reach deeper into that research realm confronts the mind for an SSC, 
such as is proposed in N. C. ; I have one question c.o ask .. WHY HAS THERE 

NOT BEEN A NOBEL PRIZE AWARDED FOR TIIE'ACCOllPLISHMENTS" AT FERMILAB? 
I think the answer comes in the fact that the proposed SSC is no 

more than a huge govenllDent science experiment with the cost being paid 
by citizens not only in money, but in the loss of their desired lifestyles 
and investments in their future. 

In reality, no Nobel Prize has been awarded at Fermilab for the 
accomplishments or advances in knowledge supposedly gained. 

In the overview of the EIS; 1.1-1-1 the following can be read. 
"The proposed SSC would be the largest scientific instrument ever built"~ 
Being built and accomplishing the increase of knowledge are two entirely 
different balls of wax. 

The same page further states: "The basic purpose of the SSC is to 
gain a bietter understanding of the fundamental structure of matter". 
In a world of hungry bellies, cold bodies in the winter because housing 
is not affordable. and minds void of the basic edu~ation to read or 
write. much less find work, the DOE wants to build a structure to "Gain 
a better understanding of the fundamental structure of matter ... Why, 
tell me why, should we want to see the unseen, and avoid the fact of the 
matter of these hungry, homeless, Wleducated masses which can be clearly 
seen with just the naked eye? We understand these needs, but we want to 
build an underground scientific play toy instead; what a sad commentary 
on the work of our country. 

Again, on the same page one reads: "This machine would be capable 
of accelerating two beams of subatomic particles(protons) to an energy 
of 20 TEV(trillion electron volts). The two beams would then be made to 
collide. and the results of these collisions(at 40 TeV) would be studied 
by the scientist". Every day collisions occur on the highways of this 
country; resulting in injuries, some life long and others that take the 
lives of citizens. Why do many of these collisions take place1 

llA.1- _ 12.9_4-_ 



LETIER 73b (CONTINUED) 

Minda aad bodie• under the influence of drug •ubatancea travel our 
highways. Many of those drivers . have maimed or even caused death at 
least once; 1ome more than once. Yet, a way to keep these drivers off 
the roads to protect the innoc.nt cannot be thougllt _ of in tb.a great 
minds of this cotm.try. So, instead build an underground tunnel to watch 
collisions of protons just to see if anything will happen; might/might not, 
but let' a spend aome billions to find out. Think about this when you get 
in your automobile next thae; the next collision you see could be yours. 

Here we go again; on the same page "The SSC would provide the United 

Scates with the capability of m8.intaining its world leadership in the 
field of high energy physics". Instead of being number one in a huge 
science experiment, let the U. s. be number one in feeding it's population. 
If much more farm land is taken away. the majority of this country could. 
not grow a tomatoe plant; because they don't know how. Let the U. S. 
be number one in teaching the basic educational skills to it's citizenship; 
number one in making sure shelter is available to everyone; number one 
in industry so quality.is here and not always coming from over there 
causing people to look for work ·somewhere else when their plants close 
down; number one in leadership in keeping the streets safe to walk and 
drive on; not 1n what happens when a proton collides. 

It is clear that the North Carolina site has not been demonstrated 
co be an environmentally adequate host site for the Superconducting 
Super Collider. 

llA.1- J~2_ __ 
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LETTER 737 

Rt- . .2 1 ~( ;t1:i_ 

C.tc.eJl'l"'C>oY
1 

r-.} C.. 0\"'7 ~d? 

r.IY tw£ JS l.A'IONNE ~ 11ND ! AM A RESIDENT OF Giw<vILI..E Couflv. ! AM 

SPEAKING TCfUGHT OUT CF CXH:ERN FOR TI-IE ~E OF r1V Wff..NITY,. MY NEIGl-BORS, 

AND rnE STATE OF 'bmi CARol.JNA, THE flwT ENvlRtff'EllTllL llf'ACT STATEMENT JS 

Fill.ED WITil NllEROUS tfllSSJONS, FACTl.l'\L ERRORS, AND MISREPRESENTATIONS, 

l\J..TI003H rnERE ARE 1W1Y ISSUES AND CONCERNS; l WILL ATIE/fT TO AOORESS ONLY • 
rnE Sl.l!JECT OF TOPOGRAPffY FOR TI£ tbrrH CAAol.INA SITE·, 

.THE lJlAFr EIS. STATES rnAT rnE TOPOGRAPHY OF TI£ PROPOSED SITE FOR lliE SlPeR 

Col.LIDER IN tlJRrn CARoLINA IS •,,, LD<I (9]-1(]) FOOT HJGi) ROLLIOO HILLS' 

(p, q-2,) fbwEvER, TI£ f'RoPOSAL CLEARLY SIOiS rnAT TI£ TllffL AND BLl<JED 

BEAM .ZONE AREAS IWIGE JN ELEVATION FRCM A LD<I OF 375 FEET IN rnE STEM QUAJJ

RANr>LY TO A HIGi OF 725 FEET JN TI£ iloXBORO 11JAQRA1G..E OJ.~. SSC f'ROFoslll., 
pp, 3-ll TO 3-V,) THIS IS A RAOOE OF 39J FEET, IN FN::f; ON EVERY wiio
RANrU Miii' lliERE IS A VARIATION OF AT LEAST 120 FEET FRtf1 ll-E L.D<IEST TO rnE 

HIGHEST POINT IHlER l'filCll Tl£ TUINEL TRAVERSES IN THllT WAJlRNG..E, 

/UC, AT A POINT ON RED f'bMTAIN JN ~ Col.MY, LESS TilAN 5)J FEET 1«Jl{TH 

OF TI£ fiEAA CulsTER TCMARDS ITS WESTERN 00~ 1ttERE JS A GEOUXHCAL SllMY 

l'l\RKER INDICATING rn1s POINT JS TI£ HIGHEST POINT BETWEEN rnE tlJRrn CARoLJNA 

COAST AN> ITS APPllLAClllAN l{)(JNTAJNS
0

,' 

SI.CH INACCLRATE STATEMENTS AOOUT 91-100 FOOT HILLS ARE TYPICAL OF rnE POOR 

QLlllLJTY OF nlE imK OONE BY RIK ON rn1s ENVIRaffNTAL Iff'ACT STATEMENT. IN 

FACT, rn1s JS TYPICAL OF rnE EFFORTS IHlERTAl<EN AT ALL LEVELS OF oo.aff'ENT 

2.. Jlllllt«; TI£ ENTIRE SITIOO PROCESS, THE (IJS ~S REFEREl«:ES TO 'PIJILJC 

PARTICJPATl<Joi,• OlllLINJt«; nE STEPS REQUIRED BY LAW AND FULflll.fD BY TI£ 

llEPARlJ'IM OF ENERGY TlflOIXlHlVT rn1s PROCESS, I SL&UT TO YOO THllT TI£ 

PROCESS l'AY HAVE Flt.Fill.ED TI£ LETTER OF rnE ._.w; BUT CERTAINLY NOT TI£ INTENT( 

llA.1- IZ.~IP 
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2 

. !tJR1H CAAa..INA'S l'Rol'o!w.·IWI llE'IBBPEl 'ltt STA'IE OFl'ICIALS IN se:M.T, WITH 111 

INYOC.'IMNT 'ltt ElllER LDCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS OR LDCAL CITIZENS, Tiee !BE 

111 l'\l!LIC IEETINGS tElJ) PRIOR 'IQ m: Slll11SSIQI aF A Plllll'OSllL THAT IOI.I) &!'IE 

/l/tlAY CUI PRfCICMI NATLRAL RESOUICES, TIE PEOPLE l'llST DIRB:Tl.Y AFFB:TED· !BE 

'IQTALLY IGIQlED; Jlffe::m> lANXllffRS !BE lllT ADIVSED PlllPEll.Y Nil 1ERE lllT 

!lU'PLIED WITH ADelllo\'IE l~Tlal IN A TIJIELY FASHIQI, IJJC1L aFFICIALS !BE 

ASKED ro EllXJISE A PROJECT llllKlUT "'" DETAILS, AVAILABLE ro 11£11, l!EcAusE 
STATE OFFICIALS FAILED 'IQ OlNSlllER LDCAL VIEWS~ IWl'I Sll!STAHFIAL ISSUES 19£ 

lllT AIJlRESSED Nil ERRCJIS IGE lllT CCJIRECTED, TIE PlloPosAL CLAllE> THAT •111 

ORGAHIZED LOCAL OPl'OSITIQI,, ,EXISTS OR IS AHFICIPATED, • Yoo SlllUJI ICIOC, 

IOIEVER, THAT AS SOON AS PBlPLE l!ECAI£ AWARE, OPl'OSITll»I IE'IEUlPED IN l1!IRNEST, 

To FUm£R 1Hl61111£ PllLIC lRUST, TI£ LEGISlATIQI AllllDUZING TI£ llCllUISITll»I 

aF LN1> FCJI 11£ SSC INCUDED A PROVISIC»l THAT TI£ ti:JmH CAAa..INA EiNIROtffHTAL 

POI.ICY Per aF 1971 l«lll.D lllT APPLY 'IQ ICTll»I TAJ<EN IN ctKll.NCTIQI WITH TI£ 

SSC. Bv DELETING TI£ ff;C, l'RoPosAL FRIJI Sfl'A.' TI£ B.IMINATll»I aF ll'l'OllTN« 

Pll!l.IC PARTICIPATIQI WAS ENSlRED, t'ilNv ENVIRCNENTAL ISSUES !BE lllT EXPUlRED 

OR AlmfSSED BEFORE Slll11SSIC»I, nEREBY CREATING TI£ APPEAAAHCE aF A STATE 

Ltlta«:ERNED ABOUT ENVIRCNENTAL Cl»ISEQIEICES, CoNS£00em.v, IE HA'IE IN llilS 

!EIS A oocuerr illiii2 lllnl ERRORS - Willi lt'POGRAPHY AS IH.Y !»IE OF foWIY. 

IT IS Cf.£AR lliAT TI£ tbmi CAAa..INA SITE HAS lllT BEEN ooumRATED TO BE AN 

ENVIROtffNTALLY ADEQUATE HlST SITE FCJI TI£ ~ING SlFeft WIDER, 

IZ.91 llA.1- ~----
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LETTER 738 

The Drart ~nv1ronmental Impact Stat~nt is t111ed with nUlll9rous 

Ollissions, tactual errors, misrepresentati'ons, and facts detrimental to the 

siting or the Super Collider in North tarolina. I wish to address the topic or 

seismic risk in the area or North Carolina proposed for the SSC. 

Accurding to the Draft EIS, North Carolina, along with Arizona, has the 

highest earthquake risk among the seven "best qualified" states (p. 4-4). 

However, even thia risk has been severely underestima·ted. There was an article 

in the Science and Medicine section or the Durham Morning Herald on Tue:Jday, 

March 8, 1988, entitled "Next Major Earthquake Could COl'le in Unprepared East." 

Written by James Gleick of the N.Y. Tiae Service, this article states (quote): 

.The next catastrophic American earthquake could well strike 
not in california .but in the densely popula·ted, highly 
industrialized and ooorly prepared eastern United States,, 
•ny geolog.ists now believe. 

1'1e::i:e geo.Logl.3ts base ·this prediction not on ·pre.3ent .3eisnic activity, but on a 

r:e-exaalnat-ion .of prev ioua Ea:itern ear.thquali:es, An earthquake of magnitude 6. 5 

.to 74:0 ·on bhe Ricnter scale struck Charleston, .South Carol!na in 1886, rattling 

!bu.ildinas u far away &s St. Louis, Chicago., and New ~ark. The area ror the 

:proposed al·tiLng •of ·the SSC in North .carolJ.na is withLn the high int.enalty area 

r.or that ear.bhquake. ll'he ar.tbcle f.urtber ;states (.quote).: 

••. .i1eo•liogi.cal and ,h:l.sliarioal .evU!enoe ahowa that Eaatern 
earthquakes can be as severe as California~s and can d&11Bge 
a much wider area. An earthquake of a given size typic'ally 
devastates an area 100 ti111ts greater in the East than it 
does in the West .•.. 'The potential for damage is much 
higher than ln california.• 

It is olear that the ilorth carolina .3ite has !!21 been demonstrated to be 

an environmentally adequate host site r~r the Superconducting super Collider. 
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LETTER 739 

'!(ldk:,, I). /Jiu 177-(p7t/tJ 
·'f?.f .2- 'E;t .;~1 (f 
f<o "'- «ft'.()71.--f IV~ .) 1 s-7.). 

<=woaTH CAROLINA PUBLIC HEAAINO 
DEPARTMENT OP ENERGY SSC DRAFT BNVIRONHENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
OCTOBER 3, 1988 

SIWAGft TREATMINT 

THB DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATMENT CONTAINS 

MISREPRESENTATIONS, OMISSIONS, FACTUAL ERRORS, AND FACTS 

DETRIMENTAL TO THB SITING OF THE SUPER COLLIDER IN NORTH 

CAROLINA. I WISH TO ADDRESS THE TOPIC OF SEWAGE TREATMENT, 

THB NORTH CAROLINA SSC PROPQSAL HAS OFFERED THE USE OF TWO 

EXISTING WASTS WATER TR!ATHBNT PLANTS, THE STATB-OWNBD BUTNER 

WASTE WATER TRIATHBNT PLANT, AND THE ENO WASTE ~ATBR TREATMENT 

PLANT, OWNED BY THE CITY OF DURHAM. MAJOR QUESTIONS REMA.IN 

UNANSWERED ABOUT THB ABILITY OF BOTH THESE PLANTS TO 

SATISFACTORILY MEET THE. NEEDS OP THE PROPOSED SSC WITHOUT 

VIOLATING EXISTINO ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION t.Aws. 

THE N.C. SSC PROPOSAL (PAGE B-1) STATES THAT RENOVATIONS ARE 

BEING KADE AT THE BUTNER WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANT. THESB 

RENOVATIONS ARE CERTAINLY NECESSARY, BECAUSE THIS STATE OWNED 

FACILI~ HAS REPEATEDLY FAILED TO MEET STATB AND FEDERAL 

STANDARDS FOR SEVERAL YEARS AND HAS EVEN BEEN PINED BY THE 

GOVERNMENT. 

IN FACT THB PLANT IS CURRENTLY UNDER A GRANVILLE COUNTY 

SUPERIOR COURT ORDER TO MEET POLLUTANT STANDARDS INCLUDINO THE 

CLOSING OF A "BYPASS'' LINE THAT ALLOWS EXCESS WASTI WATER TO BE 

DISCHARGED INTO THE KNAP OP THE REEDS CREBK WITHOUT TREATMENT. 

FOR YEARS, INFLOW OP STORM WATER HAS CONSTANTLY OVBRLOADED THE 

SYSTEM CAUSING RELEASE OF RAW SEWAGE INTO THB CREEK FLOWING INTO 

llA.1- I Z. ~---
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LETTER 7.39 (CONTINUED) 

FALLS LAKB RESERVOIR WHICH PROVIDES DRINKING WATER FOR RALEIGR, 

YET THE STAT! HAS F.AILE·D ·!l'O TAKE ANY ACTlruf 'UNTIL NOW. IV»N NO» 

THAT THB STATB IS INCREASING THE CAPAClrY OF TllE Pit.AMT, rHB 

SOURCE OF THE PROBLEM HAS NOT BEEN OORRECTED AND MONEY FOR THE 

SAME HA~ NOT EVEN BEEN APPROPRl·ATE!I TO .OUR SNGW..BDQE., 

IN THE N.C. SSC PROPOSAL (PAGE 8-39) THI ;StiATK SAYS THAT 

WASTE WATER CAN BE PIPED TO THE DURHAM ENO WASTE WATER TREATMENT 

PLANT WITH A 10 MEGA GALLON PER DAY CAPACITY. WE DISAGREE. THE 

ENO PLA'NT''S CYRRBNT FL"TU'lrE CA-?A.CITT IS M.ltBA!DY ~P·Wi.LY .COH!'!lTTED TO 

THE 'NEEDS 10F T.HE 'LARGE TRBYBUBN .DEVELOPMENT, ·-O'NIBB WOtmBBRN 

DURH:A:H ·OOeNTY •HVE-LOPMENT 1 AIND T.HE ·HEEDS OJ' .EX'tSTt·NQ DEVELOPED 

A"REA:S WITH FA'lLING S'EPTIC SYSTEMS. A •RECEN!l' ·STUDY ESTIMATES ONLY 

A ·5~ PGS'SIB·I·LITY TR-AT THE '&NO PLANT 'CAN BR <FURTHER EXPANDED 

BECA'USE OF THE ENO RIVlfR'S LIMITED CAPACITY 70 MISORB 'TREATED 

EFFLtrENT, ESPECIALLY DURING THE DRY SUMMBR .HQNTHS WHEN 1TS FLOW 

APPROACHES ZERO. THE ·FACILITIES THAT THE STAT£ PROMISES MAY NOT 

BE FEAS lBLE. 

REGA:RD'ING THE ENO WASTB WATER TREATMENT PLANT 1 THE CITY OF 

'DURHAZ"l HAS, ALSO, ONLY RECENTLY BECOMB AWARE THAT THE STATE'S SSC 

TASK FORCE ACT.ED UNILATERA·LLY 1 Wl'tHOUT CONSULTING CITY 

GOVERNMENT, IN MAKING THE PLANT'S FACILITIES AVJ\ILABLB IN ITS SSC 

PROPOSAL. 

SINCE THE STATE DID .NOT CONSULT WITH DURHAM CITY GOVERNMENT 

PRIOR TO OF·FERING THE E·NO PLANT'S TREATMENT FACILITIES, WHAT 

BINDING CLAiMS COULD THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY HAV.B ON THE USE OF 

THOSE FACILITIES, SHOULD NORTH CAROLINA'S PROPOSED SSC SITE BE 

CHOSEN? ALSO, IS TH·E STATE'S OFFERlNG OF THE ENO WASTE WATER 

TREATMENT PLANT NOT A. CONFLICT OF INTEREST, SI·NCE THAT PLANT lS 
IS /-/-

cuaa·BNTLY N2'AllllNG CAPACITY., AND' ~ THI STATI WHO WOULD 

'DETERMINE WHXTHEJI. FURTHER 'EXPANSION IS J'.EASIBL!? 

IT 13 CLEAR THAT NORTH CAROLINA HAS ttQl. BBEN DEMONSTRATE!> TO 

BE AN ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND HOST SITI FOR THE SUPERCONDUCTING 

SUPER COLLIDER. 

llA.1- J.~ --
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LETTER 740 

TRAFFIC 

The Draft 'Environmental Impact Sta~ement 

omissions. factual errors, udsrepteseutatiQna, and facts detrimental 

to the sitting of the Super Collider in North Carolina. I wish to 

address the topic of traffic. 

The N. C. pr~posed SSC is approx.imately 15 miles North of L1t1rham. in 

Person, Granville, and Durhaoi Counties. The 111.&in road of travel between 

the Research Triangle Park, Durham, Roxboro and into che areas of Virginia 

is Highway 501-57. It is heavily traveled by worker• every day and much 

of the tractor-trailer traffic becween these areaa use the same highway. 

The traffic is very heavy already. Also, two new rock quaries and a 

concrete plant are being built in the same area as the proposed SSC. The 

construction traffic from theae new facilities will greatly increase 

with large truck traffic. If the SSC comes to the «area, more traffic 

will result. Not only on this main road, but the aide roada off this 

highway are highly traveled routes. 

According to table 3-7 of the EIS, 25 miles of 4 land highway and 

12 miles of 2 lane highway would have to be built to accommodate the SSC. 

This will only cause more traffic conges~ion; which will •lso result in 

more accidents along these highways. Ten miles of road would be 

updated in N.C. as well; again more traffic congestion during construction. 

P~ge 3-64 of the EIS claims that in the N. c. proposal traffic will 

be rouced away from areas of highest risk accident; but study will show 

that construction vehicles use the quickest routes of travel to make the 

best use of travel time between haulings. Suggesting one route, and 

taking that route are two different things. 

The same page refers to traffic disruption during ~oad conat-ruetion 

could be reduced or avoided by construction scheduling. detours, flagOlen 

and construction of bypass ro~ds. When ta the last time anyone can 

llA.1- \201 
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LETTER 74-0 (CONTINUED) 

recall traveling in road construction and not being delayed; even on 

a major interstate. If bypass roads are built, more funds will be 

needed and delays would still occur. 

The EIS speaks of the use of _public transporuacion to ease the 

craffic congestion of workers, yet in table 4-29 of the EIS it clearly 

states that there is no public transportation system for the N. C. site. 

Also, on page 4-90 under Section E; the program!I for ride-sharing, 

carpool/vanpool and park and ride systems do not extend out to the 

~reposed site ar~as. 

According to table S.1.8-9 of the EIS, disruption of the existing 

traffic patterns would occur in the proposed N.C. site. Such disruption 

can only result in the accident rate to increase due to the sub-conscious 

driving patterns of the majority of motorists not prepared for changes 

in their r.onnal flow of tr~ffic motoring. Page 5.4-2 states that the 

increase of injury accidents per year in the proposed N. C. site would 

be 6; but this does not take into consideration accidents involving 

property dama.ge nor fatalities. 

It is clear that the North Carolina site has !!£! been demonstrated 

to be an environmentally adequate host site for the Superconducting 

Super Collider. 

1'?02 llA.1- ----
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Executive order 11990 requires all Federal agenciea to COQaider Netland 

protection io decision .. king. 

ICortb C.rolina has 2S8 acraa of wetlands ia fee simple area"f that vou.ld be affected 

by the SSC plac ... nt in Korth C.roliaa. The E.t.S. •itigetina .. aaurea to protecl 

these vetlanda ere stated oo p.111• S.l.S-36. "Sedi.Mtation and erosion control 

by the DOE can be protected by incorporating aanagement practices aod planning policies 

to afford .. xi11U11 protection !or aea.eitive habitat." Kar I remind JOU that the R.C. 

site ia tbe only site vftb wetlands in the cgapiq 0 injector, and axp~naion areas.~.3-6~ 
~~'""'«. .......,..~ .. 

So, ~ _.;.., ':!=C:t: ~ov these ~tlanda caa be protecteclj' 1 .. nageaent 

practicea~eaerTe cb .. ~planaiog policies ;;JI afford ..aim.Ila protection in 

,th••·~~ 
.r-4-

lt ia mch more litelJ 1 •lat ; ( ' · cc chat 

ch••• veclaada will be aone for.,,er if che SSC Com.ti co Borth C.rolin~ So it is 

clear that Che Horth Carolina aice ha• noc been deaonacrated co be an environ11encally 

adequate boat aite for the Supercoaductina Super Collider. 

llA.1 • J~Q~·-· 
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/)··,· . . 
Jl_ '' . ,,... t--~. ~..),·'.;-

,/.:·' ~ ! ·,: 1/'. . !./ 
Wells in· Person County 

The 2,raft !nviron11ental Impact !,_tatement Ls filled with n11111erous 
omls:iions, factual errors, mlsrepresentations, and facts detrimental to the 
siting of th~ Super CollLder in North carolina. 1 wish to address tho topic of 
the number or domestic wells in Person County. 

In Volume IV, Appendix 1 ot the Draft EIS~ it states on page 131 that in 

lorth Carolina " ••• review or state well records and visual' field surveys by 

state per'llOnnel indicates that there are approximately nine de11estlc wells 

wlthtri a 1 ,000-ft band along the tunnel alignment or wlthin the campus, buffer 

and burled beam 2one, and far cluster areas.• It further provides Figure 7-19 

to shoW the locattoli of these nine w8lls. 

This st~tement points out two very glaring inadequacies. First,· it 

delllOn.strates that state well records are totally useless; county well recorda 

would ha.,e been a better aource of· information, but even these recorda are very 

incomplete, Second, and perhaps 110re taportantly, the failure of the so-called 

•visual surveys by state per.sonneln ta detect 110re than nine wells indicates 

either an outright .lie by the State or total incompetence or state staff,' 
'' .. 

To prove this point, c.a.T.C.H. undertook·an on-site survey in Person 

County of all wells 1teeting the above criteria--within 1000 feet of the center 

of the proposed tunnel aligment or in the Person County portion of the tar 

cluster area. I will be pNl~enting the results of this survey. 

nae Person County portion or the Collider contains the western half" or the 

Far Cluster plus the we.stern arc of' the Collider ring, the latter area beins an 

area proposed to be purchased only iri stratified fee estate. Thwi 1 Parson 

County contains less than 19 percent or the total aorease proposed for the 

Colltder. Yet, .are than ZOO.. active wells have been located fn Pffaon County 

alone when our State is .-ying there are only 9 wells in all three counties. 

Attached to this report is a liatinl of these wells by tax llap and 

property Dlll:lber, with well depths where we could determine them. Let me 

illustrate how even inoo11p9tent starr should have b@en able to realize that 9 

llA.1- _!_°?Q4_ 
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wells wu 90·rldlouloua-a low tlgun. 'nlta· owet"tae&d' (O'IERHIAD n-1·] 9hows -• 
' 

Portion ot the tar oluater. It represents a·~tte ot pi1u A-SI &nd'A-51' 

out ot the Draft EIS. ·the rln1 is 1h0wn· ln- blaok, .1000 ·teet 1l"Oll the t&lnn91 1• 

9hown in 1r~, and wellll -are lncUoatild bJ red dota. There .... -a total ot 31' 

Welle ln thla Onfl area alone. Moat or tbue we_lia are ta the fltont JarU ot 

theM ho\ise• Ind are eully dlatlngui~ Q a mabl'OOltld-oapped tYJM 

•truoture. l 111-year old child oould oount ., .... than 20 well1 in thia 

neighborhood alone. 

U a second tQ.11Plt 1 here 11 a transparenor ot page A-SS [OVERHEAD PY..2). 

Thi• area, near Service Area F2 lies either alon1 or ln close proxilllty to U.S. 

501 1 a tour-lane, divided hlghwa.J' whlob la an area that la quite euilJ 

aoaeulble. There AH 33 well• lhown on this •P· 
la a third and final eumple, here U a tran~':ft.,,"'°Y Ot page 5-R [OVERHEAD 

<I! ... -;11..;......,.., ;J.I/ 
PW-31. Note that there are ,211 wella"in tbld' one area ·aione;-an area that 

@<.<tl&UMW l'uU~ 
appear• to have no developmen~ In aotualltJ, this l• a aubdlvlalon ot 11are 

than n lota whlCh has been here tor more than five year•. 

lt thla number or wells in Peraon County la projeoted to included the 

rearainin1 81 percent ot the proposed tunnel location, thia implies there are 

more than~ domestic wella in North caro11na to be atteated by the Colllder--

not counting those in the Campus and Butter and Beu Beam Zone areu. This i3 

~ times 110re wells than in the next Meat undesirable site. 

How could the Covernor's Ott1ce .. be so incompetent? l will leave that for 

you to deotde. Suttie• it to say that these data clearly illustrate the 

inadequacy ot the data provided to RTK by the State ot North carol~na 1 and thus 

the inadequacy or the entire Draft EIS to be useful u viable information in 

the site selection process. Thus, the oot ha3 not •et it• NEPA obligation or 
conducting a thorough and adequate environmental impact statement. 

It ia clear that the North Carolina eite has~ been demon2trated to be 

an environmentally adequate host ~ite tor the Superconducting SUper Collider. 

1~05 llA.1· --·-
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Llst of PotentLally Aftecteo Wells ln Person County 

(NOTE: A well la consldered to be potentially affected Lt lt ls located within 
11000· tHt ot the proposed· center.Line tar the: tunnel; in. the. CUlflU•, eJ111ctor, or 
ruture npanslon areas;: or in the butter and burled beam zone areu. This L• 
defined on page. 1·31· Ln Volume IV·, Appendla 1 ot the Dratt EIS.)· 

~ !!!2 Lot Owner Depth !!!:. !!!2 Lot Owner Depth 

1· A-10ll 3" Montague (.Harris J 49 •·'l'.O 116 Gentry,_ T. 
2 A-104 3A Grill 50 A-70 46 Gentry, T. {renter) 
3' A-1011 48 51 •-10. 52 Al·len [renter'] 
It A-1011 48 52 A-70 52 Allen 
5 A-10~ 5 Green, U. (Green·, A. I 53 A·70 55 Crumpton 
6 A-10'4 6 Utley, {Chandler) 54 A-70 59 McKinney, •• 
7 ··- tOlt 

6 Utley [Chandler] 55 A-70 64 
8 A-104 7 Hughes (Green, B.J 56 A-70 70 McCann 
9 A-104 11t Padilla 57 A-70 72- Culley 

10 A-104 16 Bullock 58 A-70 73 Gentry, F. Bo 
11 •-93 8A· Satert1eld 59 A-70 81 Gentr;, J 
12 A-93 88 Wilkerson, M. 60 A-70 Bil $olOIDOn 
13 A-93 SD Faullmer 61 A-70 87 Gentry, F. 
14 A-93 12 Walk•r 62 A-70 89 Long 
15 A·93 22 Allen, S. 63 A-70 96 Clayton. 
16 •-93 22 Allen, T. 60 A-70 98 White 
17 A·93 23 Brad.:sher 65 A-70 100 Gentry, H. 
18 •-93 211 Hughe.:s 66 77 78 
19 •·93 30Law ... 67 77 11 Sullivan [renter] 
20 A-93 111 Pal.Mr, Y. 68 87 2 Davill 
21 •-93 Jt6 Allen, R·. 69 87 2 Davia 
22 •·93 511 Palmer, D. 70 87 5 
23 , .. 93 56 Sava 71 87 5. Oakley, o. 
2• •·93 57 Ransom (Williama) 72 87 58 Parth 150 
25 •·93 60 Sllith n 87 6 Jones 40 
26 •-93 61 Corbett 74 87 7 
27 •·93 65 Day 75 BT 25, Bowen 
28 •·93 66 Wilkerson, L. 76 87 32 Oakley, M. 
29 •·93 67 Ragland 77 BB 18. Swanson 
30 •·93 68 Pipes 78 BB 18 Swanson 
31 •·93 69Raaoey 79 BB 18. Swanson, 
32 •·93 TO Johnson 80 88 21 Lowery 
33· •-93 7·1' Wom.olt 8·1 88.. 22 eaahul 
34 •-93 Tit Jetfers 82 93 6-1 Snipes, o. 
35 •-93 75 - ..... 83< 93, 6& LowerJ 
36 •-93 11 Lunsford 8'1 93 6A Lowery 
37 •·93 78- carrington. BS· 93 6C- Lanclia-
38 •-93 85 Mllea 86 93 10 Bradsher 
39· •-10· 19' BT 93, 16-• Snipe-. 
40 A·TO 32. Talley 88 93 1T 
0 1•70 3! McKinney 89 9.l 2S- Lower 
42 A-TO 33A Gentry, F. 90 93 26 Garrett 
43' A·T0'331 'l1· 93, 21 
44 A·TO lit McKinney, 8. 92 93 29 
45 1•70' 3'1' A'l'1'8Mvi1'ltt< Grana• 93. 92 1a· "°'>Cir. 90 
46 A·TO 38 Gentry, H. 94 92 t] Hartin 40 
47 A·TO• 39' Chand- !l!I• 92 16-1. Dunoan 
48 A-70 110 Gentry, C. 96 92 32Dancey 

llA.1· I~~-



LEITER 742 (CONTINUED) 

l!2. t!!e Lgt Q!a!er l!n!!l ~ !!!a Lot Q:m!r ~ 

91 92 33 Hutthalo 13q 152 •-6Q 216 Small 26-0 
98 92 34 Smith 115 153 •-64 222 
99 92 36 ttcKinney 154 •-65 ?1 Chambers 160 

100 92 "1 over-street 130 155 •-65 ?? Fornwalt 200 
101 92 Jl2 Overetreat qo 156 •-65 11 Garrett 82 
102 91 1 151 •-65 13 
103 •-62 31 Earl7. Child, Dav. 130 158 A-65 111A Stewart [renter] 
10'I •-62 32 Garrett, N. 30 159 A-65 15 
105 •-62 Jl2 cates 250 160 •-65 16 
106 •-62 44 Day 161 •-65 16• 
101 A-62 66 Davi• 162 •-65 17 Chambers [renter] 85 
1o8 •-51 2 Barton 85 163 •-65 18 Tilley 109 
Ul9 •-51 T Antioch Church Pars. 164 •-65 19 
110 •-51 8 Wilker.son 165 •-65 20 Black 
111 A-51 56 Far111r 166 •-65 21 
112 ,A-51 56 Farmer 161 •-65 22 119 
113 A-51 51A Davia 168 A-65 22 100 
11q •-63 37 Roger• 169 •-65 23 Parker [renter) 
115 •-63 "7 Whlttleld {Centry) 110 •-65 2" Hiller [renter) 72 
116 •-63 48 Whittleld [S..lthl 111 A-65 25 Hiller 110 
111 A-50 181 Taylor 125 172 A-65 28 Andrew1 
118 •-so 19 Rogers 65 173 A-65 -OA Blaylock 120 
119 •-so 20 Garrett, E. m A-65 50 Blackard 155 
120 A-6Q 1 Burton, 8, 175 A-65 5QA 
121 A-64 1A Burton 176 •-65 57 Gatea 57 
122 •-64 2 Burton 111 •-65 59 Stewart 
123 •-64 3 Brlus 6-0 118 •-65 72 Foster 26-0 
124 •-64 4Haney 179 •-65 T" Cramer 125 
125 •-6q 5 Mundy 180 A-65 87 Parker 
126 •-6Q 6 Meadows 1B1 •-76 12 Wethington, c. 280 
121 •-64 6 Meadows 182 A-76 41 
128 A-64 8 Webb 1B3 •-76 112 Johnston 2qo 
129 •-64 11 Dunn 90 1Bll A-76 1111 Drau1hon 
130 •-6Q 11 Dunn 75 1BS A-76 115 Jettery 155 
131 •-64 11 Dunn 90 166 •-76 46 
132 •-6Q 13 1B7 A-76 80 Porter 200 
133 A-611 15A Webb, T. 168 •-76 81 Ander:son 1BO 
13q A-64 BS. Humphries 127 189 •-76 85 Bowles 110 
135 A-64 858 Bradsher 100 190 •-76 B6 Hux 300 
136 •-6Q 87 Holden 191 A-76 87 Cash 125 
137 A-_64 89A Briggs {renter) 192 A-76 88 Rich 212 
138 A-6q B9B Oakley 150 193 •-76 88 Rich 232 
139 A-64 B9C 194 A-76 89 Moser 225 
1QO A-64 89£ Howerton Bl 195 •-76 91 Tolley 
m •-64 1qq 102 19a •-76 92 St. Antoine 220 
142 A-611 11:16 Pettigrew 197 .i.-16 96 Haines 1Q5 
143 A-64 144A Briggs [renter} 102 196 A-76 102 Dickerson 110 
1q• A-64 189 Reeve• 6-0 199 •-76 "' Ray 375 
m A-6.lf 191 Irby 200 •-76 118 
146 A-64 196 Truehart 201 A-76 122 Wheeler 120 
m •-64 19B 202 A-76 123 Wethington, w. 160 
148 A-64 211 Cash BS 203 A-76 12q Wall 120 
1q9 A-611 212 Lott 
150 •-64 213 125 
151 A-6ll 215 Broach 100 
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RESPONSE TO THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT: COST OF PROJECT ANO 
LACK OF INTERNATIONAL COST SHARING. 

The Department of Energy Super Conductfog Super Co111der as described 

fn the Draft Envfro111ental lmpact Statement and other published DOE documents 

fs a project that fs projected to cost $4.4 billion to construct. Thfs cost 

estf11ate has,been M1de fn ter111s of 1986 dollars. However consfderfng such 

factors such as constructfon tfme, fnflatfon, the stze of the project, and 

cost overruns, this p.-oject could concefvably cost $10 or SJZ bf111on to 

construct. Gfven the current Federal budget.deffcft whfch exceeds $140 billion. 

ft 1s dffffcult to see how the U.S. Govern111ent would be able to afford this 

project tf ft were to ftnance ft fn fts entirety. Although ~everal attempts 

have been 111de to solicit fnternat1ona1 colla~rat1on and ftnanctal support 

'of the project. no foreign country has 11 of yet c011111tted financial backing 

for the SSC. E~en tht Draft Env1romaenta1 l•ptct State111nt indicates that 

foreign nations thus far have been unwtlltng to CC>mllit financial resources 

to this project (p. 3-22}. However, the SSC IS proposed would allow for 

foreign scientists to particfpate tn acttwe research progr111s at the SSC. 

If this ts the case. ft see11s unreasonable to ask the Alllerfcan taxpayer to 

shou·lder the entirety of the financial burden since sctent1sts fro11 other 

countries would benefit by the project as well. Until and unless foreign 

countries are wtlltng to support this project, ft lllOuld· see11 that the most 

prudent and ffse-ally re1son1bl1 course of action wou·ld be- not to IKl11d the 

SSC tn thts or •n1 other state. Therefore, l cannot support constructing the 

Super Conducting Super Colltder here fn North tarolfna at this t1111. 

llA.1- ~1_1 __ 
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IHPkT OF ssc· FORCED RELOi::ATt (N' (N THE ELDERL y 

Th• Draft EnvlrOfNltn-ta•I l111p1ct s·tat111tl'lt la f·llltd with ftUlltrous 

011i11ions 1 f1ctu11 trrors, 111ltr1pr111nt1tlons, and facts ct.trll9fntal to tht 

siting of tht Super Collldtr in N.e •• I wish to 1ddr111 tht topic of th• 

Impact on tldtrl1 Individuals ti.Ing forctd to rtloc1t1. 

Jn tht DEIS, Vol.I, Chapttr 31 pg,62, undtr tht htadlng 'Posslblt 

Hltlgatlons to Furthtr Reduct Advtrlt J111p1ct1•, nolst Impact and health Df 

tht worktrs in Arizona art the only huctan factOf"• consldtrtd! In DEIS 

Vol.IV, Apptndtx 14 1 pg. 203 1 Qualit)' of Lift/ Social W.11 &ting art 

dl1cu111d brltfly ~t without 1u9911tlon1 for ch1n911 that addr111 th11e 

al"tll of canctrn. Tht tlderly art not tvtn 111tntlont.d 11 tMlng 1dver11lr 

afftcttd b)' tht pr09os•d r•lotatfons. In Gf"anv1·11• County alon•, th•Y 

Conipris• 14Y. of thos• curr•ntly on th• r•locatlon list <which is an 

und•rstat1111•nt of th• actual rtlocatlons>. What about th• psychological 

ift19act of th• SSC on th• 1ld1rl1? 

Forctd rtlocatlon -.ans ••p•ratlon frcn f.nll lar surroundings, 

th• young to cop• with th• str111 of this t1p• of forc•d •nvlronm•ntal 

change <Eisdorf•r & Wllkt 1 1977>, Th•Y are alrt1.d1 dealing with th• 

llA.1- .f~[Z. 
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It can r•sult In crisis, emotional upset, and confu.-lon. Jn the 1lderly 1 

forc'td relocation has been assoc I o1t1d ~th the gr I et fe 1 t with the 1 oss o-f 

• lou1d one or the loss of parts of your body <Parker, 1972), It has 

2 

resulted in hlghtened dlss.i.tisfactlon, lontliness, AlA«f-1111al.adjustm1nt ~ r"-f11c..Q..u.;_. 

<HeUer, J982), It has 1v1n 1 Jn S01111 cit'cumstances, been associated with 

incrt•!J•d mortality. During one public-meeting with our county 

one of our county conmissloners not to support this project, saying to himt 

"J will lose Ill>' homt, my friends, my church, Plt•st. 1 don"t do this to our 

connunlty.• Strong .motions- strongly '*•1.t bY an aoing per•on who dbesn't 

but tht depth of these friendships ntil.Y not be so great. What plan~ art in 

Tht tld.rlY art l•ss •obllt than tht young and •out far ltss 

frtqutnt1y, Jn addition, rtstarch on ptrsonallty changts with agt indicat• 

maintain old tits. 

connunlty to makt ntw frltnds. Thtrtfort, this forctd relocation Is mor• 

stressful for the111. 

forctd relocation. Thts• lncludt1 t. movt11tnt to housing Jn c1ost 

proximity of tht old ntlghborhoodr 2. moutmtnt to a "higher qual lty• 

tnvirDnMtnt 1 3. participation In dtcl1lon~aklng rtgardlng th• mout. Wohat 

art tht chancts for any of thtst factors? Tht DEIS Vol. JV, Apptndtx 14 1 

pg. 203 cltarly statts that thos• rtlocattd may haut difficulty rtplacJng 

' thtlr proptrty with proptrty tutn of tqual satisfaction. Those currtntlY 

llA.1· ~~-
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1-n rural •r•••• It pt on to ttat• 1 IMgbt exp•rlnce change• l,n the rural 

characbr of th.9 area- .J;n other tieOrdt ·CN*dl.n9. Will th.tllt ,..opl,. 0. abl1 

to .find a new .11_.... l·n th• old &Na? lf thlt be..-la.g I• an••-.."'- of u 

attMitt to ig.lv• Lndlul.dual• an OJpol"tun·lb to .pu-tlcl-fate in ·the 

dtclslon ... akln.g proc•u, it i• t.ardly gearH to tba u1d• of the tlderly. 

