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U. S. Atomic Energy Commi sifn 

Washinqton, D. C. 20545 

Re: Consolidated Edison Company of 

New York (Indian Point Unit 
- Nc. 2) -- Poc-kct N(). 50--247 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

We agree with Applicants' suggestion that the next session 

of the hearing should conclude the hearings on radiological safety 

matters. However, it is neither possible nor dIesirahle for such 

a hearing to commence on October 4.  

On August 26, 1971 we received from the Staff the list of 

documents which were consulted by Members of the ECCS Task Force 

in their review. We have obviously not had an opportunity to review 

the 60 docrments incl.udod on that A. .i 1 We felt cmn1idoent that 

review of those documents would require u-; tPo. spend at; i.ast as 

much time as the? Task Force spent in revici w and crop \raton of the.I' ; 

position (approximately two months). Min] ul of Applicants ' concei-nr 

with delay in the proceedings we requested, inter alia, the list oF 

documents on May 25, 1971. Having only. just reccved that list we 

can hardly be expected to complete our rcv.ew and formulate our 

position by the end of this month .(one weck: before Oc:bor 4) 

We al o have not received from the Staff h tes i in a .il1y- I 
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We also believe that Applicants' suLesthio:- that hearings be 
held night and day during the week of October 4 is unreasonabl-c.  
While Applicant's counsel does little more than listen durinT cross
examination and while witnesses change every few hours, Inbcrvenors 
only. have one attorney who must handle the entire cross-examina Lion.  
Both physical and mental fatigue as well as the need to review the 
days transcript in preparation for the next days hear'.nJs make night 
and day sessions intolerable.  

We assume Applicant has urged this burdensome procedure because 
it is aware that both the Chairman and myself will -be involved in 
other hearings beginning October 12. T do not at this time believe 

that the hearings on the matters outlined in Applicants' let:er can 
be concluded during the week of October 4 nor do I see any need to 
place all of us under that kind of time pressure. The recently 
adopted revised Appendix D requires that furthe-: heaC __rgs be held 

on environmental matters and that such hearings commence only Flter 
the Applicant and the Staff have comnletcld their v tow. Thus this 
hearing will not end when the hearings on safety matters have huen 
concluded and rushing to complete these hearing;s will serve no 
legitimate purpose.  

We are tod]ay infom:.Ilv rocuest-Anq thr Applirc-ant and th. F [a if 
to supply us, if possible, with a copv of cectain documents listed 
as part of the ECCS Task Force review and also are advising them 
tentatively of several areas of concern which we have with rc2ecL 
to ECCS. (Copies of lettei-s attached) We hope that -these informA].  
procedures wi]ll expo:dito -ur review and in Lhi-s Ihope sugge';t Lo tle 
F, oard the following time ;che'dule:

1. September 20 

2. September 20 

3. October 18

Proposed direct testimony of Applicant, 
and New York State Atomic Energy Council 
promised on this date in Applicant's 
telegram of September 9.  

Proposed direct testimony of the Staff 
with respect to the four subject areas out
lined in Applicant's telegram of September 9.  

Proposed Cross--examination of the Citizens 
Committee for ,Protection o F the Environlmlnl 
wi.th respect to F('C( C -ind w itli menp L t,) 
f l l th l o r (1 i , ' : c I - c t i n n l i V ( ) F " I 1 1 , 7 \ 1 11 *) ] I , : ' l 
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4. November 1 Commenccmcnt of continuous daytime 
hearinqs on the remaining ra,,.ologcaiC 

safety i,-ues.  

It is also possible that by a free exchange of data and con
cerns between, now and the hearing actual, hcaring time may he ;ub-
stantialv reduced by permitting the Citizens Comm.i ttee. for. the 
Protection of the Environment to obtain the answers to quesit:.ons 
from documents produced and informal discussionS. Through this 
orocedure the issues can be more carefully defined, and the cross
examination can be more pointed with both, sides better prepared to 
respond.  

Sihperely., 

4_1 

Anthonv /. 4. isman 

Counsel../I:. ;, O thc, Ci.Li.zens Comm i.i- ', 

,fJ or I-ho l rI lc.ct i.n n () I. t-hlie I:i,,V .',.)nrn(';,1.  

AZR /aw 
Attachments

CC: All parties of Record


