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Re: Consolidated bBdison Company. of
New York, Inc.
Indian Point Unit No. 2
AEC Docket No. 50-247

, In nis letter under date of Octobzr 13, 1972
the Attorney CGeneral of the State of New York suggested
that any fines which might be inposed on Consolidaced

ndizon as a

ginould be considered

determining

of Indian POl
subnits that the incorporation of such conjectural

penalties into a cost-benefit analysis is ilmproper
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raesult Of the operation of Indian Poinlt 2

an additional financial cost in

as
the cost-benefit analysis for the coneration

nt 2 with a cnce~throucgh cooling system.
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matter to which the Attorney General refers
the subject of litigation in the courts of
Mew Yoriz,  The matter has nobt yoeb been sct
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which ocan boe determinad only after reviﬁw ard
delliberation would be an impropayr

of baenzfits and costs in the Final Environmental cLCueﬂt
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By its oxder dated April 28, 1972 the New York
State Department of Znvironmental Conscervation vacatred ibs
previous order of February 29, 1972, +thus allowing the
operation of the cooling water cirvculators at Indian Poini

By this ovder Conscolidated Edison also consented Lo the
imposition of specif ic operating provisions for Indian
Point 2. These were adopted specifically to provide pro-
tectiocn for the Hudson River environuent. Particularly in
view of this order the allegation that the operation of
Indian Point 2 will kill two to five million £ish per yoear
in violatioa of New York State law iz unwarranted.

™

Apacls from the speculative nature of the
allegations concerning the number of Fish which raight be
killed at Tndian Point 2 as well as Lhe penaltics which
might be imposed for the alleged violation of State law,
the zpproach suggested by the Attorney General could result
in a nultiple and improper accounting of the costs and
benefits of the once-through cooling system.
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