For tl1Mlplt 1 1111 ordM' to -.,10 b:>6&7, a pt.-.s.oa Ud kl rt•d ti. DEUi to 

discoutr tht>' tither Md to:IUllt a lono d·lst..ncit phDM c.all (wblcb eigtlt 

tax a 1 htl ttd lncamt) GI" wilt to .-.qutst a tiat. No two ftoplt .COAlld 

,..qu••t a ti.M .to ·~•k lin the -s._ 1t1t...- ar u,, tMI• .pb~ call~ Tbast 

art ba.-ritrs to tht al:rtady cu-tiou1 tldtrl-y. Tbt .actual dKl•lon maJclng 

proc••• &ssociat.d •Ith tu $SC Mis adcl.d +urttl'.,. alr••• to .tilt llv.tt of 

thou to bt r1.loc:a1:td. l·nitl.-Mly 1 .w. 1ar. told tiiat tM d1clslan -..ould b• 

1Hd• in July, now w. hop• to kn<*I .b'1 No..,. 1n N4C4 lMN h•• b•e.n 

consid•rabl• confusl·on abGut wb.0111ill b• forc•-d t·o ,..1oc.ah. Th• •t.aU 

acknowledg .. this cQR'fuslon aftd unc•rtaint~ In T~I• 3-~, Uol.1, 9g.3G by 

Indicating that th• nu11b1.r of actual r•locatlon1 uy vary by•• 11&1ch u 

70"/.. I p1r-1onal ly knm o+ an •l-dtrly •man -4111bo .,.., told that h•.r houu .. a, 

to b• purch•••d by th• 1tat•, but l.n actual fut, lt'-s h•r pastvr• that 

will b• JUl'Cha1•d. Sht has b••n worrying about relocation n•tdl111l1 for 

several •ontb1. The DEIS i1 based on lnfol'flllatlon fillt4 .. 1th such 

I naccuriillc i ••. 

It 11 clt·ar th.at th• til4C. site hii111 n.ot bttn dt110n1tr1l•d to b• an 

enulran11•nt1ll1 adtquat• ho.t site for th• SSC. 

llA.1- J2_J_1_ 
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O..vktJJV-C . .z7.r6.S" 
NO~-C~;;LINA PUBLIC HBARINC 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY SSC DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
OCTOBER 3, 1988 

WATER SUfPLX 

THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT CONTAINS 

MISREPRESENTATIONS, OMISSIONS, FACTUAL ERRORS, AND FACTS 

DETRIMENTAL TO THE SITING OF THE SUPER COLLIDER IN NORTH 

CAROLINA. I WISH TO ADDRESS THE TOPIC OF WATER SUPPLY. 

THE NORTH CAROLINA SSC PROPOSAL SEEMS TO STATE THAT TH£ SSC 

WOULD BE PLACED IN A RURAL ENVIRONMENT. DURHAM COUNTY AND THE 

RESEARCH TRIANGLE PARK IS A HIGHLY DEVELOPED AND RAPIDLY GROWING 

AREA. THE SSC WOULD HAVE A GREAT IMPACT ON THE WATER SU-PPLY OF 

AN AREA FAR WIOER THAN ITS IMMEDIATE LOCATION. BY THE YEAR 2000 

TRE POPULATION OF DURHAM COUNTY IS EXPECTED TO INCREASE TO 
' 

250,000 WITH0\11' CONSIDERING THE SSC IMPACT. THE INCREASE WOULD 

LIKELY BE GREATER WITH THE SSC. 

THE DBPARTMENT OF ENERGY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

STATEMENT (DEIS), (VOLUME IV, APP'ENDIX 7, PAGE 60) STATES "FOR 

ALL BUT THB CITY OF DURHAM WATER SUPPLY, THE IMPACTS FROM W~TBR 

USE INCREASE SSOULD BE NEGLIGIBLE ••• THE EXPECTED DOMESTIC WATER 

USE CAUSED BY SSC CONSTRUCTION AND CONSTRUCTION-RELATED PERSONNEL 

WOULD REACH A PEAK IN 1992~ AND THIS COULD CAUSE A PROBLEM IF 

CURRENT AVAILABLE EXCESS HAS BEEN CONSUMED BY NON-SSC-RELATED 

POPULATION INCREASES .•. THIS COULD CAUSE A POTENTIALLY MEASURABLE 

IMPACT THAT WOULD BE UNMITIGABLB AND SIGNIFICANT." PARAGRAPH 2. 

OPERATIONS STATES "THE DOMESTIC (SSC) WATER USE PROJECTED FOR 

DURHAM COUNTY BEGINNING IN 1996 IS 420 TO 550 ACRE-FT/YR, OR UP 

llA.1- _12.I? ___ _ 
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TO ABOUT 10~ OF THE CURRENTLY AVAILABLE EXCESS WATER OF LAKE 

HICHIE. THE AVAILABLE EXCESS SHOULD BE SUBSTANTIALLY GREATER AT 

THAT TIME WITH THE LITTLE RIVER RESERVOIR COMPLETED, BU't._THIS 

WOULD BR DEPENDENT UPON THE STORAGE AMOUNT AND THE NONPROJECT 

WATER USE INCREASES." 

HOWEVER, WITHOUT CONSIDERING THE POTENTIAL IMPACT OF THE SSC 

ON ITS RECENTLY EXPANDED WATER SUPPLY~· CITY OF DURHAM OFFICIALS 

ESTIMATE THAT, AT ITS CURRENT FORECASTED RATE OF GROWTH, WATER 

DEMAND WILL EXCEED ITS CURRENT SAFE YIELD CAPACITY OF 44 MILLION 

GALLONS PER DAY BY THE YEAR 2000. SOONER IF THE IMPACT OF THE 

SSC WERE CONSIDERED. THE CITY, HOWEVER, DID NOT HAVE AN 

OPPORTUNITY TO CALCULATE THE POTENTIAL EF~ECTS OF THE SSC ON lTS 

WATER SUPPLY, BECAUSE THE STATE'S SSC TASK FORCE Dip NOT CONSULT 

WITH THEM PRIOR TO OFFERING LAKE MlCHIE'S WATER SUl'PLY IN ITS 

PROPOSAL. 

WE THEREFORE FIND THAT IT IS MISLEADING Al'fD UNTRUE WHERE THE 

N.C. SSC PROPOSAL STATES IN VOLUME 1-3 •ABUNDANT SURFACE WATER IS 

AVAILABLE WHICH CAN BASILY SUPPLY THB COOLING AND DRINKING WATER 

NEEDS OP THE SSC." AT WHOSE EXPENSE - THE CITIZENS OF NORTH 

CAROLINA? 

IT IS CL.BAR THAT NORTH CAROLINA HAS NQI. BEEN DEMONSTRATED TO 

BE AN ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND HOST SITE FOR THB SUPERCONDUCTING 

SUPER COLLIDER. 

llA.1- l"3J<O 
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My name is 'Burley Adcack., and l a111 1 De•ocratic ,nominee 

ror Granville ·CDunty ·CommlssiOr.ier.. :f,he ·Graft Enviren111ental Impact 

Statement is tilled with numerous omissi•ns., fac·tu.al ·errors, 

eisr·eprese-At.ations, 1t1nd facts ·de·trimem:al to the si·ting or the. 

Supercandt.te:t.ing ·super Collider ift :North CarolJ..na. I wish to 

ad·dress the topic of damestic wells 1A Gran·vill• County and also 

to make a statement concerning t·he tax base. 

In Volu·• IV, App9ndix 7, page 131, m.f the O.raft E.1.S., it 

is stated that •review of state well records and visu·al field 

suirveys by s.ta,te pusonnel indicates that there are appr·oximately 

nine d01J1estic wells wi.thi.n a 1,000-rt. ba•nd a:long .t·he tunnel 

alignaent or within tne c·ampus, buffer and ·bur.ied bea• zone, 

and far cluster areas ... 

I have handed you a copy of Figure 9-17 which is found on 

page 132 of Appendix 7. The black dots within circles are 

state identified wells. The :red dots represent domestic wells 

that we have identified in Gr·anville, and our list is not 

complete. Figure 9-17 sho•s that the state hes Identified three 

wells in Granville County. One of these three wells is located at 

E-6, which is on a farm owned by Mrs. Lelia Blackwell Willlams. 

There is !:!El, and never has been, .a well on this farm. The 

water source is a very productive spring, 

In the Granville County portion of the far cluster, Ille 

have identified fil.!:!! wells either dug or drilled. In the 

1,000 foot tunnel corridor, there have been forty-two wells 

identified. We have found one hundred ten dOlllestic wells 

in the near cluster and buried beam zone. That fllakes a 

total or one hu.ndred sixty-one domestic wells found in the 

far cluster, l,GOO foot corridor, near cluster, end buried 

beam zon,e. A list of these wells anlil locations will be turiried 

llA.1- . 1~ .. IJ 
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Adcock 2 

in with •7 ·•ti tten statement.. Mo.st or these wells are ldent.1 fled 

by name; hmiiever, so111e in the buried beam zone have been counted 

by visual survey fro• the road. 

How could our state personnel-have oeen so incompetent in 

identifying these wells? The state well records that •ere used 

•ust have been extremely out of date, and the state personnel 

who did the visual survey must have been blind. If it were not 

such a serious 11tatter, the 111istakes that have been made would tie 

hilarious. 

Appendix 7, page 131, also states that "the impact to water 

users can be partially Mitigated if replacement wells or hookups 

to alternative 1111ater supply sources of equal or better quality are 

provided to affected well owners.• We have already had a well 

da111aged in Granville County - a well that is located within the 

1,000 foot band tunnel alignment. 

Charles Crumpler is one of the many owners not identified 

by the state as living within the thousand foot corridor even 

though he has lived in the same house over twenty years, and this 

house is easily recognizable on the state maps. For six months 

the state tried to pretend Mr. Crumpler and his well didn 1 t 

exist. Why did it take the state so long to investigate? Now 

the state officials are sugge,ting that his damaged well may 

be due to his old pump. If replacing a pump would have solved 

the problem, why did Mr. Crumpler have an expensive filtering 

system installed? 

Why did the state secretly cement the nearby well site 

SC-LBA in which a radioactive probe was lost before dye tests 

could be made to determine whether the well was a dange·r to 

any wells in the community? The state officials claim that 

they are concerned about the welfare of the citizens of these 

llA.1 • 
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Adcock J 

three counties. I am saying to you that "replacement wells or 

hookups to alternative water supply sources of equal or better 

quality" are a lot of empty words. The state has no intentions of 

accepting any responsibility now or in the future. i:hts has 

already be r.evealed in the Crumpler well case. 

I am also very concerned about the loss of' tax base in 

Granville County i:r the SSC is located here. We cannot afford 

the decrease in revenue to our county government at a time 

when additional services would be required. Th.ere is no way, 

even with our part of the twenty-five million dollars the state 

has promised, that Granville County can build the additlional 

schools and furnish the additional services needed by the 

in-migration of so many workers without over-burdening our 

taxpayers. 

It is clear to me that the North Carolina site has !!!?! 
been demonstrated to be an environmentally adequate host site 

for the superconducting Super Collider. 

1'!)19 llA.1- - ----
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Figure 7·19 

POTDITlAl.lY AFFECTED WELLS • NORl'lt CAROLlllA SITE 
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WELLS LOCATED WITHIN 

FAR CLUS!ER, l,o,oo rr. CORRIC;f!Rt 

NEAR CLUSTER, AND BURIED BEAM ZONE 

1. 

2. 

). 

HBsuria Thorpe - rar cluster - drilled well - 240 ft. deep 

Chester Thorpe - rar cluster - drilled well - 85 rt. deep 

Louise Allen .. far cluster - drilled well - 142 ft. deep 

•• Don Shoenberger .. far cluster - drilled well - 120 ft. 

5. Clifton Stewart - far cluster - drilled well .. 180 rt. 
6. James S. Thorpe .. far cluster - drilled well 

7. Lee Williamson - far cluster - dug well 

8. William O. Brooks - rar cluster-dug well .. 60 rt. deep 

.!l. Sam Mason - far cluster - dug well ... JS rt. deep 

10. Alma Smith - near f-6 - drilled well .. 145 rt. deep 

11. Linwood Harris .. near F-6- drilled well .. 240 rt. deep 

12. Fred Hargrove - near f-6 .. drilled well - 120 ft. deep 

13. Jimmy Thorpe - near F-6 - drilled Well - 121 ft. deep 

14. Mozelle Bumpass - between F-6 and E-7 - dug well 

15. John Malloy - between F-6 and E-7 - drilled well 

deep 

deep 

16. Fannie Strickland - near E-7 - dug w8ll - approx. so ft. deep 

17. Fannie Strickland - near E-7 - d~illed well - 110-130 ft. deep 

18. James Inscoe - near E-7 - drilled well- approx. 70 rt. deep 

19. Mann hoeeplace owndd by John Knox - near E-1 - dug well 

20. Bellzora Burwell - near F-7 - drilled well 150 ft. deep 

21. Mike Stovall - near F-7 - drilled well -

22. Ben Hughes - near F-7 - drilled well - 300 ft. deep 

23. Charles Crumpler - between F-7 and E-8 - drilled well -

24. Tenant house owned b.y Charles Watkins - bet•een F-7 and E-8-

Drilled well 

25. Danny Williams - near E-8 - drilled well - 150-160 ft. deep 

llA.1- 1'321 _ 
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26. Lionel Burnette - near E-8 - drilled •ell 

27.. Robert Burchette ... near E-8 - drJ.lled well ·- 86 ft. deep 

28. Robert Burchette ... two rental houses near E-8 - dug well -32 ft. deep 

29. Plu•mer Hayes - near E-8 - drilled well 158 ft. deep 

30. Carl Parrott - between E-8 arid F-8 - drilled well - 140 ft. deep 

31. David T. S•ith - between E-8 and.F-8 - drilled well - ,,_70 ft. deep 

32. Ernest Clayton - between E-8 and F-8 ... drilled well - 110 ft. deep 

J). Wade Milton ... near F-8 ... drilled well 

J•. Wade Milton - tenant.house near F-8 - drilled well 

JS. Wade Milton ... tenant house near F-8 - drilled well 

36. Brodie Jones, Jr. - near F-8 -- drilled well - 140 rt. deep 

37. Elizabeth Jones - near F-8 ... drilled well - 125 ft. deep 

38. Brindell Wilkins - tenant house near r-s - dug well 

39. C. N. Watkins - between r-8 and E-9 - drilled well 

Clyde Averett .. between F-8 and E-9 - drilled well - 122 rt.deep 

Clyde Averett - between F-8 and E-9 - dug.well: ... 40 rt. deep 

40, 

41. 

42. 

4), 

Edna King - near E-9 - drilled well - 160-200 ft. deep 

... 
4>. 

u. 
u. 

Edna King .. 

Hause - Deer 

House - Deer 

House - Deer 

House - Deer 

rental mobile home - drilled well - 100 rt. deep 

R"1 .. near E-9 - drilled well 

Ro.n - near E-9 .. drilled well 

Run - near E-9 - drilled well 

Rlin - near .E-9 - drilled well 

t8. Sa• Long - tenant house owned by Marvin Honeycutt - between E-9 

and F-9 - drilled well 

•9. Marvin Honeycutt - between E-9 and F-9 - dug well 

50. Marvin Honeycutt - between E-9 and f-9 - drilled well 

51. Tenant house owned by Thelma Blakney - between E-9 and f-9 -

dug well 

52. Nor111an Gossett - Near Cluster·- drilled well 

53. Silly Mangum - Near Cluster - drilled well - 185 rt. deep 

llA.1- J2ZZ._ 
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54. John Perotti - Near Cluster - drilled well - 125 ft. deep 

55. 

56. 

57. 

58. 

Charlie Gantt - Near 

Charlie Gantt - Near 

w. A. Howerton ... Near 

w. A. Howerton .. Near 

Cluster - drilled well - 165 

Cluster - drilled well - 165 

Cluster - drilled well - 125 

Cluster - drilled well - 125 

59. 

60. 

K. D. Gentry - JJ - drilled well .. 180 ft. deep 

Lane Wheeler - JJ - drilled well 

61. Estelle Tilley - J3 - drilled well 

62. Donald Tilley - JJ - drilled well 

63. Willia• Evans - JJ - drilled well 

64. Philip Duke - JJ .. drilled well 

65. Jack Poole, Jr. - J4 - drilled well 

66. Grover Lane - J4 - Drilled well 

61. Anita Gray - J4 - drilled well 

68. Steve Miller - J4 - drilled well 

69. Nathan Johnson - J4 .. drilled well 

70. Tyson Carpenter .. Buried beam zone - drilled well 

71. Beasley - Buried bea~ zone - drilled well 

72., Beasley - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

ft. deep 

ft. deep 

rt. deep 

rt. deep 

73. Charles Blalock - 8.uried beam zone - drilled well - 125 ft. deep 

74. Willie Riley - Buried beam zone - drilled well-106 ft. deep 

75. Wilfred Paro - Buried beam zone - drilled well - 160 rt. deep 

76. J. A. Griffin - Buried beam zone - drilled well - 144 ft. deep 

77. J. R. Griffin - Buried beam zone - drilled well - 66 rt. deep 

78. J. R. Griffin - Buried beam zone - dug.well.- 40 rt. deep 

79. Mark Griffin - Buried bea• zone - drilled well - 128 ft. deep 

80. Mark Griffin - Buried beam zone - drilled well - 70-75 rt. deep 

81. Josephine Bullock - Buried beam zone - drilled well over 100 rt. deep 

82. Josephine Bullock - Buried beam zone - dug well - 60 ft. deep 

1"32.3 llA.1· -----
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e;. EaTl,Ouke - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

84. Rur!tan Club - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

85. Boyd Jones - Burled beam zone - drilled well 

86. Barry a~chanan - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

87. Alton Eakes - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

88. D. Black - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

69. Wallace Riley - Burled beam zone - drilled well 

90. Tom Weaver - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

91. Charles White - Burled beam zone - drilled well 

92. Edward Jackson - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

93. Dan Weldon - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

94. John E. Wilkins - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

95., E. B. Wi !kins - Bur led bP.a111 zone - drilled well 

96. T. R. Wilkins - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

97. H. P. Wilkins - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

96. Smith - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

99. R. L. Breedlove - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

100. R. L. Emory - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

101. A. e. Cleaver - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

102. · Tally Ho Baptist Church - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

10.l. Tally Ho Church (Black) - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

104. White frame house at intersection of Sanders and Belltown 

Roads - Buried beam zone - dug well 

105. Brick house at intersection of sanders and Belltown roads -

Buried beam zone - drilled well 

106. 

107. 

108. 

109. 

110. 

Brick house at end of dirt Tally Ho Road - Buried beam 

zone - drilled well 

Old Cotton Homeplace - Buried beam zone - drilled well 

Brick house on Bell town Road - Buried beam zone - drilled 

Brick house on Bel !town road - Buried beam zone - drilled 

Brick house on Bell town Road - Bur led beam zone - drilled 

llA.1 • _I ~-2,'t_ 
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111. Brick hou$e on a~~lltown Ro8d - Buried beam zone - dtilled •ell 

112. aric.k house on B~lltolJlff'l Poad - BtJtled beam z.one - drilled well 

113. Blue hou-;e on Bell town ·Rood - Buried bc~m zone - drilled well 

ll4<t" l!!ti. ·:·tr:Jl l1~r-s at Deerfield 'Park each have a well 

127. Trajl~!' on Sellto1i11i1 Road - Buried beam zone .. dr!lle<I irell 

128 ... 1,2. 111>Jh!le ~1omes nei:D:r 1r1ter~ll'Ct!on of T&1lly-Ho l!lf'Hi 

Bellto-.in Ra'3.dS ... 8ut'1ed be-am i.one .. dtilled 1111el.ls 

l~J- 13.S. Houses Of!I Little Meunti\in Rolid ·Buried beam zone 

drilled wells 

137. t1owsd on exten~jOR of tittle Mt. road - Burled besn1 ~one .. 

drill~d ~ell 

138. Hou$P. on Ran~e ~oad - Bu1·led beam zone - drilled well 

lJSl-1~0. Moblle homes on Cemetery Road - Butied beam zone ~ 

drilled well~ 

141. 01·tcl( house on tJl"tfill\led TGllly Ho Roact - Buried beam .. one • 

drilled .iell 

l-42. Brawn. siding house unpuived rally Ho Road ... Burled be;.im 

zone - drilled 11JS1ll 

143. House across from. John Wllkir.s .. Burled beam zone - d:cilJ.ed well 

144. House across from E. e. ~1lk1ns - Bu:cied beam z~ne - dug 1111ell 

145. ~oblle home on unp:oiveci 'Tally \.lo R.oai:l .. Suried benm 2one:!

drllloed well 

1'46. T110 mobile hamr;:s on W1JJ.ins Rc;ad - Burled beam zone ... 

drilled 1111ell 

147.. eurned t1ousa - sandl3ts Road - Buried boam zone - drlllad well 

148 .. White 2-story hou~e ... s~nder~ Road - Buried beam zona - duS·~ell 

14$1. Blue house ... Sander~ Ro;Jd ... Buried beam ;.i:one - drlll~d •ell 

150\,L Cray house on Sanders iload ... Buried beam .:one - drilled 11r1ell 

151. Grey hOU!;e on '.:;anders Roid ... Buried beam zone ... drilled well 

152. House with swlmming pool ~ Sanders Road - Buried btam zon~ -

drilled WJ":?ll 

.225-775 0 - 8!) (Book 4) - 11 
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l5J. Brick house next to gra~•houee on Sanders Road - Buried 

beam zone - drilled well 

154. White house on r.ight of Wilkins Road at intersection -

Burled beam zone - drilled well 

i 55. Hwse riext to old C_otton Homeplace - Buried beam zone -

dr 1 tled well 

156. Well -no house • intersection of Sanders Road and West 

T"hollie Green Road- Buried beam zone - drilled well 

t '7 - l61. Mobile names on West Thollie Green Road - Burled beam 

zone • drilled wells 

f~~ 
~ .. ~"~. /, rl,,,..,, 1.1.2. G 

_,.)'~, /LC. .z 1 S" II 
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LETTER 74-7 

STAIDIENT OF Will.JAM E. GRAHAM, JR. 

CHAIP.MAN, GREATER RALEIGH CHAMBER OF C0191ERCE 
OCTOBER 3, 1988 

My name Is William E. Granam, Jr., .and I live tn Ralelgn, 
Nortn corollna. 1 am Vice Chairman of carollno Power & L!gnt 
company, one of the electric utilities that would serve the super 
coll Ider proJect should It be located at the site now under 
conslderotton. 

I om currently serving cs cnolrmon of tne Greater Raleigh 
cncmber af corrrnerce, and tt ts tn that capacity that I appear 
tonight. 

The Greater RaJelgn cnamoer of Co111Tierce enthustasttcallY 
supports the focotton of the super col !Ider tn North Coral Ina at 
the $! te now unaer constderatton. It ls our op In tan that the 
favcro~le Impacts on this area would far outweigh any stresses 
that mtgnt be experienced dUrlng the construction period. This 
position Is supported bY the findings of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and, In particular, by the findings In the study 
prepared ty The Center for Business and Economic Research at UNC 
at Charlotte. 

The potential Impacts during construction. as projected by 
the Draft EIS and those proJected by Dr. Connaughton In tne UNCC 
Study, differ appreclobly, · The draft statement proJects that 
over tmlf of the construction worKers would l lve In Durham 
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- 2 -

county. Whereas. Dr. Connaughton flnas thot Woke county, largely 
because of the size ano strength of Its present work force ond 
construction companies. wou10 furnish about two-thirds of the 
3,800 to ~.coo construction force at Its peak. 

The conclusions of Dr. Connaughton appear more reasonable. 
It Is togtcol that to Determine where workers will come from, you 
look closely at where they ore now. We are aware of the large 
construction forces now In Woke county ano agree that they would 
likely form o moJarltY of the construction force needed for the 
super colllder. 

A secono question would be wnether they would continue to 
Jive Where they presently Jive or move to the site of their work. 
Past patterns suggest that they would caDlllJte and not relocate. 

Two years ago, my Company completed the largest 
construction project 1n this State's hlstory--the Harris Nuclear 
ProJect Jocateo 20 miles south of Raleigh In southern Woke 
county. At the· peak of construction, over 6.000 workers were 
employed at the site. Mast of them comnuteo dally from their 
permanent homes. In fact, a survey conducted In 1982 showed that 
37 percent lived more than so miles from the plant site, and 
almost 10 percent lived more than 100 miles from their work. As 
the work progresseo, even more of the work force come from 
further distances. At na time during the eight years of 
construction was there appreciable movement of workers In order 
to be closer to the work site. 

- 3 -

It Is our suggestion that tne draft statement oe revised 
to more closely reflect the findings of the UNCC Stuay. 

llA.1- 1~2.9 
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LETTER 

' 1 <>- 3-88 DEIS Hearing Butner, N.C. 

Construction and Operation Damage Fund Volume l, Chapter Five 

The DEIS is filled with numerous omissions, factual errors, 

misrepresentations, and facts detrimental to the siting of the 

SSC in North Carolina. I wish to add,ress the problem of damages 

resulting from the construction and operation of the SSC if it is 

sited in North Carolina. 

The DOE is aware that the construction and operation of the SSC 

can have adverse impacts on the environment and some suggestions 

are proposed to mitigate damage. Yet no proposals are made to 

compensate private property owners when damages actually occur, 

Accidents will occur. Damages will result. Accidents have 

already occurred. 

During a subsurfac~ survey conducted by North Carolina as part or 

its original SSC Proposal a test boring known as 18A was drilled. 

At the bottom of this boring a probe containing a small amowtt 

of radioactive Cesium was lost irretrievably. The private teatng 

company responsible notified the Neuclear Regulatory Commission, 

isolated the probe with a drill proof shield ,cemented the bore 

hole and topped it with a warning cap. All this was apparently 

proper • 

1?30 llA, 1- _____ . 
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However, the initial secrecy and refusal to take responsibility 

for this accident was improper and showed a lack of foresight and 

concern for possible damages. In fact some damage may have 

occurred. Water from a nearby well owned by Mr. and Mrs. 

Crumpler became contaminated at approximately the time the bore 

hole was drilled. Initial attempts by the Crumplers to discover 

the cause of their problem apparently met with inattention by the 

government. The NRf wasn't happy about releasing information. 

When the subsurface testing was conducted, there was a lack of 

notfication of the public and property owners, so that many times 

landowners did not know what was occurring. No predrilling water 

samples from nearby wells were taken. 

When the possibility of what could have happened was pieced 

together, over a year had elapsed. The Crwnplera had borne the 

expense or a filtration system. Fortunately testing confirmed 

absence of radioactive contamination. But it was impossible to 

rule out contamination ot the well caused by the actual drilling 

without an investigation costing more than the expense of a new 

well. It is agreed that the water is contaminated, but as o~ 

this time no one has agreed on the solution to the problem or any 

compensation. 

Thia example illustrates the need for procedures to identify and 

compensate for damages caused by the construction and operation 

ofthe SSC1 

2 
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1. Preconstruction surveys must be undertaken 

2. A Damage Fund must be established and funded by the federal 

arid/or the state government to pay damages caused by the SSC 

regardless whether the damages were caused by actions of the 

governments or any private contractors. The agrieved property 

owner should not have the burden of proving who was responsible 

for the damages he sustained. 

), A claim procedure must be established. The cost of an 

independent, unbiased investigation shquld be underwritten by the 

Damage Fund. A property owner should not have to bear the 

expense of a technical invest:tgation costing thousands of dollars 

to prove his claim. 

4, Disputes should be subject to non-binding arbitration. 

The lack of a structure to answer the problem of damages makes it 

clear that the North Carolina site has not been demonstrated to 

be an environmentally adequate host site for the SSC. 

wile bor=: ~-44~~"~"""-' ~ 
Ht:>VJ"'? 
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10-;J-80 llru-tner, JIJ .. C. D.EIS Hearing 

·oreu.g:-tt and Preei·pit.;i.tion V;:ilur.ie 4, Ap~;.lx Sc 

The DEIS is tilled with num'9rous omissi.onB, factual errors, and 

facts detri.m~ntal to the mi ting of the SSC L"l. ·.North Carolina. I 

wish to address the topic of dro1J1-;.ht and p;,-e.ci:pitatlcn as it 

apppli!!a t-o the water sup·ply requlrilments o.f the SZC and tha 

SU-!"'f'.OWld i.ni; are&. 

The ste.tistics and -the conclusi-ona stetf!d in the IJEI:i ar-e what 

mis;ht ff ea:pected giv.en the 'bi841 o! the Morth Carolina 

administration. 'l'he State eiclence department subml tted data 

d·.?siened to present a picture o:f North Cal'ollna aa the best 

location to site the s:sc. The dat& was not gathered -0r a-ubmitted· 

in en objective :form b\i.t 1l'l the :form -ot a sales pitch. 

Further the DEIS was compiled by- DOE selantl5ta who ignor"d the 

scientific me·thod ·b:r not recogni.zi;1g ·or earlng. th.at the N.C. S3C 

Proposal was likely to ba biased. Inde~d the DO~ is 1te~lt 

biased. It is to the adva.ntae;o of the DOE to qualiry ao many 

sites aa feasible to maintain a broad base or eUpPQrt tor the 

ssc. The DOE tailed to cond~ct its own on site investigation to 

ob.~ectlvely ·confirm or disprove the Cata ~!ibrrd tted to it. 'l'he 

result is an Environmental ··Impact Study that eeeme to be more of 

a biased faasibili ty study -that subord~natee env-ironmental ia:1ues' 

to the ultimate object-l.ve of' building the ZSC. 

'' 
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(CONTINUED) 

The North Carolina legis1.ature waived the N.C. atatute :t-equiring 

an Environmental Impact Study on the promise that the DOE would 

fulfill this requirement. Since this has not occurred there may 

be gro\.011ds for legal action. There does not appear to be enough 

time to complete an objective EIS before the final site is 

chosen. To complete an EIS later wo1.tld be closing the barn door 

after the horse is out. 

Specificly, Table 5.5.J-2 on page JB was compiled in 1968, twenty 

years ago. Current data is different. The precipitation section 

5.5.J,J states mean monthly rainfall but gives no statistics for 

individual months. No high/low ranges are given or frequency of· 

those ranges are given. No accol.lnt is takon of cyclical periods 

of drought. More up to date data could have been obtained from 

th local library. WLu.i t.:o'tlu ~ ~t.,,/J'YVfplt:t;:.C:. 

The inltial statement of this section that the seasonal rain£all 

in North Carolina does not produce any dry seasons could only 

have been written by someone who did not trouble them3elves with 

an on site investigation. Documentation was previously submitted 

to the DOE showing lack of precipitation and lack of surface 

water capacity during months of peak demand. This was opparently 

ignored. wJ:!t_? 

Section 5.5.2.1,c. admits that projected use demands on 

~eservoirs was incomplete. Actually the data available indicates 

2 
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that the !'u!l.l capaci"ti"'i!I <0:! t-he Dur-~ we.te~ ft'Ppl.y B0111r·ces will 

be ueed at "the same ti.ms tb-e S3c will ·'be dn.tnl~ the greatest 

volume !'ro1:1 Lake Butner. Aroim:S t'1e yeare 20!!>0 t-o 2'0!0 Durl\am 

may be competing with the SSC tor the Lalra Butner reservos. T-his 

will be esp.ecia11y true if the SSC prohibits .c-onstructi·on '°"f' the 

-Upper Flat 'River rl!serv-oir. !'he problem tMt the SSC may pt"eempt 

the Upper Flat River reaervoir was ignored even though the 

question was submitted as a concern to be addressed in the EIS. 
IAJIM-j WzU'ffM,,.-l<dt1 ~: 

Table 5.5.2-1 addresses flow rates '°f strefPDS in the SSC area. 

The extremely l-ow minilJIUll fl.ow rates a.re not discussed ae they 

apply to tha poor recovery rates o~ mrea surface water supplies 

during periods ot peak demand~ ~Ae O~ttom line is that the 

recovery rate ot water supplies is lowest during periods o! pealt 

dmand. Further the flow rate of feeder streams for Lake Butner 

dos~k'.!e~o;t;fo::,::1! #tl~2~ ~~ 
Finally the DEIS statea in section 5.1.2-27 of Vol. 11 that the 

SSC use requirement of lake Butner ."ie not considered a 

algniflcant impact." Yet Vol. 1,. Chapt. 3, page 51 stateg that a 

"large increment ot excess capacity" of s'.lrface wator !!!!,·.be 

required. Secti-0n ~.7.;, page 66 S'tatee ·ssc direct and indirect 

water requirements. bpact the Durham water supply until its 

expansion la complete.• Indeed the expansion may never be 

complete if the SSC precludes further eJtllanaion. 

vJU.t.;, 'f-lu f~ r 
The only truly solid statement eoncerning water in the DEIS is, 

J 
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"The continued reliability of the surface water resources, 

especially under drought conditions, is a significant water 

resources issue in the area.n Appendix 5-c, page 28. 

It is clear that the North Carolina site has not been 

demonstrated to be an environmentally adequate host site !or the 

SSC. 

To II Al Y>"i •,., ,,,; 6 E./( 
1-1o o !:t...• tt .. J A,,( 
/{~Al'- 0,7$72.. 
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LETTER 7S-o 

10-J-88 Butner, N.C. DEIS Hearing 

Property Value Compensation Appendix 4 

The DEIS is filled with numerous omissions, misrepresentations, 

and facts detrimental to the siting of the SSC in North Carolina. 

The DOE requires states to adhere to Public Law 91-646 and DOE 

relocation rules when compensating property owners for land to be 

acquired for the SSC, Yet those very laws fail to ensure just 

compensation. 

Governor Martin pledged HTop Dollar• to affected property owners. 

This aoW'lds good, but it is a vague generality. The Governor 

himself qualified it by admitting " Top DollarH must fall within 

the constraints .of the law. 

Then the Governor created a Property Commission as an example of 

his social concern to address the plight of the affected property 

owners. Affected landowners wished to sit on the comrilission but 

were denied. Con!'lict of interest was the excuse. However, the 

Governor appointed his own SSC project director William Dunn 

chairman of that committee. ~ere the conflict of interest was 

intentionally ignored. Further the Governor filled the 

commission wherever possible with SSC supporters. 

The danger of use of the Property Commission to increase the 

illusion that North Carolina is the best site for the SSC was 

llA.1- J33r ·-·-
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apparent. Yet to their credit most of the commissioners have 

refused to allow themselves to be used as puppets. The 

potentially affected landowners have chosen to work through this 

commission. However, the Property Commission has no legal power. 

Its influence is only advisory. Hopefully its influence is not 

illusory. 

In addition the Governor has refused to meet with the affected 

people even though he has been invited to meetings which would 

not be used for political purposes. He appears to be so involved 

with the common good he has no time for the people. 

The affected property owners in North Carolina will not allow to 

happen to them what happened to the land owners at Fermilab. To 

that end we have proposed our own compensation requests. 

Included herein is the complete proposal. Basically it calls 

for1 

no condemnation of land unles~ federal funds are appL"'Opriated for 

SSC construction 

full replacement cost of land$ and structures without regard for 

depreciation 

relocation and closing costs 

lump sum compensation for personal expense necessitated by 

2 
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relocation 

Stratified Fee property owners right to choose Fee Simple 

acquisiton 

Proper compensation for surrounding property owners whose lands 

are affected by the SSC 

and compensation for loss of income and profit tor farmers and 

business owners. 

Some might say the affected people are looking to become rich. 

We reply simply pay us nothing and let us alone. 

Indeed the replacement cost we ask is what everyone•s homeowners 

insurance policy provides. The loss of profits compensation is 

exactly what business owners insurance provides. We are asking 

mainly what the Governor, legislators, commissioners, and DOE 

officials already provide for themselves in their personal 

insurance. 

