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Samuel W. Jensch, Esg., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
washington, D. C. 20545

Re: Consolidated Edison Company of
Mew York (Indian Point Unit
Ne. ?2) - Bocket No, 502247

Dear Mr. Chairman:

We agree with Applicants' suggestion that the next Séssion
of the hearing should conclude the hearings On_radiological safety

matters. However, it is neither possible nor desirable for such
a hearing to commence on October 4.

on August 26, 1971 we reccived 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 docunents included on that licst. wWe felt confident that
review of those documents would require us to: spend at icast as
much time as the Task Ferce spent in reviow:and vreparation of their
position (approximately two monthg) . Mindiul of Applicants' concein
with delay in the proceecdings we requested, inter alia, the list of
documents on May 25, 1971. Having only. just rocsived that list we
can hardly be expected to complete our rcview and formulate our
position by the end of this month (one wecik before Octaber 4).

We nlso have not received from the Staff the tests aad analysas of
Fhooe tents which necrsnibated the Tanls Poroe Poevsdone . Witheut that

matorial we cannol independanb by aneens the tost venubde,
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We also belicve that Applibantc suggestion that hcarings be
held night and day during the week of October 4 is anreasonable.
While Applicant's counsel does little more than listen during cross-
examination and while witnesses change every few hours, Intervenors
only have one attorney who must handle the entire cross-examination.
Both phyvsical and mental fatigue as well as the need to roview the
days transcript in preparation for the next days hearings make night
and day. sessions intolerable. o

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. ' I do not at this time bhelieve
that the hearings on the matters outlined in Applicants' letier 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 further hearings be held
on environmental matters and that such hearings commence only after
the Applicant and the Staff have completod theirv reaview. Thus this
hearing will not end when the hearings on safety mattcers have been
concluded and rushing to complete these hearings. will serve no '
legitimate purposco.

We arc today informallv reaquesting the Applicant and the Staff
to supply us, if possible, with a copy of certain documents listed
as part of the ECCS Task Force review and also are advising them
tentatively of several areas of concern whinh we have with. respect
to FCCS. (Copics of letters attached) We hope that these informal
procedures will cxpedite our roview and in this hopoe ouqu“t to tha
BPoard the following time achcodule: :

1. September 20 Proposed direct testimony of Applicant,
: and New York State Atomic Energy Council
promised on this date in Applicant
telegram of September 9.

2. September 20 .Proposed direct testimony of the Staff
' with respect to the four subject areas out-~
lined in Applicant's telegram of September 9.

3. October 18 Proposed Cross-—-examination of the Citizens

- Committee for-Protectlon of the Fnvirvonment
with respect to FCCS and wilth roapcoct to
Turther direct Frestimony of the Applicant,
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4.  November: 1 . '~ Commenccment of continuous daytime

hearings on the remaining radiological
safety 1ssues. :

It is also possible that by a free cxchange of data and con-
cerns between now and the hearing actual hecaring time may be sub-
stantially reduced by permitting the Citizens Ccmmittee for. the
Protection of the Environment to obtain the answers to questions

" from documents precduced and.informal discussions. Through this
procedure the issues can be more carcfully defined. and the cross-
“ervamination can be more pointed with both sides bhetter preparecd to

respond. ’

Singerely,

- i T e T
,"’/ /’1//- /l ,""j -
S e i et aA AL
Anthony fi. Hoisman

/
Counsoel ‘for the itilzens Commiitoee
t for the Protoection of the Environment

AZR/aw
Attachments

- CC: All parties of Record



