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In the Matter of Corsolidated “dison Company of Mew York, Tnc.
Indian boint MNuclear Generating Unit Mo. 2
_Docket No. 50-247

Centloemen:

With reference to the Final Fnvironinental Statement of
the Comnmission, as prepared by the Directorate of ILicensina, and
the cont-Lenefit analvsis contained therein (Ch. XT. Alternatives
to Proposed dction and Cost-Benefit Analvsis of Fnvironmental
Fffects), it sheculd be noted that the operation of Indian Point
Fuclear Generating Plant Unit Mo. 2, as presently constructed,
woula result in the *illing of from tvo to five million fish rer
year, and that such Filling would be in direct violation ofr
Scctions 11-1321, 71-N0925(4) of the Fnvironmental Consoervation
Law, which pirescribe a penalty of $10.00 per fish. See the
enclesed complaint of the State of New York acainst tre anplicant
for the killina of 160,000 fish durina experimental testina a+
Indian I'sint Unit Mo. 2 last winter, and the enclosed decisicn of
the Suprgme Court, New York Countv holdinag . Section 11+1371 directly
applicable to Consolilated Fdison's operation of the plant.
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Accordingly, the cost-benefit analysis of the Cormission
should take into account the additional financial cost of the
once~throuah cooling method, resulting from the amnlicant's
continued violation of State laws, which could amount to between
twventy and fifty million dollars a year.
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