Yet the federal and state governments tail to provide guarantees 

or this basic just co~pensation. It is clear that the North 

Carolina site has not been demonstrated to be an enviornmentally 

·;;;:•;:;i~e0r~r ~h~~ ~ ~ 
~~~~?" 

J 
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SSC PROPERTY COMMISSION PROPOSAL 

Wher-eas the individual citizen.s or Uortl'l Caroi..i.r..a who are •Jroperty IWl?ers, 
fanaers and other bu:siness owners, and. ~~~~nts who woulC be affected by the 
proposed location of the Sup-erconducttng Sui:ier Colltder (SSC') ·in North Carolina 
were neither advised nor consulted by the State prior to the offering of their 
land to the Federal government, and 

Wherea:s the individual private lands of these citizens were offered without 
their consent, and 

Whereas these lands are not required as a result or a natlonal or state 
e1MrgMiay, and 

Whereas the State of North Carolina purport# that the location of the SSC in 
North ~roll~ shOuld be beneficial and a boon to the State and its citizens, 

Therefore the location of tDe SSC in North Carolina should not result in any 
uncci.pen3ated economic or pnysicSl effects or hardships on tne individually 
affected citizens, and 

The State of North carolLba should provide the affected citizens Just Compensa-
1!2n suaranteed by the constitution in payment or all losses and da1111ge and 
disrupt.Lon or theie lives cauaed by the locit.tion of the SSC in North Carolina 
according to the followlns provisions: 

4o.VDIUM.I 
I. The State or North. Carolina should not be authorized to,......... any 

private property for tt\e SSC until SSC ,construction f'\lnds are appropriated 
by the Federal aov.rnment. If the SSC project Lt abandoned, individual 
private property owners shOulcJ..19.Y..!.J'kA.t;,,rtght or retu.Hl to repurchue 

A /J their Lnctiv-t.dual pZ:::,t.1~.s 1rr:tftl"'n.i.Ws o~l purcnue price. 
,,.DI> j'~P-~ ~~ ~~...,·-· 4 '-4 

t I. C011P9nsation for [§! ~ property acquisition snauld include each of / 
the followLns: 

A. Cost to replace lands or equal si2e, quality, and terrain in coapara
ble locations and nelshtiorhoods, and within the aa.1 scnool district 
Lf possible and desired. 

B. Cost to replace or rebuild all structures in their exact ronD with no 
reduct.Lon for" depreoiation. -

c-. Cost ol all Ctlosina costs and attorneys tees, complate coat or 
mortsase interest rat• differential and pointa, and aotual moving 
expenses. 

D. Additional costs to the affected indlviduala including ti.me req1.aired 
to locat• and acquire repiac ... nt property and llOYe thereto, oversee 
the plari'nins, buildins, and/or 9Qdilt1cat1ort ot struct1,1.res, trav11:1 
ex:pend1tures, and maintenance or normal lifestyle. This compensation 
should be COllpU·tlld at 30 percent of the replacement CQst or land and 
structures. 
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E. To allow time to rebuild structure3, a minimum of 9 months should be 
given by the State between settle!bent on compensation costs and 
property eviction, or additional c0111pensat1on should be provided to 
.:.~·•er aJ.;, ::.;.~su connected wlth the acqulslt1on and ma!ntenancf' -;; 
r.~~porarv ~lvins quarters. 

Ill. Compensation for.STRATIFIED~ acquisition should include the option of 
the affected property owner to select one of the followin1 three options: 

A. The sue compensation a.3 provided tor Fee S.l:mple acquisition as 
specit1ed in Sect: Lon rt. above, Q! 

B. Compensation for .fair market "value of the property with the right to 
continue residence under restricted use as allowed for the lifetime 
of the current property owner(s), Q! 

c. Such compensation for Stratified Fee acquisition as the State 
proposes. 

IV. Other p!"opel"ty owners affected tlY the oon:titructlon or 90dificat1on of 
highways O!" access routes for the SSC as provided in th• North Carolina 
proposal, or located in neighborhoods dissected by the SSC or 111.terially 
altered by the SSC snould nave th• option of selectlql F~ SillPle property 
acqulsltlon as presented in Section 11. abave. 

V. Affected tenant dwellers should receive compen.sa.tlon u specified ln the 
State of Nor-th car-olina relocation proposal plWI C09P9nsatlon for time and 
eipe~• required to locate and 110ve to a comparable ctwellin1 while 
maintainina a nol"Dl litnt.yle. Th1Si ~tlon Jhauld ~ set. at a sum 
e~ulvalent to OM year ot curN1nt ren~l payments .• 

VI. Farmers and other bu.11ine1s owners should receive C09Plft.l&t1on tor inter
ruption of ~lness aotlvlty, loss or bu.ainesa lncoee, and additional 
~iness expendttur•s required. to mve a.nd •int&in a business at a 
t19mPQNry a.l\d/or new peraanent location until. loa caused by relocation 
cqses. 

VII. Th• State of North carollna sboUld undertake precanaitruction surveys of 
•ll potent.la.LlJ &tte<:~ Pt"Q9ertlu. i.ncl.Udinl conditions ot structures 
and ca.plate Nell and surface water analysea, and provide a copy ot the 
S1Jrvey to each potentially _affected property ONner. 

VIII.The State ot llorth Carolina should create a Duqe Fund and apparat~ ta 
pay all ~· cl&Laa vist..n& rro11 the location, oonatruotion, and 
operation of the .SSC 1n Jlortll C&rolln&. h,..nt lhOU1d be mete tar all 
costs for lndependllftt investlca'lon and v•ritication or dlllle .. regardless 
ot ultS...te liabtlity. Cl&.Lmnts should not bear th• expeue or proving 
their own clallls. 

Disputes ShOUld i,. beard before a non-bindinl arbitration panel with a 
right ot appelt.l to tne courts. 
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~ ~';CO~Jf ~~ 
,/fOWt'llfOltlf ),/l oJ].$..J' 

RESPONSE TO THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT·: 
READING LEVEL 

The Oepartllent of Energy (DOE) prepared • Onft EnvfroMent1l Iq,1ct 

Statement for the Super Conducting SUper Colltder (SSC), Jn thts draft 

EnvfronMnt ll•pact St1t11111ent (DEIS) ft ts stated that •t11e DOE tnvftes 

interested 1>9rsons and org1ntz1tlons to re11le'lll this DEIS 1nd provide ccnnents 

on the content of the docunent. • The DEIS further st&tes tl'lt coments 11111 be 

provided In either wrftten for11 or In oral for91 at public hearings to be held 

In each of the ffn1l seven SSC sites. Howtv,r, ·111vtng read this doc11111nt 

wonder If thti DOE ts generally Interested In publtc response to the DEIS. Aside 

fl"Oll being as llrge as 1 IUIJor •tropol1t1n phOnt book, the DEIS docu11ent 1s 

highly technfc1l 1nd quite dlff1cult to re•d. For eumph. fn re!dfng through 

thfs docurrent one encounters state11ents such as: 

1. •unusua1 p11nt comunitfes partlcuhrly the cedar-ghdes wfth thefr 

c01119l1111ent of 1nd•tc 1nd r911Nnt species, ire present.• (p. 5.1.5·7). 

2. The CUMber11nd Pl&te1u esc1rPC19nt, ust of the proposed ring ts a sig· 

nfffcant r1ptor 1111grat1on corridor.• (p. 5,1.~8), 

l. Afp.arhn habltlt associated with l1rger IRh~r.J.l drainages and 

stock ponds ire present fn the project lret but none would be sfgnfflcantly 

l111p1cted as 1 result of construction of surface factlftfes for oper1tfons 

of the SSC fac11tty.• (p. 5.1.5-13). 

4. e!hU•tt!J3e stre•• wetlands prl!'domfnate wfth lesser concentr1tion of 

\!iC..!!.St!!ne aAd rfve.d.n! types present tn the region.• (p. 5.1.5·14). 

5. Western coals produce a fly 1sh that 1s typically high fn c1lct1111, 

which 111kes the ash J?.2.Z,!21!.nt.£ and beneffcl1l field 1111terl1l for concrete, 

but tile coals ire 11so high ff'I 1lk1l1s tllat II.Ive 1 deleterious effect on 

concrete.• (p. s.~8 ind 5.6·11). 
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6. "The he11u11 cryogenic system would be charged 1111th 57 Mft (std) of 

helfu•.• (p. 5.6-2). 

In addft1on to such statelll!nts as these, the document fs filled with 

n1111erous h"lghly techntcal ter'llls that make tt at least difficult to read, and 

at worst often 1nco .. prehens1ble. SpeC1ffca11y, In r•ad1ng through the docu.ent 

one encounters such tenns as !ll!.l<!P•thy, alluvfal fan, !"Jd!D111ous, bi01111ss, 

biota, ch1lcedony, coll1111ator, cryogenic, cryostat, df_pol, ecotype, evapo

transperlt1on, 91!tldet1c, hydrophyte, klystron, 11thology, 11lcrobfal, 111ycorrhl:a, 

pedogenes1s, pf-meson, quadrapol, r1parfon, so11fluctlon, tectonic, vlewshed, 

and it•r1c Just to name a few. Although the document contains a glossary for 

such tel'llls1 one often ls not enlightened by referring to the glossary for c11r1. 

fkatlon of a tena. For eumple, quadrapol ts defined as a syste111 co111posed of 

two d1pols of equal but oppositely directed inoment. Sl•flarly, 1111corrh1u Is 

defined as a 111yce11u111 found In the root tubercules of angiospel"lllJ which are 

supposed to assist In nutrition of the plant and to sustaln 1 symbtotlc relation 

to It. Adding to this yerbal spider web are an excess1ve nlllllber of 1bbreY1a~ 

t1ons that are used l1ber11ly throughciut the docu11111nt. All these factors JNkeC 
JtlV'i 

the DEIS a highly technical, d1fflcult to read, docWIMtnt that Is wrftten at• 1.f~· ~ 
n;j i/.1'1i4f...J ~,lo:. ,N,lf",-A 6vde.VVl!.1 

r11dt11g level far above the •verage c1t1zen. ;,.Ir -~ J. flt'/' Jt "",.;11..," ,,,. 
"""'"' rJ " ,, ., "'""''" .... ''' 1he highly technical natL1rc of this ~ocuinent r1hes such questions as, "-t""'' 

Does the DOE fndeed ~t responses from the general public regarding the DEIS? 

Does the DD£ even 5!!• If the gener1l public understands thh docu•nt? Is 

the DOE 1t all ~slve to thepubllc's sentiments to this project? Or 11 

this DEIS Just •~r s1gn
1 

that the OOE ts s1•ply •gotng through the 110ttons" 

In their efforts to 1nfona the public. If the lick of senslttvfty to the gener1l 

pub11c shown by this docu11ent 1s any slgn of what ls to co11e with the construe· 

tlon of SSC, I c1nnot support siting thh project in this State. 
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ELECTRICAL SHORTAGES 

et.:~& M0n.: 11 
~t. I , 'i!•~ If,~- 8 
sn(A,"1.c. 21r'i/ 

C11~) r,73 .1,s-'l'f 

th• tit1119 114 tht !M,iptl' CollHffr in North t:1rol1111. I Mith to 1ddr111 

th• t11111c of 1t1ctrlc1I sttorU~t and other tltcll'ical 111v11. 

During tllt ,_,.of 19111 thdrical 11r11ict .. ,, lnhl'rvphd ton_ 
,,-- -ft.:.• ,. • ' ..... -

rt11d111tlal cust-r•'" C1rolllH Ll;ht • Pcw1rer 11,,,.JDukt PClloltrt 

1110 IU1d to lnttrrvpt &ervlct ltYtral 111111, Both CPlL and Dull• Pow.r 

n•"'dl..lc.1, havt l91'ttd to provldt 1!1ctrlc1! p-r for tht SSC, )'ti 

according to Vol IV, App1ndh 1'4, pap ll:I of tht Of-&ft Cn11ir-1nt1I 

f3 J11patt Stat•••nt, "r•Hrv•• fClf' CP•L llld Dut<t ~I' .,., P"GJ•chd to 

~S fall thOf't In 1996 bl' 13 f'lrl of tht nett• capaclb nttdtd to IHtt tht 

~SSC op1r1tional load." 
5/IO'- •. 

Tiit o,tr•at ional load of •J. ti•• SSC It. 200 K.11 b>' cmp1rl101t, tht 

capacit)' o.f......, ... rrh Nucl••r plant 11 ,UO K.I, Tht SSC would 

con1111111 cturln9 lh op•ratlonal lift &lllO•t I/4th tht total output of 

thl• tOtltrOYtrt.lal plant • .,......Hrvltt 111•• cut to rt'lldtntl•l tu'ltmtrt. 

pt•ll rtttrYt 1t11rgln "'"'not 1nougl'I to INtt tht conditlon1. 

In Aftptndl• 14, P•tt 136 thtrt •rt tharh 1h011ln9 both utilltltt.' 

proJtcttd rt11rv1 1t11rgln• for th• rtar l996, tht >'••r lht SSC would oo 

Into op•ratlon if it 111tr1 btlilt 1ccordfn9 to 1chtdult, "°"""'" vnlllltl>' 

that .,.,., glvtn th• history of tht SSC IO far. CP6L'1 total p111111r 

r11ourctt. fClf' 1988 art l l1ttd 11 10,092 Mol htrt, but tot.I •>'•h• 

c•p.citr I• gi.,•n •• ? 16110 Kol in Vol IV, Apptndl• 5, pagt 13::1 and also 

•• 9,600"" in Tablt 4-~o. Vol l,Chapttr "'· P•Q• ?2. CP•L ltltlf 1111• 
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stparat• pages In tht DEIS <Val ,JV, Ajlptndl• 1"' 1 pag•s 137 • 1391 Vol. 

IV, Apptndill Sc, P•Of 13!!1> tit• shttMnt I• ••• thil.t CP&L If pgt 

brvonsf that alrgtdz !nthlhd 1 

Tht curr1nt capacity of Dulle I• Hl,600 ru, but tlit planntd 

rt1ourct1 1r1 glvtn In Apptndl1 141 p191 136 11 19, .. 37 Kol or an ........ " 
•cktlilonal 3 1837 "')I• Pa111 137 lndlcat11 tll&t 1,100 f'M will bt pro11lded 

b)' tllt rt turn to ltrvlct In 1995 o-f aldtr ca1l~·flrtd uni ts thtt havt 

bttn rthablllt&ttd, In addition, Ollllt 1•p•ct1 11 000 Kol of pllllJI 1tor1.g1 

c1pacltl' to M av1ll1bl1 fre1111 th• Bad CrttlC Pl.ant In 1991~2 <If tho· c1n 

gtt tht roof ta stop !taking), So llhtrt dotl tht additional J,737,.... 

lndlc&hd cmt frOll? That's 2 llOt't ~on Harrh plants!! 

P199 13' o., Apptndlll 14 1ptcuht~1 that nttdt would bt •tt b)' 

rth1rnln9 u"lt• to strvlce 11fter upgrtdt 1 lift e11ttnslon proQt"lllS, 

reactivation of MGthb&11td unit~, t.nd conMr•n,\lon t.l'ld 101.d iw.n•~nt 

Pf'DOrMIS. If gur yt ! 1 i t I ti ntrdtd pnl y tp do thrst ti! l Dqt to prpd!Jsr 

thr 1qu!v!!ant p!Mfr pf ! ans! I/;) Shrtgn Httl'I• plant!. why htvrn't tbry 

dgn• It ,tlrpadt 11 CP•L dotosn't '"'"have an)' 1111othb1111d units! And that 

Mana that th• r1s!cttont1al ustr it going to hive to quit 1qu1ndtr!n9 hit 

Jnttrest!ngl>", tht Oraft Environ1Hnhl hlpact stat-tit !helf 

dtvOt(!S onl)' I P•Of <Vol!Jlllf 1. Pl9f 4..91) to EhctrlC/t)', P1r1gr1ph 

4.9.2.2 1t1t1s th1t *i.orr dthihd lnfOt"llatlon ind reftrtncts are 

I 
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In Vol- 11 Ch1iptff 11 lahh l-l, P•99 S-:3 a' tllt OEiS; only 4 

11lht of ,,..,. pOlffrl lit• It 1 lt~ll'd 111 r1qull'td to pro;r~de Mr11lc• to tlt 2 

USC tubtt•tlono 1 aiad Uiis tht'eugtl M,"W'dldurO.d '"''of Uniti.r 

pr0tluttlan 1 ll;llt •QT·lr11l't•r•I ucl rurai QH~'apatOftta accorrHag to voi 

I, Cllaphl' 31 I 3-.241 Ill' •1 1t1t.a An :l.~.Hl-1'l •t.b1 t.itl ti 

111b1tantlf.lll" forolt1d, Qarttl.1' utthd ••• •. Of caurtt thlt It th••

hbl1 thA.t llot1 ti•• •UllblM' of wat1r tMlit last •• '• sow. cu1 11.tlN1• 

tilt l'tli•bilib llf U.1 tnfQl"11&tl.ou!! 

Th1 4 1r1il11 of - tru....i.111111 li!il r1,ulr1<1 -it vtr)' SjJttUic 1 

but; In tti1 I.ill vol111119, t1b~1 3_., pep :!-29 I l1t1 U11 E11tJ .. t1d 

~ru~ R1qull'tllf1'ltt for t.1111 p.opa11d EllctrjctJ Trl.1'1•.ln,iOl'I 11 ZZ-J1t 

!~ for 1111111•hl 1 tine! • fooh1ot1 to tllat H;ur• H1~s l t dtJl•lliilt 

on which •11ctrJc utlJlb C=tlUI)' 11r-ovldt!i th•,_,.. !bit,.., they~· 
10 •~r• ak11i °" r1qu;,...,.,.., 1M 1104 U11 otlltr? <Of co1,11~11 ttiat i• tit 

·~ t1bl1 tll•t • .,. loi1t1 ttlctr.i...wut pro.la. tll• 1o111t1r tia th• ,.,. 

clus~1r!l Ou tile 111ry ••~t ptgt Ill 'hbl1 3-~. tn. i'ohl llrapo.1d 

Acr••V• fw ••• NorUI tM"oHu 1Jh h11 91 .. ,a •• 11,;,;. ltifiy iM't t1'UI 

• r•n!J41 gl..,tn h1r1 too of l!~,897 to 16,379' dtpondlRQ °' ..t.ldl 111:trlc 

ut 111 ly C1Ji111411n,. ,..ntdefl U11 llOMJ'? 

It 11 cit.,. U1at Ult Nor'UI Cuclht• tU• JI•• W bt•l'I .d1.110011tr11hd 

to bu tfl •n..,lro-t•UJI' 1.cltt11it1 Jui~t 1Jt1 for I~• SupN"~CX)lhctl11:9 

Sup•r C:il 1 IG•r. 
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lll!'ZPCNSE to 'IllE DRAFI ENVIROtffNIAI. IMPACI ~: Rfl'IJ'l:A!IO.~ OF DOE 

'lhl draft Enrlrcm!mt;nl Irapnct Statellll!Jlt is filled with rumierowi Ollissions, 

factual errora, and mi.srep.resentatiOO#. I wish to addRs8 the topic of t 

reputation of tbe DepartllN!nt of Fzwrgy. Asia veil knrMl by"""· North 

Crarolina baa reached the final ~tition far DOE'a prtzcd aciar.c& proje<.. .. , 
th! $uperconlw;:ting Supei Collidm:. 5mca we are one of seven states left 

that ate cc:epeting for tbia project, it is important to invutigate Wt type 

t4 neiDlbor DOB vauJ.d ba il they wre to bd.ng their p~ject to our state. 
Quest.ioos llNCb as how well DOE protects the public and hmr cor.cerr.ed they are 

about tbe envircnDc:nt ere illlportmt queatiOM to eddtesa. In searclWig for 
~ to thue questions I WM alm:med at how easily I found negative 
camentary on DOE'a performance at_othu pro~t eit1t1t. Attached to this 
etatement ara a at.IBber of report.11 repn11ng hav poorly DOE marmges a nunb11r 

or 1ta project aitea end haw they seem to dUregard the velfare of tbe 

sea=al public, For :lnutmce, oae report notes that at tha: Hanf'ord Wsshington 

hdioactive'Wuto Repo11itory radioactive vute baa Weedy contaminated the 

nearbr CollJllbia River. rurthat, thia report notea that the costs foe clcan:i.ng 

up radiosctiva sludge at the Ranford site ara utJmated to ba $9 billion. 
Accotding to Sena.tor Jolrl Glenn, who bDB for yeare :lnvuU.gated OOE practices, 

•t11e ~t of Inergy and ita predeceeaoa haWI been counting their missions. , • 

with an attitude of Mglect bordering on contempt lot enviromcntal proteCtion." 
(see attacbient) Moat recently, both cadioaetive and nonradioactive toxic 

waste baa b*l found in the ground water near the Brookhaven National laboratory. 
(aee attachod ~ llrt!cl.e) In fact. many wells at the Brookhaven sita 

"are contall!Mted above thoaa levela" reccmaended for safe hullm consanption. 
S:iza:Uar poor managemont of nuclai: ml toxic 11Ute bu been reported in other 
statu Ultl.udJna 'le:muaee, Texas, Navada, Utob, and M:Ls&isaippi, Aad just 

three dayn GIG, the nevspepat carried • report that two congre1udooal carroittees 

disclosod oo Friday that the Sawmah R1 vet !b:lear Plant in South Carolina 

"boa hod dUIUOUO reactor accidents that have been kept .secret frc. the public 

for u 1oog u 31 JUt•·,, Sana of the accident.a could have threatened p.ib.lic 

heal.th or, Md they aone 1.mCC10ttolled, even deatroyed the .reactors, cteatina: 
a diauter. 'Jht incident ... raisu anew que&tiODll about the w1l.lingnesn of 

tta !Mrgy lleputmctt to correct long-atan:ling 111Mgarial end structural 

ptClblats at thl aging plant ... • ~ bav do I lee! 1'ilEl!l l hear that OOB may 

btiJJg a project capable: of ~ low level nuclear waste to our state? 

Well I f-i, abliut aa open to the idea aa I would 1l I beard Al Cepone were 

going to open up mi ice eras shop in llJ' nei&hborhOod· I Because, you see, 

iJlra Hr. c.pine, DOZ Ft ita reputation the old fuhioned way - the;y e£ned 

it. Md lib Hr. Cllpone, 00£ ia riot WB1.c:me 1n th1I state for mt reuon. 
Pleae tlko 7V'.IZ' SUpercm!ucting Super Collidu ad put it ~ else -

tar, tu INll.'1· v. don't wit it m ktb c.rol..iM. 

t RAN ""Pi.RR.OTT 

'"R-r. c., .,. .. 11,1 
O~rORll, \I(!. ,._7St.S 
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Radioactive Trace ls Found 
In l'laterNearNationalLab 
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"NOT IN OUR BACKYARDS": A FACT SHEET 
WHAT IS DOE's TRACK RECORD IN THE WESTERN STATES? 
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LETTER 

Oct.ob.i· ), 19&a 
!il:55 ..... 

Tb• BIDib~l' "l r.locattorui b•iq; 111 1• erron.Qt11. Tia.re h.ave ta tr. 

-r• thlll 111. Fol' Eta111Pl•, I 1!1J11.'t think the Stat• Ir.-• tt1at .. rHa 

a:ztat, Al: tb• M•tiq in fabniA?y here in llutqr, I apoX. at th• DOI 

Mariq. At that u, .. OUl' aev llOM 011 bd Hountaill vu t.iell wular 

ci;iutruct:il;IQ.. h. ar.. MW SN9d Lu. W.. have 1•t to k m,gt11i•d by th• 

Loa• of wat.r velJ.a - 9. I cur. count llO~• tbAD 9 wll11 juat drivin1 

th~uab tba aru.. b .Uitioa, th c:Olmll\it7 well in tbl bd l'loun.tili 

.WW.1,,.Uior. C'lrt•11tly PT'llaa l!i bwaabol4a. M:corlliq to aa arUcla la 

th• Mllrch 1988 iaa11t1 ot Iua11he,•111. C. qa llGt:a clOPatie val.la tMn al\1 
i,..:~ ............... ~"l\.-.11 

otbar •t•U 1 .. ctw riat;io;111, SZ0,000 aud :i,100 "-wdty vella, 4th hi&Jl.•H 

uiona th• 1taua!\ .. .., ~,,.. ...... 't.._; 0..,1.:...'i. ... 

N f•l' u vatcr aupply uaa,e, it h noted 111. the draft tb.mt tha 

audac1 .. tft •ppl7 Ull•I• will b.- a laqa !racticm of ncaaa capac:it7. 

I ~lleltic:ll'l vb.at u COIUIW.t&d. u ·~·· ~:Lt,. fO'J:' the lut t'llQ , ... r. -th• •r•a hu •qiari•nc:..S)\w•t•r shortagea 4u• to tbs drouahca aloae. 
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•••• 2 

B. r-1 '111•. D1:t•'::t01' of tlMi Dtvtetcm of biromental !luaqcmn.t 
~1-~"-~· 

for •.t. T•·...., l>-c:b10tlll u4ci -:r th aat 3 to 5 Y••t11 Ifill 

detci..U. tM Oilit)' of ttie it.at• to 11:aw .cor.<1a1c-ll7 M .oc!.all:v ~ 

• • otill fttH~ •:wirom.r:tal·~tt:y. Bet" bap£M th#t.,. a:ttll ....... 3 

C<I 5 J<l!•r• to -*• tboH dactdmaa, tboat th• tta. fl..0111't Bli9ped p..it 

jl.t. 
11-.a cim 4..::1,.imw of tbU *IPit.11d• bo ll&da wM11 U!C,. Gcil11rol. Me~ 

1tly ~ 5.am.t.CI BUI 7,, th.t ltfltllll~tlM M.C. l?l:l"ftro-t~ foltq .\c;lt 

ol' 1,11, ktic:l• l, of CJla9ter 1111. of thti C•o•tal St.il!tut•"• .uJ.l !;:?!. 

~ly to tbil act or to ex, act.tori taki&D p11rwaot to th1• ~t'! 'l'bla 11 

f.EI p;f•ra..r.e tO P•cnid1111i 11 ll:ltll for tile 5SC. It a:-.ta the SSC ptojec:t 

lrAI tJw «.et.a •-:1.row.Dt.a.l ttp.lati-... Jt' U ~rd to l'.:!¢1'1! btw 

the St•~• cwld prin-tdc c.vn:tat date for .., h'f:lric-tal X.,.ct s~ 

'°'1- thor;y ali.tMted ttr.11 "l'flqUi~~I f4r h•"Wlq NCh II ltudy • 

. •••H . 
.lli:o ta tlM ~ 1e • "c:tJ.tm 01111 tlMI htioual roU-:t•t llt..ehar;ci 

lU:bdhtioa Sy11::,,.. (pa. 6-2) I• d• M.-r.i.?b 11118 J.q1etit art1cl• it 1• 

a.ot"4 tta.t "lll. C. "'- th• •~nhllt. d1!.b1ou11 lt111t111ct1n of bcwq th.II lllOllt 

fll'dctral .at19t-U•lt' d111ch11r511 p-11ni1t11 of ay •tt1t.• tu tM bt.hlla11t., 

h1el~lD8 tkl booit-et•t• of •iort.t.e~ f•r .... itl tr11am11c plant11 tllilt 

to tlllko•tri•CJ ltQd 111waa11•tr1111txMt pl.llnt11 (ptiv•t• 01' &"•~tal) 1dl.ttll 

41•.:•ll'a• we.cu fnto tll.- •t~t•'• orl11C11 t1-llt•1 .. •.u ot J•11t111ry 1'8S, 

3,51! fac1l1t11u1 Ud !ii'IIES p11::m.t.t1. Md1t1mlall.J• 577 otb•r fa.:ilitin• 

have tlllClU"llit .. ..., er ruaval pe:ndt11 which b.sT• not 711t b111ro proc•ll'!ied, 

• ttr..11 tl'•ati"'ll tt:. 'b:lq••t b.u::kloa of a, ot.Mr 11tat11 i• t1M loutbu1t. 

llA.1- _! ~54_ -
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Page l 

al'• c:h1ck1d yearly for ccr11p11a11c1. So ..... 111r diechar11r1 10 S year1 

b11ev.t111 1up.ct1oua, •ttia 1napect1ona lb)C( re_porta indicate that .bout 40:I: 

of th aunicipal traat .. nt plauta aM 211 of all otbar lf.C. diachllr1ar1 

cun:antly ~ ~ ••t th• 1tandal'd1 of th11r pand.te." I didn't 111 that 

bit of 1-afonution .. ntion 11 the report. Tha draft li11t1 26 potantid 
oil o\, 

nav poUlt 1ourc. diacharge ar .. ~which will ba diaetwraad into surface 

veter 1r111. 

Lutly, 111. the rapol't uJldar Deai:ripciona of ltnovn R11101u~c• l191ct1 

at ct. Proposed Sit••• (Pl• 5.1.9-2 • 3) appear• a atat ... nt which rolate 

to pudtctH oUlllHira~fr!.J .. c:cad loeatioZlll of i:ultul'al .ad biatorical 
/I 

rHoul'c11, It "'' "Inun1tv1 wrv1y1 have ~ Haa uadartU.Ga :la th 

propo1..t R, C, SSC 1it1 area." I think tbi• atat-t could b• .. id 

allwt ell of ct.. information prnided by t:b• St:11t•. 

loml.1• J. lluih9J 

13304 Ql&•rt•rharu bm tf 
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GENERAL ASSCMBLV OF NORTl1 CAROLINA 
l'l'tl1 SeiSION 

RA Tu:aco en-L 

C'HAP191'5, 
SENA l'E BILL ill 

AN ACT TO PROVID~ A snt TO THE UNITED ~TA.TES DEPAR.1'MCNT OF 
ENERGY FOR A SUl'ERCONOUCTINO SlJPER COLLIDER. . 

The Gencr.ll Auc:mhly of Nu.1h C;irolii\<1 ~~"'-111: 

~ikJn I. rtuq1i1i~ ~ (".ml!l".111. A-=Mhty flnth lhat lh" JX"qUlsllion. 
~M::.alion, and -= ul 1k fei~ p.-upctt) auchorUo.J 10 he oh.-quil'Oil·bf lhis ac1 for die 
estlbl~hmcni 111 a Wf!Cl\.'0Hdui..1in1 llUpo:l' .:oHider W. Nonh C.irolina trill lad lO the 
cd1'0ds.:m.I. scl.entilk. _...... Cll.'OllOMk: ~Al of lhc SUt1: ud ftl pcoplo and 
hereby dcda1u 11u:b <11.'lULiilic»n, d<cdkadon. 411d U$C h) -.cm: a public pufposii: Q.Dd Co 
be tor tbe bclaolit of 1hc pcupk of tile S'°'lc. 

Sec. 2. A.,"qttir.iltOA by 1he St.:11~ The Ocpanmcttt of Admlalstnadon Ny 
a<qtikc f« 8 fllp.:l''-'OllU..:til'lji at~ C&ilidcf i• fee #lnpk 1ll' iA H)' Jase:.. tGfCl'Cll 
inchsdiq 1tepd\'d euemc•Ht... Jn Ille: na~ of and .,,. bdu;iJ( of the Staie of Nm111 
Can>airut. bJ don;;liUfl'I, purcha:ir.:, or 1.-olkkm.aiaa ptutuoint lO ttle ~iu@DS GI O.S. 
1•2.c1 and 146-24.1: 

(I) lhO!IC lands 1oge1her wi!h an~ Improvement~ thereon, i11 Our~m. 
Gran\'ille, and l'en!On Coanlttt.. dcterminoJ to he necatary fur a 
site Ofl whM:ll kt b.~lc and .. '01ta1ru .. i: a supcro.:ondut.i:ing s1.1pc:r 
.. -o11MH:r I• a«ofdanl--c w;mn ~iGcattol\1 of the Secretary of the 
U•ileJ SW.tc.'1 Oepout~nl tJf Eneray for tht super~nduaina: wper 
co41iJc:r; 

(:2) ~·tUM !".M' roat.h and lh)l.'OJ IO variooll poin11 to aftd around ~he •: 
(3) c:tSCllftt;:!tfM (:tr dtc p..ltl,,,_ al brln;;ir.f lllllllicil C>tl!O lbc dee U;I f6r 

11tc .;i111nbu1io11 1)1111ili1:.C,. 10 OICfilkc areaa al'Qtlltd dte Shiir; 
(4) 1an1kwary e.uc1rec:nb 10 fat:1li1:11c o.:om11.ru.:1t->n. in-:::l11clin,c ~metalS 

fOf lcmpoollry S'OD.4b: IUld . 
(3) off'~le i«alio)M; fot lhc di1pi>W1ion of materials and spoils 

<".ai::avalfl:d fNm tllc si1c. •nd rij!hlH-of·way IOI" a«tSI to w1:ll arl"..as. 
The 5J*ilil: loc;a1ion ot 1he !'<:<II 11rupa1y 10 ba K'Cplirell sltan bra 

detcrmiincd by lite Go-..crnor and IM Catuk:il of Slate. 
Sec. 3. Ac;quMion by lhe lln~a.I S...les: teimhutKCMCSM. al C11penttS; 

The Ullaed S!Ma, ~ .. 'Ondemn.ali.Gn or othut JUdi..:ial proct!edinp, iuy ~tre tille 
to •AY Incl CM: pt«'d nl -land together •i1h •n)' impriowemcrt1s· 1hcrcoti, in 0.rlltam. · 
Gt1Rville, and PtnOfl Countie1, dacrminc:J to be iw:.:oaary for a Ute: Ot9 whkb io 
loi..'DCo and CO'"'nn.1 • supcreonduo.i:ing 1uper .. -ollk!cr i• ~• .;a. 
ICJCCilblioftl ot Ille S~'\.'l'dllty of dtc .. United SIMO Deranmenl of Encrl)' for -lhe 
M11per~1ln1 MllM:r .. 'Ollider. : 

·l'bc: 5'a1c of Nonh Carolin.it k autboriz:J·to n:imburse 11te United Stales 
for MIJ ad aU ""'d~ ol jUll l.'Ofttpcniwoon 1tu1 fltoy ~ ntAdc in any SPCh <'Olldc!1I....,. OI" j11.Jk:ial iwo..'Cedi"J'" 
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Clea!l Water-
A Threatened Resource? 

by Fr..nk Tutsi and Bill Fing~r 

II :11crquclitytmdwazer wrply p1,;.~i!'nu h!!11t rwched the 17 ri'lerbasil'IS a.~t. / 
82r,c:;o 11•tl!J i11 Nn•1f1 cara!ir.a fm• swre r.x ,,.K~'c w!'!:SJ. Fish kills, e.:rygelf.fi~leut1 
wnu:r. and ori;u ..-nd~na poinr to a l~th:.i/ r.:i.rn,~'.' ojpo!lUJM:s i.1 tM !:c.:e' s sulfai:e v""' 
w:lt'!r.i. M;:,an .. 'i1ilt. w1de.•vcwid st.::irage rar.1.s a.~.It ar/ier pot:wio.oi wurcts tlUia.r.gu 

the Sl.'1!<'
0

.1· poun1.h.1•at'!r syst:m. Ar :J;e r J'lll.111,;n .•?tO .. "S, \>'11!'r !.!lpply .1t<!di incrtase 

alone i .. 1,J sou•, "·1 o(p.ol/1111r>.1. H.uv 011 Nr:·'lli C..villuw tr.an.age tlu dual clu:!ltngt c-j 
fl"'ll'r!u:~ 1.-.:li•'r qu:i/icv al!J ,·m!1rrn~ a11 aik-711au: ... -arrr supply.~ 

MA!!.C!I 1988 ~J 

lil Ttieb!ue~i?J!edl!ll'lof 

~woodcl\Wic. They~ 
ill.C~f..')'Ul~llloott\lll 

' 
.. ,.. .. ..,.._ .. 

W 1M ;i;:IO\'td lwl'1 tbll afl'• 
ptl:lldled. Q.e Nie Jwod his 
si-lllldraled!Uc'-tddi· 

&11117. Billt.byapibbedllleaabaacUdd it Old.for 
illspcQ.im. Almaa1q1111"111'~tbcoW'ssi&ll r.:1 

pc,nifithad~ai.u:ll.'AO!i..-;.luorpns
~~dli;bolc. 

"'laiD'li.e&a IJOll;illflibit."zid~who'1 
beata~aabbtt11111b;~RM!rfor 
n:oso<llii so~ ynn. .,.~ t«a ~ 11-= 
_.ill111yliffwllii4idn'ltbil'.irl'>Zfr'.11io:>Jldat 

*1:JoJ611•enb'•.$1ldl." ~~-=----
11ndlo=y..-.ed~llolesi!ici=111llxPamllco 
ba"in s-conc-y, 

fwi.ycanqo.a~ f\-51t~ bYo 
ill& u;ty red Slamiis ~~~mil· 
lloM; of lllCllhsdc:i, ausEig ~ ~ bq;iiz 10 

.l!Oli=m.lhi1tz:sMR111'tr!ibtm'l>eriYCr. ODco 
CIXDllDl a~ wa11 ~-"die 
~-~ So-lbe>lripedl::ms. 
~

0

1Mllllg!Mlllbae."Ml.)Osr.dOM 
d;.y in~ ;m:lfl!a&Sflt. Ulllold:d 1'Udil:''$mtazcr 
OldlmaUUf!*i:ina:bo:.!Contbc~side.ol"U. 
rWu • ., don'l~ Will!: !I is bClt smicdliftl 111•t -· Tile P;mll;o ii beinl: slowly p>iSOl!Cd try .. 
k:mi .:ot:mii or iM~wial. lllfllD. zr.c1 •ueolllml 
.....-.. ~!Mm-ct11owtbcb~o/QIQd.. 
CD ~c:.!=slft'Jills«tt:iOcs.~ 
fll:':I and llilrogm, liet"J Jlleals sudl IS b1 ll!d 
m=:iry.llld~ TlllS)'_mbbe,uieflmlito 
olill lile foa:a..1 

Two hM.1rW 1114 le1'Cllr)' 1111les irl1rnd. !!uh 
J>ildrrcm Wmlmal Slfllidle& IN: liJle be!.-= 
Guli!onl.anda.ldDlphmllllics. lnUie l9'C0$.1~ 
1111theDol:plti'td111.Ja?isiMai IOOo:xi this fUlll 
CO&lll!y, IS both I flood c:oacrol pra;:ia ~ IS & 

JOa&Uof'Wlla'kirllepca·-a-boro~ 
ticn Ne¥ll' bui~! when IUld - dlC8p ft~ 
""3lef" ... ~ ~ill lllt dictJo!Wy, lhe p'Ojcd. 
~'l(lllhe~,boanl.1D:11\'. 'W~lll&UI' 
pr.iblc.JIS ill inc DDcpRh'CI', ~fl.:l!Vibf fiigll 
f'Jint. &nd ~be:~ lot" Ranclk1nM [bra, 
hslOC debyed Ille projd. A ISM tddor'..ill in the 
Crraciorr:lllC"Wt .{RrM'tlca-.Jlicftedtlwpo!lwon. 
ifl. !l;e Deep llivuCO\!k! NU 1?.e Ralldk:ma:i ~· 
'o'Oir""asilll!~"" 
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B
eside the grand history of 
the glaciers and their 
O\\'D, d1e rrionntain 
streams sing the history 

cf every avalanche oreanhquake er 
snow, all easily recognized by the 
human ear. and every word evoked 
by the falling leaf and drinking 
deer, beside a L.'lousand o!her facts 
so small and spoken by the str...am 
in so low a voic the human ear 
cannert bear them. Thus ever; C\'COt 
is written and spoken. newing 
is~ the sky, making a path 
inevitably as the deer in the snow, 
and the winds all rell it though "'e 
hear it not. 

-Johll Muir from MT rails of W~llder~ 
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• The Land in Nonh Carolina • 

I 
' ·:~ ..,. _,,..:ii 

Protecting the Land 
and Developing the Land

How Can We Do Both? 
by I.any Spohn 

LtwJ.u.u inua i11 w pail have ball viewtd g~groplUCalty. a.r cofJSUJl. 
~. ixmowvtMCOll«nU. .u gTl7'Nlls oca/trtUD i11 Ute urban 
PftdmoN twl in ruon arttJJ i11 tM mt!IUIUlillJ alld on rJre ~. ioeys to 

bal.vtct that g~ wifls uivilonmaual prolatiotU Med stmie~tl 
arrmlioll. /111M tarly 1970s, NonA Coro/JM MW 11 IWJfkHci:U ltadtr in 
na!l·ku/ ai:Wu rtrardinl fatld iuc. Biil tmnical/y, cu atwlopmw lus 
Uu:rmstd )ls ~ 1980s, tAt pendJ.ilum of tand-urt co11Uol lw l1Wllf away 
from st41/!WiM nandartls 0 mort emplwis on local C4«Uo/. Sh"idd 
nmt-~I t:cti:lllS rt~suJblish lM balantt ~n,~ ondsumcoltlTDI 
o{1Mtand, and ar !lit s.tlllt Wilt r«ri!Y tM lmbakutct bclWUll. rht Mvtl· 

opmnu boom and t1111iJ"olllPIOWI conttrtU? 

9-.1 NO mt C.UOL"iA IS-SIGHT 
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LETTER 155 (CONTINUED) 

Statement of the PotentW Medical B~nefill of the Super Collider 

Al physicians with• spedal lnlenR in the dilignolb and lmltmmt of cmcer, we would 
IDre lo call attention to the potential beneflls of loc'ating the Super Collkler In North Clmllna. 
ti. aa:elerlllDr •I Fermi.lab hall long been a.I for neutron thenpr. Uthe SSC II deligned &om 
the oullet wUh medical appllcatton1 in mind. the poufbllitfea for tlgnilicant ~PY _and 
._m,, Cllft be much grater. 

Other Kttlenton have mo been ued far mar lhl!!rapy. Our group hu Nd exp!rience 
rderrlng patients to lhe Cydotnnt .t Hanud ud the lawr'l!ld Radladon t.abontory at 
lerlleley In Califomili. To have the world'• mp.t accelerator within Dut 25 miles of 
- ... - In llurlwn. 0..pol Hill, ...i Ral<igh would ...... oclllng oppommities for 
tnatmenl and. research. 

'l'he SSC wiD ll«elerate protoN and can be made to produce Matrons by proton 
bombardment of Mlected INterialt. Bodi potont and neutrons can be highly meful in dealing 
with p1rdcular lypel of tumon. Protons can be focused wry predltly-for ue cm tumon 11'1 
ddlcate ueu of the body, and neutrons haw a much greater killing power than the X-rays 
th.It an typically uled in Mlatfon thenpy. Both proton and neutron lhtnpy ba.Ye 
dllnonltraled good results for lpK'iftt tumors In telected lituationt. 

1be SSC can be a very valuable IOol for both therapy and further raearch. 1be SSC 
offers hlgh enrrgy kveb &nd good reU.billty. Location of the SSC In proximity to the 
.,_rdl Triangle am. and Its medical cmten would put North Carollna In a wUqut position to 
lad retell'Ch in the9e ueat. 

In addition. the developmen1 of the SSC in North C&rolina could hliw many adVUitaps 
for the production of radi°'8olopeli with imporlant cUnkal applications. Sonw of the botopel 
al bnmedititir tnteret could benefit posHron ~ tomography; others can be med with 
monoclonal antibodiel for diagnostic imaging md for therapy. The SSC could make a 
tdgNAcmt lmpKI on the production of medically lmpntant llotopet for use In our area and 
potentially for the United Slate.. 

In our etdmltion,, the dmagn costs auod.lted wllh provtdtng for the. medkal USl!S would 
be minimal U included lNUally. We are amfldml lhlt U this £aidlity ii tllliblished II could 
be uKd. 1o treat hundn!ds of p1tlents ewry ~· 

In sum. we aee Vftf real benefits lo lhe people of North CazollNI and lhe tDUtMui region 
through loaiting the 5.5C htrie. Our pmpoeet todliy •re twofold. 'lbe 1in1 Is 10 Inform the 
public ol the important tnedlcal UD ...odaled wilh KeeJenitor t.chnology, whkb Include not 
only rediatton lhenpy. Superconducting magnet tiechnology ha aho a.de pomble m11gnedc 
l'SINllC'I! bNging. an lncrmlbtgly lmportlnt dilgnostk tool. 

Second, we would lib lo mge the dnlgnen of the SSC 1o Incorporate t!me concepts .. the 
outlet The coal 11Yinp and lncnQn In effecdvenea by lndudlng medical •ppllcaliom &om 
tt. ftra can be considenble. We .mNI tudy lo offr:r our uslstu\ct In detmnin.ing how best to 
CllNCnlct lhe SSC IO thlit ltt medical uses can be awdmi:.cd. 

c-dlnaled by °'· Halp«ln 
Duke UnivenUy Medkal Centier • 
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Super Collider Hearing Stretched To 3 Session! ....... _ -· ·---· ... ., EUut! lrtUfilAa 
Heillld 5lall wntllr f;,~~in~n'~---· ,.,,.., unUI noon. 

Seh1d11led 1pe11t1n bad to 
tlollfy the l:nera •P•rtaent 
teri'n dll,)'I tn Id.a--. !:Ida will 
tie allDtled fivt DIUIU1a. u.dteti 
waJll-up rqbtniU9!1 IO COlmllanl 
Will be alloired II tbe a.eann., ac
L'Wdlq lO anu Qutrte. depart-..1 tpol[auuaa. 

MYen allel 1111der CIDllSidenUoa.. 

0118.~1;1:~~.;lll~~=r:~~~!~~~f 
111~oh1111r lbe propo1ed S11per
cond11t(in1 Super CoU1oer 11 
bemg e:iitendeo 1mo Tuead;ly be-

Th• U.S. D1p1rt•1n1 ot 
~·~fYi:!1~:;::_ ~!:•~n£!: ..... , 

Houn lod1y 111•1 been II• 
tecided from 2 lo 1:30 p.m. and 
troai 1to 11 P-ID..AnothUHUlon 
is .U.ed1.1led Tuesd..,y tn:1111.1..._ 

ff•u1np an betq held at aU 

• 

e:.u:~ "= f:l.~~1::.~ 
~:s: ~':.:!/:.!:::.~·::e 'ii~1°.i .... __ 
U:.::!J:!I:fw~~~n: 
holdu11 CIDllCIU'rent bunnp be
cauu 111eb 1 l1r11 .1uniillo1r of 

C:.'!t::t!i::!? :m .......... 
Q11trll1. Hol111 end Jey 

HunM, •bo bu lleJped IQaa 
eollJdtr n1urdl 111d deioel 

=~~~.T~:: 
tcld9T•119utaa.See Collldw1 
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LETTER 157 

Pr.I.tie f'ar.m!and.s 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement l.:!! filled wll:.h numerous 

01d!lsl'?n:s, factual errors, •isrepresentatlon.s, and facts det1"l111ental to the 

Siting of the SUper Collider ln North carollna. 1o11sn to address the topic of 

the amount or prl11111 farmland::i 1n the three counties to be used for thie 

proposed Collldo?r. 

North Carolina will permanently lose 593 acres of prime farmland if the 

SSC is placed in Durhi!.1', Granville and Per:son countiee as proposed (Vol 1, p, 

3-511), This ls 130 aiore acres of pri1110 f:i.rmland th.an ln any of the other BQL 

s.Lte:i, Perhaps th ts l.:1 one of the rea9ons that the Durham County f;:i.rm Bureau, 

Granville County Fari'll &u·eau, and E'er3on County Farm Bureau ha1Je each passe-i 

.separate re:solutlons 1n opposition to th~ proposed Super Coll1der. Al.oo, th-a 

Grand Iola.Ster or the State Grange has i.ritten a latter in oppo:Jltion to the SSC. 

Tt.e State 1ndl~tes these pr1Me rarml:an.js a!'e only l/10tl'I of I pi,l"cent of 

tho total inventory of ~ch land3 1n the !'legion of Influence. However, thl3 

llcgion of JnfluenGe covers Z2 ct1untles ln two statel:I 4lll.I the large numbtH' of 
/;{ t1i~ 

far111ars who would be relocated~ SZC ln ~rth Cat•olina would have to 11tOve 

a con31der3ble dl::itance aw~y from t~eir f.ati111es and friends t,ll begln f:.rmir.1:1 

a&ain. This 1a evidenced by the fact that the U.S. Soil Conser,,,.atlon Ser11lce 

e3t1matC!I there is 0 parr.ent (oio) ~para.Ole valued soil:. wlthl<1 the thr~e SSC 

oountle::i to that being taken by tl",e Collld"lr. 

It ls cloar that the Nol"th C<irollmr. site ha:J !:!.?! been demon:Jtrat.ed to be 

an enviromcontally adequate ho~t site for tile ~.1p11H·conducting S;.;per Colll1er, 

)/a,,,,,,;b ea-b 
,£c :L_i -'fl-"/ fl. r1,s 

A~ ~ .... rt701;;,, 
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DElS jll)-A<:tlon Alt~rn:!.t.tve 

Th• Or&'ft Er111ironm<:>ntal Impact St,-it1ME111t 1~ filled Nlth 
nu111£>1·ous o..ii ~'iii ons • f ac tu.;i 1 •1·ro.· 'iii• 1111 !!ll~epi-tt~ent.Jo t ion~ • .u1d 
f....:t~ det..--rnt.;al to thit -sttinq of' th• Super CoJU.4'tt' in 
No1·th C.iwo1ine. I Wt'iilh tt.o addrl!e\1 tl".e topu: Qf the No-Ac"::lo1 
Altmrn.1tlve by DOE tn .NDrth C~roll~a. 

t. 1At"'9 talk about 1tMter. hi Stk":ti.l)n S.J • .e .. 4, 
Late •J.r.:hi•, D•J1"h11t1R'5 ·pri•1cip4I• """ter supply, a!I 
the &dditio.1al d-ar.d f"•Qor •.it:a-r. J1£st to re.mind 

V'"" s-:1 t11 
II -,1~t.11"C:<!t f"r~1· 

ourse1'•"1'!> of 
t.h~ d,..ougtit r,,f 190'3. heri3 is t•1e c-:>vP!i- of the July '-• 1913'3~ 

cover of T~i11'!',_ THE BIG DR'/, H!!rl! is tha Sr:!pt~b'iH" :5J 19.l,,!a 
Durha:11 Mo1·11ing H"r<o1ld ptl-c;to of' L~kil 1'1lchifl--Oh Eiuoy, Ne. W.?1!.e
-'f'h<Moting the ret11ults of" tDts 11r•o11'11o r·a1.n'fal l •t 7 • .,,.1. inches 
bn'l<""JW n'.o)rmal 1'or thi!ll yl!'u·. An-:! l~st \I.le t.h:i.ok tt.oit Ull.s w,;ni. 
t.•olatM 'fluke of" nat1Jre, •~t~a r~b111-1· the t1uo5me.f .dro1,,"19ht.a 
f!lf 1'197, 190,',:,, •'l;c:., 'lite:. etr:. My n&ighbo1·s, w"o during t-he 
tlU-ltf' 111US1-t 1'11 l theit' Wdoshi.nq 111achtr'!ll tub& Mt th w...~'Sih """"tat" 
tn the ITIQl'"lllfl'}• then rt11.iiit unti.l afllern·:•c.1, to cr~a1pta.tl'!! thu 
rios111 of then· clothes ... ;.11 t:a- h11.ppy 1:0 t:ni> .. ttl.at 1<1• dao .not 
h<'lve • ~l•titr probla.n. Til~ e~1c;~'O.s Wi'lt!!'r $·Jr;p1y you pc:<i.11t t1J1o 
•n Chaptol!'t"' 3 ~u-et d:O<- n.:;.t Ulli'!!llt. The CO\Joty of 01,,-t>.,11 h.t'!I. 
Pii.l•j iln -.dd1t1on<11l 25,000 Onll.:1•<5 to includs thei effer.:ts .u"f' 
th• SSC •a p.a~t 6f th~ Dvarall w•tershir.: etuciy, but thG 
r•'!!llults ~r• not exp""'cteci until Thar • .-\l11]\v\n.:;i; too late~ 'll.im:::Q 
ttt- pt-efttf"red ~i.t>t Hill ti• cho-n ln t:O~£".ber. 

2. Let•• t,J!k •l:?out dctYslopM~t and -arowth in our .a>·oa:oa. 11~"'' 

•t<i.tm ln p,,rl<9raph ~.3.2 tt1et tl"ll!il Pt9Clont.•4 •t r~ql.::in wtll 
conttnue to develop slc"'ty •• W9 curr•nlly h~w• thm ~th 
l&l'Qo!St hiqh !!ichr,r,l 1n Nortti Cao·c.J.1n• tn north'114 n Durh;;ii• 
Ccu.u;ty, 'll .chCl-01 111\ th <11 l!ltudent bi:;.dy o'f n .. a(' !;000 9~u.:J~1~tii 

f"or th11 l'it18 .. a<;i "lc:hor.ol yei,y,;·, • schi;.ol with 21 1110tll.l.ii 
cla~~rco""'!I• classrooas in te~r~rv ~•cillties. Th~t 

r~rr~nt.s •n l.1"1.1:::1·tta('!.• eof 10 m;i.bi la cl.:MJ.'ilr'•><Ul>'I tt.l,11 ye,tor 
a.lor:ott. For th11t ftr:)t tt.11&• .... ,.. •. , our no.-thr!rn 11'1-•tary 
sc!loo!!llo IH!lvf!l li1obll& cl•lfo§'>roof!'l\!I thi• yoar. tet:'!i •1,..t:i 
co"su!..,.,. the f-.Wly com11truc:tiHI J'uni.i:or High Schcrc.l, -doors 
opent!td fr.r th'°' fir111t t1m• th1• f!!Jllo wt"llch i.-s ... 1re.:11dy f'lll~d 
ti> c:~p.Y.:lty. This dtoes not enu,.ld lil<e alOll'I dftva!up-nt to -· 
tl9!!'!X l'!•q•:~rie. A<..•JU"-t 1'966. cit6.'S th!ll Durl'hUll1 '~- c ... ,.a ill!!! 

~th kn • I 1st o'f the -'iOI> llli0"4t d1t111rebl• loca.l:i~n• t.o I l\'& in 
· tn11 u.-.1~H State9. Th111 t11ay not gouf>d too !.111pr•r'!livr., bl.it 
r.ofl'l~t...:ier th.at. ».J1·1'wd wa11 ra,1il<ed B6'ih in 1987 •••• 6 30 poi.nt 
ri'I• ln ju-st one ye•r. Thd Durtl•• City &nd C11unty Vear 200::1 
Jotnt Qnvelopnmnt ~I~n sub~1tt~d to you t~dlcataU r~p~d 
9rowth 111i"th probl'tll'IS tt> be •1tflt!Ctf!d b~c•ue!f of thi11 i;irowtli •• q 
I do not -• •ny rffect of" thi!I study tn the DEIS. Yh• m;;i,,.
un•nt!l!Ou' concern w~s unplanr.•d Q~ONth ~t t~~ Wl~c Grtowth 
Confarl'M'ICQ hc!d in Durh~. April 16, tqaa. 

11: i• t:h.'1'•"''" th<tf;; the tc Slte het1 no~ bewn do111or.~rated tu ta 
an .-dequ•t• h~st for the a~per Collid~r. 

llA.1- ·~~ 
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The Draft Envil'onmentaJ. hnpact Statc~nt 1.s fUled with m,i.'lle•·ou:1 

omlssioris, factual errors, mi:representatlon.s, and ract.3 detrimental to th-.l 

st~ing of' the Supar Colllder in North Carolina. wish to ::iddre::i'l t~!f.! top l<: o( 

t:1e United States a::i a world leado:r in high energy pr.:y.sic~. 

The Draft EIS st.ato?:J (and I quote) " ... One of the 111ost important purp¢~·~3 

of the SSC ... {la] that it woulo:J be the for.a-front high energy fa.-::Uity of t:h<:! 

\.lorld sind ls e~.'.':entlal for <1 strong a11d creative hig~ energ:; p:iysics progru 

lr.to thB next century.•' (p. 3-?.2) If thl.:J ls true, then whJ don't we b1.ald a 

faclli~y that ut111ie3 th-every latc:oit ln tcch11ology, instead of or:e ba.~ed on 

20 year-old technology'? The use of outdated technology l.j tti~ rea!lon \.lhy 

loading scientlsts in Europe have reco.'!lllended d"L1ying t~~e construction of the 

SSC for about ten year!! so these ne\j t~ch:iologie.s i:.an be 1ncorpor:.r.ted. In the 

meantime, these S!;ientists h;:i.'le offered cc11:pl(lte use of' t~e new, cxp;;i.nded CE'iW 
~::/ __ .............._ 

fac111ty
4 

to our i11gh er.erg)' phystcist11. 

When Congre;:i111an Ti.:11 Valentine wa..1 as>;ed t!i.l:J question, ho responded that 

there would be {and I quote from a letter to C.Jl..T.C.H. dated July 26, 1981.ll. 

" ••• an extreme.Ly high pro~abillty that the U.S. ioould :surrender lt.:i lo?adcrs!1lp 

ln high energy phy:iic.:i for the forseeablc future." He also stated ttlat (ql~otel 

" ... a prolonged delay 13 lU(ely to .alow the !)4C:-e of e:tperiment.;i,tion .!r.d 

di!lc.:Jvory WOl"ldwlde ..l:J wel.l a!! dar:i-'lJ!? thfl 11.S. posit.Lon in the fo~·eft'OT1t of 

pal"tlclo pt:y:ilc.:i." 

Congr~S:l~n Valer.tlne l;idlcate.::1 he beUev.a:i the delay suggested Dy the 

E:u.rop<!an sc1entl:Jt3 is out of their oion "!lelf-lntere:!t." I R.311 you, t.ltl.at .5el.f 

l!!.terest? Both the ~u.ropean a.nd Alllericun facl.Utle=i have been o~n to '11.:itting 

l!A.1- l?~-I 



LETIER 15'3 (CONTINUED) 

sclenti:its. [ndeed, while no American has won a lfo:tal twi~e whilo ~.-tdr<g 4lt 

E'el"lllllab 1 an Amerleao 1o11>r1t1ne at CEllN ~..! loiOft a Wcilllel. pri:e. 

So Why 11' lt :io l!lj)Orts,.t tbot..., go tflrwat"d with 01.1tiJat.ed -teclmo!Qf;Y 
l,..,tn t11s~ 0 •1 ... ,..,...1• 

aeatr.:11t J.tte ad1'11M of the leac!ins ao-ient1.st3 '5utslde of .(a.nd some ln.s~dlol' t™i 

United State1'? vtw.:e •U'-lnteresu W01114 tte .senect by itM SSC? COL\J.d lt bf! 

the snort-.tlg1'!ted self intt!N!attl .r some v.s. b~ enersr p1'1y.3lci.ata. ""'° oo 

flOt repM0$1t the oplfiton DI all V.S. 1"1711lcl3tnf An tt:tt1o!ftditu·t'e ttit~ Li!t"go on 

an outdli1ted tecftl!Olog CQlld actually Jeopat'dl~ ror.e'fer a il~.lnl world .ro1c!I 

tOf' U.S. -hliJ\ Cl'!'lltl"'SJ' ""Jslc:l:tte wlt.hlf• th!s clM!tl'J'. lt at- eli.aln.11te or 

de!ay develo\).'lent Mt lncorporat10fl or tM newel' teohm>lq1.as hi a Sll!bl!~fR'lt 

rac111.ty. 

Qt l.! tti• r-eal rea3Qft w, "V.'S. a;perl.orlty"' ttn.t.9t be 11a:1.nt.1.ilfff b4"Cat1s_, 

there are 'DIU.l·tar)' t!ll)lleatloOr!.s ot t.ll.e ff"QpoHd 3'ilper Co1ll.d«? ~ m.vci been 

a1J.SU~ repeatedly tt-.at ~'l.uteiJ no •llltatj' a,ppl1catton• w111 oe if'l'llet.tt.i 4 

pted at the S&tper Coll Adel". 'kit, lr the !uropean ractU.tle:a ai-e bc!'1r.s :r.ia:rec:1 

with e11 2ndl there •re no •lltia.-, 119Plloat1'°"•• WhJ' cann11t tbt. U.!1. 4'1'tvsltl! . .:!lt.s 

nae Ute new itlfP8111:!ed CE!ll raelllty f«> the t1r:ie belMfl. 'this wu1•:bltJ tJllle 

w.nt-11 • really nftl accGle:-ator defli!Sn eM'I be ~11e:~ and blttlt •a :!!ll&6~ted 

bJ thG Euro~ (and S011111 AlllcrleaA) itttenttat.!I, 

It 111 clear thtt the llorttl Carolina sltc bl;t ~been dsio.,:stratM to bo8 

an envlrorziontallJ adequate host site tot' tM ~00ft00Ctl111g Sl$er c.aiU.def'. 

~D~ ..,e ,, ... ot.J '" b~,JJ ss:c /V4 >.)? 
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LETIER 

TM Draft Environmental Impact State.ent 11 rilled with nUMrOU• 

011l·111on• 1 tactual er-rior1, m1arepf'e!llentat1orui, ancl J'aat• detri11111tal to ttM 

a1tln& of the Su.per Collidtr in lforth C&rollna. J wUh io addreas the toplo of 

oppo.sltlon by County CODrJia.sloners ln all thNa affected oountita. 

Altheugh .all thl'ff oountJ Boal"U or ComU1loMr1 orl1lnallJ endorsed tM 

Colllder, their endorMMnt.e were ud• ln June or 1987 HtoMt tbe real lmpaota· 

of tho project were rn.aled. Sinoe that .tllll theM ba.,. bffn .-. very •rked 

cnan;ea in tbtl positl.ona end oompoait1ons or t.heae Boarde. 

The Durham Count:r Board or Co.iaalonere YOted on Na.rob 1lt, 1988, to 

withdraw their aupl)Ort for the SUper Collider. They have oontlnuod to oppoae 

thia project unle11.s it 11 llO'led out or Durhall County, Durha!I County Comisaion 

vlce-ohalr Becky Heron- and eo..tasion•r JoaephilNI Clei1ent have stated they aN 

"definitely 11111.lnst• the Collidor. Com~ulan chair 8111 Bell and Coml,e!onel" 

Al Hight have indicated they are "leanins aaaln.st• the Collider. In the 

prilllal')' elit0tlon. oandldate Ellen Reakhow, who la •dsrlnltely ap.in:it• tbC!I 

Collldor, dereated incumbent Comlssloner Lou HcCutcneon, who w•11 "leanln1 

against" the Collld1tr. 

Three lnuUllbenta in Granville CoWltJ. all "det'initely tor" the COlllder, 

were up for re·eieatlon durlns the pri•ry. There were 12 aandidatea in the 

prlllary •leotlon with no Republican apposition tor tl•• Co.lsaion11r aoats, 

lnoludlf'll two new expansion seats. All thl"ff lnaimbenta were deteated in the 

election, with the present c:hair tlnishins 11th·and another lnCWlbtnt tlnishlng 

lut ln the 12 person- rac.. Ot the five new Colmisaianera, one (Burley Adooalc) 

is "d.oflnltely against• the Colllder, Hike Warren ia "ltanlna: ag1.1nat,• Hubert 

llA.1- _l?>'Q9_ 
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LETTER 7(&,0 (CONTINUED) 

{t,JJ.:,. !lt!O., 
Coocn and ~ 1 J l I Issa are "~tral,", and Darryl Moss i:s "deflnitely for" the 

Colllder. These new Coi•;i.sslonere 11Ul take office tn November. 

In Per:.on County, Jol'ln Merritt, an incurmbent Who waa "definitely against" 

the Colllder, wa.s re-eleo:ted. Curtis 8ra4:1her, who l!I "leaning against" the 

Collider, was eJ.eotsd to fill the position of the other incumbent, wno chose 

not to run for rs~electlon. 

Thua, the positions of the.so Boaraa or Co•lsaloners h.a~ radioally changed 

since their orlglna.J. letters of endorsement. n,ey no lonser can be said to be 

enth.ualastloally supportive or the Colllder a.s once was indicated. 

It ls clear that the North C&rollna elt.e has~ been de1110nstrated co be 

an environmentally adequate heist site for the SUperconduot1n1 Super Colllaer. 

llA.1- 1?9CL 
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Oc:lOh'!r ~. 19~'3 

n:r. 11cM111rd tlolan, 

Sup~reon~uctlng 3upqr-Ca11ider 
5lt9- Tssi.: F'orC'.'!• 

eutnP.r, !IJ, c. 

':'ear f.'-r• ::o\a!'lt 

YOU hav~ my ae~mfg§ion 
to U9e an~ or all af lhl9 

/J f;C 'Gf:ffeP<C-

H'!r~ Ls e biQ vat9 rot lhP. Suo'!r-Cclli~~r proJ~ct. North Carolin~ 

5l'loulo; '.U•!li:a111'! th!' oroj~ct w.lth oo~n arfl'la 1 nl'lt only ro-r ~h .. 

l!'eonomJ9 b~n,,.flt! to b1r tler1v!!'d, but in a Sir!Ql!!' war~, SUt1'1lVAL.. 

Th'! c11ly Wiiiy to cegs thf! bogey-man of th• rutlJr!'!!1f.hP. Gr-,•nhousw 

Ef'f'ec!. 1~ t.o rely on etomlc eri'-!rl}.,. for ti-.; PrQduct1on of el'!ct.rlclt.y, 

Uni="ortunat~ly, it isn't thiil ea9y, 49n:I lh9 alof!!lC l!n"!'rQy I afft 

e'!ferring to Ls not aur Pr~se~t day r1ss1on process •1th tts 

t<3dJatJon1 eni::t l!mit'!d $upply oP lngr~dl~n_ts, but f'os!an in •hicM 

atoms l!lr~ fU9"'d lDQ'!lh~r to f'Orm h'!tnvl,;r" atcm9 plus Ql:'<?l!lt. l!llROUnte Of' 

en'O't'l1Y• Th~ inr,irl!'c!i1nts r-or this pr.ccess are Pr'!t.sgnt. in orr<lnary 

11at.'!r, •i:immonly kno111n as h!tavy 111atl!r or o::'eut.erlutn. Thi" probebly 

bl! t.~~ ~ay t.o go. but fu,lon or oth~r atoms are posalble. 

'.IJ~11; the ebOVP. '!1Cenarln ls ho~ 11ci-sntlsta will eta ot, b1J~ th,. lcnr.11v00 -

haru !s not ~r~d~ntly availablR, an~ many rltrrteult ~xoPrlm•nta 11~ 

ah"!ar.'. Th'? ;iuor'!r .. Collid"r is J1.1st OM'! er many to aehl'""" tl''ltf goel. 

L?t.
1

!jl ')Pt lt on track lrt North Cerollna. Thls tul.11 net pr~s'!nt 

.um. !<. KUflf!!il 
2 T•al Court, 
9f"Oovard, ~-• t. 2P711 
Pli1 704-'!.~4-6'5.SO 
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CHURCH lo STATE 

The propo'!lad SSC in N.C. w1ll involve 111omo! 13 c:hurcr>ea 
11.nd/or c:en~et&ries. Sat11e of th11tse, as pr'it!!G-ntly propo!ied, 
will tv.v• to b• relocated for th• use of a r.on-ess•ntial 
scientific experiment structur•: in other wo~ds tha super 
colli'1er. ThG EIS produced by the ODE states in ChaPt~r 
4 10 1 ~only limited cultural resvurce surveys h•vm been 
conducted at tho propos~d sit~• .. no native American. ~acred 
sit~• have y~t been id•ntifi•d •t any of th• propos~d SSC 
sit~~. although burials are known from archaeological ~tt.e~ 
~lthtn the vicinity of s~v&r•l of the project ar~a3~. 

It 19 furth.:ir 'iltat~-:! 1n thG- EIS; ~Esti~nti~lly no 1nt.e11<;,1ve 
s1w1rvey has been 1..1nd~rtaken in the ~tual propo5.i!d Nt SSC 
p1·0Jotct. •r~& a.iid dat,a ara not availit.bl11 to DrGdict nu111boer~ 
or projected locations of cultur;al re~ourr.e~ ... H1etor1c 
c'1tri~teries illr• common in the project vicinity" (ol--=l7-E 1 

With the bas111 of seper;,tio11 of ct-.urch ;and st;i,te in t.h" 
U.S., t •aintaln that the reloc~ttOn of churche9 and/~r -ic 
cemetsries for such a non-•ssential gov:z.rn111anti "w1•\ Ah ~l.!•t .t~,"' 
pr'·~i~cttexpl!lr iment'" a.Ii the SSC woulrJ in-fr i 1,ge ~roitat l y •:in t.na 
a,101·~ r..ent1on.oid .. .o.i.P•r:oition 

'°"'"' ~1·~ based on 5 rtg~1t of ral1qi•:iu11 freerjor•l of wor~t.1p and 
th.i.t. f1•aedom ~hc+Jld b~ fl!xt.ende<'J lnt.o t.I".~ c:-i .. Y.<ili'n place of 
worship bein~;:i 11-.a1nta1ned. To un2o:iorth the N!lltiiilln'll f1•oor. tlie 
c~•11at~\'ie<5 in th.e prop-:iss.j SSC p1•0Ject goe!!I agiiil1nst one -:if 
the '!!!tl"ongest. rl!lliglows bri!lief& in Christ.1Jln1 ty; lt"l-e 
bEtlt·.:.f of tl"-.e .-iilturn ot .Je!IU\a "'-nd the resurrect1on •:if t.h~ 
da~d t'rol'I their gr.11v~·, The Ch:-istiit.n rite c.f buri<11l 
1.nt>1·1d9 fol' tt">e ritlll•ins of th,. da:Jtd to boit toiterred iii11Y.! 
re~i.o t,,7"!1"1!1 und1'll.tu.irbs:<i uf\ti.l t.l-10!\t.. r~u\'r-e<:ti.on ~c<:.u\';i,nc~ 

lf tMit SSC ;,,iere to c•:imB to N.C., .11.s it is pr~s•ntiy 
propo'.!ed, Movi~ ct"lurchoi!!I and/or cem~~&ri<l'~, k1,own an.:i 
unknO\'ln, fo1• t.hlil purpoge of .a 9overmnent fill:cp-::riment thi!lt 
of t~r'Ji no guarant-s of !':>Ucca11s; then I 111<::•1Jld have t.o 
matntmin th.iit ttie ,:leper&t.ion of Ct:urch and !!:tat.a wr.iuld b>t 

violatad, eince it would be • non-e~senti .. : proJ~ct n.~t 

n~eded f•;)r the comm1i1on good of the put; l ic 

L""~tly, if chul"cheji .a~d/or ce111&tf1r1:e5 are- ;::urch.ssed to .. t.t"oe 
SSC •ite, the Monie~ obtdinad in the pureha~• of said 
structure• woulct be gov11trn11191nt -t.ax dollars. Therefor•, ne"' 
chul'C.he'll. •n,j/OI" C~l'l"•.lt.e'<'l.91i wovl.Q be built. with gov~r!Thlan\. 
funds Sut:h US-:5' of gr..ovotrnment fi.mds 'IUrely would go 
againQt th<!' grain of S·•P•r<1ot1on of church llrl•1 'Jit.atoil 

For tt'lfise reason!!, I •1:!!!ntz.1n that. tt"na SSC ,ol'.oul•:f not b~ 
built in the pr<:ipo"il-:Od NC site 

Thank you tor he:ii.ring !Fl'/ theugh-ts 
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"" Draft EIS 
fDI'" th• 

Sup•r'canduct in; Supmr Col 1 i d•r-

Kenneth H. A•ckhow 
Aaaoc:i•t• Profeaaar 

W•t.,.. R•aource• 
D!.ik• Univ1tr•ity 
LJ-..w-M.W'I, ... c. :t'7'7 06 
October 4, 19SB 

[ •• Dr-. k•nneth H. Aeckhow, •n ~•aoci•t• prof•••ar of 
w.t•r re9QUrc- at Duke Univltf·aity. I teach and conduct 
r'•••arch on water quality. 1 1 thwefore, haV9 •Mam,inctd th• 
Draft EIS ta •••••• the adequacy of th• evaluation of wat...
quaJ; ty iapiKta ••aociatA'tl w.t th c;onatruct1 on of the SSC, wj, th 
op..-ation of th• SSC, •nd with attcondar-y davelap-nt tl'u1t 
reau1ta from th• 9Xiatwnce af tnt. SSC in North Carolina. 

While I can underatand the aev.,.• ti.._ canatraint• that 
forced DOE and DOE'a con•Yltant to conduct the EIS rapidly and 
fra. a r.-ot.e location, I nonethel••• waa quit• dtaappointlHI 
in the lack of analyaia •hd ri;or in th• ••ctiona on ... tar 
quality impact•• l ••w no •n•lY•i• to •upport •t•t•mente th•t 
iMPiact• J«>Uld N ti".ne.ttory or al JtttJ• con•aq09"ce. Nor w•• 
th.,.• any 9Yid.mc• th•t .an•lY•i• wae und.,-t•k9" and w•• •i.iply 
l•ft in the coneult.ant'• f11••• J h•v• cctnduct•d •tudi .. an 
th• impact of land ue•, •nd ch.angina l•nd u .. , an water 
qu•lity, .nd I know th• dill.t• and •n•lyttc•l l"equJre•mnt•. 
Th.,.• i• na -.vid..,c• th•t thi• llOt"'t af effort h•• b•.., 
und.,.t•k•n fol" th• EIS watel" qu.lity ••••••11ttnt. Fl"•nkly, if 
etw:tent• in •y wtit.,. quality ••n•g•ment cl••• •Ub•itted th• ... t.,. qu•lity .actian• of th• Dl"•ft EIS •• a t.,..a p1"aJ9Ct 1 I 
would h•v• h.a/Khld lt b•ck •• unaccept.aDle. 

P9rhape it .. Y b• argued by DOE th•t w• c•n •tudy any of 
th• •l"•a• af impact at gr••t length, but tilll9 and l"IHIOUl"C•• do 
nat per•it that l•v•l of analy•J•. W.JJ, .inath.,. cJ••• th•t l 
t••ch at Duk• i• O.cieion TheOl"y and Riek An•lY•ia, which 
canC•l"na, •lllDnO othlll"' thinga, d•cieia11 ••king When sciantific 
infor••tian ia unc.,.t•in and ri•k• of pobl" d•ci•ton• •r• 
-.ibatanti•l• On•.of the l•eeon• of th•t cou,.•• i• th•t doll.r• 
•nd ef#ort devatad ta probl- ana.lyata, Qr" ta an EIS, ..,ould 
cOl"r-.pond 11tith1 1) th• caneequenc•• of b•d dec:i•ian•, and 2> 
th• pro•pttet• for a b•ttlll"' decieion if • llOI"• thorough etudy 
i• und.,.takflft. l•eact on ay •11 .. inatian D.f: th• 1tJCtrelll9lV 
li•itect ... t11r quality ev•luation, and the con•~•• o# • 
pOOI" choice far th• •it• af th• ElB, I •uoo••t that DOE i• not 
in • positican ta .._k• • dmci•iqn b••H °" 1mvl.ran..nt•l 
imp.act• in North Carolin•· 

llA.1· t"09_L 
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nu~ Dr"<l!t E.T1ironcat:ital 1!1p<1Ct St.•tement is flLled 10ith numerOllll 

omis:;ions, factual ef'r?f'!, 1111.;ire;)reJ".intaLJ.on.s, &Jld facts d~t!r}ll!enta.l to th~ 

:i1ting of tile Super ColliJ~r lr1.~rth Ccirol!na.. wi.:ih to addC'P.S:J th~ topJ.c of 

1-
1 

i •••••• AND •• ; •••• 

111f'ftcteney, 
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LETIER 

~JJ.{t 
~' ~ F.l"' ;<.,q - </fl 

R.o"V'"'"', NC. 

W•ll• ln Durh•• County 

A•ong the nu•erou• oal••lona, factual error•, end 

•l•Nlpreaantatlona ln the Dr-aft !nvtron~ental lapaot 

Stateaent, the Inaccuracy of the ••t1aate Of tbe nuab9r of 

affaetad walla In Durh•• Co'-tnty 1• e11pecta_lly troublln9, 

atnce lt undereatl•alas thl• nuaber'by at laaat 23 tt•••· 
ln voluaa IV, Appendix 1 of the Draft EIS, It atalea on 

p.aga 131 that ta North CarOltna •• , , • ravtav of alata wall 

that there are approxtaataly nln• doaeatlc W4111a wtthln a 

1,000-ft. band along the tunnel alignment or wtlh!n the 

ca•pwa, buffer and burled baaa zone, and far cl11atar al"'aaa." 

.:2.1r'f2-

It further provides Ftgura 7-19 to ahow the location of tha1a 

S.cauaa thta figure •••••d ao a~azlngly low. C.A.T.C.H. 

undertook • vleual aurvey In Durhaa County or wella •••ting 

the •bove crlt•r1a--w1th1n 1000 raet or tha center or the 

proposed tunnel •llgn•ent, ln the campua area,or wlthln the 

J)11r-ha• County portion or the burf&r aroa and burl&d bGaa 

zone. I will be preaantlng the reaulta or tht~ 

aurvey--lncludlng well• In the expanalon are~. An ar&a ngt 

aantloned above, but on.a that ahould h.ova besu t.-tcluded. 

llA.1- _!_°3'!5_ 



LETIER (CONTINUED) 

The D~rha• Count~ portion of th• Coll\dor conta\A$ ~h• 

we;iter-n half of the n•uu- c:luat'!r and tho We11teni buffer' •r•• 
and burled b<ftl!la z<:'lna plu• the ca::ipua arid •xp•nalon area• and 

a vory 111all portion of th• 1n:ector area. Except for ~oat of 

tt1.2 buffo:- •ruo and burte<.I bs.aa ::or.a, aoat of theaa ar••• are 

to be purchased f~e 11tnpl~. W1thln the•e area~ acre than 23J 

&.:tlvu 1<tella ha.,,e bean located ln Durhaa County alone, avan 

thou9h our State ls J1ay1n9 there •~• only 9 wolla ln all 

threa cour.t1t1~ co11blnad. (Atta~hed l;o 11.y retport 1• a llllttng 

of t.hQaiil wulla by t1111t ~.1p and pr-oparty nu11ber.) 

Ti1e fol low ll'i.J t l lust rat 1011e ohow graph lca l ly the 

ci.oef"lctl•1e;· nat\1:-?1 of thoi S~i:i.t11':1. d.;.tt1.. Overhead DY-1 :shQws a 

port. ion of thti n.;.ir «::lu1t.er .snd thG we11t?rn buffer area .ti'ld 

burlsd b~:i• du.np. It l! poce A-5Q of the Draft EIS. The rtnQ 

111vl boundarle;s of tl1'1 buffer •n~" and b1,.1rlcd be11:11. zon• •r• 

tih.,•.tn 11\ blo11ck, 1000 f<?<et fron th'.1 tunn•l to ahown In gre;11n, 

and the welll ara 1r.d!c~t~d by r~cl dots. !h~r• •re a total of 

135 w-&llt ln th!.! O<l'l ar°'" alcn<11, ih1s area lncludt.• tha 

vtlla;~ of R.;iugs~ont which h•~ no publlc •al9r •upply 9XC•pt 

for thre• C'Jll•t.onl!::.y '<iill11 thz:t 1o,1pply th<J Rad Mountain 

9u\.;dtv\1L:i\'l. 

Thd n<e)(t 1tKt1!':.ple :!I th'I! R0i..:gt1•ont li<i!!adowa aubd1v111on 

.. htch coniit11;3 of 2.3 r.a·~ h.;i~es, .... ~h w~th an ea:illy 

!.:h:~tl!!ad wo:'ill 1r_,_t:.;.·~c;.n.!;_;.:flr:i· This a:-cia llJ o~tltned 1n 

blu"' on tl;l' tr::i1i,,:;i•r•n.::y •nj tii C.lcl'n up on Over-hotid DW-2. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

Al'lybody, and certalaily • P.r•ott c.harged wtth the 

reapoftllblllty for •ltaa•tln9 tbe SSC her• could have vl•lt•d 

thl9- •treet and counted th••• wella. 

Froa P.,ge A•SO we takti another axaaple (Overhead DW•3). 

Thia area co••l•t• of the near cluat•r close to ax~er1aental 

•re• K-2 and the waatarn half of the axpanaloa area. It ll•• 

•lon9 Baha••~Kort4h· Boa~, • ••Jor &ccaaa route thrawah 

Copl•>"' • Cor11ar. th•r• ara 36 well a on th.1• ••P• 12 of which 

are •lthln tba 1000 foot lln• on either aide of the tunn.J. 

In conelua1on, I repeat, th•ra are at laaat 23 tl••• 

•ore -11a tn. Durhaa County alone than the Gavarnor• a ·ataff 

Mstlaated there to be In all three coiantl•• c~ablned. To •• 

l:hta la 11baolutaly lncredtbla. I No one who· had vlalt.•d the 

•lt• and been lnter•1te4 ln r•Port1n9 th• truth ~ould b•v• 

to bell••• the Governor •nd hla peopl•.b•C•U~• Jla M~~tl~. 

llk• lrutu•. 1• 41n hoaol-abl• ••n? 'the fact la ... the State!s 

<I.it• •NI Just not adequ•t•. and th•r•for•• t.._ Draft llS 

£!l!.tl£t b.- u••d •• a del)4'ndo1bl• aource of .lnfo3r••tion. la th• 

a\ta•••l•ctton proc•*•· Thu•~ tba DOE ha• not ••t Jt• 

W.tlonal lnvtron•antal Jolley Act obllgattoD of conductl~I • 

thorou9h and adaquat• •nvtronaantal lapaQt stat~••nt.. 

It t• cla•r that the North C41roltna •tte h•• not been 

deaon1trated to be an envtr~n~antaily sound· boat. alt• for the 

Su)MrQonduc.tl1t9 Super Collldar. 

1~1 llA.1- - --·-- .. 
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LETIER 700 (CONTINUED) 

Lhtt of !Mils in Durham Co11nty Affected 
by tM S\r.ptH'CGmblCtl.ng SUper Coll1der 

..!!2.. !!!.a §!!. ~ Owner ..!!2.. ?:!!2 !!! !:2! owner 

'· 896 ' 6 Florene~ Balley 53. 900 ' 22 Bettie A. Dunn •• 898 ' ' WU.a S. Gart'ett s•. 900 , 30 Donald a. .... ,., 
3, 898 ' 3 55. 900 2 " f'HO, Inc. .. 898 ' • 56. 900 2 ,. Winstead Builders,lnc. 
5, 898 , 6 Robert L. Hall, Jr. 57. 900 2 IC Villa1e Developers, Inc 
6. 898 ' 8 Dayton C. Gates 58. 900 2 ID 0.wn G. HoKay 
7. 898 I • W1u·ren t\oblneon 59. 900 2 II V1llage Developer&, \nc 
8. 899 ' ' J.-:1 R. Horton 60. 900 2 " VUlnge De-velop&rs,Ino 
9. 899 , 2 Ja.• a. Horton 61. 900 2 ,. Jotln K, Hatley 

10. 899 I • David Blalock 62. 900 2 '" Curtla L. Nat:lon 
11. 899 I 8A Luther C. Beasley, Sr. 63. 900 2 IJ Dou1lu 8. Fru1er, Jr 
12. 899 I 9 ~ 8. Dunoan "· 900 • ,. Douglu J. Goodwin 
13. 899 ' 9• James R. Hudson, Jr. 65. 900 • IL Village Developers, Inc ... 899 ' 12A Everett C. Hill 66. 900 • '" Vlllqe Developera, Inc 
15. 899 ' 13 Darnell T. Parker 67. 900 • • Ja.s 8, Clayton 
16. 899 ' 15 Ernest E. Pawell 68. 900 • •• Jerrre1 A. Stevena 
11. 899 I 16 Jonah Bullaolr. 69. 900 • .. f'HO, lno. 
18. 899 ' '" Berlin Parrish 10. 900 2 2C Village Developers, Inc 
19. 899 ' 19 Alfll D, RoblndOR 11. 900 • 20 Cl"OOk, Ina. 
20. 899 '20 Gladys a. r...wa 72. 900 • 2E John W, Thollpaon ... 899 '" Tallladie G. Oakley 13. 900 2 •• Vllla1e Developer11.Ino 
22. 899 I 2Z Blacknall Mm. ereeby. T4. 900 • 2G 'lf1nstead 9u1lden, Inc, 
23. 899 ' 23 Calvary 0r11.P'ree w111 75. 900 2 .. Vllla1• Developers, Inc 
20. 899 '28 J ..... F. ICllllan '76. 900 • ,. Vtllap O.veloper•,lnc 
25. 1199 • , . Calvary Orig~f'ree Will 11. 900 • •• Vllla1• Developere,Inc 
26. 899 • 3 Donald R. A.3hley 78. 900 2 • Mattie H. Day 
21. sqq • • Kenneth. 0. HaJ..la.mt T9. 900 2 " Julia M. Gafotttt 
28. 899 2 " 

Darrell Ray Harr 111 80. 900 2 9 A. c. Russell, Jr, 
29. 899 2 " Lluie P. Blalook 81. 900 • 10 Juan! t:a T. Prorru·.t 
30. 899 2 13 Jaolr. D. t..unarord II<. 900 2 tOA Waddell B. Thacker 
31. 899 ... Earl I. Robin~n E:!it. 83. 900 2 .. Ethel M. Clayton 
32. 899 • 15 Darr4.Ll T. Ell.Ls 84. 900 2 15 K. Wgford Ket.rs 
33, 899 2 17 Clty of Ourhall 85. 900 2 16 Ed1ar W. Johnson 
3•. 899 2 18 June L. Gutknecht 86. 900 2 17 Edgar W. Johnson 
35, 900 ' 19 Edward 'lborpe 87. 901 ' ' J, w. Clityton 
36. 900 ' 10 Melvin Hangu11 88. 901 ' • Hillard C. Thacker 
31. 900 I 2 w111Le e. Ruc"8r 89. 901 I 4 J. w. Clayton 
38. 900 ' 3 O.nny R. Spivey 90, 901 ' 7 Branson Meth, Church 
39. 900 ' 8 ArthUr M, Tlltey, '" 91.. 901 2 ' Wlllie 8. Blalock, Jr. 
40. 900 ' 8• Harold T. Bowen 92. 901 2 2 l.l:tzle L. lllalock 
41, 900 ' 9 ArthW' M. Tilley, J" 93. 901 • • M. C. Ctullnbe:r11 
42. 900 ' 10 a.r-tti.11.r M. Tllley 1 Jr. 9'!. 901 2 5 PhU.li1) D. Chillier& 
4). 900 ' " Linwood e:. Jacbon, .Jr. 95. 901 2 6 O & J Investment Corp. ... 900 ' 12 LoulH D. Challber:w 96. 901 • 10 Marion 1. Chambers . ., .. 900 ' 15 Mitchell We:wt.,reland 97, 901 . " lda LaWllOn Heirs 
'6. 900 1 1-SA Ray W. Canada 98. 901 2 16 Carolyn L, Chuber• 
41. ... I 16 Rosell Jot\nsan ... 901 . ,, Cal'OlJn L. °"'11bers 
•a. 900 ' 17 Georgia Mae Johnson 100. 901 2 IT Alfr~ C. Wilki11111 
•9. 900 ' 171\ Eagar W. Jotm50n 101. 901 • 18 L. ff. Bowlln1 
so. 900 ' 18 Tho111u1 E , Stephon:I 102. 901 2 19 Georp Phll l lpei 
51. 900 ' 19 Je=• L. Crabtree 103. 901 2 19A Ro1 s. hrr' 
s•. 900 I 20 \\abL'I\ P.adel'l"*'°Ph 10", 901 • 19" Jotin a. W:ll:Mm 

llA.1- !~_f!, __ _ 
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..!!a.:. ~~~~ 
215. 9•3 1 '" Joseph Sl.lrton 
216. 9•3 1 6 H. Cl. Tl'la.cker ( Lo.-?lcaily J 
.217. 9•• 2 • Kenry C. Thi.ck er 
218. 9'4 2 • Ht!lnry (i. Thacker 
219. 9•• • 6 Henry G •. Tl\8.alcer 
220. ... 2 • Hanry G·. TM.ck.er 
221. 9'• 2 • Henry C. Thit.oker 
222. 9'4 2 • Henry G. nw.oll:er 
223. 9'• 2 13 Sidney W. Ellis 
2.24. 911• ' 

,, I.aura D, Ellla 
225. 961 1 1 W'l.nJa P'. Cit.l"rlngton 
i??.6. 961 1 " J!loo Carrlntton 
221. 961 1 20 
228. %1 1 ,, Lois 8, Davls 
229. 961 1 2C Albert carr1n1ton 
230. 9'1 1 • ChaG.S.tlester [Parker J 
231. 961 1 • Ch1U•los S', Hestor 
232. "' ' • DortM.1 Carr lngton 
0!33. 961 2 ' ChAa.S.He:ner{!ubanks 1 
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LETTER l(o7 

lloa-Blndl118 l.C. Propoal 

The Draft EnvlrotDenta.l !•pact Statement ls Cllled wlth ~roua 

omia:iilon~s, factual errors, •isrepresentatJons, and (acts detrJ.llental to the 

siting or the Super Colllder ln North ~ro11na. I wish io add~ss the fact 

that the North Ca.rolina proposal for the Super CollJder is a non-binding 

proposal. 

The Invitation tor Slte Proe>osals, or ISP, for the Supereond\lctlng Su.pet' 

Colllder .states (and I quote): "The person(s) signing the proposal 1111,1.st nave 

the authority to 0011111lt the prOl)O.ser to all of tha provision.a or the proposal, 

Cully recognizing that the Government has the right, by term of thill lnvltat• 

·Lon, to -.ke the selection without l'\lrther dh1cusslon lt lt so elects" (l-SP, p. 

8). This means that ttwt propoaal is supposed to be bindJ.ng if that state's bid 

ls !!!elected. 

However, the Mor-th Carolina pl"Opasal for the SSC clearly 11tates {and again 

quote): 

Bf.lcaulll!.or J>f'O'fisions iii t.ne-»orth Carolina Constltutlon, 
the General Assembly la unablt to bind future legislatures 
on spending. However, Gov8rnor Martin haa the support o!' 
General Aaae!llbly leaderShJp, including Lieutenant Governor 
Robert Jordan, who presides over the Senate; and Speaker 
Llst<Jn llU3eJ, wno pre3ides over the Rouse. (end quote; p. 
2-1) 

ln fact, Speaker Li.ston Raasey ha.s stated his owosition to the SSC on several 

ocaa.s1ons, lncll.ldlng once ®r1ng the SSC 51te iaslc Poree slte vl.slt to »orth 

Carolina in late June. The Lieut•nant Governor has refused to publicly suppar-t 

the Governor on this project u well. 

Perhap.s more lmportantiy, both State Senator-s and .tll sia State Repre:urn• 

tattves who serve the three arrected counties have eapressed their oppo.sitlon 

to the SSC. Se'let•l of these lt&l:iilatora are POng the most power-tul ln the 

llA.1- 14-0<o _ 
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Legll!llat.ure, lnclud111g Ser.a tor Kenneth Royall, Jr., RP.presentatlve Billy 

Wat~in.3, and Repres*'ntatl11e George Mlller--to n.une Ju:1t a few. h1 ca::ie )IOU d'td 

not know, Noi·th Carolina has nmt or the strongest and rtnest Legislatures ln 

th" couniry, '!'hey tl""a!lltJ.on<1lly tmid to follow the wl.she.11 of local lent~dators 

when en;1.etlng l~lslation, Therefore, It ls highly unlikely th.at any funds 

1.ihatso<tv.ir would be appropriate.i by the North Carolina Legislature to back up 

tt•<:! comrn1 tment by the GOlfet'nor in the prOP"::lal. l rlnd it h-onio that t'he DOE 

ha!i r.ot cont..il.t:!:r:e<1 or talke:J wl.th arry or these lei,;l3latl11e leaders •J.ther 

before, durir1g, or after their sit~ vl.:iU: to Norc.'1 Carolina to confirm their 

po:lition., against the Collidt>r .i.s proposed in Norr.n carol1na. 

Ther-efor&, si-1'CC! the North Cal"l>llna propc.~l is not bind'1n1 and the OdGs 

a;-<! ovvn.helmingly agatnat tho? l.qtslature f'un.Hng it, the DOE would be very 

unwi.:1e t•l !'!elect North Carollua as elth(lr the primary or a:t ;an~alternate host 

site for the Super Collid!!r. 

It i!.I clear that the North Carolina site has !!£!. been dcnionstrated to boe 

an 11.c<iepta·ble !lost site for the :S•Jperconductlng Super Col11der. 

, 
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·Durham May Recoup Partial Cost Of Watershed Study 
., IUiHf 1'MOMA8 ---

OXFORD - M!!mbtrs 11f !h~ 
N.C. Sllpetn:11dUC'tii1g Sllp<;r l'.'<1!· 
lider COl'IUlllS.l!On •Oti!d W,;dr.,;s.. 
day nJ&h1 to l'f'IU!IHlrv. Ourharo 
C<1um11r infor.111.al!on from a 
UUd)' bunt: conducted bv a 
w:uenlle.d ~onsul1rna«1mp1.ny 
ean ~ 1ncorporatt4 iiiro ~ u
e:onal •·.111111nht'2 s1u1iy on 1he 
eoU1!kr. 

Durham County ol!ic1als. 111ho 

ut p"y111c a coa~uJuni m~te 
Uw-, ~.QOO f~ra stu.:)· Cl!) !ml'
ii:in;: cnwtb in tl:le Ll~e Mkl'..it 
~nd L1aie River .-~~ennert:;;, 
~ked t!Hr stato> 1or l!<'!p or. tilt 
P1'l1tt! ,l.I t~ COlllllllll!HH\'~ li5t 
lllfft!;l(JUI~· 13. 

Th, .:omm1SSl<>11 "'~ !~~n told 
lhJ! the firm. C~mp Dr~s;er a. 
Md(ee_ rciud add HI t?a.illatlllll 
of 1111• eoiltder 11roJH'! to 1h.,. 
bri;>.'r Jtl>dy !<Jr a~l W.000. 

Ho...,.oe-r. >0me f'Jh>!!lb~~ "'\lie 
C9RIDIJUJOt> q11uuoned h'!.!Dini: 
pay for a study of OQly Ourh.J.m 
COL10I}' 

·Bill Du:in, directcir ot thit 
JU.L;•'i roUuler pMJe<:( arrd ~ 
1111u.on clia1•n:•~. o;i<! Wr.d::fy 
d~l' 1,,11 th'<! ~!l•e ;ila•HH!O ttr 
hHe an m.iepr111i~11c <>iler.>il"<! 
Hild!' ct1<1<1ucud on a reic101;1I 
basl5 and 1111<. $4{1,000 had ='e .. r, 
~~: Ht<!c by thf' Ug<..-;lature for 
1ha1 purpo,;..o. 
-.··The JUI'< fund1oir Our!'!ain 

Coun1y's '"udy" net ro:mst,.nt 
1:.1th the reuon 1.lle funds 1Hre 
tiven md wa:llcl, m fan. iplin~r 
ii up,- ile S&IQ. ff A~ iiill<1Y 
is u,., ~ re:<>porl'Jible wa)'"' do 
the nuuy a1 thu pc:iinL -

S~JI uid the cam1111s tor 1l:e 
tolliller, l>lll!i 111•~ or the hhtll
"'~"" n~~~· 1(1 ~l"'•e II. WMid 
11.t NnSllUCl<"d ,n Oo.1ril1.111 CGUD· 
ff. Ba::-ause-Gf Ul!leJi1rt11<1'"1Jj 
f\O."lll; :b.e U.S. tieµlrtment of 
£n<.•.a.· sc:~fdui.cl 10 1Dll('11nre ii 
1>referrPd site in Naumber), 
Dunn MHl 1i wau!d be~ 
proceed ,.uh rne s1udy under 

~~the>CIM-
Jl the p:v}llct vou!.J IY.lt 11.t~a 

necative etteoct Oft the nlU"Shed 
then rt cw.Id ptott«t u plilllrted, 
he arruPd. liuc, 1r 11 cowd: ba~t-

llq:lbn tf!ecli, U!si ~ i.llfOr.. 
111<1lioa ..oitld te 1RJ.!abi..to the 
i1~1~ and ~r!Wn Counn· beiore 
J,iOEllllli:;!li; ib a-~t.ln 
Nan'l!b" and th eu11pu11111e 
rauld oa oio~ee ifNonitC&nllna 
u;llie•l~site. 

Gul!ville couMy 3i:an1rer 
Marold Sbzurd 111d: the ~tlldl' 
needs IO~ reiloaal ileclllff lbe 
an.pus II MC ~ Oll!y .u-ea th<il 
wou.111_....ll"f~ 

Bell ae:ned that :1 re!C"1onal 
'li1dy sb.ould be co11ctuctN but 
said thtt SOllletfliq 1$ IU:Yi:IPd IO 
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!ktzbhcart Co\". Jim 1111~ 

~:! .;:'~~ 'i.. ~ 8ob ..!: ! 
b1LllQl'll ~ datian411'tb.ihwlllt' ~ 
:ill'\lrt.1011, boll nitllNI' pbl:,,.. 
ton~ CIUWl.!4'tt1 •oWd IVClft\ • 

v1g~:J.":~':li!"m~= n. 
~l~te nt-eds 111 INl!lli!ll w•m bU-
11on in· IK'w mnts, llut!A 1n4 
J,..roan u1d ua11 111.'Sl pemor 
Wlllild flaVI" to filld I Wl.J fO 

.t:~~rr:r ~"'i:~ nJld ~ 
11u1 1Jl'lt11er cudl~ ~ 

ewJWllt lO M'll' Wes:. -4 both 
"''d th,,.r would. l'lllSe the mo•or 
"1<'1~ l..ll only u t WI rttOrt. 
tl~lth.,i· -.aid Nill 01.U a tu. UI· 
CJUH.~t"r. 

Jl)f'<icll AJd be -1d -

)) ... -...< •• -.. -"'U'·."'':V /l~~"-... i/ 
,/·5 ~1:r•r.Y 

/!.')<l. :J"'/Z~ µ.,,....yo.-1.:..l.r~-., 

to/"' 
._'ft:J .... :L~ ...i.f.- ,,...,.).,,, ,.,..,J,.J 

''/1~.;.:; ... r.'1 JO! rw-T~ .... ~ 

llODIURPAN 

f<llna: out and be tor us tn· 
uea"~ until I '" th11 ,.. .. can'I 
do It ~Ill' other way.~ J11rdan ILlJ 
f'l'ponen &flu h11 ~peed! )'Ihle<' 

cb,.1n1n al!IO offcffil f~w ;:,In~ 
ot1 how lb~ it;au ahoukl floui~ 
told 1ml'Jovrmr.n1s, ULTJ!t to ~r 

~ ,::u:~ ~fi~,...tw1~ 
b.slie - wtlteb ht tt!lnoll'lt'<li:l:d 
S'OU!d <.Jiil)' malr.e a ~;i,.!1 lknl. Ill 

th~~~t~j.oul b 5UU vnllrl a..'td 
b lltlll on lM tlbit, :U>d It's 1 
t<ood .ny ti.> rm~ the c;;p11 .. 1 
nttds, d.upite "n.11 um1d trl~•ci 
woul4 uy w Ule Willn.ry," M.ir
Uuu.1.:l. 

M:irun ~"~ Jon!an 1p~.·.rcd 
before 1boot 1~ ni~1-:i 111 IJ•~ 
N.C. Hli:hway lJl.l!n Ct_>nln~OCI!, 
a ('()J];iot'UOn ol lndll!IU'J' (nl'JPI 
thal l.mh.ides tn16,.Jn, c,,1 Job
ben and ~lier uuup. Ui•t ue 
he~vy b1rh•i11J w.rn. 

El~'-'""'~re ill p;>l!dCJ Jlt-ster. 
4.11. lltp<;bl!c.an IUOrtltiY ll~tieflll 
U.111hlla1r :<1.Ll Wilson SIHI Uu.t 
fo~r f>tn. 8';ibut Nl!lfiiUI 
11!nuld ~ f11"4 u th~ bud ilf 111.r 
Sl•lt &ur.:1u 1111a~est1t.1.UoJ1 

"J'Vll Wf>d (l\ll.Onley ~Q· 
eul) Liii')' thorut>tui: t~ ~to;.i ~ 
cron)'b,n 111 OW' Juitl~ Det»fl· 
ll'IP.ftl," Wl1111n NJ4. "I pl'Vl'lllk' 

~~ r:r~"~ ~W~":~::1~~1! 
~wdi=~= lll:'.·~'UlODIU 111 

llA.1- _14-l°9_ 



~ 
' 
$ 

"'" 

;fo1,~I µ7~1 FIS fr- 'r'-'~ .r. /.J .,; 

D.~ ... ssrJ · ..k"-·'· 0.,.. 
., ... J..1.-U ,.., /.Jo.JI, e.,.,J • ....., 

J.Dndjam Jllorrting lferalb 
FINAi. OUF1HAM. N. C., n.eriAv, Jll.V26. 1988 .._... .• 

o.---..... eo ..._ .,.._,,.. 

Watershed Rule Dampens Plans For Chewning High 
. &niaunt of .... to ... u Ute pni} 

Br MAPie ANDREWI ect co111ply •llb tbt CO\ll'.ltJ'I 
Mt.id 9111! wrl9' ,..tushed ord.JIW!re-

Plans for turnlnr CbeW11tnr 
Juiuor lfiata Sd'IOO:cl 1mo 1 .en.or 
b11h bit two stu111blln1 bloc::b 
11.ond.IJ' wllb DurhllD Count,. 
_,,"""'-"' llld the 8oud ot( 

~=:-n1 stktln& wtth U.. 
Cb.e•nh11 plao could force tM I 
1chool bnud to bUJ' • 111111 

ce~!. c;,r;z .~!~U:: 
roads, wber1 rntr1ct1on1 on 
developinent •ni ltnrt bffl8'f 
or pros1111ut,. to Fells LlllF.e, • 
IGUl'Clt of drtaksn& water for Jb
le1sb. 1'be school bond bu 
boueht 1notb1r 22 itera for u· 

~1111 of Umin on tll1 
amount of l•ml tut cen be c:ev• 

tted there. lttlool offlt1all 11Ml 
11\.el' m111ht eventu1llr ~eed ut 
.cldiuor.11 300 1cre:t1 cosunc an 
11111111.ated $3.7 lllliboa to comply 
With llw ordi1111nce. 

Com•aw•onH Al Higtlt •n 
the loM duaeflllf lilon<bY mgbt 
ln llle Boerd ol. co..1Mtone,.· 
ik>cu1on ooi to amend the ordi
nf?~:J'!rmit tmool offaci•b 
to wilh tbe1r pl1ns.. 

rlier Mond1y. the eo.rd r:I 
AtiJV5UIR«lll woied +wo wut1-
1h,.w"5Mlft 11111111t mlll:inc an 111· 

cepUon to tile watershed ordt • 
DI- for Otlwnlftl. 

Jim Mqwell, i:ou•tJ' Khnol 
burd attoraey. 5111d 1cbools )Q 

~':~ft:.:' ::r~=: .... 
~u JOU VI FiJll 18 _,. """"' 

tlon of die water 15 Ui1 hiJhest 

cr.t.~~a:.~~-:c~ 
~~II} lO be 1'trJ', YlrJ' lllPl!tl• 

~aru .... ,........_ 

--... ---· ........... _... ...... ir.aw. 
hrp. ,.._ .. at°' ........ t!llnp 
t1W don"lMI -~~in. 

Tbe Boin! of COOlllll.MlOntrs 
ean &nlll m~11-.,.._ 

~.~=~·='fr:::r. 
pl'Oc3:'1:-.is lla9'I SlfcJ Si Ptftlfll 
:t!or:."r:. C::eo:n. 'ro; ~ 

6111 Chlwlngf7A 

r m 
::j 
m 
Jl 

I 
..J 

iC5l 
()' 

i 
z 
c 
m 
g 



.1.. 

LETTER 

CHAMBER OF COMY.tRCZ RtS~LUTlOS 

WfREAS, che proposed Sup~rconductin1 Super Collide~. (SSC) will 
b~ the largest and most ambitious sei~ntific project ever con
structed ln the ~orld; and 

WHEREAS, tho! S1.1per Collid•r, a SJ-:1dle oval tucuel con&isting of 
two ring' of 10,100 supercoaductiog magnets, will allov scientists 
from around the world to inve5tigata the basic conetituente of matter 
aad to obtain knowledae about th• origlns of the universe; and 

~H~REAS, the knowledge gained from both building and using th• Super 
Collider ~ill benefit the nation now and in future genera~iona; and 

~HERrAS, Texaa is one of eeven r1nali3tg for this project which will 
create at least 4,500 jobs during con&truction aftd rouBhly 2,500 
positions will become available once the facility is fully oper~tional; 
and 

WOE~EAS, Texa~ is the hoee of great public and private univerG!ttes 
and colleges, which can readily provjde much needed expertise for 
the proje_ct and capable J:e.Dource• to .accelerate the apin off 
research and development to ben~!it mankind; 

NOW, THEREFOR£, BE 1T RESOLV!D that the Mineral Yells Cha~ber of 
Cott.?Jcrce sr.rongly •-odors•• the cODliltruction of the Supe't'condu.cting 
Super Collider· artd ch~ scientific, economic and technological 
b~nafits it will .bring tba nation, and that the Mineral Wells 
Chamber of Co~merce onchusiaatically supports the location of the 
Super Collider in Texas. 

PASSED AND APPROVED AT Mineral T,.'ells, Texas, this 8th day of 
Septembe't', 1988. 

llA.1- J.11~-
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LETTER IQiQ 

Septenber 30, 1988 

Mrs. Deborah Gibba 
80 s. Meridian load 
Mason, Michigan 48854 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chair•an 
SSC Site Task Poree 
El-65 /GTN 
Off ice of Inergy Research 
U.S. Department ot Energy 
W&ahington, DC 20545 
Attn: SSC DEIS Coamdnts 

Dear Dr. Reas: 

I am very much opposed to the Superconducting Super Collider • 
~y major concerns are water, soil and air. 

In the Environmental Impact Statement, page 4-31 it states, 
ffWater provides a major mechanism for the transport of radionuclidea 
in the environment as well as a pathway for exposure through 
drinking and submersion. This should not be a 3ignificant amount 
of radionuclides." What do you •~an should not? Don't you 
know for sure? ~~- -~ 

On page 5.5-1 it states, •Activities within 1000 feet of the 
tunnel will be disallowed including resource recovery operations 
such as well installation, bla5ting and other actions causing 
increaa•d vibrations or increasing the riak that leachatea fron 
the tunnel could reach a water source.• Our vell ia about 500 ft. 
from vb:!re the tunn2l will be. What' happen" if something happenf!I 
to our vell aome day like naybe it drys up? I take it from this 
statement that ve could not redrill our well on our property. 
Will we just be out of luck? 

The SSC Task Poree has stated that the tunnel will produce 
low level radiation which will not hurt us. What will happen 
years down the road to our soil, water and air? Will it be safe 
to eat vegetables out .of ray garden, drink our water and breath 
the air? 

I do not want to raise •Y 
environment, Please consider 
the tunnel and service areas. 
interest! 

children in a potentially harmful 
the people living on and around 
Is this project in oUr best 

st)~~ 
Deborah Gibbs 

llA.1- _I<!-~-
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October 3, 1988 

Dr. Wilmont Hess, £Praiman 
SSC Droft EIS tom>ents 
SSC Site task. f"arce: 
Office of Energy Research, ER-65, GTN 
Oepartment Gf Ene1"1lY 
Washf ngton, D.C. 20545 

Dear Or. Kess: 

A$ concerned' cftfzens of Kfchfgan, we are writing_ this letter 1n 
opposition to. the propo.wdSupeJCDnductfng Super Co\11der. lfring. 
jtlst outs ~d·e· the proposed' rtng, we are· very concerned wf th the 
envir"oanental effects, the boomtown effect and the no.ise procfacect .. 
•1.1 of whlc~ we wHl have ~ ltve "'tlr. 
Wtly has sucb • popu.l&tedi area fn Mt<ctrigart been cl'Josen as the proposed 
site7 There are too many variables, unknowns,_ and long-tem effects 
that there are. no ans111ers to. the state. awns mere thMt emegh land 
to house a project of this magnitude. 

My famf·ly amt r do not want to suffer the long-tem effects that we 
have not been given answers to. 00. NOT LOCAtE nllS SUPER'CONDUCTlNG 
SUPER COLUDER I~ f4.ICHIGAllfll 

G::2.~~~ 
PAUL & LINDA ALEO 
3485 Rolfe Rd. 
Mason. Ml 48854 

225-775 0 - ~~ !Book 4) - 14 
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September 30, 1%8 

Dr. Wikct- Hess 
Department of E.ner;gy 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

a., Seep~ ""'ting, ·Stockhridl!I'• k{,, 9/26/88 

Dear Dr. Hess. 

1 spoke in February at the. ~ t111te.t:.~ at. Sc.oc\<h:.idge, t:inaloliy ~o-r
sing the Corle!ept ot t..'ie :iuperconducting SUper Colli.du,. af::er havirlg 
opposed it adamantly, .00, happily, .W-t a.....1.,_oes o.w re!n
fo-ceed oux: decision. 

I t!llSt admit, frankly, that the e.i6ht IOOntha delay in scheduling &U\
oonced recently baa had a I_)eptiw dfec.t in that i~ result& in contin
ued uncertainty. It is difficult to e.nvi.s:l.on a different. haiie after 
having spent oor l:tves as- the chi.rd .y&\l:!ra.tion on CJJr faa:J. 

After. having read tr'!e o.e.r.s. (well,. CJOSt. of it) I do have- saJe 
questioas aild. ooncerns. If we. wl'.e to leak fC't'Ward to liviriR in the beam 
absorber uea,. I ~d hollu long anO loud for proof of aa:fety, altt'loug.tl 
I realize that sane questions have no answet:s at thts. time-. but they 
UllSt be fOtthccming. lb one should be e1~-ered physically Oil' finaccially 
by dlis project. 

1 also woMered if there Dlight be surface vibration at the time the 
tunnel is constructed. I am not a geologist, and it seems t& CB that dis
p1a~t of solid rock migb.t be felt above ground-I an concerned abaut 
structural damage to existing structures. 

t<h are aware tl:lat. at tines thei::e will be c.oodi.tions ..tu.ch we. vill hate. 
-:we live in the co.in.try because we dislike the ooise, dirt, and pollution 
of the cit)', Wt we've all becana accust:aned to no1:aY tractors liftfn6 
dirt into t."le all. Being in the area of lllBllY DUCk fatms, ~ are well 
acquainted with dirt pollution. We feel the end result is worth it. ~le 
are so confidant that measures trill be cakBn co m:Ln:tm1ze d1ese and other 
ati-essful factors that we have no intention of leaving the area where 
we have fa:ni.ly and friends when we are relocated. 

Mchigan 'B ecmcmy has grown Z: 1n the past year-a tribute to those 
who have helped the state rise from iCS knees after the wholesale exOOus 
of tbe. aut:o industry. nowever. thia is only 40'L cf the national increase. 
We still have our jobless, b::meleas and hopeless. We have Iii large nuPr 
of residents Mio fled the Glines of Kena.::ky co work 1n r:lle O<lion flA!lda 
of Michi;can-they are certain the s.s.c. will make ~ lives cf their 
grondchildnn better Chan theirs. We 111JSt develop - inlustry co 
provide incade rot only for tlleH flll!ilies, buc for our JQUllg people 
who lllJSC leave the area for sployment. Yiat better and an"e e.Ja:it.in,g 
than the s.s.c.? I CBn hardly w.it to see Wat marvelous secrets will be 
u.,.aled by particle physics "'8U'Ctl\. I wish constructiDn CtAlld begin 

tanorcowl 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

We recognize that rur small town as it is today oould no longer exist, am 
I admit that it would be a painful thing for :ne to see-I have been happy 
here for fifty years. But the face of our coommity has ~ed rore 
rapidly in the past five years than it has in the previous fifty, and it 
will continue to do so. 'ftidely scattered single family dT.ielli.ngs have 
sprung up in every direction frcm Stockbridge with increasing demands 
for services, which has imposed a burden.sare tax responsiliility for us 
all. Better to welcCJDe newcarers ~ will sha't'e the load. I look 
forward t'.o an expanded cur.:iculum in our schools and IIDre resi~nts to 
contribute toward this goal. 

I was delighted to hear the O.N.R.s announcement chat wetland involvei:::ent 
was less than stated in the draft. 1h:>se of us who live here are familiar 
with the topography and didn't believe 2600 acres for a mi.rrute. 

I take great pride in t...'ie fact th.at Mi_chigan-1,ts leaders and legisla
tors- have gone to great lengths to listen to citizens Who are inVolved. 
To mitigate and ccxnpensate adeqilately shows a tunan quality not _often 
seen in todays w::>rld. I have recently been informed that new legislation 
is being developed which will enabla persons in the strat:ified fee 
area t:o relocate should they care to. The ~nti.te staff is to be .~nded. 
I feel priveleged to have had a so.all part in it. 

I look forward to reading the next E.I.S., hoping t.hat all concerns and 
questions will be satisfactorily addressed, 1'fy iulsband and I remain 
rirm in our enthusiasm for the S.S.C. 

Sincerely. 

7-ri,,,"J.-.,u).. ,;( J1. .lJ. 
Margarrtt: I.. Wild 
3300 ilaseline Road 
Stockbridge, Yd.. 49285 

llA.1- 1424 



LETTER BL'! 

Dr. Wilnait. Hee• 
SSC Site 1'111111: fbrCll 
ER-65/Gltl 
offiooofD>e:qy-...
u.s. Dopt. of -
Wltshinqtcn, o.c. 20545 

Dear Mr. Hess: 

I have -.i llllOda ......, of "'1at a negu_. 1"ndkml tlla 
"'""'"'po..t.--1t of Energy has been in IQ"ig Ialan4, N.Y., Ellentm, 
s.c., arid e18eWhem - how it has polluted. the envlltnaant:, 
~ ie ite exxors and b1cc:lced afforto to - it cleon ie 
after itllalf. 

Do - brlng l"""' .... to l!lchi<ian· """" .. against -
~~Q)llimr. 

llA.1 • 14-Z.5 __ 
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LETTER 81.5 

Dear Dr. H•ss: 

Sept•mber 30, 1988 
319 Deley Drive 
D• Kalb, IL 60115 

I firmly believe that the most reason.Ole site for the SSC Is IMlools. 
Your r md in gs In the draft Env lronmental I mp act 'Stelremertt 'Seem •tomal<e 
this clear 

The resources available for human ser.1ices, the avallablltf.ty of·e'lectriic 
energy, aoo,tne .r8lloraMe geology .COlJPled w llh lhe ,preseru:e.or Ferm 11 ab are 
points st"o•glo/ •i• LU:lnols .favor 

I urge you to select 111 inois as the site Tor this project. 

Slncerel.y, 

lltlnf~ 
AH>ert Wiggin 
Teacher, 

w~st Chicago High School 

llA.1- 14-2.(p 



LETTER B1Co 

THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 

OPPlCB OP THE PRBSIO:GNT 

5801 Bl.LIS AVRNU• 

CEUCAGO • ILLll\101$ '06J7 

Dr. Wilmot Bess 
ChairmR.rt 
SSC·Site Task Force 
ER-£5, GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, o.c. 20545 

D~ar Dr. Bess: 

October 3, 19SS 

Ct.hers will write to d_escribe the many advantages of. 
Illinois and of the existir.g facility at Fecmilab as a site for 
the SSC. These are very important con3iderationa, and I want to 
be on record as supporting them. The purpose of this letter, 
ho~~ver, is to de9Cribe the resources oftered by The University 
of Chicago to thia endeavor. 

The tradition of excellence in physics·ia one of very long 
standing in this University. Since its founding in 1392, 
21 individuals who worked here,. taught here, oi:: were once 
stud;?nt.s here, have received Nobel Prizes in Physics. 1'wo members 
of ~he University of Chicago's physics faculty have coceived tbe 
Nobel Prize since 1900. 

Particle physics is the field of many diotinguisbed members of 
our faculty, including Nobel Pri~ie winner Jamas Cronin. As I write 
tbiJ'i, the university has 19 faculty members whose field is 
elementary particle phy&lcs. NJ.ne of these faculty are e;eperimantal 
reseaichecs; 10 are theorJ.sts. This year, 35 graduate students are 
working toward the Ph.D. under these professors. All of this is 
within a phys.ice department numbering 50 faculty, with 130 Ph.D. 
gtaduate students. 

The ties betwee!"I Tbe UnJ.versity of Chicago and Fermilab have 
always been close. Members of our high enecgy physics group work at 
Permilab on ·a regular ba9is. Scien.tista at Fermilab teach courses 
at The University of Chicago. In fact, Dr. Leon Letterman, the 
Director of Fermilab, will teact1 a course in physical sciences to 
our college students in 1980-89. 

llA.1- 14-21 



LETTER 61f.o 

DI:'. Wilmot Hess 
octob:!r J, 19d8 
P:sge 2 

(CONTINUED) 

r a::a aw.::ir~ of Lbe C•)i.uplex nature of the decisi-o-n .Sb~t the 
location cf the ssc. r t-.i;11ev~ t.hat scientlfic ctiterl.s '!!lh'O'Uld havC! 
primacy in thP. ~ecLslori ;uaKin9 pr0cesa. The ew:i-s-t.iA-g i'l'lf'ta·str:·1,.-eture 
at Fer!ll.ilab, the fact that the SSC: could be completed mont quici:"!l.)' 
ar'ld tche scienc~ ..,hich t<.>llows beg1.ln earli.et:., th-e :rlc1h ce-eo1.l1:ce in 
the faculties of ur.iv~.i:sities in Illlnoi•s -all a.r'9'ue 'pe·r5tlasiV"P.1y for 
Illinol.s as tht? site. 

We er:jQyed the visit of the Site Committee to The Univer5lty of 
Chicago. We looK forwacd to working with the Depar~'Dl'e'n~ of .En'eT"gy 
in furt!1er developin9 the e~traor:dinar:y science that ia part of tt1ls 
state. 

;:;J.ncer-ely., 

llA.1- _,1'-'4-~Z.S~-
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LETTER Bll 

CuTTOH, MYBJCK, McCr..uu.RAlf ilk Couua:a 
,\ TTOQ•T9 A. T l.A.W 

J••n- B.Cr.t.TTGI 
ao.1n W. MYae• 
Ro ...... o.McC.........., 
Row.ua G. Couus. 

~.l!.81u. 

Ga.oottLHuo ... 

SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office or Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attn: Wilmot Hess 

Dear Mr. Hess: 

P o.aoa no 
DtrwlUJf, NoaT'B C..OLllf.a. ....,. 

September 29, 1988 

109 Noa-f• C•O'.Ca Sl'.uT 

A c uu111 eee eaoa 

This letter Is written on behalf or Citizens Age.inst tne Collider Here 
(CATGH) In North Carolina to bring to your attention irregularities and 
violations ·or the procedures set forth tor the public hearings on the Draft 
Environmental lmpect Statement in North Carolina. It has come to our attention 
that there are many persons from the general public who have submitted timely 
requests tor an opportunity to .speak at the North Carolina hearing, scheduled 
on October 3, 1988 at the Butner Sports Arena in Butner, North Carolina. The 
reason being given (OI" the denial ot these person's sf>eaking ts that there is simply 
not enough time during the- day and evening ror them to all speak. rt is my 
understanding that the l'E!gulations regarding the conduct of these hearings states 
"An additional session will be held on the day Collowing the schedUled date, It 
requests for presentation or comments received by the week before the bearing 
are so extensive that the time needed to accommodate registered speaken would 
exceed the time available for the scheduled date". There -has been no mention 
of any additional date. To our knowledge, there have been no attempts to schedule 
persons to speak on the day following the hearing. 

An additional concern regal'ds the number of speakers and the time ot 
the speeches on October 3. Apparently, speakers have been scheduled from 2:00 
o'clock p.m. ootil 6:30 o'clock p.m. and from 7:30 o'clock p.m. until 11:00 o'clock 
p.m. Because of the large number of persons requesting speaking time, all or 
these registrants have been scheduled back-to-back, leaving little or no time 
for persons who may not have registered in advance to speak. Of course, this 
coulcl be alleviated by scheduling at least one additional day for the hearing. 

In the event that North Carolina Is selected either as the primary or an 
alternative site tor the Superconducting Soper Collider (SSC), 'then these viol&tf0ll$ 
of the public hearing procedures will give rise to court action to invalidate the 

. ~nvironment Impact Statement for the Collider in North Carolina. We urge 
your immediate attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

JBC:srm 
llA.1- 14-~,-
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LETTER 

._ .. 
PAULB.PAllDlR .....,_ 

.. 
~~ .. :-;,.
~.-;"~ 

., .. J. 

September 29, 1988 

EIS Comments 
Dr. Wilmont N. Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
Office of Energy Research, 

ER-GS, GTN 
Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

I submit this letter to you in my capacity as.county 
Executive of Bedfor_d County, Tennessee, and on behalf of the 
Bedford County Board of Commissioner;. The Board of Commis
sioners under Tennessee law is the primary legislative body 
for our county and my positiqn is elected Chief Executive 
officer of the County. 

On July 28, 1987, the Bedford County Board of Commissioners, 
through official resolution, a copy of which attached, moved to 
pledge its unanimous support to the State of Tennessee in its 
efforts to obtain the site for the Super Conducting Super Collider. 

I am happy to state that the vast majority of comments that 
I have received from citizens of Bedford County are in total 
support of this project. There ·have been a few negative comments 
concerning the rights of homeowners, adverse changes to the 
physical environment, and a gentle concern for the change in the 
rural middle Tennessee life style, These are all valid concerns 
that should be weighed and they, of course, would be considered 
by the Bedford County Board of Commissioners in fairness to all 
citizens of our county, However, at this point, there has been 
no substantive indication that any of these negative concerns are 
well grounded. Therefore, the Bedford County Board of Cpmmission
ers unanimously goes on record in supporting this project. 

llA.1- _ 14-~ 



LETIER _,S""l.,.,.6:-.-_ (CONTINUED) 

Page 2 
September 29, 1988 

The middle Tennessee a..rea haa in recent yeara been aelected 
as a relocation site for the Nissan truck plant in Stayrna and the 
General Motors Saturn plan in Spring Bill. These two •elections 
&lone point out the many favorable aspects of thia area for such 
a project as the SSC. The area h.a an abundance of very 
educational and technical institutions and is being recogni1ad 
throughout the country as a high-tech corridor with the Red Stone 
Arsenal beinq located in Huntsville, ~labama, and th• -rnold 
Engineering Development Center and OT 8pace Institute being 
located in adjacent Tullahoma, Tennessee. 

To summarize our -position, we believe that the Super 
Conducting super Collider will have a favorable and po•itive 
impact on the economic statua and quality of life of our citi1ena 
and rest.dents. 9ecau•e of these various fa·ctora, the Bedford 
County Board of Comm.i•aioners gladly ~oes on record aa being in 
aup_port of the location of -this project in our area. 

PRP/bb 

Yours very truly, 

~,e,~.P"tl 
Paul ft.. Park.er 
County Executive 
Bedford county, Tennessee· 

UA.1- 14~1 
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LETIER ~B=IB~-- (CONTINUED) 

R E S 0 L U T I 0 N 

WHEREAS, the State of Tennessee has enthusiastically 

entered into the competition for proposing a site for the 

Super Conducting Super Collider1 end 

WHEREAS, a significant portion of the proposed site is 

located in Bedford County1 and 

WHEREAS, the Bedford County Board of Conunisaioner~ 

recognizes that the ~conomic impact of this project presents a 

~ignlficant opportunity for: the community; 

THEREFORE, be it RESOLVED' that the Bedford county Boaid 

of Commissioners pledges its unanimous support to this effort, 

and be it further RESOLVED t-.hat a copy of this Resolution be 

properly p~blicized and transmitted to the appropriate Federal, 

State and local officials. 

This 28th day of July, 1987. 

1~. Cc,tiliCil Tn!i1e C0cY 4 J ? 
. . ,, 'j(h"' ; . .,J.'1-."· (: ,, :..,J 'lhl!l •I · · ··J,,. ·I!!) (',,cj<:;J:',.J 

~C 4 . . . . . .. Y.' ,_ t;.-. . . . . . ·/7 -~·:!<1-
~ ?'ii 
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LETTER -'8=~=9 __ 

S" S C. ORA F T i; IS coM "4~1V'l .S 
VVlt..l'l'\01 tU: £S 
S ~ (. !>/Tl; 711 Sk. FOl?G6 

Ot=FIG6 bF GNG~6)' ~~~I/RGI-I 
C::l(,.<.,5 G1N 
IJ&l'f!ll.1 M61V7 ot: EA/ell.f,-y 
Wl!Sli IN£1bN, o.e. l.06'15 

(,,&rJ1U:M(;N: 
t>,.G.:AwAo.01~' ,r- 1H'- $Uf6A. c.01.1.10~ GDN'llt.A•1 

As ltW T.1(,1 cf'. Mei!l.GY1 YoVl'll\e f(T1f'ioweo 
'To l('-Q111l'.(: At.I.. S711'16J (£101>t1Vfr FOP. 71i& s 176 or
IH6. sol'~c,01..1..rol:(. Mio F11Jlft.t-r 1'16 W1NN~11. 10 

i:.1.1MA"''T b' 1 Hlt'i f.l(..(,~!ttl!U f.ltJU!.t"16' Ft11(. 1 lte 
l-liliNIOl(,l\PP61> ·trl<.{...IJO/W<f' Fl.COi\ 1...611•<.. WAf..i(-lrJ S/loM1"1 

I 

'1111\,l .. I\.~ AV"lt..~ i13Le. 

HoN- PAt<SJl>l:J~1 RE(.111' UilS Slt.N~ 1-1:41.S-n.1t11blV 
Pu'ff111/6' N~W f!Nf:'Oll.G6fJ,feN1 -r f.::&TH /N ru6 oPlnv 
ttOV$1111G-L.l'\W ()f: /'f'~ FM. "iH6- f{ANllllC.l'll'Plio'>. 

iwi> "'""' G/111( .. P."111! I.AW ll.6<tvl.1(6S 1HA'T 10 
. 2 M.OtJ111S rP.oM Ndvr1 N6f'I /3(/tr..011V6S Wl'fH 1'61fM.?,qt 

Ul\/11' l>\IJ'f "6 GoN'$<ffl.ve..1 u $1J'fHAT "fHIJ'I 1111-6 
/',(,, 11011..y llG<."UlllU. ro TH6 HIW~l(.IJl'/lt.IJ. IJ(JIJI(.! /IJ{l{T . . 
B(, W•Olt <irNOV~H .,, AU.;MtJ>loel!-r~ WH6~ t:.1/11111..s. 

!INJ"JC.1-16$ ltfv/) tJlrti-6<'11 "'"'' 86 //II A(,G6!JllJ~ til(,,f'f11111. 
li!A-ru/l.ofJ/14 WllU.J M//t'( IJ~ ~t!·fll/:"01((.64 ~ /JUAW 
tNlfAf..IAfloA/ ol' 6(AIJ l4R.f, 

O/.tlli£6/} 76NAIV'f'f WfJllt;tJ l/."1V6 TIH .lf/~lff "10 

MA1::& lt.l:ASoflJAt1lt: N.Dl/P./C.A110fV -ro .. ow~/..1N& 
A 1 fH(;tl( OrPN" 6J(fJ6tvf6. 1116 7i<NA~1 I ll(Ollt.IJ 

(UIV1'/(I V/$11) 

llA.1- 14?1?? -



LETTER -~""~=..::? __ (CONTINUED) 

r 
Ii 'Iv & 1" <I .1 tC JI..~· c '10 ((.. c S 14 ~ t:: f H 6 /',I. tJl'.f./J 1'i 

To LY S OA/6/lv.l/l GcNtJl'Ii<Jl'v wt/6N -fllGT U4Pb, 

fiib ('JbW lJc.us f1~/,6 ;1,,,1J/N6' l.iiv. MAI:& /'/4 
N•blv'fU'N OP FUXJ!l. Uvel- WAU(•Jt/ fNtJIV61<>, 

fWi:/;fi: JS fvO 0l'MAM66 1tll/1 tJNtJM. 1Ht:, 
IJflN FtfJeR4f., (,.1v11,-/l,16H1~ t/1W Jo f',f~N1HJ FIUM 
NOW '/'L.()Op.._ L..6ve; L; Wlllk.•lflJ $HCJW~f<j I/Vi/.,(., 
Bb liuH-T iJJOf\.b CeC~Oo;I\ ltf>.'IJ -rwo /j60fl.OU/'r'i 
fi/:.11.1f/'i6N1~ JNH~tH=1i1t: c"t../..IC GP.. Wil..L..13.: ~Ull..f. 

ifHe;/I..<:, liP-b. i/t,f'.'f FGW ll/Jllfi.1/1116Nf llOV6&5 
3 "\t/A'TOflFbl?. T/16 Ol'"flON oFP!-ooA. i-61!~1.. 

WAl.Y:'IN $J.1()1A161tS IN -fHG ~7/l1t;S l31tJJJ1Nfr 
Fo~ THb r;uf'6R G.1L{..jDCJ<. 

4 

5 

lH&R6 A.•.6 /110 F60t!:ll.11L,S11J 1c)u)fl~ Clti' 
i.Wv ~ THI! 7 f.M1'Vit<l.1J. f'.IVY til'Vb Tl! P.U/i.t) 

MlilCTrl\6N1 tlou!cS VV11:H FLrJOfl../.bVb/.. wflt-K.•IN 
~ HON<:;R. ·~ • 

UJV&Gt; At.-11nl 1J 11U:6N Naw 18 il!S1Al[/ 
Alib t51l!.U; WAl..K·/N ~ lltJW6Ji. 5 Jtll 11lt.. $1;J76 

TtlA1 I~ A\Atf11<ll6.0 T/16 ~ll/'M. c,o1,.1..1()6f._ f!i{OJ{f;(t1 
\H6 HAIV!Jtt-l'i/J.Pc!J. /l/11JJ !:61'.t/Of.. Cl111.-l!tv-j ' 
{VJ/..(., /lb /J/SC./.J"'11P.lft 1.t./) llMIJIV ~ f/';J( PUJ/-16;~ 
M'il {)6N I G O f'qo(lt.- tJ/'l'/Jltr ll ft/! 1-t f'OA. Hot.1S1 tv(r 

d Int 11/0.( 6 vVllO Mt: /JIU,,/. 1<J (;.1,.11~/J 1N It AllJ 
(Jtl"J: ot= Ii fl..!P/Je,t<'I flit.Ji IJA-1117t't1 fvi1JI fri'~W1H{, 

f I.OM f...bl!6l- (V'ltl-K·trJ ~Jlol'IV<J liflVb B6':1' 
Pl 6¥ IS76/\Gh $tNC,h IWv, l7 IS AtJVJ. 1~r¥ f'rfVtJ 
1"Hb/il: ~6 Silt...~ N01 AA/1 II/All<.· IN! lliJ 1#6~.f 
1t11AJ1->il3U Flifl. 'Tiii: HANIJ/lflpfJt.C l'll\l.0 f61'114!.. 
c,111~11s, 

llA.l- 1434 

·- " 



LEITER· -'B.,.1:~9 __ (CONTINUED) 

.:IlC' 
As A('{ 11<-1 OF Mcf?.(.."y Pl-tJJ se 7/Jl<G 111/S 

/11 A 'T'f I!~ I ;<,/70 U>NS1,(}6~1f'1 IOI'/ 1N 7//6 Mct!:11flt(,. 
WI 'TH 1 HG VIJl:ltJ/I! S'!";/71: 811:J~MS P~tt. 1/.le 
~ u.OG:Jl. (.~t...L-10(;>:, 

Pikf'I~<;, MAl.'.6 11" A l<.~ll1P.ti:M6N'i T~ 1J.J{i1AU 
AGG~SS 1/3L€:; WAL-1<.•IN ~HOW~A.S Fol/.. i H6 
'r;FiNOlc,APPt;O IN N6W fiOVS.lN(r 1)/.111.S 1111#6 
)1MG 1"b1(; ~uf'Y.. U!/.../.-1-f)~R AW.tRD 1> 
~r.!NOUNC.,60 ANO NO'i z.Y~ Yt;11~~ t-Jl16~, 

I\ S 1rN II vt or- {'<l6R.C:'/ S Pt91K.. VP Po•'?. WALi< IN 
~tlOWE:AS F=otJ...-r>l6 HANDt?llPP6tJ AN.O fi,f.-fJ~t:1. 

PUA£~ c.HAMP;cN 'P/6' Ui/J!6 F<P,<!. 
Wfil-k:-JN Sl/o~V6A~ IN CON:fONl/fldN Wt11f 
THb ~xP6NN1UP.6$ oF BtU..IOtvSoF' 0/Jl·l-11~ Fo'-. 
Tl-lb Sul>""- C.OltAIJM. 

iHi<: IS .II WAZ,./. OF' S1U:!>K4 l/J 1'116 c4rtU.-o 
S1A1e:s P.G6AR.~)Nt,. FUJ':'l<.· teV!ffl wl!U•JfJ SlbV/6ti,: 
FOA. 7/lG tf;U:U.li'j llND MAl.'Dl(,f/f/Jef).,,,_,o (HO:. H~1. 

T-Ht-~l: rs Na cwt -ro crMMflON 1'1-/c11{ cA11Je., 

t1is10,q,7 R.6{..J1l-/_,J IJAltnH®R. WA/..l- /JP 
SiL<::>l!C.'- "THFJ'i l'ReV/JlUO JN NIJ'J-1 t;.6~/'ifAfl'), 
ti>/ /q't'S WHGN 1J./6 l<U>~l(~Y, '"fllG HAA!OMPIC 

. T ti 6 ;r.;;; w; , <oYP £ tcS A NO o-r 116'<. l?N D.ss 111.1111"6;! 
W~/l.G FoQ.Gf:tJ Fl0M--rH61/l. ;;.,;116s J/Vh OJ}.r(bkf. 

P-/t 1 Mµ C,Al>1/J$ l'V/{6'¥ /tie/ l/VY-6 S H{!f', B6/R.N#Jf'N4 
{o>,$;;:;1). 

wALK.-1N S1101.vel\,S /'iU: .ri FvNC.,"fJCN N~ "[liG. 
P..<::SPoNf,J611-t116S DF'IHE. VJlRtc~> r;,(;\JU.lvfMN111 L: 
PvB'-lc. flb'\{;;(J/ A66NGtG.S 1Nt-UJtJ1tvv f..1kfb AN/J 
LOllAi.;Bo.qR.DS <Jf: b/et>vtu r11A1 •Nl-Lua~ 01s61t$b 
f~61lt:/.11"llW fj/J[) P/,01'60f10N dPf/!G 1-/{;,lllr{I/ cp 
GUb't:I '4,/IUJJ.t(.fiN ii/!iNfJ/C.IJP/JlO ()/!., lv<>1 /tNO Fii.Ohl 
ANY GAuf.l: THAT 11i/l,,<ff<A16lvS TH6 111/JWl~llkt-( 

1.-IP~ lil./lJ H.1.lf(,,"( }/ ,1U-l.//Ot#lflJ116~M~ i/eAr, 

llA.1- l4-?15 



LEITER _.5_,_.1'.._,'.1 __ (CONTINUED) 

IJr 
lri6 f'v81-I(., HeJllL7H 5">'-'"U:"'l HAS Na'( 

FuL-t.Fll.-LeC 1-rs l.-E"""' /... Oi!>L.tGA 1ION 1o 
A Df)A..0,C.tt/116- -rt16 (Jl)EJL1(, 116/lt.71-j NGbCJS 
oV:- "UIG i-IAN{);c,,/t.J'l'$Jl) 1N N6<:::() tJ/:- 'r;.140/Q.

lkVG l. V') 11/.-Y.. - tN ~H (! W b'<SIJo°'i wlrH ~,,/.,-:re,,";:;_~;: 

1ttl: PulH·<l iH:c.41.."J:VI A66Nc-t&J HAl/6 
fv..A:N'fllJNf;lJ A WAt.L. oF Stt.-€;NC,t; JAi "flf6 
/...1FG A-IVO IJ.t::ll"1J.i S1'~1.!6G/...G or- 7Htf. 
1-tJlt 1V/J I G.A Pl'6 D /!,y NiJ-; C../llt./.../N& 1'111!/,..1 ( 
A"l"f<bN71atv 1'o 1H6 Pt..t6H7oF1Hb 
HtlNtJt(.A l'P&D 1Al Nb6J!J or- Ft,.cv:JA. t-el/&e'-
wAt,k.-1 N [, tlo W6A {, t/I/ lf/!A,C.1/l16'v1 HoV!t( 

. .JiV~~1i.lf/.:'No 1 ,gG /IA/Y <-cM.l'llt>/'>JJS6 P'lt111 1pii...N-t U ,:..1v'/J' S ~lA LO)!, GLbA....,l-IN« !.S /v/.bf 'j 

p~~ v;;u IN 71-16 13.41'11.l<'o0/11 tv11H Ft..cate·UVl::I.. 
WAU:· /IV SHOWEii. S Foll. 'fHOSc AMbl?.JlAl't.5 
;lflfvDJl,t}l'P60 o.e /Vo"f' W;/Ot6: /..JF6,H~t.1'11, 
ANO 11./G:/.,.Pli~l: fJ61'6tvtJ ~ o/11 l"l. 

1'H6 &OIJ-GJVt:;N Al6H1 #? /U: C.t..6'9/\lt~~ 
A'v/.) '1JJ6' A.J'-111 7o A SHtJW6-",, /SA U///t. 
fl.l'-'117 iHA'2 J.S IJC:Jfa?- Dt!:/'Vl6o '1H6 
t5WJ&~ WAN.() JfAN./JtC../7P,'1~tJ r:iv6,v //::! 
"Tflcl~ U//6.5 IJ6P~IV.'1etJ t'# Ir, 

iJvll.Jlv(, 1if/, /J,6 6JQN//'/6- c/: WcJ(L-1) WA~ 0 
/1V1bW/Vt6J\11 vAM!5 '11~" 13lltt-11"o lf6/..C£M, 
AAIO JN1MN JA.1'1We~~-Amt:A.l{,AfVf, 1H~lle 
Wl</l.lr .SJ./cwG:R.S FoA. J/V-r6A.N(r<£tr IN "TH~ 
ilVt'bANM.t.N1C.././MPS1N 1H6 Hc1 IJ~St;;l?7S 
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LETTER SlCJ (CONTIN(JfD.) 

IH'- •5;(..;'/.U.rl"7 aF WIJ.Lt<•;N ~KOWt;:A./, tJV~;i'#<fllti.A. 
kou~&s /'l:.6:£i!U'1.lte MIYtJJW'Y'l'.!:tJ l'GOl'U Wl1H 
Lll"l "N'7 pl< c-~JS 1>Nlr .HeAL.TJ< Vt11-Nt!:flA¥,!1L1116.! 

Aivo Sv>£1'7J/i;Jl.,J.'fl<=!!. To FQl<"THt:.f{ f<../Sk!. 
1fJ VoL VJN 6- Tt;l.b i! .. 4i:HA.ocl>\ - t<;t7<-ii~At 
G II/ I/ J A.Cl Iv /l·if:.N1, $AN 1-r A -i MN 

1 
P61<.Id'1!ll- ii'J'!f;Ji!:N 

<;.Pf<.r~AO tJP fJ1:,~/l.C"· Col~AG11JIV, 11'1.l"i:c,714111 
-, " 

AtvD I~ 7{.J.f!. I'('.. MV.O l:!61't'1H F'll..04~ T-/lli-L:5 
/ifvO /)*.OWN Jlifb• l~A"l"F~o,.1U:°(.~Nll<Jlfif ~FFE<1"1s 
At.-t:i H<;;A. t..1,: '-ft Np 0<!!:,1"1' Jr1 C.t7/\JC.,.'2:-P.,Jv• 

"f;t.f. Glll'l/.,.J-ry oF t.!Fb l!iJAllJ;~l.?. fe "1Ht
1 .,...~'"' ,C./"*H· t)I' 

HJfNf.l /(.,flpf'6D Wtio UlNN01 P.111$6 711tlR p:e,e,1 
f'P,r~C.LU!:JG !. Atd) {)eNJ<f,$ "fli6M (H6 ,t./bll'J 
'lo WAU( JN'[<) A f,Jll'JW6/{.. AUJAl6 1o-v::6 
WAP.N V\//',''[i:R. l!ND 5~111' /,;, l{e/ttlJ//t- 1H6 
~1vc..t1" 1 4>F,1At:, rl'-1H, ~111011:~1A,Grc... 
'Afl-J~ J N6 Fl'.011

/';. tVOl{,tj,lj.f.,. f.:V~..(.Ol!y PAfAJt."6/{. 
!IND P,1t:>UJ6Jt-lll. Fl//li&'ft<JN ,N& tJF "{/16 ,8.'IJIJJ 

I 
Ev6N WJ/€:N "Tf{"'IP. LW6S CJ<t:/le,,V,[) Olv ,.,. 
o~ fl.'""(,... Lo.wc.-Ji"'"T .:..l .. ';.£1 ~My JiilV" ./01·1~"1.t:r 1-i~A~r W..v~.t" 

t4;'1tvDW:..!iPP6tJ fJ~ofJl-c.b Wt'1Ji 6/1/UJJ-"tC 
K~l'fll.A"(Oll..-f ~J%'Tflll11l, Oitt;Be-rn VJNl.)t-(11' Nf 

J • 
G'il. titvt-; .fl-1/./JIV'fliJJIJ Ut.JJN &tllt-.!. " 
-ro l.114: IJA/O M&/J-rh'. Ai~ fJoLLi,"fUN <J']j,, 
LO/V{r /)A'/ !INC> /ilii,J{j J! i':tGtM.1) li3A/6,t;t<IN6- ' 
Hf:.A'i vvAV6.S wrHJ 111€+; Hv/tU()tr 1t;.S P""l5 
~CD.i-.t> S'1.1'..i::S!. ..TNll S-fl?,,:;JN$ O IV '"fJ/6 Vtf441.. 
0~(,"l Ni; Cf" "i.116 H6A/<"I ,t-//NGS

1 
ANIJ 13<>1Ji 

&J(}L.lJV.(,- S,°Y $"[.6fi'J. 

'THG JfA/V()tC.HPP6i'J liR..6: At.,//IA"/'.1111 'j;f{,. 
r-.t::P.£1/' oP. ()'ff/~ /J./ l{A·VIAJ& -µ C,,J"6 AArlJ(;f&c 
"Hl61'Alt>/ Nb&6{'tl116S CF t-fv/"11& ,Y1.illl1'/ fJ/6 
A&t 13.oL> I~ D 1AJ:k FoR 6,t/.AJV-fe&, 
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LETTER 819 (CONTINUED) 

I 
Twc. HA/Vb ICAPP61) Ali« /1"16 ICA S /Jt:;jJ/JV-A/./711(;,f:O 
TH6 f/Atvt)l(..f/f/ct:J IMC: OJ1,-:JcC:U -r" 86' 

G.-X. Pl.CJ ri etJ /lNIJ D6.Nl6 IJ T HG l?.l&P/7 1'0 
t,11/f:. Jl!/'1Hc llG6 oF1#6W/lf!./.l/)/0 0;:1t16 

GAl\.-r-11 • Ttfc G1'.66Nflov.ru e:F~c-1.~ 

. " I H6 II.(; 4"11!': NO <i:OU!t:/of /)()0/.. !(, JA} -; 116 u /o/J1CO 
S1-A7e f;FtJll. '7116 ilANIJK--APµo • Jd!i ·Ga~N 
DO()r/' is Sl-11/'T 7:16H1 uv -rr/6 PAu6! or;. • 
''lrlOSb IN Nc60 OF Fl-OOA. Llcv6L WA(,K.•IN 
s1-Jt7w&,e.s, <;;,Lich 1.F- 711611{ t./l/f:S tJ6?<!!ND6:0 
ON t"'[, 

THt:: ll/V/16,t) S1A'16S HAS (d,06A/6M"ftcJ 
T11'- woP-Yr ri.&--oALJ IJ,1'.€A!c.1tv(r UJfJ71/Vl'ovJ 
Di1'1 l'.NiJ Nl6Wi H1.r.H flC:/-(7 A.vi) f/i/MJ!iff')' f\tA~'ti 

'"' H1~1011..y, THG •V"1AM1N6- or- VM G-A4t:ll 
wrrH /Hl<.~Ae6'N f/OlJ.fG l!r'r-u.rz "1> /{,f,/r:,_IJ.. 

P60 PU Wli II GA/Wi"11;, R.6~t'IM"i01:-f,_fl<Sl1'1 
f:,'f/'.6SS,H(;A1 01.56.~.,0&•H,e1.:. C/60 /N /!,.b:.$.V.O 

f'.;R6Ai:.1t1(:rNl/Mi!.6l<.S Fl«Jl>I ·p/;f tt6h7 tHU 
~U/\1i'AVI, :£1 IS !::~'ft1'11t'160 -rJ.IA7' IS 04·' 

' Af>IE=~IC,,ll/V5 MA't HllV6 OJ&() P/\OM 1116 #6111 
)111$ $VM ME./l. f'/iJi.IJY WHO Dtt; .0 W~~6 
¥.AND l(,,/J Pl'erJ .,L,tVtlV6- ll l-0 N 6 t A•V1? Wrft1~1J7 
F'l .. ocP. L-.;tt6l- WAU~/N $lltHV-t.l{S ro s,q:;611/iCftl. 

TrU: uNnto f, 7l't'fl:.S HllJ tu=tSN Pt,A~ut..P 
1'ollS ~U/11-M6~ BY /J<'!weA. FAIL.l/~65. 1i-l-6 
Ho·Vi' 6/1. t '1 G:.C:. '1 s' Jue M.1 P. (;, P60 ,0 l-b (/ ~6 
IJJA.C..ONtJt:nu N6A.S, ltll.S R<5S"Ul-"1S i/11' BJJll.Ntx/I. 
A,tJO 0V6:1.L.OA1'S OF' t;.L6C.-'fll.t.G Pow~R ~r.Alf. 

j 1-16 f<~ SU/Jr~ 41!6 PoWbf.I.. r/l/t..VA.t.f Fi1.( UM 
P&rl./005 ~F '1111-16, NALJ-:.-1JI" $;/Oi\/t:A..S WI/;/../) 
H.11V6 SAl~D i--Wb.S of:.TJ.16 HANt>/L.llfJfJ!;L) .VII<(; N 
ev<!R.'N1-llNCr E t-~6 P/l//.,~P. 
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LETTER 813 __ _ (CONTINUED) 

" 
T,;~ t'19'~ l'lell1 wAv~ -ri14.:-"1'<€.111J 7?J "-''-'-

. A ~ 

Mol'.<c 1Hl'rtv 15,00rJ r~PU. THIS MU Pll.c!!>Atu::T 
i;,Y,vR ""' lt.5 01.Jb cF: "'Ji.I$ .L-.l/.fl..66S'V I.IA 1/JllM. 
P/51t~'T6>P.S OF 711•$ G&N-rvfl.-/, SA•tJ .V.MoV~OfV 
Av,:,,f'..1, f?:.>ieci.l'J wb 01A-l!0-01oA. c~ ·u16 ~11116:11 
foP. ENt1tP.oNMt!N1"1l P#Yt.tei.i.o(;r JN wfl:nllklll 

,. 
Jr;:. :r ;.i;-1.0 /IV JYJ.1 IJANIJR~~#]Now fJ</6 .A!Vf!llii< 

of-P6CJPJ...(, "IHA7 rlfli,t;,/J/€;11J "J}llS $1//11.M&<t AS A
Rt:~Uvj o!=- Ho 1 f!iiA11iGA., Jr N/JIJ'-D .I>'- rA.ltJ'I 
PMA" N6vJf, Ftlt, ov.SR 11-16C.t!VN11<1, /Ju:l,:J.[jJrJJ 
HAVu 1 Jl/I "j ui;r.;£b.f(.,' 

T11N11.s ££:C.AUt6 /VJ£Jt7 /;e"l1 1(6L-Ft16!J 
0rYt1 HJ G<J VIVM:.1-1!1~~~ .f1.£1Mt f!.1,Ali160 IJ/Y 

AMfl.:1 .A"ff/K..k;< ~1~K6 dJYfk6A. &I/ IJJ.U, ... . 
T110 ;i;, fVl0~7 vv1,.Nt;AA!1.~>G To #6Ft 1 s1R.~>..- A/1..6 

TH6 <Cl-IJG.lt/...t WJ.lo JIVIY ltl.R.~t!T 5VFFb~ 
vARwu;; /l/{,."16(11'7~ IN P:f'(ij -XH& t::UJb/¥7 AJAIJ6 
l!P 70 "l'o 6F '1 HG b'((L:$s tJC../.t'i"ltS IN 1#'7 
w<c.!4-i:t1Gt:1, S<=-V<!:.RAl. J&.n01oi< . .s ctiN'11'.11!.1J•rc 70 
'1111) 11.fU'lVl.{aJ VuLN<:A.4J;11,.1-r1 JtJ H6.111 S'1/U:SJ 
f '1.;l.1-Uf.JNv& l.E:.>S c,AtW !o V:4 5 C.()L,l)Jl 5111/\11 N i1 . , 

Hefill:r OIJMAC>t U£~ /Ui!.PIJNJ.W6 l?,!Liol) V6~Set.J. 
' I VNDt;llJ_,'jJN&- INSbfJ'<--S 1'1NC II IJeCA,b/SEQ /Mlt..7i 

I<> ~WE: . .-, 'f," T He $.l'tf;C.Jli/.,. f:,G; NA'1b C,,,J-J Mi'f 1 i,6 
ON A6'Jfvl- fJ..c{)tJJ("Jt;{). 

I N A IJ ti r&WJ f'l, ·o/e fE l,()6/t, /.::;' U J t; fl1.blte 
fJR~Cfi.lfJ1tb# M60U./t1Jt!ll$ A.v.O MANY <'F #M$6 
(JI. V'- 5 {.,/JN I Nt-~6At6 -$ 6JV} /·fl V J-r'i fo r/ & llt"1, 
Ht:A1 GAUt~tJ .06k1f.IS liO NQ1 l}/J,/Jvte 71-16 
GllNUi:t<.N /JIA"T 7H6Y {;l/~(/v{), ldeCAv/c 71f6 
~~~ll.1JN6- $YS"f<'!:m llA5 N<rf Bf.~N €511'/M../:fNUJ 11 

#'N1.y SA 11>. . 
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LETTER _6""'~=-~'--- (CONTINUED) 

JII1 
At,, A P.f:S (Jt-1

1 
oN/..."l U/~ S or f/6111 !f'A,l)/<6 

AA" li.tilol.'1611 A.S H6A7 lJ6R1H.5 J;N.O "illO.t 6 
AMt>vN 1 ;c P6P.t1Af>S UJd 11./ I\ NMM-AL $uMM'll 
ANO vfJ 10 /&,{Jo IN A HO'I S<1MM-&~ f.JK6 l'1 ~-

5111;-1- Nd'1 A1'1P.tf>lh•a "'fO lli<A'T /1~6 1'116 
1HtJiJ$ANt>$ Of:. 76Ml'6A.A'T vRt- ~ tMlovM 1/6M.1 
A11A0C:. 'i) l,,'f/l{)K.61tiJ..;a IJ-1/161{ r/i'tA<- A/l/flM1S 
T)'lb"i AIU MeA~OAbO ~ rJH61t /Je/Ylf/.f m .• 
I ;lb rlt>1 Y6'11l5 CAN a1:. dcMl'llP.tLJ ·,•orH tMl'i' 
l'-k>~MAi..- oA16S IJNI) -rJ/6 e(WS cAU:..{){,./Jf6LJ.. 

fV(,, HA\lt. v~ l!GWMf6 ~!6!.{P/6/V'f of: 
W HA 1 C.flOP ~.i.! ~ AA.6 ~ N (,. °W ,/$~ l/MJ /7 
St:e/\1-S w6 A~~ M<i~6 aJNU:Jtll«J A~v1 (M.N 
itlAl.J A&>l{, T flePl'U, 1 THINK. 1uds A- . 
'fRlt©6lY1, AVt::.RY s1110, 

THAN(. 'IOU FOR YOIJ~ corva=R N IZOR 'lour.. 
Fhl..l-<JW HUMAN 8~11J6 S, TH€: HANDl<.-11 PPtO 
A 1.11) <::LIJ€.R.t..-t AM.<!:ll..t£AN.S-

E.x.o()Ut ~CJ 

/ffl> Goo !. p AKe. Au • W6~" woP.DS, 
l. :f 11111. 'fll& LL>A.0 Tin' GoO, W ll IC- H H A Vb 

f),fl..oW.H7TJ,l~6 oV1 oF11f4 t-.A/110 oF 
e:G'YP1, OU<f oP 'fH&. /'IQV$~ oP /JtJNOljfJb 

f:l HoNollll. TH'f i"'A-tH1M. Ai\t.O "THY MO'fH~I. 
..f1011 -iW-t QAY.S MAY tu; 1-Q/Vv vl'oN 1/ll 
t-ANtP ,t/H/C. u 1'M' t.cP.O ·nN GciJ.t;.J~1tl 
111~ b. 
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Reagan signs biU for payments 
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LETIER __,e=l'9~- (CONTINUED) 

Heat Stress and Heat Disorders , - --
~At temperatufM above SO° F. OM IClual/y bcgina lo oaJn 
lt01I from th• envlrollment • 

AMIS_.._,...__tcWl'l...._dll..~ ...... p,M' ............. ..., .... ~---·....-..· . .._ .. ,.... 1111-laalbomth ........... 

~ •• IM ebiUtyto1ccUmatlz1 and to h1nt1te heat io going lo 
deptnd on the /INJlh ol llHJ cariodvlscu/ar "Y•l•m. • I 
y_.lllat-lll.tillt0 ........ M1 ................. ..,_.. ~ ._. .. ..._.._.wtdl wllicllltlMlw•Frillfllkal..ltilallr. ,.,. .................... ,..,..... 

' 1or'"11or.M...u:i.m ..... rwu.aehi&ioNMn&i'1lc• ........................... .,.....r ... ~NioaWlts ..... 
_.,""'.._......, ....... .,,...dll ......... ..,....., 

................. l'#pnd .. dlldadlt• dllll "'• ,... ........... 
'7lrete wlU,,. •PPIOJdmel•ly two parctnt In 111ty popuJaJJan . . who ,,. going to. be hftt lntoletant ••• 

.u.11e-. ........... ...., ... "',_,,..,. ...... 
........ ,... .......... n. ................. llP. 
__ ,, ............... ...C.-.ltktall'lrill .Cdl* ... ,.,.., ... 
.... n.,; ....................... .,, .. p ..... ,,.,. 
...,_ ..... n. ...... ~-,.._._~....,-... 

·==.:~':..· .. ~.::=.:-==--=~ 1-·-·-· ...... -_ ... ____ ....,._,... 1'1111 llla.tdlt~wu bddlly,W:...Stlllla..._.-,., ..... .,,.,..._......,..,.,.. ......... ,_,..,.. ........ 
• ..-.. ildiiE&~ . 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

PEltSONAJ. RYCIENE DISAlllL.ml!S (ll·J4) 

" - ;;3.0 
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LETTER ~e~r~9 __ (CONTINUED). 

Li . . Ying 1_, ;---

BERLIN 
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LETTER ~e=~~~-- (CONTINUED) 

13/tm'fl/fj,j 
Caution! llllH ccnu may be hazardous to 
health. 

-----· ~ .... -.,~.,.. .... ......,. .. _. . ..-.·---
Your bathroom is the most accident-prone room' in the house - even 
for healthy members of the family. So. you must be extra cautious on 
behalf of the patient who may be weak and unsteady on his feet. The 
last thing you want is a fall that further complicates his condition. 

' 
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1988 heat toll may top 
15,000 killed .in 1980 

;neat toll may top 
15,000 killed in '80 
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lucson Arizona 
Tuesday, September 27, 1988 Tucson Citizen Cl1Y EDITOR, MARK KIMBLE, &n-01 

It may be too late: Irreversible 'greenhouse effect' fearec 
Ir EDWARD mUI "We have tudmuntly Initiated -nn1n1 ftftct lhat cannot be 
c... 111111- a -globll. upertlDtllf. wtiose eoPR- sriopped, nen if no QIOl'e fossil fuel 

quencH 1n not now fully predict- Is burned. 
SdEace loses a bit of Its detlcb· able," ltf. llicL "We're out wheni last lltunday,EddyWPtbefu'st 

ment - 11Jme !lll&hl •Y lrTftt- -·veoeYerbeenbefore--'.lbe- of,._speder.Jlntfl@A.E.Dou,.-
11anee - Wben JC)U hapJell lO be yend it - And lh.t•1 kind of lutlectuttwrielooglobiil.change. 
insidr lhe petri dish luleld ol ICUY·" TheserinlsbriqqionsoM:hJdte 
cuolly ~ it from the OUl· Eddy, dlrec:lOr oltlte Olfite ol 111- Unl11ersity ol Arizona's ~-
Ade. tmHsclpllrw'y Eanh ~ in lnl Committee on. Globe! Change. 

continue 10 pour Imp UllOIUID of 
mettwle and carbon diOUle Into 
the atmosphere, weeoWd. mab lite 
sltu1tton Iv worse. 

Half the carbon diaQde: rdealed 
into the aUllOSphere from fllllliil 
fuels sillD! the bepnlna or the ln
duslt'lll Revotudon - Qoul the 
lime ltw ChulesI>idiml-• boJ 

~J.2i~ llkL = 
today ril ftmatll ti.en i:: 100 
Y"l'S> IMI _.IW. 

The bfaell protil- ri&bt DOW, 

be .id. 1i CDUolctinl ...... -
...:. \-,-

l'ba1'1whJ JollftA. Eddflswor- Baulda, Colo.. Mid ~ The lectures, ll the n.ie ol llbout 
rled. Ht'• COllDICUd. IO 1 mutift amount1 of metlwle aad carbon one a 1DDnth, will aiiUU!Ue rb.rou&h 
upmmmt: __... stoUJ dloade ln the air .ir-ty _, haYe Man:b. tlwy ceieliraae the 50!.h 
chanp. If the --a buaon ftU driwn ~·· ummphere .,..yond blrtbdsy of UA.'1 T,.,.RIDa Re
pusbed'.heiainbl&UOUW..aDd.IM ~. laOlber-nk, we ruar, ~bL.t.oralury. 
lidded. ..... ,... be - OU M)' IG a··~• Eddy-qu.ictto iioledlal_•_--'...---

!Expert fears irreversible 'greenhouse effect 
i Conln.ledfnltn7A dlhedecayotmte....,,.-be oa llllar.ctMcr, vokuic erup- ,.rupermlltlan.anclpredldionl 
.. Mid. "Thi ~pnlll"am dom, lift~. ud _,..... ...., tliat-coald-an~111 
.. --pat die Kania bi. fQlm.. taN~ &00 ppm ladle nnl3011140Jft" 
•-aett1111 1t from _., Mlau. a. d~ '° aoa1tor •...... 1ro111 iaereUld. bulllD& o1 follil 
:mm11yCd~"'tdmd!IDwho :!,.~ eamaur·- "'"""'. IMl•ZOOO-••kml fllets.be-'4. • :arelftllllnlllJCGllt'ft'Dlll." \fJllT • . Dllfti.tea•1.SoftetfadUlyia-. n.·~ Ice eare lbowa 1hat 
• F.ddy61ootheoaduodmd._... amlca iii• dm capsule dial'°" tJ1a eutls ntlDlDa; period va 
:n11101111l ~of the hltn- 1A111.....tl•UA'1tnHfnallh. bad: 180,000 Jllllf'I.. It-...•' ._...-1111n1111t ...... -\IJ4 
:D&lfonll Geo.pllere-BAolphere Pro- alrady blftl cowfbuted dara dul& npll ....... ..., llD lcl .. ... 1....-. . 
~lttndodn70mn-,aad 11-•parti&lloat1tlhehiaoryof 142,000 ,...,.. llOo After tbat '1'o ma. die·flel IMt k wu 
:the Unltld ScM-. th& 5'nlec. Union iba Earth'• dlmafe, he said. "N. wwmtna trnad. lhe l'Mth a,.n. wvmer dim tlllD It ii ... 1111.·r • 
~ Cblna ve Caklna llC:the rokt.. hire~ ba ~but the'' a meed Ulllthn' let • before tbs - of. comfort, lt't • ..rce of 
:·•we'ni lttdna; up rblnp to Aue compalsh9 dlartlt." 1w1 added. beglnDtna ol lhl can-eot ,.nod fl. WOITJ•" !.ddy Mid. U It - Illar 
:CW."oa&IPWcllmlpe,EddJ..W.. n-diarlelvebpllDltelrtnp, -.rmbia+ wree.be..W. macti w whn. ~GI 
:''Thi prosr-m IYelf will ..n In &DJNll&mnllrinpoff-oconl, DUtna im wwm""' 142,000 ~dmlde&Dd~
:ean*- la 1990, ..t It wtll.... and In die ,... and partldel years qo, c:arbm dkWde WM. tower Wn tGday, - could be la 
...._120,_..." lodedla.k:aeona,lallUMl&few. abou1280 pans per111HHonln die l»iattvubll!lflhe~alhel 

problem.Sdndstsdon'tbw 
worrMd theJ dtollld. be. 
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LETIER $32.0 

James Bead Brazler 
aoUta pour, Box 91 
Ennis, Texas 75119 

September 28, 1988 

SSC DRAFT BIS COMMENTS 
Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Sit.e Ta•K Poree 
Office of Energy Research, ER•65, GTN 
Department of Energy 
lfaahington •. D. c. 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess, 

By virture of your position as the Chairman of the Super
conducting Super Collider Site Task Force, you are in a 
position which entitles you to learn the views not given 
at the hearing hel.d in Waxaetl.ie, Texaa on September 26"".21. 
Thus, it ia the purpose of this letter to express to you 
or the· proper person my feelings on the- Superconducting 
Super Collider Project. -

After attending the meeting and hearing the many statement_• 
in support of this project and the few in opposition, I did 
some research. One source used vaa your four volume, 4,000+ 
word report and in doing ao, many errors were found. Therefore, 
based on your report and other resources available to me, I 
find that I cannot support this project nor do I vant it 
located in Ellis County, Texas I 

Several questions which I had and still have concerning this 
Federal pc--c)ject ramain unansvared. I shall list several tor 
your consideration and answer: 

l} There are those who feel the Superconducting 
Super Collider will help the economy. What good is 
a booming and flowing economy if radiation kills 
the citizens? 

2} What guarantee can you offer that no radiation, 
hazardous or toxic material waste will not get in 
the widerground water system? 

3} What guarantee can you ofter which will keep 
the lakes, rivers, creeks and caetle-ponds free 
from radiation aateriala or pollution? 

After reading your •ulti-vo1ume report, no answer to tbeae 
9imple queationa could 1;)e aacertained. 

Why should we, the tax-payers and land-ovners, allow our 
taxes tobe wasted on auch foolishness vhen other import..nt 
areaa of nee4 exist. As an ax,mple. of. thJs i~ the Hation&l 
debt, •ilttary defenae ot our Country, or the stoppin~ of 
the drug traffic and the use ot such. l find i~ shocking 

llA.1- 14'55 
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LETTER 82.0 (CONTINUED) 

that our fin• Go¥ermD:911lt and' Ma out1rt'an-dtng- e'2ployeea can 
only spend moiiey and. ra.i.M m.1_. .......... Why can't the National 
budget lM balanced? A6 a- ~y,ec. 1 would- not object to t•xes 
it the money vent to goodand vorthvhile."cauaes and vas bett.ec 
managed. As it is, today, I. need. no. ad.clitional taxes to pay 
nor .any &d.dit.ional t''i:tta'fl.rilrl burd'en~ to bear. 

Why can't this Superconductin9 Super COll.ider.not be bMil·t. 
in Wa-shinqton. D. c.? Si nee your supporters .... 1ocllldJ.nqi:-·1111a..y 
politicians. feel it to be aucll.. a wonderful. a.cul- aciant.if:lre:· 
achievement and will have no knovn side- etfeat•~ l•t. 'h••· 
have the radiation. population iocr•~••· toxic.vaac..., aod the 
other rela~ed problems. Just keep tt out of Ellis County, Texas! 

During the hearing held in WaJCachie, Texas. ·t learned that 
sou water tretment Qlants exist in. s.e:v::ua.1...104&l. co~\:t.es, 
bu~ ~ lltg.lt>£ng t-~ 10C11tfona.- no. .wa.t.er t.x.•iU:IMmt~ gJ:a-n-t:-.s 
couldi l1e tbvncf.' .. The'" local r-es!d'ents in. each. of: t:ha.· COllllllm.fddes 
did cmt.:. know• Of'' the t-reatcnt t:!.dl'itles •. Al.so.,. s.t.a.tied, Wl31 the 
fact. bha~ a-J'·t the- 11teeJ:- 1til.l'B" in E..Ui.a. C.O.Un.ty;. ccW.d sup.pl.)t the 
steea.L\·oeedlMJ1: in-< this' CO"rrstruc~ton proiee£.-~ There.. •r• no-. ate.el 
millsr la.- l!Fl=l~t• covnty-. N'eritttlitt" .ta ther.e.. any.. i~onr orar- located 
in this county which could be used in making steel. Pleaae do 
not he mislead by those who aee only d.o..l.LU aigna" ( $ . .$-· $-}'" ilnd 
co.aJ.d: 9<1!ar, no• trti-s project into· placi.n; tbe S•f>ercoadu.ct..ing 
Stiper CD!li'li.'deE· ill.' e111·s- eounty. 

ne Supercand11ct'.t:n.g Super Coiri'.die:c Project.11:a.1 k•wt tMllla 
advactra99s• b'1!111i tMp dfsadVantagee most cert.a.i.Ql~ ou• weigh 
th.ea~ I •RCO"'rttT'! rcu· to dfsre:;.ard. the. cu.i-.rent. 'leotu $~,t.a 
tor your project and possibly forqee the whole thin9. By 
doing this, ve the tax-paye.c:e i!llDd ci.tiZAU)ll. c.o.ulld. UM • 
li.0..09'1ir: aRdl 1\en-1tl't±er lf~ and' be vecy i;;r.ca.t.e.fuL..-

Thank you, Dr. Hess, tor your time and cooperation io this 
•atter. 

AasistaAt P.ro(essor 

llA.1- 14-'JG, 
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A CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
• C~AgainstthaColllclerHer9 

Honorable John s. lhrrrinaton 
Secretary of Energy 
Rooa 7A 
257 1()00 Independence Avenue SW 
waahington, o.c. 20585 

Dear Secretary Be.rrington: 

October 3, 1988 

Since you are unable to meet with representatives of our organization, W4I are 
submitting this package to you ae our lobby againet the siting of the Superconducting 
Super Collider in the: State of Illinois. 

Please keep in mind while aeeting with Governor Thompson and his delegation on 
October 6tb that they do NOT represent ALL the people of Illinois. Although the 
tactic of OUT political. representatives ia to minimize the strength a'.ad depth of our 
opposition, the signatures of al.moat 20,000 Illinois residents showa othervia,. Of 
those, there are hundreds of dedicated C.A.T,C.U.-ILLINOIS members vbo have made a 
corm:n..1.tment to continue to do everything they can to keep the SSC out of Illinois. 

• In its attempt to placate a.ffectel.1aodowners, the Illi~is General Assembly 
camo up with what they call their "good neighbor" bill. As you can see by our 
enclosed synopsis, it was a. "smo-kescreen" and does. not mitigate our concerns. 

The enclosed Detrimental ECfects of Locating the Supercooducting Super Collider 
(SSC) ic Illinois prepared by C.A.T.C.H.-ILLINOIS, March 15, 19~3, addresses the 
technie:al/sacio-econoraic problems and we~ of course, will be colllltlnting further on 
these iaaues relative to the Draft EIS. 

It is our hope that you will take· tbe ti.De to peruse this package so th.!t you 
will better understand our position Blld resolve. 

C.A.T.C.H.-ILLINOIS is available to talk with you at any tilla. 

Resp1aetfully submitted, 

Willia. A. Tardy 
hesident 

' c?"--/./ 

P.O. Box 104. Wasco, - 60183 Phone:312-684-4244 
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THIS COMPREl!DISIVE P/.CKAGE HAS BEEN SBNT OUT NA'l'.IONWIDB 

TO 25 MAJOR NEWS MEDIA, BOTH TELEVISION AND PP.INT, AW 

Wit AU AlW!AJ>Y ~ tNQHRIU' - c.11, .... c.1<.

ILLINOIS AND OUR ACT:tVITIES. THIS PACKAGE BAS GBNE~TED 

SIGNU'.ll.C&n' MlfIOllAL.. 'm'BaB$?" ams tw 'ftl'E': Jm.l!fO'IS: !iEJlRlNCS 

AND- 'mm 8'JDSUJ'T: OI" OOR 9'l0R'! Eli~ AMUWOEW6 • 

• 
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A CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
• CitizansAgalnsttheColllderHere 

DETRIMENTAL EFFECTS OF 
LOCATING THE 

SUPER CONDUCTING SUPERCOWDER (SSC) 
INIWNOIS . 

PREAl\RED BY CA tC.H.-IWNOIS 
MARCH 15, 1988 

P.O. Box 104. W-=o. ,_ 80183 Phanoo312.-684-4244 

llA.1- l45~ 
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A 
-

CA. T.C.H.-Hlinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

PRESS 'RELEASE - POR t!!KEDIATB RB'Lt:AS! 

Jul:j io, 1988 

01'1 June 30, 1988. the Illinois Legislator• pas••d Amendment 
Tito of RB3512. Thia •mendment va• •n attampt by the l~is~ 
1ature to address some ot the negative economic impacts 
of aitinq the Superconductinq Suver Collid•r in the state 
of Illinois. After careful conaidetation of the leqislation, 
c.A.T.c.s.-tL believes it fa11s tar short of providing guar
antees vhieb Governor Thompson said vere •in order• at the De
partment of snergy~s Scoping Mearing in February of this year. 

The aaendment to tne·bill covered three topless 1) compensa
tion tac loss of tax revenue due to land acquisition, l) cOtl
penaation for loaa of property values due ~o tb• clouding of 
titles •• a result of th• acquisition of •tratified t•• estate• 
and 3) (Compensatioo for damage• due to construction of the SSC. 

COMPENSATION FOK LOSS OP TAX REV!HUBi The main objection to 
this portion of th• legislation i• that it limit• atate appro
pci&tioa. toe los~ rev.nu•• to only five years, vherea• the prop· 
erty that would haY• been subject to tax Vill Ml off the tax 
roll• tor a minillWI of thirty-five years (10 year• during con
struction and an estimated 25 rears of operation of th• SSC). 

The atat• contands that any loss of tax revenue would be made 
ap within the five year period of ti... HoveYer. it will only 
p1ace tbe taxing Gistricta badt to where they should have been 
when th• property 11aa originally acquired. Once the property 
i• loat to the ssc, the taxing district.a vill a1vars be behind 
fJ:'O• tbe amount of revenue that c:ouJ.d b&'ftl been generated.. 

COHrBllSA"l'ION l'OK LOSS 02' P'IOPUT'r YALOB AS I. KE$ULT OF CLOUD
ING OF TITLBS WITH THR S'l'llTXPtED FU ISTA"l'ES: This aspect 
ot tbe amendment seta GP an arbitrary and unrea•onabl• procedure 
to compensate propttrty ovnars tor lo•• of propertr valQe da• 
to the acquisition ot stratified fee estates: 

l) Appraisals are to be done at the direction ot the Department 
of Energy and Natural Batources. No input is to be allowed 
bf propertr ovners. There is BO provision to have the ovnere 
or their representative present at the time the property is 
being appraised. Apprai,ers are to be retained by th• Depart
aent, which vill clearly result in th• appraiser being biased, 
co•a~i°'1SlJ or not, to value the property lO'V to tha 'benefit 
to the state and to the detrement ~f the attectod property 
on•r•. 

2) Notice of the availability of the appraisals is to be pro

P.O. llo>c 104. W...,., ,_ S0183 Phone:312·584-4244 
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Tb1s fs 1 P,etftfon 
tfltt 1s 1pproa:1•ttly 
s• thick. 

mmgrt JC-IRl!m 
!IQ m SID...Jlll 

suru.sgrmus;rm. MD::90J.L1on '•' •nm cn'sm 
11 THI mu or rumors 

w.. th• urt.Hr•1~ l'uident.s of the State DI Jll1n0>U. who 
v111 De ao1c 1•11""*' by t.he •icina ot the Super-conducte>r. 
Sup~u·-collider tSSCl A1Cll 91ASH11l. do Mnby petition. cl'lie 
Governor of tn. Stace of Jllino1•. to vt~rav t~ proPO••l 
to Ch• Deipart•.ant of IMrSY (DOI) to lOC•t• ••id ATCllt 
SltASHER in. Northern 1111no1•. aa propos9d. 
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ARIZONA DEPA!ITMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

RDse NoffOf'd. ~-
Ron.id L. MUlec-, A()tlng Ot,...ot'or 

O<:tOOer 6, 1988 

Do. Wlfme• Heos, Cliolmioa· 
SSC'.SiwTasl<F ..... 
Jm.<15/GTl't 
Ofi#ef Ene'8Y· Research 
U. S. Departmcot of ER«aY 
Washington, D. C. 2054) .. 

ATTN: SSC DEISCommcnts 

Dear Dr. Hess, 

The Arizona. Department of Environmental QuaUcy appredates thl'i opponuoity 
to provide you wi!.h its comments relative to the draft environmental imp.ai.."t 
suitellltnt (DEIS) for the Sup¢roooducting Super Collidcr (SSC) Proje'Ct proposc'd 
in Arizona. The Arilona Department or Environmental Quality (DEQ1 is the 
State's regulatory agency charged with the responsibility cf procectUJg and 
pre<ierving the water quality, air quil.lity and soils in Arizona.. In e.ircyi.ng out 
those responsibilities. DEQ oversees various permit programs. in.cludiug aquifer 
(groundwater/ protection pcnnits. hazardous and sohd waste disposal pennits. 
national pol uuon discharge elimlnatioQ systems (NPOES) ~nnh.s, reuse and 
r~charg~ proje~ permits, drinking water and wastewarer facility approva.is, and 
au qulility penruts. 

DEQ, based on itS regulatory respo~bilities, has reviewed the DEIS for. the 
SSC project in Arizona and. in gene~ found no substantive problems or 
cnvironmeutal impacts that a.re ttoubl~mc or would prevent DEQ from carrying 
out its environm.eotal programs and respon!iibilities. However there are a few 
errors in the DEIS that need ro be corrected. 

The DEIS errors in not providing a more favorable ;issessment of Arii,ona's 
ability to fully protect the environment, especially in meeting the wastewater 
treatment and ha:z:ardous, industris.I and solid waste needs of the SSC project. 
In partirular, Volume IV, Appendix 10, Section 33.1 ~ on page 
10A22488107, the DEIS incorrectly referen!Ce$ a statement from my letter o( 
March 11, 1988, by stating that . the Arizona Department o( Environmental 
Qual,ity believes that Arizona's proposal for Sf:\\•agc treatment " ... would aoi 
be acceptable because it does not include a tertiary system. . , • ". The 
Arizona proposal to install two aerating operating ponds for cffiucnt is quite 
acceptable and provides a good . wastewater system for the SSC project. 
MofCO'Ver, this malter was clarified· when 1 amended my letter of March 11, 
1988, by another letter sent to Dr.· Joseph Comfort oa April 28, 1988 (See 

CcntcaJ Palm Pfau Building 200S North Central A..,enua Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
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LETTER 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Pagel 

(CONTINUED) 

attached copy). In this letter I emphasized that tbc wastewater treaaneot 
system propOScd by tbc state Is qui~• acceptable. In the developmeot of the 
DEIS. however, my April 28, 1988, lettar • was obviously overlooked as a 
qualifying refereocc and, as a result of this overslgb~ the Arizona project was 
couched as a less ~table site in terms of wastewater treatment needs. 

·Again, the DEIS needs to be correc:ted to reOect that DEQ's assessment of 
Arizona's original proposal is favorable and that. the State of Ari:zona bad 
chosen the best option for treatment of its wastewater. The bonom line is 
that a tertiary sewage treatment facility is not needed and would unnecessarily 
add to the cost of the project. 

The DElS also errored in Volume IV, Appendix 10, Section 332 Solid Waste,, 
on page 10A22488117, by again misinterrupting my letter of March 11, 1988. 
The - DEIS stated that "..DBO strongly recommended that an on-site landfill be 
provided: 1be DEQ suggested that an on-site municipal solid waste landfill 
would be possible to penmt and is a viable option. However, other current and 
future off-site solid waste disposal facilities arc viable options too. No special 
emphasis toward an on-site disposal facility was ever· -intended by DEQ. 
Moreover, even though the DEIS mentioned several off-site municipal landfills. 
it failed to emphasize that some of the nearby off-site land611 projects that arc 
proposed for construction in .the near future may actually be synergjstic to the 
waste disposal needs of the SSC project i.n. Arizona. In particular, a firm near 
Mobile, Arizona, Wa:,-ie Management., Inc. is planning to construct a large 
municip_al landfill that could very efficiently and economically service the SSC 
J!"Oject's domestic waste disposal needs. lo addition, the Continental 
corporation is also in the planning stages to develop a landfill in the nearby 
Rainbow Valley Area. Thus, on-site an<l off-site options are equally viable and 
neither one is faVored or strongly urged as the best option by DEQ. 

Oa the issue of waste disposal, the DEIS fails to cmpbasiic the. hazardous and 
industrial waste disposal benefits that will acaue to tbe SSC facility by having 
the Arizona Hazardous Waste Management Facility within the influence of the 
SSC ring near Mobile, Arizona. The Arizona Hazardous Waste Management 
Facility Will be available to fully meec the nee<k of the SSC for all of its non
ionWng hazardous and industnal waste. Moreover, the State's investment iD 
this facility will provide additional infrastructure benefits to the SSC project 
(1.e.. improved ~a.lion routes, inaeascd emergelK')' r~onse f&cilides and 
setvlces, specially trilioed !'<BODDel and other beoe6ts). The DEIS should 
better relect these synergistic qualities that Arizona presents to the SSC 
Project. 

In conclusion, the DEQ is excited about tbc SSC Project and Is ready to assist 
in anyway to emure that the SSC Pr~j~ 1can meet its environmental 11rotecdon 
re51'0D'ibilitles. Mor...er, DEQ believes that Ari:zooa ~ the best 
eDYironmcn~ geoloaY, bydrogeology, and all other emiiroruDcntal fa<tors for 
selecr.ion u die SSC Pmject site. 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Ible Hotf<m1. G:Mornor 
OUAU>tl. TIUTULPll.l:l.Ol•ICTOI 

Jc9eph R·. canfort. Fh...D. 
Profalaor of Pttyaiee 
llllyoicll --t Arizona State Unvienity 
Tenp, N 851JS 

'Fil ze. 1m 

<ln March ll, 1918, I eient 'J"l'U e letter Oft behalf of the ~ 
Di!portmlmt of &wiromenta.l OJallty, Wh.ida carmmted on the envimmental 
-1.y.U -eectiml. _of the hopoea1 a-.1 ipd !"or the ptq;wwwed 
~ing ~ ISSCJ h<>ject in Arl&ala. tn that letter, l 
1 sett,. cteted ltNt :the ~ .__,. ~tlmln.t pc we for the 
project 1'l5Y have been OYers:illpllfied and -.oul4 coat ccuiderebla JROre than 
the estJmated $250 thou8and given in the ._al. la toot, - -al 
conectJ.y evaluated the ooet of • 150 th:::usand gell.orw per day MWege 
treotment plant, u ~tely $250 tb:usancl. My letter on Ula other 
hmd, exp: eaaed a need to reevaluate the: coat ot the treatment facility 
•iltce 1t t«Nld pi:ic:il>dblr nft9e u. 'tt18 ~of szo 1ld.llion to $100 
mi.Uion. Also, my letter inco%rectly adv.i&ed' that thl!I eeration besina may 
.allow b' An! & al tlf ~•don Wt ""'*1d ipccbllbly &11 ds:lr.t ·of needed 
treatment to mee~ reuse or recharge object!..,.. My incorrect asae&9l'lmlta 
.._. bae4 en a mdlmstmlliwl thlt 'tM -m:::: facilltT ~ handle 150 
mill.J.on gallcne a day of effl.U1Bnt, rather than the 150 thouund gallom a 
day -tt.t --"d ~:r o::cm". Thul, the-PL I ]•9 atfJtenl!nta partaining 
to waat:ewter treeitnent an coc:ect and need not be ·changed or altered. 

I hope these couectiona are timely and that the m:ron included in 
-r Himd'I U, 1918, letibs d!d t'dt -eauw -or any ~ or 
inconvenience to you in. the dtMtl.opnent of an tal IPpect 
'Stat!llMft't ~'the pw ; •I SSC Project:. ' 

PAS:pa:r 

c: Gerald Teletz.ke, Di.nctor 

Central Palm Plan Building 2005 North Central Avenue Phoenix, Arizona· &j()04 
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10/6/88 

DKPARTMENT 01' BNERGY DEIS KUTIJrKJ - 10/6/88 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force ER-65, GTN 
Department of Eneray 
U.S. Department of Inergy 
Waahinston, D.C. 20545 

Oood afternoon ladies and gentlemen and thank you for taking 

time away from your busy schedules and jobs to be here 

today. I aa sure that aany of you are losing money being 

here, •• I am. Also, welcome to the Department of Inergy. 

Thank you for comin• to hear us plead our case in order to 

disqualify Illinois. 

HY name is William Tardy and I am the President of Ci t1zens. 

A&ainst the Collider Here in Illinois, otherwise known as 

C.A.T.C.H./ILL. I represen~ 20,000 plus people, who live in 

the State of Illinois. our committee.a have read,·atudied 

and tho'roughly ane.lyzl!d all 4, 700 paaes in 16 appendices of 

the Draft Environmental l•pact Statement. dated Ausust, 

1988. It doesn't take• rocket •cientist, or should I aay a 

Fer•i physiciat, to realize the Draft Environmental Impact 

Stateaent ehowa many areaa that clearly i~dicate Illin&is ia 
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a "terr1'ble -oho1c• •• :a ti.oat .. tate ·for <tohe .S.C. .so.a of the 

S'horteomit'!:p "Of ·t.'he lllliAot:s .a:iT.ie :arw ... fctl..l..GMMI: 

1. More affected parcel owners than all other sites 

combined. i.e. • 3. >OS-lo. 375 C~ A.. T .CH-·. OOl:IK; T.abl.a .4-2 A-3C 

through A-3"4. 

2. 5ec.OT"ld 11ott 11etland• af:f.ected - 954 acres. Table 3-] 

3. 

production than any other •~te. Table 4-2.3 

.. 
states combined. lable 4-2 

S. rllincis has a r~gional around water shortag~. Table 3-
7 

the tunnel. ' 

7. 

-p:ill..rtion, tmd 6>tpOS.Ur• ·to •il'OorM, rad.1.oDUC~ fde• tban any 

crther site. Appendix'°• ·Sec. 4.5.1, Pa.ca 4-.29 
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B. Illinois currently ia in • non-attain11ent status for 

carbon monoxide and ozone levels. Appen41x 4. see_. 4.2.2. 

Pase 4-26 

9. surface water in Illinois ia the worst of the seven 

aites. Appendix 4, sec. 4.2.l.2, Table 4-2 

However, the Draft EIS 1• deficiant in aany area•, w~ieh 

will be enumerated by many of the followina apeakers over 

the next aeveral days. some of these areas that will be 

discussed in detail are as follows: 

1. The potentially affected wells, ·aa referenced in Volume 

IV, Appendices 7, Page 113, Fig. 7-17, is clearly deficient. 

The count shows 320 potentially affected wells, and in our 

atudiea, which only encompass half the ring, we have located 

610 wells. If one were to extrapolate this figure to 

, include the entire rina:, on·~e could assume that 1,220 well• 

could be potentially affected. 

2. The number ot affected parcels, aa enumerated in Table 

4-2, Appendix 4, Pace 16, show• 3,305 affected parcels in 

Illinoia. However, if one merely counts the parcels aa 

•hown on the enclosed maps, one comes up with 3,62~. Bare 
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in mind this is not i.ncludin1 the ~ hocsin& starts Oh 

the~co~ridor. 

500 new '88 houses, 

1£ one were to add these approxiaata 

one would arrive at 4,375 affected 

parcels - •ore than 10 times all of the other aitea 

combiried. 

3. The !-8 shaft site does not --ad.dress the problem or 

builaing this shaft in someone's front yard.and directly 

across the street from a 60 home Subdivision. 1-8 ia not 

even shoWln in Appendix 4, Pace A-JC, nor is heliu• aite F-

a even shown on A-30. 

These are Just a few of the shortcomings of the Draft EIS 

that you 1o1ill "" hear ins more detail on in the next few 

days. Suffice it to say, you and the State of Illinois have 

put • lot of people through a lot of aisery, time and 

expense durin& the last nine aon'tha, and we don''t appreciate 

it. We don't like the State or Illinois' action•, 

misinformation and arrogance. We don't appreciate your 

attempt to install your experiments through, under and 

around our home•, farms, achoola, churches and factoriea. 

We don't want your experiments as our nei&hbora, and we 

don't want you and your physicists on our prol)e'rty. Please 

take this down and take it down veTy carefully - after the 

llA.1- 14(,1) 
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Department of lnerSY and Hr. Harrinston have reviewed all 

the ne1ative iapacts that thi• proJect will cawse the State 

of Illinois and the Fox Valley, 1£ you make the mistake of 

trying to build the SSC in our neishborhood, we will not let 

it co•e to fruition. We will not allpv the SSC to be 

built in Illinois. If this proJect must be built in 

America, don't site it in Illinois, or your super toy will 

never co•e on line. Give it to a state that wants it. A 

state that needs it. A state that welcomes it. That state 

is clearly ftQX the State of Illinois. 

over the last nine •onth• we have sarnered 20,000 sisnatures 

on our petitiona, and we have tried without success to 

present these to Governor Tho•pson. Therefore at the 

end of •Y time I wish to present these petitions, and I 

request that every na•e be entered into the record aa 

be.inc opposed to this project. l want to further state 

that unlike the State of Illinois, who has been circulatinc 

petition• for over two years, ours were not sisned by 

children, DOI 811ployeea, state and Fermi e•Ployees and 

rermi subcontractor•, etc. ours were all sianed by the 

people who would be affected, that is the adult ho.eownera 

and taxpayers. I •hould also add that •any of the people 

who have •ianed our petit1ona1previoualy had •ianed the 
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states petitions, un't.11 they learned the facts. Once they 

learned the facts and shorteoaincs they chanaed their •ind• 

·and have now •1-:ned our pie-ti.ti.one. 

Aca1n ... I thAnk ..,..yone wbo 1• ·in atr.endance and 1 witl.h. to 

present the peUtior:ii• to the Depertaent of Sneray to be 

enured 1.Dto 'the record, 

vJ;,tLO:., ( 
Willia& A. Tardy 
.P o Box 104 
Wasc~. IL &0193 
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YOUNG AMERICANS FOR FREEDOM 
Greater Chlcagoland Chapter 
P.O. llo>c 543 
Rtwr Forest. 111/nols 60305 
(312) 692-7312 

/'1/ll w. -rov",y. 
p.,_,. k "': &«-/ .,::-L. 

/OOIK <Jo r "f 

Testtmony presented to the Department of Energy -- October 6, 1988 

As thG Untted States los~ lts edge on htgh technology to West 
Carmany, Japan, Hong Kong, ratwan, an~ Slngapore, some of whtch 
were so far behlnd U9 as to necessitate the formatlon of special 
trade status just a decaje ago, any eflort to Wnprove our'stature 
tn science and technology mµst appear commendable. The supercolltder 
project t.mdoubtedly serves the government as a major propaganda tool 
to ~lve the appearance that the United States ts p~eparlng to Leap 
back tnto the forefront ~f worldwide technological superiority. 

As usual, however, the government misses the polnt. Amerlcan 
lndustry has fallen behlnd not for lac~ of research and development. 
but for Lac~ of freedom ln the marketplace. The rtdlculous 
abundance of fe1eral restrtctto~s. ta~es, and mandates on bu9lness 
have drlven jobs ln the hlgh-tech lndust...,y, Etnd all other i..ndustri..es. 
o~erseas to nattons wtt,h less abunclant chatns on thei..r business 
sectors. 

The SSC proj~et wllL cost~e mi..ntmum of four blllton dollar9. 
In the era of trtlLlon dollar debt, can anyone truly belteve thls 
ls a justlflable expendl ture of taxpayer dol.Lars? :Nhen thousands 
are h0meless, tens of thousands are starvlng, mtlltons are sufferlng a 
sluggish economy ln need of jobs and ~ecent housing, can tt posstbly 
be rattonal to steal four btlllon dollars more from the pvbllc and 
bury t t underground1 

If government's chief duty l9 to help the people of thls natlon Lead 
peaceful, prosperous Livas. tt must lower thelr taxes and encourage 
bu•i..ness to thrlve. It must not waste 6tLllons of tax dollars, force 
thousands out of thetr homes, and close dozens oF Local bustnesses by 
compettng wi..th the R & D dapartNents of private business and unlver•ltte:L 

Government. allegftdly the servant of the people, has no rlght to 
disrupt and dest:'roy eommur"lltlas. dlmtnl.sh property values oF rastdents, 
and contamlna.te the water supply through radtatlo~ I By oloslng hundreds 
of wells. cloudt.ng the ti.tles of thousands of oltlzens, and destroyt.ng 
the potanti.aL pt"'Oducti..vlty of thls re~lon, the government wlll be 
harmlng not only the thouisands of Jlltnotsans ·hore. but the ml LL Lon~ 
of other taxpayers natlonwlde whose hard-earned dollars are put to 
use ln the SSC, raaki.ng the entlre nat.lon share iha •ins conmLtted against 
these resldents. 
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YOUNG AMERICANS FOR FREEDOM 
Grecler Chiccgolond Chapler 
P0,'b54a 
Rtver Folelt. "HnOls 60305 
(312') 092·13tt 

.Aoirmpn 
MlehcBl HuQh Svmv 

VfceChOll'man 
Joh111 F. DI Leo 

How should the government solve l.ts problenr.1? By low11rl.ng tnxes, 
cuttlng ~vernment waisba. eli.minati.ng failed pr-o~rams a1id r13st:ri;cl;i..ve 
regulati.ons. and Leavi.ng people alone to Lt .... e thei.r llves. i.n peace ... 

And lee.vi..ng research and devet'opment to the ,busi.nes~ communi. ty, 
wh(lf""e it belon~s. 

Incl.dentally. i.f the government i.s determ.i.nttd to waste these 
bi.LL i.ons on an over"rown .. underground rflce.tro.ck, there are ol;har 
.states avai.lable for t·he project. states wt.th ""''"'• v.a~t Land 
alreadv ln the governcnent's possossi.oei. sb1..t.es ,w.i.th L~s ri.sk 
of envlr.onmental ill eff'eC~s. states u.ri.l;houl: :in ru-rogant.egomariLac 
i;overno,.. will'Lng to sell hi.s constit1.1ents rlo.wn ai1 i..rra<:llat-ed 
,..i..ver fer a fQW pages of favorablP.'new5prlnt! 

llllnols 'ls the best state for 'resldi.ng L•i. rai.'.li.n:; chi.Ldrcn i.n. 
and doi.ng business ln. It i.s the worst state for anotn.i.r da11~eroug, 
waste~ul governfftGnt pro~am. however well~i.ntenti.oned or $Ci.enti.fi.cally 
popular. Do it somewhere else, or don't do it: atoll. 

Presld.ant Reag!J,.n, i.n 198Q, propos.od the 'eli.nii.nal:i.on of the Departm~t 
of Energy. If this i.8 an exaniple oP OOE's actlvi.ti.es, I have no doubt 
that tho pl'esi.dent was ri..i;ht·. 

Thank you, 

?~~ 
John F. Ot Lao 
V~ce Cha-i..rman,; 
I Lti..nota YAF 
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-... CAT.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr. Wilmont Reas, Cbairaan 
SSC Site Task Poree 
ER-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
u.s. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

October 6, 1988 

Attnt SSC DEIS Ccnmaent.a-·-Sightlines and F8 

near Sir1 

Appendix 16 vhich concern• scenic and visual resource aaaeas
menta fails to consider every E and P site which will actually 
affect individual'• aightlinea. For example, sec.16.3.3.2 
identifies key viewing pointa along roads, railroads or 
bike paths vbere individuals may become annoyed if confronted 
with continually having to viev the industrial yard nature 
of the compressor stations. Thia section of the Draft EIS 
fails to indicate that compreeaor atation F8 will be located 
il:llllediataly adjacent to Randall road, a main north-south 
highway. Not only will thi• aite" be fully visible on all 
tour aides, it will be located directly at the entrance to 
the newly developed Red Gate Subdivision. Hov can the EIS 
fail to realize this is a problem when it earlier etatea 
•aeaidential land uaea are not visually compatible with the 
proposed project because cl the dbvioua functional and etruc
tural contraata between project features and residences.•? 

FB will be constructed right in th•-•id•t of an area of estate 
bomaa. Logically, ai9bt1inea towards FB would have a measurable 
longterm negative impact and would be non-mitigabl•, and 
yet the EIS very conveniently ignore thia. 

Thia proposed FB ai te happens to be one ot the ai tea vbere 
the State Department of Energy and Natural Resources baa 
purchased option• on land in order to move the facility 
further away. The ENI baa purchased an option on 10 acres 
or land at $20,000 per acre •lightly further veet on the 
north aide of Bolcaa road. This new location for FS ta still 
in full view fro• Randall and Bolcua roada and from the Red 
Gate Subdivision. What the ENR apparently doea•t know 1• 
that thia optioned land liea adjacent to a piece of property 
ovned by the Cbrist co .. unity Church of st. Charlea. Aleo, 
tbia optioned property ia within 700 feet of another aite 
owned by Saint Patrick'• Church of st. Charles. The catholic 

P.O. - 104. Wosco. IEnois 60183 Phcne:312-584-4244 
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Church 
tntenda to begin construction on their n•• church next spring, 
while the Christ Com•unity Church ha• delayed their plans 
to build until it is clear that the SSC project will go to 
Texas. Whatever the outco•e, the BIS male:ea it perfectly clear 
that niather the BIS writers or the DOI ta aware of this 
potential un11itigable SSC facility siting. They are once 
again unaware becauae the State IN11 baa tailed to notify tba• 
of this situation. 

Hov can an industrial complex be allowed to be built at the 
entrance to a residential aubdiviaion, adjacent to tvo churchea, 
and in full viev of a major highway without the Draft EIS 
even mentioning it? Doea the ENll or DOI reel thia problem 
vill ai•ply go away by not drawing attention to it? Thia i• 
a totally unacceptable location for your tank far• facility. 
Not only vill it be an eye sore for everyone passing it or 
living near it, but vbat about the noise? Ara the church 
PA aystems going to have to be abnormally lo.S in order to 
compete with the drone of the compressor station? Are the 
church vindova going to have to remain closed forever? How 
can anyone be expected to attend church in the atmosphere 
that .the DOI and the collid•r .are going to create at thia 
location? 

Your failure to realize that thi• eituation exieta ia juat 
another example of fgar arrogance~and unconcern for the quality 
of hw.an life that aurr'!B.n~• ~ It'• quite clear that all 
that ••ttera ol;e..t'9'f ia .J'Ml't preciou• collider---everytbing 
else ia relegated to a level cf inaignificance. Thia cannot 
and •ill !12! be accepted. Th• Pox Vall•l aite 1• not the 
logi'Ci'i"""cboice for the SSC project.""''Al'll ll .. 'wt.'Bre Dr. LedeJ'llan 
originally planned for it to go---out in the desert where 
it belongal 

Sincerely youra, 
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LETIER 843 

'The lllinoil 'PT<"ric 'Path 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Sita Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
u.s. Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20545· 

Attention: Dra~ EIS 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

P. O. Bo111: 1088 
Whe11ton, llllnolt 80181 

295 Abbotsford Court 
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137 
October 61 1988 

( 31 l-) '-/ 0 't- '-l'J-l-'f 

On February 21, 1988, I wrote to you on behalf of the board of 
directors of lbe Illinois Prairie Path, a not-for-profit corporation 
which for twenty years developed and managed an extremely popular 
multiple-purpose trail by the same name located in the study area of the 
proposed SSC. In that letter I called to your attention the fact that 
the Illinois Prairie Path is a national recreation trail which could be 
seriously impacted by the constt"UCtion and/or operation of the SSC. This 
means that the National Trails Act applies and should be considered in 
the Dtaft Environnental Impact Statement. 

Although my letter stated several concerns of our board arising from 
the fact that the SSC ring Will pass under three branches of our trail 
and the U.S. Department of Energy will acquire fee title to three 1000-
foot sections of the trail, the Draft EIS fails to respond to these 
coneerns. Indeed1 the Draft EIS (Section 5.1.5-40) contains the following 
misleading statement, indicating a total lack of awareness of the impor
tance of the Illinois Prairie Path and other similar trails in the study 
area of the Fox River Valley: "C. Illinois. Hunting, fishing, environ
mental education, and bird-watching are the primary recreational uses of 
the area of the Illinois site." You should understand that the most 
popular form of recreation lrl..1!!. in thl.s area is none of the above but 
is 1 instead, bicycling on the various trails, including the Illino.is 
Prairie Path, the Great Western Trail, the Fox River Trail, antt the 
Virgil L. Gilman TTail. The Illinois Prairie Path alone generates an 
estimated 300,000 useT-tripa annually. 

AJJ stated in,. my letter of February 12, our board is concerned about 
maintenance of trail continuity, both temporarily during construction 
and permanently during operation, and also about possible radiation 
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hazards to our uset"s. To this list we would like .to add one more con
cern: visual impact on a national recreation tr&lL Although the 
Draft EIS conaider.a. .the viatial impact of the SSC on Che Creat Westem 
tta"Cure Trail, c.other national recreation tra111 (Section S .• 1.10-14 F9), 
it makes no mention of the Illinois Prairie Path in th1a regard. In faot, 
as far as we have been able to detemine_, the .Draft. EIS does net mention 
or consider the impact of the SSC on our trail at all. 

We think that the National Trails Act should be added to the list 
requiring Federal pennita, licenses, and .other entit.Lementa in Chapter 6 
and that the DEIS should address all of our above-Dlentlonacl concerns. 
Above all, we want a guarantee that the continu.ity of the Illinots Prair.le 
Path Will not be interrupted. 

Very truly yours, 

~~ ... o~ 
F. Paul Moor: ~ 
Pre1ident 

Enclosure: copy of .the above-meneloned L-e.Cter of Fetm.ta:ry 211 1188. 
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Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC EIS Scoping 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-6S, GTN 
Office of Ener&Y Research 
u. S. 0894~nt of Energy 
Washington, D. c. 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

P. 0. 8011 1088 
WheMOl'I. nurioi. 60189 

295 Abbotsford Court 
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137 
Febniary 21, 1988 

I am Writing to you on behalf of the board of directors of The 
Illinois Prairie Path, a not-for-profit corporation which developed and 
managed over a period of twenty years a multiple-purpose recreation 
trail by the same name in DuPage County, northeastern Illinois. The 
trail also extends into Kane County and into Cook County. · 'ftle Illinois 
Prairie Path was designated a National Recreation Trail by the u. s. 
Department of the Interi.oT in ·1971 and has since then become one of the 
most popular recreation facilities in the Chicago area. In DuPage 
County it ls currently being developed and managed by the DuPage County 
Div11ion of Transportation. 

If the Superconducting Supercollider is built near Fannilab, the 
prellmtnary site plans •how the main ring passing under three branches 
of our trail. (Sea enclosed map.) niree thousand linear feet of trail 
right-of-way Will be acquired by the federal goven"ll\ent. There Will be 
a large Abort/External Beam Access attueCUre J .5 at the southwest corner 
of the separated crolssing of the East-West Tollway and Eola Road. This 
structure will be wt.thin a few hundred feet of two Illinois Prairie Path 
trail sections. 'lWo other Abort:/Extemal Beam Access stnicturea J 3 and 
J 4 Will be near other trail sections. 

We have three concerns: 

1. Continuity. Tha most valuable attribute of the trail is its 
continuity. We do not want any part of it fenced off preventing access 
by our uaet"a. 

2. llad1oact1vt.ty. Will there be a hazard to our users from. the 
near-by lt'l:UCtul"!'• .J S, .J 3 and J 47 

l. Additional road crossings. At-grade crossings pose a hazard to 
bicyclists, hikers, and equestrians. Will any new roads be built across 
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the trail to service the SSC? 

We would appreciate any information you might have regarding these 
concema and we expeCt them to be addressed in the EIS. 

Vuy truly ~s, , 
~.ao...JL . 
F. Paul Mooriag 
PresJ.dent 

cc: Jae~ T. ~epfer, Chairman, DuPage County Board 
BJ.chard Carlson, Chairman, Du.Page County BoaM Highway ~.mn:i-~t.~ee 

llA.1- 1479 
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~pervi/lie;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;~ 
Ana Chambsr al Commerr:s 

Bo• 132 • I We11 J•ckaon Ave .• Naperville, IL ll058I 
.Jt2t35M141 

TESTlllOllY II SUPPORT OF SITING THE SSC IN ILLINOIS 
PRESENTEO BY THE NAPERVILLE AREA CHAMBER OF COllOERCE 

>:::.~ 1» ... 1.- .i.. ""-"'"' 
")-.,~ ~~ v•-·""-"'« 

' ., ""<-" ... '"-
C'"°'c...-~~ 

On bel:lalf of the Board of Directors of the Naperville Area Chllllber of 
COllllerce, whfch represents approxfraately 1,000 businesses and 1,800 
tndfvfduals, I .. here to speak fn support of the sf ting, construction and 
operation of,a super conducting, super collfder facflfty fn connect1on with 
the Fen.f National Accelerator Laboratory in DuPage and kane Counties. 

Our relations wfth the current operations at Fen1f Laboratory have been 
excellent over the many years that Fermi Laboratory has been operational tn 
this area. The Naperville area fs just one of several coaaunfttes 
surrounding and supporting the personnel and operations of this laboratory. 
We cannot presume to speak for other COQlllun1ttes also adjacent to tht~ area 1 

but we can fn fact speak for our own co11111Unity. 

Naperville has enjoyed tts relat1onsht.p with Ferm1 and we believe that the 
perJonnel of Fermi Lab have enjoyed and found this area productive. Other 
speakers can address the technical aspects of the operation of Fer•i Lab and 
the SSC project when 1t 1s stted here 1s to geological 1 env1romenta1 and 
technical ldaptabtlfty. We believe that there ts nothing inherently 
dangerous or undesirable in the SSC project. 

We, however, can address other issues which also bear on the needs of such a 
facility. The surrounding coanun1ties, which include lapervtlle, that serve 
FenDt are e•pandfng their personal service and retail b1se by literally leaps 
and bounds. In Naperville alone 150,000 sq. ft. of retafl space ts created 
each year. In te111s of office space, approxffllately 750,000 sq. ft.~ts Outlt 
within the corporate 11mfts of Naperville each year. Space ts being created 
in each of the COllllUnftfes that ~111 be used for both general and 
professional services that can serve the staff of the SSC as they have the 
staff of Fer11f lab. 

In tenrs of living conditions each of the co11111unttles offel-$ a·nuniber of 
different residential housing opportun1t1es, both 1n existing as well as tn 
new constructton. Again, speaking only for Naperville, approximately 1200~to 
1500 new single family residences are created tn our COlllllUnfty each year. 
This has been the trend for several years. Additionally, multi-family 
housing, town houses and condo units are also built at a fast rate. Due to 
the nature of the area and particularly Naperville, there ts such a turnover 
fn the extsttng housing market that there are aany opportunities for 
tndtvtduals lllho have transferred to places such as SSC to choose between 
either new residential areas or well-established neighborhoods wtth inatwre . 
trees. 

"Progress and History in Harmony" 

llA.1- 14-SO_ 
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In terms of education "•perv1111 ts building approx1•1te1y one ,... e1ementary 
school classroCll per month 1n both 01str1ct 203 and Dtstr1ct Z04. we have 
added junior highs or •1ddle schools at 1 corresponding rate of growth and 
there are addtttons to the three high schools sentng the area. Naperville 
has Just completed a Ngntftcent new public library butldtng offering .,1tt
med1a d~ta setvtces to the public. Concerts 1 pll)'S, theatre groups, chllllber 
11Ustc, Children's acttvtttes, ..,ltt-eedta art progrlllS and athletic events 
are all available either tmedtately adJacent or tn the Qttcago Metropolitan 
area. i.useua Ind galleries are, of course, tn abundance. They .are 
avatllble tn a dtverstty of stttfnr and subject areas to entert1tn, enjoy 
tnd educate the personnel'th1t w1·1 be staffing this new f1etltty. 

Transp«-tatton and coenuntcattons are state of the art tn the Chicago 
Metropolitan area. Thts 1re1 enJ'oys the cutttng edge· ldvantages of fiber 
optic. telecoi.Jnicat·fons·as well as an on....demand buss 1ervtce •. 

Finally, there ts an aspect·lfh'f.ch has not been gtven proper recognttton which 
we also believe ts extrae·ly tlllp9rtut. Thts ts the f1ct· that there ts 1 
recognttton of fhdtvtdual r1ghtS'lnd respons1bf11tt~s 1n this area. During 
the years that Fermt Laboratory and Argonne Jfattonal Laboratory heve been 
1.ocated tn DuPage County, the ~ntttes, tncludfng Nepervtlle, have had the 
opportunity to .be involved wtth the scientists, engtneers and support 
personnel that work tn these tmport&nt tnstallatfons. ·As- you are fully 
aware·, these tndtvtd~als represent ·11111ny nations, cultures· and ·reltgtons. 
Over these· any years our co.unity and others hi.Ye offered an atmosphere 
where these tndtvtduals and their flll11tes Hve nstded cmfort~ly and 
unchallenged 1n tht1r beliefs and ph11osoph1es. lie wm continue th1s 
tradttton with the next generation of s'tenttftc leaders from all OYtr the 
world who wtll study and work 1n thts new fictltty when ft ts butlt here tn 
1111nols. 

Thank yo~ for your attention. 

Copies to press, board, economic deYelopment comfttee. 

October 1968 

llA.1- 1%1 
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LETIEA 

CITY OF WARRENVILLE 
OU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

RZSQLUTION· NO~ !f:11 
R~OW'l!ION OF" S9PPOR'l' FOR SUHRG:ONDOCT!NC smPElt COU.lCElt 

WHH.8AS, t.t ta, iR'Cumbent i.rpott· th• t!l•pa.ctment.- o.f Energy 
to· seHct t.h• ~ 109ica.1, cost; effecti1'4t a·.J.:t• on.- wh.ictt. to bvU.ld 
th• piropoe41d superconduct.J.ng: super collider t•ssc•->··t and 

wilEReA$, tl'l9· env.:lrrons. of Fermi.la-ti cont•in· th•- qualtties · 
n-eceesary for the e:st:ablishment e>f_ the SSC, i.ncludi:.ng o-ology which 
would suppor:-t tunnel const.ructton, • at.r:on9·• •a1t.ab•Jd:sbed· infrastructure 
of roads, afrports, schools, ho&pitals and housing which would have 
to be built from scra~ch at: othfl"C' 9':ittek·, a:nd' an est·&bl.ished, single 
sou.rce of e·lec.t.rtc.ll'l: powe.r wit.b ai.r.f".Jicien-t capa~ity to s•·rve. the 
energy needs- et the SSC at a relatlviely J:ow eostr and 

lfR·E~AS,. for twen•ty ye.airs Perm.fl•b· hn bee·n a qood" 'neighbor 
·to the· City· of Warrrenville, off"eriAfJ· employment to· C-J:ty rea.idents; and 

WH·EREAS·, thit· Ma.yor and €'i'ty Couttcil oif. the Ci.ty· of· Warren
ville· believe tha·t it :Ira vital to OUl" com1111n·ity· th·ct the SSC be , 
established at Frt111tlat>, thereby continulm., Fecmtlab's p~eemintance 
in the- fJ:eld-1· and 

NON, Tlff!R£FO'R£, Btil I"l' RESOt.VB1': Bir' TH8 MMOR ANt1 CITY 
COUNC'IL OF' TH'B' Ct'l'l' Of"' WARRS:HVI'li.E-B, DU·P-AGE' COON11'Y.,. fLli.INO"IS, A1S 
FOLUIWS1 

SECTION ONE: T!'nst the €1 ty ot- Waorren.ville strongly 
supports the location of the SSC at Fermilab, and the Mayor is· 
authorized and directed to forward a certified copy of this resolution 
to the Department of Energy .!nd to offer testimony wh'f'ch supports 
the location of the SSC at Fermilab at any. hearing of the Department 
of Energy. 

SECTION TWO: That this Resolution shall be in full force 
and effect-rrom and after its passage and approval in the manner . 
provided by law. 

PASSED THIS .l:!:.!!.... day of _::•.:.•Pi;;<:;•,;:•:;,b;:cor,_ __ 1988, 

AYES: Ald. Allchauer, Wh•el11r, Ulery, Taylor, ICruae, Goodun·, Balouo. 

NAYS1 -0-

ABSENTl Ald. Jon••· 

APPROVEb THIS 20th day of September , l 988. 

ATTEST: ~m-?1 Maor 

c~er~l( f3 ,_,,_..,~ 

llA.1- 1%Z. 
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LETTER -'MG:>"-'-="---

Diii SSC rr-tatioa (-on, nllaou: 10/6/88; 3120 p.•.) 

Good Afternoon 

HJ na.e is Richard Shockley. I •• the Director ·of the lllinota Department 
of IUua and Mineral.a. On bahalf of 11J •aencJ.- I velco.a this opportunity 

. to teatifJ on behalf of the Superconducting Super Collider Project. 

The Departaeat baa been uorldns vitb the Goftrnor'a Interageacy Task FOTee 
on tlte SSC aiace 1984. After tbe U.S. Department of Energy ude the 
decision to include Illinoi.s in its group of fina.liot !lites, the Department 
etepp:1d up it.a work ia support of ~be SSC. l!avi.ns reviewed the data 
gathered by l>epo.rtmettt personnel and after reYiew~a the United States 
Departmeat of EnergJ'• Dreft Envirollllelltal ·&pact Statement, I cu &tYe •J 
aaene1'1111 unqualified support to thia extremely important project; 

'!'be Ulinoia Departllept of Hine• and Mineral•' COlmeats oa the Draft 
EnTironnntal Impact Statmettt focuaed aa three areu1 ineteasina writer 
safet1, llitiaating the oo:lse and 'fibl'atJ.on caued by coaaeructioo 
activitiea and- controlling the disposal of rode spoil 8Cllfttated by the 
~structioa of thie 11roject. 

'1be •tatmtentll lo the Draft l.airl.ronmental Impact Stahment regardiaS worker 
aafoty procedve•. safety trainina ad cocplilutce vitb safety standards are 
too Yap. The Depanment of Energy· should illd:lcace the aafety ataadarda 
follOlfad durio.1 Neb phase Of the coutract.ioa. end operatioll of th SSC. 
specify- thi agency prOYidiD8 aeceseuy aaf•CJ training and apecifr the 
ageacr charged td.t:h afore:lag safety atandarda. n. Winoia Departllent of 
Mine• and Hiae~' aanr re.a.rs of upGrience ia wccenfJU.lr ,resulatllg 
mtdergrauod ld.D9 Nffl!tJ iD llliao'b ia a reaource that could be nade 
awailabla dur:laa tbe conettuctioo and oparati<JG of the SSC. 

The 11eanres propo•td in the Draft !arironm.efttal Impact Stat-.t to 
llidpte tbe effect• blaatinB haa on tbe public should be made aandatoq. 
HMaureo auch as ateaaat.na tbtt blaau and rectucin1 the charge-weight-per
delar ehauld '9 formlized in the FiAa1 Environmental Impect Statetimlit. A 
cerefillr dea1.gned bl•at1na plan will help enwre worker safety, acrve to 
el:lm.Qate anr threat to the pa.blic and. aerva to allay public COllCern• about 
a:t.rblast aod TibratiOQ attendant to coutructJ.on actiritin. 

'nle remcwal of dolomite attendant to SSC construction ia not c~idered to 
be "svface ld,ning" regulated br ., agacr. lloveYer, the disposal of the 
large YolUMs of dolold.ta senerated br thia eON1tntct1oa project at one (1) 
of ~ qurr.tea identified b:r the U.S. Departateot ot Eaergr vill require 
tbl Department of Hines aru:I Minerals' input. Sioce the Department of Mlnea 
and Hi.aerala rea;ulates the mining encl reclau.tion aaaociated vith the Fox 
Riffr Stone quarry, the Department vill reriev potential rec:laation plan 
chases caused br the disponl of large t0lUllff of doloait• at tilt• •ice to 
ensur• that 110 enrlronaeatal ha111 occurs. 

In cloeillg. I • pleased to announc'a that the Winoi• Depart.teat of Hine• 
aad Hioerala bu identified oo aspect of thlt SSC Project vtchtn it• 

llA.1- 14~ '3 
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Jur1sdictioa. tM.t poee• anr edver~• iapect to thli health and ufet1 of the 
putalic or ~ tblt-. ea.rt.roamat. Tbe Departmat U fullp c-1tted. to 
su.ppctiq tbe $9:' Project, 1D u7 .,., it. caa., dart:aa couc-ruce.toa u well 
u du:Lq tJtie •liMq,lll!At operation of tbU. fiu:ilit7 •. 'tlie. State of llllaoh 
DHda the SSC. ••peciall1 giwm:i Clie tat"p ••Mr of ua.pl07ed coat .t:oere 
that could. be r.etnainad to.help b11Lld thia ~ prc.-jeet. We oariMatlr 
hope that .. t.b• D.S. Depart:JNnc. of Hneru dec!.du to •:le:.. tM SSC .in 
Illl.oo<a., 

Thank You • 

RICHARD '"DICK• Jt. SHOCKLEY --

llA.1- 1484-
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El~ 
r~EROF '-/MERCE 

Wil·•ot Bell 
Chai.man 
asc 81 t• Tait rorc• 

Dear t1r: Be11a 

24 Eut Chicago-· P.O. Bo>< &48 
Sgin, II,_ 8912·1·AIH C- (312) 741·5880 

October e, 1988 

Jly naa• ta R. Edward 1ell7, ·and J •• lxecutive Vice 
•r••ident of the 1l9in Area Cbaaber of coaaeroe. 

fly or9anis1tion repreaenta 726 bu1ine11e1 eaployin9 over 
24,eeo people. Our aellber• are loeated in 1l9in, South 
llgin.,. la1t and weat Dundee,. and Carpentera.vllle., all i·n 
lane comrt:y. 

we agree witb yoar findln91 :tn the Environlfffttal !apact 
atata .. nt tbat the propoaed 1ita at rezailab haa. the proper 
9eology for tunnel cona~ruction, ha• a 1tron9 exlating 
infraatructura, and feature• an e1tabli1had 1in9le 1ou~• 
of electrical power. 

The City of ll19ln la al .. o in support of tJtiia projaet. 

We recoigniae tba lapact of the SSC on growth ta the entt·re 
roa Valley area. Northern 1an1 County. which llY 
o-r-9ant~att-on represent-•, lln the t·nfn-.tructun to 
aCC01111odat1 any growth 91n1rat1d by thi• ISC project. 

our area aupport1 the SSC and hope you will raco ... nd it b• 
built b•r• ia 111,inola. · 

11s1t:bc 

Sincerely, 

ho,i.. ec.,. 'i!dJ.. 
a. Sdward lelly~-~~ 
1x1cutiv1 Vice President. 

llA.1· 14-e? __ 
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My naae la Dl JA•teE" •n« I aa th• au.1nee• Repruenutiv• 

ot Opera tint Sft91n"ra Union Looa.1 150. X •"-inly •uppon tts. 

ISC and .m.r11tand 1U illportanoe to our oo-.unit.y ancl th• 

vorkin9 aen an4 W09eft Vho live hen. 

J.adi•• and 9ent1 .. an, the dlly beton th• 4ratt enviroNM1nt•l 

bpaot •tata•nt vae rele••ed, I participated in ceremon1•• when 

Governor Tttioapaon •ignod 1•91alat1on that otf•r• - - at their 

requamt - - aatevuarcSm to th• ... i1 n~r• vho oPPo•• the sac. 

l ••id at that ti .. that ay union, and th9 •ny ~r• of 

northaaatem Illlnoia have aupportM th• 14- of bv11dlng th• ssc 

in lllinol• since it was first propoe•4• .w. bell..,. that the ssc 

repre••nU an opportunity to 1111>rove Our c:Glllftlftlty, and • cbance 

to ,qploy th• worklft9 un and wo..n Who build for ~· future. 

U a union lead.er, it 1• •r job to prolMJte th• ability of 

union IMlllben UI work in their cosnW1iti••• 'l'lle SSC, vith it• 

tbouAnda of penaanent and oout:ruation jobe, otfttn_ a great 

opportunity notl. juat .tor M an« the anben of ay \Inion, but for 

all of ue. 

We nal.1&•1 aa J ••id that day, IUnf· illport•n~ PeniilU ha• 

bec:oae to thl• OOllllUnlty. We alao reiali•• that the l?S tailed to 

Mntion that Illlnol•, unlike any othel' •bite, ha• aaaethintJ to 

lo•• if tb• asc ia awarded Co another nat:e. w. oan lo•• 

Pamilab. llaybe not next year, o~ Z'1v• Y9U'• Croa1 now, bUt. th• 

pl•in t•~ 1• that if the ISC 1• buil~ •1-.wbare, PeEmilab'• 

f\atuni 1• aarioualy in doubt.. 

• aore -

llA.1- _ 148(,, _ 
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Kal Leat•r 
Page TVo 

As tbay eay, ·ve doli.'t ai•• HMtbl.nq 'lmt11 it.'• gone. 1'4 

rather not find out ·what it'• liJr:• to N wit.bout. l'•nii:a.u. 

Th•n la no doubt in llY a.ind and th• •ind• of t.ta. Mn and 

women ot ay union Wbo have helped. bu114 and operat• th1a 

important f•cility that rarwilab would cloa• ir t.be asc ia built 

aoateplace alae. If· tn.at ware to-happen, it wov.1.4 tae a vaa~• for 

our ccnmaunity and our nation. 

Beoauae we uridarstand 1'er111·1alJ- and ita important rol• in 

th.is oo.-unity, · we c?Mrly und.•ntand th.- •i•ilar Hnat-ioial · i-ola 

th• SSC·oan·pI11y.· That ia Why, tor ·axa11p1a,· not· on1~.Y :Un.iO~ 
-~ endorud -the asc, Wt AO haa the I11iftoi• ·an.-cl:o, ~ 

- larq••t union in tba •tata~ 

And l aiq:ht &dd. that. t.h.• rM&On• which h.,,. ooapelled ua to 

euppcrt thtl asc alao bava brought out .on 'tban aoo :reaolut.J.one 

of aupport .tor thia project f'llOm organiaati'ona t!iat np:n .. nt 

hundredll -ot thouhnda ol! individu•l•. In addition- to all thia, 

nearly 40,~00 auber• ot thi• C01111Unity have taken the Ci• to 

add their nae• to petitiou ot eupport tor Che 1ac. '!ho.. 

petitiou, not a CJUU• at IHllbllr•Jlip, bav• tieen f'orw.rcied ~ yOur 

ofticu in· 11aablngtml. Plna11r1 n.ery· ·iw'·cp.,er vlth th• 
exception· ot· one bar tonally and cona·iatent.W' end.rilled tll• asc1:.J f4,J,11 

ln ay opinion_, th••• are 1aponant ~ ift ~. -ciue tor 
the SSC in J:llinoia. Jn tact,· they aaJce aae ••ii for ctae. a•c al\4 

br1nqi119 1t• job• and eaonoaic benditll to :rlll.nole and eo 

Porailab. 

•more -

. llA.1· 1%1 
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LadlH 8114 9.nu-, 1 appnoiata t1uo -nunlty to HI' 

"9a1n wbat I .. 14 - tluo esc 1>111 ,,.. algMd. niat .,. are 

ready to build t:he SSC 1n the •U.te t;taat ti• .. ~ lt - Xllinol• .. 

'Dank you ••El' W\IQh. . .. 

KEVIN .. KAL" LE5TER _.._ __ 
------LOCAL - HO ----............ ·····-.--. IU.fNOM -

__ .... _ 
it t.L L~'tl<'e ~US.· ""1i: 
l: \.\. 0. E.. l...oGAI...'° is6 
?II?. lo\(, -:S~i:'~ 

-::(01 .. u:;r 111 "°"'~ 
Bis/7zs;. SS6f 
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LETTER 

CAfCll - lllino1o 

lfo 1 Dr. Wllao"- Hes• 
CJl&irman, SIC Si 'h tut Poree 

Cll.UIOES TO !KB ORlOlOllAL DBSIGll 

11¥ •-n~ will addnH •wa aiCDU1can• llOditi0&Uona 
Illinoia haa ll&d• •o :tour ori&inal SSC: Jll'Opoeal, 

1) The UH of •h• preHn• Pel'llilab raa111w. 'lllia 
ahould b. nlabollod •h• 'Pol'llild llieadYllDUgO' 

2) llxwnolvo aad1ti0&Uono Jll'Opeed •o fora• fil •b• 
SSC l.mo tho llllna1o Sl 1o, ~ 

Plr••· •be ·nUnoiao lli9"t..van~o, ~ s~u~fth~ 
and 1U •uppon.rs ban 1n41~ fmnl.Ru~ 
advantac• ot ·tb• Ill. pro,poaal. HowYer, upon reading iii• 
BIS, i • bo•-• verr aloar Jue• bow .lllport&n• Pormilab is 
tor maintaining our loaderehip role in parUala rHearah. 
In tao•, the -1.ra .. ro a• Porallab and Stantadaro going 
•• Pla:t -!or rolH wllila tho SSC: 1o boing tbU11' and on in•• 
tho nu• oonturr. You naed Perallab in fllll opera•ion wb1l• 
the sac 11 bo1nl: aona-wd, Otlltrwl11, .rou run .,,. rhk 
ot loaini preaioua i1M and pre"'lce '° 1our Buropoan and 
Ruaei&n Counterpane. !MretOl'll, Perailab beo011ea a •1>1•&4-
vant&gt tar IUinole. lftl1?? Qui" aiapl:t, 1ou aan no• hook 
•ha preaont 'le•atran up aa the S:IO J.nJeator wltllout .Jeopardising 
th• loH ot Pormilab tar .,. or aon .r•aro tor an.naive aoditiaa• 
•iona or "tll• inJeatar a.r~ baa a "bo bull• Ira aarowb. :rbia 
aaJor ;-llanll• in •be Ill. Jll'Opoa&l boooaaa a aaJor diaadvan11a11•. 

u no adY&n .... •• all. . • $1 .. '"' 
,:·o~~ .S'h •• ~c1""Jl9. ~~1>M1J·11.1." a_•1'• --1-1-o g _ ~¥,i1. ba• ~ ~ iliingia o~~ua'Caen~ to tbe ao-ulled . 

ring "mpla" "tll&n an,y other ...... Ill, ilili-poaea aoving' 
aorrioo aaooH anaa (P •i .... ) troa tlltir ori&inal pod Uaning, 

Onl.r IU.obi&an,11&11 aa ...., ao 3 ellob cl>anpo to ii>• Jll'0-1. 

llA.1· 1+09 
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Also, 4E shaft si~a will be moved from their original 
position. Bv•fh..~<!1:8 ~such :~~~ ~~~~u1- re.canll.V' pro,po. •H 
by the lllinoia""illli~ '"1lr/ij: .,... ,..,..., st- o""'1g•• • .,. ii 

site location. Perhaps, more i1>9ortantly, Illinois proposaa 
moving the 5 buried bear 11me a:c:maa'at. 'IOh.• J &naa·r · Any 

and all chagea as proposed mean alterin& the or~l design 
coru:epl- o.t· the- SSC and· w:lzll: necanitaW ob.anges whicb equate 
to increased. time. Uld r.0'8'ta t'or th-a Il:tino.{s site. AS g 

and P ·8-itea are- mend further· t.tym· the ring, a.d'd!tional 
tUnnelln« and ang'lri anat'te be-come necessary. The Illinois tunruil 
ia abead\J th• deapest of" ttle senn proposed sites. In tact, 
at one stretch it exceeds the maJCimun opt!mu&i level Ot 600 
fff1:. Be. adding additional angled tunnels to accomocl.ate the 
&lterM ErV,. and' J 1fit&s,. tttere wi:tl ba tar more turmeling 
required-wt. "'1e l!llft'C'fa ei-te. All at ttt'6-a.'"dda up ~o increased 
tunns-lJlng !!!!'• and! £f!!!!.• '?his 1 'Clie Illinois t:u~r must 
pa~ toi: "*' andl no1: tn. hd'eral G'O'V'vrnment'. W!ttlout and dou.bt. 
the· Illl11oJI:• a-1 'h- proyfdn- 'Ch• moat· d'i:tl'"[cuit and. eost:ly 
twuw.Unc pro.jec11 or· tttlf ft'V8'n iri t•B'. 

lt bft.r• i»lnting out tha-t- these t4 or more change11· pro
pos.cS b.f 111.l!no!r oan· be- compared t;o absol:utel,v" ZERO cpanges 
to tb• ta.pla"te- as Originally proposed in Arizona, C'ol:orade. 
North.. Ca.Toline. and Tens·. Th• DOE· nae designed the ssc.. bu-; 
IUJ:noia' J'ettCl;lres th• most ·extenain modi!laa'tiona, loss o:r· 
'C.lme and:· npeftClfng of aore dollars to complete 'tti.an other 
,.oPo•• aJtea. J'."cf rrttrer traft 'th• S$C- at one ot the o'ther 
ai'fea 'tlMft 'Ynd.ff' .,. h-os8' and fn fQ' sourc. at water tor my 

·-1,\<. 
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LETTER 

The Superconducting Super Collider •ust be 

United States if ve are to •aintain our competitive edge in the 

area of High Energy Physics. 

I belie~e Illinois is the beat possible location for the S.s.c! 
Building the S.S.C. at the Fer•i site cJfera to many advantages 

to be ignored-. 

Using Fermi.s.TREVATRON, the· world's •Ost powerful accelerator, 

' as the injector to the S.S.C. would result in an estimated savings 

of at least 450 Million Dollars in construction costs and over 

60 million dollars a year io operating costs, To build at another 

location would add years to the construction scliedule and project 

start up time. It would be fiscally vise for the Department ~f 

EnersJ to take advantage of the Trevatron and build ·upoi;ii Fer11i 's 

existins investment of aore than 1.3 Billion Dollars in 6800 acres 

of its campus and facilities. 

Even wi~hOut the Fer•i advantage. I~linois scores very high 

in this co•petition. The proposed site offers a solid layer of 

hard dolomite rock, excellent for tunneling conditions. A highly 

skilled UNION labor force, proven tunneling technology and 

machinery in place. 

The area has an impressive network of educational centers -

The University of Chicago. Northwestern University. UniveraitJ 

of Illinois. Northern Illinois University. Illinois Institute 

of Technology. University of Wisconsin and dozens of other collesea 

and univeraitiea • .(Thea~ vell-eatabliahed educational inaititutiona 

provide an unrivaled acade•ic baae\y 

-1-
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

~2-

Within •inute• of the site are •ajor research facili..ties thot 

have found the Chicago •etropolitan area an attractive place to 

locate, They include Abbot Laboratories. Argonne National Laboratory .. 

A•oco Research Cen-ter, A.T&T Bell Laba. AT&T Technol'ogiaa. · IlT 

Research Institute and Nalco Chemical Co. to name just a few. 

Estimates abow the Chicaso Metropolitan area supports 200-.. 000 jobs 

in high technolog1. 

O'Hare, the world's buaineat airport is nearby, connecting 

the site to any destination in the world. Chicaao'a central U,.S. 

locatioio ia well served by an eztenaive network of highways and 

railroads, which will be further developed for the S.S.C,'a needs. 

Chicago a'lao baa the nation11's largest industrial base., vi.th 

numerous •achine tool and fabrication firms experienced in high 

technolog1 applicatiooa. The area offers a wide range of housina 

choices ,and waried employ•ent for. spouaes and children.(..nd m.et-· 

ropolltan Chicaao haa considerable international character: aciantis~s 

from virtuall~ anywhere in the vorld feel at h~me) 

Tbe State of Illinois is co11nftted to major i•pro.vement& that 

tocreaae the overall suitability of the site, including land 

acquiaitioo, housing, road and tunnel construction and the eatab-

lishment of university fellowships related to the SSC. The es~i•ated 

value of these improvements is more than $.570 million·, 

After houra, the area offers a cultural scene that is 86cood 

to none: the Chicaso Syphony ,Orchestra, The Cuba,,, the Bea·r-a, and 

the White Soz: Brookfield Zoo·, the Huseu• of Science end Iadu.stry 

Ne~berrr Libr•ry, the Art Institute and Chicago's famous festivals. 
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LETTER 650 (CONTINUED) 

Depertm~nt ~:f '£n"r11: Do not be 11.i!'lled by the ah rill voice 

of opposition, '°' it does •o t 
. repre111ent the conceu-•ua opinion 

of the communitf. 40,000 p lq• citi~~ns have. stgn.ed p~titions 

in support of lhiB proJeCt. Their voice ca"'nnot be iQ:nored. 
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LETIER _,.8:.:.:5"...:..../ __ 

Ladies and 9entlsmen, 111y name .1$ Stan Pctrry and I reprosenl:: ....... , 
the (~' ae.tlbera of the International Broth•rhood ot 

Electrical worker• Onion in northematern Illinoim. It is ~Y 

pleaaure to ofter my comments on the supe.rot:>r.duotinq super 

CollidQr and the a~ount ot skilled lGbor in ~llinois that la 

ready to ~uild this important project, much AS we belpQd 

construct Farailab •~re than 20 yeara ago. 

It is •Y opinion that tha drstt Environmental Impact_ II:?~/"\ 
~ti(, ~: :·L-"4 '2l, .SSG ~· y-' 

.Statement proves without a douct thait-,;i.. Ca;- •haa :::J... ~ ""'-,,,.., 
c ., .. 0 

0 /-- ~ "':"' • :1:~ ti. '·""~ ;;:....;,e ~ 7i ~ ,..._ 
Mhu: .., ; ' C es tr tl " !ll!i'I'"! • • ••. It also 

shows that Illinoia, aore tban any other atata, hau the labor 

capacity to build and operate th• SSC. 

To prov• my point, we need only to •xa.U.no th• axcellent 

record ot Perm.ilab and the operation ot the Tavotron, the vorld's 

laX'9eet particle accelerator, By the joint •ftort~ of eoae of 

the most brilliant -Jnd• in the world and th• •oGt •killed handa 

and •inda in America, we were able to build tho n•xt at•p to the 

SSC when ve built the Tevetron. Haw we want to bel.p b1.aJld the 

next generation ot a machine that can help explain tha unknown. 

I believe we should re•aml>er •oaathing v~r~ i•portont h•~e 

today. While we talk abo~t how F&nnilab haa helped our ccnamunity 

and been a tool to answer question•, whil• we ww diacusa tha ssc 

and tba Environm•ntal I~pact State••nt, it i• important and 

loqical to examine the growth ot this part ot Illinoi• and how 

th• SSC eon become part ot it . 

... •ore -
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LETTER _S~!i~I __ 

Stan Perry 
Paqe Tvo 

(CONTINUED)' 

To do that.1 :t'4, lik• to. qucu d.ir.ectly. Uoa. th• 

envJ.>ronMAtal iapac.t •.tatement.. 

cou.ntleo, tn.l 

proD&blr· wo..al4 nGt.. be. a4var:eel..y. attected. (by. t.ha. ssc~,. in par\; 

duo to· their. recent •KP•tiience• in i;rowth. manage11ant- and in part 

beo&uu& FeE'llLllab~• presence: mean••that t:hair socioeoono.J..c .. 
environment. ua; accuet.omed, d81MU1d•.-• •/:-,.:~:, •' ." 

In my opinion, this is perhaps one Ot tha moat ...._ 

important etlin?· the. srs aa--ya- .tn it• mars than <f.l, OGO paqaa or 

ch&i;ts, &t4td_at1c:a and· text. What.- ~"' an bill.inti: ua. i• t:h•.t. v. 

ha.Ye- tho· .atlity·.,_ bGCaU--of! r.r..J.;lal:r1: and' tlul-· 9rowtn- ot. ou:: 

communities, to host the SSC. 

I belJ,ava no other state b 1 lilts: i can •ake that clai• 

and baok it up with th• reaourca• we ottar. 

Those rasourc•a will stay in Illinois in tho tor:m ot jobs 

and tax revenue that will help support our schools, build our 

roads, and provide aervioes to those in our COllUllUnity who need 

them. 

·The ioora thAn 10 1 000 SSC-related conatruotion job• and th• 

more than 3 1 200 jobs that would be created aa a reeult ot 

buildin9 the SSC in Illinois will add •illiona and railliona ol 

dollar• to_ our acono•Y· The ssc, in other vorda, will put p'eople 

to work. 
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LETTER 85'/ 

Stan Perry 
Page Three 

(CONTINUED) 

In tbie part of Illinoia, th• IBBW hai• b4ien • blq pert ct 

th• unpracedented econoaio expanaio!' t:bat 1• going oe. .very day. 

Ma haYe belp-4 build thouea.l)da ot boltee, oftiee building, schools 

and oountl••• ot;ll•r pri:•t• artd publio bt.aildJn9• and-taciliti••· 

We know how i•partant th• aac ia to Iliinoia. .,. want; to be 

a part ot it, to b•lp brl"9 it to Illinola, and ·to h•lp build it 

Jn IllJnole. lt• potential ia C~••endoue, and eo 1• our •upport 

tor t.ha SSC. 

Ladies and 9entlamen, thank you tcr·qJvJnq me. the chance to 

apeak out t~y and to tell you that I agrH "1th th• 'dratt EI&z 

that Illinoia ha• th• •killad labor lore. and othec ~e•O\&rce~ to 

build the sec right her•.-

'" 
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LETIER BS2. 

I ~m a human receptor. I preter to think ot myselt and the rest 
of the people livino in the Fox Valley as hum•n beinos. but. after 
reading the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. I've discovered 
that the Department ot Energy is unfamiliar with that term. 

I would like to call your attention to the Dract EIS·, Volut1ne 
IV, App•ndi:x 1~. page ~IL The dratt ata·tea quote: "By the year 2000 
the SSC is expected to be at tul! operating employment level, 
:;:trovid:i.ng approximately J,200 d.1rect jobs. S.acondary ecqnomic 
activity would add abcut J.~oo Jobs to the total SSC regional 
employment impact during SSC operation." end quote •. 

one of DSC for Fer~il3b's most repeated arguments is that it 
already __ has an infrastructure ar.d zupport st_aff in place that would 
sav.a tha Depa'rtm.:int of Energy :nor& ehan $3 billion. If that is the 
ca.-se, then there i.s no way that t.he ssc could create an additional 
J,200 permanent jobs. And if it does not Create an additional J,200 
permanent Jobs, tnen all of tne Xigure• in.~~e_Draft EIS concerning 
total employment impact and econcm~c benetits are grossly overstated. 
C'aon guya. Illinois can't nave it both ways. . 

Let's continu,.;i witn Volume IV, Appendix lt. Turn to pag,.;i 129. On 
that page you cite a survey conducted by tAe Center (or.Governmental 
Studies at Northern Illinois university that quote ~indicates an 
overall favorable atti-tude toward tfie SSC :by ·residen_ts of _the ar.ea." 
You go on to say, quote, "An important ancillary finding of this 
research ia tba.t ·concerns over potential:J.y adv•rsa, effec~~ of the SSC 
tend to diminish as knowledge of the proj61ct is increased." end 
quote. 

Well, I have her.:i a copy of that survey, and I defy you to find 
any reput.able opinion research or,ganization that would describe tbi• 
as scientific, unbiased research. 

If I nad been a respondent to this survey back in April of 1987, 
I would have support,.;id tne ssc. 

Why? 
Baca.us~ the only knowl,.;idgd available at that time was what Gov. 

Thompson and his ad~inietration nael spoonfed us. It wasn't until 
January ot this year, when we finally goc a look at th• •pecific 
proposal, that we discovered that stat~ officials had dune a 
ma.;;nlti.:::&nt JoU ot lying to the ;:i.;.ol::.c--~r. at tbc:i ·.-..,::1 ::.a:ast. thay 
bad commit.tad sins of omission. 

They t1ave ;:ros:;l7 ovl\'lrs~a~.:i:d t>i.~ riumbo::r cf per::nanent a:ld 
temporary Jobs. both dir&ct and induced, that this project will 
create whila failing ~o infor~ the publ::.c ~f the thousands of rea.1. 
and potential JObs it will destroy, resulting in a net loss ot income 
to the Fo:<. ·1a1!.ey l..C not to enc: <1t.ate. Th.:iy have 1gnored tni:i ettcict 
this proJect w1.1.l navi:i on our water suppl1es, which are already 
overdra.cted: they bave kissed o.ct the threat to our wetlands; they 
don't care that tar more peop.1.e than they are willing to admit will 
su.t.cer economic<llly trom <Jevaluad homes, tneir titl.i!S tcrever 
clouded, their. tront yarct.s turneu int.:) ur;l:.r views ot he.1.l.Um factories 
and t.tnK tar:ns. 

::: coul..t ·;o ;;in, t::ue ,;it!l.:i::s t;C!t.::t:<i .1:-• ..:. l:~.::r :no:i hav~ .)r :.1il~ a:tate 
t~e s;i~·.::::.t::.=s :n.jr'J .,}loqu.;i:-it.:.1 i:.:-.a:; : . '!'!",.; ~-.:;J.nt t ;ia:-it c:: ~ak"' i3 
th;:.3; 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

How can our governor submit a ~roposal to the Department of 
Energy that baa so many devaating effects on ao many people? We've 
tried to ask hi• that question. but~he refuses to give ua •n 
audience. He tell• tbe preaa be will protect ua by ••king a bead-in
tbe-aand G·enera-1 AasembJ.Y to co:np11n•atia us. tor our loaa. He calla it 
good neighbor legislation. I-call it dishonest since the triggering 
11echania11 chat wou.td bring th:i• l•W into play ia in the hands ot. the 
robber inst•ad of th• robbea. 

Wh111n th• govei'ncr at;aged .l :ned.i.J. .J•tent in G•neva in August to 
sign the alleged "good ne~gnborM l~g~aJ.ation, be stacked the audience 
with $SC supporter.s so -that the ·;r.r:i ;>eopJ.a !le claimed be waa 
prot6ctin~ couJ.~n·t enter the Govern::ent center. Three of them risked 
arrest and pnysic3! ha~~ !rem nis goon sq~ad ~Y crashing into the 
•igning cereaony to see how th•Y •era being "protected." 

·aut •till th• governor wcn't talk to ua, ....._ ~o.ooo of ua, 
·who have signed petitions opposing this intrusion into our lives and 
thousand• more who ba?en't had :ha opportunity to aign a p~tition. 
And why ia tne good ~overnor net ner$ today? Why ian•t this "good 
neighbor" nere to explain to us h~w ~e'll-benetit trom this? 

I'll tell you vny: 
Just a• 1t wa• at tne Government center in Geneva. be ia atra1d 

to face va. Inate•d, _Gov~rnor YellowbellT cowers off to was.bington to 
lick the boota ot 3ecretary Herrington, hoping tbat by landing th• 
SSC, tbe fat cat contractors will •tuft bis campaign treasury and 
tho•• of bis political cronies. 

That's what it comes down to because any logica!, riont~thinking 
individual who analyzes carefully the Illinoi• site »roposal and the 
Dratt Environmental Impact StateJaent will find that this obscenity, 
thi• welfare project for the over-educated, has no benefit for the 
little guy. 

'l'Wenty years aoo, t~e people of Weston, Ill •• were raped by the 
state of Illinois when they were forced to give up their property at 
fire sale prices, as documented in the book Poliscide, written by 
Ora. Lowi • Ginsberg. In some cases, land waa outright atolen from 
them •• they received no f1nancia! remunerat1on. To your everlasting 
•ham•, your predecessor. tne Atomi~ Enerqy comm1•aiou. encouraoed 
this action. We"1e learn.;,~ at lot :ro:c that land grab, and if you 
t·hin.it you're goina to site tne SSC ner•. we're prepared. to light you-r 
phon7 m1t1g~t1ons ~itn real l~t~gations that would stall thia project 
W•l~ into the next centur7. 

Do not u.~dereati~at~ t~e oppca1t~on. We are for21dabl•. If 
Illinois is cbosen, the SSC will never get built n•r•. 

Stia.ron Lough 
6N:67 Woodland Driv• 
St. Charles, Illinois 60175 
Cl12ll77-388J 
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LETTER 

1 

2. 

C.A.T.C.H. - ILLINOIS 

This brief presentation ls intended to address specific 
negative aspects of the SSC being considered for place•ent 
in Kane County, Illinois, with regards to the SSC DEIS 
Comments • • SEDGE MEADOWS, RADIATION IN OUR GROUNDWATER, 
and RADON. 

First, page 4-67 of the EIS indicates that sedge meadows 
are very rare in the area proposed for the SSC. This 
being true, .their presence is of even greater sign! ficance 
to t~e local community, and every attempt should be made 
to preserve any existing rare sedge •eadows. The EIS 
mentions two that do exist near the SSC site. One is 
iMmediately south-southwest of Lily Lake and another is 
southwest of Kress Creek north of the Collider ring. 
The EIS fails to mention the sedge meadow which exists 
•est of Denker Road and •Duth of the E8 access shaft area. 
This sedge meadow and adjacent wetland area will be 
adversely:iaffected by the ·SSCiproject because of encroach· 
ment that will occur with the widening of Denker Road as 
a haul road leading to and from area ES. This.area will 
also face degrad•tion due to the enormous amount of truck 
~taffic that will pass by it. Due to the f1ne texture 
dl •uch of the hauled •atariai, wind-blown and rain
washed silt can be expected to originate from that traffic 
and adversely affect both plant and _animal life living 
in that area. The EIS is incomplete for failing to ack
nowle~ge the existence of this sedge ~eadow and wetland 
area, especially since this type of habitat is terMed by 
the EIS to be rare. Yon can be assured that the Ar•y 
Corp of Engineers will hear about this one. 

Second, Chart 4-13 clearly shows that Illinois has the 
greatest exposure to the presence of radionucliHes in its 
groundwater because or elevated levels of radiu~. Citizens 
of the rox Valley are already exposed to better than 7 
ti•es as much radiation through our drinking water as any 
other site under consideration. With our site also con
taining the greatest numbers. of people, any further exposure 
from SSC related radiation can therefore be expected to 
produce greater numbers of cancer related ailments. Why do 
Governor Thompson and our other elected officials feel 
obligated to expose such large numbers of people to this 
risk? This is madness. 

Last, lable 4-8 and Table 4 ... 9 give statistics pertaining to radon 
levels present in ~!Ying spaces and basements at each site. 
The figures that appear for Illinois are in error. Both 
charts show that Illinois state levels and the SSC Region 
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af' ll'T<fluef'T'Ce -le"'le-ls or rad'cn ai:e tte.Iot11. Emiitoniaelll't:al. 
Pl'otec.t!on Ag.ency standards. However.,.' a.$ r.ecently 8'S 
Sei"t~r 2'l!s-t o-f' ttv.t:,. ye&-r, Jtri'lh· ·£0<1pe-r 1 MtA&g'en af 
EJtyJ..roAC1Jen.tal Safttty fcg;r the l:Uii"'eJis. f>8iM'ltmd;n.t-~af 
Nuclear sarety, has been quoted in tn~ St. Charles 
Chronicle as saying, "the averag.e.· Le.el ~ r&Gen-!n; 
Kane €aunty homes was a little· over the- state ave!'age of 
ne.a.;ty s p.icQ:C'Ur:tl~···. 1r t~Jis. ls. ttue, tl'le-"' b-o>ttt.t ti:le
state and -"•ne ~1J111f:1.ty raden le.•el.s. a~e- a.etw.al.ly abo-ve 
t"he EPA' s-tand.ards. H·as th'!!' ltlfno.ts ENR agatn p.rov·tcte·d· 

.. the DeE w'i tht .t111<1:ceurete at ou.t.d&ttd inrernntt.te-n'l tote• 
· many times does this have to happen be-fore- the DOE tells 

111-ing.J..s t.o. get its. ac;t. toget.ne·.r? 

?n closing, how 1011g will the· rap-e of the envtnn;iment 
ce"'4!·i.niji8", leav·i~g a 11es.s. te ~te-:c:.ity? 

·BETlV A>NK L~NER. 
40W58'9' Whi ta F"ence w·ay 
St: .. Cttei:le:s.,, lIIin-'Q'.Jis. ·-6QQ. l5-
312 J77-09-18 

• 
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